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THE DEBATES

OFE THE

SENATE OF CANADA

IN THE

SECOND SESSION OF THE SEVENTH PARLIAMENT OF CANADA, APPOINTED TO
MI&E:I‘ FOR DESPATCH OF BUSINESS ON THURSDAY, THE TWENTY-
FIFTH DAY OF FEBRUARY, IN THE FIFTY-FIFTH YEAR OF
THE REIGN OF

HER MAJESTY QUEEN VICTORIA

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Thursday, February 25th, 1892.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 2.30 p.m.
Prayers,

The SPEAKER presented to the House a
communication from the Governor General's
secretary announcing that His Excellency
would open the Session at 3 p.m.

The House was adjourned during pleasure.
After some time the House was resumed.
THE SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

His Exceliency, the Right Honourable Sir
Frederick Arthur Stanley, Baron Stanley of
Preston, in the County of Lancaster, in the
Peerage of the United Kingdom, Xnight
Grand Cross of the Most Honourable Order
of the Bath. Governor General of Canada
fma Vice-Admiral of the same, being seated
in the Chair on the Throrte.

The SPEAKER commanded the Gentleman
Usher of the Black Rod to proceed to the
H?use of Commons and acquaint that House,
—“It is His Excellency’s pleasure they at-
tend him immediately in this House.”

Who being come with their Speaker,
thiﬁs llﬂxeellency the Governor General was
cions Iéeased to open the Session by a gra-

Deech to both Houses.
Honourapie Gentlemen of the Senate :
It Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

vou :‘;ﬂghlﬂs,me much gratification to meet
€ commencement of the Parliament-

ary Session, and to be able to congratulate
you upon the general prosperity of the Dom-
inion, and upon the abundant harvest with
which Providence has blessed all parts of the
country.

The lamented and untimely death of His
Royal Highness the Duke of Clarence and
Avondale has aroused a feeling of profound
sorrow. The sympathy with Her Majesty
and Their Royal Highnesses the Prince and
Princess of Wales, in their bereavement,
which has prevailed in the Dominion on this
melancholy occasion, has found expression in
respectful messages of condolence from my
Ministers, from the Provincial Governments,
and from many other representative bodies.

The negotiations with respect to seal fish-
ing in Behring Sea have been continued,
with a view to the adjustment, by arbitration,
of the difficulties which have arisen between
Her Majesty’s Government and that of the
United States on that subject. Commission-
ers have been appointed by both Govern-
ments, to investigate the circumstances of
seal life in Behring Sea ; to report thereon ;
and to suggest the measures, if any, which
they may deem necessary for its proper pro-
tection and preservation. The Commission-
ers are proceeding with :their deliberations
in Washington, and the results will shortly

'be communicated to Her Majesty’s Govern-

ment. I trust that their investigations, and
the determination of the Arbitrators who are
to be appointed, may lead to a just and equit-
able settlement of this long pending difficulty.

The meeting which had been arranged with

.|the United States Government for a day in

October last, for an informal discussion on
the extension of trade between the two
countries, and on other international matters
requiring adjustment, was postponed at their
request. But, in compliance with a more
recent intimation from that Government,
three of my Ministers proceeded to Washing-
ton, and conferred with representatives of
the Administration of the United States on



those subjects. An amicable understanding
was amived at respecting the steps to be
taken for the establishment of the boundary
of Alaska : and for reciprocity of services in
cases of wreck and salvage. Arrangements
were also reached for the appointment of an
International Commission to report on the
regulations which may be adopted by the
United States and Canada for the prevention
of destructive methods of fishing and the
pollution of streams,
uniformity of close seasons, and other means
for the preservation and increase of fish. A
valuable and friendly interchange of views
respecting other important matters also took
place.

In accordance with the promise given at
the close of the last session, a Commission
has been issued to investigate the working
of the Civil Service Act, and other matters
connected . with the Civil Service generally.
The report of this Commission will be laid
before you during the present session. «

The conclusions of the Commission on the
manufactare of beet-root sugar will also be
laid before you.

It is desirable that the fishery regulations
in British Columbia should be examined amf
revised so as to adapt them better to the re-
quirements of the fisheries in-that Province.
A Commission has been issued with that
object.

An important measure respecting the Crim-
inal Law, which was laid before you last
session, has been revised and improved, as a
result of the expression of views elicited by
its presentation to Parliament, and will be
submitted to you. Your attention will also
be directed to measures for the redistribution
of seats consequent upon the Census returns ;
the establishment of the boundaries of the
Territories ; and the amalgamation of the De-
partments of Marine and Fisheries. Bills
will also be presented to you for the amend-
ment of the Civil Service Act, the Acts re-
lating to real property in the Territories, and
of those respecting the fisheries.

Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

The accounts for the past year will be laid
before you, as well as the Estimates for the
ensuing ‘vear. 'These Estimates have been
prepared with a due regard to economy and
the requirements of the public service.

Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate :
Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

1 commend these important subjects, and
all matters affecting the public interests
which may be brought before you, to Your
best consideration, and I feel assured that
yvou will address yourselves to them with
earnestness and assiduity.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (A) “An Act relating to Railways.”
(M1. Abbott)

The Speech [SENATE] from the Throne.

and for establishing |

THE ADDRESS.

MOTION.
The SPEAKER reported His Excellency's
Speech from the Throne, and the same was
read by the Clerk.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved that the Speech
be taken into consideration on Monday next.
The motion was ageed to.

THE COMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES.

MOTION.
Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved—

That all the members present during this
session be appointed a committee to con-
sider the Orders and Customs of this House
and Privileges of Parliament, and that the
said committee have leave to meet in this
House, when and as often as they please.

The motion was agreed to.
The Senate adjourned at 4 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Monday, February 29th, 1892,

Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

NEW SENATOR.

Ho~x. Mr. LANDRY was introduced,
and baving taken the oatb of office and
signed the roll, took his seat.

THE ADDRESS.
MOTION.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY moved

; .
i _That the following address be presented to His
i Excellency the Governor General, to offer the respect-
; ful thanks of this House to His Excellency for the
| i;acious Speech he has been pleased to make to both
I ouses of Parliament, namely :—

i To His ExcepLexcy the Right Honourable Sir
FREDERICK ARTHUR STANLEY, Baron Stanley of
Preston, in the County of Lancaster, in the Peerage
of Great Britain ; Knight Grand Cross of the Most,
Honourable Order of the Bath, Governor General
of Canada and Vice-Admiral of the same.

i MAY 17 PLEASE YOUR EXCELLENCY :—

! We, Her Majesty’s dutiful and loyal subjects, the Senate
| of Canada in Parliament assembled, hum l{ut}mnk Your
{ Excellency for your gracious Speech at the opening of
| this Session.
We also respectfully thank Your Excellency for your
expression of gratification at meetingus at the commence~

ment of the Parliamentary Session, and we rejoice that
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Your Excellency is able to con

Y gratulate us upon the
g%neral prosperity of the Dominion, and u;x))on the
abundant harvest with which Providence has blessed all
parts of the country.

We share in the most heartfelt manner the feeling of
ptl_'og).und sorrow which the lamented and untimely dgath
3 ) is Royal Highness the Duke of Clarence and Avon-
sa, e has aroused, and we feel most sincerely the same
tf;mga.thy with Her Majesty and Their Royal Highnesses

lf' rince and Princess of Wales, in their bereavement,
: ich has prevailed in the Dominion on this melancholy

gcaslou and has found expression in respectful messages
of condolence from Your Excellency’s Ministers, from

the Provincial Government
C ) ents, and from many othe pre-
Sentative bodies ’ iy ofher repre

We thank Your Excellency i i
tha 0 y for informing us that the
Degotiations with respect to seal ﬁshingingBehring Sea
ave been continued, with a view to the adjustment, by
are ‘tﬁ"t!o"- of the difficulties which have arisen between
bS {h ajesty’s Government and that of the United States
“it(l) atﬁub;ect. We are pleased to learn that Commis-
A ners have been appointed by both Governments, to
tOvest,mate the circumstances of seal life in Behring Sca ;
wh‘:eﬁort thereon ; and to suggest the easures, if any,
by éc they may deem necessary for its proper protection
nd preservation. Weare glad to be informed that the
vmt}:{lsslouers are proceeding with their deliberations in
ni:st 1ggton and that the results will shortly be commu-
b atel 'to Her Majesty’s tfovernment. We trust that
m;:zr Investigations, and the determination of the Arbi-
b prsbwho are to be appointed, may lead to a just and
quitable settlement of this long pending difficulty.

We receive with a dee; ite i
p sense of its importance Your
‘I.‘-'ﬁ:}lll%nc ’s announcement that thoug{x the meeting
e ad been arranged with the United States Govern-
ped theor a day in October last, for an informal discussion
on the extension of trade between the two countries, and
oet er :lnternatgonal matters requiring adjustment, was
» mé)one at their request, yet, that, in compliance with
4D reE recent intimation from that Government, three of
an&“ xfcellency's Ministers proceeded to Washington,
ond c;_){:herred_ with representatives of the Administra-
flor of the United States on those subjects, We are glad
earn that an amicable understanding was arrived at

respecting the steps to be taken for the establishment of-

the boundary of Alasks, and fi iproci i
t sks, or reciprocity
ﬁ: :tases of wreck and salvage. We arg gmtgﬁgg ts:lgr‘l?:
th anaf;t:;gﬂe;ﬁzg&sl \é%t;]el la.nl.so.reached for the appointment
] € 1ssion to report on_the regula-
fone rhiet iy bo bdgpied by B Uhifen Shisk
fishing and the pollution of st e, and Tor ootablahing
uniformity of cﬁ)se seasons }t;‘ein;ns. A o qatabliching
0 lose s s ther means for the pre-
servation and increase of fish; and w joi h
ghat a.hvnh:mble and friendly inte’rchnngeeofrsgg::’:: rt(a(:s:)‘:(il:
ng other important watters also took place.

We receive with gratification
. t on the anno
!ansxzccorQunce with the promise given at ;]l‘:)ec ecl?(fsgtgft?l?é
e wesﬁ!on a Commission has been issued to investigate
the orking of the Civil ‘Service Act, and other matters
o0 (!)llgtctefd with the Civil Service generally, and that the
thg pregeutthéi s(;}pmmliﬂ;wn will be laid before us during
Tonoy thont Se r::ygr . e beg leave to assure Your Excel-

We thank Your Excellency i i

th; llency for informin €
;:g(r;::lsll:lsmn of the Commission on the munufagu‘::etgf" lgetgt'
oL Sugar will also be laid before us.  We are also pleased
regulz{?ion :%Bl?s :?i?;lughlas 1'}15 dhesixl'?lbl}e that the fishery
v ¢h Columbia should be exami

:ezlsesd esgeass ito a.rli]apt them better to the‘requirt;rtrlxeetl‘ltaénodf
issueq wres ] !lllt ‘t)b%ctl"mvmce,a Commission has been

We are glad

ecting the Criminal Law, whi i
i ] , which was laid hefore us
%:;?&ns ! hnsfbe.en revised and improved, as a reaul?of ]{’}182
expre m?(ll] of views elicited by its presentation to Parlia-
thaty at:nll be submitted tous. We hear with interest
the' o 2t %ntl.on will also be directed to measures for
l'etnl‘na'sﬂ:l ution of seats consequent upon the Census
Titor s an(:l esﬁablxshment of the boundaries of the Ter-
aoss the amelgamation of the Departments of
o and Fisheries; and that
to us for the amendment of

of i
a.mtih:f?l?u relating to real prope

the C
Y 086 respecting the ﬁsheriegy i the Territories,
our Excellen i i

comme ney, having been graciously pleas
fop the““)lutblﬁmg important subjects, and all matiers ;%%ctt(:
o our bagt s :nlqterest_ which may be brought before us,
address owreay sideration, may feel assured that we will
ves to them with earnestness and assiduity.

shall receive our best consideration. |

to learn that the important measure res-

Bills will also_be pre-
ivil Service Aect, |

He said :—

Les traditions de cette honorable cham-
bre, les usages parlementaires m’imposent
le devoir d’apporter & l'appui de cette
motion quelques remarques que je forai
aussi courtes que possible. Ne pas fatiguer
son auditoire est bien ce que l'on peut
désirer de mieux quand on n’a pas la pré-
tention de le retenir captif sous le charme
de sa purole ou de l'intéresser vivement
parune expositionsavantedu sujet a traiter,
par une diction entrainante, par ces har-
diesses de pensée et d’expression qui déce-
lent l'orateur véritable et l'imposent i
'admiration de ceux qui I'écoutent. Si je
ne puis, et pour cause, provoquer cette
admiration, il m’est du moins permis, et
¢’est mon devoir, de réclamer votre bien-
veillance que je suis sfir.d'obtenir, si mon
humble discours, réalisant les promesses
de von exorde, ne franchit pas les limites
que lui trace ma prudence de vieillard.
Car, il ne faut pas se le dissimuler, je suis
arrivé & un ige ou le positivisme le plus
absolu chasse les illusions poétiques de la
jeunesse, o les fleurs aimées, mémo celles
du style, dixparaissent et sont remplacées
par les fruits mfirs de la pensée.

Vous n'avez donc¢ rien & craindre, je
n’abuserai pas de votre patience.

Si j’ai accepté I'honneur de vous adres-

ser la parole et de proposer la réponse &
I'adresse du Trone c’est que jai compté
non seulement sur votre bienveillance mais
sur ce calme esprit de justice dont tout
'atmosphére de cette enceinte est impré-
gné et qui est comme I'émanation des heu-
reuses qualités qui vous distinguent,
. Clest cet esprit do justice quis'est affirmé
{sans ambages quand I'honorable premier
' m’a gracieusement offert I'honneur de pro-
| poser la réponse & I'ndresse. J'appartiens
'3 une race actuellement en minorité dans
e pays, pays que nos péres ont conquis 3
la civilisation, que nos missionnaires ont
arrosé du plus pur de leur sang, que nous
avons longtemps dixputé & un ennemi tina-
lement victorieux et que nous partageons
aujourd’hui, en fréres, avec ceux qui unis-
sent leurs efforts aux nétres, pour que tous
nous contribuions, dans un commun et
patriotique eftort, 4 taire du Canada une
terre que bénissent ses enfants et qu'admi-
rent les étrangers,

Si ce n'est pas une loi écrite dans nos
statuts, elle est du moins consacrée par
I'usage ct gravée dayns le cceur de la popu-
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lation, et ¢’est en son nom et sous son auto- | dans ses affections les plus vives et dans
rité que les différentes races qui habitent | ses espérances les plus légitimes par cette
ce pays attendent de tout gouvernement  terrible moissonneusequ’on appellela Mort.
juste, de toute administration éclairée, que | C'est la messagére du Trés-Haut qui passe,
les honneurs et les faveurs soient distri-ic’est ]Ja main de Dieu qui cueille sur les
bués de telle maniére que justice la plus marches d'un tréne cette royale flour qui
entiére soit rendue aux différents éléments | 8’épanouissait au soleil de la jeunesse, Le
de notre population. On n’a pas oublié ce!conp était imprévu, il fut terrible. Un
principe dans la présente occurrence, et si!cri de douleur s’est élové de tous les points
jai accepté 'honneur qui m'a été offert |du vaste empire britannique & la triste
¢’est que j'ai cru qu'il était dft & un Cana- nouvelle que Son Altesse Royale le due
dien-frangais ot 4 un représentant de la|de Clarence et Avondale avait paseé de vie
province de Québee, c'est que j'ai voulu d trépas.
rendre plus manifeste I'acte de justice ftllt? Il y a quelques années, un jeune prince .
A ma race et & ma province. ) .qui avait pris service dans les rangs de
Ces distinctions ne sont pas subtiles, et!larmée anglaise, tombait, un jour, dans
ne peuvent pas étre déplacées. Elles se%une obscure embuscade, le corps troué de
dégagent de la nature méme des choses et | flécches, la poitrine ouverte par les sagaies

qui dit confédération réveille de suite I'idée
d’'un assemblage d’éléments hétérogénes,
(’est leur union qui fait la confédération.
C'est leur harmonie qui fera le pays grand
et prospére. )

Sans doute, on peut et ondoit se féliciter
de la prospérité générale du pays et parti-
culidrement de 'abondante récolte de l'au-
tomue dernier. Ce sont Id des bienfaits
que nous tenons de la divine Providence
et nous devons ’en remercier. Mais il ne
faut pas oublier que la Providence n’ac-
corde ses faveurs qu’aux peuples qui n'ont
point perverti leurs voies.

I’homme isolé, 'étre individuel, ayant
une existence au deladutemp-, peut comp-
ter sur les récompenses ou les chitiments
de la vie future. Il n’en est pas ainsi des
nations: comme elles ne vivent que dans
le temps et qu'elles ne sauraient exister
comme nations dans un monde aulre que
celni que nous habitons actuellement, ¢’est
ici-bas qu'elles recoivent de la Providence
leur chitiment ou leur récompensc: les
calamités publiques, lesdésastres, les flénux,
la gverre, ou les abondantes moissons, la
prospérité générale, les douceurs de lapaix.
C'est avec raison qu'on peut le proclamer,
une nation a le gouvernement qu’elle mé-
rite et la Providence atteint infaillible
ment ici-bas les nations qui corrompent
leurs voies et qui souillent leurs annales.
L’histoire du peuple de Dieu, connu de
tous, atteste hautement, A chacune de ses
pages l'indéniable vérité de cette assertion
et constitue un enseignemeut salutairedont
notre petit peuple peut faire son profit en
wout temps et plus particulidrement a
I’heure actuelle.

Une grande nation vient d'étre frappée

des noirs enfants de la terre africaine. Une
veuve inconsolable pleura ce tils unique et
la France perdit pour toujours ce dernier
rejeton d’une impériale dynastie. La mort
du duc de Clarence ne présente pas ces
caractéres particuliers de désespérance, et
cependant qui pourra dire le deuil univer-
sel qu'elle a cré¢ ? Qui pourra peindre la
douleur de la famille royale, les inexpri-
mables angoisses de la mére, la désolation
de la fiancée, I'abattement de tout un peu-
ple quand l'ange de la mort alla frapper
dans son palais ce premier-né que de royales
mains ¢t de saintes affections élevaient

| pour le plus beau tréne de l'univers.

Ce malheur national eutson contre-coup
jusque sur cette terre d’Amérigue, et notre
loyale colonie n’a point ménagé ses mar-
ques de douloureuses sympathies & la
tfamille si terriblementéprouvée. Le gou-
vernement de ce pays, par la voie de ses
ministres, les gouvernements provineciaux
et un grand nombre de corps représentatifs
ontl exprimé dans leurs respectueux messa-
ges de condoléance la part qu’ils prennent
au deuil de la famille royale. Le Dieu qui
frappe est aussi le Dieu qui distribue la
consolation ; nous le prions d’en répandre
la bienfaisante rosée sur les cceurs endo-
loris, pendant que notre affectueuse loyauté
tresse une couronne i la mémoiredu jeune
prince.

Ce n'est pas le seul homme de distinction
que I’Angleterre ait perdu dans ces der-
niers temps. Un autre prince est aussi
disparu de la scéne de ce monde, apréds une
carriére bien remplie, laissant a son pays
un grand nom, le souvenir de ses vertus et
un héritage de bonnes ceuvres accomplies
sans bruit dans le silence méme du sanc-
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tuaire dont il était l'ornement. Une des
gloires les plus pures de la vieille Angle-
terre s'est éteinte avec Son Eminence le
cardinal Manning. Sur sa tombe & peine
fermée, il me sera permis de jeter, en pas-
sant, les fleurs d’'une admiration sincére et
d’un respectueux souvenir,

. Dans une circonstance difficile les auto-
rités civiles ont eu recours & I'intervention
efficace de cet homme distingué pour régler,
a 'amiable, un différend des plus sérieux
qui menagait de transformer Londres en un
champ de carnage.

L’Angleterre en cela ne faisait que mettre
én pratique, une fois de plus, son principe
de soumettre & I'arbitrage d’hommes com-
pétents la solution de questions difficiles
qui, autrement, ne pourraient &tre tran-
chées que par lesabre, au prix de I'effusion
de beaucoup de sang, au prix de la paix et
de 151. propérité de 'empire.

C'est ainsi que dans une question qui
nous regarde spécialement, lorsque les inté-
rétsde notre pays sont venus, tout dernidre-
rpent, en conflit avec ceux des Etats-Unis,
I’Angleterre s entamé des négociations avec
la grande république au sujet du droit de
havigation, de péche et de chasse dans la
mer de Behring. Les négociations ont été
poursuivies en vue d’amener le régloment
de ces difficultés par voie d’arbitrage. En
conséquence des commissaires ont 6té nom-
més par les deux gouvernements. 1Ils ont
fait une étude approfondie de la question
et comme cette question de droit interna.
tional se rattache par certains cotés & une
- question d'histoire naturelle, les commis-

saires se sont rendus jusque dans la merde
Behring pour y étudier, sur place, les habi-
tudes, les meeurs, la maniére de vivre des
phoques, le sujet ou du moins I'occasion des
dxﬁicul.tés existantes. Les commissairesse
sont ainsi mis en état, par leurs propres
observations, parune étude consciencieuse
de suggérer, d’autorité, les moyens les plué
efficaces pour la protection et la conserva-
tion de ces amphibies. Siégeant actuelle-
ment & Washington, la commission y pour-

nit ges étudeq et arrivera,avant longtemps,
nium:s conclusion qui sera de suite commu-
P &'Lde gux deux gouvernements de la
gouvee. retagne et des Etats-Unis. Le
Cotte l‘nlem_ent.de notre propre pays, que
o touzoll'mon Butéresse 4 un si hant degré,
moing leu d’espérer—il nous le dit du
char et cette assurance doit nous &tre
Vel'ozt-]que la détermination & laquelle arri-

e8 arbitres, résultat final de cette

commission, conduira 4 un réglement juste
ot équitable Jde ces difficultés et dissipera
le nuage menagant qu’un vent d’orage avait
amené au-dessus de nos tétes.

Le réglement pacifique de cette question
met de nouveau en relief I'avantage, I'ina
préciable avantage que nous avons de
vivre sous le drapeau britannique et d’avoir
comme protectrice de nos droits, comme
soutien de notre enfance, comme guide de
nos pas, une nation  puissante, respectée,
dont les flottex sillonnent les mers, dont le
pavillon se déploie comme signe de force
et de grandeur sur les cing parties du
monde et qui nous a donné, 3 nous, la
plénitude de nos droits politiques, le libre
exercice de notre culte, la liberté, en un
mot, sous toutes ces formes, jusqu'a cette
liberté du commerce que nous exergons, 3
notre gré, contre les intéréts de la mére
patrie, en taxant i notre avantage et & son
détriment, les produits de son sol et de ses
industries.

Liberté plus enti¢re fut-elle jamais ac-
cordée 4 une colonie ? aussile peuple cana-
dien est-il satisfait de son sort, et je suis
sfir de me faire ici I’écho de ses sentiments
ot d’étre plus particuliérement Uinterpréte
des aspirations de la province de Québec,
en déclarant, en proclamant notre loyauté
4 la couronne britannique et notre désir de
vivre sous son égide. Ceux-1a n’aiment pas
lear pays qui veulent lui faire abandonner
les avantages réols et connus pour le pré-
cipiter dans l'inconnu et 'incertain. Ceux-
13 sont traitres & leur nationalité qui veu-
lent la noyer dans le flot des intéréts pure-
ment matériels ou qui consentent & l'ab-
sorption compléte de leur race dans cette
mer immense d’une population de soixante
millions.

Les intéréts de notre pays militent hau-
tement contre une telle absorption. Notre
proximité des Etats-Unis nous impose sans
doute l'obligation d’avoir des rapports
journaliers avec ce pays. Mais les relations
amicales, méme nécessaires, peuvent exis-
ter sans que l'un des pays disparaisse,
englouti dans Vautre. Que voyons-nous
aujourd’hui ?

1 n'y a pas i le nier, le commerce né-
cessaire entre les deux pays fait surgir de
temps a autredes questions internationales,
d’une grande importance pour nouscomme
pour nos amis les Américains. L’extension
elle-méme du commerce est devenue une
de ces questions que les deux gouverne-.
ments ont intérét et sont actuellement 2
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débattre. La conférence qui devait avoir | question, il me sera permis, messieurs, de
liew en octobre dernier 3 ce sujet a &16|constater, et les statistiques le prouvent,
remise, on le sait, 4 la demande des Etats-|qu’en 1890, pour l'année fiscale se termi-
Unis. Reprise tout dernid¢rement elle a eu ' nant au 30 juin, nous avons acheté de
1)01u~ résultat immédiat une entente préa- I'étranger 233,381,711 lbs de sucre, repré-
able entre les deux gouvernements. Des !sentant une valeur de $5,837,895.

arrangements ont été conclus pour la nomi-\ En 1891, 4 la méme date du 30 juin,
nation d’une commission internationale, |I'importation du sucre u étéde 174,045,720
ayant un vaste champ d’exploration, et |lbs, représentant une valeur de $5,186,153.

devant faire rapport aux deux gouverne-!
ments du résultat de ses recherches et du
fruit de ses études.

Nous devons particuliérement nous ré-
jouir de I'assurance que nous donne notre
gouvernement que les promesses faites 4
[a fin de la derniére session ont été remplies
et qu’un échange de vues amical et du plus
grand prix a eu lieu entre les représentants
assemblés & Washington.

Nous avons le droit d'espérer que nos
ministres sauvegarderont les intéréts de

_notre pays et que le Canada aura lieu d’dtre
fier de ses représentants. Ce travail qui
commence peut étre productif de grands
résultats: c’est le secret de 'avenir.

L’enscignement du présent c'est que les |

rapports commerciaux entre deux peuples
ne peuvent pas s’imposer par la force, et
que du moment qu'il s’agit d’'une récipro-
cité quelconque, si limitée qu’elle puisse
8tre, 11 faut le consentement des parties
intéressées. Ceux-la n’y ont pas songé du
tout qui s'imaginent qu’un peuple de cing
millions peut en n’importe quelle circon-

:  Pour garder au pays cet argent qui en
:sort, il fuut remplacer le sucre de cannes
par le sucre de betteraves dont on peut
cultiver la plante sous notre climat.

Mais le rendement du sucre de cannes
est beaucoup moins dispendieux que celui
de la betterave & sucre. Ii faut donc pour
que la culture de la betterave 3 sucre
prenne de 'extension, que le gouvernement
fuvorise cette industrie. C'est ce quia été
fait Pannée derniére, lorsque, par une légis-
lation spéciale, il a été accordé un bonus de
81 par cent livres de sucre de betteraves
avec un bonus additionnel de 3% cents par
‘cent livres, pour chaque degié au-dessus
.de 70, tel qu'établi par le polariscope.

Ceci veut dire que si le pays veut pro-
duire tout son sucre, le trésor devra verser
entre les mains des producteurs une somme
annuelle de $3,480,914, disons $3,500,000.
L’année derniére, l'abolition des droits sur
le sucre a privé le trésor d’'un revenu de
prés de $3,000,000.
| Voila done, de ce chef, un écart de
. $6,500,000 dont souffrira le trésor et qu'il

stance imposer par le seul fait de sa volonté |faudra prélever sur le peuple de quel-
1a réciprocité commerciale limitée ou illi-)que autre maniére pour rencontrer les
mitée & un peuple de soixante millions. Ce . dépenses ordinaires d’administration,
mariage d’intéréts ne peut se faire qu’aveci omme on le voit, cette question- est ~
le consentement des parties. i sérieuse et mérite d'étre approfondie. Les
En attendant qu'il s'accomplisse ou qu'il! conclusions de la commission jetteront
manque, le gouvernement, qui conduit|sans doute beaucoup de lumiére sur le
laffaire, ne doit pas négliger les autres:sujet et nous indiqueront ce qu'ily a4
intéiéts du pays. Il ne les a pas négligés faire dans l'intérét bien entendu du pays.
non plus et il nous annonce que le rapport; Je ne veux pas, messieurs, abuser de
de la commission nommée pour s’enquérir votre patience en commentant davantage
de la mise & exécutionde I'Acte du service  la réponse que je propose i l'adresse du
civil sera présenté pendant la présente Tréne. I’honorable sénateur qui seconde
ssssion. On nous assure en méme temps| ma motion vous dira ce que le gouverne
qu’on nous soumettra les conclusions de la | ment veut faire en fait de législation pen-
commission sur la fabrication du sucre de 1 dant cette session. Le discours du Trone
betterave. i lui-méme indique tous ces sujets & nos déli-
Elles soront regues avec beaucoup d’in- | bérations, .
térét. Cette question est intimement liée| 1l me reste un devoir bien agréable a
. A celle de la protection qu'on doit accorder accomplir, celui de vous remercier pour la
aux industries du pays et elle re rattache bienveillante attention que vous m'avez
en outre 4 celle de la consommation & bon | portée. Jai parlé en frangais pour deux
marché, | raisons : la premiére pour affirmer un prin-
Sans vouloir entrer dans le vif de la| cipe et consacrer un droit, la seconde, parce
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que je sais que dans un pays mixte
comme le ndtre tout le monde, v'il ne le parle
pas, comprend du moins le francais. En
Angleterre les classes instruites le parlent
avec une pureté qu'on peut leur envier et
cependant ce n'ost pus la langue officielle.
Au Canada le frangais est la langue offi-
cielle et il me fait plaisir d’exercer un droit
quand je sais que c'est précisément & cause
de ma nationalité que j'ai eu I’honneur
d’8tre demandé & proposer la réponse a
Fadresse.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.L)—I regret
that illness has prevented my junior confrere,
the hon. Senator from Lindsay. Ontario, who
was recently appointed to the Senate, from
discharging the duty devolving upon him, ac-
f:ording to parliamentary practice. of second-
ing the motion which my hon. friend frem
Stadacona has just introduced. I regret his
absence, as he is thus debarred from the
honour which would have been his had he
been able to avail himself of his privilege,
and thus stepped at once into the fore front
of debate. I may also well regret it on your
a(‘l_.!()lmt, hon. gentlemen, that you are de-
brived of the pleasure which would have
been yours had the duty remained in more
competent hands. and I crave your kind in-
dulgence while I refer ag briefly as possible
to some of the points brought to our notice
.In the speech with which His Excellency the
Governor General was pleased to open this
session of the Parliament of the Dominion.
The death of His Royal Highness the Duke
of Clarence in the early years of his manhood,
Just at the time when he was about to be
united in the bonds of matrimony with the
nf)ble lady to whom he had given the love of
his young heart, called forth one general wail
f)f Sorrow from all classes throughout the Dom-
infon. From the mansion of the wealthy
citizen ; from the household of the mechanic ;
from the cabiu of the hardy fisherman down
by the sea ; from the fireside of the pioneer
on the distant prairie ; from all alike came
but one expression, that of profound regret
for the loss sustained by Her Majesty, by the
l;a‘iil"?aved Royal parents and the afHicted
Wlti Who was so suddenly deprived of him
and Whom she anticipated sharing the joys
s()Pmmsf)rx'ows of her life. This universal
a/diuns’ ivinced alike by all classes of Can-
is 8 “;18 OWs that within their breasts there
Britis] m feeling of love and attachment to

St institutions, to the .mother country.
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and to the person of the Queen, who has so
long and happily ruled over us. His Exocel-
lency was pleased to congratulate the mem-
bers on the general prosperity of the Dom-
inion and upon the abundant harvest with
which Providence has blessed the country.
Hon. gentlemen will agree with us that we
have reason to rejoice in the abundant re-
turn which has rewarded the toil of the
husbandman, for the Dominion has this year
produced one of the most magnificent crops
which we have ever had any record of.
While in isolated cases there may have been
a partial failure of some one article, as with
the potato crop in some sections of the
Maritime Provinces, that loss was compensat-
ed by the more generous yield of other
articles. In the older Provinces, as in the
North-West and Manitoba, the crops have ex-
ceeded our most sanguine expectations, and
with all the great resources of the Canadian
Pacific Railway, which was able before the
close of the navigation to move upwards of
10,000,000 bushels of wheat out of that new
country and place it on the market, that
quantity is still less than one-fifth of the
marketable production of that fertile region,
according to the best information I have been
able to obtain. In proof of the progress of
the country, let me direct the attention of
your honours for a few moments to the trade
reports of the past seven months of the fiscal
year, and compare them with the correspond-
ing period of the preceding one. In the seven
months ending 1st February, 1891, our ex-
ports of agricultural productions amounted to
$9,156,943, while this year they were $15,399,-
792, an increase of $6,242,859, or about 66
per cent. Then in animals exported for the
same period, you will find another indication
of increased wealth : the amount has gone up
from $20,066,580 to $21,707,620, a further in-
crease under this head of $1,641,040. It
would seem from .these figures that the Mec-
Kinley tariff has not affected the farming
interest to any alarming extent, and that
instead of crippling our business. or the
productions of the labours of the husband-
man, the statistics of our export trade indicate
that that branch has expanded during the
past few months in a somewhat remarkable
ratio, as compared with the previous term.
This expansion of the trade of the Dominion
is not confined to agricultural productions or
to stock alone. The mines have also ib-
creased their output, as the exports prove.
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Taking the same period, we tind that of the]dollars. This indicates a very marked in-
produce of the mine we exported in the pre- icrease in the general prosperity of the Dom-
ceding period $3,731.069 in value, and in the ; inion—an increase which is not perhaps so

- last seven months this had expanded to!apparent to the casual observer, but which
$4,163,388, an increase under that head of must be evident to all who study carefully
$432,319. Tast year was not an exceptionallyjthe facts and figures given in the trade re-
zood one for the fisherman, but the exportfturns. It may perhaps be objected that in
for the seven months ending February, 1891, ' the earlier periods of the year under review
which was in value $6,658,683, went up to some productions of the past or preceding
$7,042,695, an increase of $384,012. Our ex-|year would be included, but both periods are
port of the manufactures of the Dominion |alike in that respect. Lest it may be sup-
has also increased in the same period from % posed that I have unduly pressed my conclu-
$3,402.876 to $3,781,738 ; while the wants of 'sion in that way, we will take the months of
the consumers in the Dominion are, as eacthanuary, 1891, and January, 1892, and that
succeeding year goes by, supplied to a much | will but add strength to my position, for dur-
larger extent from the productions of our own ' ing January last the exports of the Dominion
people, thus giving employment to the were $5,643,1G62, but in the January of 1891
labourer, the mechanic and the artisan. There!they were only $4,204,959, showing that the
has been also a notable increase in the ex-: volume of our exports for the month of
port of such articles as are not the production January last exceeded that of the January of
of our own country, but which pass throughthe previous yvear by $1.343,203. The only
the great natural highways or over the rail-| conclusions to be derived from a study of the
way systems of the Dominion. giving employ- | export trade point to a season of increase, and
ment to these railiways in conveying such|increasing prosperity for the Dominion of
woods across the continent. The value of Canada. Let me call your attention for a few
such exports has gone up from $7,224,420 to | moments to another phase of this subject. I
$11,274,996, an increase of $4,050,576 under | refer to the imports for the seven months
that head. While the whole of these sections | ending with January, 1891. We then import-
show a large increase in the volume of our|ed goods to the value of $65,793,800. In the last
exports during the past seven months, as!geven months our imports were $63,899,655 ;
compared with the like period in the pre-|so that while our exports have increased some
ceding year, in one important interest there|15 per cent. our imports have decreased
has been a decrease—I refer to the export{npearly 3 per cent. This falling off in the
of the productions of the forest. While in the | value of the importations indicates that the
tirst period of comparision we exported the|goods rquired for consumption within our
value of $16,661,599 from productions of the| own borders are now to a large extent obtained
forest, the export this year has fallen to|from the factories which have been estab-
$13,904,689, a diminution of $2,756,910 ; and |lished under the provisions of the National
of miscellaneous articles amounting to $143,996 | Policy. These factories in turn give employ-
in the first period, we only exported $106,293 | ment to the labourer and the artizan. They
in the last period. This falling off in the ex-|afford increasing markets for the productions
port of lumber is readilv accounted for, as|of the farmer within our own borders. e
your honours will see, by the fluctuating ;import less quantities of manufactured goods
market and low prices prevailing for a great|and increasing quantities of raw material,
part of the period, and also by high rates of :and the wages of those employed in its manu-
freight which obtained at another period.|facture goes to emrich and benefit the people
Strikes, t0o, had a serious effect, as the|of the Dominion itself. Again, if your
people of Ottawa very well know, and dis-|honours will compare the amount of duties
turbances in ‘some foreign governments in|collected for the seven months ending Jan-
South America also contributed to this result. |aury, 1891, you will find it is $13,439,408,
Viewing, then, the whole volume of our ex-|while for the last seven months it is $10,896,-
port trade, which for the seven months of | 771, showing a decrease of revenue of $2,542,-
1890-91 aggregate $67.136,166, and comparing | 637; but we must bear in mind that the sugar
it with the seven months just now elapsed, we | duties alone in the first period of seven
find it amounted in the latter period to $77,- | months ending 1st January, 1891, amounted
381,211, a net increase of over ten million of | to $2.300,000. and that these have been dis-
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continued on raw sugars imported for manu- I proclamation, authorized by the Act of Con-

facture in the Dominion. Not only does this

| gress, passed 1st March, 1823, declaring that

large amount remain in the pockets of theiall trade and intercourse between the United

people, but sugar has become so cheap that
it is now within the reach of all. and the
quantity used has increased in a remarkable
manner. It is gratifying to find that the
hegotiations respecting the seal fisheries in
Behring Sea have resulted in the appointnent
of a Commission to investigate and repoct on
that subject, and we trust that the resalt of
such a course may remove all causes of irri-
tation existing between the Governments of
the different nationalities whose vessels are
pursuing that important branch of the fisher-
fes, in which the people of this Dominion are
S0 largely interested. The settlement of the
boundary line of Alaska along the southern
edge of British Columbia has been the subject
of correspondence between Governments now
since 1872. It was estimated at that time
that it would cost from one and a-half to two
millions of dollars to define and mark it, but
whatever the ountlay may be it is a question
that should be settled. Salvage and wreck-
ing on the inland waters of the Dominion is
another subject which engaged the attention
of the Ministers during their recent trip to
Washington, and when the report of the ar-
rangements made with respect to this qustion
has been laid before us we will be better able
to discuss that important subject. In this
connection I have no doubt but the Ministers
referred to the still more important question
of the coasting trade. Our people in the
Maritime Provinces would be quite ready to
Teciprocate in that matter, and when the
United States opens its coasting trade to
Colonial and British ships we will readily
respond and grant them equal privileges on
our sea coast. There was a time when we
hﬂ.d a treaty with the Americans which ad-
mitted them practically to the privileges our
own fishermen enjoy. They were permitted
tO'land and tranship their fish to purchase
bait and supplies. While we were satisfied
that this should continue, America termin-
ated that arrangement just as she at an earlier
perloq abrogated the Reciprocity Treaty. In
this connection let me refer you for a few
Mmoments to a circumstance’ affecting our trade
Telations with the United States which occur-
Ted some years ago, but which it is well to
Ma In mind and profit by. On the 17th of
o e e S

d States, issued a

States of America and the British colonial
possessions should terminate, and was by,
from and after the date of such proclamation
prohibited. His proclamation also revived the
Act of Congress of 18th April, 1818, and 18th
May, 1820, which prohibited absolutely the
importation or conveyvance of any goods into
any port of the United States in British
vessels. Although that law was in foree for
a considerable period. the brave colonists, of
whom the United Empire loyalists then formed
a large portion, did not seem to suffer
frow that proclamation, of which the Me-
Kinley Bill seems to be the degenerate off-
spring ; and as our forefathers grew and
flourished, when Brother Jonathan would
have no intercourse with them on any con-
ditions, when he prohibited our ships from
entering his ports, so our trade at the present
day is expanding in volume and our people
are flourishing, notwithstanding the hostile
taritf of our neighbours across the border.
Recent events within the knowledge of your
nonours have shown that while we are ready
to trade with them on fair and equal terms,
this country does not want any veiled annex-
ation, whether you call it unrestricted rectpro-
city pr commercial union. We will make our
own tariff, without reference to the McKinley
Bill. and we will trade with those who are
willing to trade with us on equal terms. A
few yvears ago many people thought that we
could not exist without reciprocity, but that
opinion is now rapidly changing; we have
sought and obtained new markets for our
productions. On this subject, General J. W.
Foster, one of the gentlemen who. with
Secretary Blaine, met the Canadian com-
missioners at Washington recently, in the
course of his remarks on reciprocity, made at
the annual meeting of the New York Board
of Trade and 'Transportation, spoke as
follows : * Reclprocity is inseparably united
to protection. It is impossible under the
system of free trade. It is only when a
country maintains a protective tariff that it
is in a position to offer to other countries
valuable concessions for specific products in
retarn for exceptional favours for its own
products.” And he went on to state that one
of the reasons they did not desire to extend
commercial reciprocity treaties to Canadians,
as they had done already to tropical countries,



was the similarity of our productions to their
own. For the same reason we should not
desire it, as it would result in bringing many
more of the productions of the United States
into competition with our own. Now, while
their productions are similar to our own,
many of them would come into competition
with our farmers. under any forln of free
trade. We could not compete with Americans
in raising pork or beef, for those articles,
even now, in the face of what was considered
a prohibitive duty, meet us in every section
of the Dominion. Car loads of meat may be
seen on every railroad en route from Chicago
to the seaboard towns, at St. John, ut Halifax,
Nydney or Charlottetown, for our consump-
tion. You will find American meats competing
with our own in every Province. American
flour, American corn, American  pease
and beans. American apples and fruits
now crowd our markets, and it is
with many thoughtful minds become a
question whether free trade in any form
would be a boon and i Denefit to the Dom-
inion. I need not refer your honours at any
length to the destruction of our fisheries by
purse seines. That question was well ventil-
ated during the past session. when we passed
a measure which prohibited their use in any
waters over which we had jurisdiction, and it
is evident that measures should be adopted to:
stop them from destroying our valuable ﬁsh-}
eries outside the three-mile line, as well ns{
within that boundary. If the mission toi
Washington will result in the adoption of any |
such regulations it will have accomplished a
good work and much needed reform. which,
will preserve our fisheries from immediate |
destruction. The Civil Service Conunission, !
which was organized by this Government, |
will, I have no doubt, result in perfecting a |
service which is already in mauy respects al
sool and efficient one. The Criminal Law is
a subject which can be dealt with wmuch more
effectually by those of your honours who have
had a legul training than by a civilian. That
very important measure with which we dealt
at considerable length last session has been
carefully studied out in all its (etails by the
legal profession, and when it becomes law,
with such amendments as it may be found
to require, it should be a perfect code. and I
have no doubt it will be s0. Another import-
ant subject brought to our attention by His
Excellency is the re-distribution of seats,
consequent upon the census retwm. as pro-
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vided by our constitution. \While we have to
regret that our population has not inereased
as rapidly as we anticipated. and in con-
sequence some sections may find that their
representation in Parliament will be reduced,
it seems that during the past decade there
has been a tendency—an unfortunate tendency
—among the rural population to desert the
country for the towns. In Great Britain
there is the same decline in this respect as is
being felt in this country and in other older
settled countries. The amalgamation of
the department of Marine and Fisheries
is a good measure, which brings both
departments more directly under one chief
head, and adds to the efficiency of the
service. During the ftirst session of this Par-
liament we lost the man who had occupied
the foremost place in the Government of this
country for a very long period, and the Op-
position expected that after his demise the
Liberal Conservative party would not long
exist ; but we find that they are gaininig in
strength and numbers as the time goes by.
We have in this Chamber, in Mr. Abbott, the
Premier, a leader we are proud to follow.
We have in the other branch Sir John Thomp-
son and the other Ministers. The policy of
this party is unchanged. We still fight under
the old banner, and hope to transmit it un-
sullied to another generation, who will witness
the full fruition of that policy which Sir John
Inaugurated and our present leaders are now
successfully carrying out with the increasing
confidence of the people of this country. We
have a country of untold possibilities, teeming
with wealth in its lands, its forests, its mines,
its minerals and its tisheries, with a free and
enlightened system of government, and it
only remains with ourselves to make it greater
and more prosperous as time goes by. I
second the motion made by the hon. member

-for Stadacona that the Address be adopted

and presented to His Excellency the Governor
General.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT — Before I proceed to
make a few comments on the various para-

aphs of the Speech from the Throne, I
must congratulate the hon. member who has
been so recently introduced to this Chamber
—the Senator from Stadacona—on the very
bright and eloquent address with which he
has favoured this House. The hon. geuntle-
man has had some experience of parliamen-
tary life in another branch of Parliament,
and I have no doubt that he will be an ac-
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quisition to this Chamber.
naturally a very fulsome approval of the acts
of the Administration: That was natural to
expect, and I do not propose to carp at his
utterances in that regard. He was in syn-
pathy with the Administration, and he natu-
rally gave utterance to the views that he
and they hold on the
which allusion is made in the Speech from
the Throne. The hon. Senator from Char-
lottetown apologizes for being obliged to
second this Address, inasmuch as another
gentleman had been selected to perform that
duty. He need not have made any apologies
to this House, because we are always very
glad to hear him. Last year, I think, was
his first session in this House, and the ver-
dict was that .he hon. gentleman was dis-
bosed to take a very fair and just view of
the several subjects brought before this
Chamber for its !consideration. I confess I
was somewhat startled at my hon. friend’s
utterances to-day in reference to this ques-
tion of protection. He came out very strong-
ly on the subject of that policy. I had hoped
that he had entertainbd a somewhat more
liberal and reasonable view of the subject. I

certainly was surprised to hear him find !

fault with the ‘introduction of American flour
and pork into the ports of the Lower Pro-
vinces, because I had understood that the
beople of the Maritime Provinces, particu-
larly New Brunswick and Nova Secotia, who
did not .produce enough of those articles,
were very glad indeed to buy them if they
could get 'them cheaper from the Americans
than from others—that it rather helped the
industries of the Maritime Provinces to get
those important articles of food at as low a
rate as  possible. I question very much
Whether the policy ‘that he suggested as -the
true one for this country, to keep out the
cheaper products of the United States, would
neet with the approval of the people in the
Maritime Provinces. Both gentlemen have
Commented somewhat upon the general pros-
berity .of the Dominion. It would be strange,
Indeed, if a young and vigorous country like
Canada did not at all times, in spite of fiscal
laws, show a considerable amount of pros-
_ Derity, when you consider that we have as
fine fisheries, I suppose, as they have in any
other part of the world—that we have mag-
Dificent forests, which are unsurpassed in any
other country—that we have broad acres of
land from the Atlantic to the Pacific which

His address was’

vield most generously, and that in some
vears produce very much larger quantities
than in other years, and that we are enabled
by the enormous production jof our lands to
increase our exports abroad—that we have
mines undeveloped, partially developed, and

;in various stages of development, in many
xeveral subjects to

parts of the Dominion—it is not to be won-
dered at that there should be some degree of
prosperity in a country under such peculiar
conditions. It would be strange if it were
otherwise, but it cannot be contended for one
moment, although that would be the general
drift of the hon. gentleman's argument, that
the Government of the day, by their fiscal
policy, were entitled to some degree of credit
for these increased exports, from one year to
another. Surely they do not claim credit for
having produced a larger crop last year than
under ordinary conditions could have been
produced. There can be no such pretension.
Our natural wealth, year by year, ought to
increase with the larger area that is brought
under cultivation. If the North-West is to
prove of value to us, as I am sure it will,
the larger the area cultivated the larger will
be the quantity of products for export, and
there is ‘no doubt that the huge export this
year will tell on the prosperity of the Dom-
inion next year. We shall probably have a
larger amount of imports during next year,
due to these causes, which are not causes that
the Government can influence. They may
in some degree rather retard the progress.of
the country, but they do not and cannot at-
tempt 'to facilitate them. The paragraph of
the Speech which has reference to the death
of His Royal Highness is one which we all
join in. Canadians without distinetion earn-
estly unite in expressions of sorrow at the
sad death of His Royal Highness the Duke
of Clarence, not only that he was the heir
presumptive to the British throne, and has
been cut off in his early manhood, but that a
new affliction in his death has vistted Her
Majesty, in whom we all take such a ceep
interest. During the 55 years that she has
sat on the .British throne the tie between
Her Majesty and her subjects has grown.
Among the 250,000,000 of people that ac-
knowledge her sway, they all on the recent
sad occasion felt sorrow that the Queen
should have a new grief, and sentiments
similar to those that were spoken of here a
few minutes ago went forth from all parts of
the world, because the British people now
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are to be found in all quarters—in Africa, in
Australia and in the broad Dominion of Can-
ada. It is evidence of the warm sympathy
that exists between the Sovereign of those
realms and her subjects, and, a proof of her
benign sway, that in the 55 years she has
ruled, she has year by year grown in the
affections of the people. I am glad to note
that the dispute arising out of the sover-
eignty of Behring Sea is to be adjusted on a
pacific basis. I must congratulate the hon.
leader of the Government on the course that
is being now followed, and it is rather in
marked contrast to the proposal and the sen-
timents that were expressed two years ago
when attention was called to the subject in
the Speech from the Throne—that the feel-
ing was that we were to assert our sover.
eignty over that sea, that the pretensions of
the United States would not for a moment
bear criticism, that England was to be in-
voked to cause the United States to make an
apology for their seizure of several vessels
engaged in the sealing trade. The language
on:that occasion is in marked contrast, I say,
to the language in the Speech from the
Throne to-day. I am reading now from the
Speech of 1890 :

“ We receive with a full sense of its import-
ance the announcement that in consequence
of the repeated seizures by cruisers of the
United States navy of Canadian vessels while
employed in the capture of seals in that part
of the Northern Pacific Ocean known as Beh-
ring Sea, Your Excellency’'s Government has
strongly represented to Her Majesty’s Min-
isters the necessity of protecting our ship-
ping- while engaged in their lawful calling, as
well as guarding against the assumption by
any nation of exclusive proprietory rights in
those waters.”

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—To-day we find Great
Britain did not take quite that view of it.
Great Britain fell in with the view of the
United States, and was not disposed to quar-
rel over a minor question of that kind. I
hope the dispute between the two countries
will be settled in such a way as, at all
events, will not detract fron the dignity
of the Empire of which we claim to be a
part. I bhave no doubt it will result in a
joint arrangement by which those two great
powers, and perhaps a third or a fourth,
may be entrusted with the manawement of
the seals and their propagation in Behring
Sea. The next paragraph of the Address
has reference to a discussion ob the exten-

sion of trade between the TUnited States
and Canada. I am soiry to see that that
is all we are treated to on that particular
question. We are not told what was the
result of the meeting at Washington the
other day with reference to the extension of
our trade. The policy of the past Adminis-
tration, at all events, was not one that added
very much to the dignity of the country.
It will be remembered that in December,
1890, a despatch was published, addressed to
Lord Knutsford, intimating that Canada and
the United States were to enter into a dis-
cussion with reference to the extension of
trade between the two countries, and some
other minor questions, and the announce-
ment was made that that Parliament was
not equal to dealing with the question, and
an appeal was made to the people, under a
pretence that this question with reference to
the extension of trade was to be immediately
taken up. We all remember the fiasco of
March last and that the proposed meeting in,
October did not take place. We do not
know what happened the other day at
Washington, because the Ministers have not;
advised us. They simply state that somer
thing did occur with reference to the exten-
sion of trade between the two countries, but
the Speech is perfectly silent as to what the
result was. It is quite true that an amicable
understanding was arrived at respecting the
steps to be taken for the establishment of
the boundary of Alaska. It was not neces-
sary to go to Washington to discuss that.
The question has been discussed in gGe-
spatches for twenty years. There was no
dispute as to the boundary of Alaska.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Hear. hear.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—My hon. friend says
“hear, hear.” It was settled in the treaty
of 1825. The line was defined, but not
marked out. There is no doubt a dispute as
to where it goes. It commences at Portland
channel and extends along the .summit of
the mountains, where those mountains do
not extend more than 10 marine leagues
inwards, and if they are more than 10
marine leagues, then 10 leagues is the limit
to a certain meridian, and ;from that peint
it is a straight line to the frozen ocean.
That is practically the position of it, and
the " only reason that it was not settled,
twenty years ago was that the expense was
too heavy. The United States at one time
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proposed. & vote for the purpose and it waas|
then said that it would cost about two,;

The population was smali, ‘ tional Policy considered that it was an attack

million doliars,

from Frontenac in 1888, and was defeated in
that Chamber. The supporters of the Na-

and they did not feel warranted at the | on their system, so if was thrown out. In

time in making that particular survey. It is,
pburely a question of survey. The terms of
the treaty are not disputed. I think as a

matter of compromise at the fime it was here. We all know its fate in the Senate—

1889 he renewed the attempt to pass the Bill
and secured a majority vote. The measure
came up to this Chamber and was debated

agreed between the two countries that we ; it was thrown out by gentlemen who be-

should mark off the line where it crossed
the Stikine and other rivers, but it was going
tQ 008t t0oo much entirely to run out this
E:tl‘:laclllll’ar boundary. That, I think, is what
9y \j Ocmmd, because I remember

Mething of it myself, A number of de-
Spatches passed between the two countries
tzVellty years ago. Now, to-day I see by the
Aflzlzrwan ‘returns that the population of

‘ ka is nearly 6,000 whites and some 33,000
Indians. I go not know what the population,
0? our own North-West, and British Colum-
bia adjoining that, is, but it cannot be
very much, and it is doubtful if
there is any Decessity to define the
bo_undary now, unles it is to remove a cer-
tain degree of friction, To my mind, the
hatural way between two friendly countries
would be to arTange a conventional boundary
until the population on the one side or on

the other wag sufficient to warrant the neces- |

s?ty of positively making out this particular
line. No doubt it is g very expensive bound-
ary. The expensive part is, of course, the
fringe of land that Tuns along the ooan;t up
tc the particular part where the meridian
runs, because it is entirely a matter of cost ;
I have never heard of any dispute as to the
interpretation to be given to the treaty, be-
cause the treaty is plain and speaks for it
Self. Y have the terms of it under my hand
here this moment, if it is desirable to read
them. I do no suppose it is; it cannot be
disputed. The next paragraph I notice re-
fers to an amicable understanding for reci-
Procal services in case of wreckage and sal-
vage. It was not mecessary to go to Wash-
Ington - to accomplish that. The Government
of the United States—at least, so it was an-
::Olmced in the debate we had a few years
hﬁ?l, and the statement was not disputed—-
o on thelr statute book a law which al-
ed reciprocity in wreckage, and it was to
advli);tjm force whenever the President was
Ty, A glialxlt Canada had adopted a similar
troduced Wwith that object in view was in-
in the other House by the member

lieved that it was disturbing and interfering
with the National Policy. It was contended
that Canadian tugs had to be protected as
well as Canadian coftton manufacturers. I
am glad to see that other views are now pre-
vailing and that we are to have reciprocity
in wreckage. I have always myself been in
favour of it, because I think the circum-
stances of the two countries are such that it
is monstrous that vessels in distress on one
side or the other should not be allowed to
employ the first tug that could reach them,
or the cheapest tugs that could be obtained.
The hon. Senator from Charlottetown rather
enlarged upon that, and if I understand him,
rather approved of going further. He spoke
of the advantages that reciprocity in the
coasting trade would be to the Dominion. I
quite agree with him, and I should be ex-
ceedingly glad to see the coasting trade
thrown open between the two countries. The
more of those difficulties that are removed
between the two countries the more prosper-
ous will each country be, and the easier it
will be ultimately to reach some understand-
ing as to how far the international trade be-
tween the two countries could be carried.
There are various other questions referred to
in the Address, which I do not purpose just
now to discuss. They relate to Bills that will,
no doubt, be brought up to us in due time.
Some of them, I trust, will be introduced in
this Chamber, as we have the Premier here,
and he, no doubt, will be disposed to give the
Senate a fair share of the early discussion of
Government measures. There is one subject
which I think I ought not to omit czlling at-
tention to—that is, we will be called upon to
consider a measure to redistribute the seats
consequent on the census returns. I trust
that any measure that may be brought down
by the Government will be on a somewhat
fairer basis than that which was introduced
ten years ago, and which was known as the
Gerrymander Bill, by which several mem-
bers of the House of Commons were simply
legislated out of their seats, and old bound-
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aries were broken up simply for the purpose
of giving a political advantage to one party
over the other. The advantages that any
Government have of going to the people are
always strong enoughi without seeking to in-
crease them by unfair advantage over their
political opponents. The Government of the
day at present have the appointment—and
my hon. friend from Charlottetown drew my
attention to the fact of the great success
the Government are having at the present
moment—of the returning bofficers. It is very
easy to understand it.. The Government have
practically the arrangement of the lists. It
is done by officers appointed by the Govern-
ment. The lists are printed here. I suppose
I have no right to throw out any insinua-
tions, but with the strong political feeling
prevailing at times throughout the country,
you cannot expect people to be at all incredu-
lous ‘to the belief that the lists are tampered
with. No doubt my hon. friends have ad-
vantages in the preparing of these lists. The
friends of the Government have the advan-
tage of ’securing them at an earlier moment
than their opponents. The Government have
the advantage of appointing the returning
officers and of fixing the day when the elec-
tion shall be held to suit the convenience of
their candidate. Will hon. gentlemen say
that with all these circumstances in their
favour they cannof/ influence from fifty to
one hundred votes in every constituency of
the Dominion ? I feel that the advantages
are very much larger numerically than I
have stated, and I think it is an exceedingly
unfortunate thing in a country like Canada
that either side should take advaniage of the
other in the extraordinary manner that this
Administration has in the last ten years
taken advantage of its political opponents,
in practically securing the control of the elec-
tions. That is what it is. It is not consis-
tent with the freedom of election and not
consistent with the views our forefathers
held, at all events, on the important princi-
ples involved in responsible government. The
practices that prevail here and control the
elections are not those that prevail and
would be approved of in the mother coun-
try. Both sides there are placed on a fair
and equal basis. It would have been only
just and fair that when a considerable num-
bér of elections were to be held that they
should be held on the same day, according to
the spirit of the constitution of this country

and the law on our statute book. We all
know that the spirit of the law has been vio-
lated ; one excuse or another has been found
to avoid holding the elections simultaneously.
It is presumed the lists are not ready, or the
writ for the election was not ready to go.
Fifty reasons can be given which, in the opin-
fon of the friends of the Administration, are
amply suflicient to justify the course taken ;
but when an appeal is made to fair-minded
men, men who are free from political bias,
they will say that it is not a good thing in a
young country that one of the political
parties should be handicapped in that man-
ner—that the Government should be able to
take control over the elections and make
such a great difference in the success or de-
feat of any particular candidate. That is the
growing feeling in this country. My hon.
friend opposite no doubt will - deny it, and
perhaps will deny it honestly from his own
standpoint : but there are the circumstances,
there are the facilities at hand to avail one-
self of the advantage that the control of the
lists, and the control of the day of election,
and appointment of the returning officer, has
given one party over the other. These are
salient points that cannot be gainsaid, and it
is apparent to my mind at all events that the
mere fact of having the opportunity of decid-
ing these elements of the election must give
one political party a very decided advantage
over the other.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I have much
pleasure in uniting with those who spoke
before me in congratulating our hon. friend
from Stadacona on the able manner in
which he has moved the Address. I can also
express my regret that Mr. Dobson, from the
town of Lindsay, has not been present to
assist in seconding the Address. From my
personal knowledge of that hon. gentleman
I am sure the House i8 to be congratulated
on his taking his seat on Monday. I also
unite with those who have spoken in ex-
pressing our great sorrow at the misfortune
that has befallen the Royal Family in the
death of the Duke of Clarence. Her Majesty
the Queen has reigned long and well over us,
and an affection, not only for herself but for
every member of the Royal Family, beats in
the heart of every Canadian, and when the
news of the sudden death of the Duke of
Clarence was wired through the length and
breadth of Canada an emotion went up from
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all classes expressing sorrow and regret for!!resign his position as a Minister of the
Her Majesty and the Prince of Wales in'Crown after forty years of public service.
.their sad bereavement. I understand that it According to my view, the hon. Minister was
Is possible the Prince of Wales may pay a more the victim of an organized system of rais-
visit to Canada next year. I can only ex-|ing money for election purposes out of the re-
bress the hope that such may prove to be sources of the people at large in order to
true, for I feel sure that he will receive a | strengthen the Government in their posses-
warm welcome from one end of the Dominion ' sion of the treasury benches than deserving
to the other should he come amongst us. I | of being singled out as being a system for
See a clause in the Address that : ‘which he alone was Tesponsible, and that if

“In accordance with the promise given at his. %'esignatlon was pec;essary to purify the
the close of last session, a conumission has | political atmosphere, it became necessary for

een issued to investigate the working of the the hon. leader of the Government to so
,Clé:&d\gg‘tif"thf%; ana other WAETs  COI- | reconstruct his Government that an effectual
report of this mmmiss‘ig:‘:x('fu th:gell.‘;d).lmfoii guarantee WOllld‘ be presented to the people
You during the present session.” that the dangers that threaten the country
by immoral political methods would cease.
Now, hon. gentlemen, I feel that this is a | Such a reconstruction, according to the opin-
very important clause. ; I feel that ,the ljon of many of the people of Canada, has
duestion presented to us in the Address iS & pnot been effected, and I feel it my duty to
Yery important onme, and that we will all| declare at this early stage of the session
look forward with interest to the report that that the Government of which our hon.
is to be brought down of the Civil Service | leader in this House is First Minister will
Commission appointed last yeay, and I desire | peceive my opposition. My party friends, I
% take this opportunity to refer to the know, will not accuse me of deserting a

E?V'ﬁdalg that  were exposed in  the | sinking ship or behaving in a treacherous
Servativeerrchi last  session. As a  Con- yanner, for the bye-elections have strength-
lating our hve much pleasure in congratu-' ened the hands of the Government to such

; hon. leader upon the recent 55 extent that in the interests of
Political successes his Government have met good government a more vigorous opposition

With at the polls. I regard the victories, : 5 needed. I may be accused of instituting
however, rather as a response to the

I . an opposition from the safe retreat of this
M;U ution of loyalty to Her Most Gracious | honourable ;House, which might lay me open
Majesty the Queen, which was unanimously |to the charge of selfishness and temerity, but
adopted by the Parliament of Canada, @&

1 4 ' when the constituency is divided in the
Ovalty which the Hon. Mr. Blake clearly | county of Marquette, where I reside, a divi-
Dointed out was threatened by the commer-

g sion which the census entitles us to, I am
al policy of the Liberal party, as a policy | quite ready to resign my position here and

that would gradually alienate the allegiance |trust myself in the hands of the people if
of the people of Canada from the British|they think I can serve them better in the
Crown, and be the signal for the disintegra-| House of Commons than in this honourable
tlon of the British Empire. I also regard it House. It is not an idea of the moment that
S an endorsement of the policy of the Con-i hag caused me to take this step, for I wrote
servative party as compared with the policy to the late Hon. Sir John A. Macdonald a
of the Liberal party. I must warn the hon. | letter, for which he thanked me, and JI told
leader of the Government that the issue has' him that many people regarded with alarm
yet to be put to the people of Canada|the increasing use of money in the election
Whether the revelations of last session are to campaigns, and that I hoped he would be
be condemned or not. As a Canadian, I!able to effect a change in a system that was
2:8'; €Xpress my regret in consequence of ' demoralizing the country. I did not fail to
1“’Beuailure of the Government to reconstruct impress upon our hon, leader, ‘who succeed-
the Upon lines that would be a pledge|ed him the necessity of selecting men to
l'ea;j ing would be at an end. We all assist him, irrespective of party, that the
oftenm that last session exposed a series of | moral balance of the people might he re-
all k(:s against the country’s welfare, and we | stored, and that the trade of the country

0; that it caused an hon. member to | might be relieved from some of the burdens
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that are pressing so heavily upon it. The
great body of the people are too much en-
gaged in their daily avocations to think out
to their logical conclusions the effect of the
steady pursuance of any policy in a given
direction, and it is for their public men to
present to them in well digested form public
thought for the intelligence of the people to
grasp and to vote yea or nay upon, accord-
ing to their convictions, and I feel confident
that I will not be condemned by my parcy
friends for endeavouring to present the policy
of the country in a new light. I propose to
deal with some of the leading features of the
Government policy in matters of our trade
relations, and in the reciprocity features of
them in our relations to the United States
and Newfoundland ; but, first of all, I wish
to deal with the question of boodling in its
relation to the Civil Service, and the
dangers that threaten through its demoral-
ization. The Government is the head
of the Civil Service, and it is of the
utmost importance .that the system which
governs the head in its relation to Her
Majesty’s loyal Opposition, and in its re-
lation to the people of Canada, should be
sound and pure. We have a large country
to govern, as large as Russia, and we must
depend upon our Civil Service to govern it
well. I hold up Russia, as it presents itself
to our eyes, as an example, because Canada
in extent, in resources, in climate, is very
similar, and some day in the distant future,
like Russia, it will be populous. ILook at
Russia, ! There the Civil Service lies like a
huge octopus upon the body of the people,
warping their energies and embracing in its
clinging arms the head of the nation as well
as the humblest peasant, rendering them all
alike powerless to throw it off, and, if the
public press is correct, too soulless to stir
itself to relieve their famine-stricken dis-
tricts and too grasping to allow others to
relieve ‘them, until the possibilities of a
revolution against its morbid power by the
suffering people caused it to relax itd
system to permit private enterprise and private
charity to do its ‘work—mnot that I desire
to compare the Canada of to-day with the
growth of that colossal evil. Joyous, free
Canada is just emerging from the forest to
the plain, pure and undefiled by the struggles
older countries have had to contend with
when the principles of constitutional liberty
were unknown. But, on the other hand, it

is possible to establish a tyrannical form off
government under the franchise of the
people, and if we treat the offence of
boodling as a venial offence, we will feel the
entanglements of the octopus clinging morg
tenaciously year by year. I can say truth-
fully that, in my experience of many years
in the North-West Territories, where our civil
servants have had great responsibilities, ,and
are removed far from the eyes of the public,
it has maintained a character for honesty and,
effectiveness for which we may feel justly
proud. I remember saying to a prominent
official, some ten years ago, that it
was a cause for much satisfaction that where
the facilities and temptations were present,
honesty had prevailed throughout this large
territory. His reply was, that if I knew the
number of vouchers, receipts and documents
they had to sign I should not wonder at their
honesty. This was a tribute to the strictness
of the system at the head of the civil service,
and shows how important it is to keep the
head sound amd the heart pure. Any weak-
ness there will soon be felt in the arteries
through which its course flows. The divil
service is to the nation what the blood is to
the body ; keep it pure and the head and heart
will be powerful and capable of accomplish-
ing anything, but allow it to become impure
by yielding to the temptations our lesser
nature is heir to, and our energies both of
mind and body are warped, passing on from
one generation to another until we passively
resign ourselves to its inevitable result. The
last session of parliament revealed much to
Justify our apprehensions that more was be-
hind, and that the resources of the country
were being made the battle ground for party
emolument. This has been the growth of late
years. Whatever the political contentions
may have been, our magnificent system of
canals, this magnificent pile of buildings,
Osgoode Hall, in Toronto, the court house in
Montreal, and other monuments of the enter-
prise and ability of the past, when our revenue
was below ten million dollars a year, are all
evidences that economy ruled. The same
evidences do not exist to-day, and it is not out
of place to glance at the causes that have
brought about this change. Canada emerged
from a number of conglomerate provinces in
1867 to become a nation stretching from the
Atlantic to the Pacific, and this vast territory
was handed over to our Government. The
great and good statesman who has gone to his
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long bourne realized that, to perfect this union,
means of internal communication were es-
'sential through our own territory. Two lead-
Ing men, Sir Hugh Allan and Sir David Mac-
pherson, both aspired to undertake the task
of f.onning a company to build the Canadian
Pficlﬁc Railway, and, as the sequel proved,
Sir Hugh ADan, after supplying the means
to enable the Government to carry the
elections, was constituted the head of a com-
bany whose component parts were to be
dl‘a‘Vn from all parts of the country. This
bargain was exposed and condemned by the
beople, and the Hon. Mr. Mackenzie was re-
turned by an overwhelming majority. After
five years, however, he failed to satisfy the
People in their ambition to solidify Canada in
his conception of the means necessary to con-
struct the Canadian Pacific Railway, and at
the general election of 1878 the verdict of the
Deople was reversed, and they again placed
in power the man who alone conceived the
Possibilities of the country undertaking so
vast a task with the difficulties facing it. He
adopted a National Policy with the view of
strengthening the revenues of the country, to
enable the country to provide the means in
the face of the failing revenues of the pre-
ceding five years. The means he took to
secure the construction of the railway is fresh
in the memory of everyone. At every step‘
he was met by vigorous opposition. At the
granting of the charter he nearly failed on
account of the proposal of the Opposition to
leave out the Lake Superior section. Again
when the fate of the railway hung in the;
balance, and a loan of $30,000,000 was peces-
sary to tide over a financial difficulty of the
company, he had to throw the whole weight
of his influence to secure this additional finan-
clal aiq, additional to many generous con-
cessions on the part of the country, and to an
hon.. member ‘of this House (flon. Irank'
Smlfh) is due, more than to any other, the
;l‘edxt fo'r inducing the Government to take its
ate in its hands and make that loan. It is
:1;1)'0 known to everyone, but we who lived in
-the interior at that time knew that the com-
IB)?":I{V Wwas behind, that every storekeeper,
laboureeontmactor, every station master, every
the 00l‘, Wwere months behind in their pay ;
Souroy I;ID&DY had pledged every public re-
et witl]];d every private resource ; they were
tt'ans-continﬂgomus opposition by the other
naTeets o fllxltalr companies in the money

2 ® world, and in their straits they

came again to the Government to ask for
more. The business experience of our hon.
colleague in this House showed him that if
the company were allowed to go down a
financial crisis would fall upon the country
greater far than befell the people of the
United States upon the failure of the
Northern Pacific in 1873, and the people of
Canada would have had to confess failure
in their ambitious undertaking and suffer the
reverses consequent upon that failure. He
was able to point out to the Government the
full effect of the crises, and to persuade the
Government to take its fate into its hands
and stand or fall by the measure. This is an
open secret, and I trust not out of place to
put on record in discussing the momentous
questions of the day. Is it any wonder that
in the excitement of the fierce struggle of
those days the statesman who has gone from
our midst resorted to methods that were
questionable to enable him to carry out the
policy which his mind alone conceived pos-
sible 2. He did it for his country: Requiescat
n pace. ~We are now called upon to deal
with a new Government, with a new policy,
and it is not desirable to perpetuate a system
which the revelations of last session exposed.
and it is not desirable to minimize their
effect. The Government of Canada stands at
the head of the various governments which
our constitution has provided for the gov-
ernment of our people. Its example should
be above suspicion, and we have to review
causes and effects when we are called upon
to give an allegiance to a, new regime. How
is it that Canadians have rather retrograded
in a united nationality, composed as we are
of two races and two religions, who have
grown side by side, legislated together, own-
ing the same alllance together for a cen-
tury and a-half ? It is because appeals are
now being made to the lower elements of our
nature. It is not that we are not capable of
possessing a higher nature. Our churches, our
schools, our social life, all contradict that as-
sumption. Yet here we are to-day as far
from merging our individuality in a pure
national life, as far from according that mu-
tual respect to one another in our different
attributes as if we were two separate peo-
ples. The day has come when those who
live in Canada should speak out and con-
demn wrong-doing, in whatever sphere of
our public life it may be found. I am not one
of those who despair of establishing on this
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continent in the annals of Canada a
record whose influence will be felt ben-
eficially in distant years, but that can

only be acoomplished by those who oc-
cupy the highest public positions. not only
thinking right but doing right, and requiring
for those whose trustees they are that those
under them shall do the same--apply the

same rule to their public life that they do toi

their private life. ¥or these reasons, I cannot
help expressing regret that the hon. leader
of the Government, for whom we all enter-
tain the highest personal respect, should not
have felt the necessity of selecting from the
ranks of the representatives of ihe people

men who were pledged to redeem the na,met
i been started, and a popular story has been

of Canada from the stigma that the
revelations of the last session have attached
to her fair fame. At present our political
life may be likened to two hostile armies

drawn up in battle array, armed with the

same weapons, loaded with the same am-
munition, and while they are engaged in the

fierce struggle for supremacy, the country is!

in danger of falling an easy prey to the
designs of corporate power, which possesses
no moral responsibility, and represented by
our great transportation companies and those
joint stock companies, brought into existence
by the workings of our protective system.
I am not one of those who are alarmed at
the absorption by the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way or the Grand Trunk Railway of the
smaller lines, for the experience of this
continent is that where there has not been
absorption there has been combination ; but
what I am alarmed at is the danger of
the corporate powers, which command so
much capital and control such vast interests,
being used to subvert the liberties of the
people. Tublic opinion in England is
healthy, and in that country, where the
capital is raised to promote our large enter-
prises, _ublic opinion wili not countenance
the power of capital being used to subvert
the liberties of the Canadian people, and we
have the evidence of that in the orders
the General Manager of the Grand Trunk
Railway gave to his employees that they
were all to exercise their private judgment
in the matter of voting, but if we silently
acquiesce in the principle and make easy the
way for corporate power to grow in the
government of our country, the blame will
rest with us and the burden be on
our own shoulders. The public press

of Great Britain have condemned in no
unmeasured terms the evilg of corruption that
has been manifested in our midst, and in con-
demning that political corruption they are
giving us the benefit of their experience drawn
from history. They know the danger that
lies in the pursuance of a certain course, and
they are not slow to warn us, and it is wise
for us to take heed. In the United States

‘also we can find valuable experience—the ex-

perience of a struggle that is seen now pend-
ing in that country between the manipulation
of political power by capital, on the one hand,
and the people who see the principle of con-
stitutional. liberty slipping from their grasp,
on the other. An anti-monopoly league has

written by C. C. Post, entitled “Driven from
Sea to Sea,” to assist in. exposing the prevail-
ing methods of bribery for special interests.
It is only a drop in the ocean of thought, but
like the little pilules which the homeopathic
practitioner claims to reach the seat of the
disease, the same claims may be advanced for
this work, and it is well worthy of perusal.
In the appendix, the author gives a number
of extracts from the speeches of public men
in the United States, who neither close their
eyes nor their mouths at the evils that face
the nation. I will pick out one or two to
Show how the danger is regarded there. The
Hon. David Davis, formerly judge of the
Supreme Court of the United States, says :

“ The rapid growth of corporate power, and
the malign influence which it exerts by com-
bination ‘on the National and State Legis-
latures, is a well grounded cau<e of alarm.
A struggle is pending in the near future
between this overgrown power, with its vast
ramifications all over the Union, and a hard
grip on much of the political machinery, on
the one hand, and the people in an unorgan-
ized condition, on the other, for control of the
government. It will be watched by every
patriot with intense anxiety.

“ Great corporations and consolidated mon-
opolies are fast seizing the avenucs of power
that lead to the control of the Government.
It is an open secret that they rule states
through procured Leg'is]a,tures‘ and corrupted
courts ; that they are strong in Congress, and
that they are unscrupulous in the use of
means to conqguer prejudice and acquire in-
fluence. This condition of things is truly
alarming, for umless it be changed quickly
and thoroughly, free institutions are doomed
to be subverted by an oligarchy resting upon
a basis of money and of corporate power.”

United States Senator Windom, who died
recently, in a letter to the President of the
Anti-Monopoly League, said :
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““ The
of commerce, thus o
gne man, or by a few men, what is to re-
exatraincti corporate power, or to fix a limit to its

inge l?ns upon the people ? What is there to
fatis these men from depressing or in-
Suls %h the value of all kinds of property to
Tt eir caprice or avarice, and thereby
= ering into their own coffers the wealth
povtvhe nation ? Where is the limit to such a
Spiri?;r g.s this ? What shall be said of the

of a free people who will submit with-

gg;t s;"protest to be thus bound hand and

:‘Ohe t.hird semi-annual report of the railroad
missioners of the State of Georgia, sub-
mitted 1st May, 1881, says :—

“The moral and social conse

) uences of
po(iist? 00}'rupt10ns are even wors;ecal than the
o ]c:l ; they are simply appailing. We con-
- pdte t.he}n with anxiety and dismay.
waex" emoralization is worse than ‘that of
trickhns fraud Is meaner n force, and
— ery than violence. Aside from their
o tm«:orruptlong, the operators aim directly
ot ec'm-ulzﬂon of the press and Govern-
purifyin * * Worse even than a
o glswrm is this malaria in the air,
ey Doisons all the body politic, and cor-
thp S the youth of the country by presenting
t e highest prizes of society to its most un-
serupulous and unworthy members.”

In the report of the New
York Board
occur these words: of "rade

Honestly and equitably managed railroads

o the
! bu:nost beneficent discovery of the cen-

perverted by irres -
?ntrolled corporate ma,nagé)lggii? Ieixf n&fh?gh
;0 (l)ck watering and kindreq sv;'indles are
nﬁal;adted. and favoritism in charges is per-
it ,lpley become simply great engines to
mmp ish unequal taxation, and to arbitrarily
I‘e“ stribute the wealth of the country.”
thei'fhe ‘modern barons, more powerf{n than
vy military prototypes, own our greatest
b ‘g ways and levy tribute at wil upon all
vast industries. And, as the old feudalism

by the combined efforts
the people of the free citie!
modern feudalism can be
bublic good only by
people, acting throu
wise and just laws.”

of the kings and
s and towns, so our
subordinated to the
the great body of the
gh their government, by

:‘}l:ese are only a few culled from a host of
themsa thh:mded down to .public gaze Dby
of 1o ;1 or to stir the moral sensibility
aud Shgmat nation to the south of us,
o on t:x:; us the difficulties they have
We are o ﬂ:vit}x. Now, hon. gentlemen,
ality o e threshold. Our young nation-
thint, B Ill;)t been stricken with the disease
constituny id such g strong hold upon the

on of our neighbours, and the free-

i
'

channels of thought and the channels[dom of our institutions is our guarantee of
wned and controlled by i safety ; but those who are accustomed to

think for the public can see a pulsation which
marks that the vigour of our constitution is
threatened. The eyes of the world are upon
Canada to-day, and although other nations
are too much engrossed in their own concerns
to give it more than a passing interest, the
stand that the people of Canada take upon
the questions affecting their political morality
will exercise its influence for the right or the
reverse in the history of the country. For
these reasons I have drawn the attention of
this hon, House to the necessity of the peo-
ple guarding well the birthright of consti-
tutional liberty, which is threatened by tak-
ing too superficial a view of the effects of a
system that was exposed to view during the
last session. The next clause in His Excel-
lency’s Speech says :

“The meeting which had been arranged
with the United States Government for a day
in October last, for an informal discussion on
the extension of trede between the two coun-
tries, and on other international matters re-
guiring adjustment, was postponed at their
request. But, in compliance with a more re-
cent intimation from: that Government, three
of my Ministers proceeded to Washington,
and conferred with representatives of the .
Administration of the United States on those
subjects.”

It is not necessary to read the clause in full,
but the gist of the matters that are submit-
ted to us lies, I think, in the gquestion of the
National Policy of Canada, and T propose to
discuss that policy. Many consider that the
head and front of the National Policy are its
comrmercial features ; but my own opinion is
that the authors who designed the National
Policy, chiefly our late lamented leader, Sir
John A. Macdonald, did not so regard it. The
authors of our National Policy designed that
the people of Canada should unite for the
purpose of building up a nationality in
British North America, a Canadian nation-
ality, not as a dependency of the British
Crown, but as a partner of the British Em-
pire—as much a partner in the British Em-
pire as the State of New York is a part-
ner in the American Republic. That 48
my view of the National Policy. The
commercial features of it are open to
discussion. They may be changed, or
not changed, according as the people of
the country feel how the commercial policy
of the Government presses upon them, or the
reverse. My hon. friend on my left, in
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seconding the Address, made the statement
that the late Sir John A. Macdonald, whom
we all revere, and whose memory we respect,
stood by the National Policy, and asked the
people to stand by it; but what we have to

do in discussing a question of this kind is to |

pick out what is good of the policy of our late
respected leader who has gone and leave out
what we think is not suitable to our require-

ments from year to year. He did nothand

down tousa hard and fast law that should
bind the people of Canada. To ac
complish a certain result—in order to
complete the Canadian Pacific Railway from
the Atlantic to the Pacific—he saw it was
necessary to revive our failing revenues, and
the only way it could be done was by
adopting a National Policy, which has ac-
complished that result. We now have an
opportunity 'of comparing what has been the
effect of the National Policy between the
years 1880 and 1890, and we also have the
previous decade to compare with, between
1868 and 1879—two distinct periods that we
can refer to in discussing this question.
We have also statistics of the country that
have been prepared for our guidance. As
it has been very aptly put by others, our
statistics is our mnational book-keeping, and
any sensible man who wants to know what
his business is doing, and what he has ac-
complished from year to year, will study
well the items in his accounts to know
where his profits :lie, if he has any profits,
and from what source he derives the largest
profits, and governs his commercial life ac-
cordingly. Now, we have, as I said before,
two periods of the statistics of the country
covering a term of twenty-three years, to
study, and feeling myself that there was
something pressing upon the country—some-
thing pressing upon the people that none

could exactly tell or exactly locate, I have;

undertaken to analyse them for myself. I|
have ‘always manfully stood up for the Na-

tional Policy. I have always felt it was a
sound policy, because under it our revenue
was increased ; but, hon. gentlemen, the fact
that our Government went to Washington to
negotiate a, reciprocity treaty which was going
back on the National Policy, and the fact
of the Liberal party having adopted a more
extreme reciprocity policy than our Govern-
ment—and which was a step that I could

I

: reciprocity negotiations.

‘case and eleven in the other.

me to study the question for myself and see
where the trouble -was—what effect the
National Policy was having, and what change
for the better for the people of Canada it was
desimble we should make ; and knowing that
the census of 1891 had been completed, that
we have the fullest statistics there as to what
had been accomplished—that we had the
statistics of 1881 and the statistics
of 1871 before wus, and ‘the statistics
from one year to the other handed down, com-
piled by the Liberal Government when it was

‘in power, and by the Conservative Government

when it was in power, we might fairly take
these statistics and compare the figures, one
decade with those of another decade. You
cannot always gauge the prosperity of the
people or the working of any particular policy
by taking the returns of one year ; but when
you have ten years under one policy complete,
and ten years under another policy complete,
you have an opportunity of taking a fair
average, and finding out from the comparison
of these two decades what is working to the
advantage, and what is to the disadvantage
of the people of Canada. I have taken the
trouble myself to carefully study the statistics
of the country, adding them up, putting the
first twelve years together, from 1868 to 1879,
and then taking the scond period between
1880 and 1890, and adding them up together,
and comparing them one with another, and it
is the result of these figures that I propose
to lay before you in order that we may dis-
cuss in an intelligent form the proposition that
is laid down here in the Speech of His Ex-
cellency the Governor General with regard to
I have prepared a
return, comparing the volume of trade between
1868 and 1879, inclusive, with that between
the years 1880 and 1890—twelve years in one
Between the
years 1868 and 1879 our total trade exports
and imports amounted to $2,086,000,000 ;
between 1880 and 1890 the total exports and
imports amounted to $2,250,000,000. Dividing
the two respective amounts into twelve parts
on one hand, and eleven on the other, we find
that the annual average of our total trade
between 1868 and 1879 was $174,000,000 a
year, in round numbers; and between 188¢
and 1890 it was $205,000,000, in round num-
bers—that is, or an increase of $28,000,000 a
yvear during the second eleven years as com-

not approve of—the fact that the two political | pared with the first twelve years. Then, in
parties were aiming at some change induced ;the statistics there is brought down from year
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to year a percentage of what the total trade
;f per head, what the total exports are per
ead and what the total imports are per head,
and I find in the percentage of total trade per
ltlltle:d that during the first period of comparison
I'G.Was an average of $46.44 per head—
that is to say, that the people of Canada,
af'ter having supplied themselves, did business
With the outside world to the extent of $46.44
ber head ; and during the second period the
percentage per head shows that after supply-
gllg themselves with all the necessities of life
1€y Wwere capable of producing in their own
country, they only did a trade to the extent
of $43.68 per head. Now, this shows that the
beople of Canada were not able to do as much
trade per head in the second decade as they
Were in the first. When 1 defended the
National Policy I always felt that the popula-
;ion of the country was increasing very large-
¥, and the manufactories that were being
established were busily engaged in manufac-
turing ‘for and supplying a vastly increased
Population, and that that was a fair reason
that we were retaining that capital in the
country ; but when I find that our population
has not even increased, or barely increased,
more than the natural increase, then that con-
tention falls to the ground at once.

WIIIi(zﬁ. Mr POWER—I would like to know

eler, in making up the statément with
respect 'to the aggregate trade of the coun-
try during the years to which the hon. gen-
tleman referred, he took into consideration
the fact that during the first period British
Columbia, Prince Edward Island and Mani-

toba were not all the time
m
Confederation ? embers of the

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No ; I did not. I
have merely taken the returns out of the
book, showing no reference to that at all, but
that is a point which adds additional signifi-
twl;;etlal to the figures I am bringing before
hy tm:mo\lrable House. What I wish to show
gate » Whereas in the first period our aggre-
Si trade was $46, and in the second period
Mol I;ir head, that the statistician mentions
the making up those statistics he based
W ‘I;O:Julaﬁon upon an increase which
Soon rdi(; real.  He expected and believed,
that g to th? best evidence of growth,

© population of the country would be
»180,000, and his percentages year by
thbte;n drawn from that possible in-
€ census hag disappointed us in

that respect, and I have no doubt that if
those figures were gone over, most probably
they wouldi show a greater difference to the
detriment of the last ten years than the first
ten years. But I do not wish to deal with
the total trade of the country, or to include
in my estimates the imports, because there
is no doubt about it that the imposition of
duties would have an effect upon the im-
ports. For instance, it drove United States
wheat out of the Nova Scotia markets, and
we supply the Nova Scotia markets ourselves
from Canada, and instead of exporting the
wheat, as we did before, to England, we are
sending it to our Maritime Provinces. It had
that effect upon our export trade, and our
import trade, because, of course, this grain
used to come in from the United States. There-
fore, I confine myself, in the returns that I
have prepared, to the exports only, because
after all we must be guided by the exports.
It is the exports with which we have to
meet our liabilities and pay for the imports
that the people require. Therefore, any fail-
ure in our ability to export means a failure
in our cbilicy to pay. There can be no doubt
about that, I think. If we exported less dur-
ing the second decade, notwithstanding what
the National Policy has done for us in certain
manufactures, than we cxported in the first
decade, it is clear to me that the people of
Canada cannot be as well off, and there must
be something wrong to bring about such a
state of affairs. I find that in calculating
the percentages of exports per head between
1868 and 1879 the exports were $20.33 per
head, but between 1880 and 1890 the exports
per head, according to the percentages cal-
culated, are only $19.78 per head; but as I
told you before, these percentages were
based upon a population in excess of what
the census shows.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—That would make the
percentage larger. '

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—There would be a
greater difference against the second decade.
Of -course, if our exports amount to $90,-
000,000 a year, and they are divided into
5,180,000 people, the percentage must be less
than if they were divided into a smaller
number. The value of \domestic exports dur-
ing the first twelve years is $770,000,000 ;
the value of the total exports between 1880
and 1800 is $903,000,000, or an annual
average of $64,778,000 for the first ‘twelve
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years, and only an average of $81,000,000 for
the second period, so that the average in-
crease is only $18,000,000 a year, though our
population was steadily increasing, but mot to
the extent that we supposed it was. Again,
the statistican shows that the export during
the first period was $17.28 per head, and
during the second period $17.50. Now, the
next item I come to is the exports of pro-
ducts of the forest. In the first decade they
amounted to $261,000,000, and in the second
decade $250,000,000, an average of $21,782.-
000 a year for the first period and of $22,-
727,000 a year for the second period. Under
the stimulus of the National Policy, and of
increased immigration 'and labour, we only
increased the exports of our lumber to the
extent of $1,000,000 a year. The next item
is the exports of the products of the mines.
During the first twelve years we ‘exported
of products of the mine $42,000,000 worth,
and in the second period only $39,000,000,
showing a decrease of $3,000,000. I now
come to the exports of manufactures. The
National Policy, of course, was intended to
develop manufacturing, and therefore it was
to be expected that it would have the effect of
bringing in raw material which would be
manufactured in the country and sent out,
giving profit to the country by the increased
labour and adding to our prosperity in that
way, but the result with regard to our manu-

factures is the same as with regard
to .our mines. There has Dbeen com-
paratively no increase in the export
of our manufactures, and our manu-

facturers have really been working in
order to supply our own people and have not
added to the wealth of the country at all, so
far as their power to export manufactured
goods is concerned. That is quite evident
from the figures that I have been bringing
down. The total export of manufactures
during the past twelve years was $34,000,000,
and during the second period ($40,000,000, an
average of $2,800,000 for the first period and
of $3,600,000 for the second period, an in-
crease of less than a million dollars a year
over the first period when our manufacturers
were not assisted in any way. Then the
foreign trade passing 'through Canada shows
but a small increase. It was $98,000,000 for
the first period and $102,000,000 for the
second period. The carrying of the:trade of
foreign nations is of great value to a
country. It assists the home people to main-

tain their transportation facilities in an effi-
cient state. It is of very great value, and
whatever charges are imposed for carrying
foreign produce through a country benefits
our own people, but we find that the increase
in the second period over the first is but
$4,000,000. Then I will take the export of
coin and bullion—I presume that means the
export of gold and silver. I find that durlng
the first twelve years the exports of the pre-
cious metals amounted to $79,000,000, and
that during the second period it fell to $46,-
000,000. Those hon. gentlemen who come
from Nova Scotia and British Columbia,
where gold is produced, know that
it costs nearly 3s. 6d. to get one dollar’s worth
of gold, and that any excessive taxation or
impost on the labour used in producing that
may check the production, and it must be
something of that kind that has checked the
production of it in this country, because we see
that the export has been decreased 50 per cent.
The gold is still there, and will still be taken
out by giving the labour engaged in the pro-
duction of the precious metals a better and
cheaper mode of working it, and I have ho
doubt the export will come up again and be
of great value to the country. The next thing
that I come to is the export of agricultural
produce produced in the country. In the
first perioq we exported $187,000,000, and in
the second $201,000,000, an increase of only
$14,000,000. Now, this is an agricultural
country. We occupy the best position on the
continent for the production of wheat, and
our exports of agricultural products should
have shown a larger increase than I have’
mentioned. We must not forget that since
the National Policy was imposed we have
opened up the great North-West. Prior to
1880 that great country was a sealed book, so
far as Canada was concerned. I think it was
in 1878 that the first train ran in that country.
It is since the National Policy was imposed
that the country to the west of us has been
brought into the statistical returns that I am
quoting. Notwithstanding the opening of that
great country, and the fact that we have a
virgin soil there capable of producing largely—
land ready for the plough, requiring no forest
to be cut down, and only requiring that the
people shall go in there and break it up to
produce crops—notwithstanding the fact that
this magnificent territory has been added to
the Dominion, we find that between 1880 and
1890 the exports of agricultural produce have
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Increased only some $14,000,000. There must
be something wrong. I am an agriculturist
myself, living in the interior, 300 miles from
any port, dependent on railway transportation,
and I am brought into contact with the agri-
cultural classes. It was their loud and con-
stant complaint that led me to look into the
Question, so far as our commereial policy is
ooncerned, and to figure out for myself these
facts, that might be able to discuss the
Question here before the Sepate. I now come
:; the total exports of agricultural produce
thaer Produce entered for home consumption ;
Duxt-his going back to the foreign trade again.
o £ the first two years the total value of
Bricultural products, over what we exported
;f the produce of Canada, was $29,000,000.
uring the second perlod it was $26,000,000, so
that in ten Years there has been a falling off
of $3,000,000 in the value of the agricultural
?Xports Dassing through Canada. Now, why
1S that ? It is a great loss to the people of
Canada. Instead of falling off, that trade
should have increased 25 per cent. at the very
least, if the People of Canada and our home
industlfies had been in a prosperous condition.
Then we come again to the exports of animals
and their products, and wae find in this a more
healthy state of affairs. In the first period it
was $156,000,000, and in the second $247,000,-
?00, Or an increase of very nearly $100,009,000.
To what are we indebted for that increase ?
Has the National Policy bronght it about in
any way ? The reason of it iy that the facili-
ties for shipping ecattle have been increased of
late years. The first shipment of Jive stock
across the Atlantic was in 1874 ; since then
We- have learned how to ship cattle to Great
Bx:xtain with the greatest facility, and the
Prices that we get in the English‘market are

infinitely bettey than we ever
Unlteq oy got from the

H?n. Mr. KAULBACH—What has given us
the increaseq facilities ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—The raising of
beasts in Canada and the demand forgtbe shtilll:
ment of them to Great Britain—that iy how
;Vse ﬂl]lave Bot the increased facilities, 8o far
o Ea National Policy is concerned, our facili-
mane i;e been reduced. The complaing is
oty 15 Montreal—the facts were published
better fe .other day in the newspapers—that
memomﬂfnlities are required. The Allans have
cartyt ized the Government to restore the

Dg trade in iron to its original position,

so that they could carry the produce of the
country across the Atlantic at cheaper rates.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—If you had not
the National Policy would you have had
these cattle to ship ?

Hon. Mi. BOULTON—Certainly. The Na-
tional Policy only imposes on the people who
raise these cattle burdens too heavy to e
borne.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Would you have
the North-West opened up for the raising of
these cattle ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No ; to that extent I
acknowledge the National Policy has done
good to the country—that if 'we had not had
that policy we should not have the Canadian
Pacific Railway now; but we have the
Canadian Pacific Railway, and what we
want now, since we have spent our money
and added largely to the debt of the country
for the construction of that line, is some re-
lief from the burden that we have to bear.
That burden has to be borne by those who
raise the cattle and wheat that we export.
We have less going out of the country to pay
that debt than we had in the first decade,
and therefore the people who live in the
country have to bear that burden. Instead
of having more people attracted to the coun-
try, and more foreign trade to assist in pay-
ing it, the burden is laid upon those who live
in the agricultural districts. Notwithstand-
ing our fine' fields of wheat and herds of
cattle, there is not money enough left in the
pockets of the farmers to justify them in
believing that they are prospering under the
present policy. I now come to another state-
ment which shows a very gratifying in-
crease, but an increase which does not result
from the National Policy—that is, the yield
of our fisheries. The export of products of
our fisheries during the first decade amount-
ed to $59,000,000; during the second decade
it was $83,000,000. In .the first period
the fisheries yielded $110,000,000, and during
the second period $189,000,000, so that in
consequence ‘'of the increased :transportation
facilities that have been given to us, the con-
sumption of fish in the country has largely
increased, and added to the wealth of the
fishermen, while the export also has been
maintained. It is only in these products that
we cafl congratulate ourselves on a decided
increase—the products of the farm and the
products of the sea. But the products of the
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farm the farmers say we do not legislate for.
They say “give us a show ; give us a fair
field and no favour; that is all we want,”
and I have no doubt the fishermen say the
same thing. Reduce the cost of production ;
make it cheaper for him to live in this coun-
try and you increase his profits, and you also
increase the wealth of the country by in-
creasing his ability to export for the country.
These are the two interests ‘that show the
largest increase—in comparing the returns for
the two decades—the agriculture of the soil
and the agriculture of the sea. They are not
depending in any shape whatsoever on the
National Policy for their prosperity. I will
be enabled to show hereafter that it has bur-
dened the agricultural part of the country
through the prices that have to be paid for
many articles that enter into their calling.
The next thing we come to is the export of
coal. That is another of our industries—an
industry which I believe one day is going to
be very great in the country, but so far as
the export of coal from Nova Scotia is con-
cerned, we have nothing to congratulate our-
selves upon in regard to the;National Policy.
In 1874, which is the first year for which
any return is shown, we exported 252,000
tons of coal from Nova Scotia, and in 1889,
which is the last year for which we have
returns, we exported only 186,000 tons. That
is the result of the National Policy.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—We consume it in
our own country.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-—Your figures are
wrong.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —If they are wrong
they are from the book.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—I did not hear the hon.
gentleman’s figures.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON— Repeating the fig-
ures.)

Hon. Mr. MILLER-These figures are
wrong. Last year the export from Nova
Scotia was 1,700,000 tons of coal.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—To where ?
Hon. Mr. KAULBACH — All Canada.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—That is notexport. I
am speaking of the exports of Canada ; you
are putting it on the people of the Province

of Quebec. They purchased from the Pro-
vince of Nova Scotia 800,000 tons, but at a
heavy cost to themselves. You have to put a
duty on the coal from the United States in or-
der to introduce Nova Scotia coal into Quebec.
You have to spend thousands of dollars on the
Intercolonial Railway in order to enable the
people of Quebec to buy Neva Scotia. coal.
That is the way 800,000 tons of Nova Scotia
coal is sold to the Province.of Quebec. Why
are the people of the Dominion obliged to
support an industry in which there is a falling
off to the extent of 700,000 tons in the ex-
ports to the world ? If we want to draw
wealth to the people of Canada it is from
the outside world we must draw it We
cannot draw it from one another unless we
prey upon one another, and that is a thing we
should avoid, and it is to prevent that and
avoid it that I have studied this question from
the standpoint I am taking, and changing my
views with regard to the National Policy for
the coming time. During the first twelve
years that I have referred to we produced in
Nova Scotia 873,000 tons a year, from 1874
to 1879, and then the National Policy was
proposed, and our production increased to
1,611,000 tons. It increased about 800,000
tons, or the exact amount that was shipped
to the Province of Quebec. That is what
made the increase, and that alone was
fostered, as I have told you, at an expense to
the.people of Quebec and of the rest of the
Dominion.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that the debate be
adjourned until to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.
The Senate adjourned at 6 p. m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, March 1st, 1892,
The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 o’clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings.
NEW SENATOR.

Honourable Mr. Dobson, new Senator from
the town of Lindsay. was introduced, took
the oath of office, signed the test roll and
took his seat.
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THE ADDRESS.
DEBATE RESUMED.

The Order of the Day having been called

fesuming the adjourned debate on the con-
Sideration of His Excellency the Governor

General's Speech on th
e opening of the
Second session of the seventh Parliament—

dalgon. Mr. BOULTON said : I observe that a
Ottz Paper, published here in the city of
Senawa’ this morning had a heading over the
" agf:hll’er;;l't that the * Hon. Senator Boulton
Yo I cking over the traces,” and with
that o ssion T will draw your attention to
Iefelredeamnto 8, for I suppose what has been
when T 1 is the “kick” I made last year
Addres Tought in some amendments to the
Gracios that was presented to Her Most
ot ﬁlf; Majesty, and I was looked upon at
honoet ® a8 a ‘“Kkicker.” It was only an
st 0e:;.ttelm)t on my part to improve the
e in the Address that I thought were
bl Sely expressed, and, as I thought at the
actl , the result was .a Justification of the
tl]&011 I took because one of the amendments
the‘l:r‘]e.'nmw;le was that we should not ask for
ouncement of the most favoured nation
clauses, but only for the renouncement of the
most favoured national treatment under the
two treaties with the Zollverein and Belgium.
I observe when it went to the House of
Commons that that amendment was made
and the Address came back to the Senate to
have that amendment ratified. The other
clause that I thought was not wise to have
in that Address I observe is now being used
by the Government of Newfoundland to de-
fend ftself against the position that Canada
is taking in interfering with the reciprocity
arrangements they were endeavouring to
gn:ke With the United States, as they say if
Whnada demaqu the rights under that clause
H&Z should they be denied Newfoundland ?
ot I:h:k:'ienouneement ~of the most favoured
now bets use been demanded, and which is
ments wifh used to protect our trade arrange-
Charle . the Spanish West Indies, and Sir
foundiang DPper and a member of the New-
Py Government are to-day working to
e Imgerial Government to preserve

and- Newfoundland trade with th
S e
mp;?:hdyest Indies under the most favoured
n its orlg::: with Spain which the Address,
year, do 1 form, as it came before us last
a,nmndoum:!ed, & defect which I attempted
- I think that these cases that I

cite were sufficient justification for the action
that I took on that occasion, and that it can
not be referred to asa “Kkick over the traces”
any more than the action I am taking on the
present occasion. All that I am doing is pre-
paring information for the people of Canada
on which to decide what is the best for our
interests in regard to the trade arrangements
of the country. That is what I am here in
this honorable House for—to assist the people
with the information that is at my disposal,
and at the disposal of every member of the
Senate, to form for themselves a judgment on
the questions before the country. I might say,
and I do not think it improper to refar to it
at the present moment, that the amendment
which I moved last session drew forth this
statement from the hon. member from Hali-
tax, a gentleman who opposes the Govern-
ment. He said :

“The hon. member from Shell River con-
fined his speech pretty much to the matter
before the Senate, and, I think, he gave us
some very valuable information. I presume
most of the members were aware of the fact
before but the information that he gave with
respect to the attitude assumed by the British
Government in connection with the Spanish
treaty was quite new to me. It was very
important and valuable information, and
shows. I think, in a very clear and emphatic
way how careful the Imperial Government
has been of late of the interests of her
colonies. We in Canada have every reason to
be satisfied.”

I think that is a tribute extracted from a
member of the Opposition showing that he, at
all events, from the information I was able
to bring down, felt satisfied that our interests
were being cared for by the Imperial Govern-
ment. It is a view that is most essential for
us to take at the present moment when I
think our interests in connection with the
British Empire are at stake. Any information
I can bring down to strengthen the views
taken by our neighbours should be of value to
this House and the country at large., Now,
taking up the discussion of our trade rela-
tions, I yesterday was engaged in discussing
the question of our coal industry. I made a
statement that in 1874 we exported 252,000
tons, and in 1889 we only exported from Nova
Scotia 186,000 tons, and I see no reason to
change those figures, although they have
been called in question. The total output of
coal in the Province of Nova Scotia from 1874
to 1879 averaged 873,000 tons, and the coal,
that was put out in the Province of Nova
Scotia from 1880 to 1889 averaged 1,611,000
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tons a year. The export from Canada was
not increased, but the shipment of coal from
Nova Scotia to the Province of Quebec re-
presented the difference between the two
periods. The National Policy had the effect
of sending up 800,000 tons of coal in the past
year to the Province of Quebec. How far
that was a profit to the Province of Quebec
or the Dominion at large, I am not prepared
to say. We have no statistics that will
show us anything with regard to that. All
that I am engaged upon at the present
moment is to show what our exports from
the ports of Canada are and how far they
enable us to meet the increased liabilities
that the National Policy, or the expenditure
of the past:ten years has put on the country,
and therefore I am not prepared to discuss
the merits or the profits of the internal trade.

From the ;Province of British Columbia our!

export of coal has increased very largely. In
1874, the first year for which we have any
record, the export was 51,000 tons; in 1889
it was 470,000 tons. The reason why that
shows up so well is because the coal on the
Pacific coast is not so favourably situated for
American consumers as the coal of our Cana-
dian mines, and therefore we may hope and
anticipate that a very large increase will year
by year be made in the export of coal from
the Province of British Columbia. But the
National Policy, or the principle of protection,
does not promote or help that export in any
way at all. If the duties were removed from
our coal industries—if the duties were re-
moved that are now imposed on articles that
enter into the labour engaged in the mines—
it would probably yield a very large profit
to those engaged in the industry, enabling
them to compete more successfully, and to
increase the export from 470,000 tons to
1,470,000 tons.
reduction or g total abolition of the duties is
going to effect. It leaves to the individual
enterprise of any man all the scope that he
requires ; it leaves to the individual merits of
any industry all the encouragement that it
requires. If it cannot live on the same terms
that the trade in Great Britain lives under—a
free trade policy looking for the markets of
the world—then it is not an industry that can
be profitably pursued in this country : but
if it does it will go on increasing its
trade and output, bringing wealth to the
country from the outside world. The next
return is the export 'of our agricultural pro-

That is the benefit that a

ducts. We have always prided ourselves very
much indeed on the export of our dairy pro-
duce—always pointed with great pride to the
increase in the export of cheese, and the value
that this industry has been to the country at
large. Hon. gentlemmen will be surprised when
I tell them that in 1881—eleven years ago—we
exported just as much dairy produce from
Canada as during thig past year, and that in
the ten years since the protective tariff was
imposed the export of our dairy produce has
increased very little in ecomparison to the in-
crease of population. I will give you the
figures. The export of our «dairy produce
from 1879 to 1884 was: cheese, 314,642,095
pounds, valued at $32,398,836 ; and butter,
81,836,653 pounds, valued at $15,087,454, or a
total export of $47,486,290 ; from 1885 to 1890
the export of cheese was 498,341,033 pounds,
and Dbutter 25,632,769 pounds, or a total value
of $54,058,230. From 1879 to 1884 there was
81,000,000 pounds of butter exported, valued
at $15,000,000, and from 1885 to 1890 there
was exported only 25,000,000 pounds of butter,
valued at $4,700,000. In 1881 the value of
the export of our butter and cheese was
$9,083,000 ; in 1890 it was only $9,700,000,
showing an increase of only a little over
$600,000 in ten years, comparing two separate
years together. Counting butter equal to two
and a-half pounds of cheese, and adding both
together the total export of our dairy produce
in pounds was 519,233,795 for the six years
from 1879 to 1884, as against 561,422,955 for
the six years from 1885 to 1890. Adding the
two amounts together we have $47,000,000
worth of dairy produce exported for the first
part of the period during which the tariff was
imposed, as against $54,000,000 in the last
halt—six years in each period, or an increase
tof a little over $1,000,000 a year. Now, hon.
centlemen, if there is anything that we can
export, if there is anything the country ought
to be capable of exparting, it is our dairy pro-
duce, because our country is naturally suited
for it ; ahd I wish to point out what another
country has done in the same period. Denmark,
whose climate is somewhat similar to ours, a
small country of only a littl. oves 2,000,000
of population, has the advantage of being
somewhat closer to England, but our ocean
tacilities are now so good, and the facilities
for storing and keeping things sweet are so
good that it is brought down to the smallest
ipoint in the difference there is in distance.
| Denmark the last two years has increased her




The [MARCII 1, 1892] Address. 29

_—

S——— o T

©Xport of butter to England, a market that is Canada, an industry that our farmerg are all
open to Canada, by §5,000,000. Her export of engaged in. I find that in 10 years there is
butter to England is $25,000,000 a year. That|comparatively no increase, either in number
shows you what a ountry can do. That!or value. Then again in horses : during the
shows you where it fInds its market. The!first half of the decade the export was
$dme market is open %o us, and we have not 105,000 horses, valued at $10,928,000, and
Increased our export of dairy products in any the last half of the decade the export was
year by any appreciable extent, and then only 101,000 horses—a decrease of 4,000, but an
a total export of $9,700,000 a year, while Den- increase in price to $12,500,000. Now, we
mark, with less than half our population, has ' come to the export of cattle, and we find
been enabled to increas: the export of her here a very large increase; 381,000 head of
dairy products to $25,000,000 in the British : cattle were exported in the first half of the
market. Now, hon. gentlemen, what is check- ' decade, valued at §21,000,000, and in the last
Ing the growth of our dairying interest ? There half of the decade, 636,000 head of cattle
Tmust be something to do it. It is not for want Were exported, or very nearly double, valued
of intelligence on our part, or for want of ' at $37,000,000. There we have very nearly
transp(?rtaﬁon facilities on ouy part ; there is ‘ double the export, but, hon. gentlemen, if it
omething or other checking that interest had not been for that trade in cattle where
Which ought to grow at a more rapid rate. would the increase in the exports haVve been?
Of' course there is this to Dbe said of the | We would have been away out as far as the
.British market : they trade with the wvorld,}increase in exports is concerned. It is the
Everybody has a right to send goods there, | Prices that have been given for those cattle
and therefore the people of Great Britain |in the British market that has occasioned the
Pavmg a choice they pick the best, and if ours |increase, and I would like to quote to hom.
18 not up to the best it has got to take second ! gentlemen the prices. In 1890 we sent to
Place ; the most economical thing an individual | Great Britain 66,000 head of cattle, valued
can do, -or the most economical thing that a | at $6,500,000. We sent to the United States
Dation can do, is always to buy the best. The | 7,840 head of cattle, valued at $104,000, so

Province of Nova, Scotia, in shipping apples
:ﬁafrtﬁt Britain this year, has found out
. Y can get as much for g peck of
apples picked at the proper time, wrapped in
papel, and packed properly, and shipped for-
ward in good order, as they can obtain for a
bushel of apples improperly packed and sent
forward in poor shape. Therefore, it may be
because we have not realized the value of
the market, or the profits that might he ac-
cruing tq the country by taking advantage of
the requirements of that trade. I win now
call your attention to the export of bhacon.,
bork and ham. From 1874 to 1882 the ex-
Ports amounted to $9,506,040, and from 1S83
to 1890 they amounted to $5,614,666. In1ST74
the exports of bacon, pork and hams was
$2,170,000. In 1890 it had fallen to $651,000.
That is part of our dairy produets. Pork and
dairying are kin industries; and we find that
the export of our pork, bacon and hams hasg
ifa.uen from $2,170,000 to $651,000. The next
tem that has directed my attention is the ex-
‘P;;xrt of sheep. From 1879 to 1884 our export
msheep amounted to 1,985,540 in numbers,

ued at $7,774,620, and; from 1885 to 1890
to 2,200,081, valued at $7,848,997. Here we
have again an industry that is applicable to

| that the cattle sent to Great Britain realized
1a price of very nearly $80 or $90 a head.
During the first decade from 1868 to 1879,
before the British market was open, the aver-
age price that was realized for our cattle in
the United States was $20 a head. In 1874
we exported 36,000 sheep, and realized for
them $724,000, and so on down the whole
list, the price getting lower the whole time.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Would free trade
with the United States increase the value of
our cattle ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Free trade with the
United States would not increase the value
of our cattle trade. Wht I am pointing out
is that during the first decade the:export
value of the animals we shipped was very
small as compared to thq value of the ani-
mals we are now shipping to Great Britain.
In the one the value was $20 a head, and in
the other the export value was $80 a head,
according to our statistics, so that if we had
not been able to ship our cattle to Great
Britain the volume of sexports would have
shown, a very greati decrease, indeed. There
is the same difference in value in regard to
sheep, those sheep that we can ship to the
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British market realizing a far higher price
than those we send to the United States. Now
we come to the export of petroleum. In 1885
we exported 337,000 gallons of petroleum,
and in 1889 we only exported 235,000 gallons,
showing a decrease in the export of petro-
leum in six years’ time. The consumption of
petroleum from 1879 to 1884 was 6,169,000
gallons of Canadian production, and 3,000,-
000 of American production. During the
latter period of six years the consumption of
petrolewn of Canadian production increased
to 9,000,000 gallons, and of American pro-
duction to 5,000,000 gallons, valued in the
year 1882 at $480,000, and in the year 1890,
at $1.480,000. I wish to show a peculiarity
about our coal oil trade. The consumption of
Americaq petroleum has increased quite as
much as the consumption of Canadian petro -
leum. In the one case it increased from
6,000,000 to 9,000,000, and in the other, from
3,000,000 to 5,000,000. On that imported
from the United States we paid a duty of
$375,000, or 7 1-2 cents a gallon. The total
production of our petroleum in Canada
amounts to $1,084,000. That is the total pro-
duction—the value of the industry to Canada
is $1,084,000. In order to encourage expendi-
ture in the production of that $1,084,000 in
the country, we put a tax upon the people
amounting to $375,000, and in addition te
that, of course, would be whatever price
might be added .n consequence of the im-
position of the 7 1-2 cents duty—probably it
would add 3 cents duty all round on the coal
oil consumed, so that, in other words, a duty
is imposed of $600,000 on the people of
Canada at large in order to encourage the
development of an industry of no greater
value than $1,084,000 to the country. If we
as private individuals conducted our business
on a basis of that kind we would soon go to
the wall. The export of our iron is very
much in the same direction. I will refer to
that afterwards. The export of salt in 1876
amounted to 909,000 bushels, valued at $84-
000, and in 1889 we only exported 8,557
bushels, valued at $2,390, a drop from nearly
a million bushels to 8,000 or 9,000 bushels,
so that the export of salt as an; industry is
now practically of no value to us. Then
again, take our shipping, and everyone will
allowy that that is a very important industry,
and also that it is an industry that we have
always taken a great deal of pride in. We
have always sald that Canada stands very

high as a marine power in the world, but
what is our increase during the 23 years
since Canada has become a nation ? In 1873
the registered tonnage was 6,783 vessels of
1,073,000 tons. The vessels in 1890 were
6,991, with a tonnage of 1,024,000 tons, an
increase of about 200 vessels, but a decreise
in the tonnage. Now, that is the result of
19 years of Canadian shipping life, with the
ports of British Coltuinbin added to the last
yvear of reference. In 1873 the number of
vessels almost equalled the number to-day,
and the tonnage was greater in 1873 than it
is to-day.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-—But the steamers
do five times as much work as was done then
by sailing vessels. It is nearly all done by
steamers now.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I presume that the
steamers are doing more business, but the
sailing vessels carry a great deal cheaper, and
it is not a proud exhibit for us to make at any
rate, and people with such a magnificent coast
line and such facilities for ocean transport to
have to put before the world that in nineteen
years we have not increased our shipping
more than that, we have decreased in tonnage
and increased very little in the number of
vessels, with vastly increased fishing industry.
Then again, the export of iron ore in 1868
was 25.000 tons, and in 1889 the export was
only 17,000 tons—in twenty-three years there
has been a decrease of something like 11,000
tons in the export of iron ore. The export of
our agricultural products, and the production
of our fisheries since 1868 equals 40 p. c¢. of
the total exports of the country, and I would
just put this question to the House, and let
any hon. gentleman state how far the tariff
of this country helps either the fishery or
agricultural industries. If it does not help
those industries it is of no advantage to very
nearly one half of the paying power of the
people of Canada. Anything we can do to
increase the paying power of those men who
can make the most profit for the people of
Canada out of the soil and out of the fisheries
I say is the policy that we should pursue, and
if we add lumber to these industries we cover
the bulk of our exports. Two or three years
ago the protective idea was strong. We con-
ceived the idea of developing our iron indus-
tries, and we imposed a duty of $4 per ton
on pig iron in order to encourage the develop-
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ment of our iron industry in Nova Scotia and
the Province of Quebec—I think there are a
couple of blast furnaces in Quebec, with two
blast furnaces in Nova Scotia. In 1889 we
imported 89,000 tons of pig iron, valued at
$2.50 per ton. The total value of the import
was $1,220,000. On that we collected duties
amounting to $357,000. We produced in con-
Sequence of the imposition of this duty 23,000
tons pig iron, which T see is valued in the
Statistics of last year at $500,000—that is the
result of the labour that entered into the pro-
duction of that pig iron was $500,000 gross
turn over to the people of Canada, and in
01‘(3er to obtain that we put on a duty of
§357,000. Now, the people of Canada at
large pay that $357,000. Industries that per-
hap.s want assistance by freeing them from
dutles are hampered in consequence of that
duty on pig iron, and what for ? In order to
broduce a turn over of $500,000. Why, we
could show that amount in almost one <;r two
shipments of cattle from our farms, which
want no protection at all beyond the reduction
of t.he duties imposed in our tariff. Nova
Scotia is an agricultural country, and can pro-
duee. its output of animals just as easily as it
can increase its output of cosl. They can im-
prove their breed ; they can buy cheap corn,
and turn over twice the profit they can in the
labour it takes to produce that pig iron.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—No.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Well, you raise \apples
in Nova Scotia and you can produce apples
and other agricultural products of the farm
which can take the place of coal so far as
duties are concerned. In addition to the duty
of $357,000 we increase the price of pig iron,
because there is $4 a ton on the iron produced
in the country.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentleman is
leaving out of sight the fact that there is a

ggunty of $2 per ton on the pig iron produced
Te.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—In addition to the

t m
entioned in the Slatlsll
[]llts ? Th&t is no 0! cal

Hon. Mr. POWER—1t is a fact, though.

mﬁ:x;. n?m BOULTON—The pig iron that
of $4 to the country is subject to a duty
ton onper ton, and there is a bounty of $2 per

the iron produced in the country besides

—in other words, the people of Canada are

paying nearly $600,000 duty in order to pro-
duce a turn over of $500,000 worth of labour.
That is a short way of putting it, so far as
the imposition of those iron duties are concern-
ed. With regard to our petroleum, I have
before stated the facts, which are simple.
These are two things belonging to our mines
that we have imposed a duty for the purpose
of producing and developing, and I have
shown the extent of their development and
cost of production. Now the value of our
lubricating and other oils in Canada is $320,-
000, and altogether there is a duty imposed on
oils imported into the country of $585,000.
Before I leave the question of pig iron and
coal I would call the attention of this hon.
House to the reciprocity negotiations that have
been mooted with regard to the assistance to
be given to these industries by reciprocal trade
with the United States, and I will show you
what has been done in the southern States—
a new country being opened up. I want to
show you what eompetition we ‘will have to
meet in entering that market. In the South
in 1880 there was 290,000 tons, and in 1890
there was 1,684,000 tons of pig iron produced.
Of the 89,000 tons of pig iron that we import-
ed into Canada, the United States sent us
23,000 tons, in the face of $4 a ton duty and
$2 a ton bounty, so that if the United States
can send us that much pig iron under such
circumstances what can we expect to gain by
admission to the markets of the United States ?
Our industries would have to meet with com-
petition which they cannot now successfully
encounter with even $6 a ton in their favour.
The same with regard to coal. The output of
coal in the South in 1880 was 3,820,000 tons ;
in 1890 it had increased to 17,000,000 tons.
Now there is the competition the people of
Nova Scotia have to meet with when they
look to the markets of the United States to
encourage their coal industry. In the United
States gltogether the output of coal was 36,-
000,000 tons, at a cost of 70 cents per‘ton at
the pit’s mouth. The people of Nova Scotia
have to come down to these prices before they
can compete with the vast industries, the vast
organizations and the vast machinery ready
there to put out this enormous amount of
coal.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—That is the reason.
why you would shut up our coal mines ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No ; I will tell you
what to do with your coal mines : adopt free
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trade, which will bring the manufncturersias they look at it—a policy different from
where they can get cheap steam power and ' that which they consider wise—so long will
cheap ocean transport to the world’s markets. . they keep their capital away from Canada. I
Then you can increase you population ; but  believe that there is ample capital there to
you cannot do it as long as you have heavy 1 develop our resources if we will only furnish

duties pressing on the industries that are en-
deavouring to get an honest growth, and which
are indigenous to the country. With regard to
the estimate of pine standing in the South, to
say nothing of tamarae, spruce and other
timber, the statistics give the quantity as
229,000,000,000 feet. Now there is the com-
petition we have to meet when we try to get
into the markets of the United States with
our lumber. What has been the effect of |
reducing the duty on lumber from $2 to §1 per'
thousand ? The only effect between l&SQE
and 1890, the year that the duty was reduced, :
is a decrease in the export of our lumber to
the United States. There is a reduction of
$1,000,000 in the export in the face of a re-
duction of 50 per cent. in the duty, so you
will see that it is a fallgcy to suppose a
reciprocity treaty would increase our trade
in that directon in face of such tre-
mendous competition and such vast resources
as what we would meet in the TUnited
States, but in the same year that our export:
of lumber fell in the United States it in-|

proper facilities to have it invested here.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH — My hon. friend
cannot be in favour of reciprocity with the
United States.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No; I have never
been in favour of reciprocity with the United
States, partial or unrestricted. I have said
that time and again through 1the public
press. Now I come down to our lia-
bilities and expenditures. Our net debt
has increased in round numbers since
1878 by one hundred million dollars.
The interest that we used to pay in 1878 was
$6,443,000. In 1890 the interest that we paid
was $8,574,000, an increase of $2,150,000.
Then the taxation through Customs and Ex-
cise averaged from 1874 to 1880 $18,904,000,
while from 1881 to .890 it was $27,000,000 a
year, an increase of about eighteen millions
of dollars a year net over the first period.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—About 1 1-2 cent
per capita.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—It is an increase of

creased to Great Britain four million dollars. ! eight millions over and above what we were

The increase of capital employed in the paying in the first decade. The hon. gentleman
southern States, from 1880 to 1800. was two | Il keep in view what I am trying to show—

thousand three hundred and thirty-nine
millions of dollars. That is the estimate of
the increase of capital invested jn the de-
velopment of the southern States. Of that
capital 25 per cent. came from England,
or something like six hundred millions .of
dollars. These figures I have taken from
American sources and I have no reason to
suppose they are incorrect. They are for thé
information of the people of the United States
themselves, and we may assume they are
reasonably correct. What I wish to point out
is that 25 per cent. of the capital that is en-
gaged in developing the resources of the
southern States is put down as coming from
Great Britain. What we want in this country
is capital to develop our resources. If we
adopt a trade policy similar to that which
the people of Great Britain regard as wise
and advantageous it is quite possible they
‘will be as ready to invest their capital here as
they have been to invest it in the southern
States, but so long as we maintain an attitude
of hostility to them in their commercial life,

that our burdens are heavier while our ability
to pay them is less than in the first period.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH — One and a half
cents per capita is not much.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON — It does not matter
what is it. We should adopt the policy which
would increase our ability to bear such a
burden. Our debt for railways has increased
to $280,000,000 in the past ten years. Now,
hon. gentlemen know perfectly well that the
interest on that debt has to be made out of
the trade and traffic of the country. It has to
be taken out of the prices of our wheat and
cattle and products of the country. I will say
this for the Canadian Pacific Railway, that
the ability and enterprise that they show in
their management in drawing foreign trade
and traffic to their line are assisting the
country to bear the burden very largely, and
it is to our interest to back up the Canadian
Pacitic Railway in that respect as far as we
can. Nevertheless, the debt is ours, the en-
dorsation is ours on the paper, and we have
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to stand honestly by any legislation that we |not accomplish more in the next 10 years
have put forth in order to create that debt. We | than we have done in the past decade. An
must maintain our credit in an hononrable | American writer says, and the American peo-
and straightforward manner, as we always | ple are one and all practical business men :
have done in any of our financial public trans- | “ To be prosperous a country must be fat
actions. But it is an item I put down here in | with a surplus. It must make or grow more
order to show what we have to bear. |than it can consume. It must not only have
Then the loans, according to the ,statistical | products to sell, but must be able to sell
Teturn by loan companies in 1878—only twelve | them on-terms that will enable it to compete
years ago—was $15,469,823, and in 1889 they i successfully with its commercial rivals, and
increased to $102,091,907. These loans |the degree of its prosperity will depend large-
ar®  mostly to farmers. What have ly upon the amount of its sales.” Now, t!mt
they increased to to-day ? They have ls a sound proposition, and the only thing
increased to $102,000,000, or an in_lthat we have to meet this increased debt
crease of nearly $90,000,000, that the farmers | With is the exports that we send out of our
OWe to capitalists outside of Canada, the in- | country, and as I think I have shown you
terest upon which is to be estimated, and |OUr exports per head of the population, as it
brobably amounts to something like 5 or 6 |stands to-day, have not increased over what
Per cent., and in many cases 7 or 8 per cent. | they were between 1868 and 1880, with
The interest on that $90,000,000 is just as|something like $580,000,000 more lability
much a debt on the people of Canada as the!that we have to pay. That is a position, in
$100,000,000 that the Government owe, and |my mind, sufficiently grave to warrant us in
unfortunately the chief bhurden of that debt |looking into and taking stock, and seeing if
is laid on the farming Eommumty_mat por-| we cannot institute another policy that will
ton of the community least able to bear it |make any better showing in the next decade
under the policy we are now pursuing. |than we have had in the past. The North-
There are $100,00.,000 of a public debt, i West Territories are quite capable of putting
$100,000,000 of loans, and $280,000,000 of =z | out $100,000,000 a year in agricultural pro-
debt for railway bonds, making altogether"ducts without any trouble, and without any
$480,000,000 of an increase in the public bur- | degree of doubt. All that they waat there
den since the National Poucy wad imposed ; is labour and capital. With transportation
and in addition to tha, in the encouragement | facilities, labour and capital, we can send
of our rallway communtcation we have dis-|out $100,000,000 from the North-West in
Dosed of 50,000,000 acres of land into private | agricultural products alone. The people in
hands, or rather into \he bands of rallway |eastern Canada can increase their agricul-
corporations, which, valued at $2 an acre, is | tural products. The Province of Quebec can
another $100,000,000, which will have to: pay | compete with Denmark in sending butter to
the interest when the people come to occupy.'the English market, and in earning some-
theso lands, and purchase them if they get| thing of that $25,000,000 a year that the
.them at that price; so that that is a fair‘people of Denmark are now earning in the
charge to put down to the cost of the devel- | markets of Great Britaln. No better facili-
oping of our country in the last 10 years. I |ties exist in, Denmark than exist in the Pro-
am not complaining of the cost, not at all, | vince of Quebec for the dairying interest, but
because I thoroughly believe that the value 'in order to encourage the development of
of the railway, no matter what it cost, isidairymg interest, and of agricultural inter-
‘nestimable—that it is contiguous to our |ests, which are indigenous to the country and
towns and our cities, and to every home in|to the people, you have to shape your policy
the country, and it is going to draw trade,  so as to make the facilities better for agri-
and give us facilities to develop our wealth | cultural operations than those which exist
ﬁ:‘: Tesources, that nothing else we could | to-day.\
for "ivxfét h:’;e“&‘(ﬁ i’:":ge es’g;“ded money | gon, Mr. KAULBACH—Is Denmark a free
hon, e way. But,| .40 country ?

- 8entlemen, when we come to figure up :
Xh“t things have cost us we want to know| Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I do uot know. I
OW we are going to pay it, and who is going | cannot speak the language. I have put these
% pay ghe debt—how it is to be met if we do | facts before this hon. House, and we have
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certain deductions that we can draw fromgstaltistics with regad to manufactories, mines
them ; and what are the deductions we can|and other industries, to show that they have
draw from the comparison of statistics I here | not increased, and what is the natural de-
put before you ? First of all, the deduction ; duction from that ? That the prosperity of
we can draw is that our exports have not in-labourers and artisans who are dependent
creased, notwithstanding the large area offupon those industries has not advanced, and
virgin soil that has been made available, therefore that the internal trade has not been
because 1 can point out to you that since 1880 profitable, and that the increase of revenue
the Province of Manitoba and the North-West | that I have quoted to you has been derived
Territories have been brought into being an i rather from the abnormal condition of affairs
exporting .country, which they were not up |during the past year—the enormous amount of
to 1880. I can point out to you that this year |capital that was imported into the country to
alone we are exporting from Manitoba in|construct railways and public works. It was
wheat 20,000,000 of bushels that we are send- ! the importation of that capital, the expendi-
ing ‘down through Ontario to find an export! ture of that capital,sand the sending of it
for it. A great deal of it will probably be | abroad again to purchase imports, that has
manufactured in Ontario and served to people | very largely increased the trade of the country
of Ontario, and their wheat will go forward  and not the prosperity of the people them-
to replace it; $20,000,000 worth of it goes}sxelves. In other words, the National Policy
from Manitoba this year alone, to say nothing ! has paid the Government, but it has not paid
of our other exports, so that that will gi\'e’,the people. The next point that I wish to dis-
you an idea of the resources that have been lcuss is the .question of reciprocity. That is
added to the country since 1880, and the com- | taken asa panacea by both political parties for
parison that we are drawing between the |the ills that I have been putting before this
period prior to 1880 and the present day. On: House. The Government of Canada has
the basis of population our exports have | gone twice to the United States, and has
rather decreased, and in some of our pro-|offered the United States half the trade of
vinces the population has not increased at all,  the Dominion ; the leader of the Opposition,
and over the whole country our population | and the party that supports him, as a pan-
has barely maintained a natural increase. Alacea for those ills, have offered the United
healthy, moral country like Canada has barely | States the whole of the trade of the Dom-
maintained a natural increase in population, {inion. That is the only difference I can see
and, I believe, in Nova Scotia hardly any  in the trade policy of our two political part-
increase at all, and in New Brunswick a per- ies. The trade of the country is to be
fect standstill, and in Prince Edward Island | knocked on the head by the Government, and
also a perfect standstill. The statement has|the National Policy is to be altogether
been made, I believe, that over the whole!knocked on the head by the Opposition; and
country barely a natural increase has been!we are to come altogether under the policy
maintained. Another deduction that I think of the United States.in trade matters. Now,
is fair to draw is : that internal trade has not what has the United States ever done for
been profitable, for while the people have;Canada, as far as trade is concerned 2 In
had a large price to pay for the commodities 1864 they abolished the 'Reciprocity Treaty
they require by the increase in duties, the net!that they then had ; in 1873 they abrogated
trade as represented by exports has not in-|the Washington Treaty, and when we de-
creased. We all know perfectly well that the | sired to renew that treaty, and negotiated a
tarmer requires many things that are not the | first treaty with the Government of the
products of his farm for home use. He has| United States, it was thrown out by the
his store bill to pay, and he has to earn that| United States Senate. That is the way we
out of what he exports from the farm, and if | have been met by the Governments of the
he is not exporting more from his farm one! United States, so far as treaties are con-
year than another he is not increasing in pros-icerned. In the face of that experience, our
perity. If a store-keeper is not selling more| Government went to Washington last year
goods one year than another he is not increas- ! and came back without any information, or
ing his business ; if the manufacturer is at a | without any negotiations at all. Again, they
standstill he is not increasing in prosperity, or | have gone, apparently, so far as the Speech
the prosperity of the country. I have quoted!of His Excellency, now before us, gives us
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information, with the same result. Now, the'
on}y advantage that I see that has Dbeen
gained .from these negotiations, and from -
these visits, is this : the declarvation that hasj
been put forth by the United States Govern-'
ment through their Yeciprocity commissionerf
Mr. ‘Foster, that if we want to get a reci-!
DProcity treaty with them we have got to de-:
clare our protection proclivities—if we show
the slightest sign of free trade in any shape
or form we cannot have any reciprocity Wiﬂlé

from what we have been acting under during
the last ten years. We want to show the
people of Great Britain that we have a
country, and have resources, and that we are
prepared to endeavour to develop those re-
sources upon the same lines that they them-
gelves have developed their mineral wealth
and power so eminently successfully, and we
will enlist their capital to assist us. We
have in Nova Scotia a province situated
similarly to the Pritish islands across the

:‘l:fde:lntilfzds S:tes. We have got to come: Atlantic—the same coal and iron, the same
been con, las',si m of monopol?' that I have!shjpping facilities, the same sea-girt shores
o wach pla ining of, ax}d which has grown 1 and harbours, .and if we adopt a policy that
States, wr geh I,)mpomons in the United : will enable the people of Nova Scotia to
adopt'a rewche to come under that, and | utilize these resources upon the same terms
procity &1:1(;’ 3 ve system if we want reci- 1 as have developed the manufacturing power
ooy, a4 we liave gof o throw off the jof Great Britain, British capital will go there

afforded by, and throw off from this;I believe, and those .resources Will be de-

continent the power and influence in trade |
atter of Great Britain. These are the two |
things that have been put before us, and I
say, so far as eliciting that information is
concerned, the visit that the Govermment has
paid during the last year has made that ap-
parent to the people of Canada, and to that
extent it is an advantage, but beyond that I
do not think we have gained any advantage
at all. Before the people of Canada would
consider for one moment the throwing off of
the allegiance to Great Britain—the throwing
off of the commercial ideas of the English
people, which is free trade—before they will
abandon that—before they will abandon the
advantages that the commerce of Canada re-
ceiv.es by being protected on the high seas
—without throwing away from themselves
the advantage that the organization all over
the world of the British consulates and its
ambassadors, and the treaty negotiations
their markets secure, they will ask them-
selves what advantages have the United
States to offer in comparison ? It is a mis-
take for the people of the United States to
think. that we are bound down by any op-
Dressive ties. We are as free as the air. The
ifate of New York possesses sovereign sights
sovthe Great Republic, but not nearly such
ereign rights as the people of Canada
goi::esi} within the limits of the British Em-
prow:e 0ut:, hon. gentlemen, if we want to im-
Ket 1y 01(1)1' Dosition so far as the British mar-
relation, ncerned, if we want to improve our
that Wwith Great Britain we must show
® appreciate the commercial features

veloped—the rwealth of Canada will be in-
creased. We have the same advantages in the
Provinee of Quebec—we have the same ad-
vantages in Ontario. We bave our inland
navigation, which is second to none in the
world. Our ports in the Provinces of Ontario
and Quebec possess all the advantages of
cheap transport, and our chief towns all
within easy access. What we want to do is
to develop that line of communication, to in-
crease the shipping that utilizes that naviga-
tion, and how can that be done ? By de-
veloping ‘the 'great North-West Territories ;
by pouring down from the vast prairie
country the grain that we are capable
of growing there, and in order to make it
profitable to the people of the North-West to
grow wheat they must be permitted.to buy
in the cheapest market and they must have
cheap transportation facilities, and that can-
not be had unless the ships have return
cargoes to cheapen the cost of taking the
wheat across to its natural market, and the
only way to develop these return freights is to
open our markets to the people of England
and take from them all that they can' furnish
us with, whether in iron, cotton or anything
that they have to give us in return for our
produce, and thus increase our shipping facili-
ties and the profits of the producers in the
North-West. And if the people.of the United
States, in their competition with Great
Britain, can furnish anything to us cheaper
than we can furnsh it ourselves under a free
trade policy take it from them and we will
be the gainers as a people, and those in-

of thefr
Sftem by adopting a different policy

dustries depending upon the markets of the
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|
world for their source of profit will be the'
gainers, and our wealth will increase. 'The ]
income of a friend of mine in London last;
vear, who is engaged in trade, was £100,000 :
The profits of the firm of which he was a‘}
fourth partner, were £400,000, made out of a |
trade that draws its raw material from all
parts of the world, and ships the product of i
its industry to all parts of the world, and re-
distributes his capital again to all parts of
the world. Canadians have quite abilityt
enough, have quite enterprise enough, and
have ample facilities to compete for a share
in such a trade if the conditions are made
equal. In bringing about such a policy
some enterprises may suffer for a time, but
not nearly so much as they would suffer from
a commercial disturbance from over trading
in a restricted market, a disturbance of
which signs were not wanting of late, but
which by the bounties of Providence in the
magnificent crop of last year has been avert-
ed. And small inberests cannot be considered
where the body of the people are concerned.
When the Corporation of the City of Ottawa
gave a charter to the electric railway, did
they consider the poor cabmen, who were
injured and their investmment destroyed ? No.
The ‘result is that the people now get a drive
for five cents where they had to pay fifty
before, and those cabmen who are forced
out will turn their labour into just as
profitable a channel in some other direction.
I have lived in the North-West for thirteen
years. I have seen the country grow up, and
the profit that remains to the farmer in Mani-
toba at the present moment in the face of the
difficulties he has to contend with is very
small indeed, and in many cases discourages
him altogether ; they have difficulties to con-
tend with in building up their country. The
prosperity of that country depends entirely
on .agriculture and on the furnishing of trans-
portation facilities and an ample storage for
the produce that can only find an outlet in the
winter season. If you want to assist them in
increasing the exportations of the country
during the next ten years, give Dbetter
facilities, give Dbetter protection to our agri-
cultural population, and you will see an in-
crease of 100 million—yes, 200 illions—of
dollars of agricultural products going out of
that country ; and our petroleum beds and
our mines, and our manufactures will flourish
alongside of owr agriculturists ‘without any
nursing. It is for the people of Manitoba, of

course, that I am speaking. That is where I
come from, and I am speaking on their behalf
when I put before you what I believe is a
false policy, so far as our agriculture is con-
cerned, and when I see our Government going
to Washington to negotiate a treaty to throw
up one half of the trade of the country, what
does it mean so far as agriculture is concern-
ed ? It means that we say to the people of the
United States: we will throw the market for
the agriculture of the country open to your
competition while maintaining the burdens
we are already complaining of on the farners
of the country. Ifitmeans anything it means
that. On the other hand, unrestricted recipro-
city means that we are only going to burden
ourselves with a higher tariff and with
monopolies over which we have no control.
We have a national policy in the country at
the present moment, and our constitution,
which is an elastic one—a more elastic one
than the people of the United States enjoy—
can throw off at any time by one election if
they think they are being burdened by mon-
opolies ; but if we place ourselves in the power
of the protective duties of the United States,
and of the monopolies of the United States,
we will sell ourselves for a mess of pottage,
and may find ourselves badly beaten in doing
s0. The people of the United States value
their markets of sixty millions very highly.
They think their market of sixty millions
is so valuable that the people of Canada
are quite ready to come and to take ad-

vantage of it Now, hon. gentlemen,,
sixty inillions of a market is a very

valuable market, provided it i not a restricted
one, but as it is a restrictive market they are
trying to overcome that restriction by paying
special attention to reciprocity treaties. What
is the purpose of the reciprocity treaties of the
TUnited States under the McKinley Bill ? To
draw sugar from the West Indies, from the
Spanish JIsles, from South America, from
Honolulu and all other countries to their re-
stricted market and let them compete with one
another in that restricted market for the sale
of sugar. Everybody knows what the effect
of that is. It must soon have the effect of
reducing the prices very largely, and making
it unprofitable for those who negotiate those
treaties with the United ‘States. If it were
a policy of free trade that they were
following it would be a different thing.
I would call the bon. gentleman’s attention
to this fact, so far ad our exports are con-
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cerned—that during the latter part of the de-
cade I have dealt with—between 1873 and
1878—a panic occurred in the United States,
one of the worst that ever struck a country.
The value of everything fell from one dollar
to twenty-five cents, and a similar drop oo
curred in the trades in Canada which found
a 'market there. Many hon. gentlemen here
Wwill recollect the number of trades that were
affected, and you know it brought down one
lumber firm after another in Canada. The
lumbermen struggled for two, or three years
before they succumbed. They did not give
way and become wiped out as lumbering in-
dustries until about 1876, 1877 or 1878. Our
trade with Great Britain was not affected |
very much for the first two or three years
after ‘that Danic, because the trade of Great
Britain is carrieq on with the world, and
the}f did not feel the effect of the American
Panic until the world began to feel it, and
that was not until 1877 or 1878. It was in
1878 that the people of Canada began to feel
nvot‘ only the effect of the depression in the
Lm@ States, but also the effect of the de-
pression in Great Britain—the two large mar-
kets in which they sold their produce. When
the effect of the depression was felt in both
countries then the people of Canada beguan v
feel the burden. Mr. Mackenzie was in
Qower at the time, and in the ;zencral elec-
tion of 1878 Sir John Macdonald was re-
turned to power because the people of Can-
ada thought that the Dominion wss bLeing
made a slaughter market.

¢ They felt that
their trade was going—they did wot know |

what was the matter. What was really the
matter was that they were feeling the eﬂ’ect’
of the panic of 1873, both in the markets of
Great Britain and the markets of the United:l'
tSht:meis, and that had a great deal to do with ‘
l.Qdu(::;f!senillg of our importations, and the |
reven“on of [{nces, and the failure of our |
) thate. '1jak1ng that fact into considerntion, :
would hpamc had not oceurred our exports |
oo SWTI? been larger still during the last
- to ) re?ly o'f the American Govern-'
vour o2 our reciprocity negotiations is, ‘¢ Fix
yourselyes on a policy of protection and cut
Eng]an:;%? adrift frlom the trade policy of .
il .1 Now, so far as a market of sixty ;
tontion 01? concerned, I would draw the at-'
There s ‘this hon. House to Russia again. .
and roura re'stricted market of one hundred
thelr al-eﬂimﬂhons; of' people, and considering

» considering their resources, oon-i"

sidering their contiguity to the teeming popu-
lations of European Asia, it is a poor mar-
ket. It is of no great advantage to get into
the Russian market, so far as reciprocity is
concerned, because it is a restricted market.
As long as the population of the United
States continues to increase—as long as they
are pushing on their sixty millions to one hun-
dred millions—which I hope and trust they
will becomme—the market must be of some
value, but the day must come when the re-
striction of trade in the United States will
have a very serious effect, and when the
blow does fall it will affect the people of
Canada to the extent that we have trade with
them. The ¥ree Trade league in Europe
shows the disposition there is there to in-
crease their trade relations. They have not
had the hardihood to adopt the free trade
policy of Great Britain, but several nations
have united together to try what that policy
will do for them. To my mind that is only
a temporary measure of relief. Now, the
next point that I wish to discuss is the pror
position of Sir Charles Tupper in the “ North
American Review.” Our High Commissioner

~has made a proposition to the people of
Great Britain with regard to Imperial Feder-

ation, and a plan for carrying it out. His idea
is that the people of Great Britain shall tax
themselves to the extent of five shillings a
quarter on all the grain that they import from
foreign countries. 1 looked through his argu-
ment and could not find anywhere in the ar-
ticle where he proposed to give a quid pro
quo for that—where he proposed to give any
return for such a concession on the part of
the people of Great Britain. I looked to see
where he proposed any remission of duties,
but no mention of anything of the kind is
made. He dwelt on the value of developing
Canada and holding the Empire together,
and considered it was worth five shillings a
quarter on every bushel of wheat going inte
Grea. Britain from foreien countries. That

lis what I call asking the English labourer to

hold up the heavy end of the log. Now,
Canadians do not want anyone to hold up
the heavy end of the log. That is not the
class of men I have been 1nixed up
with, or have met in Canada. They
can hold wup their end of the log as
well as anybody, and to ask the British
people to put on a tax of twenty millions of
dollars a year on their food—to impose such
a tax on the struggling labourers who are
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furnishing us with an excellent nmrket/—is};bably injured his chances, but he had the
making an unreasonable demand. After cal-. courage of his convictions. So you see we
culating all that Australia, Canada and India 4 may get reciprocity with the United States
can supply I find that Sir Charles Tupper's upon a free trade basis without. asking for it
proposition involves a tax,of twenty millions at all. What position will we be in if we
of dollars a year on the labouring classes of continue our present commercial policy if the
Great Britain for the wheat and flour they  people of the United States should adopt a
have to import. It would be a most unwise *\ free trade policy ? We will be overcome, and
policy on their part. and they have not the ‘ they will be strong, but if we adopt a policy
slightest intention of doing it. Another point of free trade at the present moment, in ten or
is that a great many people think that agri- fifteen years time we will be able to meet
culture in England is being depressed, that it the United States with the markets we have
is in a terribly bad state. That is a mistake, been developing for ourselves in the world
because I see that the Right Honourable Mr. and hold our own with them. I believe the
(Gladstone has lately said that the agricul- policy of free trade is just as sure to be
tural labourers’ wages have increased from adopted by the people in the United States as
ten shillings to fifteen shillings a week in the | that the sun goes down, but it is a hard fight
last few years. Now, if the wages of the men , —a much harder fight than we will have in
employed in agriculture in England can Dbe!order to change our policy. They have their
increased to that extent., 1 say that the in-lthree legislative bodies to capture—the people
dustry is not at a low ebb in Great Britain. jhave to capture and change opinion in the
I know that one of the agricultural delegates | House of Representatives, in the Senate and
who came out to this country last year on the in the election of their president. So you see
invitation of the Hon. Mr. Carling, visited |they have a greater fight and harder work to
Binscarth farm, in Manitoba, a farm admir- ' accomplish their result than we have here.
ably managed. He said to me: “This is;when one election and one vote on the
very good; this stock is excellent : every-Epart of the people can effect any change
thing iy done in first-class farming style, but | that the people of the country think it
I want to see your books. How is youridesirable to make. In that respect our con-
balance sheet ? Is it on the right side ? I ‘ stitution ranks high as compared with the
have a farm in England about the size of i constitution of the United States, a fact for
this—a farm of 300 acres—and after paying which we have great reason to be thankful.
all my expenses and labourers’ wages I have Now, what is the remedy, so far as I am able
an income of three hundred pounds a year.” to advocate it in my humble way ? We have
Now, if a farm in England can do that T say | first to put our best customers on an equality
that farming in that country is not declining ' with our poorest customers, and I wish to
as compared with farming in  Canada and that show you what our trade is with the United
it is unnecessary for the people of England . States as compared with our trade with
to put on a duty in order to protect their | Great Britain. In 1890 our imports from the
farmers, so far as grain is concerned, and the | United States amounted to sixty millions of
sooner we give up any idea that that can be | dollars and from the United Kingdom to
brought about the better for us. We should | only forty-three millions of dollars. Of the
apply ourselves to a trade policy apart from | sixty millions’ +worth of goods that
that altogether. What do we see going on to | we imported from the TUnited States
the south of the line ? We see a great fight, | we admitted twenty-one millions of
.something similar to the discussion which | dollars worth absolutely free—cotton, wool.
has taken place here between those who are | tobacco, hides and coal. Of the $43,000,000
anxious to promote free trade pure and simple | worth of goods that we imported from the
and those who favour a policy of protection. | United Kingdom we admitted only $10,000,000
Mr. Mills, who was a candidate for Speaker ' worth free, composed chiefly of tea, hemp.
by a wing of the Democratic party this year, iron and steel rails, thoroughbred stock, ete.
says “Free trade is the flag that I will follow | We imported dutiable goods from the United
and will follow wherever it goes” That isZStatos to the value of $39,000,000, and duti-
the declaration of an hon. member of (‘nn-inble goods from the United Kingdom to the
gress of the United States—the man v/ho was|value of $33,000,000. Now our exports the
a candidate for the position of Speaker in | same year were to we United States $33,000,-
the Democratic House. His frankness pro-'000, and to the TUnited Kingdom $41,000,000.
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i\\?eW b()) Ou see how the balance of trade is.
e ught less from Great Britain, though
mf‘b purchased more from us ; and we bought

ore from the United States, though they
l)lll‘.ChaSed less from us. Now how were the
fiunes levied ? The duties on the $39,000,000
imports from the United States, %ve,x'e ;.ml\'
$8.100,000, while the duties on the $33,000,00;)

imports from the United Ki
to $9,500,000. Hnedom, mount

belri;,)ln' Mr. KAULBACH-One was raw mi-
and the other was manufactured goods.
taf(l(::?. 1;lr. BOULTON—No : because 1 have
I célleg dal.l the raw material. This is what
h utiable goods. We purchased from
¢ Deople of Great Britain $33,000,000 worth
(g n;:luﬁable goods, and from the people of the
. Og;d aStates $39,000,000 worth of dutiable
o 100. Oogdmon f:he larger amount we levied
w’ X ) xation, and on the smaller amount
. Cl evifed §9,§00,000 taxation. That is what
W?l:l f:scnnunatin'g :}gainst our bYest market,
N, only d‘iscnmmated agains: our best
o et but against the one that gives us the
; it 11{)1'106 for anything we have fo ]l. To
U(iﬂ ?ed sesttgcte du.ty between Enuzland :nd the
o s, instead of levying duty upon
e peoPle of Great Britain—becanse after all
the dutiable goods we purchase are the pro-
duct of Britich labour—it would be just
and honest, or business-like I think is the
more proper way of putting it, to reduce that
duty down to $6,700,000, even though we did
ot adopt anything like a free trade poiicv
In our own interests we should not tax o{u
i);::t customers adversely, as comparedA with
al “?:Ohlgge \:21(;9 zlx:e competitors with us for

Hon. My, KAULBACH-—-How
brevent that v

Hon. .Mr. BOULTON — By
2;10:]»;49 right squz}re straight from every one
reveml.;n. That is my remedy. and let the
Y i come through the increased purchas-

£ power of the people,

Hon. My, KAULBACH—On what v

Hon. My, BOULTON-—Of course I would not

redu
cf’ the revenue on spirits,
luxuries, ’

would you

knocking off

tobaceo or

Hon. <
would Mr. KAULBACH—SIilks and satins
. come from England.
on. N T 0
nating 1\3‘(; BOULTON—There is no discrim-
ill('reaseath ut that. What I say is that if you
§ ® prosperity of the peaple vou will

incrense their ability to pay, and it does not
muke any difference how you levy it as long
as they are able to pay it. The question

now is whether the people are able to
pay the increased revenue that is ex-
pected  under our present policy. It

is drawn from them, whether they will or
not—when they want an agricultural imple-
ment they have got to pay a certain amount
of duty, and if they want a woollen under-
shirt they have got to pay a certain amonnt
of duty on it, or if they want a piece of

cotton goods they have got to pay duty
on it, and in that way the revenue lis
drawn  from them imperceptibly, and

what I am proving to you with the large
increase of taxation under the National
Policy, the exporting power of the people not
having increased, they are not able to pay
that taxation. But if you put them into a
better position, =0 as to allow those industrie-
that are natural to the country to develop
themselves with the aid of increased capital
and increased facilities, yon increase the power
of the people at large to pay whatever taxes
you levy on the country in order to increase
its transport facilities, and subsidize lines of
vessels to Australia, or Japan, or anywhere
you like ; but you cannot do it if the same
result, or perhaps a poorer result, is to be
found ten years hence, than that I have
shown you today. That is the position T
take, hon. gentlemen, and the remedy I say
is to remove certain duties. We collect on
woollenn goods coming from Great Britain
ten millions of dollars, and no other country
supplies us with that class of manufactures.
What I say is knock off every dollar of them
—not all at onee, but do it gradually. Knock .
off 25 per cent. one year and 23 per cent.
another year, and so on, until they are all re-
moved. Of course, you have on the other
hand to consider our own woollen industries.
Give them advantages by knocking off the
duty on coal, or knecking off some duty that
will be of advantage to them to counter-
balance the inereased competition that they
are to have ; but give them the same advan-
tages, - and the same power to manufacture
as the people of Great Britain have, and why
cannot they increase the trade in woollen
goods and draw from the outside world, and
not depend for their support on the people of
Canada © We can send our ships to Austra-
la, to the Cape of Good Hope, and to every
port that is open to Great Britain, without
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any cost for the protection of that commerce,
and the British labourer is paying for it.
Why cannot we compete with them if the
conditi- ns are equal ? It is bcause we are
not close to the ocean ? Is it because in
Nova Scotia we have not got steam power ?
Is it that we have not got in the heart of
Canada the finest of water powers ? Is it
that in British Columbia we have not got
steam power ? Is it not the fact that we
Canadians command the trade of the Pacific
Ocean, and our share of the conunerce that
is to be developed there. I say, hon. gentle-
men, pursue the same policy that has muade
great the people of Greay Britain—show the
same pluck that they have shown in ihe de-
velopment ot their industries—show the same
dogged faith in their policy against die ex-
ample of the whole world, that has :adopted
the protective system, and the same rosilts
will follow that has fallenn to the peopls of
Great Britain. The duty on iron is $3,000,-
000 a year. One-half of that comes from the
United States and one-half from England.
The duty on coal is $850,000. It comes
altogether from the United States. The duty
on cotton is $1.100,000, which chiefly comes
trom the United Kingdom. I have put down
three or fowr items to show you how the
duty is levied, and what would be best to
modify, in order to develop the trade of the
country and reduce the burdens on the peo-
ple of Canada. There is another point that
I would like to refer to: Mr. Shaughnessy,
of the Canadian Pacific Railway, recently
paid a visit to Japan, and on his return we
saw him in Winnipeg as he passed through
Manitoba, and what was his report ? He
said there was the tinest opening for trade
in China and Japan that he had ever seen—
in fact, that it astounded him beyonl any-
thing he had ever seen. He said that the
people of these countries were just awaken-
ing to the civilization of the world—that they
were developing their industries, constructing
railways and were anxious to develop trade ;
that they were anxious to eat bread and to
adopt western habits more than in any other

period of their history. There is a trade;
which is natural to Canada. There is a trade -

which is in line with every industry we

develop in Canada, with a railroad of our own
and steamships ready to carry it, and we are!
indebted to the management of the Canadian i
Pacific Railway for the report o Mr. Shaugh- .

nessy brought back with him. What will help

that trade ? Is it protection ? Protection
will mar it. Protection will keep it back,
because our people cannot manufacture pro-
duce alongside of other countries that possess
greater natural advantages and more favour-
able climatic conditions. If our rugged climate
under a more liberal trade policy, will not
produce the physical power to compete, and
the will to use it, we will go to the wall
But I say there is a trade that can be de-
veloped to an unlimited extent, and we have
tlhe facilities and resources to do it with, all
that is necessary to be done is to leave to
individual energy of every man in Canada
to develop what is natural to his district or
his resources or his powers. Our railways I
consider should be subjected to a fair busi-
ness competition, such as the people them-
selves are subjected to. Every man in Canada
has to undergo the severest competition to
earn his living, whether on the farm or in
the factory, or in the workshop, and especial-
ly in the North-West, should our railways be
subjected to competition. No monoply or
anything of that kind should be allowed to
exist. In the North-West Territories we have
very long railway transportation before we
can find a market for our produce. Where
I reside is some 800 miles from any port,
therefore anything I produce has to pay
transportation for 800 miles. Other people
live further still—some live 1,300 miles from
any seaport—and anything that they produce
has to pay railway transportation that
distance ; therefore I say it is most essential
that in all our railway legislation we should
have the railways subjected to fair business
competition, the same as any other trades or
business in the country. In assisting our
railways--for we have to go on assisting
them—we have to increase the transportation
of the country, for it is an enorm:us country,
tand it will pay to develop it, but I do not
%think it is wise for us to continue assisting
!railways by subsidies. I think that economy
j can be introduced ‘there by reducing the
| expenditure on subsidies. But I think there
}are other ways of assisting railways without
}payiﬂg money out of the treasury to do it.
We do not want to cry a halt. That is not
_the way of any man of enterprise to get on in
the world. We want to go ahead, and have
faith in our country, but we ought to use the
: greatest wisdom in the way of doing it.

Hen, Mr. KAULBACH — How would you

{assist raillways without subsidies ?
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Hon. M. BOULTON — By endorsing their“
bondg and taking security on the road and
making the railways pay to the country
something every year for the privilege of
having the transportation. We might pro-
duce a revenue out of the transportation of
the country amounting to a very handsome
sum in the future—a revenue paid by the
railways for the privilege of sharing in our
carrying trade.

tmzlton. Mr. FLINT — And they would put
money out to the freight and passengers.
Hon. Mr. BOULTON —I want to see any
concessions that are made to assist tram:&-
lDOI‘t{Ltion to be for the benefit of the com-
Munity at large, and not to go to increase the
Wo‘ﬂlth of a few individuals. It is a great
object to keep down the interest that has to
80 out annually to meet the obligations of
G&Dlt.al in the construction of railways, and if
& railway corporation can assure the Govern-
nent against loss it is justifiable to lend the
country’s credit. Where capital has to take
illl the chances the cost of building is vastly
mcreased. One hundred million dollars—the
crease of our debt during the past ten
years—would build 5,000 miles of railway if
Jbudlciously applied, without adding to the
uzzd(:;a gtIthe people a dollar. Tt is on that
o Yvou]d assist the development of
ghways. The system of making rail-
ways pay something out of their revenues
to the Government has been found to worl;
well in the State of Minnesota. . I do not
know what revenue that State deﬁves from
its railways, but I know it is a very large
one, and I do not think the beople com la?'n
of it. There is one thing I can assurep m;
old and hon. friend, that the railways all takser-
43 much as the people can bear in charging
their rates. I am not an enemy of the rajl-
W;llys. '1"here~ is no firmer friend of the
::s:’eaiz In the country than I am, I want
to the €m prosper, so that capital will come
1‘eauzec(mntry and build more railways, for I
R that the country is worth nothing
o :Ssmwe have abundant railway transporta-
them ing:h through it, but I want o keep
commumit eir pl‘(.)pel' business place in the
into. the ‘l I, think that the lands that g0
shouly bem,nds of the railway corporations
tion thy made more available for occupa-
" The Gov: they are at the present moment.
wity Ivl;'lmvne'nt, in making any arrangements
such ‘ufm“a“ companies, should make
“iangements as will put the odd

numbered sections open to every man, fixing
a price at which they can be had—that there
should be no restriction placed on a man
travelling over the land in his selection—that
he should have the power to go on these unoc-
cupied lands and occupy them the same as a
homestead, under certain conditions of
payment which could Dbe arranged.
In that way the settlements of the
country would go on much faster. People
would have greater confidence in settling than
they have at present. I had to express my
regret when I saw notices put up warning
people not to go on to odd numbered sections
in Manitoba by the Minigter of the Interior—
that they had no right or title to them. I
think it is an unwise policy, for there are
many people who will go on to those lands
and take their risk of securing them after-
wards, and a railway corporation may come
after and oust them. [ think wherever there
is a section of land open. bhelonging to the
Government or to a railw:y company, it
should be open to the public. I think they
should be paid for, but that no restrietion
should be placed on their choice. There is
another improvement I think we could make
to assist us in out commercial relations, and
that is, the time has come that it will be advis-
able for the Government to consider the policy
of taking possession of the telegraph lines.
The organization of the Post Office Department
ot Canada is an excellent one, and the addi-
ticnal burden put upon it would not be a very
great one, and it would be an advantage to
the people to have control of the lines them-
selves. It is a subject well worthy the con-
sideration of the Government. In a debate on
the Address it is the privilege of 4 member to
extend his remarks to any range that he
chooses ; that is why I have spoken at such
length on this occasion, and have taken ad-
-antage of that privilege of saying what I
have to say, so far as my belief in what is
good for the people of Canada, and pending
the future discussion of our trade relations.
Hon. gentlemen will have the facts and
figures I have produced before them.
Now, hon. gentlemen, I am aware that I
have taken a departure in our commercial
policy different from anything that we ad-
vanced for some years. The Hon. Alexander
Mackenzie, who is not long to remain with us,
is the apostle of free trade in Canada ; he
fell at his post in defence of his principles,
and for that he has earned the respect of the
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people of Canada. While the intervening
commercial policy, however false in prin-
ciple, has served a valuable purpose to the
people of Canada, the day has come when
we must look things squarely in the face. The
Government of the United States has given
us their ultimatum on the question of reci-
procity through the utterances of Secretary
Foster, which I do not think any man in
Canada will accept, be he Conservative or be
he Liberal, the fact that the protective policy
has imposed upon the principal sources of in-
dustry in Canada burdens that are checking
their legitimate growth, and which the com-
parison in the exporting power of Canada
to-day, that I have instituted with the ex-
porting power of the people when they were
numerically fewer in numbers, when their
transportation facilities were immeasurably
inferior, when the great territories and jro-
vince to the west of us were not in the
count, and when their liabilities were not
half what they were to-day, will cause finan-
cial men and commercial men to ponder
well upon the advisability of adopting the
only alternative in our fiscal policy that will
give the opportunity to labour and industry
to raise Canada in our estimation, and in the
estimation of our neighbours, by showing
that pluck and self-reliance that will enable
them to depend upon the competitive ma
kets of the world for their sustenance and
enrichment. I will not move any amend-
ment to this Address, but I will take an
early opportunity of presenting a resolution
seeking to recommend a readjustment of our
tariff—not a readjustment to destroy the
investments our past policy has induced, but
to strengthen them—such & readjustment as
will work eventually into absolute freedom
of trade, giving to individual energy the
freest scope for its ability in the industry of
the country which is natural to our climate, re-
sources and channels of commerce, and such
a readjustment as will put our best custom-
ers upon an equal footing in our trade ar-
rangements, in the duties we may find it
necessary to levy to meet our obligations,
such a readjustment as will draw to our
ports a carrying power that will enable us to
export our heavy produce to the markets of
Furope at the lowest cost, and such a read-
justment as will enable us to cheapen the
cost of production, so that we can success-
fully compete in the more extended markets
that the world offers.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It has been the custom
in the debate on the Address for hon. gentle-
men to make their remarks upon it, and it has
usually been wound up by the leader of the
House. If no hon. member desires to say
anything more on the subject of the Address,
I would make a few remarks in a very
cursory way to close the debate. I think I
should join with my hon. friends opposite,
and have good reason for doing so, in the
compliments which they paid to the new
members for the ability they displayed in
moving and seconding the Address. I think,
apart from what we knew of them before, we
have good reason, to judge from their efforts

.on that occasion, which is a very trying one,

and not a very interesting one to them, I am
sure, that they will be valuable members of
the House ; and I desire to add my compli-
ments to those of my hon. friend opposite
to them on the manner in which they addressed
themselves to their task. I think I owe a few
words of recognition also to the leader of the
Opposition for the courtesy and good nature
with which he performed his usual funetions
of criticising the Address. I found what he
said entirely destitute of any asperity or bad
feeling, but in point of fact the very reverse
of that, and I am gratified to recognize the
fact that we can conduct our discussions
without loss of temper, and without wounding
each other’s sensibilities in any way. The
criticism which my hon. friend devoted to the
Address was, at the same time trenchant, to
some extent, on several points; and it is on
these points that I propose to say a word
or two. I must admit, as I have already
said, that that criticism was of a friendly and
frank character, and, barring some portion
of its substance, I have not a word to find
fault with in it. My hon. friend commenced that
criticism by a reference to the speech of the
hon. gentleman who seconded the Address,
on the subject of the duties on pork and beef
and on other natural products of the country,
and my hon. friend appeared to find fault with
those duties. I would only say that it seems
to me a little inconsistent with the assertions
which hon. gentlemen opposite have been
urging upon us—that the farmers were neglect-
ed—that the farmers were not protected--that
they have no advantages—that all the pro-
t.ection was for the manufacturers,  Now, it
would appear from what my hon, friend said
in his criticism on the speech of the seconder
that he desires still further to oppress the
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farmers—to remove the protection which thelthe railway. I think they were, but at the
Government has been carefully providing jsame timme I must say that my hon. friend’s
from time to time for several years past, : party evaded that obligation, and talked to
Wherever it appeared appropriate, and in such i us about water stretches and the like, and
4 degree as would not materially enhance the | from ail the efforts they made during the
cost of living. I would venture to hint to|four or five years they were in power, very
my hon. friend that that opposition is a 1ime}little, I think, resulted towards the construc-
inconsistent with the care for the farmers,tion of any railway in the North-West; and
Which the hon. gentleman and his friends | whatever may have been the good intentions
have been so voluble in expressing on every]Of these hon. gentlemen—and I have mno
Possible and impossible occasion—in fact, I|doubt they desired to see railway communi-
think using efforts based on such ;Lgsertions;(‘n‘ition with the North-West, though they had
as those to set the farmer against the manu- |not the pluck or backhone to take the means
facturer—to set one class of our people against I to get it—still they desired to have it ; but as
a.nother class of our people. F¥rom time to}fm- as intentions are concerned, we know to
time, when we have had the opportunity, we ;what use intentions are said to be placed,
have protected our farmers in respects in|and they would not have donre much good
which they value protection. I venture to|for the North-West. I insist, therefore, and
Siy that the policy of the Government in |l take issue with my hon. friend as to that,
giving a moderate protection to the products|that this Government had something to do
of the farm, where it can be done with ad-|with the enormous productions of the North-
Vantage, is one which the people of the country | West, and the great prosperity of the coun-
Will generally approve of. My hon. friend, | try, in so far as that prosperity has been
then, while he admits that in one sense the|promoted by the improvement of our means
country is prosperous, says that it is not our |of transportation. My hon. friend remarks
doing that the country is prosperous—that we!on out position with regard to the Behring
are not entitled to any credit for its being|Sea in a somewhat jesting manner, but I
brosperous: This is the old theory of the |think there was something substantial in-
fiy upon the wheel—that we cannot, do any- | tended in what he said on that subject. He
thing good to make the country prosperous, | sald he was pleased to see the change of
or do any harm to prevent it being prosperous. | tone in this Government with regard to Be-
I venture to say that the Government have |hring Sea, and was inclined to twit the Gov-
something to do with the prosperity of the|ernment with having taken a more dicta-
country. I venture to say that the|torial tone with regard to the Behring Sea
Government have something to do with the | question than at present. I would like my
ehormous production of the North-West, to|hon. friend to believe, and I would try to
Which my hon. friend refers, but for which he | convince him, that this Government has not
8ays we are not entitled to any credit. Where | changed its ideas in the slightest degree with
ould be the production of the North-West if | regard to Behring Sea. It was probably a
e had not the Pacific Railway ? How many |slip of the tongue when he said that we
millions of bushels, how many thousands 0} claimed jurisdiction over Behring Sea. My
bushels, or now many bushels would have |hon. friend did not mean to convey the idea,
been grown in the North-West or exported|I am sure; we never claimed jurisdiction
from the North-West this season if it had not |over Behring Sea.

?Ifet;ll for the persistence of this Government

@ construction of the Pacific Railway ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-—What I said was, that
1 the Government disputed the sovereignty of
fon. Mi. PERLEY-About 2 1-2 bushels. |the United States over Behring Sea.

m-I:,‘IE' eM" ABBOTT—I fear that wy hon.| Hon. M1 ABBOTT—We did dispute the
there vxaggera,tes in saying that. T donbt if sovereignty of the United States over Beh-
Would have been a bushel exported. ring Sea, and we wspute it now, and.the
Hon. = . __lauestion of the sovereignty of Behring Sea
Committeq to tI))u?l‘;,ing thzo?;ﬂ“l:::v:hs were will not go before the arbitration. Mr.
Hon M : Blaine has formally, of late, abandoned any
that bot;1 . ABBOTT—My hon. friend says|pretension to the exclusive jurisdiction over
Parties were committed to building | Behring Sea. What is claimed, and what has
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been claimed, by the United States Govern-
ment is that the seals which frequent the
islands in Behring Sea possessed by the Ame-
ricans, frequent that sea for the purpose of
breeding, and that some kind of right over
these animals 1is acquired by the United
States Government, in consequence of their
resort to ithose islands for breeding pur-
poses, and there are other pretensions in the
reference which I think I might venture to
characterize without desiring to be offensive
in any way, as of a somewhat shadowy char-
acter. But the real pretension—the substan-
tial contention: of the United States has sub-
sided to this point, that it is the protection of
the seals against extinction that they seek.
It is possible that some kind of measure for
the purpose of preventing the total extinc-
tion of the race, is proper and should be
adopted. And that is one of the subjects
which the commissioners appointed by both
Governments are now . considering at Wash-
ington, and with which the arbitrators will
eventually have to deal. So that in point of
fact we stand now as we stood then. The
controversy commenced by the seizure of our
ships on the high seas by the American
cruisers. That was remonstrated against,
and finally in such an unmistakable tone that
it was abandoned, and then the negotiations
for this arbitration commenced. They have
been very tedious—I do not know that they
could have been shortened. I may say that
throughout the whole of these negotiations
we have been treated with the utmost con-
sideration and courtesy by the home Gov-
ernment. We have been made acquainted
with every step that has been taken—our
opinions and advice have been asked upon
most, if not all, the points that have arisen,
and although they may not always,
haps, have been taken, still, I think, as I

per- |
. that
said just now, that we have been treated with -
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prolific in results. Well, the results of those
negotiations will be laid before the House
soon, and hon. gentlemen will see exactly
what took place there. We had an amicable
discussion with the United States’ Govern-
ment respecting quite a number of matters
in whch we were often at issue with them,
or not exactly agreed with them, and we did
succeed in bringing several of those to a con-
clusion. My hon. friend says that we need not
have gone there for the purpose of settling
the boundary of Alaska—that the boundary
is laid down clearly in the treaty and that
the only difficulty is the expense of the sur-
vey. If my hon. friend had to conduct the
arrangements for the delimitation of the
boundary, he would form a different opinion
on the subject. The parties who made that
treaty knew, I fancy, very little about Alaska.
They describe the line which is to be drawn
from the point of an island to Portland chan-
nel and up Portland channel to its extreme
point in the mountains, and, I think, from that
to a parallel of latitude ; then the line is to
follow a range of mountains, at a distance
not to exceed 10 marine leagues from the
sea, until it reaches another parallel of lati-
tude, which forms the northern boundary.
Now, Portland channel, instead of running
north, as the people who made the treaty
supposed, runs practically east north-east. It
has two passages, with a large and important
island between them, and the very first
question is, by which of these two passages
does the line ascend Portland inlet—by the
southerly or the northerly passage ? There is
difficulty number one, for which the treaty
affords no certain solution.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT — It says ‘“ ascends along
Portland channel.”

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT — The people who made
treaty did not Lknow that there
were two channels, having an island between

very complete consideration and courtesy by them, and which of these two is to be

the home Government, and that in the natural

!adopted as the line is the first difficulty in

course of events, in the whole line of which ! settling that boundary. When the line comes

neither we or the British Government have '

:to the top of that inlet, then it has to follow

changed our positions in the slightest iota, ;a range of mountains not more than 10

there will be a solution which, I trust, will be
satisfactory, and I hope may not be long
delayed. I am just following my hon. friend :
through the points that he made, and I am

marine leagues from the sea. In order to
reach such a range the line has to go back
“est again a oconsiderable distance. It
\\ould appear, when that line is traced

endeavouring to deal with them in the qamel on the map, that it oould scarcely meet

spirit in which he discussed them. The

friend spoke, he claimed had not been very

"the
mission to Washington, of which my hon. '

intentions of those who made
treaty. It is

the
comprehensible that they

y thought Portland inlet ran northerly to a



The [MARCH 1, 1892 Address.

point at a distance 10 leagues from the
Sea, and that they desired to keep about the
same distance from the sea all the way to
the. northern boundary, but literal conformity
1o that idea seems impracticable. That is diffi-
culty number two. Then there is no per-
fectly continuous chain of mountains running
absolutely parallel to the sea. That is diffi-
culty number three. Then the question arises
where is the sea ? which is the greatest
difficulty of all. What is to be considered
the shore of the sea from which the 10 leagues
are to be counted ? The shore of that portion
of Alaska is of the most extraordinary
character possible. It is full of inlets running
along the shore with :islands interspersed
amongst them, and this kind of coast extends
out a considerable distance towards the
Sea. Our friends on the other side, who do
Not usually neglect demanding anything they
can get, pretend that the extreme inmost line
of these indentations of the coast consti-

tutes the sea, and that the line must run at 10’

leagues distance all round the ends of each
tlil_llet, Tunning up into the mountains some-
mes 30 or 40 leagues from the sea. To
Survey a line like that, and lay it out, would
Dr'obably cost the enormous sum that my hon.
friend mentions, and which is said to have
}:)egf: the estimated expense of delimitation.
not know a subject between the United
States and ourselves that possesses one-tenth
(Il)art 'o.t the difficulty that will be found in
elimiting the boundary of Alaska. I think
::rserl;ights are plain, and when we ecnpe to
them we shall 1o  doubt en-
g}:vmr to make them prevail, lmit that we
. 1l flo so without difficulty, as my hon. friend
hays’ 18 just as absolutely impossible as we
Of\:) f.ound it hitherto to settle other questions
not OS‘;lnilar character with the United States
oy .e-tfent.h part so difficult.. These were
frie brincipal criticisms, I think, which my hon.
th:ﬂsflilb&ddressed to the Speech in respect of
triens gfcm I ha,ve.'just spoken of. My hon.
Do]iu verged a little towards the subject of
S C8, and spoke of the promise in the
dispeeehtﬁb /;hat there shall be a Bill for the re-
hope tltlm(m. of seats. And he expressed the
oot knt it wm be fairer than the last. I
or thi ow which was the last—Mr. Mowat's
trom Government’s. I know I had a letter
Whmh;m distinguished poljtician in Ontario
that he r:;:aeived yesterday, in which he stated
Aot hought the intention of both those
Wwas the same, but that Mr. Mowat's

|was scientifically perfect in carrying out that
{intention ; so I do not know whether my hon.
Etrien(l meant or hoped it would be fairer than
‘Mr. Mowat's or fairer than Sir Jobn Mac-
| donald’s.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Our politics here are not
local.

Hou. Mi. ABBOTT—Well, the politics un-
fortunately, or fortunately, perhaps, are more
‘or less local as well as general, and we know
that the two parties hold identically the same
principles in the two legislatures. When we
refer to Liberals and Conservatives we refer
probably to those holding Liberal or Conserva-
tive views, not only in this Parliament, but
in the Local Legislature, and, assuming that
my friend meant Mr. Mowat’s Bill, I venture
to say that the Redistribution Bill will be
fairer than the last, and will not need to be
scientifically constructed, because I think I
may say it will he of an extremely simple
character. My hon. friend also, before he
finished, administered to himself some little
consolation for the trifiing misfortunes which
have befallen upon himself and his friends
during the last month or two. He found a
great many reasons why the elections should
go against the Liberal party. He thought that
the lists were tampered with at Ottawa, and
he thought that the judges manipulated the
lists.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No ; I did not say that.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I think that the hon.
gentleman stated that the revising officers
were all officials of the Dominion Government,
and that it might fairly be presumed that
these gentlemen did not mneglect the interests
of the Government in framing the lists. And
as the printing was in the hands of the Do-
minion it might also be presumed that the
printers would insert names which they
thought were needed to make up a sutﬁ'cient
volume of votes for the Conservative party.
I do not think I shall dwell on those two
objections, because I do not think my hon.
friend would seriously make them. The re-
vising officers are largely county judges, and
in almost every case, I daresay I might say
in every case, but I do not know that positively,
men of good position, men belonging to our
own profession, who have a singular faculty
for throwing off prejudices when they assume
a judicial position. That has been the uni-
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versal opinion expressed, not only by lawyers,
but by the public as well, and I do not think
my hon. friend will controvert it ; and I think
he was not serious in these insinuations. His
whole criticism was good natured, and I
think he was jesting when he made those
remarks, and that he did not seriously accuse
the revising officers of the Dominion of tamp-
ering with the lists for the purpose of favour-
ing the Government. I do not believe myself
that they did, and 1 do not believe that the
country think they did, and in that position
[ feel myself perfectly strong. But he says
we fixed the elections when we pleased ; we
named the returning ofticers, and he complains
that we did not fix all these ye-elections on
one day. I think that my hon. friend will
find that the returning officers are generally
the same men who performed the same duties
in former general elections. If they had been
guilty of any wrong-doing there are a great
many watchful eyes fixed upon them, and we
should be sure to hear of it. I think the re-
turning officers have been singularly free from
any charge lLearing any impress of truth, or
supported by any kind of evidence, of having
in any way abused their position. 1 do not
refer to the editorials which come out in party
papers on the occasion of a defeat, whether
by one side or the other. That is -like
the 24 lours that we give in ILower
Canada to the clients who lose to curse
their judges. I do not consider them
of any more weight than the objurga-
tions of the unfortunate clients. Beyond that
I may say, and I say it without fear of con-
tradiction, that the returning officers, as a
class, have been remarkably free from any
imputation of impropriety in their conduct,
and certainly from any formal chages of such
impropriety, and I do not at this moment call
to mind anyone for years past who has been
found guilty of any serious impropriety in
the discharge of his functions. As to fixing
elections on the same day, I do not know my-
self why that rule was adopted. I do not
see any good reason for it, unless it be the
fear of discussion. If there is a party in the
country which is afraid of having public
questions discussed, I can understand that
they would like to fix the same day for all
the elections, in order that the men who can
explain the position of matters, in public
affairs. would have their attention so much
divided that there would be little or no op-
portunity for explaining or instructing the

people as to that position. But apart from
that, the idea of having the elections all on
one day has found favour in the country, and
has been adopted in the case of our general
elections. But in this instance it was impos-
sible to fix all the elections on the one day,
unless we had put them all off until after
the middle of February—until pretty near
the time when the House met—because hon.
gentlemen will remember that the 31st De-
cember is the day on which the revising offi-
cers were required to send in their lists ; and
although such is the rule, a great many of
them did not send in their lists until after
the date. After those lists are sent in they
have to be put in type, and it has been the
practice to send back the proofs to the revis-
ing officers, in order that they may thens-
selves correct the printed lists by the dupli-
cates or memoranda in their possession.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—It is the law.

Hon. Mi. ABBOTT—I do not know that
they are obliged by law to send the lists to
the revising officers to correct the proofs, but
they do so.

Hon. Mr. MILLLER—Yes ; and to sign them.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—In the first place,
the lists did not come in until after they
should have been here, and in the next place
when the proofs were sent to the revising
officers they were not returned as promptly
as might have been desired. In some cases
the revising officers made a reference to both
parties in the constituency to assist in the
correction of the proofs. In others they took
great pains themselves to compare the lists
with memoranda they had, all these being
precautions taken to prevent what my hon.
friend from Ottawa jestingly said might have
occurred with ‘regard to the lists when in the
hands of the revising officers. But the con-
sequence of all this was that these lists came
dropping in at intervals of’ a day or two until
about the 15th of February, when, I think,
the last came down. So it would have been
impossible, had we made up our minds to fix
all the elections on one day, to have had that
day fixed before the time I have mentioned,
because the law requires a certain notice to be
given before the nominations, and then an in-
terval must elapse before the polling. On one
occasion we did fix seven of the elections for
one day, because we had seven lists ready.
The lists were ready and the elections were
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held accordingly. Then my hon. friend will rneed say no more on that subject than just
Perceive that in some cases there were ap- to express the great regret we all feel at the
Deals. In some cases the judgments were not \ loss we bave sustained in the death of these
rendered till late in the vacation, and war-|two gentlemen.

rants could not issue thereafter till notice of |
Illldgn.lent was given. All these circumstances |
combined rendered it absolutely impossible |
% carry out the idea of having all the elec- |
tlons on one day. :

The motion was agreed to. .
The Senate adjourned at 6 o’clock.

(_'Hon. Mr. POWER—I have no doubt the
)tovernment; were very much disturbed and .
distressed because they could not manage it.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, March 3rd, 1892,

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I must say that per—:i The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 o’clock.

‘:)ZMU,V I was not very much disturbed, :
mcauze personally I hold the opinion that the !
ore discussion there is on a subject on which | '
) ! THE RESIGN N MR. CARLING.
I .am right the more likely I am to be sus-: LHE RESIGNATION OF A1
tained by the people. ' MOTION.
. Mi. POWER ved—
m;lon, Mi. POWER—Then the hon. gentleJ ;11( mt M ; O‘bl Adm(;)\ ed be ted to
n should hav o . . That an humble ress presen
discuson .awe waited and a.llo.wed full g0 Excellency the Governor General ; pray-
until the last of those lists were| no that His Excellency will cause to be laid
teady. Then he would have got the full dis-

cussion, and had a fair election afterwards.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

| before this House, a copy of the resignation
by the Hon. John Carling, Minister of Agri-
iculture, of the seat in the Senate occupied by
Hou. M1, ABBOTT—We had the full dis-him at the close of the last session of Parlia-

‘31.1881011 as it was. We had the fullest possible | ment .
discussion in every county in which an elect:lon! He said : Itis unfortunate that such a notice
took place, and there was an ample number | should be placed on the Orders of the Day,
of gentlemen thoroughly acquainted with |and I regret, and I presume that every hon.
bublic affairs, on both sides, who visited these | gentleman unites with me in regretting, that
Counties when the elections were pending for I one of the two departmental officers whom
the purpose of discussing these questions and | we had in this House at the close of last
1 think that 4 funt discussion carried on while | session, should have left the Senate ; and the
4 certain amount of interest prevailed in the Tregret is naturally increased when we find
county, in consequence of the election pending, | that one important department, which was
tended more than the ordinary half-hearted 'held by a member of this House at the close
discussion spread over a length of time, to|of last session—the Department of Publid
ltnhrom the electors of the actual issues before ﬁ Works—has passed into the hands of a gen-
© Country, and to bring about the beneficial | tleman of the House of Commons, 8o that the

:ﬁ’liult which we have to congratulate our-
S'Ves upon, than the system which my

b
0. friend would propose to adopt. I
much to have to remark upon

regret very
:1: 11:; which this House has sustained since
most val.met, in the persons of two of our
this Ho ned and oldest.Senators. I am sure
dlon Ofutie will join with me in the expres-
their © greatest possible sympathy with
t;ieil:xds and relations in their loss, es-
the case of ome of those hon.
r;n:l‘::;s. Who certainly I may say was pre-
enjoym: cut off. We saw him last in the
calth nt of apparently the greatest possible
and strength, and we lost him after

a9
Comparatively short illness. I am sure I

Senate, which last year occupied about a fair
position with respect to the Cabinet officers,
has now got back to the very same unsatis-
factory position in which it stood before the
Minister of Agriculture came here. We have
the Premier here, it is true, but no other de-
partmental officer. I can, for one, most hon-
estly express my regret that the hon. mem-
ber who was at the head of the Public
Works at the close of last session, had not
remained there, because he was a gentleman
whose capacity and long experience in deal-
ing with Impocfant woiks of a public chat-
acter, fitted him especially for tnat i‘epart-
ment. There were a good many things which
remained to be done about the buildings here
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—things which suggest themselves to a man
of business ability—which 1 regret that that
hon. gentleman has not remained long enough
in office to do. I am glad to notice one small
improvement, but at the same time a very
desirable one, he has caused to be made—
that i the Parliament clock is to be illumin-
ated in future, and gentlemen will be able to
tell whether or not the House of Commons is
in session without going up to the buildings
to inquire. There were a number of other
thing of a comparative small nature
about the buildings here which, if the hon.
wentleman had remained in office, would have
been attended to. Of course the great things
and the staff of the department would have
been attended to in the same business-like
way. I regret that the Minister of Agriculture
has left this House, because, although it is not
my business of course to think about it. 1
think that at this time of life the contest he
has just gone through in an Ontario con-
stituency is not a very pleasant or agreeable
way of passing the time. Some one suggests
not to his opponents. I think that probably a
yvounger and more vigorous man would have
made it just as unpleasant for the opponents.
But I do not suppose that there will be any
opposition to the passing of this Address. It
is asking for information which, of course. we
have a right to, and information which I
think the Government could give without
being asked. Then there is another point in
connection with the changes in the Administra-
tion that I think we might have had some
information about. Two departmental officers
have been taken out of this House and have

The Resignation [SENATE] of Mr. Carling.

Ihan'ng taken such a course in this case ; but
I hope the present state of affairs will be of only
temporary duration—that we shall soon have
a proper number of departmental officers in
this House. In the early days after Con-
federation we had four or five meinbers of
the Government in the Senate, and it has been
on several occasions remarked that there was
ran impropriety in not having this House fairly
|represented in the Cabinet. It is not fair to
the Senate, or to the people in general. I
think my hon. friend's views commend them-
selves to the House, and I hope that his ex-
| pression of opinion may tend, in the not far
future, to have in this House.some of the
departmental representatives.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend, on his
lnotice for a copy of Mr. Carling's resignation,
)nmnaged to bring before us in a few minutes
quite a number of important subjects. He
gives his opinion that we ought to bring down
such papers as this without being asked. That
is a new doctrine in parliamentary practice.
I am sure this Government dves not refuse
to bring down papers when they are asked for.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I think I said *¢ without
notice.”

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—In that way they are
ivery complaisant, but their complaisancy does
‘not extend to bringing down papers when
they are not asked for. No doubt the hon.
gentleman will get the papers that he moves
for, but if he wants any more he must ask
for them. So with regard to the explanations
'that he speaks of. It is usual for Govern-
iments to give such explanations, but it is also

gone into the House of Commons. There was ! usual to ask for them, and of course if my
another department vacant—the Depal'tmentihon. friend, or any other member of this
of Secretary of State—which I think might; House, asks for information as to the changes
very well have been held by a member of this | which have taken place in the reconstruction
House, and I think it is to be regretted that, of the Cabinet, as far as it has gone, it will
as the Government had a number of gellﬂe-{be gladly and frankly given to the House.
men here from the Province of Ontario well The subject which my hon. friend and the
qualified to sit in the Cabinet, they should hon. gentleman from Nova Scotia spoke of is
have gone outside to look for & gentleman Who one of much more difficulty than perhaps
had not a seat in either House, to take that they appreciate. There are a very limited
place, which might bave been filled by a number of Departments that could by any
member of the Senate. ‘possibility be represented in this House. The

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—It is very seldom!Department of Public Works, which was
that ITagree with my hon. friend in what he ! only held by the Hon. Mr. Smith tempor-
says, but the whole House must share his;'aruy, is one which could not remain in this
feeling of regret that two departinental offi-! House. The expenditures of that Depart-
cers should have been taken, as they were, ment amount to two to three millions of
from the Senmate. Of course there may be dollars a year. This expenditure consists of
reasons, which the Premier will give us, for  numerous small disbursements, very few of
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them large but a great many moderate, and
small amounts. Every one of those items has
to be explained to the gentlemen who hold
the purse strings, Wwhich unfortunately we
do not; and it is absolutely necessary,
therefore, that the Public Works should
be represented in the House of Com-
mons. There are two or three departments
which are not spending departments, and the
representatives of which might be in this
House ; but, even taking that for granted, it
is not easy to pitch upon the gentleman who
is fitted for one of these departments, and will
undertake its work, and who is at the same
time a Senator or about to be promoted to
the Senate. In that respect, also, we have to
be guided to a large extent by circumstances.
I think the Government showed last year
that, so far as they were able, they con-
templated arrangements which would give to
this House such a share of the Cabinet.as
Could, with propriety, be held, but we cannot
ignore the fact that the money-spending de-
Dartments must be represented in the House
of Commons. It is impossible to avoid that,
and consequently our choice is limited, and
the difliculty of filling these departments,
Which might properly be represented here,
Is greatly increased. My hon. friend regrets
Very much, he says, that the gentleman chosen
for the position of Secretary of State should
Not have been a member of this House, and
that he should have been chosen outside of
both Houses. I am not at all surprised at
that regret. The gentleman who was ap-
Pointed had not a constituency, and he did
Dot wish to take one from his friends, so he
took one from his opponents, and in that
Tespect, perhaps, he did the country a service,
nd one which a gentleman who was a
member of this House at the time could not
have done. Apart from that, I do not see
any constitutional objection to conferring any
department on a gentleman who is well
Qualified for it, and who, by universal consent,
Will do honour to the Government, and will
‘ﬁscharge his duty as faithfully as any
gentleman could, in the position which he has
accepted. With reference to the motion that
;’t’y hon. friend makes, there is no objection to
adat all. The resignation is one which is
lmdremd to His Excellency, but I do not
OW that that creates any difficulty, and I
VO 1o objection whatever to the motion
ing carrieq,

The motion was agreed to.
4

THE SESSIONAL COMMITTEES.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved that the Ses-
sional Committees be composed respectively
as follows :—

LiBRARY,
SENATE :
His Honour the SPEAKER,

Hon. Messrs,

ALLAN, McCLELAN,
ALMON, Masson,
Borsrorp, MILLER,
BoucHERVILLE, DE, MurrHY,
DruMMOND, PoIRIER,
GOWAN, PowgR,
Lanpry, ScoTr,
MacInNNEs WaRk.
(Burlington),
PRINTING,

Hon. Messrs, *
CASGRAIN, MACFARLANE,
DEvVER, OGILVIE,
Dosson, PERLEY,
GIRARD, PELLETIER,
Gowan, PoweR,
GUEVREMONT, REap,
KauLBach, SULLIVAN,
LouGHEED, Vipar,
McCLELAN, WaRk,
McKinDsEY,

BANkKING AND COMMERCE.

Hon. Messrs,

ABBoOTT, MacInNEs

ALLAN, (Burlington),
BELLEROSE, MacrrERSON,
BoTsFoRD, (Sir David Lewis),
Boyp,. MILLER,

CHAFFERS, MoNTPLAISIR,
CLEMOW, Mureny,

COCHRANE, Pricg,

DossoN, Prowsg,

DroMMOND, REID (Cariboo),
LANDRY, RoBITAILLE,

LewIN, SANFORD,

LouGHEED, SurTH,

MAsSON, SULLIVAN,
McLAREN, THIBAUDEAU,
McCaLLUNM, VipaL,

McMIiLLAN, WARK,



RarLways, TELEGRAPHS AND HARBOURS.
Hon. Messrs.
ABBOTT, MacINNEs
ALLAN, (Burlington),
ALMON, MoNTGOMERY,
BELLEROSE, MILLER,
BoucHErvVILLE, DE, MurPHY,
BourTox, 0’DoNoHOE,
CLEMOW, OGILVIE,
COCHRANE, PERLEY,
DickEy, POWER,
DruMmonD, PRICE,
GIRARD, RoBITAILLE,
KavuLgacH, Reap (Quinté),
LoUuGHEED, Reip (Cariboo),
McCaLLun, SANFORD,
McCLELAN, Scorr,
McDonaLp (C.B.), Swmirs,
Molnnes (B.C.), SnxowBALL,
McKay, STEVENS,
McKINDsEY, SUTHERLAND,
McMILLAN, TAsSE,

Macponarp (B. C.), ViparL.

CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS.
Houn. Messrs,

ABBOTT, MACFARLANE,
ALLAN, MACPHERSON,
ARMAND, (Sir David Lewis),
BoTsFoRD, MILLER,
CHAFFERS, O’DonoHOE,
DeBuLois, OGILVIE,
DickEy, PELLETIER,
Dosson, PERLEY,
DruMMOND, PoiRIER,
FrinT, Power,
GIRARD, Prowsg,
GRANT, READ,
Howeran, RoBITAILLE,
McCrLELAN, SANFORD,
McDonaLp (C.B.), Scorr,
MclInnes (B. C.),  SwuirH,
McKay, SNOWBALL,
MacINNEs STEVENS,

(Burlington),Tassg.
McMiLrAN,

StaNDING ORDERS AND PRIVATE BILLs,
Hon, Messrs.

ALMON, MACDONALD %B. C.),
ARMAND, MacponaLp (P.EL),
BELLEROSE, MACFARLANE,
BoLvuc, MERNER,

BoTrsFoRrp, MiLLER,

BouLToN, MonTcoMERY,
DeBuLorts, MoNTPLAISIR,
DEVER, Murpny,
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FriNT, O'DoNOHOE,
GIRARD, OGILVIE,
GLASIER, PELLETIER,
GOWAN, PorriER,
GRANT, Power,
GUEVREMONT, ProwseE,
HowLaN, Reap,
LANDRY, REESOR,
LoUuGHEED, Scorr,
Massox, STEVENS,
Mclnnes (B.C.), SvuLLIvAN,
McKay, SUTHERLAND,
McLAREN, TassE.
McMiLLaN,
DEBATES,

Hon. Messrs.
BELLEROSE, McCaLLuy,
BoLbpuc, MACFARLANE,
BoucHervIiLLE, DE, MERNER,
BouLToN, MoNTPLAISIR,
CASGRAIN, PERLEY,
Howwan, PowEer,
LANDRY, Scorr,

MacponaLp (P.E.L),ToiBAUDEAY,
MaAssoN, VipaL.

SELECT CAMMITTEE ON DIVORCE.
Hon. Messrs.

Gowan, Macponanp (B. C).
KavuLsachH, OGILVIE,
LoUuGHEED, REap,
McKay, SUTHERLAND.
McKinpsEy,

RestauRANT COMMITTEE,

The Hon. the SPEAKER.

Hon, Messrs.

ArMon, McMiLLAN,
| GIRARD, MiILLER,
McKay, Macponarp (B.C.).

DEATH OF THE DUKE OF CLARENCE
AND AVONDALE.
MOTION.
Hon. Mi. ABBOTT moved that an humble
Address be presented to Her Most Gracious
Majesty the Queen, in the following words :(—

To the Queen's Most Excellent Majesty :
MosT GRACIOUS SOVEREIGY,

! We, the Senate and of Canada,
in Parliament assembled, approach Your Ma-
jesty with renewed assurances of our loyal
and devoted attachment to Your Person and
Crown.

The people of Canada have learned with
universal and deep sorrow, the aflliction
which has fallen upon Your Majesty, and
vour illustrious family, in the loss of His
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Royal Highness Prince Albert Vicwor, Duke
of Clarence and Avondale. They desire to
offer to Your Majesty the expression of the
DProfound sympathy which your people in this
Dominion feel with Your Majesty in the
&ievous calamity which has deprived you
and Their Royal Highnesses the Prince and
h cess of Wales, of a young Prince enjoy-
Ing the happiest prospect of a long and illus-
trious career.

Yow people in Canada twust that an all-
Wise and beneficent Providence may be
Dleased to comfort and support Your Ma-
Jesty in your present afffiction ; and that in
the love ‘and devotion of your children and
descendants, and in the affectionate sym-
Dathy of your whole people, yon may find
ig“:le alleviation of your present great sor-

) And they pray that Your Majesty may be
é’ng spared in your illustrious position as the
p&:l'dla,n of the destinies of this great Em-

He said: In placing this notice upon the
Daper, I endeavoured to express as fully as

Wwas capable of doing, the feeling which I
am sure everyone in this country experiences
towards Her Most Gracious Majesty in re-
Spect of the grievous affliction which has fal-
l'in upon her in the loss of Prince Albert
Victor, Duke of Clarence and Avondale. We
a.ll know that Her Majesty is regarded with
Yespectful loyalty as our Sovereign through-
Out  this country and throughout her
Whole Empire ; and with affectionate
'®pect as a model wife and mother; and
this saq misfortune which has fallen upon
her has peen a severe blow to her as a
Sovereign, in the death of one whom she re-
8arded ultimately as being the occupant of
the throne ; and in her tenderest affections
i;; bereaved of a beloved grandson.
o er Speech at the opening of the present ses-
o0 of the Imperial Parliament, expressed
o 8 touching manner her feelings in this
sl:;nec“oh in both respects; and her loyal
W Jects in this country, and throughout the
fOox'ld, have felt the most sincere and pro-

Und sympathy with her in her affliction.
of 3‘1“ expression of that sympathy, on behalf
Whi © People of Canada, I move the Address

ch appears on the paper to-day.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved that the said

ti:dlisess be engrossed and that His Honour
beaker do sign the same on behalf of
the Senate,

The n‘i(;ﬂon was agreed to.

| Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved that a Message
ibe sent to the House of Commons by one
- of the Masters in Chancery to acquaint that
| House that the Senate has adopted the said.
i Address to Her Most Graclous Majesty, and
o request their concurrence.

! The motion was agreed to.

!
: MESSAGE OF CONDOLENCE.

MOTION,

| Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved—
! That this honourable House do send a mes-
I sage of condolence to Their Royal Highnesses
‘ the Prince and Princess of Wales :

| To express the profound and universal
;sorfow of the people of Canada on the
| occasion of the untimely death of His Royal
Highness Prince Albert Victor, Duke of
Clarence and Avondale,

And respectfully to convey their sincere and
deep sympathy to -‘Their Royal Highnesses
in the sad affliction which has fallen upon
them in the loss of a young Prince, the Heir
of their illustrious House, at the cpmmence-
ment of a career whch appeared to be fraught
with the most brilliant prospects of happiness
and distinction.

He said : In éxpressing our sympathy with
Her Majesty in the loss of her grandson the
Duke of Clarence and Avondale, we must
not forget that there are others who are at
least as deeply affected by this melancholy
occurrence as Her Majesty herself ; 1 refer
to Their Royal Highnesses the Prince and
Prince and Princess of Wales, the father and
mother of the young prince, of whom they
have been deprived by his untimely death.
I have in consequence given notice of this
message to Their Royal Highnesses ex-
pressive of our sympathy with them in their
bereavement, and I move its adoption.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved that an humble
Address be presented to His Excellency the
Governor General in the following words :—=

To His Excellency the Right Honourable
Sir Frederick Arthur Stanley, Baron Stanley
of Preston, in the County of Lancaster. in
the Peerage of the United Kingdom ; Knight
Grand Cross of the Most Honourable Order
of the Bath, Governor General of Canada.

May it please Your Excellency :—

We, Her Majesty’s dutiful and loyal sygb- -
jects, the Senate of Canada in Parliament
assembled, have resolved to send a message
of condolence to Their Royal Highnesses the
Prince and Princess of Wales :

To express the profound and universal
sorrow of the people of Canada on the
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occasion of the untimely death of His Royal
Highness Prince Albert Victor, Duke of Clar-
ence and Avondale, *

And respectfully to convey their sincere
and deep sympathy to Their Royal Highnesses
in the sad affliction which has fallem upon
them in the loss of a young Prince, the Heir
of their illustrious House, at the commence-
ment of a career which appeared to be

fraught with the most brilliant prospects of .

happiness and distinction.

We beg leave to approach Your Excellency
with our respectful request that you will be
pleased to transmit the said message to their
Royal Highnesses the Prince and Princess of
Wales in such a way as Your Excellency may
see fit.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved that the said
Address be engrossed. and that His Honour
the Speaker do sign the same on behalf of
the Senate.

"The motion was agreed to.

AN ADJOURNMENT.
MOTION.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE (in the absence of
the Hon. Mr. Ogilvie) moved that when
the House adjourns this day it do stand
adjourned until Wednesday, the 16th inst.,
at 3 o'clock in the afternoon. He said: I
have spoken to some members on the subject
of this motion, and they seem to me to be
prepared to decide the question to-day, and as
I believe it would be more advantageous. in
the case of the adjournment, to know whether
it is to take place to-day or to-morrow, 1
move the resolution without giving any
reasons, because they are the same reasons
that are given every year. It is well known
that at the beginning of the session there is
very little work to be done, except the reading
of the blue books, which can be done as well
at home as here.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I do not like altogether !

the day to which this adjournment is pro-
posed. It may be taken for granted now, I
suppose—it has been so long the practice—
that at the commencement of the session,
after having completed the nowmination of our
committees, we may, without disadvantage to
the public business, adjourn for a few days
until Bills come up to us from the other
House, but I would suggest that Wednesday
is too late in the week, and that the motion
should be modified to make the adjowrnment
to Tuesday, the 15th inst. If that change is
made I am ready to concur in the motion.

! Hon, Mr. KAULBACH—1I am very glad

: that the leader of the House has taken this
course and expressed an opinion as to

whether we should have an adjournment or
not. When that is done I never make an
objction, but I would suggest that it would
be advisable not to adjourn to-day but to
adjourn to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT — There is nothing on the
paper.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH —We have the
organization of the committees, and I think
;il: would be better to bave the adjourniment
;xfmm to-morrow.  Otherwise we will have a
{difficulty in organizing the committees.

| Hon. Mr. MILLER-If the desire is to
| postpone the adjournment until to-morrow in
lorder that the committees may meet, I do not
l‘se‘e that there is any reason why we should
'meet to-morrow, hecause the committees of
{this House can meet during an adjournment,
"which is not the case with the committees of
‘t.he House of Commons.

[

;: Hon, Mr. KAULBACH-I was aware of
‘that fact ; but at the same time I am afraid
that the committees will not be organized if
we adjourn to-day.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I am not by any means
prepared to fall in with the suggestion made
by the hon. gentleman from Richmond, for
the very good reason that we cannot organize
to-morrow unless the House is in session.
The 92nd rule provides that the organization
of a committee shall take place on the next
sitting day of the House. I think there
would be great convenience in adopting the
isuggestion of the hon. gentleman from Lunen-
‘burg. The hon. Premier has cut off one day
from the end of the adjournment, and I
propose to cut off another day at the begin-
ning of the adjournment. I think it
would be more convenient to sit to-morrow
and then to adjourn until the 16th. The
position then would be just this: the com-
ittees will meet to-morrow and organize,
and the several reports will be made as to
the quorums, and if there is any other busi-
ness it can be done to-morrow. I therefore
move in amendment that when this House
adjourns to-morrow it do stand adjourned
until the 16th instant at 8§ p.m.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—There is a little diffi-
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culty in completing our proceedings to-day
Which may render it necessary to accept the
amendment — that is to say, the Address
Which we have just passed will have to Dbe
Concurreqd in by the other House and returned
to the Senate.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—Apart from that, there
I8 the reason which I gave—the organization
Of our own committees. It would be better,
therefore, to meet to-morrow.

Hon, Mi. MILLER—Before I spoke. my
OWD opinion was that it would be better to
{mend the motion in the direction which has

N suggested by the hon. member from
f\mherst,. that is, that when the House ad-
Journs to-morrow it stands adjourned until
the 16th, but I did not care to press my own
View on the House. With regard to the ex-
%eption which my hon. friend has taken, I

0 not know whether the hon. gentleman
differs from me in the position that I took
that committees of the Senate can sit during
30 adjournment. I recollect many years ago
Glling the attention of a celebrated parlia-
entarian ofs the other House to the fact
~the Hon, Mr. Holton—and he was surprised
(f" looking up the matter to find that it was
z:; Th?re may be a good deal in the objec-

0 raised by the hon. member from Am-
JISL but T am not so sure that the words

Sitting day " means what my hon. friend
con_sﬁ'ues it to mean in the rule. There are
si:gng days and non-sitting days. Non-

g days are statutory holidays and Sun-
lloys; all others are sitting days, and I am

t at all clear that it is necessary that the

Ouse showld actually be in session in order

Comply with the rule which my hon.
‘_e::d has just now cited. I do not, however,
ami IS‘IOngly urge my opinion on that point
What do not say that it is conclusive against

my hon. friend has stated, but all diffi-

culti@s COull . .
Ient d be met by adopting the amend-

?03\1. Mr. DEVER—We who come from
\'e(; Iaritime Provinces have only just ar-
&djm; rﬁnd now we find that we are about to
Ming 1t Wwithout doing any business. To my
om vvorkwouk-l be better for us to attend to

until next week, at all events, and

e :
" adjourn if we have no business to do.

Hon, Mr. BELLEROSE—I am quite pre-'

bareq
to change my motion in the manner

suggested by the hon.
herst.

The motion was amended accordingly, and
agreed to. '

member from Am-

The Senate adjourned at 4.15 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Friday, March 4th, 1892,
The Speaker took the Chair at 3 o’clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE DEATH OF THE DUKE OF
CLARENCE.

A Message was received from the House of
Commons informing the Senate that they
had agreed to the Addresses of condolence to
Her Majesty the Queen and the Prince and
Princess of Wales on the occasion of the death
of the Duke of Clarence and Avondale.

Ordered that the said Addresses be presented
to His Excellency.

The Senate adjourned at 4.07 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Wednesday, March 16th, 1892.
The SPEAKER took the Chair at 8 p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

The Senate adjourned at 8.30 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, March 17th, 1892,
The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 o’clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings.

QUARANTINE REGULATIONS IN
BRITISH COLUMBIA.

MOTION WITHDRAWN,

The notice of motion .given by Hon. Mr.
Lougheed being read—

That he will call the attention of the Gov-
ernment to the discrimination made in the -



carrying out of the quarantine regulations
in respect to the cattle trade, as between the
Province of British Columbia and the other
western portions of the Dominion ; and will
inquire if it is the intention of the Govern-
ment to permit a continuance of such dis-
crimination, or to enforce the quarantine
regulations with equality throughout the
Dominion ?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED said : Since giving
this notice I have been informed that the
Government have taken such action in the
matter as to vender it unnecessary for me to
draw the attention of the House to the facts
referred to in the motion. I beg, therefore,
to withdraw the notice.

Motion withdrawn.

THE HIGH COMMISSIONER.
QUESTION,

Hon. Mr. O’'DONOHOE — 1 desire to ask
a question of the Government. Sir Charles
Tupper, the High Commissioner for Canada
in England, is reported in the press of the
United States and Canada to have declared
in a public speech that a vital blow is to be
struck by Canada at the United States. 1
beg to ask the Government if the hon. Com-
missioner had authority to make that state-
ment and if he had that authority, what is
the vital blow pending ; and if he had no such
authority, will the Government repudiate the
statement made by him ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER — It was said over here
that it was all *blow.”

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT —1I have great pleasure
in informing my hon. friend and hon. gentle-
men that I have the authority of Sir Charles
Tupper for saying that the story that he
made use of any such expressions as those
attributed to him in this correspondence is
absolutely false—that he neither said any
such thing nor thought of any such thing.

THE CONFERENCE AT WASHINGTON.
A MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY,

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT presented to the House
a message from His Excellency the Governor
General, transmitting to the Senate copies
‘of documents relating to the negotiations at
the conference recently held at Washington
between the delegates from the Canadian
(Government and the Secretary of State of
the United States, respecting the extension
and development of trade between the United

i

The Descendants [SENATE| of Laura Secord.

States and the Dominion of Canada, and
other matters.

Hon. Mr. POWER — Would the leader of
the Government be good enough to state
whether, the papers just laid on the Table of
the House, purporting to be the correspond-
ence with the Washington authorities, include
the whole of the correspondence ?

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT — I do not know that I
am in a position to say that it includes the

whole of the correspondence. There may be
some informal confidential communications
that are not here, but it contains all the
official correspondence.

Hon. Mi. POWER—I presume this corres-
pondence is the same as that laid on the Table
of the other House yesterday, and I notice in
hat correspondence there is published nothing
whatever respecting reciprocal trade relations
between the two countries.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend can
discuss all these questions on a motion for a
return.

The Senate adjourned at 3.35 .p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, 18th March, 1892,
The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 o’clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings. 4

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (A) “ An Act to amend the Act respect-
ing the Department of the Geological Sur-
vey." (Mr. Abbott.)

The Senate adjourned at 3.30 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Monday, Murch 21st, 1892,

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 o’clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE DESCENDANTS OF LAURA
SECORD.
PETITION.
Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.) presented the
petition of Laura Louisa and Mary "Augusta



Smith, descendants of Laura, Secord, praying

for rvelief, in view of their advanced years
and failing -health, and the great services
rendered by their grandmother in the war of
1813. He said : A copy of this petition was
DPresented in the other House, and at the re-
quest of the hon. member who submitted it,
Wwas read by the Clerk. I suppose there is no
barticular objection to the same course being
bursued here, and I therefore move that this
Detition be received and that it be read by
the (lerk.

The petition was received and read.

THE WRIGHT DIVORCE CASE.

REPORT OF COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mi. GOWAN, from the Select Com-
hittee on Divorce, to whom was referred the
Detition of James Wright, praying for a
divored, reported that there had been some
incompleteness in the proceedings, but as the
object of the rule of the House had been
Substantially attained, and the respondent
had been personally served with a copy of
the notice, and none of thé interested parties
could be prejudicially affected, they recom-
ended that the publication made be con-
sidered sufficient. He said : There has been
& technical incompleteness in this case, but
lothing to affect the substantial purpose
Sought by the ,rule. The solicitor for the
betitioner, Mr. White, of Pembroke, sent in-
structions to Manitoba to have the notice
Dublished in one English and one French
lewspaper in the month of September, but
Owing to seme accident it did not appear
until October. Personal service was duly
Mmade on the respondent however, and six
months’ notice was given in the Gazetre. The
Iule having been substantially complied with,
I move the adoption of the report.

Hon. Mr, KAULBACH-There has been,
Certainly, a violation' of the rules of the
House in this instance. It is an exceptional
G4se, and I hope it will not be regarded as a
Precedent, but that we shall in all cases stick
dosely to our rules.

Hon. M1. POWER—There appears to have
béen g departure from the rules here. The
hon. Chairman said it was a departure from
A mere technical rule; still, all those rules
ire more or less technical, and as the hon.
fentleman’s explanation probably was not
heard by g majority of the members of the
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House, it would be wiser, in .my opinion, that

the adoption of the report should be deferred
until members have an opportunity of be-
coming acquainted with the circumstances of
the case.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE~I suppose it is un-
derstood this session, as in former years, that
all motions relating to these divorce cases
are carried on a division ?

Hon. Mr. GOWAN—Yes.

The report was allowed to stand for consid-
eration to-morrow.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (B) “ An Act for the relief of Jameé
Albert Manning Aijkins.” (Mr. Sanford.)

Bill (C) “ An Act for the relief of Herbert
Remmington Mead.,” Mr. Perley.)

Bill (12) An Aect further to amend Chap-
ter 96 of the Revised Statutes, entituled :
“An Act to encourage the development of
the sea fisheries and the building of fishing
vessels.” (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (D) “An Act for the relief of Ada
Donigan.” (Mr. Cochrane.)

THE BAIE DES CHALEURS RAILWAY
INVESTIGATION.
QUESTION.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—Before the motions are
called I would like to ask the hon. Prime
Minister whether any further correspondence
resulting from the enquiry made last session
by the Baie des Chaleurs Committee of
this House has taken place between His
Excellency the Governor General and His
Honour ‘the Lieutenant Governor of Quebec ?
If any such correspondence has taken place,
subsequent to the return made to this House
at the close of last session I wish to give
notice for its production to the House, if
necessary. Perhaps the hon. Prime Minister
may not think it necessary that a formal
motion should be made; I therefore desire
to ask the question of him ?

»

Hon. Mi. ABBOTT —1 think there has
DLeen one or more communications from His
Honour the Lieutenant Governor of Quebec
relative to the Baie des Chaleurs matter since
last session, and I will have great pleasure in
bringing the correspondence down without
further notice.
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TRADE RELATIONS WITH NEWEFOUND- | gentlemen by

LAND.
ENQUIRY.
Hon. Mr.
whether it is the intention of the Government

session of Parliament. He said:
putting the enquiry that I placed on the
paper for to-day, 1 should like to review the
history of our negotiations with the Govern-
ment of Newfoundland. I think there can be
no doubt that Canadians generally must
feel—-

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-T rise to a question
of order. My hon. friend is evidently embark-
ing upon a prepared speech on a very im-
portant question which involves the largest
interest we ‘have in the Maritime Provinces—
that is our fisheries. The hon. gentleman
has not placed himself in a position to discuss
the question. There is no motion before ihe
House, and he is not in a_ position to make a
speech or any extended remarks. Should he
do so I will claim the privilege of a reply,
and it is a subject so large—there is so much
involved in it—that if my hon. frieud pro-
ceeds with his speech now he would not only
violate the ‘rules of the House, but he would
also place myself and other hon. gentlemen
coming from the Maritime Provinces, who
take a deep interest in the fisheries, at a
great disadvantage. I must, therefore, ask
the ruling of the Chair whether my hon.
friend, there being no motion before the
House, can supplement his question with a
speech or 'make any extended remarks.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—In making enquiries of
ihis kind it has been usual to allow Senators
a reasonable amount of latitude in ‘explaining
them. I do not think it should be made an
occasion for a full discussion of the subject,
but it has always been the practice of this
House to allow an hon. gentleman, in intro-
ducing a question, to give a full exposition of
the reasons why he does so, and to go more
deepl$ into it than the bald question itself
as it appears on the paper. I think it would
be very unfair to restrict the hon. gentleman
to merely rising and asking his question.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-The question is not
an ambiguous one, and we ought to comply
with the rule. Such a speech takes hon.

Trade Relations [SENATE] with Newfoundland.

surprise. It places one at a
great disadvantage. It is a subject which I
feel T am not prepared to discuss to-day ;

| though if my hon. friend goes into the
BOULTON rose to enquire | question I claim the privilege to reply, and it
I will, perhaps, take some hours to discuss it.

to resume the commercial status with New- !
foundland that existed prior to the last!
Before

Hon. Mr. MILLER—As I suppose it would
not be objectionable to His Honour the
Speaker, and to the House, that a little dis-
cussion should take place on a point of order
of this character, I will venture to trespass
on the patience of the House for a moment.
In the British Parliament the rules for ques-
tions brought up for discussion before Dboth
Houses are essentially different. In the
House of Commons no discussion is permitted
by the rules upon enquiries such as that made
to-day by the hon. member from Shell River,
but in the House of Lords (on whose rules
we have largely modelled ours, in this par-
ticular at least) it has been usual to allow a
limited discussion and limited debate, and of
recent years the practice has become more
common. In the House of Lords speeches are
permitted wupon questions of this Kkind,
although the more regular way to elicit
discussion upon an enquiry is for a mem-
ber to give notice that he will call attention
to & question and afterwards to make an
enquiry of the Government with regard to it.
On these notices and enquiries long discus-
sions have taken place in this Senate on pre-
vious occasions. In fact, discussions have
arisen which have /gone on from. day to day,
and the irregular course has been pursued of
allowing such discussions when there was
actually no motion before the House. I re-
collect, when I had the honour of occupying
the Chair, I called the attention of the House
to this irregunlar practice, and I find {hat wy
remarks are quoted by Bourinot in a note
to his paragraph on this subject. While I
think we have gone too far in permitting
these discussions, I am :afraid the practice
has become too firmly established to allow
us to set up a different practice at the pre-
sent time to the disadvantage, perhaps, of
hon. gentlemen who desire to take part in
the debate on this question. I do not desire
—I suppose no one desires—to do that, but
under the rule of the House my hon. friend
will not be debarred from making any reply
he likes, and at as full length as the speech
of the hon. gentleman who makes the en-
quiry. Perhaps the House will not find fault
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With me if I quote on this important point
the authority of Mr. Bourinot. He says :

“Th procedure of the Senate on such
Occasions is quite different from that of the
Commons. Much more latitude is allowed in
the Upper House, and a debate often takes

e auestion or  enquiry, of
Which, however, notice must always be given
When it is of a special character.”

Now, this notice has been given, and is in
Compliance with the rule and practice in that
Tespect. He continues :

“Many attempts have been made to pre-
vent debate on such questions, but the Sen-
ate, as it may be seen from the precedents

the notes helow, have never
Practically given up the usage of permitting
Speeches on these occasions—a usage which
iEOi(éiss'.entially the same as the House of

r S.”

It is true there is a qualified sentence to
that almost unlimited scope for discussion
Qescribed by the authority I have just read
from. He says :

“The observations made on such occa-
8lons, however, should be confined to the
Persons making and answering the enquiry,
:ﬁd it others are allowed to offer remarks

eSe should be rather in the way of ex-

tion, or with the view of eliciting further

Ofmation on a question of public interest.”

Now, I do not think this is borne out by
the practice of this House. We have gone a
200d deal further than the House of Lords
In the discussions that have been permitted
In the Senate. In quoting the notes, Mr.

Urinot does me the honour of saying that I
. @lled the attention of the House to the
Matter. He says :

. Mr. Miller, formerly Speaker, in 1888

dggressed himself strongly as to permitting

e ate on g mere enquiry. But, as the notes

OW, the Senate has never laid down any
ct rules to limit debate.” °

The Senate did not think proper to take any
action on the remonstrance I made on the
tl;lr:l(’nging of these debates, and I presume
wea]l:racﬂoe has been confirmed, rather than
tha ened, by any reference I made to it at
]art time. I take it for granted that it will
of 2ely depend on the House what liberty
gentle ssion should be allowed to hon.
libe znen on this motion, but the same
Onem should be allowed of course to any

Wishing to reply.

Hon, Mr. KAULBACH—Although I do not
differ from what my hon. friend has said, I
know that there have been discussions on
such notices, but the practice has been to call
the attention of the House to a certain subject
and then ask a question based on that. I
remember one such case. I think we are
getting into very lax ways, because no one
could have anticipated, on a simple question
of this kind, that we were going to have a
discussion. My hon. friend who gave this
notice should have made a motion.

Hon. Mr. POWER-~-I rise to a. question of
order. The hon. gentleman has already
spoken.

Hon, Mr. KAULBACH—I have said all I
intended to say, and I now call for the ruling
of the Chair.

Hon. Mr. MASSON—The rule is clearly laid
down in the House of Iords. In England
until 1868 discussions were not allowed on
questions without notice being given. Then
was established the rule that whenever a dis-
cussion was desired, the memeber should give
notice, and, on that notice being given, a
general debate might take place. It is laid
down in May that important discussions have
taken place on single questions, provided the
member gave proper notice. In this instance
the hon. gentleman has given proper notice.
He has in hig favour the usage of the House,
and has also written proof that it is not only
the usage of this House, but also of the
House of Lords. He has this rule which has
been laid down in England, and has, there-
fore, the right of going on with the discus-
sion. It would be very extraordinary if, on a
question of such importance, an hon. member
is to be debarred from continuing the discus-
sion unless the House is informed by the
Government that it would be detrimental to
the public interest to:prolong the debate. The
Government has given no intimation of the
kind. It is quite well established that the
usage of the House has been to allow discus-
sions on questions like this, and the hon.
gentleman bhaving taken the precaution to
give due notice, it would be harsh to prevent
the discussion, and with due respect to the
hon. gentleman who has raised the question,
I think he is entirely mistaken.

> Hon. Mr. ALLAN-—I entirely agree with
i the hon. gentleman from Arichat as to the
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practice of this House—a practice somewhat ' this House pretty long—in :fact, perhaps, too
to be regretted, and one which we have long—debates on similar occasions. As to
found inconvenient at times. During the last the rule, I do not believe it is quite clear, but
year that I had the honour of occupying the'I think it ought to be understood in this
Chair, one enquiry which came before the sense—it seems not to be permitted that any
House was debated, not only during that; member but the one that puts the question

sitting, but from day to day when there was
really no motion before the House. 1
ventured myself to mildly remonstrate against
the practice, and pointed out the inconveni-
ence that it would give rise to. If these
things are to be decided by precedents, the
hon. member would be quite within his right
in making a speech on his enquiry, unless the
House chose to decide to the contrary.

Hon. Mr. POWER—If I remember rightly

it is laid down by Bourinot that the practice !
in England has never justified extending the'’
discussion on a question beyond the day on:

which it begins. In our own practice, where
the discussion has been continued, the hon.
gentleman who began it has given notice
that he would call attention to a certain
subject and conclude with an enquiry.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—That does not make a
motion.

Hon. Mr. POWER-—I know it does not;
but I do not think it will be found that we
have carried on discussions from day to day
on a mere enquiry.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—No.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I feel that the hon.
gentleman from Lunenburg is “in the same

.and the one who answers it shall speak.
: Therefore, the speech of the member who
makes the enquiry should not include any
debateable question. As I said just now,
this is but right, as no other members are
permitted to participate in the discussion.
Under the present circumstances, I hope the
| House will permit me to leave it to them to
' decide what course should be pursued on this
occasion.

Hon. Mr. MASSON—Is it understood by
.your ruling that only the hon. member who
i makes the enquiry and the one who replies
shall be permitted to speak on the subject,
because I see it stated here that if the hon.
gentleman who asks the question has a

right to make a speech, any other Senator
may reply ?

The SPEAKER—That is why I said the
speech should contain no debateable matter.
Bourinot says :

* The observations made on such occasions,
however, should be confined to the persons
making and answering the enquiry, and if
others are allowed to offer remarks these
' should be rather in the way of explanation
or with the view of eliciting further informa-
ttion on a question ‘of public interest.”

i It may not be a rule, but I think it is a

i i is case that S imes |
position in  this at be sometimes j course that could .be followed to advantage."

occupied on motions for adjowrnments. He|

is really anxious to make a speech himseif,; Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—If my hon. friend -
and he has raised this question in order that ‘intended to bring up this subject he might
it may be made clear that he has a right to ' have made a motion for papers in connection
reply to the hon. gentleman who has given ' with it, and in this way given all an oppor-
the notice. i tunity of knowing what his intentions were,

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—The hon. gentleman }and. we could be prepared for a debate, but
is wrong. But this is a matter of great im- {1 did not expect that, on a §imple question,
portance, and ‘one {n which I feel deeply “the hon. gentleman watid spring a debate on
interested. It is a wide question, involving a the House.
great many points for discussion, and I am| Hon. Mr. DEVER—For 22 years we have
not in a position to meet a carefully prepared had such debates, but they have always been
speech of the hon. gentleman opposite. I do | held out of order. I am anxious to hear the
not think it would be fair to spring a dis- éhon. gentleman from Shell River, because he
cussion on such an important point. I ask for always gives us a great deal of satisfaction
the ruling of the Chair, when he speaks, but as this is a very im-
portant question, and as he may be restricted

The SPEAKER—As far as the practice is.. by want of projer form, he should give fur-
concerned, I think we have permitted in [ther notice so that we should all be able to
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take part in a debate on this fmportant que&!eries. It is a matter of very great import-
tion. In the past I know we did not regard {ance to the prosecution of the bank fisheries
debates on mere questions as regular. I had (to be able to get bait, and that bait by .
a case myselr where I asked a simple ques- ' peculiar circumstances can only be obtained
tion and proceeded to discuss it, further, per- | within the 3-mile limit or shore fisheries ;
haps, than I should have done, and I Was;theregfore, if the French fishermen are ex-

called to order, and the debate was spoiled :
to a large extent.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—The hon. member
from Lunenburg in the course of his re-
marks objected to my making a speech on |
this occasion, stating that it was a matter of
very great importance to the Maritilne Pro-
vinces. I have no doubt of its importance to
that section of Canada, because it is also a
matter of very great interest to the people ofi
western Canada, who have been in the;
habit of exporting agricultural products to
the Island of Newfoundland. It is on that
ground, and in that interest, that I am ask-
ing this particular question at the present
moment. At the same time I feel that Can-
adians generally cannot but regret the want |
of cordiality vetween the people of New-
foundland and the people of Canada of late
Years. Before making the enquiry I havel

their ability to catch fish.
'the people of Newfoundland took that stand

cluded from getting bait they are limited in
The reason that

towards the French fishermen was because
the latter were supported, by - their Govern-
ment, by a bounty—a large bounty amounting
to 10 francs per quintal. French tishermen
were allowed to fish alongside Newfoundland
fishermen, and they exported their catch two
the same markets, with the advantage of 10
francs per quintal in their favour, as against
nothing at all paid to the Newfoundland fish-
ermen. While all acknowledge that this is
a very unfair position in which to leave any
industry in the Island of Newfoundland, there
is just this 1o be said : that our own fishermen
in the Maritime Provinces are subjected to
the same drawback. They export their fish
to the same markets and are subject also to
the competition of the French fishermen who
are fishing alongside of them from the Islands

put on the paper, I desire to review the his-] of St. Pierre and Miquelon. These two
tory of our negotiations with Newfoundland ' islands were given to the French as a shelter
and endeavour to find out where the blame ' for their fishing boats, but I find on looking
for this want of cordiality lies. It has been  into the history of the matter that from being
generaliy felt that the blame rests with New- merely a place of shelter for French fisting
foundland in this matter, but upon enquiry I hoats, these islands have Decome a zreat
am not disposed to take that view, and I feel , French. trading port.

that it is advisable for us in Canada to show |

a better disposition in our dealings with the, Hon. Mr. POIRIER — St. Pierre and
people of Newfoundiand than we have dis- ' Miquelon were given to the French by whom?

Played in the past. The position of the peo- . e
. Mr. ULTON—Under the Treat;
ple of that island in regard to their fish-| o - BO ty

: 3 , and only as a shelter for fishin
Ing matters is different from of Utrecht, and oniy as g

anything !
that exists in Canada. They are subject to |
treaty rights, which were accorded to the |
French under the treaty of Utrecht, and con- |
firmed under subsequent treaties. As years: Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No, they were ac-
have gone by, encroachments on those 1'ightsE corded to them as a shelter merely, but
have been made, and if the Government of : history shows that instead of being merely a
Newfoundiand bhad not taken steps in solf{’shelter for fishing vessels the islands have
defence the encroachments would have jeo- i come to be used very largely as a trading post.
bardized their fishery rights and advantages;The Bait Act enacted by the Newfoundland
t0 an undue extent. In order to check the Legislature was passed with the view to have
encroachments of the French on the west the Dominfon co-operate, so that our fishermen
coast of Newfoundland and the Island of St.' might not be subjected to the same severe
Pierre and Miquelon, the Island Government , competiion from French fishermen—and in
Dassed the Bait Act in 1885, in order to pre- | fact the Newfoundland Government notified
vent the French from procuring bait necessary | the Canadian Government that a condition
for the successful prosecution of their ﬁsh-(of permitting our fishermen to catch bait

vessels.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER—Were they not ceded ?
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within the three-mile limit was that (_mada) Hon. Mr. DEVER~—That is the reason I
should co-operate with Newfoundland in pass- | asked the hon. gentleman before he com-
mg the Bait Act in order to exclude the jmenced his speech to confine himself strictly
French fishermen from the privilege. This | bo the notice on the paper, for I was aware
the Canadian Government refused to do, and \ that if he went on to make an explanatory
the Newfoundland Government were left to | speech he would be called to order because
work the thing out by themselves. The | there are hon. gentlemen in this House who
consequence was that while the fishermen ' certainly do not feel that a speech of this
from Newfoundland were precluded from sell- | kind should go on without an opportunity
ing bait to French fishermen, our fishermen “;being offered for them to reply. I am sorry
from the ocoast of Nova Scotia and Prince 'that the hon. gentleman cannot be permitted

Edward Island were entitled to and 'did sell
bait to these fishermen at the islands of St.
Pierre and Miquelon.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH — \WWhat proof is:
there of that ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—The proof is in part
of the book.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—There is no such proof |
at all.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—The proof is—

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN-—I think it is about
time we should define what debate we are
going to have. The hon. gentleman asks a

question of the Government. He has a right

to get an‘answer ; but I do not think, until
the papers regarding the Newfoundland ques-
tion are on the Table of the House, that any
hon. gentleman is in a position to give an
intelligent opinion on the question. If the
hon. gentleman takes the usual course of
moving for the papers, then we can have a
regular discussion ; but I cannot see how, ou
the enquiry that is before us, he can discuss a
1ot of facts that are not before the House. In
his question he asks the Government whether
it is the intention of the Government to
resume the commercial status with New-
foundland that existed prior to the last
session of Parliament. A commercial status
has nothing to do with the fisheries.
entirely a question of tariff and has nothing
at all to do with the question of the fisheries.
If the hon. gentleman will give notice of
motion for an address to have the papers
with regard to the fishery question between
the Dominion and Newfoundland brought
before the House, then he will be taking the
proper course, and I will be prepared to assist
him in doing so ; but his own good sense will
point out to him that he is now travelling
outside of the record.

It is |

]now to go on. I believe that his speech
‘will be an able and interesting one and a very
lbeneﬁcial one for the House. but he cannot
i go on with it under this notice.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I think the hon. gentle-
man from Shell River is perfectly in order.
,The hon. gentleman proposed to ask a ques-
|tion and he is now merely explaining
'to the House the present position of
;the matter, so that when the answer
IN given by the leader of the Govermmuent.
every hon. gentleman will understand the ¢x-
;‘wt position of the question at the present
imoment. The ground taken by the hon. gen-
tleman from Alberton “ that the commercial
I status " refers only to the tariff is, I think,
a very narrow and untenable ground. The
Irelations of our fishermen with the Govern-
ment of Newfoundland, and the privileges
which are atlowed our fishermen or refused
to them certainly form a part of the com-
mercial condition of affairs existing between
us and Newfoundland. I have never known,
;exoépt in very rare instances, any attempt
{made to tie a member down as closely as
there seems to be a disposition to tie the
hon. gentleman from Shell River.

(
i
i
!

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Certainly this is
passing beyond the record. We are gojng
back to the history of the rights of the Eng-
lish and French in the waters of Newfound-
‘lzmd. As regards what their rights are—
{ whether they are territorial rights or mere
easements—we are not prepared to go into
the question to-day, and I think the good
sense of the House will admit that this is not
a fair discussion. I hope His Honour the
Speaker will see that any discussion as wide
as this is should be brought up only on regu-
lar motion.

Hon. Mr., MILLER—I have no desire to
limit discussion, or to limit the hon. gentle-
man in asking any question that he thinks
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proper to bring before the House, but while
I can see that the practice of the House has
been to' permit discussion on bare questions,
I consider also the fact is equally understood
that such discussions must be relevant to the
guestion. I do not think ihat discussions ir-
relevant to the question, or discussions not at
all to be anticipated from the nature of the
Questions themselves, are fair treatment of
the House ; and I think the objection, raised
by the hon. gentleman from Alberton, as to
the relevancy of the present discussion, is a
very proper one, and I am inclined to agree
with him.

Hon. Mr. DEVER —The hon. gentleman
had better ask the question, and give notice
of motion for some future day.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—If it is the desire of
hon. gentlemen I will withdraw my question.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—Give notice of motion.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I will amend my
Question, and give it as a notice of motion.

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—The hon. gentleman
may withdraw his question and give a proper
Notice of motion.

Hon. Mr. BQULTON—With the consent of
hon, gentlemen I will withdraw my question.

Hon. Mr. MASSON—There is no unecessity
for a decision on this question now. The
Session is not nearly at an end, and there is

DPlenty of time to discuss such an important
Matter.

Hon. Mr. MILLER — There is another
serious objection to which the attention of
the House has been called by the senior
Mmember from Halifax. There is no pre-
cedent on our records for a discussion com-
menced upon a simple question such as this
being continued from day to day, and as
there ig g probability, from the interest taken
in the question by many hon. gentlemen,
that this discussion may occupy several hours,
It would be very unfair to drop it, and it
Would be establishing a bad precedent if we
Were to continue the debate in this irregular
Way on this enquiry.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT —I understand the
Question which my hon. friend has put on the
baper, and if he desires an answer to that

question I will give it to him now, and he
may make his motion for papers afterwards.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I beg leave to with-
draw my question.

With the consent of the House the question
was withdrawn.

The Senate adjowrned at 4.3) p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Tuesday, March 22nd, 1892.
- The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 o'clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings.

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY DEPARTMENT
BILL.
SECOND READING.

Hon. M1. ABBOTT moved the second read-
ing ot Bill (A) “ An Act to amend the Acts
respecting the Department of the Geological
Survey.” He said : The object of this Bill
is very plain from its terms. By the original
establishment of the Department of the Geo-
logical Survey, it was made a sort of append-
age of the Department of the Interior. The
Minister of the Imterior will have his duties
increased under an Order in Council lately
passed, by having entrusted to him the man-
agement of the Immigration Department, the
reason being, of course, that the two depart-
ments are very closely connected with each
other—that the Department of the Interior
has the sale of the lands which the Immigra-
tion Department has the duty of bringing
people to purchase, and the number of em-
ployees can be very much restricted, and
many other advantages will accrue from the
change which, when the matter comes up,
I will be able to explain ; but in the mean-
time, in order to prevent the Department be-
coming too bulky, it is proposed to place the
Geological Survey under another Minister.
The Minister who is to take charge of it has
not yet been decided upon, and it is intended
not to make the rule too rigid, and require it
to be referred to a particular Minister. The
direction of his studies, and his experience,
may make one Minister better fitted to fill
the position than another, and for that rea-
son it is proposed to leave it to the Governor

in Council to auot the Department to the
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Minister that he shall deem best fitted for
the purpose. This isx the only change that is
made in the Act.

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

THE WRIGHT DIVORCE CASE.

The Order of the Day having been called
for consideration of the second report of the
Select Committee on Divorce in r¢ the petition
of James Wright,

Hon. Mr. GOWAN said: I do not know
that I can add anything to what I said yester-
day in moving the adoption of the report,
except to give the exact case. The notice in
the Canada Gazette required by the rule was
first given on the 12th September last, and
was published  for the full period of six
months. At the same time the solicitor in
charge of the case, who resides in Ontario,
sent notices to two papers in Manitoba, a
French paper and an English paper, for
publication, but owing to some unfortunate
mistake in the office the notices were not
published immediately, but they have been
published for a period of five months. They
were some four insertions short of the regular
time ; but there was personal service made
by the petitioner, on the 5th day of February
last. upon the respondent. In view of all
these facts, the committee were unanimous
in thinking that the very spirit of the rule
had been complied with, and they made their
report accordingly. I now move the adoption
of the report. .

Hon. Mr. POWER—I asked yesterday to
have the consideration of the report of this
committee deferred until to-day, and the time
which has been given for further consideration
leads me to think that it would not be
prudent on the part of the House to adopt
the report now. I do not propose to refer to
Rule “D,” which speaks of the notice which
has to be given for six months. T find that
Rule “I” deserves the attention of the
House :

“The petition when presented shall be
accompanied by the evidence of the publica-
tion of the notice as required by Rule “D,”
and by declaration in evidence of the service
of a copy thereof as provided by Rule “E.”
and by a copy of the proposed Bill. The
petition, notice and evidence of publication
and  service, the proposed Bill, and all
papers connected therewith, shall thereupon

3

stand ax referred, without special order to
that effect, to *The Select Committee -on
Divoree." ™

Then, Rule *J " says:

“ It shall be the duty of the committee to
examine the notice of application to Parlia-
ment. the petition, the proposed Bill. the
evidence for publication, and of the service
of a copy of said notice, and all other papers
referred therewith., and if the said notice.
petition and proposed Bill are found regular
and sutlicient, 'and due proof has been made
ot the publication and service of the said
notice, the committee shall report the same to
the Senate. If any proof is found by the
committee to be defective, the petitioner may
supplement the same by statutory declaration,
to be laid before the committee.”

Now, Rule “I™ apparently does not suppose
that this petition is to be referred to the
committee until the proper evidence has been
submitted. that notice has been published
according to our regulations, in the official
Gazette, and the local newspapers. The
provision made in Rule “J " for supplement-
ing evidence does not apply to that, and the
hon. gentlemen who sat on the committee
which drafted these rules will remember what
Rule “J " refers to, as to supplementing
evidence, is to the establishing of the fact
that service had been effected. We had a
1rule previous to the adoption of these rules
that the proofe was to be made by aflidavit,
and Rule “J” was to deal with that case. It
strikes me that it would be imprudent for us
to allow the rule to be relaxed in this case.
It may appear that not much harm can be
done to anyone by the relaxation of the rule ;
on the other hand. the respondent in this
case may have been prevented from appearing
here, just because she was informed that the
notice was not the the notice required by the
Senate, and which had always been required.
It is a rule that has always Deen strictly en-
forced, and I wish to call the attention of the
House to a case which was before Parlinment
in the session of 1885. I find that on Wed-
nesday. the 11th of February. 1885, the hon.
gentleman from Alma division moved that
the 72nd Rule be dispensed with in so far as
it relates to the petition of George Brantford
Cox. as recommended by the Fourth Report
of the Committee on Standing Orders and
Private Bills. Objection was taken by the
hon. gentleman from Oftawa. Then the
leader of the Government, who was at that
time Minister of Justice, said that he was



The Wright [MARCH 21‘, 1892] Divorce Case.

—_—

63

—C

disposed to look at the matter in the same}‘
way as the hon. gentleman from Ottawa, andé
at the suggestion of the Minister of Justice
the motion was postponed until the second ;
day after, in order to afford members time tof
Consider the question. Then on the day to'
Which the report of this commiittee had been
Dostponed, the hon. gentleman from Alma
division moved for a suspension of the rule
In accordance with the report of the com-
Iittee. Then the Minister of Justice, and
leader of the House, who had in the mean-
time looked into the matter. gave an opinion !
With respect to this motion, which is just asg
applicable to the case now before the House
a8 it was to the Cox divorce case, and I
think the House probably will not feel that I
am trespassing too much upon their time if
I take the liberty of reading the greater part
of the short speech that was made by Sir
Alexander Campbell on that occasion :

“Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELI—I am sorry
to be unable to agree with my hon. friend
from Montreal, who asks us to suspend the
Tule in this particular case. In reference to
an ordinary Bill we suspend the rules very

uently in compliance with a recommenda-

on of this kind in the report of the Com-§
ittee on Standing Orders and Private Bills, |
. but jp these divorce cases we are, strictly
Speaking, a courf, there being no other court |
Competent to discharge that duty in any part |
Of the Dominion. and we ought to follow
Strictly the rules which have been laid down.
Naturally, it occurs to my learned friend from
ontreal, who is a layman, that six weeks’
Notice
evidence ‘establishes that the respondent |
N served with proper papers, and that
therefore ~thig irregularity is of no conse-
Quence ; but you cannot deal with a subject
Of this kind in that light way. If you can
W off one week, why not two, and if two,
Why not three, or four, or five, or the whole
Dotice ? The only safe course to take is to |
‘(;equire that the rules of the House be rigidly |
thbServed, We do not know what dangers
© Party may @ave been exposed to, or what
M3y have been the result of the failure to
g;lbllsh during that one week, and therefore
thisthe Darties themselves are to blame for
the 2 on, and as they might have taken
the I precaution, and as it is by
eir owp negligence and default that it
gﬁ"“"ed» it seems to me the House should
sho u(ilear of all blame in the matter, and
do d sce that the rules, which were laid
D WL after deliberation, and for the express
W‘ll'pose of giving all parties full notice and
here. oo, .and an opportunity of coming
eXtra are strictly observed. We should take
e care in granting these divorces. It

is just as good as -seven, since the'

‘before us is about a month short.

Ol}e of the most important decisions which

can be given affecting the relations between
man and wife, and that serious step should
not be taken without seeing that every form
is strictly complied with. I hope the day is
long distant when there shall be any relaxa-
tion of the rules which protect persons in the
state of matrimony, and that we shall never
reach the condition of affairs which prevails
in the United States, where, it has been re-
marked. in some states the railway trains stop
ten minutes for divorces. I.et us adhere to
the rules which have been laid down for
safety and which are necessary.”

Then the leader of the House urged that
there wpuld be yet time to proceed with the
Bill during the current session, even though
the matter was deferred until the notice had
matured, and he recommended that the Bill
be deferred. The hon. gentleman from Alma
division then moved that the Order of the Day
be discharged and that the petition be re-
ferred back to the committee, which was done.
and the petition came up again when the

itime for the notice had expired. I find also,
from the official report, that the hon. gentle-

man from Lunenburg, who, I understood from
the chairman of the committee, seconds the
motion that he has just moved, used this
language after Sir Alexander Campbell had
spoken :

“Hon. Mr. KAULBACH--I fully agree

(with the Minister of Justice that we should

not relax our rules in this case. If we do so
now, we cannot say how far we shall go in
this direction in .the future. I cannot see
how any injury can be done to the parties 'in
this case, because there is ample time to apply

jto the Private Bills Committee again and get
1 Justice this session. I do not think this is g
case in which the principle de minimus non

cural lex applies. I do mot look upon this
omission as a trifle, and I believe that the
rules of the House should be strictly adhered
to and given full effect to.”

It appears that the notice in the case now
In the

1 Cox case, the notice was, I think, only a week

short ; but there is this to be said in the
present case also : that the six months’ notice
required will- expire during the next month.
The first notice in the Manitoba papers was
given on the 12th October, so that the six
months will have expired on the 12th April
next, and there will be still time enough to
deal with the Bill during this session.
But to say that we shall drop off 8 month’s
notice this year might be to open the door to
very serious Irregularity and laxity of pro-
cedqure in the future, and I think the better
course for the House to adopt now is the
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course adopted in 1885, on the recommenda-
tion of the Minister of Justice of that day.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—There is this differ-
ence, however, between the two cases: in
the ease referred to by the hon. gentleman
from Halifax, the notices were short in' the

Canada (Gazette as well as in the other
papers. In this case the notice in the
Canada Gazette was complete ; and it was

simply through an inadvertence of the law-
ver in Toronto that the notices were not suf-
ficient in the Manitoba papers. I kndw other
instances where the rule was passed over,
although the notices in the official Gazette
were' short through the fault of the Queen’s
Printer, Mr. Brown Chamberlin.

Hon, Mr. KAULBACH—I think -we had
the other day before us in the committee one
or two precedents in which the strict rule
was not complied with, and the House sanc-
tioned the recommendation of the committee.
It was upon those findings that I consented
to go with the majority of the committee on
the report they have made in this case. I
think we should take every case practically
on its merits, and in this case it appears that
it was only one of the papers in Manitoba in

which the notice was short.
Hon. Mr. POWER—Both papers.

1

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I think I have|

seen other cases in which the strict com- !

pliance witn the rule was departed from in.
this House.

Hon. M1. CLEMOW—Do I understand the
hon. gentleman from Halifax to say that the
notice in the two papers continues to be pub- |

lished ? |
Hon. Mr. POWER—Yes. :
Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—If that is the case it|

will only require till the 12th April to com-!
plete the notice, and there is no hardship in:
allowing the matter to lie over until then.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN—I do not know what,
authority my hon. friend has for saying that
the notices are still published. If they are
not, and we did not proceed now, it would
have the effect of throwing the Bill over until
next session.

Hon. Mr. POWER—My authority for stat-
ing that the publication of the notices is con-l
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tinned is the Law Clerk. I asked him ex-
pressly.

Hon. Mr. MASSON—The promoter of e
Bill should be in a position to know whether
such is the case or not.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-—I have no objection
to the report remaining over until to-morrow
with the consent of the House, in order that
we can make enquiry. I think I understood
from the lawyer who is in charge of this
case that the local notices are still being pub-
lished.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinte)—The committee
has proof of personal service of notice upon
the respondent.

The Order of the Day was allowed to stand
over until to-morrow.

The Senate adjourned at 425 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Wednesday, March 23rd, 1892,

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 o'clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE TRADE OF CANADA.
MOTION.

Hon. Mi. BOULTON moved—

That an humble Address be presented to
His Excellency the Governor General ; pray-
ing that His Excellency will cause to be laid
before this House, a Return showing the ex-
ports of Canada, namely :—The total value
of the exports of Canada under their various
headings, from 1868 to 1879 inclusive, and
from 1880 to 1880 inclusive, and where avail-
able, showing quantities, and percentage of
the exports in the two perio#s per head of
the population. In agricultural products, live
stock and provisions, showing exports of two
periods from 1879 to 1884 inclusive, and
from 1885 to 1890 inclusive. In the case of
live stock. showing the numbers, total value,
and average value per head of the animals
shipped to the United Kingdom and the
United States respectively, from the years
1879 to 1890 inclusive, being the produce of
Canada.

Also showing, according to the British
Board of Trade returns, the number and
value of cattle and sheep shipped to the
United Kingdom from' the United States and
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Canada, during the years 1889, 1890 and
1891, the average value per head respectively
at British ports, and so far as can be ascer-
tained, rates of ocean freight and charges
bet head. In the return, distinguishing be-
tween coal exported from Atlantic and Pa-
cific seaboard.

Showing the total capital invested in manu-
fﬂctuﬂng, distinguishing the manufacturers
engaged in’'manufacturing the produce of the
CGountry, such as gristing, saw-milling, paper
bulp, leather, &c., from the manufacture of
raw material imported from abroad.

The value of pig iron produced in Canada
in the last year of record, quantity and value
ber ton—qditto steel. .

The increase in the national
1878,

The increase in loans made by loan com-
Panies since 1878.

@ increase in the Iliability for milway
Cmstruction, incuding bonds, mortgages. &e.,
Since 1878.

The population and percentage of increase
gglnﬂing to the census of 1871, 1881 and

debt since

He said : The object of this return is to
Ret official information with regard to these
Various items, so that in the event of !their
being brought forward we will be in a better
Dosition to discuss the matters to which I
have called attention. The return which I
ask for is not extensive. The details are all
In the statistical year book, and all that is
Tequired is to add the various columus, ac-
Cording to the periods I have mentioned.
fl‘hey are'the figures that I gave to the House
'™ my speech in the debate on the Address.
In that form they may not be exact, but
Coming from the statistician they would be
Impressed with the authority of the Govern-
Ment, ang it is for that object that I ask for

return down to the present moment.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Do not the blue
N ks. contain the official information that my
on. friend calls for ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—The blue books do
10t give this information in such form as I
;equh-e it. 'The exports of the country, from

868 to 1890 inclusive, appear in a number of
:Ol“mns; what I want is to have these re-
u‘l’;'ﬂs added up for certain periods. It is
. Tely a question of addition and bringing
Or'Ward the amounts.
otHon. Mr. ABBOTT—I think the question
v my hon. friend from Nova Scotla was
a;;!’ythreXevant to this motion—as to whether

98% figures do not really appear in the
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published reports. In fact, I think they do,
so far as regards the exports. The details
called for by the first paragraph can be found
in the various books that have been published
during the last twenty-three years, and in
order to prepare the report that the hon.
gentleman calls for, I am informed that if
the ordinary routine work of the statistical
branch of the Customs Department—the ex-
port section of it—were suspended altogether,
the return asked for by this motion would oc-
cupy the time of all the export clerks for one
month at least—usual work running in arrear
1l the time—and I understand the volume that
would be created by this would be nearly
twice the size of the Auditor General’s report.
I know nothing about it myself, but that is
the reply which has been given to me by the
department. As to the second paragraph,
the British returns for 1891 have not yet
been received from Englund. Probably the
returns would include the number and value
of cattle shipped to the United Kingdom from
Canada and the United States for the periods
mentioned, but they have not yet been re-
ceived for 1891. I suppose the last sentence
in the second paragraph, which relates to coal
exported from the Atlantic and Pacific sea-
board, is misplaced. This paragraph applies
to shipments of cattle.

Hon Mr. BOULTON—Yes ; that sentence
is misplaced.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I presume it applies
to the first paragraph. With regard to the
third paragraph, which calls for a return
showing the total capital Invested in
manufacturing, &c. This is now in process
of being made up from the census returns,
and as soon as it is ready it will be laid on
the Table. It s exactly what my hon. -
friend asks for. The value of pig iron pro-
duced in Canada in the last year of record,
&c., and the rest of these items, will be
found in very convenient form in the blue
books. : My hon. friend will perceive that this
return which he asks for would cost a very
large sum indeed, and would require the
employment of a large number of special
clerks. The cost would run into the thous-
ands, and since the information can all be
found .in the blue books, it seems to me too
large a demand for my hon. friend to make.
Moreover, though there are some portions of
it that could be conveniently given, and
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might be useful as a sort of summary, other
portions called for cannot be given at all. I
am not disposed to object to my hon. friend’s
itake the trouble to collect it.
/impose on the officers the duty of collecting
furnished and that the Government will
A

motion passing. but I should like it to Dbe
understood that these details cannot be

make the best return in their power.
summary of exports may be given. but the
details that the hon. gentleman asks for are
altogether too comprehensive, and it would
be quite impossible to give them this session.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—The hon. gentleman

have asked for. All that the motion calls for
can be furnished by any member of the
statistical staff in one day. Perhaps I might
have been a little more explicit, and stated
that what I want is a return, taken from the
statistical year book. to be found under dif-

ferent heads and which only require to be jing upon the Government to furnish details

added together for the different periods. The
‘return relating to manufacturing is not in the
statistical year book, but the hon. gentleman
"has informed the House that it is in
course of preparation and will be forth-
coming. With regard to the British
Board of Trade returns, the informa-
ation for 1889 and 1890 can be furnished :
the returns for 1891 are not so importunt,
with regard to the question that I propose to
ask. I do not wish the hon. leader of the
House to suppose that I am calling for any-
thing that would take months to prepare. I
ask for mnothing ‘that I could not furnish
myself in half a day, and I merely call for
these returns in order that they may have
the official stamp.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I sent the hon. gentle-
man’s motion to the department, and have
given the reply on the report as it veads. It
did appear to me that an enormous mass of
details is called for under the head of the
first paragraph. I would suggest to the hon.
gentleman that if he would send a note to
the departinent, or, better still, call at the
department and point out what would be
satisfactory to him. we will have great
pleasure in furnishing the information if it
can be done within a reasonable time.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—I think the House
ought to consider what is due to itself before
passing such a motion as this, after the ex-
planation that has been given by the Prime
Minister. It appears by his statement, and
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is acknowledged by the hon. gentleman who
makes the motion, that all this information
can be procured by any one who chooses to
Should we

all these details at an enormous expense,
according to the terms of the motion ?  If
we put on record such a motion as this we
should consider the effect of it on ourselves
as well as on the finances of the country. We
are occasionally exposed to attack, and we
ought to feel, at all events, when we are

rassailed that we are in the right; but could

has mistaken the object of the return that I %“'0 Justify having solemnly passed a resolu-

tion like this, imposing such a duty on the .
Government, when it is perfectly evident
from the hon. gentleman's explanation that
he can get all the facts from the blue-books
with very (little difficulty. Why should we
be asked, for instance, to pass a motion call-

from the British Board of Trade returns ?
Surely these retwrns are accessible to the
hon. gentleman ; he has only to walk to the
library to get them. We will be stultifyving
ourselves and establishing a bad precedent.
which may be acted upon hereafter, if we
adopt this motion. In saying this, I have
no desire that the information should be
withheld, but simply to keep ourselves riglit
in the matter of expense. I would not be
discharging my duty if I did not call the
attention of the House to the injury which
the adoption of this motion might cause us
in the future.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-—It is quite a wusual
thing ‘for the Govermnent, in accepting a
motion of this character, to define the limits
within which they will consider themselves
bound by it. It would be as well, perhaps,
to have requested the hon. gentleman to
amend his motion in accordance with the
explanation of the Prime Minister ; but as
the leader of the House has agreed to give
the information, subject to the conditions
mentioned, I do not suppose there is any
objection to the address being adopted.

The motion was agreed to.
THE BEHRING SEA SEIZURES.

ENQUIRY.
Hon. Mi. READ (Quinte) enquired

If the British or Canadian Government is
to bear the expense of indemnifving the



Bl'_iﬁSh sealers for damages sustained after
eing warned against killing seals on the
high sea last year ?

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—This matter has been
Under discussion between the two Govern-
ents, more or less, since the date at which
the order was made for the restriction of the
Filling of seals last vear. The correspondence
I8 not in a shape to be brought down, and I
am not myself in a position to explain ex-
actly the state of the negotiations, but I dare
Say my hon. friend will understand or divine
for himself the position which the Canadian
Government has taken on that question.

DEVELOPMENT OF THE SEA FISH-
ERIES BIILI.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. ABBOT'T moved the second read-
ing of Bin (3 “An Act .urther to amend
Chapter 96 of the Revised Statutes, intituled :
‘An Act to encourage the development of
the seg, fisheries, and the building of fishing
Vessels.’ ” He said : This is a short Bill to re-
Deal a clause in the Fisheries Act which had

0 found impracticable, and has fallen into
disuetude, and it ought not to remain on the
Statute book. The provision of the statute
88 it stands is, that a statement should be

d before both Houses of Parliament, show-

the mode in which it is proposed to dis-
Wibute the fisheries bounty the following
Year. It is found to be impossible to dis-
Cover the mode in which the bounty is to be
distributed until we know the mode of fish-
Ing that is to be adopted, and the purpose of
®Xercising a proper check upon the disposi-
tion of thig money it i# thought will be at-
taineq by the next clause of the Act, which
Tequires that a statement shall be submitted
% Parliament the following session.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do mnot propose to
OPDose the second reading of the Bill, but I
Presume that as this Bill is going through at
3 very early stage of the session, the hon.
Bentleman will let the committee stage stand
OvVer until next week.

The motion was ag"reed to, an' the Bill was

the sécond time.

DEPARTMENT OF MARINE AND FISH-
ERIES BILL.
SECOND READING.
iIlHon. Mr. ABBOTT moved the second road-
g of ?%m (12) “ An Act respecting the De-

Department of Marine |MARCIL 23, 1892| and Fisheries Bill.

67

partment of Marine and Fisheries.” He said :-
This is a Bill in reality to restore the Depart-
ment of Marine and Fisheries to its former
condition. It has practically been two de-
partments, and it is proposed to constitute it
one department again, having, of course,'jur-
isdiction over the two subjects, marine and
fisheries. That is really the only change
which is effected by this Bill

Hon. Mr. POWER—I do not suppose there
is to be any opposition to the second reading
of this Bill, but it is an instance of a
peculiar kind of legislation. The legislation
is apparently general in its character, but
anyone who looks beneath the surface will
see that this measure and the Act which it
proposes to repeal are both of a personal
character.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Personal ?

Hon. Mr. POWER—Yes. Tlhe gentleman
who was at one time Minister of Marine and
Fisheries had the department subdivided into
two branches, Marine and Fisheries. It was
understood amongst the Civil Service, and
amongst members of both Houses, that the
object of that division was to give to a
gentleman to whom that Minister of Marine
and Fisheries was rather partial, an im-
portant office. That gentleman was made
Deputy Minister of one of the branches, and
continued to be Deputy Minister of that
branch for some years ; but now, not a new
Pharoah, who did not know Joseph, but a
new Minister who Is not so much attached to
the particular Deputy in question, has arisen,
and he thinks it is desirable to eliminate the
Deputy Minister whom his predecessor had
looked upon with eyes of favour; and this
Bill is introduced for the purpose of eliminat-
ing the obnoxious deputy, the deputy in
question having a retiring allowance made to
him which will be a very considerable charge
on the public revenue at the same time. I
admit that I see no reason why there should.
be two departments, as it was found that
one deparmllent could do the work satis-
factorily ; and as the present Minister is an
energetic, painstaking and capable Minister,
the work of the Department is not likely to
suffer. However, I think it is just as well
that we should understand the character of
the legislation.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I cannot under-
stand the hon. gentleman’s remarks,
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remark, I cannot furnish the hon. gentleman
with understanding.

Hon. Mr., KAULBACH—The understanding
that the hon. gentleman has is one that he
ought not to possess. He should tell us the
motives that prompted the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries to bring these two departiments
into one again. It should be sufficient to my
hon. friend that it is considered wise, and in
the public interest, and less’ expensive to
amalgamate the two branches. If the hon.
gentleman would exercise his brains a little
more in studying out the working of the
Department it would be better than fishing
to find out something as to the relations
that exist between the officers of that
Department.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I think the remarks
of the hon. gentleman from Halifax will be
well understood by every hon gentleman in this
House. It is quite apparent to anyone who
looks at this question that the statement of
facts made by the hon. gentleman from
Halifax is confirmed by the legislation. I
have in my hands the Act which was passed
for the express purpose of appointing two
deputy heads when the Department was
divided, and it was well known at the time,
and was a matter of public notoriety, the
reasons for it, and the reasons for uniting
these branches again have been discussed in
the press, and I think every gentleman in
this Chamber perfectly understands the
whole question without our going into the
personal features of it.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Newspaper gossip.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I think my hon. friend
should change his phrase. He says “every
hon. gentleman perfectly understands.” I
think my hon. friend had better say that
some hon. gentlemen imagine these reasons
‘for the change in the Department. I must
confess I am one of those gentlemen that
do not understand the cause of the change
in the Department. If any hon. gentleman
wishes to investigate the cause of the change,
no one better than the gentleman opposite
knows how it can be brought about ; but I
can assure him and all hon. gentlemen that
the change in the constitution of this Depart-
ment was determined upon before any ques-
tion arose as to the performance of his duties
or the conduct of the late Deputy Minister.

Hon. Mr. POWER—If I may be allowed to

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

FEOLOGICAL SURVEY BILIL.
THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Coramittee
of the Whole on Bill (A) “ An Act to amend
the Act respecting the Departinent of the
Geological Survey.”

Hon. Mr. TASSE, from the committee, re-
ported the Bill without amendment.

The report was adopted, and the Bill was
then read the third time and passed.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I wish to say that the
remarkable speed with which this Bill has
gone through its final stage should not es-
tablish a precedent. I think the Bill should
not have been read the third time immediate-
ly after being reported from committee.

Houn. Mi. ABBOTT--Since I have been in
the House I have never heard an objection
raised to a Bill being read the third time
after being reported without amendment,
when no objection was raised to it.

THE WRIGHT DIVORCE BILL.

REPORT REFERRED BACK TO COMMITTEE.

The Order of the Day having been read for
consideration of the second report of the
Select Committee on divorce in re the petition
of James Wright,

Hon. Mr. GOWAN said: When my hon.
friend from Halifax yesterday referred to the
Cox Divorce Bill I had an imperfect recollec-
tion of it, but I had sufficient knowledge of it
to convince me that it was disposed of upon
more substantial grounds than those on which
he thought it was, and since then, on looking
into the case, I find that it is very dis-
tinguishable from that now before us. The
matter of advertisement was not the main
point to which objection was taken ; it was
only an incidental point. The service of the
notice was radically defective in many par-
ticulars, as will be seen when I read a portion
of what Sir Alexander Campbell, the leader
of the Government, said :

“T think in a case of this kind where the
notice is ‘not complete or satisfactory, and
where the identification is not thorough, ‘we
should exercise 'extreme care. I have read
these papers again, because I was anxious to
facilitate my hon. friend in the matter if I
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could, and it does not appear to me that this
Notice which was served on Mrs, Cox is a
true copy, or a copy at all, of the notice
Which appeared in the Gazette; nelther
Would it be possible, I think, to prefer satis-
fﬂ(!torily an accusation of perjury or false
declaration against the person who makes
the original declaration of service, because,
although I dare say he served it, his declara-
tion i3 made before a notary public in the
United States, which is not provided for in
the statute ; so the evidence of notice served
on the parties is not satisfactory.”
In the case now before us the afidavit of
Service is made before a public functionary
in Canada, and the person who made the
afidavit of service says that the respondent
told him that she had Deen married to the
Detitioner, and that she had left him, and
ever since veen living with one Soper as
his wife, and had several children by him.
Cel‘tainly there could be no want of know-
ledge on her part that these divorce proceed-
Ings were going on. But my hon. friend pre-
Sumes that she was reading the papers and
knew that the published notice was short in
Doint of time. When she was served in Feb-
Tfuary last, it is strange that no reference
Was made by her to any want of notice. The
objeet of this requirement of publication of
Notice is to inform the parties interested, and
0 inform the public of the proceeding. My
bon. friend has taken this objection. All I
¢an say is, that ‘the committee considered the
Inatter fully, and were satistied by the evi-
dence before them that what was done was
all that was substantially necessary, under
Our rules, to bring home notice to the party
affectad, and to give full notice to the public.
PT\Y hon. friend opposite has very strong feel-
Ing in these matters, and I deeply respect
the honest convictions of any and every man;
but we live in a mixed community and there
.Are those in this House, and a large
Dumber outside of this House, who do
Dot geq any wroug in divoerce, and do not
thh}k it contrary to the law of God to assert
their right to obtain divorce under the
Sanetion of the British North America Act.
My hon. friend would not like to see Parlia-
Nent divest itself of the power to grant
divorce, and hand it over to a court. He
Would not like to see divorce made part of
nhe general law of Canada, which it is not
d(e)lw’ but which it would be if it were
th €gated to the courts. While parties have
© Tight to come here, I think they should
Teceived with reasonable consideration,

and ought not to be unnecessarily interfered
with in their efforts to obtain relief. If the
parties who seek for divorces find that they
are subject to upsets of this kind, 1 think my
hon. friend from .British Columbia (Mr. Mac
donald) would find more supporters than he
secured last year for a Bill to establish a
divorce court, if he should think proper to re-
introduce such a measure, However, I have
no feeling-in the matter, and my object has
simply been to show that the committee have
endeavoured conscientiously and honestly to
do their best in the interests of justice. I
quite understand the position of a committee
of this House ; we are but the creatures of
the Senate, and our conduct may or may not
be approved, and I am quite prepared to
submit with igood grace to whatever the
House may decide ; or if my hon. friend who
has charge of the Bill thinks that there would
be no injury to the petitioner in the matter
by reason of putting off the consideration
of this report for a short time until the
regular notice can literally be completed,
I have not the slightest objection, per-
sonally, to have the report referred back
to the committee again. 1 leave the
matter entirely in the hands of the House.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I am glad to hear the
hon. chairman of the committee express the
opinion that, under all the circumstances,
he would have no objection to allowing this
Bill to be referred back to the committee to
wait there wuntil the required notice has
expired. I .think that is a better way
altogether. The hon. gentleman made some
reference to my views on divorce. I can
assure him that whatever my individual
views on the subject’ of divorce may Dbe,
I would not do anything to try to interpose
technical objections where the rules of the
House had been complied with. But suppose
the thing which the hon. gentleman hopes
will not take place should happen, and that
this matter of divorce was to be handed over
to a court, does the hon. gentleman not think
that a court would require that its rules with
respect to service of the notice, &c.. should be
strictly complied with ?

Hon. Mr. GOWAN—Certainly ; substantially -
complied with.

Hon. Mr. POWER—AIl that I ask is that
the rules of the House with respect to
notice shall be strictly complied with. The
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hon. gentleman read the concluding portion of
a speech made by his former leader,
then Minister of Justice, in the case
of the Cox Divorce Bill. I did not read
that part of Sir Alexander Campbell’s speech,
for thisreason : On one day (I think Friday)
Nir Alexander Campbell called the attention
of the hon. gentleman from Alma division
to the fact that the notice was short, and on
the second day, when he made the speech,
the latter part of which the hon. gentleman
has quoted, he dealt solely with the question
of notice, and having expressed a strong
opinion that owing to the fact that the notice
was not sufficient the petition should not be
proceeded with, he went on to give these
additional reasons ; but the portion of Sir
Alexander's speech which I quoted dealt
solely with the question of notice. The
hon. gentleman has met the difficulty by
expressing his willingness to let the report be
referred back to the committee and wait until
the notice has matured. I move that the Bill
be referred back to the committee for further
consideration.

Hon. Mr® CLEMOW-—I regret that the hon.
gentleman from Halifax should continue his
opposition to this Bill, seeing that although a
slight irregularity has taken place, it is not of
a character to affect the general principle.
The notice has been published six months in
the Canada (fazette, and the only party in-
terested has been personally served. I cannot
understand why any further delay should
oceur. If this report is referred back, no
turther step can be taken for the next
fourteen or fifteen days, and that may imperil

the passage of the Bill. We know that
hregularities oceur frequently in  these
matters —that often the time of a

private Bill is extended—uand if we raise these
little technical difficulties on every oceasion 1
do not know where we will end. I hope the
hon. gentleman will give way and let the
Bill take its course. If he does not, of
course I do not intend to divide the House
on the subject. I know that he is right
technically, and if I could see any injury
that could be occasioned by the adoption of
this report now, I should not ask for it.
Possibly we will have a very short session,
and by delaying the Bill we may deprive
this unfortunate man of the relief that he
seeks from the Senate.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE—If this Bill were
in the public interest a case might be made

ouk for setting aside the rules, but I under-
stand that a majority of the Senate, though
in favour of divorce, is inclined to discourage
these Bills. Now, if we are not to encourage
divorce Bills, we must demand in all cases
that our rules be strictly complied with, and
I think, therefore, that this Bill should be
referred back to the committee.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I should be glad to do
anything I could to oblige the hon. gentle-
man from Rideau division. There is no mem-
ber of this House that I would rather oblige,
but seeing that my objection is based alto-
gether on the action taken by the hon. gen-
tleman who was his leader in this House for
many years, a high legal authority, he could
not expect me to depart from that good ex-
ample, even at his request.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 4.20 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottarca, Thiersday, Maveh 24th, 189.2.
The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 o'clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings.

AN ADJOURNMENT.

MOTION.
Hon. Mr. LANDRY moved—

That when the House adjourns this day it
do stand adjourned until Tuesday, the 20th
inst., at 3 o'clock in the afternoon.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH — My hon. friend
should give us some reasons for this adjourn-
ment. I see in the other House they have
decided to adjowrn over until Monday, and

the same might be done here, The hon.
gentleman’s  proposal seems unreasonable.

We have been in session for a month now,
and we should have some work before us to
do. I move in amendment that when the
House adjourns to-day. it stand adjourned
until 8 o’clock on Monday evening.

Hon. Mr. VIDAIL—It has heen an invari-
able and, I think, a proper custom in this
Senate, before agreeing to an adjournment
beyond the ordinary routine, to know frowm
the leader of the House whether the public
business would be at all injured by the ad-
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Journment. It is very essential that we
should hear from the hon. Premier whether,
in his opinion, the House should meet before
the time suggested.

Hon. Mi. ABBOTT-I was about, when
my hon. friend rose, to say what I thought
about the motion and its amendment. I am
not disposed to favour the adjournment over
Mmldu_v; I should have preferred to see the
adjournment until Monday at 3 o'clock,
hecause, in point of fact, to-day is private
Mmembers’ day in the House of Commons, and
We shall probably have some Bills on Mon-
day from both private members and the
Government. Then there is this debate,
Which commences this afternoon, I hope
it will be over by six o’clock ; but I do not
know that it will be, and if we adjown it
Will delay the conclusion of the debate. The
amendment certainly has some reason for it,
because gentlemen from Ontario would have
fO leave home on Sunday evening to be here
In time for Monday at 3 o'clock, but they can
aArrive here in time for the evening session
by leaving on Monday morning.

Hon. Mr. PELLETIER — Members from
Quebec would have the same difficulty ; they
Would have to leave Sunday evening to be
here in time.

Hon, Mr. MILLER—These adjournments
are always for the benefit and pleasure of
gentlemen who live near the capital. They
are not at all pleasant to members from
other parts of the Dominion, who have to
Stay here, and if hon. gentlemen only knew
h.OW lonely we feel, how we miss their so-
Clety when they go, they would not inflict us
With this sort of thing too frequently.

The amendment was agreed to.

THE AIKINS DIVORCE BILL.
FIFTII REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON DIVORCE.

.Hon. Mr. GOWAN, from the Select Com-
Mittee on Divorce, presented the fifth report,
Which was read at the Table, as follows :—

“ With respect to the Bill intituled : * An
Ct for the relief of James Albert Manning
8, your committee having carefully con-
iSidered all the circumstances of the case, and
t having been shown in evidence before
em that it will be impracticable to serve a
©Opy of the said Bill, and notice of the second
;Pading thereof, upon the respondent person-
4Y, recommends that service thereof may

be made by mailing the same post paid and
registered, addressed to Mary Bertha Aikins,
care of each of the following parties, viz:
T. E. McLelan, Truro, N.S.; Gordon W. Mec-
Lelan, St. Catharines, Ont. ; Mrs. A. W. Mec-
Lelan, Truro, N.S.; C. W. Blanchard, box
139, laredo, Texas : and also by addressing
copies thereof to the said four persons re-
spectively.”

He said : In this  case application was
made to the committee, under the Rule . to

be allowed to make substitutional service.
The committee found that it came fairly
within the termns of the rule. After personal
service was made upon the respondent, she
and her alleged paramour went to Mexico,
and it is purposed in this application ta allow
service to be made upon two of her brothers,
and upon her mother, and addressed to her-
self in Mexico, where it is supposed she is,
and where one of her relatives said she might
be found. I move the adoption of the report.

The meotion was agreed to.

THE MEAD DIVORCE BILIL.
SIXTH REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN, from the Select Com-
mittee on Divoree, presented the sixth report,
which was read at the Table, as follows :—

“ With respect to a Bill intituled : ‘ An Act
for the reliet of Herbert Remmington Mead,’
vour committee have carefully considered all
the circumstances of the case, and it having
been shown in evidence before them that it
will be impracticable to serve a copy of the
said Bill, and notice of the second reading
thereof, upon the respondent personally, re-
commends that service thereof may be made
by mailing the same post paid and registered
addressed to Mrs. B. M. Morris, care of J.
M. Harris, Rancher, Halbut, Montana ; and
to B. M., care of Dr. McFarlane, 21 Teaven-
worth street, Waterbury ; and to the said
1. McFarlane.”

He said : This is a case coming under the
same rule as the previous one. The respond-
ent was served personally with notice of the
application. She is now living under a
feigned name in the United States, and can-
not be served personally withi a notice of the
second reading of the Bill. The committee,
therefore, recommend that the same course
be followed as reconmended in the previous -
case, that there shall be a substitutional ser-
vice.

Hon. Mi. POWER—I did not ecatch the
reason given by the hon. chairman of the




72

committee for not having personally served
in this case. I understand the reason in the
other case was a satisfactory one, that the
parties had taken ship for some unknown
port, but in this case I do not understand
that that is the fact. I understand that the
party is living in a civilized country, and I
do not think there is any reason why the
rule should be dispensed with.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN—-It was with the very
greatest difficulty that she was found before
and when her agent. or the person who
knew her, gave the information as to where
she was and the initials by which to address
her, a letter and notice was sent. Fortunate-
ly she answered that by saying that she had
received notice ; otherwise it would not be
known where she was. There is ample
ground to warrant substitutional service.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon gentleman
has not stated what the insuperable difficulty
is in the way of serving the respondent. I
understand she is living in one of the
Western States. It is sometimes diflicult to
serve a notice in a mining camp, but this lady
is not living in a mining country.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-—It was proved
before the committee that she has changed
her place of abode and it is not known
where she is.

The motion was agreed to.

THE CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS OF THE
SENATE.

FIRST REPORT ADOPTED.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinte) moved the adop-
tion of the first report of the Select (Com-
mittee on Contingent Accounts of the Senate.
He said: This report recommends that
the quorumn of the committee be reduced to
nine members, and that William Tubman,
John Whitmore and William O'Neil be ap-
pointed sessional messengers, and that John
W. M. Wilson be appointed page. From the
resignation of one messenger, the incapacity
of another and one vacancy, it was found
necessary that these three messengers should
be appointed.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—The resignation of two
messengers.

Hon. Mr. READ—The hon. gentleman is
correct. Then there is the recommendation
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that John W. M. Wilson be appointe:d page to
fill a vacancy on the statf.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I did not know of
any such vacancy. I understood the number
of pages was five.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It was five last session.
I do not know that there is any necessity for
the appointment of another page. I think
we have enough, and from my knowledge of
the House I should think we have also a
sufficient number of messengers to do the
work.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—There is no addition
to the messengers.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—There are three
appoitited.
Hon. Mr. MILLER —In the places of

Robitaille, Wilson and O'Brien.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I understood the
chairman of the committee to say there were
only two resignations. Unless some necessity
can he shown for the appointment of the
additional page I shall move that the report.
be referred back to the committee for
amendment. '

Hon. Mr. MILLER—The committee decided
almost unanimously that it would be advisable *
to appoint another page, as two of the
pages must go off before next session.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—1 have often been
struck with the number of pages idling about,
It these lads could have their education
going on—if the English pages could be
learning French and the French pages learn-
ing English—it would be better than to have
them doing nothing. 1 think it is Isauc
Watts who says that “Satan finds Kome
mischief still for idle hands to do." I think,
without any great expense, some of the senior
clerks about the House could be appointed
to give those pages lessons,

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Last session and the
session  Dbefore, the Contingent  Committee
before making any appointinents, gave notice
to its members of the intention to do so.
That is & most convenient rule, and one which
should be followed. We had five pages last
session, and we found them sufficient. The
rule was that half of them were out of the
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House, but we were able to get on with those
that remained.
The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 4 o'clock.

THE SENATE.

Ottarca, Monday, March 28th, 159..
The SPEA.KER took the Chair at 8 p. m.
Prayers and routine proceedings.

MARINE AND FISHERIES BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE.

The House resolved itself into a Committee
of the Whole on Bill (12) “ An Act respecting
the Departinent of Marine and Fisheries.”

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED, from the committee,
Teported the Bill without amendment.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I hope the hon. Premier
Wil let the third reading stand until to-
Morrow. I was under the impression that
It was a Bill of one clause, repealing the Act
Passed a few years ago, and putting things
a8 they were ; but I see it is a Bill of some
leﬂgth, and contains a good many important
Provisions. ,

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved that the Bill be
- Tead the third time to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.
The Senate adjourned at 8.20 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottarva, Puesday, March 29th, 189.2.
The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 o'clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILL INTRODUCED.

TBiﬂ (E) “ An Act to amend the North-West
erritories Act.” (Mr. Abbott.)

THE DISPUTE BETWEEN NEWFOUND.
LAND AND CANADA.
MOTIQN.
Hon. Mr. BOULTON moved—

H'imm an humble Address be presented to
S Excellency the Governor General : pray-

ing that His Excellency will cause to be laid
before this House any Wrders in Council or
letters of instruction directing the customs
authorities to put in force against the people
of Newfoundland the tariff of 1885, which
imposed duties upon their fish, and any
other papers or documents relative to the
matters now in dispute between the Gov-
ernments of Canada and Newfoundland.

Hea said: In bringing before this hon.
House the request that I have proposed to
prefer to the First Minister to-day, I desire to
explain the point of view from which I re-
gand the points in dispute between Canada
and Newfoundland. I think that none of us
can help regretting that there should be any
dispute between our two countries, and if we
can throw any light upon the subject that
will enable us in Canada to mend matters,
and bring about an amicable settlement of
the existing trouble, it will redound to the
credit of Canada, and to the credit of the
British Empire at large. In order to present
the case intelligently it is necessary to go
back to the origin of the points at issue. The
questions that have been agitating the Island
of Newfoundland are in regard to the treaty
rights which were accorded to French fisher-
men under theg treaty of Utrecht, and subse-
quent treaties. The people of Newfoundland
are dependent entirely upon the fishing in-
dustry. They have not the diversified indus-
tries of Canada, and therefore, it is necessary
for them to protect their fishery rights to the
very best of their ability. They labour under
two difficulties—the treaty rights which were
accorded to French fishermen many years
ago, and the action which the French fisher-

‘men have taken under those rights to en-

croach upon the people of Newfoundland
have made them feel the necessity of defend-
ing themselves. I probably could not explain
better what those rights are than by reading
an extract from a despatch of Lord Knuts-
ford to Governor Sir Terrence O'Brien,
dated 10th November, 1890, which gives an
epitome to 'a certain extent of what the
Newfoundland Government complains of,
Lord Xnutsford quotes to Sir Terrence
O’Brien his view of the case as laid before
him by the Newfoundland delegates :

“ 4, The delegates contended that it is not
possible, by any reasonable interpretation of
the declaration of 1783, to hold that British
settlements are to be excluded from some
hundreds of miles of coast line, in order that
at some few places French fishermen may
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be enabled to erect wooden stages for drying
fish ; and they urged that while the treaty
shore is under that declaration. at present
closed to British subjects, the ¥French have
been allowed to exceed the privileges granted
by the same declaration. They pointed out,
moreover, that the Islands of Nt. Pierre and
Miquelon, which were ceded *for the purpose
of serving as a real shelter for French fisher-
neny, and which were not to become an object
of jealousy between the two nations,” have
been armed., and made a commercial port
for the collection and transhipment to Europe
of fish, on which, under a system most in-
jurious to the colonial ‘trade, bounties are
granted from French funds even when it is
consumed outside the French dominions ;
and. further, that they have become a base
for constant smuggling by French subjects.
while the French Government have refused
to admit a British consular officer to reside
there, whose presence would to some extent
be a check upon this illicit trafiic.

“3. It was also represented that while any-
thing in the nature of a British fixed es-
tablishment is made the subject of protest
and complaint by the French Govermment
and its naval ofticers, French buildings and
a permanent French establishment have been
in existence at Le Croc for many years ; that
this  establishment contains store houses,
gardens for raising vegetables, and places
for keeping cattle ; and that it is maintained
not by any French tishermen, but by the
French Government for the use of its navy,
while by the treaty the French are bound
not to erect any 'buildings °besides stages
made of boards, and huts necessary and
usual for the drying of fish.’

“6. I am not aware that the existence of
this establishment has previously been the
subject of a special complaint from the colony,
and I have made enquiry from the Lords
Commissioners of the Admiralty as to the in-
formation in that department respecting it. -

“7. By my despatch of the 24th June I have
already made you aware that Her Majesty's
Government are fully alive to the disadvant-
age under which the people of Newfoundland
labour, owing to the existence of the ancient
treaties and engagements relating to the fish-
eries, and that they will do their best to give
effect to any reasonable wishes of the colon-
ists in regard to them: but it must be re-
membered that Her Majesty’s (Government
cannot force upon a friendly power the re-
nunciation of its treaty rights, nor compel
the acceptance of an interpretation of those
rights which Her Majesty's Government up-
hold. but which is at direct variance with
the interpretation upheld by that power. I
also stated that Her Majesty’s Government
feel confident that. in these circumstanees,
the people of Newfoundland will recognize
the difficulties which at present surround the
fishery question, and will, on further con-
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sideration, perceive that the conclusion of a
strietly temporary modus rirendi, such as
has been agreed upon, involving as it does,
no surrender of British rights and no admis-
sion of new French claims, was the best
course which was open to Her Majesty's
Government, both to avert possible collisions
on the coast of the colony and to give time
for negotiating with the Government of
France such a solution of the questions at
issue as may result in a permanent and, it is
hoped, satisfactory settlement.”

Now, hon. gentlemen, that is ap epitome of
the statement of the case on the part of the
Newfoundland delegates who waited upon
the Imperial Government to point out the
disabilities under which their people laboured
and to ask the Imperial Government to take
such steps as would relieve the colony and the
fishermen of the colony from those disabilities.
In addition to the tgrritorial encroachments
one of the greatest difficulties that they had
to contend ‘with was the giving of bounties
to French fishermen by the Government of
France to induce the export of fish—bounties
which amounted to 10 francs per quintal, or
about $2 per quintal of a bounty to French
fishermen who exported fish from St. Pierre
and Miquelon, .I will give you tigures here
to show how the fishing interests of the
French fishermen were increased under that
system from the year 1878 to 1886, the year
when the Bait Act was first passed, an Act that
was passed to enable Newfoundiand fisher-
men to compete with the French fishermen
under that bounty system. In 1878 the
number of quintals of fish which were ex-
ported from St. Pierre and Miquelon, caught
by French fishermen, was 403,000, and that
increased in 1886 to 1,148,000 quintals,
valued by St. Pierre returns at 20 francs
ber quintal, which amounts in value to $1,-
600,000 in 1878 and $4,594,000 in 1886. In
looking over the Newfoundland Year Book I
find that in 1889 the total yield of the New-
foundland fisheries was $6,371,304 ; the yield
of the Nova Scotia fisheries for the same
year was $6,346,000 ; the yield of the New
Brunswick fisheries was $3,067,000 ; of the
Prince Edward Island fisheries, $886,000, and
of Quebec, $1,876,194. Hon. gentlemen will
see by that that under the bounty system the
French fishermen had very nearly increased
their catch of fish to the same figure as the
Newfoundland fisheries, and as the Nova
Scotia fisheries ; they exceeded the New
Brunswick fisheries, and they exceeded the
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Prince Edward Island and Quebec tisheries,
and they entered into competition with our
OWn people to that extent in the catching of
fish on the vanks of Newfoundland, and very
Dearly levelled up with them as to the yield
under the system of bounties. You can
easily understand that when a set of fisher-
Inen have a bounty of 10 francs per quintal
granted them it is a great incentive to in-
Crease their output, and it enables the fisher-
‘flf'n who get that bounty to undersell our
fishermen who have to compete with them in
the same markets in Spain, the West Indies,
and elsewhere ; and to that extent it would
depreciate the value of the Newfoundland
and Canadian fisheries, and prove an ob-
Stacle to their development, and to the wel-
fare or the Island of Newfoundland, which
?" dependent entirely upon the fisheries for
its industry and its support. The only way
the people of Newfoundland could combat
that position, brought about by ‘the ibounty
System, was to pass a Bait Act, because it is
Decessary for French fishermen, in order
that they may prosecute their fisheries with
Advantage, that they should have bait. They
ave first to secure bait and then they go on
the banks, and with that bait ‘catch; codfish';
but if they cannot get bait they cannot pro-
Secute their fishing to advantage, so the legis-
lature of Newfoundland passed an Act to
brohibit the people of Newfoundland from
Selling Dait to the French tishermen, or to
the United States fishermen, from whose
Markets they were excluded. This bait is
‘Aught within three miles of the shore,
bey(md the limit in which fishermen of
fOl'edgn nations can fish ; therefore, by
Dassing the Act prohibiting their people
from catching bait and selling to the
French fishermen they hoped to coerce
them into equal terms. The Bait Act
Virtually forbids the Newfoundland fish-
Smen from selling bait to the French
fishermen. The correspondence goes on to
Show that they had no intention that this
Bait Act should operate against Canadian
Slermen, and should work no injury to the
Yights of Canadian fishermen, who were
always accorded equal privileges in New-
i"’“ndland waters, and this Bait Act did not
Dtend to interfere with those rights. The
l‘:"“’foundla,nd Government trusted that the
ﬂW Which they passed would be met in the
tght spirit by Canadian fishermen and that

Wwould be supported, and that Canadian

fishermen would be prohibited, for the very
same reason that Newfoundland fishermen
were prohibited from selling bait to the
French fishermen, with a view to protect .
their own interest, as they considered it
was the interest of the Canadian Govern-
ment to protect their fishermen in the same
way. But, unfortunafely, it was not looked
upon by the Canadian Government in the same
light, and no steps were taken to carry out
the Bait Act and co-operate with Newfound-
land in carrying out that Act; the Govern-
ment of Newfoundland, therefore, found that
they were at a disadvantage in carrying out
the Bait Act. Canadian fishermen are able
to catch bait within the 3-mile limit on
their own shore and have the power to sell
to ‘French fishermen. They also have the
power to catch bait within the 3-mile limit
of Newfoundland and sell that bait to the
French fishermen, and are beyond the juris-
diction and beyond the control of the New-
foundland Government in that respect.
Newfoundland had no power to interfere
without the concanrrence of the Canadian
Government. That, of course, threw the
trade of bait fishing into the hands of
Canadian fishermen or United States’ fisher-
men, who received licenses which were
acknowledged in Newfoundland waters, and
destroyed the advantages that  the New-
foundland fishermen should have enjoyed,
because they were forbidden by the laws of
Newfoundland, under the penalty of im-
prisonment and forfeiture of their fishing
boats and gear, from selling bait to French
fishermen. The Bait Act of Newfoundland
was passed in 1886. Then, I presume, on the
representation of Canada it was disallowed
by the Imperial Government. It was re-
enacted in 1887, and then a long correspond-
ence ensued between the Canadian Govern-
ment and the Imperial authorities as to the
rights of Canada in permitting that Bait Act
to go upon the Statute-book. In 1889, in
consequence, as I said before, of the feeling
on the part of the Newfoundland Govern-
ment that the Bait Act was not being
properly administered, and that it was beyond
their power to administer it properly as it
then stood, they passed another Act from
which I will read an extract. The substance
of this Bait Act passed in 1889, which was
the Third Act put on the Statute-book, was
as follows :(—

“All foreign and British vessels not belong-
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ing to this colony which require bait from
our coasts for the prosecution of the cod
fishery can only obtain it on taking out a
license at an ordinary port of entry and
- giving bond in the sum of $1,000 that the
bait shall be used bond fide for the purpose
for which it is obtained. This license is
issued upon the payment of a fee of $1 per
ton, and entitles the holder to purchase bait
for three weeks, but only to the extent of
one barrel per ton register. Should fresh
supplies of bait be required after the expira-
tion of three weeks the vessel must re-enter
at a customns port, and again take out a
license on similar terms to the first, and so
on through the fishing season. Like dues
will, of course, be exacted as heretofore.”

The Colonial Secretary of Newfoundland,
under date 15th April, 1890, in conveying
information as to the terms of the Act to the

Dominion Government, stated that the
Executlve Council deemed it desirable that
the Govermment of Canada should be in-

formed as to the ocourse that has been de-
cided apon for the carrying out of the Bait
Act of this colony during the ensuing tishing
season, so that the vessels arriving from the
Dominion may be prepared for the change
which it has been found necessary to adopt
in order to ensure that the intention of the
Legislature should, as far as possible, be
attained. It was further stated that it was
not deemed necessary to remind the Cana-
dian Government of the circumstances under
which the Bait Act was passed ; but. in ex-
planation of the procedure adopted, it was
stated to have been found impossible to so
effectively carry out the law as to stop the
French obtaining what they required, whilst
the United States vessels under the modux
mrendi, and British ships not of this colony,
and over which it could exercise but scant
control, were permitted to come to its shores,
and take full supplies, which, in many cases
found their way to St. Pierre. It is further
stated that the Government had no alterna-
tive but to put all outside vessels on the same
footing, thus securing to Newfoundiand the
advantages of the trade that others were
cengaged in at its expense, and limtting, as
m: as practicable, the destruction of its bait
fishes.

In that Act is contained the policy of the
Newfoundland Government. There they give
the Canadian Government the reasons why
they have felt it necessary to impose a
licenge and to require Canadian vessels which
before this had all the privileges of going
within the 3-mile limit, and fishing con-
currently with Newfoundland fishermen with-
out license and without charge; but now it
became necessary, in order to carry out their
policy, to impose a license on Canadian fish-
ermen. - The Canadian Government had

urged upon the Imperial Government to dis-
allow the Bait Act in 1887, and gave reasons
why it should not be sanctioned, and the
Newfoundland Government at that time
stated that it was not against Canada that
this Act was being imposed. The following
correspondence, an extract of which I give,
shows the intentions of the Newfoundland
Government :—

(Extract from report of Marine and Fisheries.)

“It is to be further observed that Sir G.
Wm. Des Voeux, Governor of Newfoundland,
in his despatch of the 14th January, 1887,
addressed to the Right Honourable Her
Majesty’'s Principal Secretary of :State - for
the Colonies. when urging the allowance of
this Bill, argued entirely upon the grounds
that it was aimed solely against foreign
fishermen, and Sir G. Wm. Des Voeux, in
this despatch, stated :

“T may mention that every day's delay is
causing loss to this colony, in restricting
preparations for next season's fishing, for
the allowance of this Bill would be at once
followed by a large increase in the number
of British vessels employed in bank fishing.
and even now it is too late, in some cases,
for arrangements that would enable advant-
age to be taken of the earliest portion of the
Seasol.

“ ¢ Moreover, it is only fair to the French
that if they are to be prohibited from obtain-
ing bait here during the coming season, they
should be made aware of the fact at once, in
order that they may restrict their operatious
accordingly, it being probable, as regards
the large number of vessels which annually
leave France for these fishing grounds, that
preparations are being made already for their
dispatch. in order to enable them to obtain
bait and commence fishing at the beginning
of April; and thus, not merely in the
interests of this colony and Canada, but for
the sake of international comity, 1 would re-
spectfully urge that in the absence of a fixed
decision against this measure the delay which
has already taken place in respect of its
allowance should not be further prolonged.’

“Tpon the 20th April, 1887, the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries received at Ottatwva
the following telegram from the Government
of Newfoundland :—

“¢\We learn with surprise and regret that
vour Government apprehend our Bait Act
will interfere with Canadian fishermen. - I
am authorized to give you fullest assurance
no interference or hinderance whatever of
Canadian fishermen contemplated. Act ne-
cessarily framed so as to confer upon
Governor discretionary powers in granting
licenses to sell or export bait,‘our only object
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being to prevent supply to foreign subsidized
Ivals.  Fullest rights and privileges of all
British fishermen to take or purchase for
their own use, as hitherto enjoyed, will be
Maintained  Please communicate this in-
fomlation to your representative or agents
I London, to remove objection to our Act
and promote Royal assent.’

“ (Signed) Attorney General.”

That was when the original correspondence
took place in regard to the first imposition of
the Bait Act ; the first Bait Act of 1886 was
disallowed, and then the Bait Act of 1887
Was passed. and it was to secure the disal-
lowance of this second Act, I presume, that
the Canadian Government were pressing the
claims of Canada. It was upon these
frounds that the Canadian Government felt
that the Government of Newfoundland had
treated (anadian fishermen unfairly. I
think on enquiry as to that particular des-
DPatch from the Attorney General of New-
foundland, dated April 20, 1887, which is the
One that we depend upon to show the
8round we had to stand upon, it will be
found that the stand the Government of
Newfoundland took in 1891 has not heern un-
Justifiable on their part to insure the carry-
ing out of their policy. If they felt they were
Dot able to carry out the purpose of the law
Which they had enacted for the protection of
their fishermen without imposing a license
Tee upon Canadian fishermen. there is noth-
Ing in this clause that would prevent them
from doing that without a charge of break-
Ing faith being preferred against them, be-
Cause you will see that the telegram states :

“ Act necessarily framed so as to confer
Upon Governor discretionary powers in grant-
Ing Jicenses to sell or export bait, our only
objecy being to prevent supply to foreign sub-
Sidized rivale”

Now, it they found they could not, under the

Bait Act which they had pased, prevent the

‘Supplying of bait to foreign subsidized rivals,

they were justified in taking such steps as

Would enable them to do so. We have no

Serious ground of complaint against them on
t score, The despatch goes on to say :

a “ Fullest rights and privileges of all British
shermen to take or purchase for their own

Use, as hitherto, will be maintained.”

You see there what was reserved to Cana-
dian fishermen under that notification from
the Attorney General of Newfoundland was

‘circumstances.

that any bait fishes that they required to
prosecute their own fisheries, for their own
use, they would be at full liberty to take
within the 3-mile limit of the Newfoundland
ooast, but of course it did not intend to convey
to them the right of taking bait within the
3-mile limit of the Newfoundland coast and
sell it to the fishermen of St. Pierre in con-
tradistinction to the policy of the Newfound-
land Government. Then it would rest en-
tirely upon the assumption that such a con-
travention of the policy of the Newfoundland
Government had taken place on the part of
the Canadian fishermen. If the Canadian
fishermen did not sell to the French fishermen
at St. Plerre it would appear to e an
unfriendly act.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—Is the hon. gentleman
aware that the Canadian Department of
Marine and Fisheries has challenged the
Newfoundland Government to produce a
single instance in which a Canadian fisherman
has violated the terms of the Act by selling
bait to the French ? They are yet without
an answer to the challenge.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I am aware of that,
but it appears to be a case of non-inter-
course. There was a return also called for of
certain moneys that were jointly to be
accounted for as license fees. The New-
foundland Government refused to give any
answer and it seems to me that we have got
into relations with our sister colony which
really means non-intercourse. You cannot
blame the people of Newfoundland for not
answering a challenge of that sort under the
I propose to read from the
report of Captain Sir Baldwin Walker, who
was sent by the Imperial Government to
enquire into the working of the Bait Act,
an extract to show you that there was a
certain amount of justification for the feeling
that the Newfoundland fishermen had with
regard to the matter. When I come to it you
will see what he says on the subject. The
Newfoundland people went to a great deal
of trouble to secure our co-operation. I
recollect: they came to'Canada and waited on
the Boards of Trade of Montreal, Hamilton,
Halifax, Toronto and other places. They
sent round a pamphlet, a copy of which I
received as a member of this House, I
believe, setting forth their claims, and they
showed every disposition to enlist the
sympathies of Canada on their behalf, but ap-
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parently without effect, and it was not until
they had exhausted every reasonable means
in their power to obtain the co-operation of the
Canadian Government in the policy that they
had entertained, that they took the stand
which they did in 1890, and imposed license
fees upon Canadian fishermen. As I said
before, it is necessary to produce some
evidence in order to try and bring about an
amicable settlement between the colony of
Newfoundland and the Dominion in regard to
this matter—some facts to show how far we
were justified or the colony of Newfoundland
was justified in the positions respectively
taken, and how far concessions should Dbe
made on either side. Captain Sir Baldwin
Walker, of H. M. S. “ Emerald,” was sent by
the British Government to enquire into the
working of the Bait Act and the French

Treaty claims, and he furnished a very
interesting and voluminous report, which

gives a great deal of valuable information,
but the reference that it contains to Canada
is in the clause which I am about to read.
He desires to show the difficulties of carrying
out the Bait Act on the coasts of the Island
of Newfoundland, where fogs and storms
prevail and few shelters are to be found,
Then he goes on to say :

“The next point to be considered is the
carrying out of the Act and the difficulties
and expense of successfully administering
the Act.

“The numerous systematic evasions on a
large scale, which I have satistied myself did
actually take place, rendered easy by the
laxity of the custom house system in New-
foundland, and also either by connivance or
neglect in Canada, caused the incidence to be
very much less onerous on the French, who
have in consequence been able to obtain a
great deal more bait than Newfoundland is
willing to allow, and each year their ar-
rangements for evading and otherwise ob-
tz;,lning what they require are more com-
ple ‘n

Now, hon. gentlemen, you have there the re-
port of Captain Walker to the Imperial Gov-
ernment, made after visiting the fishing
grounds, and ascertaining by personal obser-
vation and |contact with the fishermen of the
island, and all those engaged in that indus-
try, the result of his observation being that
either by the connivance or the neglect of
Canada difficulties were thrown in the. way
of the Newfoundland Government in carry-
ing out the policy that they had imstituted
for the protection of their own fisheries un-
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der the Bait Act. I think there would be
quite sufficient justification in view of that
report, for the Government of Newfoundland
to take the measures they did take to enable
them to carry out their policy under the fish-
ing licenses, and I think we should not take
umbrage at their action in the matter, and
that we should not have retaliated as we
have done on a colony which is struggling
ta defend its rights, and to protect its indus-
try from unfair competition. Taking their
view from that standpoint alone we should
approach this subject in an amicable and
friendly spirit on our part, seeking to restore
the relations whichl should exist between two
neighbouring colonies. After looking into
the correspondence, I think it has been a mis-
taken policy on the part of Canada that we
did not co-operate with Newfoundland in
imposing the Bait Act, and compete with
those nations who enjoy the rights and
privileges that we possess by virtue of

our geographical position. but who ex-
clnde us from their markets by pro-
tecting our own fisheries as the peo-

ple of Newfoundland are protecting theirs.
The Nova Scotia and New Brunswick fisher-
men, and the fishermen of Quebec were all
subject to the same dificulties, and the same
competition, and it would have been an ad-
vantage if we had co-operated with New-
foundland, and brought about a cessation of
the bounty system pursued by the French
fishermen. There is also an additional, and
a very cogent reason why that policy should
have been pursued, and that has been stated
by the Newfoundland delegates before Lord
Knutsford that the Islands of St. .Pierre and
Miquelon are used as a point where a great
deal of smuggling is enabled to be carried
on in our gulf ports, and with a great
loss to the revenue as the result, and
o consequent demoralization of our people.
The evidence that I have to bring before this
House in regard to that point is an extract
from the year book of St. Pierre. When the
Bait Act was passed in 1885 the French Gov-
ernment called upon the Government of St.
Pierre to supply the French Government with
such information as would enable them to
take an intelligent view of the question at
issue in regard to the Bait Act, and the report
that was sent by the Governor of St. Pierre
appears in the year book of France, and the
clause that I propose to read here is a clause
which justifies very grave suspicions on our
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bart that the trade that is carried on withl
St. Plerre and Miquelon is really a trade that
I8 carried on by the fishermen going to and
fro from Canada and Newfoundland, and
Possibly the TUnited States and the
Consequent loss of revenue from smug-
8ling, for which there are great facil-!
ities. The smuggling is both detrimen-
tal to the country through its revenue, and
1t demoralizes the people. There is no question
about it, that those who engage in smuggling,
and those who receive smuggled goods, are
disposed to look upon it as a venial offence ;
but it is not to the advantage of the country
at all that smuggling should be recognized by
the Government, or be permitted, if it is'found
that such a practice exists. This is an ex-
tract that appears in the French official year
book of St. Pierre, and it is included in a long

Yeport made by the French Governor, which
Says :

“ On account of the proximity of the southern
Shore of Newfoundland there has existed up
the present an incessant to and fro trading
f small vessels, which during the fishery
Season carried to St. Pierre the bait required
by the bankers, taking back from here in ex-
Change various goods, such as molasses, flour,
8alt pork, brandy, tea, sugar, etc. This busi-
Dess, in the multiplicity of the articles dealt
In, gave an extremely brisk trade, which has
Singularly fallen off since the putting in force
of the Bait Bill.”

This {5 the report of the Governor of St.
€ITe ; it i3 not the report of the Government
of Newfoundland ; it is a report from the
er government of the Island itself, an
8land from which a British consul is ex-
Cluded, T presume, in order that he may not
cognizant of the trade that is carried
On there, It is further to be remarked that
I the return that accompanies this report
€ number of vessels that go to and fro,
and the fish that are caught and the
Quintals that are exported are shown to have
ly increased on acocount of the large
Rumber of small vessels fitted out in St
Plerre between the years 1880-86 correspond-
Ing to the date of the increase in our duties.
The return indicates that a large increase
In the number of small vessels engaged in the
€ were not vessels coming from Old
fance to catch fish under the old system,
but ap entirely new trade has sprung up
and js carried on probably by American
fishermen and probably by .Canadian and

Newfoundland fishermen, not necessarily by

French fishermen, and that a large increase
in the number of vessels and a large increase
in the catch of fish has taken place between
1878-86, the date of this report. We adopted
the National Policy in 1879. TUnder our

‘ former system of duties it was possible that
|

smuggling was not worth the risk but the
very moment we increased our duties it then
became a great object to get in free of duty
into Canada a large quantity of supplies
consisting of pork, brandy, rum, wines, and
probably silks and other wares—it is hard
to say to what dimensions such a trade might
be increased, which, as I said before, is de-
moralizing to our population, and we all know
how easy it would be to carry on a trade of
that kind with such an extensive coast and
how impossible it would be for Canada to
protect her revenue and the morals of her
people in respect to that trade. To what
extent that trade has been carried on and to
what extent our revenue has suffered during
the past twelve years in consequence of that
trade it is impossible to:say ; it is evident
that it is a very severe loss and it is
desirable that it should be put a stop to, and
I think, for that reason in addition to the
bounty system adopted by the French 'Goy-
ernment it should engage the attention of our
Government. We can take, nothing else from
the report of the Governor of St. Pierre that
such a state of affairs does exist and that -
there is a very large trade of small vessels
coming possibly to sell bait to enable French
fishermen to carry on their fishing and pos-
sibly bringing fish to exchange, because if
they can get a bounty on the export and if
they can get goods in exchange for their fish
and then get them into the country free of
duty it is undoubted that the trade is a very
profitable one indeed and may yet' reach
larger dimensions, and if the revenue is suffer-
ing through it it is desirable, I think, that we
should take steps to co-operate with the Gov-
ernment of Newfoundland by acknowledging
the Bait Act as a wise one and one which
will have the effect of checking the fishing
industry of the French until their bounty
system is abolished and a British Consul
admitted to the islands. It is not that we
desire to interfere with the French fishermen
but itis our desire not to place our own fisher-
men at a disadvantage by the commercial
policy of a foreign nation such as they have
to fight against under the bounty system.
The return of the fish caught and exported
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from St. Pierre shows that after the Bait
Act was imposed the catch of tish was reduced
by fifty per cent., which proves it had a
decided effect. But as Capt. Walker reports
they are naturally becoming more and more
lax in the imposition of it, and Newfoundland
people find it to be so unjust to them under all
the circumstances, that the Bait Act has lost
much of its effect. It is under these circum-
stances that the Government of Newfoundland
has imposed upon Canadian fishermen the
necessity of taking out a license to enable
them to take bait within the 3-mile limit of
.Newfoundland and for these reasons 1 do not
think that there Jis any cause of complaint on
the part of Canada or why we should pursue
an unfriendly course towards the Government
of Newfoundland in consequence of the action
they have taken in respect to the licenses.
There are two things which it is desimble
that Canada should seek to obtain as a con-
cession from France, outside altogether of
the treaty rights, and one is that the bounties
on fish, which enable their fishermen to fish
at an advantage, should be done away with ;
and also that a British consul should be
appointed to St. Pierre in order that he may
know what vessels clear there and what goods
they are clearing with and what the destina-
tion of these goods is. These two things, I
think, afe essential in the interest of Canada.
An American consul is allowed at St. Pierre
and a British consul is not allowed there,
and I only presume the reason is that this
profitable trade might be carried on as of
yore. The United States Government evident-
1y will not permit smuggling into their country

for want of a consul; we should imitate
them in that respect. Now we come

to the next step in our diplomatic re-
lations with Newfoundland, and that is
the subject matter of the question that I have
asked to-day in regard to the tariff that we
imposed upon Newfoundiand last year. Upon
looking into thd Acts I find that we passed a
Duty of Customs Act in 1885, by which certain
duties were imposed upon fish imported into
Canada, and I can only suppose that these
duties, so imposed under the Act of 1885, were
aimed- at Newfoundland, because I do not
think for one moment it can be contended the
United States fishermen will export their fish
into Canada when they have an exclusive
market of their own ; therefore, the duties
that were imposed under the Act of 1885 were
aimed at the Government of Newfoundland

and at Newfoundland fishermen. I will read
the clause passed in 1885 as an addendum to
the tariff :

“TFish and other products of the tisheries
shall be chargeable with, and there shall be
collected thereon the rates of duty set forth
and described in Schedule B to this Act,
and set opposite to each of them respectively ;
provided, that the whole or part of the duties
imposed by this section may be remitted, as
respects either the United States or the Island
of Newfoundland, or both, upon proclamation
of the Governor in Cuncil, which may Dbe
issued whenever it appears to his satisfaction
that the Government of the United States and
the Island of Newfoundland, or of either of
them, have made changes in their tariffs of
duties ' imposed upon articles imported from
Canada, in reduction or repeal of the duties in
force in the said countried respectively. 48-49
Vie, c. 61, s. 4, part.”

The high tariff of the United States and the
low tariff of Newfoundland are here put on a
par. This is the clause that we passed. We
first of all provided in the tariff that certain
duties should be imposed on fish—75 cents per
quintal—and then inserted this clause which
gave thd Governor in Coungil power to take
them off if the Government of Newfoundland
or the Government of the United States abolish
certain duties that they had imposed. What
was the effect of that ? Had it the effect on
the people of Newfoundland of inducing them
to abrogate their duties ? No ; it had exaetly
the very opposite effect. 'The very moment
they found we were imposing duties upon their
fish, and in that way instituting a species of
McKinley Bill of our own against the Island
of Newfoundland, they, in order to protect and
defend themselves (their legislature happened
to be in sesson at the time these duties were
imposed), retaliated on Canada by passing
this clause and adding it to their tariff Act of
1885 :

“ II.—From and after the first day of July,
in the year one thousand eight hundred and
eighty-five, in addition to the duties by the
above recited Acts provided to be raised,
levied, collected and paid on goods, wares and
merchandize imported .into this colony and
its dependencies, there ‘shall be raised, levied,
collected and paid on the goods, wares and
merchandize hereinafter in this section men-
tioned, imported into this colony and its
dependencies from countries the fishermen
of which have the privilege of taking fish on
all parts of the coasts of Newfoundland and
its dependencies, and in which countries
duties are or shall hereafter be levied upon
fish and the produce of the fisheries exported
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from this colony and its dependencies to such
Countries, the following duties, viz. :—
“ Flour—the barrel, seventy-five cents.
“Pork—the barrel, one dollar and fifty
cents, :

“ Butter—tha one hundred pounds, seventy-
five cents.

“ Tobacco — the one hundred pounds, five
dollars,

“ Kerosene oil—the imperial gallon, five cents.

“ Cornmeal—the barrel, fifty-two cents and
One half cent.

“III.—From and after the first day of
July, in the year one thousand eight hundred
and eighty-five, there shall be raised, levied,
Collected and paid on all fish imported,

ought, or in any way ocoming into this
colony and its dependencies, a duty of one
dollar and fifty cents per quintal : Provided,
that the Governor may, by proclamation,
Dublished in the Royal Gazette, remit the
Whole or any part of the duty imposed by
this section, on fish imported into this colony
Or jts dependencies from countries making
Such changes or reductions in their tariff of
duties, with respect to fish, the produce of
fish, or other articles exported from this
%lony or its dependencies to such countries,
38 the Governor my deem equitable.”

Now, you see the only effect that was pro-
duceq by the clause that we inserted in our
Act, aiming at the colony of Newfoundland,
In 1885, was prompt retaliation on their part
by increasing the duty on flour from 25¢. to
a barrel, &c., and jthat clause remained
%o thig day on their Statute-book facing us,
but only went into operation by our own act.

Hon, Mr. MILLER —Is my hon. friend
Aware that before any duty was imposed by
Canada on Newfoundland fish, the Govern-
Ment of Newfoundland refused to sell bait to
Cal_ladlan fishermen, upon any terms what-
8Ve1, although selling and providing bait to
Toreign fishermen, and that they refused to
allow any intercourse on the part of Can-
adian vessels with the shores or harbours of
Nveoundland—treating them in a more un-
Triendly spirit than they treated foreign ves-

? It was not until that unfriendly
Course wags taken by Newfoundland .that the
duties wero imposed upon fish coming into
Canada by our Government.

Hon. Mr, BOULTON—I am quite aware of
t, and I was coming to it, because that
Doint js a subject of the question I have on
the Paper to-day. I am only showing under
What authority, and under what circum-
Stances the duty was imposed. The duty
Was imréosed, as far back as 1885, and when

the Government of Newfoundland retaliated
and said “You have imposed that duty on
our fish—-"

Hon. Mr. MILLER — My hon. friend is
wrong ; the power was only given to the
Government of Canada in 1885 to impose the
duty and it never was put in force until
Newfoundland showed themselves so unfriend-
ly and unjust towards Canadian fishermen.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—The hon. gentleman
will not say that any fresh act has been
passed giving authority to the Government
to impose those duties ? No duties were
imposed by a new Act. The Government
are acting under authority of the tariff of
1885 ; but our hand was stayed by the re-
taliatory policy of Newfoundland when they
said : “You impose that tariff upon us and
put it into force and we will at once raise the
duty on flour to seventy-five cents a barrel
by the authority of the Lieutenant Governor.”
‘We did not take any action in regard to the
Act that we have put upon our Statute-book
in 1885, as the hon. member from Richmond
has justly said, until last year, but it is the
imposition of that tariff of 1885 in 1891 that
has checked a very large amount of the trade
that Canada enjoyed with the Island of New-
foundland, and has helped to bring about the
unfriendly state of affairs that now exists.
The trade of Canada with Newfoundland has
been of far greater value than the trade of
Newfoundland with Canada. Newfoundland
has purchased from Canada during the past
ten years—from 1880 to 1890—$16,750,000 of
our produce—very largely agricultural pro-
duce—and we have only purchased from the
Island of Newfoundland $5,000,000 during the
same ten years, so that they have been a
customer for the produce  of our industries
for three times the quantity that we have
been of theirs. The main exports that were
sent from Newfoundland to Canada were fish
to the extent of $350,000 or $400,000 a year.
That is the main trade that Newfoundland
has enjoyed with Canada. T.ast year they
sent some $460,000 worth of their produce to
Canada and it is upon that $460,000 worth
that this duty has been imposed by the Tariff
Act of 1885, which has brought upon us the
imposition of the duties imposed by the Tariff
Act of Newfoundland of 1885, There was
no fresh Tariff Act passed by Newfoundland
to impose that duty ; it became an absolute
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necessity on the part of the Newfoundland
Government to put that tariff into force
against Canada the moment Canada put into
force the tariff which she had passed against
Newfoundland. So we have hrough’t that
duty upon us by our own hand. Now, I
think it is quite right that we should show
a conciliatory spirit to Newfoundland and if
we repeal that tariff, by the very act of
taking it off the tariff Newfoundland has
imposed upon us comes off at the same time. It
is only operative when our duties are imposed.
I think in the interests of the trade of Canada,
and of the good feeling which should exist
between two neighbouring colonies, in the
interests of the British Empire at large, we
might show towards the Island of Newfound-
land the same spirit as the West India Islands
have displayed. The hon. Finance Minister
drew the attention of the House, in his budget
speech, to the fact that the West India Islands
refused to discriminate against Canada when

entering into a treaty with the United States, |, .+ qiceriminate from a trade point of view,

and we should show that same spirit towards
all the colonies of the British Empire ourselves.
I think it would be to the advantage of Canada
if we should take off the duties that we im-
posed last year, and by onr own act probably
bring about a better feeling between New-
foundland and Canada. All the facts that I
have been detailing culminated in Newfound-
land seeking to obtain better trade relations
with the United States. They found that
they could not improve their own position
with the French fishermen—they could not get
rid of the bounties, or of the smuggling, or of
the French treaty rights, and in order to de-
fend themselves they were led to negotiate
with the United States Government for better
terms, to obtain a market for their fish.
Those negotiations have been going on for
the last two years, and they were opposed by
owr Government. In that respect the Can-
adian Government were guarding the interests
of the Dominion, and acting in accordance
with Imperial policy—pursuing a policy of not
discriminating against any portion of the
British Empire. That policy has been laid
down by the Canadian Goevernment in repre-
sentations made to the Imperial Government
upon this very point. In a memorandum of
Council, under date of 29th January, 1891,
our Government made this representation :

“That the Canadian Government has de-
clared its policy to be that no commercial

arrangements with a foreign country should
be acceded to Canada which would involve
tarift discrimination against the mother coun-
try, and this principle has had the approval of
Her Majesty's Government : but it will be
difficult to induce the people of Canada to
continue to believe in the importance of that
principle as a safeguard to the interests of the
Empire if Great Britain now makes a con-
vention for Newfoundland under which the
United States is able to discriminate directly
against Canada.”

These sentiments, or sentiments similar in
principle, were unanimously expressed by
resolution of the Legislature of Manitoba,
under date of 19th March, 1890. They have
also found expression in various ways from
leading public men, and with these sentiments
I think we may all concur. It is desirable
that we should be united when it comes to a
question of discriminating, or the breaking
up of ow trade policy ; we should endeavour
to make our trade policy uniform. As a
matter of fact, however, the convention did

it discriminated in the advantages accorded
to United States fishermen, and that was
quite sufficient to cause the Imperial Govern-
ment to take the stand that it has taken in
regard to that convention. I will read the
draft convention which the Hon. Mr. Blaine
was willing to negotiate—a convention, how-
ever, which did not receive the assent of the
Imperial Government :

Convention between Great Britain and the
United States of America, for the im-
provement of commercial relations be-
tween the United States and Her Britan-
nic Majesty’s .Colony of Newfoundland.

The Governments of Great Britain and the
United States, desiring to improve the com-
mercial relations between the United States
and Her Britannic Majesty’s Colony of New-
foundland, 'have appointed as their respec-
tive Plenipotentiaries, and given them full
powers to treat of and conclude such conven-
tion, that is to say :—

Her Britannic Majesty on her part has
appointed Sir Julian Pauncefote, and the
President of the United States has appointed
on the part of the United States, James G.
Blaine, Secretary of State.

And the said Plenipotentiaries, after hav-
ing exchanged their full powers, which were
found to be in due and proper form, have
algreed to and concluded the following arti-
cles :—

ARTICLE 1.

United States fishing vessels entering the
waters of Newfoundland shall have the priv-
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ilege of purchasing herring, caplin, squid,
and other bait fishes at all times on the same
conditions, and subject to the same penal-
ties, in all respects as Newfoundland vessels.
. They shall also have the privilege of touch-
mg. and trading, selling fish and oil, and pro-
Curing supplies in Newfoundland, conforming
the harbour regulations. but without other
charge than the payment of such light, har-
ur and customs dues as are, or may be
levied on Newfoundland fishing vessels.

ARTICLE II

.Dry codfish, cod oil, seal oil, sealskins, her-
Tings, salmon, trout jand salmon trout, lob-
sters, cod roes, tongues and souunds, the pro-
duct of the fisheries ,of - Newfoundland,
;hall be admitted into the United States
ree of duty. Also, all hogsheads, bar-
Telg, kegs, boxes, or tin cans, in which
1@ articles above named may be carried,
shall be admitted free of duty. It is under-
iStOOdJ however, that “green” codfish are not
Deluded in the provisions of this article.

ARTICLE IIL

laThe officer of the Customs at the Newfound-
nd port where a vessel laden with the ar-
Ucles named in artcile H clears shall give to
the master of said vessel a sworn certificate
otat the fish shipped were taken in the waters

Newfoundland ; which certificate shall be
Countersigned by the Comsul or Consular
Agent of the United States, and delivered to
a © proper officer of Customs at the port of

estination in the United States.

ARTICLE 1IV.

ﬁwhﬂn this convention shall come into opera-
doll, and during the continuance there of the
t(:}lﬁes to be levied and collected upon the
it Owing commercial merchandize imported
T 0 the Colony of Newfoundland from the
hited States shall not exceed the following
Amounts, viz. :
1‘110111', 25 cents per barrel.
Pork, 1 1-2 cents per Ib.
ang con and hams, tongues, smoked beef
Sausage, 2 1-4 cents per 1b., or $2.50 per
11}23 Ibs,
eef, pigs' heads, hocks and feet (salted or
cllll'ed), 1-2 cent per Ib. (
Rdian meal, 25 cents per barrel.
Oease, 30 cents per barrel.
atmeal, 30 cents per barrel of 200 Ibs,
ad tan, Indian corn and rice, 12 1-2 per cent.
valorem,
Salt (in bulk), 20 cents per ton of 2,240 lbs.
€rosene oil, 6 cents per gallon.
the Cdo the following articles imported into
Stat lony of Newfoundland from the United
€S shall be admitted free of duty :—
Do rted":ﬂltm'al implements and machinery im-
oty by agricultural societies for the pro-
Q On of agriculture.
mﬂhél;g mills for mining purposes.
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Raw cotton.

Corn for the manufacture of brooms.

Gas engines when protected by patent.

Ploughs and harrows.

Reaping. raking, ploughing, potato-digging
and seed-sowing machines to be used in the
colony.

Printing presses and printing types.

ARTICLE V.

It is understood that if any reduction is
made by the Colony of Newfoundland, at any
time during the term of this convention, in
the rates of duty upon the articles named in
Article IV of this convention, ‘the said reduc-
tion shall apply to the United States.

ARTICLE VL

The present convention shall take effect as
soon as the laws required to carry it into
operation shall have been passed by the Con-
gress of the United; States on the one hand,
and by the Imperial Parliament of Great
Britain and the Provincial Legislature of
Newfoundland on the other hand. Such as-
sent having been given, the convention shall
remain in force for five years from the date
at which it may come into operation, and
further until the expiration of twelve months
after either of the high contracting parties
shall give notice to the other of its wish to
terminate the same; each of the high con-
tracting parties being at liberty to give such
notice to the other at the end of the said term
of five years, or at any time afterwards.

ARTICLE VIL

This convention shall be duly ratified by
the President of the United States of America,
by and with the advice and consent of the
Senate thereof, and by Her Britannic Majesty:
and the ratification shall be exchanged at
Washington on the 1st day of February, 1891,
or as soon thereafter as practicable.

In faith whereof, we, the respective Pleni-
potentiaries, have signed this convention and
have hereunto affixed our seals.

Done in duplicate, at Washington, this
day of in the year of our Lord
one thousand eight hundred and .

The article that is of very great importance
to us in that draft convention is Article I.
Now, hon. gentlemen will see that in this
convention there is no discrimination against
Canada—that is to say, that the United States
are to have advantages that Canada is to be
denied, so far as our trade relations are con-
cerned, but the effect it would have is this:
the great advantage of our fisheries is that we
have the 3-mile limit within which we can
catch the bait essential to the successful pro-
secution of the fisheries on the banks, and
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under our treaty with the United States that
privilege is preserved solely to Canada and
Newfoundland. The United States are not
entitled, without our sanction, to enjoy the
privilege of catching bait or of touching and
trading—that is, shipping crews or purchasing
supplies, or transhipping their catch to their
own markets in the United States. Such a
privilege as that, with the free right to fish
in our waters, is of very great value to the
fishermen of the United States, so great that
under the Washington Treaty of 1871 it was
valued at $5,500,000 for a period of ten years.
If Newfoundland was to enter into a con-
vention with the United States which gave the
bulk of those privileges to the United States,
it would reduce the value of our fisheries ex-
ceedingly, because TUnited States fishermen
could obtain all the bait they required in
Newfoundland waters ; they could ship their
crews, purchase supplies and tranship and
transport their catch from Newfoundland
ports, whereas if the privilege is withheld from
them they are compelled to go to their own
ports ; wheread if the privilege is withheld from
to the banks, losing a good deal of time., So
that the privileges which the United States
fishermen have been granted under this con-
vention would take away from Canadian fish-
ermen very valuable advantages which they
hold, and would give their United States com-
petitors an advantage over them, to the detri-
ment of Canadian interests, and to that extent
it was not right that it should be carried out.
I consider that it is not a fair treaty in its
terms either—that is to say, it is not equitable.
The American fishermen, with their immense
fleet and large population engaged in the fish-
ing industry, would be allowed to enjoy all the
privileges of fishing in Newfoundland waters
concurrently with a population of only 200,000,
while only 200,000 would have the advantage
of access to the markets of the United States.
To that extent, I say, the treaty was not an
equitable one as betsveen Newfoundland and
the United States— the concessions to the
United Stated fishermen wére too great. No
provision was made in that convention for-
bidding the United States Government giving
bounties to their fishermen. If the convention
were passed in its present form the United
States fishermen might ask their Government
to give them a bounty, and a bounty to the
extent of ten francs per quintal might be
imposed in the same way that the French
Government has given assistance to its tisher-

men. In that way, between the French Gov-
ernment and the United States Government
our fisheries might be wiped out entirely, and
our fishermen would have to transfer their
allegiance to the French or United States flag.
That would be one of the ultimate resuits of
passing such a convention as that. We want
to preserve the advantages which our fisheries
give to our own people ; we want to train our
own fishermen that they may be a source of
strength to the Dominion and the empire, and
we do not want to make it an object for them
to transfer their allegiance to a foreign country.
Therefore, it is necessary to guard the interests
of our fishermen. I may point out that the
United States would not permit us to negotiate
a treaty with any of their states separately.
Suppose we were to negotiate a treaty with
Dakota and Minnesota, by which they
should admit the products and manu-
factures of Canada in exchange for the
right of fishing in the Hudson Bay
waters, and transporting through Canadian
territory, a privilege which would be of great
advantage to them—I consider that would be
a parallel case—would the United States permit
such a thing ? I say they would not, and
for the very same reason we are justified in
interfering to prevent the island of New-
foundland concluding a treaty with the United
States of the cbaracter of the one from which
I have been reading the extracts. At the
present moment the United States fishermen
are enjoying very great advantages in our
waters. For a number of years, under
the modu~s rivends, they have been enjoying
the privilege of getting bait in Canada, of
transhipping and touching and trading,
of shipping crews in Canada —all this
under a license fee which yielded to Canada,
in 1891, less than $10,000. While our
fishermen are excluded from the markets
of the United States, it is but right and just
that they 'should be protected and that until
some concessions are granted to us the United
States fishermen should not receive any
special advantages on our side. I think I
have touched upon the main features of
the question between Newfoundland and
Canada, and I cannot but express the hope
that, by a free discussion, by bringing out all
the facts of the case, by correcting any mis-
statements that I may have made through
ignorance, but which by discussing among
ourselves may be corrected, we may help our
Government to bring about a more conciliatory
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attitude on the part of the Newfoundland
Government and reinstate that friendly feeling
Wwhich jis |essential between such near
neighbours who are working together under
the same flag.

Hon., Mr. POWER-There is just one ques-
tion as to which the hon. gentleman did not
8ive very tull information, and as to which I
for one should like to be informed. He did
not state when it was that the two hostile
tariffs were brought into operation. Did New-
foundland bring her hostile tariff into opera-
tion against Canada before Canada put into
Operation a tariff hostile to Newfoundland, or
Wwas it the other way ? The hon. gentleman
Inight state the circumstances under which
those two tariffs were brought into operation,
because that is important.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I am not aware of
the circumstances under which those tariffs
Were brought into operation, but in our tariff
of 1885 we impose certain duties on fish
amounting to 75 cents per quintal.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I know about that.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—There was an
addendum to that Act which provided that
When* Newfoundland and the United States
Would lower their tariff against Canada, that
Act should not be in force. The Legislature
of Newfoundland was in session at the time
that that Act was passed, and on the 15th
May, after our Act was passed, as a retali-
atory measure against us they imposed their
Tarift Act.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The hon. gentleman
Will excuse me : My question did not refer
%0 the dates when the tariffs were enacted
but when they were put into operation. That
Is the point. As I wunderstand, neither

was put into operation until after this
attempted convention between the United
States and Newfoundland. What I was
anxiops to find out was, suppose it was only
after that the tariff acts went into operation,
Which was brought into operation first ? Was
It the Newfoundland tariff that was put into
Oberation against Canada first, or was it the
Canadian tariff that was put into operation
3gainst Newfoundland first ?

.Hon. Mr. BOULTON—The hon. gentleman
Will recognize that that s the question I
Am agking, I am moving for the correspond-
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ence in regard to that. I may say that our
tariff was put into operation last fall. I do
not know whether it was in September, or
exactly what date it was; but I know one
day last fall our tariff went into operation
against Newfoundland, and when our tariff
went into operation the Newfoundland tariff
was put in force. The Newfoundland Legisla-
ture has not met since that tariff went into
force. It was Dbrought into operation
in consequence of our tariff having gone into
force and our tariff is said to have been put
in force in consequence of the unfriendly
attitude which the Newfoundland people were
supposed to have taken in imposing licenses
on Canadian fishermen under the Bait Act.
I suppose that was the cause of the imposi-
tion of the tariff ; but it bas reacted against
ourselves and I do not know that we are ’
justified in feeling angry against the people
of Newfoundland for the position they have
taken. They are only defending their own
fishermen and fishing, the only industry on
which they can rely, and if they tread upon
our toes in pursuance of that policy I do not
know that we should squeal because it im-
wses much more heavy duties on our products
and actually prohibits our flour from going into

Newfoundland. It is for that reason that
I have put this question upon the
notice  paper, and asked the hon.

First Minister to produce certain corres-
pondence that led to the imposition of those
prohibitory duties. I feel myself that it is a
matter of great importance that we should
sail together in a friendly manner, and that
it is necessary as component parts of the
British Empire that we should all sail in the
same fleet, and not wander off in one or the
other direction, but fix our eyes upon the sig-
nals that come from the flagship; and as
long as we do that we need not fear that
Canada will prosper, if we use that wisdom
which is essential in conducting our public
affairs not only in matters of dispute, with
our neighbours in Newfoundland, but with
our neighbours in the United States.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I quite agree with
the hon. gentleman who has spoken, as to the
conciliatory feeling which should exist be-
tween us and Newfoundland, to arrive at an
amicable settlement of all our difficulties. I
must congratulate my hon. friend on his
knowledge of this question, and of ‘the fish-
ing interests of the Maritime Provinces. I
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was not aware that he was so well acquaint-
ed with the fisheries question—he has evi-
dently studied it carefully. His views and
mine agree as far as the United States nego-
tiations are concerned ; but my hon. friend is
wrong when he suggests that as a conse-
quence of our neglect or connivance against
Newfoundland fishermen we have brought
upon ourselves the retaliation that he speaks
of. In that my hon. friend is entirely wrong.
I come from a part of Canada’that is largely
engaged in the fisheries—especially the fisher-
ies which my hon. friend refers to, and no one
in my province will believe that tishermen from
Canada—at least that fishermen from Nova
Scotia—have violated the Bait Act.  They
were anxious to conform to it as much as
they could. Our Government were anxious
that the Bait Act should be complied with,
and were willing to pass legislation to the
effect that a violation of that Act by any
Canadian or Canadian fishermen should be
punished. That was the position our Gov-
ernment was willing to take, but the same
policy was not proposed by the United
States ; and when my hon. friend says that
we “by our connivance and neglect—-"

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I did not say so.
read from the report of Captain Walker.

I

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH — My hon. friend
read from the report of Captain Walker,
which he endorsed, and upon that report pre-
dicated the remarks he has made on the whole
question. The hon. gentleman is. entirely
wrong. The Newfoundland fishermen them-
selves have been the greatest violators of this
Act. Nova Scotia, fishermen can tell of New-
foundland fishermen who have taken bait
from the Magdalen Islands in the spring of
1890, and sold it to the ¥French fishermen at
St Pierre and Miquelon. If the Newfound-
land authorities want to get information as
regards the violation of the Bait Act, they
can easily ascertain that numbers of their
own fishermen have violated it. \When the
Newfoundland Government found that they
could not enforce the provisions of the Bait
Act they came to us and asked us to enact
a Bait Act similar to theirs, and place our-
selves in a hostile attitude towards France.
I do not see why we should be asked to do

s0. My hon. friend thinks we ought to take!

that position, although the French have

of Newfoundland and protect their rights,
which the French have encroached upon. I
say that Newfoundland cannot expect Can-
ada to place herself in the same position that
they have taken, and pass a Bait Act against

France. I doubt, if we attempted to do it,

whether England would justify us in such a
course. I believe that it would be improper
that, in order to assist Newfoundland, we
should take wupon ourselves authority to do
something (for which we are not responsible
in any way. I assert that no single case has
been charged against Canadian fishermen or
a scintilla of evidence given that they have
violated the Newfoundland Bait Act, and
I do not Delieve that they ever did.
My hon. friend said that the fishermen of
Canada, by going to the United States to fish
under the American flag, in vessels of the
United States, when they came into the waters
of Newfoundland would have privileges that
we do not enjoy: Is not that the position at
present ? Does mnot Newfoundland give
privileges to the United States fishermen that
they do not give to us, both in the inshore
aud their deep-sea fisheries ?  Our fishermen
tind that it is better to fish from vessels flying
the United States flag, because they then have
the privilege of securing Newfoundland bait,
and not suffer as they did last year, by having
to return with half a catch. Newfoundland
has treated us improperly by putting a license
on us at all. We believe their Act is illegal,
and I hope that the Dominion Government
will sustain the efforts of our fishermen, who
wish to have the License Act repealed. My
hon. friend is wrong about that tariff of 1885,
which surely exempted Newfoundland—the
only place in the world that was exempted
from the operation of that Act, as far as fish
is concerned. We have allowed their tisher-
men to come into our ports, and we have
allowed their vessels to enjoy all the privileges
which Canadian fishermen enjoy, tree of ali
charge, not only purchasing their fish, but
furnishing them the means of transportation
to American and other markets. What have
they done in return ? They have allowed
United States tishermen to come in and get
bait, and have excluded our fishermen. Is
that a conciliatory spirit on the part of New-
foundland ? I say that they have placed
themselves outside of any claim for clem-
ency or proper respect on our part. They

rights in Newfoundland that they have not have not only deprived us of a right which
in Canada—that we should espouse the cause | We are entitled to as a British colony, but they
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grant this right to the United States; they
have done more. Their Bait Act was origin-
ally directed against fish used for bait; but
what have the Newfoundland Government
done ? They have deprived our fishermen of
the privilege of getting frozen fish. They
have interfered with our commercial relations,
and deprived us from getting frozen fish for
“onsumption, while they have allowed Ameri-
can fishermen to come in and take that trade.
We know that for years our fishermen have
been accustomed in the winter season to go
Dorth for cargoes of frozen fish, which they
brought down aund sold in our markets and
the murkets of the United States.  This
Drivilega they were refused last year. on
he pretext that this frozen fish would be

“fled for bait; our fishermen offered to
glve Dbonds that the frozen fish would
Dot be used for bait. but notwithstand-

Ing  that fact, Newfoundiand refused to
Sf‘ll it to us, while they allowed American
fishermen t¢ come in and get it without hin-
derance, Anything we have done in the way
of retaliation is for the purpose of securing
Justice for our own fishermen, and the Gov-
€mment of Newfoundland will find when
they come to consider it, that they are in a
uch worse position than we are in this diffi-
Culty, Ly the loss of the privileges they had
from (anada. Newfoundlanders were as
free to fish as our own fishermen ; they had
all the privileges of Canadians in Canadian
Waters, Free from all charges, free from all
fhles, free from every restraint, they come
Into our waters to fish. In the face of these
facts what have we permitted them to do ?
What are they doing now ?  We know
that the Canadian coast of Labrauder is vecu-
bieq by fishermen from Newfoundlunl, al-
most to the ‘exclusion of fishermen from onr
OWD provinces. They come across to owr
Labrador coast by St. Mary's Island. They
are in close proximity to it, and they take
Dossession of and occupy the whole of that
shore to the exclusion of our fishermen. They
bay no custom dues, or dues of any kind. They
ring their outfits there and distribute them
along the shore, and occupy the whole coast,
S0 that when our fishermen run up north

€Y tind they have nothing to get, that the

Newfoundland fishermen monopolize the fish-

,;;l'les, and the moment they cross the line at
c lane Sablon and get into the waters of New-
oundiandg they have to encounter a heavy tax

—a heavy duty not upon what they land, for
they land nothing, but upon everything they
have in their vessels for use in catching or
curing fish—salt and bairels.

Hon. Mr. MILLER — And make us pay
light dues for the lights that we provide and
support.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Yes; as my hon.
friend from Richmond says, they make us
pay for the very lights that we have es-
tablished and maintain. That 1is the
position we are in with regard to New-
toundland. It is 1no coloured picture ;
these are simple facts, and I ask, if
we take the same ground, and say we will
put our fishermen in the same position in
relation to Newfoundland as the fishermen of
Newfoundland are in relation to Canada—
that we will not let them have free access
for their tish for our markets, but will exclude
them as they have excluded us, will they
not soon find that they had better ask
for a fair settlement of this matter ?
I feel that the fishermen of Nova Ncotia
have suffered long and have been kind. I
believe our Government has been, if any-
thing, rather tardy in looking after the rights
of our fishermen. I do not say it in any way
to reflect upon what they have done; but
our fishermen were almost paralysed last year
in endeavouring to carry on their industry
by the unfriendly attitude of Newfoundland.
It is an industry of vast importance to us
and cannot be offset by the sale of a few
thousand barrels of flour, and my hon. friend
should not attempt to raise anything like a
sectional feeling in this respect because some
of the productions of the far west—a country
which we have opened up for him and those
who have gone there—have to bear the duties
imposed by Newfoundland.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I have no intention
of raising any such question at all. My
remarks were directed solely toward bringing
about friendly relations between Newfound-
land and ourselves, in which the whole
country is interested.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH~—I am the last man
in this House to raise sectional feeling be-
tween the provinces. I believe we should
look upon Canada as a whofé, and we should
feel that what is the interest of one province
is the interest of all. I try to look at the
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question dispassionately, and I feel that we
have suffered long in Nova Scotia—that New-
foundland has had advantages in our ports,
in our markets and in our fisheries which she
has not been entitled to, and is not now
entitled to, because of the way she has
treated our fishermen. As I have already
remarked, our fisheries are of vast import-
ance ; they are the nursery for our mercantile
marine. France has long seen the importance
of fostering her fishery rights in the Gulf
and she has shown her faith in it by the
bounties she has given to her fishermen.
She believes that the fisheries form a nursery
not only for her mercantile marine but for
her navy as well. These fishermen are in-
ured to all kinds of hardship and danger.
Theirs is a precarious and dangerous calling
in which they continually risk their lives. and
there is no other industry in Canada more
worthy of the fostering care and protection
of the Government. Now, as regards the
Blaine-Bond Treaty, we could not possibly
allow that treaty to come into operation,
although the sympathies of our Government
were with the people of Newfoundland. I
say that it would have been detrimental to
the interests of Canada. because we look to
the rights we and all British subjects hold
under the treaty of 1818 as rights that we
cannot allow Newfoundland to set aside on
behalf of the TUnited States or any other
foreign nation.  We might as well give up
the whole of our fisheries at once. If, under
the present circumstances, Newfoundlanders
were allowed to come into our ports with
their fish, free of duty, they would soon mono-
polize the fish trade with the United States.
They have markets at present in Spain and
Portugal, and that trade also would be divert-
ed. They would come in direct competition
with us, free of duty. in the United States mar-
ket, and we would have no hope in the future
of securing reciprocal trade with the United
States, as far as our fish are concerned. I
do not think it would be fair to the House if
I should say anything more on this subject
than I have already said. I believe that if
Newfoundland is determined on the policy
she has adopted all we have to do is to treat
their fishermen the same as our fishermen
are treated by them ; and if the Newfound-
land Government impose duties on our pro-
duce the people of that island must be
treated by us the same as the people of any

any other country that bring tish into our
markets.

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—The question that we
have before us is a4 very important one, and I
think I am voicing the sentiments of the
House when I state that it is not the desire
of anyone here to say anything in an unkindly
way in regard to the difficulties that now exist
between C(anada and Newfoundiand. The
question of the fisheries of Newfoundland is
a broad one—a question that is of interest to
the whole British Empire. The Newfound-
land fisheries do not belong to Newfoundland
but to the whole British world. They have a
perfect right, under the constitution, to make
laws for the protection of those fisheries
within the 3-mile limit. They are users, so
to speak, for the generation in which they live
of those fisheries. The British people from
Melbourne, Australia, or from Hong Kong,
have just as good a right to go and fish
within the 3-mile limit of Newfoundland as
have the Newfoundlanders themselves, and
it is on that principle, and that alone, that
the objection was raised with regard to this
bait question. When the Act was passed in
1885, it did not receive the Royal assent.
Why ? The Imperial authorities knew as
well then as they knew afterwards that it
was impossible to take away the rights of
any British fishermen in these waters or to
participate in these bait fisheries, and the
gentlemen who were then answerable to the
Governor of Newfoundland as his advisers
distinctly promised, if the Act was passed,
that it would have no bearing, directly or
indirectly, in the most remote manner on
Canadian fishermen, otherwise the Act would
not have received the Royal assent. What is
the answer given to that question now by
the gentleman who is responsible to Her
Majesty’s representative in Newfoundland ?
That he was not answerable for the repre-
sentations made by a previous Premier of the
ocolony who had made these promises. That
is simply absurd. . There would be no con-
tinuity of government if the Premier of one
day could repudiate the promises of his pre-
decessor. That was the basis of the whole
question, and that was the error which the
Newfoundlanders committed, that they
thought the fisheries were their own, and
that they could make such laws as would
suit their own views and for their individual
benefit. They had no right to grant any par-
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ticular ;body of persons any special rights or
Privileges in fisheries which they did not
absolutely own themselves. What belongs
to all cannot be given to one, and
that was the principle underlying this
bait question. A great deal has been said and
3 great many points have been raised on the
fact of what the Newfoundlanders call the
bounty-fed fishermen Interfering with their
Industry. That is a question with which we
have nothing to do; it is a question of domestic
€conomy in France. As has been well observed
by the hon. gentleman who preceded me here,
‘:C is not the itrinsic value of the fisheries of
St. Pierre and Miquelon that France considers.
France values the French fisheries in North
America because they are the great nursery
of her seamen, and that is why France gives
3 bounty ; but my hon. friend has not stated
the whole question with regard to these
bounties. Not only does she give a particular
lJOllnty on each quintal of fish produced from
the French American fisheries, but she also
8lves a bonus to every man who goes out
rom her reformatories to those bank tisheries,
50 In that respect she has done everything in
her power to promote her fishing interest. The
Tepresentative men of France are not wanting
0 a patriotic desire to preserve all their
Tights and privileges, and they know that
Unless they make special arrangements to
;mtintain the fisheries at St. Pierre and
liquelon no trade would be attracted to those
Islands. Wy do people go there from Quebec,
lifax, St. John and other ports? The
(l\lF:‘stion is easily answered. While we are
Obliged to naintain a high tariff to raise a
Tevenue, the Islands of St. Pierre and Miquelon
Ve no tariff at all, but are carrying out what
We, at the time of Confederation, proposed to
g:’ on the lower St. Lawrence, when we
on‘;ulf‘ht of making a free port of Gaspe. At
time the tariff of St. Pierre and Miquelon
;"38 only 1 per cent. ; now it is 2 1-2 per cent.,
Ud large quantities of goods are sent to those
Sl&nds from several Canadian and United
tates ports. The result is that a large trade
}as grown up between fthose islands and
Yarious ports on the Atlantic coast. There is
Quite & trade between Fortune Bay and St.
Pierre ang Miquelon. The people of these
of otl:)laoes have often intermarried, and I am
fo © opinion that the Government of New-
undland hdve taken the course with regard
Canada, of which we complain mainly for

the purpose of stopping this French trade.
Why do I think so? My hon. friend (Mr.
Boulton) in his remarks, which were simply
a reiteration of Newfoundland’s case, admits
that the object of the island Government was
to prevent the French fishermen from getting
bait ‘when they ,passed the Bait Act. The
first people to break that law were the
islanders themselves, and the Government
had to put on steamers to stop them. They
were fining and confining them, but they did
not stop the traffic. They next tried to make
a treaty with the United States. Now, if the
duty in that country was equal to the bounty
paid by the French fishermen, the .question
would be at rest, but the fact is, while the
duty is fifty; cents in the United States, the
French bounty is $2 per quintal. It has been
stated that after attention was ealled to the
effect which the Act would have upon
Canada, it was only passed on the assurance
of the gentlemen who were then in power in
Newfoundland, that nothing should be done
under the A€t to interfere with our rights.
We slept on those rights for a short time ;
we were unwilling to believe that such ‘a
course would be pursued towards us. What
do we find ? Did the hon. gentleman, him-
self, find any fault with the course that
Canada pursued towards Newfoundland ?
Not 'at all. It is true, he had changed his
opinion since last year, but at that time he
expressed very appropriately his indignation
when a Canadian fisherman was taken al-
most in chains and placed in gaol in New-
foundland. The hon. gentleman brought the
matter to the attention of the House, and
after repeating the facts, as stated in the St.
John Erening Herald, he said:

“The (Government of Newfoundland are
irritated—I do not think justly so—because
Canada saw fit, when Newfoundland was
negotiating what is called the Bond treaty
(which was going to give privileges to the
people of the United States with regard to
getting bait, and with regard to trade and
trafic arrangements which were denied to
their fellow colonists in Canada), to interfere,
and acoording to this paper the island Gov-
ernment is resenting upon an inoffensive
citizen this interference on the part of our
Government. It is quite probable that such
is the case. It is not improper to say just
here that e Government of Newfoundland
are wrong in the position 'they are taking
with regard to discriminating against
Canada.”

Now, the hon. gentleman has changed his
opinion altogether. He thinks we are dis-
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criminating against Newfoundland. Now,
when did we commence .to discriminate ? It
was after Newtfoundland vessels came into
our harbours with loads of fish and bait to
sell, whilst our fishermen were refused bait

and lost their stason’s *fishing. We com-
plained, and very justly so. As the hon.

gentleman from Richmond has very properly
said, no single case has been proved where a
Canadian vessel has obtained bait on the
Newfoundland coast, and sold it to the
French. In a discussion on this question
with a gentleman who thought he knew a
great deal about it, he said, ‘No, but you
took -bait from the Magdalen Islands and
sold it to the French.” I said, “ My dear sir.
I have had a great deal of -experience in the
Magdalen Islands, and I understand that the
French fishermen fit out for the banky about
the first week of April. Now, the whole
allied fleets of Europe could not get to the
Magdalen Islands at that;time of the year, so
that that contention falls to the ground.”
Why is it that the TUnited States are so
anxious to make a treaty with Newfound-
land and not with Canada ? This bait ques-
tion is of paramount importance to the fisheries
of North America, and if they could be se-
cured by the United States they would have
the key to the whole question, and shut us
out of this very great factor of our fisheries.
That Blaine-Bond treaty, of which so much
has been spoken. only permitted the people
of Newfoundland to get their codfish, caught
in their own waters, into the United States
markets free. There are about 5,350 coast
miles of fisheries belonging to British ;Amer-
ica, of which about 2,000 miles are on the
coasts of Newtoundland. The United States,
north of Cape Hatteras, has about 1,070
miles. We own about 3,329 miles. Now,
these British American fisheries, that we
sometimes think so little of, are exceedingly
valuable, when compared with those of other
countries. The sea tisheries of the world pro-
duce annually fish to the value of :

British European sea fisheries. $34,090,000

British American do 20,195,596
United States sea fisheries. 13,030,821
France do 12,166,666
Norway do . 6,250,219
Russia (European) sea fisheries 2,425,156
Russia (Asiatic) do 10,896,625
Netherlands do 1,635,725

You can see how valuable our fisheries are,
and if we were to sit idly and quietly by and
allow the whole Canadian fisheries to be

paralysed without asserting the legitimate
rights that we have to the tisheries, or without
calling upon the people of Newfoundland to
carry out the promise they made when this
Act was passed, we would deserve to lose
them. | I want to emphasize the fact that it
would have been perféctly impossible for them
to get their Act sanctioned unless they had
made it a condition precedent that the rights
of the Canadian fishermen should not be in-
terfered with. Newfoundland owns vessels
other than those which have their head-
quarters in Newfoundland ports. Among them
are vessels owned in Dundee and Glasgow,
and it is simply absurd to suppose that a
vessel from Lunenburg, flying the British
flag., should be denied the privilege of pro-
curing bait in a Newfoundland port, when a
Dundee vessel would experience no such diffi-
culty. We havoe allowed this question to remain
unsettled from season to season hoping that the
Government of Newfoundland would come to
its senses, and that we could get along amic-
ably together ; but something had to be done
when they went so far as to imprison some
of our people. Numbers of tishing vessels
from our Maritime Province ports have lost
a year's fishing. Do you think that those
men can go without being paid for that loss ?
There is no doubt in my mind that when the
question comes before a judicial tribunal the
zovernment of Newfoundland will have to
pay these men for the losses they have sustain-
ed through being robbed of their rights. Very
soon the Newfoundiand Government will be
called upon, under a judicial decision, to in-
demnify these men. XNow, with regard to
these French fisheries, which the Newfound-
landers think they can wipe out by their
legislation, it is simply absurd to think that
the Frenclt Government will bg affected by
any action that they may take. If it was
necessary to put a bounty of 40 francs per
quintal on the fish caught by their fishermen,
they would grant it in order to protect those
tisheries, and when you find a premium like
that offered they will get bait. They did get
bait all through, and they will continue to
get it. It is unfortunate, mno doubt,
for Newfoundland that those old French
treaty rights exist. It is unfortunate for us
that some treaties were ever made, but
treaties must be observed, and the French
Government could not understand how two
hundred thousand people in the island of
Newfoundland could influence the policy of
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the Imperial Government. They could in-
fluence the Imperial Government if they
Wwere imposed upon, but there is mno
evidence that they have been imposed upon.
These questions must necessarily arise
between nations, and I daresay some time or
other the British Government will be able
to settle this difficulty of the French shore.
It is ‘an important question, but it mever
Would have taken any such course as it has
Tollowed if a fishery which was not recognized
When the treaty was made had not grown
Up and become a very important branch of
the in-shore fisheries of Newfoundland—that

I8, the lobster fishery. The French fishermen |

Came in and found the lobster traps set and
took them up and went on with their own
fisheries, as they had a right to do. The
following statement of the exports of pro-
Quets of the Newfoundland fisheries in 1882
shows the importance of the cod fishery :

QOdﬁsh. . ..% 6,034,242
Seal.. .. 1,026,896
EIerring. . 581,543
Salmon. . 114,505
Lobster.. .. .. 104,189
All other fish.. 40,000

giving an annual average of the fisheries
of $7.901,370. The product of the French
fisheries is not more than one-fifth of that—
about $1,390,000. In 1879 they had 7,168
Inen and 177 vessels engaged in the fishery.
The tonnage was 27,865 tons, and the catch
amounted to 369,628 quintals. That cannot
Materially interfere with the price of fish

1"hl'oughout the world. If it were wiped out!

entirely it would have very little effect, be-
Cause a very important factor enters into the
foreign market—the fisheries of Norway.
Thel‘efore, it is not a matter of such vital
Importance as might be thought by the New-
f(’\mdlancl fishermen. The Newfoundland
G(Wemment have also cultivated the bank
fisherjes by granting a bounty of $3 per ton
on all vessels engaged in the industry. They
Ve not cultivated it as we have done under
our policy adopted in 1879, which has re-
Sulted in creating the finest fleet of fishing
vessels in the world. Our fishermen who,
from boyhood to manhood, and manhood to
:llxd age, have been accustomed to visit the
SI0res of Newfoundland every year, and
mﬂe with the people of the island. could
understand why they were refused
DPrivileges which they had enjoyed all their
Ves. They went there as usual to get bait

and catch fish, but were refused the privileges
which were accorded to foreigners. If we
were to stand by and see our fishermen
treated in that way we would not be doing
our duty. It is true when two men or two
provinces or two nations quarrel, necessarily
reprisals are made, but I hope that better
feelings will prevail, and that we may be able
to get a renewal of our old trade relations
with Newfoundland. We had a mordux rirendi
by which we could have gone on and con-
tinued the trade between us until matters
were settled. Our interference with the
Blaine-Bond Treaty has been referred to.
Now, they are only a small population of
two hundred thousand, while we are a people
of five million. In all matters of trade be-
tween this country and the United States
we have treated Newfoundland as one of the
family. Through the perseverence, energy,
tact and talent of our representatives, and
the facts which were adduced at Halifax, we
were awarded $5,500,000 for the use of our
fisheries for ten years, and of that sum New-
foundland got $1,000,000. Had Canada gone
to the TUnited States and fried to make a
treaty without including Newfoundland the
islanders would have had reason to complain,
and would have been justified in trying to
‘make a treaty for themselves. Even though
we had been so unwise, selfish and unpatriotic
as to attempt to make a treaty without in-
cluding Newfoundland, the Imperial Govern-
ment would have stepped in and compelled
us to consider the interests of our sister colony.
iThat being the case, it was but right for the
! British Minister at Washington to ask the
| Canadian Government if we were satisfied
with the Blaine-Bond Treaty, and our Govern-
ment very properly said no. Before Con-
federation I happened to be a member of the
Government of Prince Edward Island, and
we thought we could make a trade arrange-
\ment with the United States. At that time
we imposed light dues and harbour dues,
which were hard on the United States fish-
ermen. A United States fishing vessel would
come to one of our ports and pay ten cents
per ton, then visit a New Brunswick port and
pay ten cents there, and a port in another
province and pay similar dues there. After
Confederation, all the provinces that entered
the union at that time made lights free, but
we still kept on the ten cents a ton in
Prince Edward Island. I was sent to Wash-
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ington to make a trade arrangement and we
offered to take off this ten cents a ton and
make other concessions. As soon as I came
before the Committee on Foreign Relations
I found that we had no power, and when I
went to Sir Edward Thornton he rebuked me
and showed me that we had no power to
enter into such an arrangement except in
conjunction with the other colonies. The
Government of Canada have done everything
they possibly could to meet this difficulty
without losing their self-respect, and 1 think
it is hardly to be expected that we should sit
quietly by and allow Newfoundland to make
a treaty which would give special privileges
to the United States from which we were
excluded. My hon. friend from Shell River
refers to a pamphlet which was distributed
here two or three years ago. That pamphlet
had no bearing on this particular question. It
related to the fisheries, but only to the in-
spection of fish. We used to subject New-
foundland fish to inspection when they
came to our ports, and it was represented
by the Board of Trade of Montreal that this
involved a useless expenditure, so far as the
user was concerned, because the inspection
law of Newfoundland was so strict that it
could safely be accepted all over the country.
This fact was represented to the Government
by the Board of Trade and their view was
adopted.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—They are allowed to
sell their fish without any inspection at all in
our country.

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN-I do not know how
you can stop smuggling from S8t. Pierre, uniess
you adopt the idea of an old friend of mine.
There was at one time a great deal of tea
smuggled into Nova Scotia, und he said

there was but one way to stop it—
take off the duty. I do mnot know
any other way to stop smuggling

from St. Pierre. It is very hard for the
Newfoundlanders ; but I see no other way of
putting a stop to it. A few years ago, a great
deal of coal oil was smuggled across the St.
Lawrence into this country. When the wind
blew in a certain direction it was surprising
how many barrels of coal oil floated across the
river. I do not see, either, how the few
thousand' quintals of fish that the French fish-
ermen catch in Newfoundland waters can be
reduced. because it is well known that other
bait will do. even though they could be pre-

vented from procuring bait under the New-
foundland law ; the only difference is that it
is not so easy to get it. When it was
necessary for our fishermen, who had missed
their bait at Newfoundland, to fit away for
their second trip, bait was found in Cape
Breton, and carried over the new line of rail-
way therein to the vessels at the Straits of
(anso and other places. I mention this fact
to show how matters of this kind can be met
under difficulties. But this is not the legiti-
mate way, nor should our fishermen be com-
pelled to this makeshift. It was hardly to Le
expected that we could sleep on our rights
under such a state of affairs, particularly
when the Crown law officers of England
were of opinion we had a perfect right to
take bait on the Newfoundland coast. In
conclusion, permit me to say I trust we shall
soon resume friendly relations with our friends
and neighbours in Newfoundland, and that in
the meantime I think it would be a matter to
be regretted that any further unpleasantness
should occur. I also hope sooner or later a
condition of affairs may arise in the public
mind of her people which may find represent-
atives from among them sitting with us in
this Chamber. They are like all islanders—
high spirited but hospitable ; and with all such
the sober second thought always tinally rules.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Perhaps the hon. gentle-
man from Alberton will not object to say
whetlier the hon. gentleman from Shell River
was in error when he said that Canada brought
her tariff into operation against Newfoundland

"before Newtoundland brought her tariff into

operation against Canada.

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—I do not see what
object is to be gained by that question. The
Government of Canada obtained from Parlia-
ment the power to put on the duty if necessary.
When did they put on the duty ? Under
compulsion—under provocation of the worst
kind. If the hon. gentleman owned a couple
of vessels at Halifax, and after fitting them
out for the fisheries and sending them away,
they returned in a couple of weeks without a
catch in consequence of not being able to get
bait, he would soon see where the difficulty
lay—especially when vessels from Newfound-
land were coming into Nova Scotia ports and
selling their fish in our markets free from
duty. We had never thought it an invasion
of our rights—-never by hint or by act, either
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in the press or on the public platform. or by
correspondence with ‘the Government; but
after the unfriendly act of Newfoundland it
Wwas time that something should be done to
let those gentlemen know that our rights were
hot to be trampled upon with impunity.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I think the hon. gen-
temen from the Maritime Provinces have
gone so fully into this question, and have so
clearly vindicated the Government in its
Dolicy towards Newfoundland that it is al-
most trespassing on the patience of the
House to ask hon. gentlemen to give further
attention to it. I shall not, however, trespass
at any length upon the time of the House.
The hon. gentleman from Halifax is desirous
that Parliament should have information
With regard to the time the respective tariffs
of Newfoundland and the Dominion went
Into operation. It is well understood, and I
do not think tells against the contention of
the hon. gentleman who preceded me in this
debate, that the tariff of Canada which im-
Dosed a duty on the fish of Newfoundland
Coming into the Dominion, was imposed prior
t0 the duty imposed by Newfoundland,
under their proclamation, on certain of the
Products of Canada. These are facts which
40 not admit of dispute, and, I presume, that
None of the hon. gentlemen; who have already
addressed the House have the slightest de-
Sire to conceal that fact; and the ground
they took, and clearly sustained, was that
the Government of Canada was amply, and
ore than amply, justified in the course they
adopted towards Newfoundland. The facts
of the case in regular sequence are as fol-
low : Disputes have been going on for years
between the people of Newfoundland and the

nch fishermen, regarding their respective
Tights on the coasts of that island. In order
to enable the fishermen, of Newfoundland to
Compete with their bounty-fed rivals, the
Legislature of that colony passed an Act re-
Bulating the selling and catching of bait
fishes. Before this Act received the Royal
assent in 1887, the Government of Canada

their attention called to it, and perceived
that its provisions might be put into opera-
ton against Canadian as well as foreign fish-
Ng vessels. Qur Government then very pro-
berly called the attention of the Imperial
3uthorities to the injustice that might result
from the passage of such a law, in the exis-

NCe of a possible state of affairs. The Act

would certainly have been disallowed had
not the Premier of Newfoundland given a
promise that it would not be enforced
against our fishermen. There is no question
that Newfoundland has broken this solemn
promise given to both the Imperial and Can-
adian Governments. Here was the begin-
ning of the trouble between Canada and
Newfoundland, for which the latter was
solely responsible. While this state of things
was pending the Blaine-Bond reciprocity
treaty was negotiated. Canada very proper-
ly opposed the ratification of that treaty, and
in retaliation Newfoundland refused to sell
bait to Canadian fishermen, or grant them
any of the rights or privileges granted to
American vessels. The Government of New-
foundland, therefore, followed their breach of
faith by the first Act of retaliation, as harsh
as it was unjustifiable towards vessels flying
the same flag. In part satisfaction or com-
pensation for the hardships inflicted on our
fishermen, our Government put a very mod-
erate duty on Newfoundland fish entering
the ports of Canada. This might reasonably
have been done on the first attempt to en-
force the license fee for bait against Can-
adian fishermen, but it was not done until
we were completely excluded from even our
legal right to purchase bait, or to use the
ports of a neighbouring colony, owning the
same allegiance as ourselves. Then came the
second retaliatory Act of Newfoundland, im-
posing a prohibitory tariff against Canadian
exports, unjust and disadvantageous alike to
producers in Canada and consumers in New-
foundland, and discriminating in favour of a
foreign country. This is the present state of
our relation with Newfoundland. The hon.
gentleman who brought this motion before
the House has given us some desirable infor-
mation, and it is not at all to be regretted
that a subject of the vast importance of the
fisheries of British North America—one of
the greatest industries of this young and
rising country—an industry in which we take
a leading place among other countries, should
occasionally be discussed in a body like this,
where from want of opportunity to realize
the importance of that industry, and
from want of inducement to study its im-
portance, there may not exist the same in-
formation that we, coming from the Mari-
time Provinces, possess. It is, therefore, not
at all to be regretted that my hon. friend has
brought up this question for discussion ; and
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it should not be regretted if more fregnent
discussions on this great question shoald tuke
place in both branches of Parliament, that
would give us all an idea of the magmtude
aud, importance of the great tishing industry
of Canada. What is that industry ? To-day
it is the occupation of thousands and tens
of thousands of the most industrious and
the most hardy and deserving of our popula-
tion. That class are engaged in a hazardous,
precarious and toilsome avocation ; and they
draw from the sea an amount of wealth
which is excelled by few others of the great
industries of the country. In considering this
question these facts must not be lost sight of :
The value of the industry in which these men
are engaged, the character of it and its vast
importance to the country. But it has
another aspect. We are not only one of the
great fishing nations of the world but we are
also, although a dependency of the Ewmpire,
high up on the list of the great maritime
powers of the world. We are fourth or fifth
in rank on the list of maritime powers, and
from what source is our great maritime
strength to be derived ? To what do we owe
it ? Our shipping strength is to be found
chiefly din the Maritime Provinces of the
Dominion, and our fisheries are the nursery
of this great and important industry. It is
not alone in regard to the economic value of
the fisheries themselves, it is also as a training
school from which our mercantile marine are
recruited that this industry is of great national
importance. In this Dominion of ours we
have a great territory, extending from the
Atlantic to the Pacificc. 'We have a territory
which is destined at some future day, and
perhaps not a very distant day, to become
one of the great nations of the world. We
own the seat of a great empire in the vast
country which has been given to us to govern.
It is important that every industry and under-
taking calculated to develop that country
should be encofitaged and receive fair treat-
ment and protection. If the country is to
realize our hopes it must be great upon sea
as upon land, and we have the facilities and
resources and necessities to make us not only
a great territorial nation but also one of the
great maritime powers of the world.” That
is the destiny that is to be ours if Canada
is true to her own interests, and little sec-
tional questions are not allowed to interfere
in reviewing questions of a national char-
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acter. In regard to the dispute between
Canada and Newfoundland the hon. gentle-
man from Shell River has given us a short
historical statement of that question. He has
referred to the circumstances under which
we find the conflicting rights between the
French fishermen and our fellow colonists in
Newfoundland. It was no doubt in order
to protect themselves against the enormous
advantages which the French fishermen had,
protected by a duty of ten francs a quintal.
when they shoved out into the sea to take
fish alongside the Newfoundland fishermen
and sell them in the same markets. It was,
perhaps, justifiable for them under the cir-
cumstances in which they found themselves
involved, especially in relation to their French
rivals, to have passed a Bait Act such as they
did pass and which was intended at
the time to apply only to foreign fisher-
men, and especially to the French.
That Act was considered so wrong in regard
to the other British possessions in North
America, however, that when the attention of
the Imperial Government was called to it in
1887 they at once refused to sanction it. It
was the intention of the Imperial Government
to veto the measure had not the Prime Minister
of Newfoundland, who was then in London,
given to the Colonial Secretary a clear and
explicit promise that that law was never in-
tended to be and never would be enforced
against Canadian vessels. It was not at the
outset enforced, but subsequently an amend-
atory Act was passed, in 1889, applying the
license system not only to foreign vessels but
to Canadian vessels. Our people complained
that it was a great hardship in the face of all
the concessions that Canada had given to

Newfoundland fishermen, and consider-
ing that we allowed their fish to
come into our country free of duty,

and that we allowed their fishermen all
the privileges in our ports which our own
enjoyed—that we built lights on their coasts.
Wwhich they taxed us for, and considering
everything that Canada had done to show her
good will towards Newfoundland, it would
not have been unreasonable for us to expect
that our fishermen should get bait free in the
ports of Newfoundland. This was the con-
dition of things when the Blaine-Bond Treaty
was negotiated—a treaty which, as the hon.
gentleman from Lunenburg well remarked, was
a complete abrogation of the protective clauses
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of the treaty of 1818, so far as Newfoundland

‘vesa-ls were treated mos¥# unfairly upon the
was concerned, under which our fishing rights

coasts of Newfoundland. They were hardly

on the Atlantic coast are protected, and under |allowed the privileges which were accorded

which alone we expect to get anything like a)

fair reciprocity treaty in regard to-our fisheries
from the United States. If Newfoundland
had the power, from its geographical position
and its command of certain fisheries, to practi-
cally abrogate the treaty of 1818 by supply-
ing American vessels with bait, and giving
them all the privileges that they are denied
by the treaty of 1818, what would be the
Value of that treaty, so impaired, to the rest
of the Dominion ? That was one of the chief
£rounds upon which the Government of
Canada took its stand in opposing the Blaine-
Bond Treaty. But they had alsoa very good
ground in this: that it was not very fair to
allow one province to make a treaty which
Would discriminate against another British
Drovince. One British province should not
be allowed to discriminate against another
British province, any more than a British
Province should be allowed to discriminate
against the mother country. If such a policy
Were possible and permissible, annexation
Would be the almost inevitable result. and
Tor this reason, it would be in the power of
the United States to play the game which
they did attempt to play with regard to
Prince Edward Island first, and then with
Newfoundland—that is, to make particular
tf“i&ties with the different provinces, and ex-
Cite rivalries, jealousies, and antagonistic 1nt
terests, and thus engender such a state of
Confusion and discontent amongst ourselves
4% would leave us open to no other course
than to throw ourselves into the arms of the
Republic. 1f any of our provinces were
allowed to do this, it would be giving themn
an advantage which would be unjust to all
the other provineces of Canada. It was be-
Cause the Canadian Government, acting with-
its legitimate functions, and in simple
noe to its duty to the people of Canada
-and not only to the people of Canada, but
fi the Ppeople of the Empire—opposed the rati-
Cation by the Imperial Government of the
B‘]ahl&Bond Treaty, that the Government of
Newfoundiana imposed a discriminating tar-
against us. I say ithat the Government of
Canada would have been recreant to its duty
It not used all the influence it could with

the Imperial authorities to have that treaty
Vetoed. Had our Government not done so
What would have been the next step ? Our

Ol

to the shipping of foreign nations ; they were
not allowed to stay in the ports of Newfound-
land at all, and they were prohibited from
purchasing or taking bait upon any terms
whatever. Newfoundland fish came into our

!ports free ; their vessels were treated in our
"ports as if they

were our own ? Could
we stand their treatment any longer ? Could
the Government stand by and look upon this
injustice being perpetrated ‘upon our people
without asking themselves “ Have we no
means to counteract the injustice that
is being inflicted upon a great industry
and a valued class of our people ?” I say
that they would have been recreant to their
duty had they not stepped in when they did
and taken a very important step indeed to
wards giving some compensation to the fisher-
men of Canada for the manner in which they
were treated by the Government of New-
foundland. They have not gone as far as
they possibly may have to go yet. There are
other important questions to be considered
if retaliation should continue necessary. It
may be a question with our Government
whether we will allow vessels of Newfound-
land to come into our ports without paying
light dues, or to fish on the coast of Labrador
on the same terms -as our people, and more
than that, to take Canadian supplies there
without charging duties upon them. These
are important privileges which have not been
interfered with as yet, and it may be a
question which the Government will have to
deal with. For my part I trust that our
Government may not have to go further in
this direction. I desire that the best relations

should prevail between this Dominion and the -

historic colony of Newfoundland. It is the
oldest colony of the Crown and it i3, compared
with ourselves, weak and not well off. Its
people are engaged in a very precarious and
laborious method of earning their livelihood.
It is desirable, and I am sure it is the wish
of the people everywhere, rather than have
any difficuity or bad feeling between this
Dominion and our sister colony, that we
should make some sacrifice. We should act
not only with justice, but with magnanimity
towards our sister colony. I trust that what-
ever may be the result of the difficulties which
wa have got into with Newfoundland the
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Government of the Dominion will be able
hereafter to say that it has not been our
fault if we did not come to some friendly and
satisfactory arrangement with Newfoundland
in connection with the present 'difficulty.
I do not believe that, in speaking on this
. question, we should blame the people of New-
foundland for the trouble that exists. I
believe that the majority of the people of
Newfoundland, if they had the opportunity
of speaking to-morrow, would condemn the
conduct of the Govermment, and that being
the case it is not for us, I think, to urge any
avoidable measures of harshness towards the
people in retaliation for the conduct of an
Executive which many people suppose does
not fairly represent public opinion in New-
foundland. For my own part I look forward
to the day when Newfoundland will form a
portion of this Dominion, and one of the
questions which even now presents itself to
public view in connection with our present
difficulties is the necessity of rounding off
the Dominion by the addition of the key to
the Gulf of St. Lawrence the very valuable
and important island of Newfoundland.

Hon. Mr. POWER —1 think the House
is to be congratulated upon the discussion of
this afternoon. The hon. gentleman from
Shell River has given a great deal of valuable
information to the House. His speech showed
that he had very carefully studied an im-
portant subject, and he dealt with it in a
temper which T was glad to see was shared
by most of the gentlemen who followed him.
The hon. gentleman did not condemn the Gov-
ernment—at least I did not so understand him.
He pointed out, as I think it is well should be
done in these cases, how we had come to have
a difficulty with Newfoundland. He pointed
out the reason why Newfoundland had got
into the frame of mind in which she ap-
parently is, and he simply asked that those
excuses should be given fair consideration.
I was very much gratified to notice that,
and also to notice that the hqn. gentleman
who has just resumed his seat took, at the
close of his speech, the same ground, that
we should remember that the people of New-
foundland were our fellow-colonists and fellow-
subjects, that they were acting under the
stress of very unfavourable circumstances,
and that we should make every allowance
for their position and if possible endeavour to
arrange the difficulties which exist between

Canada and Newfoundland without resorting
to extreme measures. It is a long time since

we have had a discussion in this
House which has been as satisfactory
to the gentlemen present, and has

been so much calculated to indicate the way
in which the Senate can be of service to the
public. A very important question affecting
various interests in the Dominion has been

discussed with an impartiality and a moder-
ation of tone and temper which it would be
almost impossible to secure in the other branch
of Parliament. I think that discussions of
this kind are just the discussions which we
ought to expect to have in the Senate, and
which, perhaps. we do not have as often as
we should. I hope the example of the hon.
gentleman from Shell River will be followed
to a very cousiderable extent in the future by
other hon. gentlemen. I do not think I can
add anything to the information before the
House, and I simply wish to say that we should
try to put ourselves in the places of the New-
foundlanders. 1 do not deny that the con-
duct of Newfoundland towards Canada has
been unfriendly, and perhaps unreasonable ;
but we must put ourselves in the position of
Newfoundland, and it was one of the admir-
able features of the speech made by the hon.
gentleman who introduced this resolution that
he gave us a history of the case, and pointed
out the difficulties under which Newfoundland
laboured, and which naturally and necessarily
irritated the people afid their Government.
The immediate cause of the present trouble—
I am not saying anything about the passage
of the Bait Act—but the thing which brought
about the present acute stage of what one
might call the hostilities between the two
colonies, is the interference of Canada in the
Blaine-Bond Treaty, so called. I was glad
to notice that the hon. gentleman from Shell
River, as well as every other hon. gentleman
who has spoken, took the ground that the
conduct of the Government in that matter
was perfectly justifiable, and that the Gov-
ernment would not have been doing their duty
by the people of Canada, and by other people
of the empire, if they had not interfered to
prevent the Blaine-Bond Treaty from going
into operation. I must say that on reading
over that proposed treaty carefully I could
not help being struck by the fact that it was
one of the most one-sided proposals that I had
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ever seen. Hon. gentlemen who have spoken
of the treaty have omitted the fact that New-
foundland fish were notiall allowed to go into
the United States free—only a certain portion

of the fish of Newfoundland ; but hon. gentle-

men can understand this : that the people of
Newfoundland were suffering between the
DPoverty of their own country and a failure of
Some of their fisheries. and the disastrous com-
Petition of French codfishers, and had got the
impression into their minds that this treaty
Wwith the United States was a sort of panacea,
which would be sure to remove the evils under
Wwhich they suffered, and naturally when
Canada interfered in that matter there were
Plenty of politicians in Newfoundland, just as
there are plenty in Canada, who were prepared
to try and impose upon the people and make
them believe that if it had not been for the
action of the Canadian Government they would
have had the treaty, and the treaty would
have made them all rich and happy in a short
time. The people who had been interfered
With felt very angry and very much irritated
Wwith Canada ; but I believe that when they
Come to think over the matter coolly after
the lapse of time they will realize that it was
Teally a good thing that that Blaine-Bond
Treaty was not allowed to go into operation.
The whole subject is one on which a good deal
could be said, but I think the question has
been put before the House in a clear and
Satisfactory way, and probably it is as well
that I should not discuss it any further.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I will just make a
few remarks to controvert one or two points
that have been brought up hy hon. gentlemen
Who have taken part in the debate. I must
Say that I regret I have not been able to in-
DPress upon my hon. friend from Alberton,
and my hon. friend from Lunenburg the
Decessity that exists for acting in a more
‘ fl'lendly spirit towards our fellow colonists
In Newfoundland. I think the same spirit
that animated them to take the stand
they did still animates them. I think I have
brought forward ‘many points to induce us
o take the opposite view. I am very glad to
S¢e that the hon. gentleman from Richmond
Was more moderate in his views, and that he
felt there were a great many allowances to be
Made for the peculiar circumstances of New-
foundland. I cannot help thinking that it
Would be a wise policy it such a change can
be brou"ght about in an honourable manner,

-
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if the Imperial Government could make an
honourable compromise with the French
Government to do away with any rights they
claim in Newfoundland. It would be not
only an advantage to Canada, but an advan-
tage to Newfoundland. A1l the hon. gentle-
men who have spoken before me, and who
are supposed to know what is going on have
acknowledged that a large amount of smug-
gling goes on from St. Pierre and Miquelon,
and that it is detrimental to the interest of
the Canadian people who are engaged in that
smuggling to permit it to continue. We have
certainly one method of abolishing it, and
that is by adopting a free trade policy. We
cannot, of course, abolish it in toto, for there
are certain things even under free trade that
would come in as contraband, but it is wun-
fortunate that we should have two little bits
of islands close to Newfoundland under for-
eign rule, that can be used as a nursery for
a trade that is demoralizing to the country.
and a great loss to the revenue of the Dom-
inion.

Hon. Mr; McDONALD—How can you pre-
vent it ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—You can prevent any-
thing at all if you have the spirit to do so by
adopting free trade, and by having a British
consul on the island and instituting a bait
Agct that will make the fisheries of less value
to the French fishermen. It is our privilege
to defend ourselves in that way without being
considered contumacious. The French Gov-
ernment might then be induced to yield up
the privileges they have on the island of St.
Pierre and Miquelon, as not possessing the
same value as heretofore. The hon. gentleman
from Alberton commented upon my position
last year in regard to this question. I called
the attention of the Government last year to
the fact that one of our fishermen had been
imprisoned for contravening the Bait Act. I
was perfectly right in my statement then. I
saw a statement in the papers that a Cana-
dian citizen had been imprisoned by the New-
foundland Government and I took it for
granted it was in consequence of our action
in the Blaine-Bond Treaty. I have since
looked into 'the correspondence and the
returns to see where the right and the wrong
was, and if I have changed my opinion it is
because I have studied the question, and it is
only by study and by enquiry that any man
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will change his opinion. and if you change
your opinion from conviction it is sound :
if it is otherwise it is not a sound position.
I have given the result of my enquiry; I
have given the result of the correspondence
collated to this hon. House, and I leave it to
the House to judge whether I was not right
in changing my opinion in that respect. 1
wcertainly can express with the hon. gentle-
man from Richmond the hope that some day
the island of Newfoundland and the Govern-
ment of Newfoundland will become united
with the Dominion ; and if such should be the
case then we will have representatives from
Newfoundland discussing these questions with
us and expressing their views on these and

other important questions affecting both
gountries and the future destiny of the
Dominion.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The House will excuse
me if I say one word.
wentlemen have laid a good deal of stress on
my enquiry as to which came first, the pro-
clamation of the Canadian Government bring-
ing the tariff into operation against New-
foundland or that of the Newfoundland Gov-
ernment bringing their tariff into operation
against Canada. The reason I asked that
question and thought it of importance was
this : that, leaving everything else aside,
inasmuch as we exported to Newfoundland
three or four times as much as we imported
from Newfoundland the putting into force of
the two tariffs was very much to the
injury of Canada. The balance of in-
jury was very much on our side. Then I
heard some hon. gentleman make some refer-
ence to the fact that tish came into Canada
from Newfoundland before the tariff was put
into operation.
which came into Canada from Newfoundland
did not really enter into any serious com-
petition with our own fish at all ; it was used
chiefly, that which came to Halifax. for pur-
poses for which our local tish did not suit, to
assort and complete cargoes going to the West
Indies and South America, and I notice that
the Chamber of Commerce in Halifax have
recently passed resolutions in favour of the
renewal of that trade with Newfoundland, and
of getting rid of the tariff.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-—Does my hon. friend
say that Newfoundland fish coming into Hali-
fax did not reduce the price of the fish sold
by our fishermen ?  We all know that there

Two or three hon. |

As a matter of fact. the fish '

|
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were thousands and thousands of doltars lost
to our fishermen in consequence of it.

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

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 6 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottaren, Wednesday, Mareh S0th, 189..
The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 o'clock.
Prayers and routine proceedings.

MARINE AND FISHERIES BILL.
THIRD READING.
Hon. Mi. ABBOT'L moved the third read-
ing ot (Bill 12) “ An Act respecting the De-
partment ot Marine and Fisheries.”

Hon. Mi. POWER—-I do not think that the
Bill should be read the third time without be-
ing first amended. and the amendment that I
propose to offer to the House is to strike out
the 4th clause of the Bill. That clause is as
follows 1

“4. The Governor in Council may at any
time assign any of the duties and powers
hereby assigned to and vested in the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries - to
any othel member of the Queen's Privy
Council for Canada and his Depart-
ment ; and from the period appointed
for that purpose by Order in Council such
duties and powers shall be transferred to and
vested in such other member of the Queen’s
Privy Council for Canada and his Depart-
ment.”

Now. I think that that clause is objectionable.
I may mention that it did not appear in the
original chapter of the Revised Statutes, the
place of which this Bill is intended to take ;
and it is a clause which does not appear, in
the legislation with respect to other depart-
ments of the Government. This clause under-
takes to give to the Governor in Council a
right to exercise power which I think should
ba exercised only by Parliament. It is true
that the other day we passed a Bill with res-
pect to the Geological Survey, providing that
that sub-department might be placed under
the control of any member of the Govern-
ment whom His Excellency in Council chose
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to designate, but there was a reason for that
which there is not in this case. It was point-
ed out that that department for certain rea-
sons would come more properly under the
Jjurisdiction of the Minister of Agriculture than
under the jurisdiction of the Minister of the
Interion, where it had been in the past.
I understand it is proposed to transfer the
immigration service fror the Agricultural
Department to the Department of the Interior.
It was found to be more convenient. The
spheres of the Department of the Interior
and the Department of Agriculture are
cognate, and it may, as happened in these
cases, be convenient that certain work which
was at one time assigned to one departinent
should be transfarred to another, but there is
o such reason with respect to the proposed
change in the Marine and Fisheries Depart-
ment. There is no other department of the
Government whose sphere is cognate to that
of the INisheries Department. If hon. gentle-
men will take the trouble to look at the
schedule of the Bill they will be satisfied on
that point. T shall not read the whole of the
schedule, but here are a few of the subjects
With which the Marine and Fisheries Depart-
ment has to deal :

1. Pilots and pilotage, and decayed pilots’
funq.

2. The construction and maintenance of
lighthouses, light-ships, fog-alarms, buoys and

¥acons.

3 Ports and harbours, harbour commis-
Sloners and harbour masters.

4. Piers, wharves and breakwaters, and the
collection of tolls in connection therewith,
and the minor repairs on such properties.

5. Steamships and vessels belonging to the

overnment of Canada engaged in connection
With services administered by the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries.

6. Sick and distressed seamen. and the
establishment, regulation and maintenance of
Marine and seamen’s hospitals.

. River and harbour police.

It will be perceived, by reference to the
Schedule, that the matters assigned to the
Department of Marine and Fisheries are all,
In a certain sense, ~ui generis, and are not
akin to the matters which are placed under
the jurisdiction of any Minister other than the
Minister of Marine and Fisherles. If hon.
Zentlemen will look at the Revised Statutes
they win find that, as regards the Depart-
Ments of Customs, Finance, Inland Revenue,
Railways and Canals, Public Works, Militia
and Defence and Post Office, there is no such
Power aathis sweeping power which is given

<

by the fourth clause of the Bill, authorizing
the Governor in Counail to transfer practically
the whole of the business of the Fisheries
Department to the Minister of any other
department. If a change of that sort becomes
necessary, it should be made by Parliament
and not by the Governor in Council. Parlia-
ment meets every year, and if it should be
found necessary to make an important change
of that kind, it is easy enough to get the
authority from Parliament; and I think we
should keep control of these matters in our
own hands. If the principle which is in-
volved in this clause is to prevail and become
general, we might as well do away with all
the wexisting legislation with respect to the
various departments, and simply say that the
Government shall consist of thirteen ministers
and that these gentlemen shall apportion the
public business between them in such a way

WS they may mutually agree upon. I daresay

there would be a great many conveniences
in that, but it has not been the plan which
has been adopted in Canada, or in any other
country ; and I think Parliament should retain
the control of these matters in its own hands.
For that reason I move that the fourth clause
be stricken out of the Bill.

Hon. Mi. KAULBACH—-I have not gone
through all the Acts respecting the other de-
partments ; but I find that the very next Act
in the Revised Statutes is that respecting the
Department of Secretary of State, and I see
that the same powers are granted there that
are proposed to be granted here, viz. : that the
Governor in Council may assign to some other
department a portion of the business of that
department. I presume that this change is
only for some temporary purpose—in case of
sickness or some contingency of that kind
—and I cannot see why there should be
any objection to one department of the public
business being assigned a portion of the bus-
ness of another departinent, if it can be better
performed there. I see by the Bill before us
that the subject matbers within the control and
management of the Department of Marine and
Fisheries are 24 in number, while I find that
in the Bill passed in 1876 there are only 9
subjects. It may be that they are sub-divided
in some way. I would ask the hon. Premier
if there is any new powers given to the De-
partment of Marine and Fisheries by this Bill ?

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—No.
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Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—I see by the Act
passed in 1886 in the schedule there are 9
heads, and now there are 24. »

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I think the objection
of my hon. friend from Halifax is somewhat
shadowy. He objects that the Government
should have power to allot some of the duties
of the Department of Marine and Fisheries to
the minister of another department. As the
Governor in Council appoints the Minister
of Marine, and entrusts him with all the
‘duties imposed on the Department of Marine,
surely the Governor in Council may
have the power of allotting some of the
those duties to another minister. That is
a less exercise of power than giving a’l of
them to a particular minister. I do not see
any reason in the objection at all ; H»n the con-
trary I see a great many reasons in favour of
this Bill. If hon. gentlemen will look at the
Act it will be found that one branch of the

duties of that Department is the oonst.mction'

of public works. There are a great many
works in connection with Marine and Fish-
eries which that department now undertakes,
and this seems to me to be somewhat incon-
sistent. The Department of Public Works has
the machinery, the means, and the men, for
doing public works, and it is by the Depart-
ment of Public Works that such works are
usually constructed. If it should be found at
any time to be more convenient, and more
judicious, that the Public Works Department
should be entrusted with the construction of
lighthouses, piers, wharves and harbours,
which at present is frequently the case, surely
there could be no objection to make that
change. And it there should be found any
line of duty entrusted to any department
which would be better performed by -another,
with similar power, there could be no objec-
tion to assign it to such other. I do not know
that there is in contemplation at this moment
any special change in the department with
respect to these powers ; and the same power
has been taken in several Statutes, and ap-
plies at this moment to several departments.
As the hon. gentleman from Lunenburg has
pointed out, these powers are contained in the
Act respecting the Department of the Secre-
tary of State, and in others.

Hon. Mr. POWER—No ; I do not think it.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—In respect to the De-
partment of, Interior, and the Department of
Agriculture there is no necessity for an Act to

remove the control of immigration from the
Department of Agriculture to the Department
of Interior. In the Geological Survey, the
control of the survey was allotted to the De-
partment of Interior by Statute, land for that
reason it was necessary to have another
Statute to remove it from' that department,
and it is proposed by the Act which is either
passed, or in course of being passed, that the
Governor in Council shall have the right to
allot the control of the Geological Sur-
vey to such other department as he
and they may think proper. I do not
sea for my part why the same rule
should not be applied to the Department of
Marine and Fisheries. 1 see many reasons
why it would be advantageous to have the
power of transferring from that department
to another department duties which properly
pertain to another department, and I see no
excessive jurisdiction given to the Governor
in Council in granting the power to allot a
portion cof the duties of the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries to another minister, while under
the constitution he can allot the whole of the
duties to another minister. I object to the
amendment of my hon. friend, and I think the
Bill should pass as it is.

Hon. Mr. MASSON—I remember when I was
at the head of /the Militia Department that
there were two branches—one, the militia
proper, and the other the building of drill
halls, &c., which went to the Department of
Public Works. Do I understand that the
Government now want to do in the Depart-
ment of Marine and Fisheries what they might
do in the Militia Department as well—transfer
all the building of works pertaining to the
department to the Miniser of Public Works ?
Has that been done in the Militia Department
since I was head of it ? If it has not been
done I do not see why we should take some
of the duties away from the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries and give them to the Minister of
Public Works if we do not take similar duties
away from the Minister of Militia and give
them to the Public Works. The same principle
should apply in both cases. It is only the
transferring of such duties from one minister
to another minister, but not transferring the
DPowers of one minister to another, as I under-
stand ?

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—And only for a
limited time.
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Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—All I can say to my
hon. friend on that subject is this: the Bill
which is now before the House applies only
to the Department of Marine and Fisheries. 1
do not know what the powers of the Minister
of Militia are, in respect of public works, but
I am under the impression at this moment
that the Minister of Militia exercises some
powers in connection with public works in his
department. If the Militia Department, or
any other department, has functions which
'would be better performed by some other,
we ought to have a statute which would per-
mit the Governor in Council to transfer these
duties to the department where they more
properly belong. That is what they want in
this Bill

Hon. Mr. POWER—I think the hon. gentle-
man has given a reply which does not answer
the objection. The .hon. gentleman has sug-
gested that certain matters which now come
under the jurisdiction of the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries may more properly be under
the jurisdiction of another minister. Then
why does tha Government not introduce legis-
lation to transfer this work to the jurisdiction
of another minister ? That is the way to
cure the difficulty. I think that everyone
should know under what jurisdiction any
given subject is, so that one will know whether
he has to apply to the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries or to the Minister of Public Works,
That is my view of it. I simply say : let
Parliament apportion the work ; do not have
it done by an Order in Council. I think Par-
liament should keep the control of these things
to itself. .

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—It is merely a tem-
porary assignment.

Hon. Mr. POWER—There is nothing in the
Bill to show that it is temporary, and in the
case of the Department of Secretary of State
‘the thing was different altogether. That was
& sort, if I may be allowed to say so of a
-department, of refugium peccatorum ; anything
for which the Government could not find a
-convenient place was put into the Department
of the Secretary of State, for in olden times
the Secretary of State had not very much to
do. Since the Secretary of State has taken
-charge of the printing bureau, I do not think
‘there is any inclination to give him more work.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—My hon. friend should,
T think, do Justice to the legislation as it

stands. There is no reasbn for depreciating
the office of the Secretary of State.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I am not depreciating
the office.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—That department has a
numben of very important functions to per-
form, and in respect to that department,
Parliament has enacted that the Governor in
Council may assign any of its duties to any
other member of the Privy Council. Then,
the very mnext statute provides that there
shall be a department which shall be called
the Department of Public Printing and
Stationery, over which the Secretary of State
of Canada, or such other member of the Privy
Counci! as the Governor in Council may de-
cide, shall preside. The legislation is not
uniform, ‘but it is quite plain that the principle
of the present Bill is sanctioned by numerous
Acts of Parliament.

The amendment was declared lost on a
division.

The Bill was then read the third time and
passed.

DEVELOPMENT OF SEA FISHERIES
. BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.,

The House resolved itself into a Committee
of the Whole on Bill (5) “ An Act futher to
amend chapter ninety-six of the Revised
Statutes, intituled, ‘ An Act to encourage the
development of the Sea Fisheries and the
bullding of Fishing Vessels.’”

On the first clause—

Hon. Mr. POWER-The Act which this Bill
proposes to amend is an Act for the en-
couragement and development of the sea
fisheries and to promote the building of fishing
vessels. That Act was passed in 1882 and pro-
vided for the distribution of a sum of about
$150,000 amongst the owners of fishing vessels
and boats. The appropriation is generally
spoken of as the fishing bounty money. The
second section of the Act provides that the
grant shall be appropriated for the said pur-
pose at such time and by such instalments in
each year as the Governor in Council may
direct. The third section of the Act, which
this Bill proposes to repeal, provides that dur-
ing each session of Parliament a statement
shall be laid before Parliament of the mode
in which it is proposed to distribute the grant
and that the assent of Parliament shall be
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obtained thereto. The reason assigned for
striking  out the third section is that it has
been found, it is alleged, that this requirement
that the statement shall be submitted to
Parliament before the bounty is distributed,
would interfere very seriously with the dis-
tribution of this money. If the Government
were to wait before distributing this bounty
money until after the meeting of Parliament,
and the statement would have been submitted
and received the assent of Parliament, the most
advantageous time for distributing this money
to the fishermen would have passed. That is
the reason given for the proposed change in
the law. It will be obsreved that Parliament
by this Bill gives up .a portion of its control
over the expenditure of the money. It will
also be noticed that the proposed amendment,
when adopted, will leave the matter in a
rather unsatisfactory and vague condition. I
think it is desirable that the amendment
should be made in the direction which I am
going to propose : In the first place, because
the bounty money should be distributed before
the fishing begins, at any rate before the ves-
sels begin to go away on the spring fishing.
If this money is to do the work which it was
intended to do—that is, to encourage the con-
struction of fishing vessels and to induce men
to engage in the work of fishing—then it
should bw distributed as early as practicable
"in the season, 80,88 to enable these men to
build vessels and boats, and to enable
the fishermen to purchase necessary
supplies for their familles while they
are away fishing. .On that point
the minister wha promoted the Bill in the
other Chamber takes the same view of the
matter as, I think, nearly every body else
does. It was stated that the department had
been taking steps to secure the early distribu-
tion of the money. Some years ago this
money was not distributed until comparatively
late in the season, and it was found that it
did not do as much good then as if it had
been distributed earlier. Recognizing these
facts, and agreeing with the minister who pro-
moted the Bill, we should go a little further and
provide by law & time within which the money
should be distributed, because, if for no other
reason, the day may come when some other
gentleman may take the position now occu-
pied by the present Minister 6f Marine and
Fisheries—perhaps ona of his own colleagues—
who would not be as energetic as he is, and
this fishing bounty, which it is so desirable

should be distributed as early as possible,
may be.distributed, as it was some years ago,
much later and in such a way as not to do
nearly as much good as it should. I think
therefore, that Parliament should fix a time
before which the money should be paid. That
is one reason why I think an amendment
should be made. The other reason is this:
The money which is granted out of the funds
in the public treasury, which funds are con-
tributed by people of all shades of political
opinion, should not be used to benefit either
political party. For one, I think it is a
justifiable thing that the Conservative party
should claim credit for having introduced the
system of fishing bounties. That is a fair and
legitimate argument in appealing to the elec-
torate. It is not generally stated, I may
mention here by way of parenthesis, when
credit is claimed for having introduced this
system of paying fishing bounties, that the
Minister of Finance of that day, when he
introduced the measure, proposed to give the
bounty for only on® year, and that a year in
which there wags a general election about being
held, and the suggestion that this should be
made a permanent thing came from the -Oppo-
sition side of the House at that day.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—No, no.

Hon. Mr. POWER—The suggestion was
made by the hon. gentleman who then sat for
‘West Durham.

Hon. Mr. MILLER —1 think when Sir
Charles Tupper introduced the resolution—

Hon. Mr. POWER—Excuse me, it was not
Sir Charles Tupper who introduced it.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—It was during his time.

Hon. Mr. POWER~I beg the hon. gentle-
man’s pardon. .

Hon. Mr. MILLER — The resolution on
which the fishing bounty was first carried
through Parliament was introduced, if I mis-
take not, by Sir Charles Tupper, and it was
said then to be an electioneering dodge.

Hon. Mr. POWER—It was in 1882.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—1882 was not the eve
of a general election.

Hon. Mr. POWER — There was a general
election shortly afterwards. As I have saiq,
it is a fair thing for the Conservative party
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to claim ecredit- for having introduced the
System of fishing bounties. That is not an
Unreasonable thing, and I think they should
be satistied with that. The fact is, they are
Dot 80 satistied, and they have adopted such a
Course in dealing with this money in the past
48 would be alculated to leave the impres-

slon on the minds of clectors, who were
DOt very well informed as to parlia-
Wentary practice, and the ways of

the Dominion Government, that this money
Was something which is given to the fisher-
“‘1‘311 byl the present Government, and by the
Conservative party—that it is not the public
Money, but money which is owned by the Gov-
S'mment, and by the Conservative party, and
Which is distributed to the electors by those
Sentlemen out of the goodness of their own
hearts, ‘What they give the electors is some-
thing which the people really pay themselves.

t may seem rather an improbable state-
ent—

Hon. a1y ABBOT'T—Very.

Hon, Mr. POWER—But I shall give the
0use some illustrations of the truth of that
that the attenipt is made to leave an im-
DPression on the minds of the electors that this
fishing bounty is a free gift made by the Con-
Servative party to the fishermen of the coun-

&Y. I Qo not care to speak of things which
40 not know ; but I can speak of my own
Province and the county froms which 1 come.
Te was a local general elecfion in the Pro-
Vinee of Nova Scotia in the end of May, 1890 ;
4 iy thyt year the fishing bounty was dis-
angmed'to the tishermen in Halifax county,
) I understand in other counties as well,
::::e on the jeve of the election, in the
T half of the month of May., It

t be remembered that the same gentle-
er Wwas then Minister of Marine and Fish-
gees Who now fills that oftice. There was a
Uleral election for the House of Commons on
\e 9th March, 1891. That was considerably
O and a-half months—before the time
hen the local election had been held during
© DPrevious year; and strange to say the
betorg bounty was distributed within a week
the election which was held on the 5th

ury We had a bye election in Halifax
t Dg the present year, and we had bye elec-

R

0]
ge:; In the county from which the hon.
in czman from Richmond comes, and another

D8 Breton county; and I understand
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that in one of those counties, where the elec-:
tion took plice some two or three weeks be-
fore the Halifax election. the fishing bounty
money was distributed before the election.

Hon. Mi. MILLER —Not in Richmond
county.
Hon. Mr. POWER—I ecannot speak for

Richmond, but I know that in Ialifax county
the money was distributed in many cases on
the very evé before the election.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTIWhat month ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-The month of Feb-
ruary. The money was distributed in one

case on the 10th February. Here we
had it in the latter part of May,
the bheginning of March, and now the

beginning of February. I may mention, in
order to identify the thing so that there shall
not be any question about it, that this was
done in several parts of the county of Halifax,
but I can mention one particuler place which I
happen to know about. In the settlement of
Jeddore, east of Halifax, there was a political
meeting the second day before the election.
The election was held, I think. on Thursday,
and there was a meeting held in this settle-
ment on the preceding Tuesday evening.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—What month ?

Hon. Mr. POWER—Thursday was the 11th
February, and Tuesday would be the 9th.
There was a meeting held on the 9th Feb-
ruary, at which gentlemen on both sides of
politics addressed the electors; and then,
about the close of the meeting, a gentleman
stepped forward, and clapping his hand on
his poeket, said : * These arguments you lave
listened to may be very fine, but I have the
best argument here in my pocket—I have
$500 in fishing bounty cheques, which I am
going to distribute to-morrow.” In the county
of Halifax, at any rate, in a great many in-
stances the men who distributed the fishing
bounty . were simply Conservative canvassers.
It must strike hon. gentlemen that this is not
fair play ; it is carrying the thing too far alto-
gether. While it is excusable that the Gov-
ernment should claim credit for introducing
this system, it is going too far when they
undertake to distribute the money so as to
really make it a sort of bribe on behalf of the
Conservative candidates, just on the eve of
elections. I remember having heard with a
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great deal of pleasure the vigorous and edify-
ing language used by the hon. Premier on the
floor of this House last year when he de-|
clared the intention of the Government to
punish wrong-doing. crookedness and dishon-
esty., no matter by whoin perpetrated.

Hon. Mi. ABBOTT—Hear, ‘ hear.

Hon. Mi. POWER—I take it thisx abuse of
the tishing bounty is wrong-doing ef a serious
character, and is decidedly crooked. It is
really an appropriation of the public funds of
the country—I do not say by the Minister, but
by his subordinates. who could not probably
make it without his permission and know-l
ledge—an appropriation of public moneys for |
election funds. Now, that is just the sort of
offence which was condemmned so very decid-
edly in the case of the Province of Quebec,
and T do not see why it should not be con-
demmed when it happens to be done in the
Dominion. I understand that it was stated
in another place that the Minister was not
aware of the manner in which this fishing
bounty fund had been abused. If that be the
case—and one is obliged to believe that it is—
I think the Government should be desirous to
be placed in such a position that they could
not be suspected of abusing this fund. The |
nearest approximation which we can make;
is

to that desirable state of  things

by  deciding that this money shall |
e  distributed on or before a  certain
date in the year. That is a desirable
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for this bounty has to be made by the fisher-
men before the end of the year. It is sent up
to Ottawn, and these tishermen look upon that

“as equal to a bank note—they are certain and

sure of getting their money as soon as the
departmment can 1make the distribution of it.
Now, if the argument and statements of the
hon. gentleman are correct, certainly I have
great fault to find with the Government my-
self, because I come from a fishing district,
and the distribution of the bounty money there
is placed in the hands of one of the stronwest
and most active Grit canvassers to be found in
that section, and these fishermen hLuve to draw
the money themselves personally from the
ofticer who has the distribution of the bounty
cheques, and certainly the party to whom [

jrefer has a very strong argument in persuad-

ing the tishermen to vote against the Govern-
ment of the day, because he gives the chegues
or withholds them from the tishermen as he
thinks proper. Instead of that. however, our
fishermen never heard a whisper of any corrupt
influence that was being used in the dis-
tribution of this money, and I think the hon.
gentleman from Halifax pays & poor com-
pliment to the honesty and intelligence of the
fishermen and the electors of his political

‘stripe. if he thinks they are so easily bribed.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I do not see that the
fishermen were much influenced by it.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I must say that I
agree with my hon. triend. that the remarks

iot the hon. gentleman from Halifax are a

thing, because it is well that the fishermen reflection on the intelligence of the fishermen
should get their money early in the reason, lof Nova Scotia, especially those of the county
and that they should know that they are ("Il~1fr01u which he comes. I know that my hon.
titled to get it then : and it is well that the friend is one of the great organizers of the
reputation of the Govermment should not lxsiparty in his county, and he knows a great
in danger of being injured by the supposition deal about election tactics, and he professes
that they are parties to transactions such as to know a great deal about corrupt influence
those to which I have referred. I move, there- |yseq by the Conservative party. I must say,
fore, that the following words be added at the from my own knowledge, ihe fishing bounty
end of the only clause in the Bill :— Ihas never been used in my county for such a
“and the following section substituted there- | PUrpose as the hon. wentleman says, and no
for +— attempt has ever been made to use it in such

“3. Notwithstanding anything in the kext : fl, \\'zl._\". The fishermen claim that the money
preceding section, such grant shall be dis-!i8 theirs—that they have earned it, and that it
tributed, to the several persons entitled to should be distributed as early as possible after
receive instalments thereof, on or before theithe_\' have earned it. T know myself that I
. 81st day of March in each year.” applied to the Minister of Marine and, Fisheries

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—The last speaker has to have the distribution nade as soon as
paid vather a poor compliment to the electors | possible after the money is earned, and the
of Halifax county and the fishermen of that result of my efforts. combinad with the efforts
distriet. It is well known that the applicat.on | of others. was that the Government has made
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every effort to have the money distributed early |
and there has been a great improvement in
the last two vears. My hon. friend is cer-
tainly wrong in endeavouring to represent to !
this House that the fishermen who get the’
money do not know that it is their own and
that it can be used for corrupt purposes—that
they suppose it is merely distributed by the
Government as a generous act on their part.
I agree with my hon. friend that the money !
should be distributed as soon as possible, but
there may be reason why the money could |
Dot be distributed within a given time, and I
do not see why the Government should be
tied down to a given time. If the Govern-
ment want to be popular and to have the
8oud will of the people they will see that the !
'money is distributed as soon as possible after |
it is earned.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I do not think my hon.
friend who moved this motion quite uunder-
Stood the character of the clause which he
discussed, and which it is proposed to strike
out of it, though the discussion of it is not
Very important since I see he agrees in strik-
Ing out that clause. He said that the reason
8iven for striking it out was that it made the
Payment to these people too late. In fact the
clause has no bearing at all upon the date at
Which payment is to be made. The clause
Which is to be struck out says that during
€ach session a statement shall be laid before
both Houses of Parliament of the mode in
Which it is proposed to distribute the grant in
the ensuing year ; so that if this clause remajns
In force we shall have to prepare and lay

_ before Parliament this session a statement of
the way the bounty is to be distributed in the
Year 1893. That is the language of it. It is
Utterly impossible to conform to it. The dis-
trbution of the bounty depends upon what
the fishermen are doing, and its distribution
Cannot be decided wpon until we know what
the fishermen have done. The reason my
hon, frieng supposed was the motive for re-
Dealing this clause does not exist, and does
Dot apply at all. My hon. friend admits that
We are right in striking out that clause, only

€ proposes a remedy for a state of things
Which he says exists with regard to the dis-
~ tribution of this money. As to the working of'
the Act T do not know whether the House
Understands it or not. The hon. gentleman
tljom Prince Edward Island (Mr. Prowse)
&¥vidently understands it thoroughly and no
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doubt most of the maritime members under-
stand it also. The claims of the fishermen
who imagine they have a right to this bounty
are called for towards the end of the year.
Notice is given all through the portion of the
country where these fishermen live, inviting
them to produce their claims within a certain
time. and the time which I think is fixed at
present is the 1st December. It was the 31st
December, but I think it has been made lately
a little earlier. At all events the time is fixed
towards the end of the year, a most con-
venient time, since by that time the fishing is
practically over for the season. The conse-
quence of the presentation of these claims is
that as soon as it is practicable to make a
kind of dividend sheet of the money, based
upon these claims, it is done, and the money
is paid, as my hon. friend's own statement
shows, in February. The most recent pay-
ment was the 5th of March. He spoke of
four payments, one in May, which was very
late, another in the beginning of February,
one later on in Febrnary, and one in the
beginning of March.

Hon. Mr. MILLER—That may have been
in cousequence of the fishermen not having
called for their cheques.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I said that in 1890 the
bounty was paid about the middle of May,
in 1891 it was paid in the beginning of
March, and in 1892 it was paid in the begin-
ning of February.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—It appears from what
my hon. friend himself stated that these pay-
ments are made within a reasonabe time after
the claims have been received by the Gov-
ernment, that is after the Government has
been furnished with the means of making out
a statement showing the distribution of the
money. My hon. friend has found two or
three instances in-which elections have taken
place at a time near the time when these pay-
ments have been made, and immediately con-
nects that circumstance with a charge that
the money paid to these fishermen was paid
to them in a manner' to make them believe
that it was a free gift from the Government
to induce them to vote for the Conservative
party. I do not know if my hon. friend has
anything more than a suspicion to support
these charges as to corrupt influences used by
the Conservative party, or whether he takes
the course usual among his friends of assert-
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ing an act to be corrupt merely because it has
been an act of a Conservative, notwithstand-
ing the almost daily decisions of the courts,
by which Liberal after Liberal is deprived of
his seat for corruption ; and some disqualitied.
Notwithstanding the verdict of a whole people
hurling the Liberal party from power for the
most wide-sprend and enormous corruption,
the hon. gentleman and his friends persevere
in the parrot cry of corruption against their
opponents. He overlooks the revelations Dbe-
fore the courts, and the decisions of the courts
in the recent election trials—the results of the
election in Quebec—alt that goes for nothing.
They seem to think it is sufficient to continue
to ‘assert that the Conservatives are the peo-
ple who defile the land, that theirs is the
record of rascality and fraudulent conduct.
We can afford to let the people judge, and
they have done so. I do not know whether
my hon. friend has evidence of the fact that
the persons distributing this money have used
it as a means of exercising a corrupt in-
fluence. I can tell my hon. friend that if he
knows of any case in which that was done—
that any person charged with the distribu-
tion of this money, used it colourably, or
really as an inducement to vote for the Con-
~servative candidate at any of the elections, if
he will furnish me with the facts I promise
him that every person found guilty of such
practices will be punished severely and sum-
marily, as those who fell within my' promise
of last session.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I named the place
where the circumstance took place, and my
hon. friend’s colleague knows the officer, 'T
presume.

Hon. Mi. ABBOTT--Was it the occasion ou |
which a man slapped his pocket, and said he]
had the cheques there, or was it in some
other place ?

Hon. Mr. POWER—It was that place.
was at Jeddore, Halifax county.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT —1 thought Jeddore
was in the East Indies, but I shall not forget
the gentleman who my hon. friend says tried
to persuade the people that he had the fishing
hounty cheques in his pocket as the price of !
their votes. If any such transaction has taken
place I promise my hon. friend that the actov
in it shall be severely punished. The hon.
gentleman says that because the payments
were made about the time when there was an

It

clection to take place they were made then
to influence that election. He goes on to insult,
I think very grossly, the tishermen of the
Maritime Provinces and the electors of the
Maritime Provinces generally, by asserting
that they were influenced by the representa-
tions and conduct of the persons paying the
bounty to the effect that the Conservitive
party were giving the money, while the
fishermen themselves knew they were entitled
to it. or if not steeped in igmorance would
know they were entitled to—for which they
had actually sent in claims. And that the
people were so stupid and ignorant that after
all the preliminarvies they had to go through
they were made to believe that the bounty
money was a free gift from the Conservative
party.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I did not state that. I
think a reference to the reporter's notes will
show that I said nothing of the sort. I said
a Conservative canvasser iried to leave that
impression on the minds of the electors.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I must accept the hon.
gentleman’s explanation, but my ears must
have led me into an unusually grave mistake.
My hon. friend certainly asserted, or broadly
insinuated, that we made these payments in
February and March as a bribe to the electors;
or that we did so in such a manner as to
lead these ignorant voters to believe we were
paying it for election purposes. He went on
to say that this was what was punished hy
the people of Quebec. I do not wish to drag
Quebec into this discussion. My hon. friend
has done it but I must protest against the
insinuation that the circumstances connected
with the payment of the fishing bounty are at
all comparable to what was done in the Pro-
vinee of Quebec. 1 do not know personally
what was done there. 1 only know from
what I see in the papers, and I judge that
there was some foundation for the charges
that were made there, from the fact that the
people have thrust from power those against
whom those charges were made. I would
like to know on what principle my hon. friend
compares the cases he speaks of in connection
with the fishery bounties with the transactions
in Quebec ? Is it from the fact that in the
month in which they were paid, or in the sue-
ceeding month, there happened to be an elec-
tion that makes them equally criminal ? How
does he compare with that transaction the
payment of $21,000 to the agent of the Liberal
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party for the purpose of carrying on the
elections ; and the payment of $28,000 to
another gentleman of the Liberal party for
similar purposes, both out of a sum deliberate-
ly abstracted from Government funds ? Surely
my hon friend does not pretend that the
payment of the fishing bounties, at the usual
period of the year, is to be considered an act
of gross corruption such as the transactions in
Quebec, merely because an election happened
to be held about the same time ?

Hon. Mr. POWER—I did not say that.
There aro degrees in guilt, as the hon. gentle-
man knows.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—This was really, said
my hon. friend, what was condemned in the
Province of Quebec.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Upon the same principle.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I have no doubt, if the
dabate were prolonged, there would be plenty
of the Maritime Provinces gentlemen who
would be prepared to stand up for their con-
stituents, and protest in the strongest manner
against any such interpretation being put
upon such a transaction as the payment of
the fishing bpunties—especially when we have
no details of any oor&)ut act beyond the
statement of my hon. friend that a man at
Jeddore slapped his pocekt and said “I have
the fishery cheques in my pocket.” It seems
to me that it is not necessary to fix a par-
ticular day within which ‘these fishery
bounties shall be paid. The fact is the pay-
ment of the bounties depends upon the time
at which the peopl® send in their claims . In
the recent autumn claims did not come in
within the date fixed, and the time had to be
oxtended. I hope the House and the country
have sufficlent confidence in the Government to
be satisfied that there will be no further delay
in the payment of these bounties than is neces-
sary to make up the statement. I know no
reason, and I do not accept the reason my
hon. friend gives, for changing the law
as to the future. These bounties are
always paid as soon as the statements can
be made up from the claims sent in. The
statement has to be laid before Parliament
within thirty days from the .opening of the
session. This plan has been successful in the
past, and I have no doubt will be equally
successful in the future ; and as no possible
grievance can be held to have existed in con-
sequence of there not having been a date fixed

for the.payment of the bounties, I do not see
any reason why we should step in now and
impose such a restriction on the department,
the only effect of which would be to deprive
possibly some fishérmen who are late in send-
ing in their claims, of their bounty for that
year. I think the amendment is entirely un-
necessary, and I object to its being adopted.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It is quite clear that when
Parliament decided to grant this sum of
$160,000 for the encouragement of the sea
fisheries, it must have occurred to everyone
that the method in which this money would be
distributed might be abused—that it might pass.
into channels which would be highly improper
—because we have had some experience of
similar grants—for instance, in the distribution
of seed wheat where crops have failed, and
there was a reason for placing that 3rd clause
in the statute. It may not have been specific
enough, but it was clearly intended that the
mode by which the money was to be dis-
tributed should be explained to Parliament
in thb® antecedent session. Now, it appears.
that the statement has been made by a
member of this House, which has not been
contradicted, that in the year 1890 the dis
tribution took place in May, just before the
local election ; that in the following year it
took place in the month of March, just before
a general election, and in the present year,
when there were bye-elections, it took place
in February. From my hon. friend’s stand-
point, that was purely accidental ; still, it was
a singular coincidence that in three different
years the time of payment was entirely differ-
ent, and on each occasion it was made on the
eve of an election. Every hon. gentleman
will admit the influence of money, even when
it is legally distributed. It was asserted that
a considerable sum of money had been dis-
tributed in Kingston by a contractor before
an election there, and it was asserted that
a sum of money due to a contractor there was
not to be paid out, but was to be held over
until the charge in connection with that elec-
tion was investigated ; yet two or three days
yefore the last election some $30,000 was paid
over to the contractor in question, and an
arrangement was made to pay over the whole
of the balance before the charge was investi-
gated. The fact of these payments being
made at that time may have had no connec-
tion with the election ; still, suspicious people
would connect the two circumstances, and
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suspect there was something wrong about it.
1 entirely acquit my hon. friend of distribut-
ing the fishery bounties to the poor fisher-
men in such a way as to influence their votes;
but when money goes out of the hands of the
«Government here it passes into the hands of
agents at remote points. These agents have
their strong .political leanings, either Grit or
Tory, and I say you have no right to give to
a man under those peculiar conditions, the
epportunity to be tempted to do what is
wrong.- I say it matters not which political
party is entrusted with the distribution of this
money, it is a power which is apt to be
abused. Our knowledge of human nature is
sufficient to lead us to the conclusion that if
public money is to be distributed it is easy
Ao withhold it for few days or hasten its
distribution a few days, when by so doing an
object is to be accomplished. Now, cannot
Parliament withhold that power, and say that
on or before a certain day in every year this
money shall be distributed ? My hon. friend
says that the accounts are made up before
the end of the year. ‘

Hon. Mi. ABBOTT—The claims are sent in
before the end of the year.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Supposing we said that
the distribution shall be made on the first of
March or the first of April, in order to give
ample time—would it not be a fair and rea-
sonable proposition ?

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—Supposing we had fixed
the 31st March, would that have prevented the
payment on these three occasions to which
my hon. friend referred, two in February and
-one in March ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It certainly would have
prevented the distribution from being held
over until May. We would give the Govern-
ment a latitude of three months. What I say
is, let the time be specific and definite. There
is no doubt when Parliament placed on
record section three, that it had in view the
possibility that this money might be paid out
through channels that were not altogether
pure—that the trust might be abused ; there-
fore Parliament said, “ We want to keep con-
trol over this money, and you must tell
us a year in advance the mode in which it is
to ba distributed.” My hon. friend says that
this plan is not practicable, and I accept his
-explanation ; but surely we can limit the time
in which it is to be paid. Take any latitude

you like, only remove ‘the poséibllity of the
trust being abused.

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN-—I must protest as
strongly as I can protest against the hmputa-
tion that is made on the fishermen of the Maui-
time Provinces, that $160,000 of their hard-
earned money has been used to influence their
votes. 'The sum received by these fishermen
for bounties .averaged about $2 per man.
Could any hon. gentleman suppose for one
moment that a payment of $2 of this bounty
to a fisherman will influence his vote ? It is
his own money ; he has earned it himself ; he
must fill up certain papers and comply with
certain requirements to entitle him to the
bounty, and after he has earned his money
he knows he is going to be pald, and is not
influenced by it as to how he votes. If the
facts were known about the Jeddore incident
no doubt it would be found that some of the
hon. gentleman’s friends stated to these fisher-
men that the Government would not pay this
bonus—that they would not get the cheques—
and that this man replied : “Don’'t believe
these gentlemen, for I have my cheques in my
pocket.” Or, perhaps, another fact may have
come out in relation to the transaction at
Jeddore. It may have been that some of the
hon. gentleman'’s fiiends themselyes had money
in their pocket, and said they were ready to
pay the bonus. I have had some experience
myself in election matters,

Hon. Mi. POWER—Yes ; the hon. gentle-
man ran an election.

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—Yes ; I ran an election
and was beaten, and I was beaten by the
votes of a great many of those gentlemen who
get the fishery cheques too. Had all the men
who got fishery cheques in my county voted
for me I would have been elected. I would
call attention to the absurdity of the statement
that we should pay this money before the 31st
March. Take one of those fishermen, John
Brown, for instance : he goes to the fishery
office, makes his claim, fills up a certain form
that is given to him, to enable him to do so,
and next.day he ships to the West Indies or
to England, or on a long voyage somewhere
else, as many of our fishermen do, and returns
home perhaps along in March or April to pre-
pare for the next season’s fishing. Under the
proposal of my hon. friend opposite, this man
would be robbed of his share of the bounty,
simply because he was not home in time to be
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Paid before March. The proposal is absurd.
. The fishermen of the Maritime Provinces are|
hardy, robust men. with a great deal of native
Shrewdness ; they are men that it is difficult
to deceive ; they know their rights, and how
% maintain them, and if my hon. friend had
% run an election amongst fishermen he would
find that they are the last men to undertake
deceive by foolish representations.

EHon. Mr. MILLER—You cannot buy them
With their own money, at any rate.

Hon. Mr. HOWLAN—They hold very strong
Views. They would tell you: “ This is not
Your money ; you have passed a law to pro-
Vide that if T fish such a length of time in a

at of such a size, with a crew of so many
an, and catch so many quintals of fish, you

give me a bounty of so much money. I

Ve complied with the conditions, have earn-
the money, and it is mine.” If it is wrong

to distribute bounty money, it is wrong to
8rant it. The public man who would suggest
that $160,000 would influence the vote of the
shermen of the Maritime Provinces would
10t be listened to on any platform in that
Section of the Dominion, or by any man hav-

g any knowledge of the people. I have in
MY hand now a letter from a fisherman in

Oce Edward Island, asking me to ascertain
Why the cheques for the past season have not

0 sent. On making enquiry I find that
® reason why that man had not got his
;):leq‘le is because he had been away from the

a0d had not come back.

Hon. mr, ALMON — As the Conservative
Majority at Jeddore was very much less in
€ election which the senior member for
alluded to than on any other occasion,
the allegeq bribery by the Conservative party
the gistribution of the fishery bounties
o Not a successful one. But the hon. gen-
_mall may correct me if I am wrong in
i, T understood that Mr. Fielding, the
me“‘iﬂ‘ of Nova Scotia, was present at that
b::“ng, and as a large quantity of money has
I expended by the Local Government oh
Service throughout the country during the
Year I have heard that referred to as a
jOl’ityn for .the decreased Conservative ma-
th Perhaps I have been misinformed on
Ha;rpomt’ as the hon. senior member for
. 4X may also be wrong in his information
€8ard to this party that is sald to have
2 ththe fishing bounty cheques in his pocket
® price of his vote.

Dagt
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Hon. Mr. POIRIER—While admitting that
circumstances might arise which would render
the amendment of the hon. gentleman from
Halifax justifiable, I do not believe that such
circumstances do now exist. On the contrary,
I think everything tends to show that the
condition of affairs is being improved in the
department. In former years the distribution
was made later in the season, and if I am
well acquainted with this question, it is for
this reason : the returns from the officers
were made later in the year, and in the de-
partment the distribution of cheques, &c., was
left to the officials to be performed in the
usual course of their duties. Now that the
fishermen having asked that the bounty be
distributed earlier in the year to enable them
to buy the outfits for their fishing, &c., I
believe it has become the practice in the de-
partment not to employ extra hands but to
have the employees on the regular staff work
extra hours—from four to six and from seven
to ten or eleven o'clock during one or two
months of the year, in order to be ready
earlier for the distribution of these claims,
and that, I believe, explains why four or five
years ago the distribution, which was made
only in April or May, is now, through the
exertions of our most energetic minister, Mr.
Tupper, made in the month of February or
early in March. All that goes to show that
the circumstances which might possibly
render such an amendment justifiable at one
time certainly do not exist now. It will be
time enough, in case there should be a return
to the old system of making the distribution
late, to propose such an amendment. Now,
as to the fishermen, we must not underrate
their intelligence and their knowledge of
public affairs. They do not view those
bounties as favours ; they look upon them as
their right. With them it is a matter of a
positive character. When they have justified
their claims they feel entitled to the money,
and they vota for or against the Government
candidates without being influenced by the
cheque they have received for the bounty to
which they have a positive right, a fact which
hey well know. I am speaking from personal
knowledge, and I believe I will be generally
backed by the members from the Maritime
Provinces. I am sorry to learn that there is
a less enlightened class of fishermen in the
County of Halifax than in the other con-
stituencies of the Maritime Provinces, but I
believe it will be found that it is only amn
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exceptional one among them who views these
cheques in the light mentioned by the hon.
member from Halifax. There is no occasion
to adopt this amendment now, and therefore
I for one will not vote for it.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I should like to ex-
press my sympathy with the object that the
hon. member from Halifax has in view in
bringing this subject before the House,
although it is probably not a strong case upou
which he can enunciate the principle he is
advocating. There is no doubt that the Oppo-
sition, in impressing their views on the
country, are at a great disadvantage as com-
pared with the Government of the day. 1
think it is desirable that we should equalize
‘things as far as possible, and the
amendment of my hon. friend from
- Halifax is & move in that direction. He
simply proposes that there should be a fixed
time for the payment of the bounties to the
fishermen that there may be no appearance
of influencing voters through the pocket ; that
it shall not be left to the discretion of the
Government or of the department to say when
the money shall be paid. It is human nature
to feel a certain sympathy with the hand
that dispenses bounty, and on the eve of an
election has more or less effect upon some. It
is certainly an advance in the right direction,
and the hon. member from Halifax, as a
member of the Opposition, proposes to place
the Opposition, should they reach the
treasury benches, in the same position. to put
himself on record that he may be judged by
the same standard. I bave a good deal of
sympathy with him.

The amendment was declared lost.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL, from the eommittee, re-
ported the Bill without amendment.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT moved that the Bill be
now read a third time.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Will the hon. gentleman
allow the third reading to stand until to-
morrow ?

Hon. Mr, ABBOTT moved that the Bill be
now read the third time.

Several hon. GENTLEMEN—Now ! now !

Hon. Mi. POWER—There seems to be some
misapprehension about this matter ; our rule is
the same as the rule of the Housa of Lords;
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and you cannot read a Bill the third time on
the same day that it comes from the com-
mittee, except by the unanimous consent of
the House.

Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD—That is not right.

Hon. Mr. POWER—That is the rule of the
House of Lords—it is only by unanimous con-
sent that it can be read the third time.

Hon. Mi; MILLER—Our rule is that a Bill
cannot take its three separate readings on the
same day, but it has been the custom in this
House to allow the third reading to take
place on the same day that the Bill is passed
through the committee, or to allow the com-
mittee stage to be taken on the same day, as
the second reading. I do not think there is
any doubt with regard to the practice of the
Senate since I have been a member of it.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I1 remember the first
year that T had a seat in the Senate, this
question was raised ; and it was then stated
that the third reading could take place when
the Bill was reported from the committee
without amendment. Since then I have not
heard any objection to the third reading tak-
Ing place on the same day that a Bill is re-
ported from Committee of the Whole without
amendment until now.

Hon. Mi. MILLER — The hon. gentleman
from Halifax may be right about the rule of
the House of Lords, but we have a rule of
our own which precedes the rule of the House
of Lords with reference to the third reading
of a Bill when it is reported without amend-
ment from a Cominittee of the Whole.

Hon. Mi. POWER--I am not in the habit
of making a statement of that kind without
authority—

Hon. Mr/ MILLER—I do not say that the
hon. gentleman is wrong in his statement
about the rule of the House of Lords. '

Hon. Mr. POWER—I simply desire to have
an opportunity to move an amendment at the
third reading, and it is a matter of conven-
ience to let the Bill stand over until to-
morrow.

Hon. M1. MASSON—Does not the hon. gen-
tleman refer to a case where there has been
an amendment made to the Bill in Committee
of the Whole ?

Hon. Mr. POWER —The hon. gentleman
knows that an amendment moved in Commit-
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tee of the Whole and defeated there does not
Show in the journals.

The motion was agreed to and the third

Teading of the Bill was postponed until to-
Mmorrow,

THE DISPUTE BETWEEN CANADA AND
NEWFOUNDLAND.

MOTION,

The Order of the Day being called—
That yn humble Address be presented to
His Excellency the Governor General ; praying
that gis Excellency will cause to be laid before
S

ouse, any Orders in Council or letters
ot instruction, directing the Customs authori-
ties to put in force against the people of New-
foundland the tariff of 1885, which imposed
ties upon their fish, and any other papers
Or documents relative to the matters now in
dispute between the Governments of Canada
and Newfoundland. .

Hon. Mi. ABBOTT said : I do not feel dis-
Dosed to follow my hon. friend in discussing
© merits of the question between this country
nd Newfoundland, and I think if T were dis-
Posed to do so at all it would be after the
Dapers are brought down, which my. hon. friend
U8 asked for, and after the means of verify-
2 all that might be said had been placed on
the e of the House. If it be the object
Of thig country, or of any set of people in this
Country, to restore the friendly relations with
1\e“"fOllmlla‘ml, I do not think that object will
% served by discussing the pros and cons of
What has passed in this House or in public at
AL It there is to be a discussion it would, 1
think, be most advantageously carried on with
138 Government itself, and made public after
S Tesults have been ascertained, or if it had
. €0 found not to produee any result. - I think
't iy Tather to be regretted that the subject
N been brought up and discussed at such
“bgth, anq 1 myself regret that before full
ﬂeol'llwution has been obtained., any hon. gen-
n Man holding the distinguished position of a
®mber of the Senate, should have said that,
the Opinion, Newfoundland was justified in
treatment that she has extended to our
S:ODIQ In the Maritime Provinces. 1 doubt
TY much if the hon. gentleman would have
fmme that statement if he had been fully in-
e Ed» as he will be I hope when the papers
Tought down, of the actual condition of

in 8% between the two countries. My object
v Moving the adjournment of the debate

VeSterday was really in order to set my hon.

friend right in some statements of facts which
he made to this House, in pursuance of his
declaration that he intended to give a history
of the whole difficulty from the beginning. My
hon. friend did give a history, but I do not
think it was in all respects accurate, and I

‘moved the adjourniment of the debate in

order that I might have a few minutes to-day

'to endeavour to set right those points on

which I think my hon. friend is in error. In
order to do that I may be detained a little by
the mnecessity of going over the points, the
dates, the transactions which took place from
the commencement of the difficulty, and in
doing so I have no doubt I shall hit upon
many statements which my hon. friend has
made himself, in which he is perfectly correct,

‘but I think, unfortunately, that will be neces-

sary. in order to arrive at the points on which
my hon. friend was to some extent in error.
He said with reference to the Bait Act.
which T shall first discuss, that there had been
two statutes passed by the Iegislature of
Newfoundland, disallowed by the British Gov-
ernment, and I observe that it has been
stated by Mr. Bond in a recent speech of his
that the first of these, which was passed in
1886, was so disallowed at the instance of
Canada. My hon. friend did not state on
what ground the Act had been disallowed,
and the inference which might be drawn from
the tone of his remarks altogether, was that
Canada had something to do with that dis-
allowance. Now, that is not the fact. The
Bait Act of 1886 was disallowed simply be-
ciause it was passed at an early period of the
year—in the spring, when fishing was about
to commence, and when many French vessels
coming out to fish would have left port. The
British Governiment, without any intimation
or hint from Canada that I have been able to
discover, informed the Newfoundland Gov-
ernment that they thought it would not he
fair to their French allies to disturb, at that
moment, the state of things that had existed
up to that time, and for so long a time;
and they therefore disallowed the RBill, with-
out any intimation or interference frown Mun-
ada whatever. Moreover, it was done in such
a way as to give the Newfoundland Ciovern-
ment to understand that there would be no
similar interference with a similar Act of
their Legislature on a subsequent occasion, if
such should be passed. Immediately on re-
ceipt of the intimation from the English Gov-
ernment, which took place in March 1887, the
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Newfoundland Tegislaturé passed a second gGreat Britain allowed the Act to go into force,

Bill, which was reserved for the consideration |

of Her Majesty’s Government. Thereupon
the Canadian Government pointed out that
it would De injurious to them, inasmuch
as like the subsequent Act of 1889,
it excluded Canadians from the purchase of
bait, just as it did other people. And it was
thought that that provision of the Bill. if
made applicable to Canada, would be in-
jurious to Canada, and unjust and improper
as between one British colony and another.
In consequence of the representations made
by Canada on that occasion the gentlemen
who were sent over from Newfoundland to
prevail on the British Government to abstain
from disallowing the Bill, were prompt iu
disclaiming altogether any interference with
Canada. The remonstrance which was sent,
was referred by the British Government to
Mr. Robert Thorburn and Sir Ambrose Shea,
who had been delegated by the Government
of Newfoundland to make representations to
Her Majesty’s Government. These gentlemen
conveyed the most positive assurance that
Canadian fishermen would enjoy equal
privileges with those of Newfoundland and
that there would be no restriction on any
British subjects. These assurances were so
strong that Her Majesty’s Government were
of opinion that they furnished a sufficient
safeguard against any interference with
Canadian interests, and in consequence they
made up their minds to advise Her Majesty
to assent to the Bill. In addition to the as-
surance given by these gentlemen in England
the Minister of Marine and TIisheries here
received a telegram, to which my hon. friend
alluded yesterday, in these terms :—

“We learn with surprise and regret that
* your Government apprehend our Bait Act will
interfere with Canadian fishermen. I am
authorized to give you fullest assurance no
interference or hindrance whatever of Cana-
dian fishermen contemplated. Act necessarily
framed so as to confer upon Governor disere-
tionary powers in granting licenses to sell or
export bait, our only object being to prevent
supply of foreign subsidized rivals. Fullest
rights and privileges to all British fishermen
to take or purchase for their own use, as
hitherto enjoyed, will be maintained. Please
communicate this information to your repre-
sentative or agents in London, to remove
objecttion to our Act and promote Royal
assent.”

That despatch was signed by the Attorney
General. Now, that Act was not, as my hon.
friend said, disallowed. The Government of

on the express ground stated by them to this
Government, and through the Newfoundland
emissaries in London to the Imperial Govern-
ment, that the Act should not apply to Cana-
dian fishermen—that all British fishermen
should have the same rights for fishing pur-
poses in the waters of Newfoundland as the
fishermen of Newfoundland possessed : and it
was only on that assurance from representa-
tives of Newfoundland that the Bill was not
disallowed. Shortly afterwards, in 1889, this
Bill was reproduced without any, or with
very trifling amendment, but it was declared
that it should only be put in force by procla-
mation. Imay say that up to that time, so far
as I can learn, there was no interference with
Canadian fishermen. The privileges promised
to be continued to them by Newfoundland
representatives in England continued to be
granted, and they were not interfered with
until the proclamation of April or May, 1890,
by which the third Bait Act was brought into
force. I did not catch exactly the thread of
my hon. friend’s argument as to why they
were justified in putting this Act in force,
because that is what I understood my hon.
friend said. He said that in his opinion New-
foundland was quite justified in putting that
Act in force by proclamation. I do not find in
the statement which he did make and which
X noted at the time——

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I did not say that the
Government were justified, but that they were
compelled to put that Aect in force.

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I made a note of it at
the time and underlined the words while the
hon. gentleman was speaking. Here is the
nota : “I think Newfoundland was justified
in passing the Act of 1889.”

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—That is the Bait Act-

Hon. Mr. ABBOTT—I am speaking of the
Bait Act. One of the reasons which my hon.
friend gave as a justification for the passing
of that Act was, that our people had defeated
the object of the Newfoundlanders, which was
to prevent the French in Newfoundland from
getting bait—that they made it a business, in
common, it was said, at that time, with’
the United States fishermen to trade in
the bait, and to take it, as they alone
could get it, and sell it to the French
fishermen. That has recently been stated
as one of the reasons for issuing the
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Proclamation putting that Bait Act in force,
but I must say this, that I have made
the most minute enquiry but have failed to
find any indication of the infringement of the
Bait Act by any Canadian vessel during the
Whole of this time. At the time the Act of
1889 was passed no such charge was made.
B is only recently that we have been told that
Canadian vessels furnished French fishermen
With hait. I say with regard to that, as a
Tl'lere matter of fact, that we have no informa-
tion whatever of any Canadian vessel, or of
any Canadian fisherman, having trafficked in
bait, taking it from Newfoundland to sell it to
the Frenchmen. We have had no charge
Made to us as respects any vessel of any kind
9 description, selling bait in that way. We
ave had no complaint made in general terms
' us of our fishermen having acted in that
Manner. We have had no intimation of any
kind whatever—I am Speaking of the time
t this Act was brought in force—that any

f our fishermen had been guilty of this traflic
I bait, which no doubt would have Dbeen
Most objectionable to the Newfoundlanders,
and which they were endeavouring to prevent.
So much for that statement. I certainly think
Ve have a right to suppose that if at that
time our fishermen were infringing the rights
°f Newfoundland by traficking in bait, we
SPould and would have received some intima-
tion of it, and that, before proclaiming the
éet of 1889, and putting it in foree, in viola-
tion of tne pledges of Mr. Thorburn and Sir
Ambroge Shea, in England, and of the At-
;{(’)mey General of Newfoundland in New-
fo‘mdla.nd itself, we had a right to In in-
an’;ned that such a measure was contemplated
of the reason for it, iu order that if we

o Ought proper to use our power amongst our
(:Vn People, of stopping the practice objected
> We would have an opportunity of doing so.
;lt I State, as a matter of fact, that we never
Otceived 'any intimation, complaint or charge,
we‘:ny kind whatsoever, that Canadian vessels
one trafficking in bait for the French. My
o - Triend stated as another reason for the
“Clamation, that the people of Newfound-
had been driven to desperation by

oe Want of success in their efforts
tha, Stgp the wsale of bait to the French—
anada would not co-operate with them
A;ﬁfh“’a& and ‘was itself violating the Bait
ery at t}le Newfoundland Government used
el%tsosslble effort to induce Canada to co-
SWith them in this respect, and even

i

op

sent a deputation to visit the Government here
and the Boards of Trade throughout Canada,
to implore this country to help them to stop
this traflic in bait. In all that my hon. friend
was in error. It is true a delegation visited
Canada in March, 1890. That delegation has
published a statement of its proceedings. We
have in a book called *The Newfoundland
(ase,” all the particulars of the circumstances
under which that delegation was appointed. It
was not a delegation by the Government of
Newfoundland at all’ It was a committee
appointed at a public meeting by the people,
and, I believe, was mainly in opposition to
the Government of the day. Now, I hold in
my hand this case, which is ealled “ The Case
for the C(olony.” as stated by the people’s
delegates, which states the mode in which
certain gentlemen were appointed, and the
functions which they were to perform. Messrs.
Winter, Scott and Morine were appointed a
delegation to visit England. and this was the
case that they laid Dbefore the English
Minister. At the same time that these
three gentlemen were appointed, and by
the same public meeting, another committee-
was appointed, and these were the two re-
solutions appointing them-:—

*“Resolved, That a delegation consist-
ing of Sir J. 8. Winter, QC, K C.
MG, P J Scott, Esq, Q.C., and
A. B. Morine, Esq., M.L.A, be appointed
w0 proceed to England to lay the case of the
people of the Colony before Her Majesty’s
Government, and to enlist the support of the
British public.”

* Resolved. That a delegation consisting of
D. J. Greene, Esq., Q.C.. MI.A., P. R.
Bowers, Esq.. and Donald Morrison, Esq.,
M.I.A., be appointed to proceed to Canada to
enlist the support of the Canadian people.”

These two resolutions were passed, and these
two delegations went. The delegation, com-
posed of Messrs. Winter. Scott and Morine,
went to England ; Messis. Greene, Bowers
and Morrison came here. and they did call
upon the Government ; they did address the
Boards of Trade ; they made their requests
to Canada very conspicuous -and very plan,
and everybody knew all about them. Strange
to say, in all that passed there was not a
single word about bait from either of these
delegations. Their appointment was not
prompted by any question of bait; it was
solely the establishment of a modus rivends
with the French respecting reciprocity in fish-
ing of which they complained ; there never
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was a word said about hait in any of the moreover in the opinion of many, their exclu-
" speeches that were made ; there mnever wasjsion was a violation of the comity which
a request made to Canada. or to its peo-|should prevail between sister colonies, and in
ple, to resist the sale of bait to the French— !fact the Act excluding them was unconstitu-
in facl, without enlarging upon it, there was i tional, and one which the Legislature of New-
no step taken, and no word said in the course, foundland had no power to pass. Be that as
of the proceedings of these two delegations. it may, however, these are questions which
of any kind whatever, upon the bait question. have to be settled hereafter. The position
So far from Canada not sympathizing with ;which we occupied relatively to Newfound-
these delegations, and not co-operating with'land at the time that this Bait Act was put
them, Sir John Macdonald, at the request ofi in force, was just this : the Newfoundlanders
those who came here, addressed a telegram to ]lmd access to our waters within the 38-mile
Sir Charles Tupper, introducing the delega-!limit, for all purposes, exactly the same as our
tion that went to England, and requesting him lown people ; their fish was received in our
to assist them in any way he could. The dele-‘country free of duty. At the time that
gation which came here was not a delegation the agitation on this subject reached its cli-
which the Government could formally re-:max, which was in December, 1891, Nova
ceive. They received them informally, I un- ‘,Seotia fishermen found themselves in this po-

derstand, and sent them away perfectly satis- 'sition : they could not buy bait from the New-

fied ; so that this last climax or culminating afoundlzlnders without paying this large duty.
point in the ill will of Canada in refusing to E

: They could not go into Newfoundland waters
co-operate in enforcing the Bait Act. and in and fish for herrings and other small fish.
refusing the appeal of the Newfoundland }Bait at that particular time was not greatly
delegates to assist them in doing so, which it peeded, but the trade in herrings had been an
ix said led to the proclamation of the Bait'extensive one. These were largely caught in
Act, has no existence at all. except in the |the waters of Newfoundland. Herrings being
imagination of those who assert it. There |gmall fish suitable for bait, our fishermen
was nothing in the assertion that Canada was  were not allowed to fish for herring in New-
applied to by this delegation to take any step | foundland waters, yet every day Newfound-
whatever about it ; their sympathies were in- ]and ships made their appearance in Nova
vited in the struggle against what the New-!Scotia ports, with cargoes of herring which
foundlanders thought was an encroachment |came in free, but which Nova Scotin tfisher-

by the French on their rights and privileges
in Newfoundland. From the proclamation Can-
adian fishermen were refused access to
Newfoundland for bait purposes, except
upon extravagant conditions  which it
was impossible that our fishermen could

perforin — that is that they should pay
$1 a ton for a -license to go in and

buy bait, besides paying the price of the Lait
itself ; that this license should last only three

!men were not allowed to catch in competition
-with them. And their vessels were lying at
anchor, or laid up for the winter, while their
owners were unable to prosecute their ordin-
lary business. Hon. gentlemen will readily
"perceive that such a state of things, with a
ilu.w on the Statute-book imposing a duty on
.all fish imported into the country, could not
be borne by the people of the Maritime Pro-
‘vinces. Up here it did not affect us specially ;

weeks, and that every time they returned:but representations came to us from every
from the banks they should take out a new [part of the lower provinces detailing the great
license. These conditions were so onerous ;injury that this unfair competition was in-
that it was quite impossible that our fisher- (flicting upon them; and in consequence of
men could accept them. The Oonse(luenceithese representations, and in, consequence of
was that Canadian fishermen ceased al- {the gross injury that was being done to our
together to get bait from Newfoundland, and . fishermen and to our trade, by the admission
it was a very great and serious deprivation;of these fish to our'markets‘ free, Whi!e 01'11'
to them, to be refused access to the waters of iﬁshermen were prohibited from competing in
a sister colony much nearer to the banks'catching them, the Act imposing duties on
than themselves. It was previously a great 'iﬁsh was put in force. Before doing so we in-
convenience to them to be able to complete formed Newfoundland in a most courteous
their supply of bait at Newfoundland instead | communication that unless some modification
of returning to their own country for it;|were made in their regulations we should be
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Cf’nlpelled by the state of things In the Mari-
time Provinces to take some measure to pre-
vent' the free admission of their fish, which
We were most reluctant to do, and begged of
th}‘m to remedy the evil in some way or other
Without rendering such a step necessary. The
Teply to that communication was simply a
Quotation of the Act, which was then in force

Upon the Statute-book qf Newfoundland, pro-

Viding that whenever our country imposed
any duty upon their fish our products should
be subject to the heavy duty which is now
mposed upon them. Of course hon. gentle-
men will see that no possible resource was
eft to this Government except to authorize
the customs officers to collect the duty which
haq been long before imposed, but which had

en left uncollected on Newfoundlaud fish
Tom a friendly feeling towards that coumry.

€ consequence was the puttiag in force of
the €Xceptional tariff of Newfoundland with
Tegard to Canadian products, and that tariff
S in force to-day. Canadian fishermen ut
that time going to New fonndlaud ivere refused
Permission to buy bait or fish for herring or
Small fish within the 3-mile limit. They were
charged (uties on salt and other necessities

bt i R
OF fishermen when they merely went into’

:‘"’bﬂ\u for temporary purposes, although no
‘i::eh fl\lties had ever been exacted from them
, this country. They were forced to pay
Zht dues for lighthouses that we ourselves
::;t up and maintained. In fact, we were
\\‘itahmd as a hostile nation would be treated,
posg out th