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THIRD SESSION, FIFTH PARLIAMENT.-48 VIC.

H1OUSE OF COMMONS.

FiDAT, 27th Mlarch, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PmYzm.

COURT OF CLAIMS FOR CANADA.

Sir IIECTOR LANGEVIN moved that the House resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole on Tuesday next to con-
sider the following resolution:-

That it is expedient to provide (a) That the salary cf the judge
appointed under any Act to establlsh a Court of Claims for Canada,
shall be $5,000 per annum, and that such judge, after fitteen years ser-
vice, or in case of his being disabled by permanent infirmity, may be
paid a superannuation allowance equal to two-thirds of his salary at
time of his resignation. (b) That the salary of each assessor appointed
under such Act shall be $1,000 per annum, and that the salary of the
clerk of said court shal be $1,600 per annum, with an annual increase
of $50 until such salary reaches $2,000, provided that if the officer or
person holding the appointment of secretary to the official arbitrators is
appointed to the office, his salary shall continue to be $2,000 per annum
as at present. (c) That the provisions of " The Canada Civil Service
Act, 1882,"1 and the Acts amending the same, and of "lThe Civil Ser-
vice Superannuation Act, 1883," shah, so far as applicable, extend and
apply to the assessors, the clerk and the officers and servants of the said
court appointed in virtue of such Act. (d) That the costs in any case
before the said court in which the sum allowed by the court is greater
than the amount tendered in compensation, or if there has been no sum
tendered, when the judgment is against the Crown, may be paid out of
the Consolidated Revenue Fund of Oanada."

Motion agreed to.

COMMISSIONERS REPORT-REVISION OF CANADA
STATUTES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:
That this House do concur with the Message froma the Senate request.

ing this House to unite with them in the formation of a Joint Committee
of both Houses, to examine and report upon the report of the Commis-
uioners appointed to consolidate and revise the Statutes of Canada, and
that Messrs. Abbott, Beaty, Davies, Edgar, Girouard, Landry (Kent),Laurier, Royal, Shakespeare, Tupper, Weldon and Wood (Brockville),
be appointed to act on behalfof this House as members of the said Joint
Committee; and that a Message be sent to the Senate to acquaint their
Honours therewitn.
He said: As this,commission for the consolidation of the
Statutes is under the direction of 'he Minister of Justice,
naturally, and as ho has taken g-eat personal interest in
this very important work, ho has thought it well, after con-
sidering the matter, to move for this joint committee. The
joint committee is formed for the purpose of looking over
the work and seeing that the work is really and bond fide a
consolidation of the Statutes-that is to say, a rearrange-
ment of the Statutes, altering no matter of consequence and
only matters of form. The intention of the Minister of
Justice is to expedite the measure in both Houses and to
prevent the necessity of having a special committee sitting
in either House, if possible, upon the report of this joint
committee. It is the intention of the Government to intro-
duce a Bill on this matter in the flouse. The committee
can sit and consider and look- over the report, and if it be
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satisfactory to both Houses they can adopt it; or, if not,
take the usual course, But, in order to prevent delay in
this most important matter, it is thought if both fouses be
satisfied with this joint report, the measure after
passing the second reading, could be considered in
Committee of the Whole and be adopted en bloc.
The Minister thought that, perhaps, he might introduce the
Bill in the Upper Chamber. I am not sure that, constitu-
tionally, ho could not do so, because, although it deals with
all matters of legislation-revenue, tariff and others-yet it
is a more consolidation of the Statutes, a more readjust-
ment, and does not impose any new burdeus on the people.
But, lest there might be any mistake in the matter, and in
order to avoid any question arising as to the privileges of
this Flouse being interfered with, he came to the conclu-
sion, with myself, that the better plan would be to intro-
duce the measure here, and only to use the report as a
means of information to this Chamber as well as to the
other.

Mr. BLAKE. I am unable to assent to the view of the
hon. gentleman, that this is a fit course to be taken in refer-
ence to this mea9nre. The hon. gentleman has not cited
any precedent for a joint committee of both flouses being
appointed upon any subject of this description, nor is there
to my knowledge any such precodent. When the hon.
gentleman himself was charged with the duty of bringing
under the consideration of the Legislature of the old Prov-
ince of Canada a measure for the consolidation of the
Statutes, this step was not taken, but the Government took
the course of introducing a Bill for the consolidation of the
Statutes of Canada and for the consolidation of the Statutes
of Upper and Lower Canada, and that Bill, being introduced
upon the responsibility of the Government, was after the
second reading submitted to a select committee, which
investigated the procedure. We have appointed joint com-
mittees of both Houses for particular purposes. We appoint a
Joint Committee, under our regulations, to conduct the print-
ing of Parliament, which is managed thus in order to avoid
duplicating the printing and provide the utmost efficiency
for the service of both flouses at the least cost. We alo
appoint a joint committee to assist you, Mr. Speaker, in the
direction of the Library, which is a matter in which the
Houses are jointly interested, the Library of Parliament
belonging to one flouse as much as to the other. But, when
an effort was made some years ago to carry out further the
notion of joint action and to bring it into the domain of
legislation by establishing a joint law department, there
was a conference or a committee to consider that subject,
and, after full consideration, it was agreed, I believe by the
majority from each House of those who were upon it, that
it was not well to make the attempt, and we have a separate
law department, which had always existed heretofore and
has been continued by the approval and assent of both
fHouses, after enquiry based, I have no doubt, on
the notion that the independent action, the separate
action, the separate responsibility of each House with refer-
once to the legislation of the country required that each
flouse should have its permanent law department under its
own control. Now, the hon. gentleman proposes at one
stroke to go further, and, not content with dealing with
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that which is involved in this proposition-for this propo-
sition cannot properly be applied to this exceptional case,
it must stand as a precedent cf much wider and more
general application than one might at first suppose-pro-
poses, I say, not merely a joint preparation of legislation,
but a joint consideration of those matters which are of pure
legislation. If you turn to the precedents of the Inmperial
-Parliament, you will find that, up to a comparative recent
period, there were very few joint committees, and that the
joint committees which have been appointed of late
years, when they have been more numerous, although
still very few, have been based upon the same general
principle which I have already indicated. There has been a
joint committee, for example, with reference to the station-
ery office, there has been a joint committee with reference
to the conduct of business in both Houses of Parliament,
with a view to a more satisfactory distribution and a more
efficient regulation of the conduct of the business. There
have been several joint committees dealing with the ques-
tion of certain classes of private Bills legislation, which, in
England, more fortunately than with us, is based upon the
principle of hearing much more evidence and requiring
much more evidence as to the propriety of legislation-par-
ticularly legislation granting railway charters-than we
require. Well, obviously, where the solution of the question
is one dependent upon evidence, and evidence is to be
taken twice over unless there be some arrangement,
that is a good reason for a joint committee to arrange
in some way or the other for the regulation of
that class of business in such a manner as shall
not necessitate the double taking of evidence. And so with
regard to some questions of policy in relation to private
Bills, which are matters of permanent and business regula-
tion more than of legislation, matters of private right more
than of legislation; as, for example, as to the system and
plan of amalgamating railways and the arrangements with
reference to the metropolitan railways, there have been joint
committees. Now, I have given instances of what I under-
stand are the principal examples of joint committees of
re3ent years in England, and I have indicated the principle
upon which they are appointed, namely, something con-
nected with the efficient discharge of the business of legis-
lation in general, or something connected with the taking
of evidence which would have to be taken twice if
some arrangement were not made between the Houses, or
something connected with the establishment of the prin-
ciples of legislation in matters of private right in which the
louse is sitting not in a purely legislative capacity. But
here this is legislation of the most important character. It
is nothing less than to propose the consolidation of the
whole body of the law of Parliament for seventeen or
eighteen Sessions, ever since Confederation. It is a legisla-
tive act of the highest importance, a legislative act, having
regard to the circumstances of this Confederation, and the
fact that this is the body of law passed since the Confedera-
tion was inaugurated, of the highest sort. I see no reason
why such legislation should be proposed to be initiated by
a joint committee of both Houses. It is not a question of
evidence-it is a question of the opinion of legislators as to
whether this important function which the hon. gentleman
bas referred to, of consolidating these Statutes truly, hias
taken place. Now I say that the precedent to which I alluded
in Canada is a sound one, that the Government ought
themselves to propose-if they are satisfied with the
action of this commission, which I presume they are,
as, in the discharge of its later functions, at any
rate, it was a Government commission presided over
by one of the Ministers-the necessary legislation to
carry it out, and such legislation ought to proceed
as other legislation proceeds, each of the two Houses of
Parliament discharging its appropriate and independent
function with reference to this as with reference to all other

Mr. BLAki.

matters of public legislation. We are responsible, if this
Bill is introduced here, for the manner and form and shape
in which it leaves this House; the Senate will be responsible
for the manner in which they remit it to us, and, if there
be a difference, then that will have to be settled; but are
we now going to lay down the rule that our independent
right of action with reference to Bills is to be complicated
by the formation of a joint committee which is
to report upon a subject of general legislation ?
Sir, the hon. gentleman has indicated the reason. The
reason is because the one Minister who has taken part in
this matter, the Minister of Justice, happens to be a mem-
ber of the Senate, not of the House of Commons; and he
says•it was thought convenient, as that Minister had taken
a great personal interest in this matter, that a joint con-
mittee should be formed so that lie might attend to the
deliberations of that coiamittee upon the consolidation of
the Statutes. Well, when the hon. gentleman arranged that
the Minister of Justice should be a member of the Senate
instead of a member of the House of Commons, I ventured
to object to that arrangement. I conceived that as the
great bulk and burthen of the legislation heretofore has
fallen, and, so far as we can see, will continue to fall, on
this flouse, it was very important that the legal officer-I
regret to say the sole legal officer-of the Government
should be a member of the House of Commons. But the
hon. gentleman said no, that it was not inconvenient, it was
all right; and we have for some years been deprived of
the assistance of the responsible legal officer of the Govern-
ment in this House in which the great bulk of the legislation
has, after all, to be effectually done. And because he is not
here the hon. gentleman proposes that we should inaugurate
this precedent, and esta blish a joint committee of both Houses
to decide upon important questions of general legislation.
I say then that if this was only an ordinary consolidation
Bill dealing with one class of our Statutes, without any of
the peculiar questions which must arise upon this consoli-
dation, I should object to this procedure of the hon. gentle-
man. But this is a very special procedure. In the first place,
and so far as I can judge from a very cursory perusal of a
few of these Statutes, important changes are proposed.
Indeed if you look at the preface, or the preliminary
remarks, you will see a statement that where important-
[ forget the precise words, but they are something like this
-that where important changes are proposed they are either
italicised in the body of the Statute, or there is a note indi-
cating it; and yet the hon. gentleman says the object is to
find out if there are any changes, while the consolidators
state that there are material changes suggested for the con.
sideration of Parliament. In the second place it is not a
consolidation of one class of Statutes in respect of which
it would be possible to perform the work well without a
very considerable amount of change, requiring a very care-
ful investigation; but a body of all our laws for 17 or 18
years goes over such a wide range of subjects, and is com-
posed of Statutes so variously framed, that it would not be
a good consolidation if there are not in point of form, at least,
as well as in substance, a very considerable change so as to
mould into one harmonious whole, so far, at any rate, as
the form of the Statutes is concerned, the proposals for that
law. But in the third and most material place in the
old Province of Canada, practically, and in the Imperial
Parliament for all practical purposes, there was the absolute
non-demission of power, and the questions which would
arise upon consolidation were different from those which
must arise in the consolidation of our Statutes-which must
certainly arise on the first consolidation of our Statutes. Our
constitution is a constitution of divided powers, and it is
now proposed to issue to the people of Canada, as in their
settled view the body of the law of the Parliament of
Canada, all those Statutes which we have passed here from
the day of ,Confederation was inaugurated. Now, during
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these 17 or 18 years, many constitutional questions, as perioc of the Session. But it is just at that time that the
to the division of powers between this Parliament and hon, gentleman proposes to throw these functions upon a
the Local Legislatures, have been raised. A good many number of important and active members of the Iouse who
have been settled, and several are under advisement to-day; have other duties to dicharge. I say,therefore,thatthere
and I maintain that we would do less than our duty if we is not now time to disoharge these duties in the way in
issue, after 18 years, the body of the Statutes without which the hon, gentleman proposes. I want to refer you to
taking heed to these questions which, at any rate, some observations which were made not long since by those
have been settled as to the relative jurisdiction of who were engaged in the oonsolidation of the Statute law
the two Legislatures. I maintain it would be doing a in England. In 187t the Statute Law Oommittee, a com-
wrong to issue Statutes anew as the consolidated body mittee of very experienced men, some experienoed in Par-
of the law to the people of the land, when we know as to liament, including the Olerk of Parliament, Sir Thos. Erskine
some, and believe as to others, that they are void laws, that May, and the well known draughtsman, Hon. Sir R. Thring;
they are laws which have no binding validity. Amongst Sir J. Lefvre, Mr. ReiIly, with Mr. Picard and Mr. Wood,
these laws, for example, is the license law, which, so far met, they being called to give advice at the request of the
as judicial authority at present goes, is held to be in ail its Lord Chancellor. A memorandum given to the Lord
most material effects, inoperative and void. We are to Chancellor pointed ont that there were several clases of
issue it at this Session as a go>d law, and the Government Statutes requiring consolidation:
at this moment, with the assent, presumably, of the House, «'The easiest Statutes to consolidate are those in which the suboequent
is appealing to us in order that the question may be tested amending enactments ean be inserted without alteration, or nearly
whether it is a good law or not, but for the moment it is a law without alteraton, jute the framework of the on g mal Statute. The

wbih ha n vaidiy. owSir thse re uesion whchcomimittee propose that this dlais should form the fn subjeot of con-which has no validity. Now, Sir, these are questions whichslidation. The committee are prepared to undertake the du fsuper-
ought to be grappled with upon the first consolidation of the intending the consolidation ofthis firat dais of Statutes. The second
Statutes. We ought to deal, so far as we can, with the dass of Statnteg will be Acta principally departmental, raiting n0 quoi-
questions, at any rate, which have been settled with refer- n of law, but requiring t be redrawn, either wholly or partialyreer he committee would proceed with this clasa as with the fi rat, begin-
ence to the division of powers, and as I have said, this raises ning with the report and then superintending the consolidation. The
a new and a high legislative question which could not be third clasa consista ofStatutes which wonld raise no political questions,
raised effectually in the Imperial Parliament upon consoli- but which require to be rsconstructed and amended on a new or par-tially new basis. The committee are of opinion that this class of Stat-
dation there, and which could not be effectually raised in ites eau scarcely be consolidated except under the superintendence of a
the Canadian Parliament with reference to those classes of Minister charged with the dnty of settling their provisions, and of pasi-
subjects involving almost all upon which that Parliament ing them, when settled, through Parliament. The committee will

poin of ,ewýreadily give auy assistance in their power in dealing with thio clasa iOf
could legislate. Now I maintain that in this point of vew, Statutes, but they could not undertake the entire uperintendence of the
and in ail points of view, it is fitting that this consolidation work of consolidation with a due regard te the occupations in whiclshul le ve ora ecas bhiveilisor ut t ra they are individually. The fcurth and lait clasa of Statntes are thoeshould lie over for a recess. I believe it is our duty to read which involve legal and political questions of gravity. Any at.tempt
this body of Statutes before we pass it into a law; but I to deal with such Acta eau only bemade by graduai instalments, and
believe it is utterly impossible for members of this House they may be left eut cf consideration in connection with a ohere of
to examine this body of laws, these two thick volumessystematic consolidation."
that 'jave been pre3ented to us, after the Session has We have to deal with ail of these classes. We have 40 deal
advanced a certain stage, at any rate while we are busily with the four classes, the easy one, subjects which do not
engaged in the discharge of our other legislative duties. 1 involve high political questions, but which involve recon-
am not at all argning that we ought not to take consolida- struction, and also those classes which involve constitutional
tion, to a large extent, upon trust. 1 quite admit that you and political questions of great gravity. Pointing to the
have to take many consolidations very largely upon trust, third clas the committee suggests that this la a chass of
but I say that as to the consolidation of this body of law, Statutes which can scarcely be consoiidated except under
involving these questions to which I have reforred, that at the superintendence of a Minister charged with the duty of
any rate the members ought to bave an opporunity of passing them through Parliament. It being necessary to
looking at it, and the country ought to have an opportunity introduce a Bil. which the hon. gentleman says he intends
of looking at it, as well as the profession throughout the to introduce, he proposes to have it supervised by the Son-
country, and those who are interested in the legislation, ate; it has got to be carried on under the Seyis of the Min-
before it is proposed to pass it into law. And when I found ister of Justice, who is not a member of this fouse, and
the hon. gentleman, for many weeks after the opening of therefore the hon. gentleman proposes this extraordinary
the Session, making no sign, taking no step, not inviting proceediug. The suggestions given by the Statute Law
our consideration to this subject during the comparatively Committee are suggestions which are also important as te
slack season of the Session, I felt quite satisfied that method; and they indicate the propriety of proceeding by
he was about to adopt that reasonable course, and Bil, as I have stated. The hon, gentleman has told us
I said to myself : The hon. gentleman and myself to.day that he doos intend to proceed by Bil.Hiagoing
agree for a wonder; it cannot be that he is to push to proceed two ways at once; he is going 40 have a
consolidation through Parliament or else ho would, committee to consider the subjeet and concurrently with
at the very instant heilaid the Statutes on the Table, have the consideration of that committee he is going to introduce
taken the first stop in order to this enquiry. Why, Sir, if a Bill in this fouse, fe is going te adopt two methoda at
the plan of a joint committee to investigate this matter was once of dealing with this question, the truth being that the
the plan of the Government, why was not that committee hou, gentleman la now attempting te make up by haste the
moved immediately after these books were placed upon tho delays which have already occurred lu this matter. He
Table ? Why was it not moved early in the Session when a says: We muat go on at once with the Bih-I will give
committee could have an opportunity to act ? Why is it notice to.day; and we will prooed with the committee to
delayed until it is plain and obvious that except at the prevent delay in regard to this important measure. Why
sacrifice of other and important legislative duties, the duties did not the hon, gentleman, six weeks ago, if ho thought
of this committee must be perfunctorily and unsatisfactorily delay might occur, move for a committee or bring in a Bih,
discharged. We are now, I hope, in the thick of the Session, whichever might ho the proper way; but after waiting six
in the stress of business; in two days we shall have been weeks he comes forward and says it la very important to
sitting here for two months-two-thirds of the normal period prevent delay, and lu order te prevent delay we must now
of a Session; and we know very well that we have got to go on post-haste, w. have delayed so long already; w. must
pay in this lut period for the idlenesp of the preceding appoint a comittee of both floues to prevent separate
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consideration by each House, and while the committee are
deliberating we will introduce a Bill, in anticipation of the
resuit of their labors, in order to avoid delay. On the
whole the hon. gentleman's procedure is highly objection.
able, and I cannot, for my part, assent to his motion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot see the force of
the hon. gentleman's objection to the committee, and it
seems to me that he is losing sight of the spirit of the con-
nection between the two Houses when ho talks of their
being no precedent for this action. There may be no pre-
codent for the consolidation of the Statutes of England and
for a joint committee acting betwoon the two Houses on
that subject. There never has been a consolidation of the
laws of England, and there never will be;.and this the hon.
gentleman knows. The report speaks of the hopelessness of
there ever being such a consolidation. But there is no
analogy if the question had arisen, and if it had been decided,
that it was not expedient that there should be a joint com-
mittee on the matter of consolidation. Why, the Statutes
cover centuries in England, from the time Simon de Mont-
ford until now, for the Statutes of England bave been con-
stant consolidation of particular branches of legislation and
form a mass of original Statutes amended and reamended,
repealed, and some consolidated and some readjusted, and
so the idea of consolidation has been given up altogether.
But the hon. gentleman gives away his whole case when ho
says there are subjects on which, profitably, the two Houses
can appoint a joint committee. They can appoint a joint
committee on matters affecting the privileges of this House,
with relation to the two independent Chambers, with
relation to the common practice ofthe two Chambers. Those
are more important subjects than the consolidation of our
Statutes, which fortunately cover only a few years. It is
happy for us that we shall so early in the life history of
this Confederation have a consolidation of the Statutes. But
not only are the statements ho cites an argument for a
joint committee upon joint business, but it is admitted that
there are certain classes of subjects with which a joint
committee can deal. One class is as good as another
class; but there is the case in which a joint committee sat
for the purpose of settling the railway policy of all England.
The hon. gentleman may say that those are private Bills to
settle private rights. They are not so. They were railway
Bills, and they were considered by a joint committee for the
purpose of settling legislation as to the means of transport
and the great commercial avenues, dealing with not only
private rights, which constitute a small portion of the
subject, but dealing with the rights of the people and
settling the principle of general legislation in regard to the
general railway system of the country, which is a question
of much more practical importance than any question about
the comparative dignity of the two Chambers, or the privil-
eges of the two Chambers. The question is not whether
there is any precedent for a joint committee on the consoli-
dation of the Statutes, but whether there is any precedent
against it or any principle against it. We have precodents,
as the hon. gentleman has shown, for a joint committee on
certain subjects of legislation. I say this is a very fitting
subject for a joint committee to deal with, one on which they
can sit for the purpose of looking over this elaborate work.
The hon. gentleman says that this joint committee is moved
for because the Minister of Justice happons to be in the
other Chamber. 1 am not going to discuss the question,
which the hon, gentleman has dragged in, as to whether
the Minister of Justice should sit in this Chamber.
Some of the Ministers must be in the other
Chamber, and it is generally considered in England
that those Ministers who are not connected with the spend-
ing departments and the collection of revenues should sit in
the flouse of Lords. So the Lord Chancellor is the legal
member of the cabinet and presides in the Upper House;1

Mr. BLu.

the precedent is exactly the same. To be sure we are not
so fortunate as to have two legal offileers; the Attorney
General in England sits in the Lower flouse and-

Mr. BLAKE. And the solicitor.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is true.
Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). But neither the Attorney

General nor the Solicitor is a member of the Cabinet,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, they are subordinate
officers. But I have no doubt-if we proposed to have an
Attorney-General, in addition to the Minister of Justice,
that every Grit paper from one end of the Dominion to the
other, would charge us with extravagance in making another
officer. I have no doubt of it. The hon. gentleman speaks
of precedonts. I adhere, as a Conservative, as strongly to
precedents as he does, and I think a little more strongly,
but I do it on principle and not on more incidents. It hap-
pens that there is a precedent for the consolidation of the
Statutes, and it happons that there may be joint commit-
tees of the two Houses, acting on such a report in the man-
ner we propose. The hon. gentleman says there is an
attempt to give up the responsibility of the Government by
the fact of the Minister of Justice moving the committee
first, because ho was in the Upper House. Well, if the
Minister of Justice had been bore, and not in the Upper
House, the only consequence would have been that it would
have been moved in the Lower House and a Message would
have been sent to the Upper Chamber, instead of its
being moved in the Upper Chamber and a Message
sent to the Lower. In either case a joint committee
would be of great value. The Government assumes the
whole responsibility; they know their responsibility as
well as the hon. gentleman can point it out. I was in the
Government at the time, as Attorney-General for Upper
Canada, when the consolidation of the Statutes for Upper
Canada took place, and on the responsibility of the Govern-
ment I carried through that great measure thon; and
holding the position I do now I intend to take the respon-
sibility; the whole responsibility will rest on the Govern.
ment. The Bill, if it receives the sanction of the House,
will get a second reading, and then it is for the House to
say whether they will go into Committee of the Whole or
send it to a select committee. If this committee makes a
report and the House thinks it will do away with the
nocessity of having a special, or rather two special com-
mittees, one first in this flouse and the other in the other
House, that joint committee will look through the whole
Act and settle its terms, and if the House thinks we should
have a special committee the House will grant it, and there
is an end of it. In the meantime there is no more harm
but great use in the committee sitting and looking over
the report-there is no more harm than in the original
commissioners making a report. They made a report, the
purpose being that experts should be chosen to consolidate
the Statutes. The hon. gentleman might as well say that
the issuing of the commission at all was a shirking of the
iesponsibility of the Government. He might sayit was the
Government's business, that the Government should have
consolidated them, that they should have prepared a measure,
that they should not have handed it over to a commission.
The absurdity of that proposition will address itself to every
mind in the House. So in the same way, this joint com-
mission, carefully selected, composed of gentlemen who are
experts, who are experienced, intelligent, and who repre-
sent legal opinion-men who have been selected from the
various Provinces of the Dominion-if they make a report
we will have that report before us. It does not bind this
flouse. They may set it aside, they may disagree with it
altogether, tihey may insist on appointing a special
committee of their own to look into the matter,
but in the meantime it would be no harm to have
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that report and to have these various Acte looked over.
It will be a great assistance to hon. mAmbers in this louse.
The hon. gentleman says that it is introduced too late. But
if the House thinks so it will say so and throw it over to
another year. But all this is wide of the mark. We have
been requested to appoint a certain number of members to
consider and look over and report upon this report; and
unless there is a constitutional objection-and there eau be
no constitutional objection, because if it is unconstitutional
to have a joint committee on the subjeet of legislation it
must be unconstitutional to have it on any subject of legis-
lation-this invitation being given I think it would be
churlish and wrong, and certainly without precedent, to
refuse to have this committee for the purpose of reporting
and assisting this flouse in their deliberations.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman says there are pre-
cedents for the course lie is about to take, or at all events
that there is no precedent against it. These instances lie
gives of considering railway legislation in England, the hon.
gentleman will see, are precedents not to consider Bills
brought before Parhiament, but the principles on which
legislation should proceed. Now that is a wholly different
primciple from the one involved in the proposition before us.
'hen, Mr. Speaker, we bave here a certain mode of pro-

coeding. We read lu each House every Bill brought before
us for consideration, a certain number of times. Those pre-
cedents in procedure are strictly adhered to, in all cases
of ordinary legislation coming before us. The hon. gentle-
man proposes not to take an ordinary Bill, where if a mis-
take were made it might be reconsidered at another Session,
but he proposes to take the legislation of seventeen years
on every possible subject, and instead of exercising the usual
care of a certain number of readings, and of certain proceed-
ings in the two flouses, acting separately and independently
of each other, lie proposes that those two Houses shall
practically divest themselves of their responsibility
and band over to a joint committee the most
important matters that could possibly be brought before
either House, for its consideration. That is practically
what the hon. gentleman proposes. Now it does seem
to me it i of great consequence that not only the members
of this fouse but the people of the country should have the
opportunity of reading these volumes and considering the
legislation which is proposed, and the changes in the legis.
lation which are proposed. There is no doubt whatever
that many very important and valuable suggestions would
be received by the representatives of the people of Parlia-
ment during the recess. It does seem to me a m est extra-
ordinary proposition that the Government should at the end
of two months propose that it should divest itself of its
responsibility and abandon the usual care it exercises in
legislation brought before us, and hand over to a joint
committee of the two Houses the consideration of those two
large octavo volumes. I have looked at these volumes
and I dare say those men have done fairly well the task
assigned to them. I do not know what the nature of the
commission was, but assuming that it was simply with a
view of incorporating the different measures of the same
subject into one Bill I think they have done their work
fairly well. But there is no proper consolidation of the
law in these volumes before us. I take as an instance the
provisions in this consolidation relating to the Department
of the Interior, over which the hon. gentleman for
several years presided. I find here in the first volume,
chapter 21, an Act respecting the Department of the
Interior. I look to see what were the purposes for which
the Department was created, what the functions of the
Minister presiding over the Department are, and I find
scarcely anything with regard to the Department. It is
stated the Minister shal have charge of the public lands
and o, on. I turn to another ýtatute, that relating to the
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Geological Department, in another part of this volume, and
I find in it this clause :

11 The Minister of the Interior shall have the control and manage-
ment of the Geological Survey of Canada."
In another part of the volume, relating to Indian affaire, I
find a clause providing that certain functions shall be dis-
charged by the Minister of the Interior or some other
Minister who has control of Indian affaire. Now, here are
different provisions on what might be called departmental
law, relating to the constitution of Government itself, stating,
who the officers of the Government are to be, and what the
duties of those officers are; and I find with regard to one
important office-and precisely the same observation would
apply to others - that you are obliged to look through several
Statutes in order to find what duties are imposed upon a
Minister of the Crown. It is perfectly obvions that any-
thing like a proper classification of our law has not been for
one moment considered by the commission appointed to
consolidate fthe laws of Canada; and it is clear, that being
the case, that if a committee is to discharge its duty in this
matter efficiently, it has almost as great a task before it as
if this work of consolidation had not been undertaken by a
commission at all. Now, Sir, there has been nothing doue
in the way of consolidation in these volumes, so far as I
have been able to examine them, except what might be
done by an ordinary clerk with a pair of scissors. There
have been certain sections picked ont of one Statute and
incorporated in another, and any amendment that has been
incidentally made in some particular Statute, relating to any
public department, or creating some new duty or function,
has been allowed to stand in the position in which it stood
in the Statute in which it was introduced. It is perfectly
clear, therefore, that this whole work has to be done anew,
as if nothing had been actually done by the commissioners,
and it requires the most careful consideration of Parliament
if there is any case in which. it is important that Parliament
should not abdicate its functions, and hand over to a
committee work that properly belongs to itself under the
constitution, it is in the matter of the consolidation of the
Statutes. We are entitled to know, and the public are
entitled to have an opportunity of knowing, what is con-
tained in these volumes. The public are entitled to have
an opportunity of considering their contents, and discussing
them; and Parliament has a right to the advantage of that
consideration and discussion, which would place us in a
better position to consider the contents of these volumes
than any committee could be in at the fag end of the
Session.

Mr. DAVIES. Before the motion is adopted I just want
to say a word or two, not as to the question or precedent,
but more particularly as to the result that would follow
from the appointment of this joint committee. It muet be
perfectly evident to anyone who has had anything to do
with drafting or consolidating Statutes, that if the committee
pretend to do their work this Session, they muet abandon
all other legislative functions. As my hon. iriend has just
remarked, to do their work other than perfunctorily, they
muet make up their minds to go through every chapter and
every section. That is out of the question. The hon.
gentleman knows he cannot take fourteen or fifteen lawyers
out of this fouse and ask them to give up all their other
legielative functions for the rest of the Session. The
advantage of allowing this work to lie over for a year
would be very great. I have not been able myself to look
through the volumes at all yet; and I do not know whether
the work is done well or badly. I understood
the right hon. gentleman to state, as one reason
for the appointment of this joint committee, that
the Minister of Justice fm the other louse could
preside over it, and that the very great knowledge which
had been gained by him in the compilation of this report
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would be of very great advantage to the committee.
Well, that may be so; but I have had the advantage
of reading the very elaborate speech which the Minister of
Justice made when ho moved for the appointment of the
committee in the other House, and I find that so far from
that being the case ho stated that his functions were merely
formal, that he took no practical part in the compilation of
this report whatever, and that ho was merely placed at the
head of that commission for the purpose of acting as a
medium between the Government and the commission from
time to time. I may as weil read his own language :

" I may observe that the part that I took in the commission was nat
of an active character, and 1 am free to speak of the work which they
did in the terms of praise which it deserves. My name was placed on
the commission simply that there might be some means of intercourse
between the commission and the Government, and that we might keep
control, so far as neQessary, of the cpmmission, and not that I could
myself give time to asaist them in their labors."

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, what of that ?
Mr. DAVIES. That is Sir Alexander Campbell's state.

ment. Therefore, so far as the Minister of Justice is con-
cerned, he has no more practical knowledge of the manner
in which this report is made up, and has devoted no more
time to it, than any member of this House. Ho was merely
appointed as a figure head on the commission, and the
argument the right hon. gentleman used, that his practical
knowledge would be of some advantage to the joint
committee-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I never said anything of
the kind.

Mr. DAVIES. I understood him to state that the
Minister of Justice had taken a great deal of pains with and
devoted a great deal of time to this report.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, I did not.
Mr. DAVIES. Well, I understood him to do so. I trust,

therefore, that the hon. gentleman will see that this work,
which must be permanent in its character, and is of vast
importance to every part of the Dominien, should not be
confirmed by this Parliament without those whose duties
specially caul upon them to investigateit having ample time
to do so, and I think that that cannot be done this Session
by the committee, consistent with the other duties they
have to discharge to the Legislature.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is not the question
now.

Mr. DAVIES. To some extent.
Motion agreed to on a division.

REPORTS ON PRIVATE BILLS.

Mr. ABBOTT moved;
That, as the time for the reception of reports from Committees on

Private Bille will expire on Thursday next, the 2nd of April, the same be
extended until Wednesday, the 15th of April.

Motion agreed to.

LAND GRANTS TO RAILWAY COMPANIES IN THE
NORrH-WEST.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the flouse
resolve itself into Committee on Wednesdaynext to consider
the following resolutions:

1. That is expedient"to authorise the Governor in C(ouncil to grant to
the North-Western Coal and Navigation Company (Limited) Dominion
lands to an extent not exceeding îhree thousand eight hundred acres
for each mile of the company's railway from Medicine Hat to the coal
banks on the Hudson River, about 110 miles.

2. ThAt it is expedient to authorise the Governor in Council to grant
to the Manitoba South-Western Colohization Railway Company Dom-
inion lands tu an extent not exceeding six thousand four hundred acres
for each mile of the company's railway from its commencement at Win-
»igeg to its terminus at White Water Lake, about 150 miles.

.Ir, DAvilcs.

1

Lands Area accepted,
Where situated. in acres.

West of the 1st meridian.........1,795,840
" 2nd " ............... 3,053,440
" 3rd 99 ............... 524,160
d 4th " ............... 1,072,840
" 5th " .......... , 115,840

Totals.. ........... 6,561,920

Area rejected,
in acres.

285,440
1'1,360
126,720
145,920

3,840

753,280
So that on the whole region, from one end to the other,
there is only 10 per cent. rejected. Whether rejected
justly or not is a matter of adjustment between the Govern-
ment and the company.

Mr. BLAKE. I may point out that the statement does
not show how much is in the 48 mile belt and how mach in
southern Manitoba outside the 48 mile belt.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will take a note of it.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY RETURNS-THE
DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. BLAKE. There are a considerable number of Cana..
dian Pacifie Railway returns which have not been presented;
and in view of the present presumed condition of affaire, I
think it my duty to press the hon. gentlemah for them.
There are also colonisation companies papers, and papers
with reference to the boundary and the disputed title which
ought to be down. I would also like the hon. gentleman to
give us information, if ho has any, about the North-West
affairs. Io there any truth in the statement published that
negotiations are being made with Batteries "A " and "B,"
to prepare for active service, that sleighs and supplies aré
being collected at the western end of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway track north of Lake Superior, for the purpose of
carrying 400 more men over the 42 miles in which the
track is not laid? a

782
3. That it is expedient to authorise the Governor in Council to grant

to the Manitoba and North-Western Railway Company Dominion lande
to the extent of six thousand four hundred acres for each mile of the
company' s railway for the whole distance from Portage la Prairie to the
crossing at the south branch of the River Saskatchewan, twenty miles
from Prince Albert, about 430 miles.

4. That it is expedient to authorise the Governor in Council to grant
to the Qu'Appelle, Long Lake and Saskatchewan Railroad and Steam-
boat Company Uominion lands to the extent not exceeding six thousand
four hundred acres for each mile of the company's railway from its com-
mencement near Regina to the navigable waters of Long Lake.

5, That it is expedient to provide that the said grants shall be free
grants, subject only to the payment by the grantees respectively of the
cost of survey of the lands and incidental expenses at the rate of 10
cents per acre in cash on the issue of the patent therefor.
He said: I will bring down the Orders in Council accom-
panying these resolutions.

Mr. BLAKE. The Order of the House is for more than
the Orders in Council; it is for the correspondence, petitions
and applications as well as Orders in Council.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is the motion for
the return. I will bring down the Orders in Council
separately, but will also bring down the other informa-
tion.

Motion agreed to.

CANADIAN PACIFIC .RAILWAY-AREA OF LAND
IN THE FORTY-EIGHT MILE BELT.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL D. I will give the hon.
gentleman the answer to his question of yesterday. The
total area of land situated in the 48 mile belt of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway examined between Winnipeg and Calgary,
also that portion allotted to the said company between Red
River and the Dirt Hills up to the 29th December is
7,315,200 acres, out of which the company has accepted
6,561,920, eqnal to 88, per cent of the total area examined,
and proposes to reject 10%f. per cent. of such area, namely,
753,280 acres as shown below:
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Sir JOUN A. MACDONALD. Yes, arrangements are
being mWde that, in case of necessity, the gaps, 70 miles
north ,of Lake Supèrior, which are not fit for railway travel,
shall be made available for the transport of a force by means
of sieighs. Everything is being made ready in case of
necessity. The " B" Battery at Kingston has been warned
that their services may be wanted, and there may be
arrangements proposed, as a matter of regimental detail, by
which a portion of "A " Battery may join "B " Battery.
There are some telegrams now being deciphered and I will
be glad to give the House any information in my power
before it rises.

HUDSON BAY EXPEDITION SUPPLIES.

Mr. VAIL. When will the Minister of Marine and Fish.
eries firnish me with the documents with reference to sup-
plies furnished to the Hudson Bay expedition ?

Mr. McLELAN. I have spoken about them once or
twice and all due diligence will be made to bring them
down.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 114) to comprise in one Act a limitation of the
Share and Loan Capital of the Hamilton Provident and
Loan Society-(from the Senate).-(Mr. Kilvert.)

WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.

House again resolved itself into Committee of Ways and
Means.

(In the Committee.)

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIG UIT. I would suggest to the
Minister of Finance that, in order to save unnecessary com-
plications, he might state, as each separate item is called,
first of all what amount of revenue is involved, if any, and
next what are the reasons in particular which call for that
change in the tariff to be made.

" Free list-Gas coke."
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I propose to take the free list

first. There are a great number of articles which are now
free by Order in Council, and we propose to include them
in the Tariff Act. Gas coke is free under Order in Council

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. At the same time it
would be convenient to have a brief statement-I do not
want to insist on unneoessary detail-of why these articles
were made free. Gas coke, I suppose, is free in the interest
of the gas companies, or does it include all kinds of coke in
practice ?

Mr. BOWELL. No, only gas coke, and it was placed upon
the free list in order to assist those living on the frontier
engaged in manufacturing industries. It bas been imported
and used only, I believe, in the Eastern Townships, in con-
nection with mining operations.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It has nothing to do in
particular with the gas companies ?

Mr. BOWELL. No, it has nothing at all to do with the
gas companies, nor with any other kind of coke, which is
manufactured, as the hon. gentleman knows, expressly for
smelting purposes.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How much does that
cover ?
. Mr. BOWELL. It has been on the free list since June,

1877. I am not aware just now how much bas been
imported.

Sir RICHARD CARTWIGHT. These are all apparently
since 1883. The word are: "By adding to the free list
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the following articles now admitted free by Order in Coun-
cil, under authority of sub section 12 of section 230 of the
Customs Act, 1883."

" Woollen rage."
Mr. BOWELL. It should have read "as amended,"

because the hon. gentleman will remember the Customs
Act was amended in 1883. Woollen rags were placed on
the free list in the same way. They are used principally, I
believe, in the shoddy mills. Cotton rags were free, and it
was considered that woollen rags might be placed in the
same category.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But was not the
object of the National Policy to turn shoddy out of the
country, and give us pure woollen goods ? I must say that
I am quite aware that the shoddy manufacture has been
gone into pretty extensively. I have been through woollen
mills in which I have seen these shoddy manufacturers at
work, and it seems to me to be a very dubious question
whether that shoddy manufacture should be encouraged. It
is certainly not in accordance with the statements we used
to hear about the desirability of having a pure woollen
article.

Mr. BLAKE. I remember to have been encountered on
many occasions at public meetings by orators of the opposite
persuasion who pointed out the grievance the people of
Canada were laboring under in having cheap Yorkshire
goods, cheap shoddy goods, composed of devil's dust,
brought into the market, and yet it is to encourage this
improper, this unclean practice that the hon. gentleman
proposes to introduce the raw material of shoddy free. He
says woollen rags were put on the free list because cotton
rags were on the free list I suppose cotton rags are wanted
generally to make paper, but woollen rags are used almost
entirely to make shoddy. Is that in furtherance of the
National Policy ?

Mr. BOWELL. Al industries are. The hon. gentleman
may have been met on the stnmp by argument such as he
mentions. I have beien met on the stump with the declara-
tion of hon. gentlemen opposite that all heavy goods,
especially this class of goods, having to pay so much per
pound and so much ad valorem, the poor man was virtually
shut out from getting cheap goods. That is the argument
which has always been used by hon, gentlemen opposite
when discussing the question of the tariff; and, if people
will wear that class of geods, it is better that it should be
made at home than that they should have to pay the duty
on an inferior article, a very unclean article, brought from
Yorkshire. I have no doubt that, if they will wear the
cheap quality, they would prefer to have it made at home.

Mr. BLAKE. Has the importation of woollen rags
largely increased ?

Mr. BOWELL. I cannot say.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I observe that the free

importation now is 179,000 pounds, whieh is a respectable
growth of shoddy manufacture. I do not know how much
was imported paying duty, if any.

Mr. BLAKE. Is it within the knowledge of the Minister
that there has been a very considerable increase in the
introduction of shoddy into the woollen goods manufactured
in Canada?

Mr. BOWELL. No.
Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman bas not received the

information that there is any deterioration in the character
of woollen goods ?

Mr. O'BRIEN. I do not agree with the Finance Minister
on this question. When we have our wool at such a low
price as now, it is a very poor way of carrying out the
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National Policy to allow the free importation of a raw
material which comes into direct competition with the
wool chiefly produced in this country. As to the duties on
wool in general, the argument has been very unfairly stated
by the hon. gentleman opposite, because, as a matter of
fact, we do not grow in this country the class of wool the
manufacturers require for the finer class of goods; conse-
quently it would be quite right to admit that class
of wool into the country free of duty. That is a legitimate
part of the National Policy; I admit that. But I
know, as a matter of fact, that we are in this country
becoming producers of a very fine class of wool,
and I think the farmers will have a perfect right to
say to the Government-if they are giving protection to
other articles of agricultural produce, if they are giving
protection to the manufacturer, and if they are giving pro-
tection to them by the admission into this country of
articles which this country does not produce-we are
now producing fine quality of wool, and we therefore
ask that the duty shall be put upon the importation
of wool which comes into direct competition with our
wool. That state of things has not existed hitherto,
because the finer class of wools are not produced in this
country, but we are very rapidly increasing our growth of
a class of wool which, to some extent, does come into com-
petition with this fine class of wool, and that brings up the
question of the duties on wool in a manner which it has
never occupied hitherto lu this country. But without enter-
ing into that question, which is entirely distinct from the
present one, I do not think that the Finance M1uister or the
Minister of Customs have shown any ground whatever for
allowing these woollen rags to come into this country in
direct competition, as they must necessarily do, witb our
low grade wools which are most generally produced ihere. I
think the proposition is entirely inconsistent with the
agricultural interest as it is affected by the National Policy,
and I for one am altogether opposed to placing that
article upon the froc list.

Mr. IRVINE. Of course, the Finance Minister has always
been the friend of the farmer and of the agriculturist, and
of course ho has done this in the interest of the farmers. It
is very well known that during this last year, if I mistake
not, 6,000,000 pounds of foreign wool have been imported
free of duty, while we exported only 1,500,000 pounds of
our home grown wool. Now, if I am correctly informed, a
large portion of the wool imported into this country is of
the very class that we raise here, and that wool, according
to our Trade and Navigation Returns, which is imported
into this country, gives about 20 cents a pound. Do you
want shoddy cheaper than that? Do you want woollen
rags cheaper than that ? Would our home grown wool
make clothing at the price shoddy is quoted at ? With
reference to the hon. gentleman who has just spoken, I
imagine ho is not a practical farmer.

Mr. O'BRIEN. As a matter of fact ho is.
Mr. IRVINE. Thon all I can say is that if he is a prac-

tical farmer ho has certainly shown to me that he knows
very little about sheep-raising. There is nothing to pre-
vent the Canadian farmer from raising the finer wool sheep;
there is nothing to prevent the Spanish merino from coming
into competition with the long wool Lincoln or Cotswold.
The finer wool sheep are the hardiest, and there is nothing
to prevent any class of wool being grown in this country.
It is well known that the Government put forth the plea that
this change is to benefit the Canadian farmer. But it does
not benefit the laboring man, it does not benefit the poor
man, it benefits only the rich man who wants a fine garment
made out of fine wool, and, therefore ho has fine wool
brought into this country free of duty. We find that prac-
tical mon have given up sheep-raising from the fact that
there is noprofit in raising sheep at the present time.

Jar. O'BamN.

Mutton bas gone down, and wool is comparatively worth-
less. When youe can import wool at 20 oents a pound,
just what is reckoned in the Trade and Navigation Returns,
there is no profit for the Canadian farmer in raising it.
And yet this hon. gentleman poses as the friend of the
farmer. Sir, ho is the enemy of the farmer, the worst
enemy we ever had. He taxes everything that the farmer
consumes and gives him no protection on what he raises. I
defy any hon. gentleman to say that the farmer has one
iota of protection You will not protect him when you can.
You could protect him in the article of wool, but you have
refused to do so. It is a wonder to me that hon. gentlemen
should be so brassy as to stand up and declare that they
have protected the farmer. Why, yon are the worst enemy
the farmer ever had. Your National Policy has done him
the greatest injury. You have given him no protection
upon any article that he raises. Why, Mr. Chairman, an
hon. gentleman stood up on the other side of the House the
other day-he was a lawyer and you do not expect anything
practical from a lawyer-

Mr. IVES. That is pretty hard on the leader of the
Opposition*.

Mr. IRVINE. If you want to find a man of common
sense you have got to go outside the legal profession. But
the hon. gentleman-I have forgotten his constituency-
stated that the farmer had protection upon barley. Well,
Sir, the people of this country exported last year 5,000,000 or
6,000,000 bushels of barley-I speak from memory-and
there are a few bushels of barley imported into British Co-
lumbia; and I ask him how the Canadian farmer gets pro-
tection on his barley ? The Government gives the farmer
protection upon an article that ho is exporting. Why, it
is the greatest piece of folly. No person but a lawyer would
be so lost to shame as to make such a statement. And now,
Mr. Chairman, to help the farmer, the Government are going
to put woollen rags on the free list.

Mr. O'BRIEN. I would just like to lot the hon. gentle-
man know that there are people in this House who know a
little about farming, besides himself, and who know a little
about the woollen business as well as ho does. I know per-
fectly well, as every farmer does, that we can grow merino
wool in this country, but for other reasons, apart altogether
from the quality of the wool, it does not pay to raise it,
because the price of wool would not make it worth while.
The hon. gentleman might understand, when I put the case,
that it was, to some extent, in favor of his view, because I
say that we are rapidly coming to grow fine wool which
doos, to some extent, come into competition with the im-
ported fine wooL I think the time will come when
the farmers will have a rigbt to ask that a duty be
imposed upon fine wool. I know that we can grow the
finest wool in this country, but it will not pay as to do so.
As to the question of these woollen rags, I think they come
directly into competition with the coarser wools grown
here, which many of the farmers find it most profitable to
raise.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentlemani says that by-and bye
the time may come when it may be proper, in order to carry
out the National Policy, to impose a daty upon fine wool.
His statement is practically this, that fine wool sheep may
be raised by the farmers of Canada. After they have gone
into fine wool growing and it las become an important
industry of the country, and las grown up without any pro-
teetion, then it will be the duty of the Government to give
it protection. When it shows it can subsist alone, then it is
to receive protection. Well, Sir, these hon. gentlemen stated
that their object was to give botter prices to the agriecultural
population for all the articles which they can produce. Now
it will be quite possible, if these gentlemen were to put a
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sufficient duty upon wool, to induce the farmers to go into
raising fine wool sheep at the present time. The hon.
member for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien) said that it does not pay
as well as the coarse wool, but that is simply because the fine
wool sheep do not exist in Canada at the present moment in
any great numbers; and if the hon. gentleman believes
that it is a good thing for the people of this country
to adopt a protective policy, we can have fine wool grow-
ing made profitable if he can induce his leaders before him
to impose a sufficient duty and give protection to fine wool.
Then the agricultural population of Canada would no
doubt go into raising fine wool sheep instead of the coarse
wool sheep, as they are doing now. Sir, I was reminded of
a fact which, perhaps, may not be known to every hon.
gentleman in the House, and that is that at the time a
committee sat for the purpose of taking evidence upon the
causes of the depression of trade in 1878, that committee
had before it several gentlemen who were engaged in the
business of woollen manufacture, and a few asked to have a
higher duty imposed upon importations of heavy woollen
goods into Canada. They said that was specially to keep
out shoddy cloths, that it came into competition with the
valuable article which they were producing in their mills. We
had a prominent supporter of the hon. gentleman opposite,
who, 1 believe, is engaged extensively in the production of
woollen goods at Almonte, not far from this city, who
asked to have a higher duty imposed upon heavy woollen
goods with the special object of keeping out shoddy cloths.
This gentleman told the committee that it would not pay to
engage in the manufacture of shoddy goods in this country ;
in fact, that it was not an honest pursuit and a proper thing
to do. You were cheating the poor man, it was said; you
were giving him a good-looking article, a cheap article,
which was really a very poor article, and he got very much
less for his money than if he had purchased an article made of
Canadian wool. Now the hon. gentleman proposes to bring
shoddy rags into competition with the combing wools of
Canada. He proposes that rags be admitted free of duty
to encourage the manufacture of shoddy goods in this coun-
try. At whose expense ? At the expense of the farmers,
at the expense of those who are raising Leicester and Cots-
wold sheep. The hon. gentleman is not satisfied with the
injury donc to the farming population by the heavy duties
imposed under the National Policy, but he proposes to
grind them down and interfere with them still further.
The hon. gentleman bas reduced the price of wool from 38
cents per lb. to 15 cents or 16 cents, and he now proposes
to reduce it still further in value by bringing into competi-
tion with it woollen rags that are produced abroad. He is
perfect.ly ready to pay something to the beggars in foreign
countries in order that he may still further injure the
farmers in his own country.

Sir LEONAR) TILLEY. The hon. member for Carle-
ton (Mr. Irvine) paid a very high compliment to the farmers,
and not a very high compliment to the members of the
legal profession. I do not know but that I agree to some
extent with the opinion he entertains.

Mr. MILLS. That refers, of course, to your leader.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I am taking lawyers as a

whole. There are some prominent gentlemen who stand
head and shoulders above others of the profession. I might
point to the leader of the Opposition, who is considered by
his fiiends head and shoulders above every other legal man
in the country; but it does not follow that every other
lawyer possesses his astuteness and ability. I will give one
of the reasons why I concur in that opinion with respect to
the farmers. They showed intelligence and good judgment
in 1878 by sending a majority to Parliament in favor of the
National Policy. In 1882 it was endorsed by the farmers
of the country, so the farmers in 1878 and 1882 have sustained
the policy, and I am disposed to accept the statement of my
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hon. friend that the farmers are very intelligent. Great zeal
has been manifested by the hon. member for Bothwell with
respect to the farmers and that hon. gentleman declared that
we were destroying their market for wool. I visited the
county of Lennox two years since, and when the people
recently endorsed the National Policy.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The election courts
have settled that question.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. What did I see in Lennox?
In Napanee I visited a very large blanket factory, the
owner of which has a lease from the hon. member for
Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright), who owns the land and
the water power. That factory was manufacturing a
blanket made in part of the wool of the country and in part
of shoddy. We recollect, when the National Policy was
before the IHouse in 1879, we were told that an enormous
duty was imposed on the lumberman's blankets. We were
told it was desirable that lumbermen should obtain cheap
blankets, as they just used them during one winter in
camp and then threw them away. This manufacturer was
making, by using shoddy in connection with wool,, that
very blanket which it was stated by some hon. gentlemen,
representing lumber interests, they required. That is a
practical illustration. At the establishment to which I have
referred they were manufacturing blankets of all wool, as
well as cheaper blankets of a mixture of wool and shoddy
suitable for lumbermen.

Mr. BLAKE. You will find that the cheap heavy
blankets made are not as a rule, I do not think ever, made
of wool shoddy.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. They are in some cases.
Mr. BLAKE. I have seen the cheap blankets submitted

to the chemical test that eliminates all the wool and leaves
the strips of other articles not wool, the vegetable matter.
I have seen the different grades and an actual application
of the test, and although I do not desire to say but that
there may be some blankets made of a mixture partly of
long wool and partly of wool shoddy, so far as I am
informed the bulk of the heavy blankets are made of a mix-
ture of wools and vegetable matter, not of different classes
of wool shoddy and wool. With respect to the hon. gentle-
man's statement I would say that the hon. member for
Muskoka (Mir. O'Brien) has pointed out that a time may
come and will come soon,and is coming presently when the
farmors will be in a position to claim a duty on fine wool.
Is tho hon. gentleman's policy not to protect the infant
industries of this country ? We thought it was because the
industries were weak and struggling and puny, and because
they were young that they were to be supported; and yet
hon. gentlemen say, let them struggle along throngh their
weakness and infancy till they attain strength withont
protection, and when they begin to be strong and powerful
and of proved ability to stand alone, then they are entitled
to demand protection. Thon they will not need it. The
hon. Minister has brought down Session after Ses-
sion proposals to increase the duties because new
industries were about to be started. The duty
on prints was increased from 20 to 27 per cent.
because there was a factory in Magog going to be started.
It was not in operation, it was to be in operation by the
1st of January, and so in anticipation, before the factory
wheels began to revolve, the protection was applied. Why,
I recollect the hon. gentleman coming down with an
increased duty on clocks. He said, I did not bring it in in
the first tariff, because we did not know that there were any
clocks manufactured in the country, but I have found since
that there is a manufactory at Hamilton, where they make
a very nice article in, I think, he said, maple cases, which
they sell at seventy or eighty cents, and they are exporting
them to England, and so we must increase the duty on

1885. 785
9



COMMONS DEBATES. MARCH 2,

llocks, and so the duty was increased. There was one print
factory, and the duties had to be increased on prints; there
was only one clock factory, and the duties had to be
increased on clocks; but the hon. gentleman refuses to
increase the duty on fine wools, because there are not
enough farmers who are raising that kind of wool. It
must b conceded that if ihy are able by artificial
means to increase the price to the farmer, that
price will make up to him for the unprofitableness
of the operation. Although we on this side may
have something to say on the question of who pays the
duty in that and other cases, though we may discuss what
the practical operation of the increased duty would be yet,
applying the hon. gentleman's own policy, applying it to
their own tariff, it is clear that the course .proposed to us
to-day is entirely inconsistent with that policy. It may be
said that it ias been on the free list for some time-I do
not know how long before it was buried under an Order in
in Couneil, and I dare say the hon. gentleman is sorry that
he has disentombed it and dragged it out to the light of
day.

3Mr. BOWELL. It was brought out before.
.Mir. BLAKE. It was not fairly brought before us till

now. IMay I ask the hon. gentleman what date it was.
Mr. BOWELL. It was the 17th of June, 1879-I cannot

give the exact hour of the day.
Mr. BLAKE. I did not ask for the hour of the day, and

the hon. gentleman knew I did not ask. but I suppose he
intends bis remark as a joke, and from him I will accept it
as a very admirable joke. Under the hon. gentleman's
policy we are obliged to accept inferior home-made goods,
and I will accept this inferior home-made joke from the
hon. gentleman. In June, 1879, shortly after the close of
the Session, in order to carry out the great policy of giving
us good, pure, honest, home-made Canadian goods, instead
of that wretched Yorkshire shoddy, the hon. gentleman put
on the free list woollen rags, which ho now proposes that
Parliament should assent to bis continuing on the list.

Mr. IRVINE. There are some questions which I should
like to ask the Finance Minister and I am sure ho will answer
them because I am deeply interested in getting the infor-
mation. Of course no one is so deeply interested as my-
self, considering that I am a practical.tfarmer, and I am one
whoh as always ceclared at home and abroad, in the House
and out of it that the National Policy is the greatest curse
that ever came upon the farmer. The Government pro-
mised to give us protection, but they have given no protec-
tion to the farmers; it is true, that there are a few articles
which were raised in price, but they had nothing to do with it,
The hon, gentleman thought ho made a good point on me
when he stated-of course whether he meant it or not, and
I suppose he did mean it-that the farmers were an intelli
gent class, and that they had voted confidence in the Gov-
ernment in two successive elections. I would ask the Fin-
ance Minister, when you inaugurated the National Policy
did you not state at a public meeting that the National
Policy had made a difference of 3 cents a bushel on oats?
Now, I ask you-

The CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman will please
address the Chair.

Mr. IRVINE. I will, Mr. Chairman. I am not accus-
tomed to speaking, and therefore I made the rmistake. I
would ask him-I think I am righit now, and of course
being an Irishman I have the right to speak twice at any
rate -I would ask him through you if they did not promise
that the National Policy would be the great panacea for all
the evils that the farmers were subject to? Did they not
declare that this policy would enhance the price of wheat
to the Canadian farmer? fHow bas it been this year ?

Mr, BLAKE.

When they went to the people of this country the first time
the people were humbugged, and when they went the second
time the Finance Minister told us with all his cunning and
suavity that there were millions of money ready to be
invested the moment this policy was ready to be carried in
the country. That was the way ho helped the farmers, and
I would ask him if those millions have been invested in our
mines and minerals as he promised. I ask him if ha put
the question fairly to the farmers ? I ask him if in
my county, where oats are 25 cents per bushel would
we have only been gotting 22 cents except for this
National Policy, the national humbug? They deceivcd
the people, but, if I mistake not the farmers of the country
have had their eyes opened, and I doubt if the hon. gentle-
man with all his suavity can draw the wool over their
eyes the next time. It will be shoddy the next time, a
cheap article of wool. What a comfort it is to the
farmer to find that wool is being imported into the country
and that the price for which wool is selling in competition
with the imported article is 20 cents per pound. It is said
the cause is that the wools we raise here are not fine
enough, but we have the very best authority for saying that
a large portion of the wool which is imported is of the very
class which is raised in this country. We raise every class
of wool here ; we have Leicesters, Lincolns, Spanish mer-
ino, Cotswold, South Downs and other kinds. But what can
you expect to do for the farmer ; 20 cents is enough for
him. He will get to be too independent if you give him
any protection. The best way is to brush him out altogether;
i was sitting in my seat the other day when the lon.
member for Hamilton (Mr. Robertson), who is a lawyer, I
believe, was speaking ; ho was the gentleman who was
speaking when a very prominent lady was in the gallery.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

Mr. IRVINE. Very well, I will not refer to that, - but
what did the hon. gentleman say ? You will find it stated
in his speech that the farmers were greatly benefited
by the National Policy because they manufactured more
cheese now than they did formerly. I ask the hon. gentle-
man and the Finance Minister what the National Policy
bas done for the manufacture of cheese in this country.
I would like the Finance Minister to stand up and tell us if
the National Policy bas been any benefit to the farmer by
improving the price of any one article of farm produce.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). The hon, gentleman says
that woolais brought in at 20 cents per pound and that the
farmers get only 20 cents per pound in competirg against it.
Unless this statement is carried out to the full and corrected,
it conveys a wrong impression. He should have stated, in
speaking of wool being imported at 20 cents par pound, that
the wool when washed costs from 45 to 55 cents per pound-
every pound used by the manufacturers when cleaned costs
them 45 to 55 cents par pound. This wool, when brought
from Australia and South America, is filled with sand, burrs
and grease, and when cleaned it only returns from 36 to 41
par cent. of clean wool. This statement is necessary to be
taken in connection with that of the hon, gentleman in order
to convey a correct impression to this House and the
country.

Mr. BOWELL. I arm.much obliged to the leader of the
.Opposition for the compliment ho paid to me for the little
.oke, as he called it, that he said I made at his expense. If
It gave any pleasure to him and to those who applauded
him, I am gratified. I was somewhat amused at his dis.
ser tation on shoddy, and tbe affect which chiemicals have
upon wool. I agree with him that thert are chemical pre-
parations which will dissolve the wool from the cotton; but
if there be blankets made from shoddy in this country,
composed partially of woollen rags, the chemicals that would
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dissolve the wool would have precisely the same effect on
the shoddy.

Mr. BLAKE. No doubt.
Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman said that he had

seen cheap blankets made from wool and shoddy, and his
whole argument was intended to show that the statement
of the Finance Minister was not correct because he had
seen blankets tested by the chemical, which had dissolved
alt the wool that was in them but did not dissolve the cotton.

Mr. BLAKE. It was the wool.
Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman is very logical on

most questions that he attempts to discuss, but any person
who listened to him could draw no other deduction from
what he stated, than that he either intended to mislead the
Rouse, or was not aware of the article called shoddy. With
regard to what the hon. gentleman says about the inferior-
ity of shoddy, I quite agree with him; but when he says
the people argued that shoddy should not be worn because
it is cf inferior quality and brought from the Old Country,
the only answer I have to make is that shoddy is made in
this country, and if that class of goods is brought into the
market it is much better that it should be manufactured here
than that an inferior quality should be brought from the Old
Country, on which a heavy duty is paid. I was surprised to
hear my hon. friend from Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien) make the
statement that there was no duty on wool. I am not sur-
prised at anything that might be said by the "common sense"
gentleman who hails from Carleton (Mr. Irvine) because I
have no doubt he knows all about farming. I am not a
farmer, but I have paid considerable attention to farming
operations in the neighborhood where I have lived, having
been connected with agricultural societies, not only there but
in other parts of Ontario; and I know that 20 years ago the
farmers in my section of the country attempted to raise
Merino sheep, and they gave up the attempt simply because
it was not profitable. If the hon. gentleman turns to the
the tariff, he will find that there is a duty on some classes of
wool-on the wool produced from the South Down sheep,
which, I think I am safo in saying, is about the only kind of
sheep raised in this Dominion to any extent that produces a
fine wool.

Mr. CASEY. There is no duty on South Down wool,
according to the wording of the tariff.

Mr. BOWELL. South Down combing wool is South Down
wool. The combing wool is generally from South .Downs.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes, it is the long fine wool that is
sheared from the sheep. There is a duty on Leicester,
Cotswold, Lincoln, and South Down combing wools.

Mr. GUNN. South Down wool is a fine, short wool.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes, 1 am aware of that; but there is
South Down combing wool,

Mr. MILLS. There isno such wool as South Down comb-
ing wool.

Mr. BOWELL. I will not discuss that with the hon.
gentleman who may be botter informed about wool than
about some other matters. I think the tariff covers every
class of wool grown in Canada. Before this paragraph was
placed in the tariff, the fullest investigation was made as to
the different classes of sbeep raised in this country. If, as
the hon. member for Carleton, N.B., says, he has good reason
to know that the wool which is covered by this tariff is
brought into the country without paying duty, I suppose it
is brought in in the same manner as he told us a couple of
years ago a large quantity of cotton and other goods were
brought into his connty, that is by smuggling.

Mr IRVINE. The National Policy brought them in.
Mr. BOWELL. I freely admit that wool like other

classes of.goods brought into the country, may pass the
Customs officers and be admitted free through the mis-
representations of those who import them. The hon. mem-
ber for Bothwell (Mr. Mille) argued very strenuously that
we were now placing on the free list an article which has been
on the free list since 1879. It was thought better, in bring-
ing this question of changes or alterations li the tarif before
the House, that all the articles which had been placed on
the free list by Orders in Council should be included, in order
that every person might see what was on the free list, instead
of having the information confined to the Official Gazette.
If there has been any error, and I am not prepared to say
there lias not, it is that these articles were not at each Se£-
sion of Parliament placed on the free list when alterations
in the tariff were made; and if in future articles are to be
placed on the free list by the power given to the Governor.
in Council, I quite agree with hon. gentlemen opposite that
they should be placed in the tarif at each Session of Par.
liament.

Mr. BLAKE. I just wish to explain a statement which
the hon. gentleman seems to have misapprehended. The
chemicals alluded to destroy the woollen substance of the
blanket. If you have a fine all-wool blanket, they destroy
the blanket along the edge; and if that blanket has a cer.
tain quantity of cotton matter into it, that appears, and you
can find the different grades by the quantity of matter
remaining after the application ofchemicals. I do not deny
that when the wool is destroyed, whether the blanket be of
all-wool or shoddy, the blanket is destroyed.

Mr. SCRIVER. I only desire to say a word or two on
this subject. I think the Government could not have chosen
a worse time than the present for this policy of admitting
shoddy froc of duty. I have been informed by woollen
manufacturers that the greatest consumption by us of Cana-
dian wool is in the manufacture of blankets; more of it is
used for that purpose than for cloths. I am quite positive
the price ofCanadian wool has never been so low as it is this
year. I eard the Ion. member for Welland (Mr. Ferguson)
a few minutes ago speak of the price of Canadian wool being
20 cents. It may be worth that in Ontario, but certainly not in
Quebec. One large manufacturer of woollen goods in the
Province of Quebec told me that he had bought Canadian
wool as low as 16 cents and that lie could buy any quantity
at 18 cents.. It seems to me to be adding insuit to injury
for the Government, after having refused in their tariff to
grant protection to Canadian growers of wool, to open the
door to the importation of an article that will come into
direct competition with wool in the manufacture especially
of blankets.

Sir RICHIARD CARTWRIGHT. I wieh to correct a
misunderstanding or a mistake into which the Minister of
Finance las fallen. With respect to hia manufactory of
blankets in Napanee, I think I am entitled to speak with
some authority, seeing that I am myself proprietor of the
factory. I believe it is true that the party who at the time
of the hon. gentleman's visit worked that factory-for a
short time-combined the shoddy and the wool in the manu-
facture of blankets ; and I may tell the hon. gentleman
the result was le produced a very inferior article and to my
sorrow and loss went into bankruptcy accordingly. His
successor bas stated to me that he intends to carry ont, and
no doubt will carry out in its integrity, the policy of mak-
ing the blankets of honest Canadian wool.

Mr. ORTON. I concur in the opinion that it is not
desirable to encourage the use of shoddy to
the detriment of Canadian wool. I recollect
very well the reason why a duty was not placed
on all-wool coming into Canada. It was reprosented by the
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manufacturers of woollen goods that it would prevent their extent, and in South Africa and Australia to an enormous
manufacturing the ordinary blanket so much required in extent, has entirely revolutionised the product of wool and
this country, and it was decided by the Government to mutton, and it is very questionable whether it will ever be
place the duty only upon those wools which came into this possible for the farmers here or in New England, where
country, that came into competition with our Cotswold, forage has to be cut and the sheep have to be housed for
Lincoln and Leicesters. The duty was placed, in fact, on four or five months in the year, to compete in the article of
wool that is notimported to any extent at all, and virtually wool or in mutton with those countries where sheep are
was no protection to our farmers. The object of the Govern- raised in enormous herds without any care, in fact where
ment was to enable the manufacturers of woollen goods in they raise themselves. I do not think, therefore, it is
this country to obtain short wool at a lower price, for possible for us, without very largely increasing the cost of
short wool was not then raised to any great extent in this the manufactured article, to raise the price of wool or the
country; the wool chiefly raised was the Cotswold and price of mutton.
Leicesters in consequence of the carcase of the sheep being Mr. CASEY. I hardly know which of the two lastmuch more valuable. By admitting short wool free, the speches3has donc more ood to our side of the case in thisGovernment enabled the manufacturera of blankets and sgega
other woollen goods to use up a large quantity of our own argument.
combing wool, mixing it with the short wool; it was thought Mr. MoCALLUM. Will the hon. gentleman tell us which
perbape best in the interests of the farmers themselves that is his side ?
for a time at least, until the woollen manufacturers had
become firmly established, short wool should be admitted Mr. CASE Y. The hon. member forWellington (Mr. Orton)
free, and the duty placed only on wool brought into direct supported the farmers'view of the case ably and clearly. The
competition with our long combing wool; but I think if the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives) stated the
Government go still farther and admit an article that will manufacturer' case strongly and clearly, and his speech is
come in direct competition with the wools of this country, perhaps the more damaging to the Government of the two.
they will injure the farmers. Shoddy is an article He says the maker Of shoddy blankets cannot make as good
that ought not te be admitted free ocf duty, because it profits out of them now as he wants to, even at the absurdly
encourages the manufacture of goods that are sold te the low price, the unprecedentedly low price of wool in Canada
people for prices the goods are not worth; the people will to-day. The manufacturers in his own town have told him
not get good value for their money. The encouragement of. that they cannot compete with the foreign blanket. When
suci manufactures is not in the interest of the people at 1 we have 60 per cent. duty on the imported shoddy blanket
large. and the price of wool is 16 or 18 cents a pound, surely they

have a chance to make a profit. But even then they are not
Mr. IVES. The difflculty is that in the manufacture of satisfied. Either they must have the shoddy brought in

blankets they must have a certain thickness and body in free te be "tied together," as the bon. gentleman says, with a
order to be saleable. To provide cheap blankets for the uses little Canadian wool, te hold it together long enough to be
for which cheap blankets are required and to give them the sold, or they must have a further increase in the already
necessary heaviness and body, it is found impossible, even enormously high duty on the poor man's blanket. Neither
at the low price at which wool now sells, to use all wool, of these things is necessary in the interest of the manufac-
and compete successfully with the imported shoddy blanket. turer. The Cornwall factory was making excellent blankets
The result is that unless the duty is increased upon the with as much body in them as anyone could desire, and
imported article, the long wools of this country will not with more of the spirit of bonesty too than they are made
be used te the saine extent in the manufacture of cheap with nowadays, before the National Policy was heard of-as
blankets that they would be if the raw material or shoddy good and better blankets than now. And what was the price
is allowed to come in free of duty, My impression is that if of WOOl then? Was it 16 or 18 cents a pound. I remember
you allow the importation of rags tree of duty, you will that in 1872, while the elections were going on,
actually bring about a larger consumption of cheap wool in wool was as high as 60 cents a pound, and yet the Cornwall
the manufacture of these blankets. The position is actually factory went on and made excellent blankets, and did not
this: We have a blanket manufactory in Sherbrooke, the complain se much of foreigu competition as thoy are doing
firm of A. G. Lomas & Co.; Mr. Lomas is a most intelligent now when they have a duty of 60 per cent. on the foreign
man who says what he thinks and means, and. ho told me shoddy and are allowed te import shoddy free to put into
that he found it impossible to make an all-wool blanket, their own blankets, while the price of wool is at the same
with wool at its present prices, to compete with the shoddy time absurdly ow. I agree with the statement of my hon.
blanket. He said ho could not give it the body and the friend from iJuntingdon (Mr. Scriver) that this proposition
weight necessary, and the result was he was obliged te is adding insult te the injury already done te the farmer.
alter his manufactory altogether and make a different The Minister of Customs las tried te leave the impression
blanket. To do that, ho las te do as the foreign manufac. on our minds that the Canadian home grown wool is really
turer does, put in a lot of stuff which makes thickness and protected te some noticeable degree. He read from the
body without much cost, and therefore I undertake te say tariff that Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire, Down combing
that the admission of rags froc of duty, will wools, or wools known as lustre wools and other like comb-
actually create a larger consumption of our coarse wool. I ing wools such as are grown in Canada shall pay a certain
am not prepared te say but what the increase of duty upon duty. Whoever made up that tariff must have been fami-
the shoddy blankets would not make it possible te liar with a different kind of South Downs or any oiher
make an all-wool Canadian blanket out of cheap Downs from those grown in Canada. I have seen a great
wool with body enough to answer the purpose. many Down sheep, and I do not think I ever saw one that
With the present rate of dutyon the imported blanket, you had anything like combing wool on its back.-
will bring about a larger use of our long wool by importing Mr. MoNE1LL. Oxford Downs have.
shoddy free than by putting a duty on it. As to the cheap- Mr CASEY. The wool may be a little longer on them
ness of wool, that is a matter entirely beyond eur control. than n the South Downs but do ot think it is used as
The growth of immense herds of sheep running out of doors onthe ouIs
the whole year round, sammer and winter, in portions of combng wool.
the United States, and in South America te an enormous Mr. McNEILL. It is wool four or five inches long.

Mr. ORTON.
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Mr. CASEY. The Oxford Down wool issomewhat longer

tha n the others, and in extreme cases it may be as long as
the hon, gentleman says, four or five inches, but I never saw
any or that length, and I have seen the Oxford Down prize
sbeep at several provincial exhibitions. We know as a
matter of fact, that as a general thing, the Down sheep is a
short woolled sheep, including the South Down, the Oxford,
Shropshire and the Hampshire Downs. As a general thing,
I think a universal thing, the wool of these sheep is too
short for combing. There may be exceptions, but that is
the general rule, and therefore there is no protection on
such wool. It is quite clear that the intention of the tariff
was to avoid putting a duty on short wools, to avoid putting
a duty on any wools which were not long combing wools.

Mr. BOWELL. Not grown here.
Mr. CASEY. There is no exception in regard to short

wool grown in Canada. Whether it is of a kind grown in
Canada or not, it comes in free, and that is what we complain
of. When the tariff was first introduced, we complained of
the lack of protection on wool. We were told : "1We will
potect it, we will protect the kind of wool that is grown
in Canada and leave the other kind free until our manufac-
tures are well established." But this protection on long
wool is of no use to us, because we do not grow it, and the
price has not been affected one cent and cannot be affected
by any duty you put on it. On the other hand the price of
short wool is within our control. We know that we do not
raise enough to supply our manufactures and that a large
quantity-bas to be imported. If you put a duty on it, you
would raise the price by the full amount of that duty until
the home supply was enough for the home market. let me
give a few figures to show how this affects the farmer.

Mr. IVES. What proportion of our farmers raise short
wool ?

Mr. CASEY. I will answer after I get through, not in
the middle of a sentence. The amount of dutiable wool im-
ported, combing and lustre wools, was 6,642 Ibs., and that
was imported into Ontario; nothing came into the other
Provinces. There does not seem to be any great competition
in that. The wool exported from Canada during that time,
com posed entirely of long combing wools, which go entirely
to the United States, was something over 1,60t,000 lba.
More than 1,600,000 lbs. of Canadian grown wool had to seek
a foreign market for lack of a home market. Now, see
how much wool was iinported free to enter into competi.
tion with our short wool. From Great Britain, 1,667,000
lbs.; from the United States, 2,961,000 lbs. My hon. friend
from Richmond and Wolfe says we cannot compete with
those countries where sheep run out all the year round, such
as Australia and the Cape, but we find that the greatest
quantity of wool imported is from the United States,
where sheep are grown under about the same conditions as
they are in Canada.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It is not American wool; it
is African wool, which comes through the United States.

Mr. CASEY. Well, it would not be a bad idea if the hon.
gentleman would have the Trade and Navigation Returns
show where the wool really does come from. I am well
aware, however, that there is a large amount of short wool
grown in the United States. In 1883-84 we imported
altogether 6,182,421 lbs. of wool free of duty to enter
into competition with the home grown article, and we paid
for it $1,170,844, which is about 19 cents a -pound. Now,
Sir, in addition to that competition we find that woollen rags
have been imported already te a large extent free of duty.
I find that 179,047 lbs. of woollen rags have been im-
ported at a price of $21,924, or about 12 cents a pound, all
coming into competition with our wool. Fancy, these rage
which are worth about 12 cents a pound, being allowed te

come in free of duty, to enter into competition with our
wool which is already at an absurdly low price. There is
no doubt that short wool at present is bringing a higher
price in our Canadian markets than long wool. It would
bring that higher price for export purposes if there wore no
woollen manufactures in Canada at all. But it is clear
that with these many millions of pounds of foreign wool
coming into competition with it, and the rags
coming into competition with it, any increase in the
woollen manufactures of Canada under the National Policy
has not increased the price of short wool. Lt is absurd to
pretend that long wool bas been increased in price. It is
getting gradually lower. Now, 1 urge upon the Govern.
ment that there is an opportunity of giving an increasel
price to the farmer for one of his products. This is almost
the only case in which they can increase the price of any of
his products, and yet it is the only instance in which they
have refused to put a tax on, and therofore to increase that
price; I urge upon them that if they wish to show the fair
play they professed they would show to all classes of the comi
munity they should put a tax upon short wool. The hon.
gentleman from Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives) bas asked
what percentage of the farmers grow short woolled iheep.
I have not the Ontario returns at hand just now, which show
how many of these short woolled sheep were raised in that
Province during the last year. I cannot therefore tell him
exactly, but in my neighborhood I may say that at least
every second farmer, I think, at the present time bas begun
raising these sheep. In two or three years every farmer
who keeps sheep at all will keep short woolled sheep and
nothing else. The short wool industry is to be the wool
raising industry of Canada in the future. I think ut the pre.
sent time the short wool in Ontario would represent nearly
one-sixth of the entire clip, and perhaps one-fifth, and that
proportion is growing year by year very rapidly. Short
woolled sheep are growing in favor, but the long woolled
sheep are being packed off as rapidly as possible, because it
does not pay to keep them at the present prices of wool. I
think, Sir, that is sufficient, in addition to what bas been
said, to make out the larmers' case. But I must insist that
not only the Minister of Customs, but the Finance Minister
himself, in whose hands this matter is, shall tell the country
something of his intentions in regard to it, that he shall tell
us whether he intends to continue this insulting and injuri.,
ous treatment towards the farmers of this country from
whom, after al, he draws the whole of hie revenue in the
last resort.

Mr. ORTON. I think I can point out to the hon. gentle-
man how.the National Policy bas benefited the farmer on
the wool question. le stated just now that the price of
short wool was higher than the price of long wool, and if
he knew anything about the wool trade he would know
that previous to the introduction of the National Policy
short wool and long wool brought the sane price. In con-
sequence of the increaso in the number of woollen manutac-
tories in Canada and increased demand for wool, he would
know that the value of short wool had increased until it is
at least ten cents higher than the price of long wool. The
reason is that in former times, though the intrinsic value of
short wool was always higher, buyers of wool did not give
the farmers any more for it than for long wool. The quan-
tity of short wool raised at the time was small, it was
classed with the long wool, and bought at the same price.
But now, in consequence of the increase of the woollen
manufactures in this country, the demand for short wool
has rapidly increased, so that farmers have found it to
their advantage-as I had the honor of pointing
out at the time the former Government were
in power-to go more largely inuW the raising
of the various Downs. because short wool was valuable for
manufacturing purposes, I am happy to say to-day that
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the farmers of Canada have gone largely into the raising of
the various Downs. Wool is more valuable, and its incrcased
price is largely due to the operation of the tariff. At the
same tine, I do think that the introduction of this shoddy
is going to have an injurions effect upon the wool market.

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

After Recess.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NCRTH-WEST.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have to announce that

I received a telegram this afternoon from Col. Irvine who
had arrived at Carleton. His telegram is not dated, but it
bears the date to-day of Winnipeg, so that I cannot exactly
say when it was written.

"CARLToN, N.W.T.

"Party under my command just arrived. When near Fort Carlton
foun È that Crozier with party of 100 went to Dnck Lake to secure a
large quantity of supplies there stored. Were met by some 200 rebels
who held an advantageous position at Beardy's Reserve, and endeavored
to surround police and civilians. Rebels fired first, when it became
general. Crozier, owing to the disadvantage at which he was taken,
retreated orderly, arriving at fort same time asmy party. Ten civilians
of Prince Albert and two policemen were killed, and four civilians and
eeven constables wounded. The following are the names:

"IKILLED.

"Constables : T. J. Gibson, George Pearce Arnold. Civilians:
Captain John Meriton, William Napier, S. Elliot, D. Mackenzie, Charles
Newitt, Alexander Fisher, James Bakely, Robert Middleton, D. Mac-
Phail, Joseph Anderson.

wOUNDED.

Civilians: Captain Moore, leg broken ; A. MacNab, W. R. Markley'
Alex. Stewart. Police: Inspector J. Howe, N.B., Corporal Gilchrist,
Constables G. K. Garrett, S. F. Gordon, A. M. Smith, J. J. Moore, A.
Miller.

The number of rebels killed not known. The police and civilians
acted with the greatest bravery under a heavy fire."

That is the telegram from Colonel Irvine. The telegram
that I mentioned as being under cipher was one from Gen-
eral Middleton to the Minister of Militia, merely conveying
the rumor and asking that the battery be sent forward.
I take this occasion to say that yesterday while the trouble
was localised, I thought tbat reticence was the proper and
politic course; but now that it has assumed the propor-
tions it has assumed, the fallest information will be given to
the House from time to tine.

of food are collected, and perhaps it would not be wise to
point ont where these are stored. However, I shall get a
paper prepared on that point, and will communicate it to
the hon. gentleman; and I think under the circumstances I
can confidently rely upon his support in this matter.

Mr. BLAKE. I suggested that question as I wished to
be assured that the hon. gentleman was satisfied whether
these people knew where these supplies are, or whether
they did not know. If they do not know, I do not want to
know.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I fancy the insurgents,
if I may call them so, do not know where these stores are.

Mr. BLAKE. Then I do not want to know. I would
invite the hon. gentleman, after the statement he has made,
the latter statement, which I am sure the House will
receive with such a measure of gratification as they can
receive anything which the Government can communicate
at the present time, to cause such papers to be prepared as
will, in effect, answer the motion which I made yesterday,
and which, under the sense of duty which animated him, ho
thought it not fitting at that moment to grant. The hon.
gentleman has now stated that in the present condition of this
unhappy business he will communicate, from time to time,
all information he can without danger to the public inter-
est. It is quite obvions, I conceive, that it can be no detri-
ment to the public interest, whatever difference may have
existed a few hours ago on that subject, to communicate
to the House information as to the past; and the inform-
ation which I yesterday invited the hon. gentleman to give,
or such part as he conceives he can give without danger
to the public interest, I ask him to furnish at the very ear-
liest moment.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I shall be very glad to
give full information as to the past, so far as it does not shed
too strong a light on the future.

Mr. IVES. I desire to ask: Does the hon. gentleman
propose to use the Canadian route for the transportation of
" B " Battery; and if so, what delay will be incurred by
part of the railway not being constructed; also, whether
there will be any serions delay in portaging over the por-
tions of the road on which rails have not been laid.

Mr. BLAKE. If it be at all consistent with the public Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Steps were taken some
interest I think it is important that the hon, gentleman days age te communicate with Mr. Iarry Abbott, a brother
should make now, or at a later hour this evening, a state- of the hon. menber for Argenteuil, who is in charge as
ment, if he has the information at hand, as to what is the engineer, and he bas made ail preparations te forward any
condition of the food supplies at the various places where troops that ray go by that route. The troope must go by
food is collected for the purpose of the police or for feeding that route; and they Will go quicker by that route than by
the Indians. It is v~ery obvious that the possibility of the any other route, after communieating with Washington.
Indians taking an effective part in this unhappy business And, mereever, it la mucl botter that they should go by
must greatly depend on their food supply, and if the food that route. There are soin 70 miles in ail that will have
supplies are in positions in which they cannot get access to tO be travelled by other mears than by rail. To the nerth
them, if they are so situated, I fancy the anxiety with ef Lake Superior we may rely on the snow lying, as long
respect to that point will be very much diminished. as we have iL here, and sleighs and teams wiIl b. got

witheut difflcnlty on that line, and there is a large body of
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The food supply over that men employed on the railway who eau b. used. The

vast country is like such a supply being spread over Ontariomiutary will ho oarried acre -the gaps and ne material
and Quebec, as the hon. gentleman knows. I received a delay wil be oceasioned. They will le oarried in eleighs
telegraphie message from the Lieutenant Governor of the acrosa the gaps until they cere to the place where they eau
North-West, he being then at Regina, stating that the be carried safely by rail te Winnipeg. Then they eau go
Indians and every one else were quiet along the line. There on by rail without interruption te the foot of the Rocky
was a telegram received from Mr. Egan, who is in charge Mountains. Se far as we know, the whole hostile force is
of the trafRe arrangements of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, concentrated in the vicinity of Prince Albert and Pick
which says that at Oak Lake, a place on the lino, a half-breed Lake, and thereabeuts.
was arrested while attempting to place an obstruction on Mr. BLAKE. When do yen expeetIlB" Battery te
the railway-I presume for the purpose of preventing the lave?
90th regiment going to Qu'Appelle. And ho stated that
Riel had 1,500 mon under him and six cannon-American Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. IL is ordered te go at
cannon was the expression used. That was the statement OnIcO.
of this man, and it must be taken quantum valeat. I am not Mr. CARON. I may state that, after receiving the news
in a pition to-night to say where the different quantities which the leader of the Government las juat oommunicated,

ZiO&'oN.

790



COMMONS DEBATES.

and in fact previous to the time when the news was commu-
nicated, the Department had taken procautions to provide
for the transport and for the subsistence of about 500 men
to be sent into the North-West. It is intended that 100 mon
of " B " Battery and 100 men of "A " Battery shall be
conveyed immediately over the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
north of Lake Superior, and provision has been made so
that no delay will occur in the transport. The batGery has
been under moving orders for the last three days, and
orders have been gi'ven now that they shall leave imme-
diately; and I expect the detachment of "A" Battery
will leave Quebec to-night or to-morrow morning at the
latest, and "B " Battery will meet them to-morrow night
or the morning after.

Mr. BLAKE. Where is General Middleton just now?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. At Winnipeg, but ho

telegraphed that ho was going to move west to-morrow
morning.

Mr. CHARLTON. Would it not be well for the Govern-
ment to remember that we are very near the opening of
spring, and any force necessary to send into the lNorth-West
should be hurried forward ? A sudden thaw might interrupt
communication north of Lake Superior, and a serious dis-
aster might be the result,

Mr. MILLS. I desire to enquire whether it is intended
that the commission, to which the hon. gentleman bas
referred, should at once undertake their duties; or is it
proposed that the commission should b held in aboyanoe
until the present difficulties are disposed of.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL D. Oh,no. The commission
will go on at once without any delay, because they will deal
with all questions connected with the half-breeds, not only
at the scene of disturbance but at Edmonton and elsewhere.
Edmonton is perhaps the chief place to which immediate
attention should be paid.

Mr. BLAKE. Is the formal commission issued ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That I really cannot say.

Mr. BLAKE. I suppose the hon. gentleman will bring1
down a copy.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
THIRD READING.

Bill (No 60) to incorporate the Synod of the Evaugelical
Lutheran Church of Canada.--(Mr. McCarthy.)

CONSIDERED IN COMMITTEE.
Bill (No. 73) to incorporate the Alberta and Athabaska

Railway Company.-(Mr. Williams.)
Bill (No. 43) to authorize the Royal Canadian Insurance

Company to reduce its capital stock, and for other purposes.
-(Mr. Curran.)

WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.

House again resolved itself into Committee of Ways and
Means.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). With reference to allowing
woollen rags to enter duty free, I cannot help thinking that
the opinions expressed by the hon. member for Wellington
(Mr. Orton) before recess will be held by the farmers of this
country to be, in many respects, sound. 1 remember when the
National Policy was inaugurated, that one of the benefits
the Finance Minister claimed would be conferred upon the
laboring classes of this country was that the shoddy goods
would be driven out of the market by those of solid Cana-
dian manufacture; and I remember that the Finance Minister
illustrated his remark by saying that the poor man would
bo longer have the trouble, when ho went out on a rainy

day, of coming home at night with his knees through his
pants. Now, it seems to me that in the abstract that is a
sound principle, and I regret very much that it is being
departed from and that encouragement is being given to
the introduction of a low grade material. Looking at the
matter from an agricultural standpoint, the sheep industry
is depressed enough in its present circumstances
without having this additional burden imposed upon
it. At no time in the history of agriculture in the world
have the prices of wool and the other products of sheep been
at so low a price as at present. In the Province of Ontario
the majority of our farmers last season did not realise over
17 cents a pound for their wool. If it had been from 30 to
35 cents a pound, as in old times, when there was an active
demand from the American side for our long wools, there
might have been some plea for encouraging the introduc-
tion of the cheaper article, for the purpose of mixing it with
our high priced wools, to produce a moderato priced article
for consumption. But, as a matter of fact, the world's sup.
ply of wool seems to be exceedingly abundant. I cannot
understand on what principle the Finance Minister can
encourage the deterioration of all woollen goods by allowing
woollen rags to come in duty free. I can understand from
the standpoint of the hon. member for Richmond and
Wolfe (Mr. Ives), who told us that a cheap grade of
blankets could not be made to compete with the low grade
of English manufacture made for exporting to this country.
If we consider that the low priced English goods have to
pay a duty of 74 cents a pound and 20 per cent. addi-
tional ad valorem, it does seem to me that with
Canadian washed wool, costing only 17 cents a pound,
the Canadian manufacturer who cannot stand up in face of
that competition deserves to go under. If the truth were
told, I think the hon. gentleman is anxious, not so much to
enable the manufacturers to furnish cheap goods, as to
put a little more money into their pockets at the expense of
the Canadian consumers. When the hon. gentleman tells
us, so far as cultivation and stimulus of the wool production
of this country is concerned, that we cannot hope to com-
pete with those countries where they do not require to feed
their flocks during winter, I would like to remind him of
the large number of sheep that have found their way to the
ranches at the foot-hills of the Rocky Mountains, where they
expect to be able to produce wool as cheaply as anywhero
else on the face of the earth ; and I would like to ask him,
as an expounder of the National Policy, whether ho con-
siders it equitable to those parties who are starting that
industry to give them this kind of competition with the
first wool of thoir stock that they put on the market. It
appears to me that the hon. gentleman had an eye rather to
the interests of the manufacturers of his district than to the
production of wool in our new and growing western
territory. I would like also to draw the attention
of the Minister of Finance to the present condition
of the sheep industry in this country. In common with the
development of the cattle shipping trade, for a number of
years we did a growing and profitable business in mutton
with the old country markets. The industry of shipping mut-
ton to the English and Scotoh markets had steadily grown,
until two years ago our shipments reached 114,000 sheep.
But last season, through the competition of the Australian
colQnies, and through various other causes, our shipments
of mutton sheep to the old country had shrunk to some
67,000, a decrease of almost $500,000 of clear receipts to the
farmers of this country. Now, Sir, with the fact that our
mutton is thus facing a keen and active competition from
the other British colonies in the market that we have here-
tofere successfully occupied, and with the fact that our
wools are at present at the lowest prices that they have
touched for at least fifty years, it does seem to me that it
is not a favorable time to place in competition with this
depressed industry woollen rags imported duty free for the
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purpose of still further depreciating the value of these
products. If the woollen industries are still claiming to be
infant, and not able to stand on thoir own feet, I think it is
time for us to ask whether the great farming industry of this
country has not some rights as well as the woollen manu-
facturers. In the interest of the consuming population of
this country, as well as the agricultural population, we
should be content to grind up rags only produced at home
and not encourage the importation of woollen rage, for the
purpose of protecting a few manufacturers at the expense
of the great consuming population of this country.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman has taken the same
lino of argument in reference to this question as that pur-
sued by those that preceded him, namely, that this is an
inopportune time to place upon the free list an article
which las absolutely been free ever sinco June, 1879.
It may be, from the arguments of hon. gentlemen, a
reason for striking it out of the free list ; and after con-
sultation with my colleagues, baving discovered that hon.
gentlemen opposite have turned protectionists, more parti.
cularly upon this particular question, and as it meets the
approbation of the majority of those who represent farming
constituencies who are supporting the Government, we have
decided to strike it out. It is peculiarly gratifying to the
Government, and must be to those who have supported its
policy ever since it las been inaugurated, to know that we
are gradually bringing into the fold hon. gentlemen opposite.
Let me only hope they may continue in thoir conversion,
and if possible that aIl of the other articles on the free liàt
may be added to the protected list. Under the peculiar
circumstancas mentioned by the bon. member for North
Wentworth (Mr. Bain), we will be only too glad, in the
interest of protection itself and of the farming community,
to strike this out and add to the protected list such other
articles as may be necessary in their interest. That is the
policy, and bas been the policy of the Govern:nent ever since
1878. The Government are particularly delighted at the

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. You do not look very
happy.

Mr. BOWELL. The Government are always happy at
the conversion to protectionist pirinciples of their oppo-
nents, and will, in the case of evory article which comes
into competition, either directly or indirectly, with that
which can be produced in this country, strike it out of
the free list, in order that protection may be afforded to
our own people.

Mr. BLAKE. The fact of the matter is, we have been
able to convict the Government of being inconsistent with
themselves; we have been able to prove that since 1879, by

.the operation of Orders in Council, they have been false to
their own policy; we have been judging them in their
scales, weighing them in their own balance, testing them
by their own utterances, pointing out to them their own
views, and have shown that they have been falso to them
ail, from 1879 until to-day. The Administration las been
touched in such a tender point, of which we have entered
only the outer fringe yet, that the hon, gentleman has
thought, in the interests of his clients, the woollen manu-
facturers, it expodient to throw a sprat to catch a whale,
and is willing to give up the woollen goods in order to save
the wool. Ail that is wanted to make this item 3orreèt and
consistent with the hon. gentleman's policy; all that is
wanted to make perfectly clear the principle upon which ieh
is acting, is that we should add the words: In order to
encourage the producer of Canadian wool and to secure
good woollens to the Canadian consumer.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman, like all Chancery
lawyers,is very fond of splitting haire.

Mr. BLAKE. Splitting wool.
Mr. BAIN (Wentworth.)

Mr. BOWELL. It is very difficult to get wool where
there is only hair. The Government is not inconsistent
with its policy; the Government has in the past, and we
have been accused of it a dozen times during this debate,
of changing the tarif every Session, in order to meet the
peculiar circumstances in which the country is placed at
the time. It having been conclusively shown during this
debate by both sides, that under the peculiar ciroumstances
of the wool trade at present, we should do nothing to inter-
fore with the wool producer obtaining as large a price as
possible ; therefore it is directly in accord with the policy
which the Government has always carried out since 1879-
and which was exemplified last night in the reply of the
leader of the Government to the leader of the Opposition-
that we are practical politicians and not fies on the
wheel, an expression the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Mills) delights to use. It is strictly in accord with the
policy of the Government that the moment circumstances
presont themselves which lead the Government to believe
that it is in the interest of the commuity to adopt a certain
line they at once adopt it.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman is not a fly on the
wheel, but a straw on the current; ho saw which way the
current was drifting and went with it. We now learn that
this paternal Government, this Government of inspection
and observation, this Government which as been making
the interests of the country to flourish all over for the last
few years by Acts of Parliament-we now learn that this
model Government did not know until this afternoon th(;
condition of the woollen trade. We find that common
members of Parliament here have been obliged to instruct
the Government on what they ought to have known.

Mr. IRVINE. In making my remarks before recess, I
stated that a large quantity of the wool imported into this
country was said to be a wool similar to that raised in this
country. I did not mean to convey the impression that
that wool was smuggled into the country, but I meant to
say that it was not correctly classified. If any doubt
exists in the mind of any hon. gentleman, he would, after
he heard the Minister give his explanation of the various
classes of wool, be satisfied that i lis not a very easy matter
to classify the wool correctly. The hon. Minister tried to
enligh ten this Houseby stating that Down wool was combing
wool. The hon. member for North Bruce (Mr.McNeill) said
that Oxford Down wool, 4 and 5 inches long, was combing
wool. Allow me to say that none of the Down wool, either the
Oxford, Shropshire, or South Down, are combing wools.
The hon. Minister stated that the Oxford Down was 4
or 5 inches long; well, that which we call combing wool
or Leicester wool, is 9, 10 or Il inches long. If the
hon. Minister of Customsis so ignorant of this, what can
we expect of his officers at the port of entry. I am not
particular how the matter is dealt with. All'I have got to
say is that we have to give up the raising ofsheep at present,
for wool is worth comparatively nothing. An hou. gentle.
man opposite said he could buy Canadian wool at 20 cents
per pound; is there any man in the country who will
attempt to raise wool for that figure ? I think this is the
fourth time which the hon. Minister of Customs has referred
to a statement of mine, that there was considerable smuggling
done in my country, in a way worthy or unworthy of the hon.
gentlepnan. I am reminded in this of what Mr. Mill, in Eng-
land, said at an election meeting once, when, standing before
an audience of laborers, ho was asked by one of them: "Sir,
did not you state once that the laboring men were liars ?" The
lion. gentleman was not afraid to state again what he once
stated, and he saidI: "lI did, Sir." I stated that there was a
vast amont of smuggling done. I never conveyed the impres-
sion that my people were worse or botter than those in other
parts of the Dominion in that respect. I state now that I be.
ieve there is a good deal of smuggling done, but it is done bya
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very small portion of the community; and I state now, as I'
stated then, that a high tarif produces smuggling, encour-
ages smuggling. I ana quite willing to acknowled go that
an amount of smuggling is doue, but by a very small frac.
tion of the community, that is, the men who do professional
smuggling, who fellow it for a business. I have taken the
trouble to look at a return which was moved for by an hon.
member on this side. I will read a few items, to show that
we are no worse than our neighbors, that we are not sinners
above all in Canada. This does not give the amount of
goods seized or conflscated under the law, but the amount of
fines imposed under the law. We cannot arrive at a very
correct conclusion as to the amount of smuggling done, as
to the amount of sin perpetrated in this way by the various
portions of this Dominion; but, as to the fines, I will read
the following figures to show that they are not much better
in Ontario than they are in New Brunswick. These are
the numbers and the amount of fines imposed during the
past year at the places named :

Brockville........................
Cornwall............................ ........
Fort Erie .... ... . .......
Hamilton...................................
Ottawa ..................
Toronto .............. ........ .......
Windsor ...... ............ ,
Staastead ...............................
Woodstock.....................

Number.
26
14
29
13
19
26
26
27
13

Amount.
$ 978

392
2,967
3,390

228
1,554
7,064
1,480

665
Woodstock is in my county. I do not think it lies in the
hon. gentleman's breast to accuse us of being greater sinners
than others. I am sorry there is any smuggling at all, any
illicit traffl of that kind, but a high tarif offers a premium
and an inducement to be dishonest.

The item of "woollen ragsa" was dropped.
Mr. ARMSTRONG. The Minister of Customs professes

to be very much rejoiced that he as been the means of
converting members of this side of the Bouse to his views
on protection. I am sorry to dispel the illusion, but I have
to inform him that there bas been no conversion made. Hon.
gentlemen on this side pointed out the hollow pretences
made by the hon. gentlemen and bis colleagues when they
pretendcd to protect the farmers. Wool was one of the fow
things which they could prote.ct so as to afferd protection
to the farmers. I need not state to the committee what has
been so often proved, that it is impossible to protect articles
of which we export a surplus. If we take grain, for instance,
of which the farmers of Canada have a large amount to
export, over and above what they consume, it is utterly
impossible to afford that protection. But there is the article
of wool, of which wo do not raise a sufficient quantity,
which they could protect and failed to protect, and not
only so, but they had not the manliness to avow it.
While pretending to protect the farmers they had not
the manliness to say they were going to put shoddy on the
free list, but they brought it in by a side wind, by Order
in Council, to compote with the wool the farmer raised. It
was another case in which they promised the farmer bread
and gave him a stone. They damaged the farier in another
way. I read the speech of the Finance Minister in intro-
ducing this very tariff, in which he describes the wearer of
shoddy cloth, which he was going to protect the people of
the country against; how, when he got into a shower of
rain, he would have his knees through his pants and bis
elbows through the sleeves of bis coat; and the bon, gentle-
man was going to protect the people of Canada against
anything of that kind in future. How has ho kopt his
promise? I believe they were ashamed to place Ehoddy on
the free list, but after passing the tariXf, they placed it
there by an Order in Council. There bas not been much
objection made to it, and now they thought it would bo an
opportune time to bring it in and make it free by Act of
Parliament. As a measure of protection to the consumers
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of the country, there ought to have been a high tarif placed
upon it, to keep it from competing with the wool raised by
the farmers ; and, as has been pointed ont to-night, that
industry is getting into a worse and worse condition.
The part of the country I live in was a large
wool and mutton producing district, but owing
to the competition of foreign wool and shoddy,
the farmers are going out of the business, and
what was a source of revenue is being lost to the country.
The farmers were injured by it in another way. It is
within my recollection that agents of these shoddy manu-
facturers and dealers in shoddy cloth went around, pretend.
ing to sell the cloth at half price to the farmers, taking their
notes as the price of good cloth, selling the notes to the
note brokers, pocketing the money, and leaving the people
with the poor cloth and the debts to pay. I am glad to
think that the Government have been forced by publie
opinion, if not by the arguments used on this side of the
House, to change their policy on this question.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman, although he declares
he has converted us to his way of thinking, has abandoned
the resolution which the Government have submitted to
the House and the committee. It is rather an
extraordinary position that, although the hon. gentle.
man has converted us to his way of thinking,
be has abandoned his own proposition and adopted our
views. Is not the hon. gentleman laboring under some
gallucination ? Is be not mistaken as to the party who has
been converted? My impression is that the hon. gentleman
and the Minister who sits beside him are the parties who
have undergorne a change. My hon. friend beside me says
they have not been converted, but they have been convicted.
At all events, it is very clear that these hon. gentlemen have
a wholesome dread of public opinion, and that upon this
question they know right well that the interest of the
farmer and the policy of the Government do not exactly
coincide, and they know very well that when the farming
population discover what their interest really is, they are
not likely to follow in the wake of the Administration. I
rose to ask the hon. gentleman, if he strikes these goods off
the free list, where docs ho intend to place them? Does he
intend that they shall be put amongst unenumerated
articles, or does ho propose to place them in some specific
class, and will be state precisely what the duty is to be ? I
think this is a favorable opportunity for the hon. gentleman
to tell us in what particular list these goods are to be placed.

Mr. FAIRBANK. I wish to know whether I am under
an erroneous impression in relation to the working of the
tariff upon wool. By the returns, I find that there is an
importation of something over 6,000,000 Ibo. of free
wool, and an importation of a little over 6,0J0 Ibs. of
duty-paying wool; hence, as I read it, the practical
operation of the tariff is, that of 1,000 ibs. of wool
imported, one pound pays duty and 999 lbs. come in
free of duty. I notice further, that the duty-paying wool
belongs to a class which we certainly do not raise. I fnd
that the average price of that wool Ls 55 cents per pound.
In regard te foreign rags, I would simply remark that I am
no friend to them. We will take care of our own rags. I
am neither a friend to rags nor to those who use them for
shoddy. I am perfectly willing that other countries should
keep their rags and their paupers as well; and I am nery
glad to know that we are not going to spend more
money in fetching them here, and consequently shall not
need thc rags.. The hon. iember for Richmond and Wolfe
(1r. Ives) stated that it was his belief that the exclusion of
rags would tend t,) lessen the consumption of wool, by our
being unable to manufacture that class of shoddy blankets
into the manufacture of which they enter. For the sake of
the argument, we will suppose it Will have that ëeffect to the
extent of the importation of blankets. I find that the entire
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importation of blankets amounts to 364,000 lbs. Ipre-
sume that it would do to introduce one-half shoddy into the
blanket; hence it reduces the quantity of wool used to a very
small amount indeed, and if we entirely excluded blankets
now imported we should add to the consumption of our wool
but a few thousand pounds.

Mr. ALLEN. I am interested in this wool question, for
I have been engaged in the wool trade for the past twenty
years; and, Sir, prior to the introduction of the National
Policy, the price of wool was from 30 to 40 cents, and
sometimes as high as 50 or 60. Since its introduction the
price lias fallen until the present season. I have sold several
thousani pounds of wool at vory low prices. The highest
price I got for the finest clean wool, free of burrs, was 18
cents per pound. The second grade, good, wool, suitable for
blankets or carpets, brought from 15 to 16 cents; and the
unwashed wool of all kinds sold for 10 cents per pound.
Now, Sir, I believe while the farmers are paying duties
of from 25 to 50 per cent. on the goods required by
them, wool ought not to be allowed to come in free
from foreign countries. We have the very same
class of wool here in Canada that they have in England.
Wool that we sell at 18 cents per pound is quite equal to the
wool imported from England; and it is not fair treatment
that the farmers should be obliged to submit to the com-
petition of this free wool. I know for a fact that during
the past seasoa large quantities of Canadian wool have been
stored, and still remain in store, while wools imported from
foreign countries are sold to the manufacturers. I bolieve
that this is not carrying out the principle of the National
Policy. The farmers have a right to expect and to receive
a share of the protection which is being accorded to others.
I hope, Mr. Chairman, that rags and shoddy will be
excluded. We have too much of that commodity already;
we do not require any more of them while we have wool at
from 10 to 15 cents per pound, that can be manufactured in
Canada so cheaply t blankets, tweeds and other produ te.
We bave no need of shoddy, and I hope the Government
will exclude it from this list of imports.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). I would not like the
impression to go to the country that we import either Eng-
lish or American wools into this country to manufacture.
The wools that are imported from England are broughtj
from South Africa, Australia and other places. The large
importers bring them to England, and they are purchased
in Englund by our importers, but there are no English
wools brought to this country for the purpose of manufac-j
ture, and none from the Unitcd States. The wools that arc
brought from the United States are purchased from large
importers, who bring them from the southern latitudes.
They are bought sometimes on commission, and sometimes
imported and sold to manufacturers in this country. Now,1
none of ithis wool comes into competition with Canadian1
grown wool. Canadian grown wool nd imported wool are1
used for two distinct purposes. If you were to put 10 cents1
a pound upon wool imported into this country you couldi
not increase the price of Canadian wool at all by it, for the1
reason that no tweed goods, which is the largest product1
of the woollen manufacture in this country, could be pro-(
duced out of Canadian grown wool, except, perhaps, from
a very small quantity of wool from the Down sheep; andt
the South Down wool is too coarse for the use of our manu-c
facturers of tweed goods, except in small quantities. Wei
must have Merino wools and the finer wools that are broughtt
from these southcrn countries. Another reason why theset
foreign wools do not come into competition with Canadiant
wools is this: These wools are purchased at 18 or 20 centsa
per pound, and are bought in a filthy, dirty condition,.full oft
sand, grease, and every other kind of filth, which when-
these are cleansed out give us about 40 lbs. of cleani
wool out of 100 lbs. as purchased, and sometimesh
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no more than 36 pounds of clean wool; so that when we
purchase it at 20 cents we only get 40 per cent. of wool out
of the original quantity that we can use in manufacture, or
45 to 55 cents per pound for clean wool. Manufacturers pay
sometimes 20 or 22 cents for these imported wools, so that
they do not corne into competition at all with our Canadian
wools. Now, there is one point I wish to be understood,
and it is this, that, so far as I know, and I think I am well
informed on this subject, we do not import English grown
wools muto this country for the purpose of manufacture, nor
do we import American grown wools for this purpose, they
all come from Australia, Africa, South America and New
Zealand.

Mr. O'BRIEN. I wish to correct an impressio'n which
hon. gentlemen opposite are taking much pains to send
abroad, and that is that the price of wool bas gone down
very materially during the last few years. Now, it is pre.
posterous for them to talk of the low price of wool for this
season as the ordinary price of wool, because everyone
knows that it is only within the last year that the price as
fallen. I can tell hon, gentlemen that I have sold South
Down wool within the last two years for over 30 cents
per pound, and it is only within the last two years that the
price of wool has fallen.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman said the duties had
benefited the industry. It' so, they would prevent the
prices falling.

Mr. O'BRIEN. I do not think either the Minister of
Finance or the Minister of Customs will allow hon. gentle-
men opposite to put statements in their mouths which no
man of common sense ever would make. flon. gentlemen
opposite have been continually putting into our mouths the
statement that we said the tariff would regulate the price
of wheat. No man in bis senses would state that the tariff
would affect the ordinary prices cf whaat. But what we
do say afd what we have alwayssaid is, that under certain
conditions, such conditions as prevailed during last year,
and prevail now, the tariff does cause higher prices for our
wheat. I am certain that neither the Finance Minister nor
any hon. member on this side of the House stated that the
tariff was going to regulate the price of wheat. But hon.
gentlemen know well that when it was proposed last year
to take the duty off wheat in order to equalise the duty on
flour, there was a great outcry, because the duty had been
found to be a great benefit to our wheat growers. The
same thing occurs with respect to the prices of wool.
Speaking from my own knowledge, I find that the National
Policy has had a very beneficial influence on the price of
wool, as it has created a demand for certain classes, for
which previously there was no demand. A few years ago
there was no demand for South Down wool, or at least very
little. The National Policy bas promoted the woollen manu-
facture which has used that particular class, and during the
last few years the prices of South Down wool, as compared
with the coarso wools, has advanced, and it is relatively
higher than in 18'iS. That is due to the National Policy,
becauso it has led to the manufacture of cloths in which this
class of wool is usod. What I particularly want to say is
this: That the Finance Minister and the Mlinister of Cas-
toms would do well to loak into the rogulations of the tariff
on wool. I think the classification, as it now stands, is
altogether an erroneous one. Wool should be divided into
three qualities-fine, mediumt and coarse. We only produce
the two latter, mediun and coarse; and as we are never likely
to grow the higher class, it might be admitted free of duty,
as a raw material, because it would not come into competi,
tion with our wool. On the other hand, as regards coarse
wool, as the hon. member for Welland (Mr. Ferguson) said,
it would not matter if we put 10 or 20 per cent. duty on it,
because we export it and do not import it, and so it would

794



COMMONS DEBATES.

make no difference what amount of duty was imposed on it.
But there should be a duty imposed on medium wool,
because that is a quality we produce and which to some
extent we import. Therefore, the true principle in dealing
with the wool duties on tho principle of the National Policy
is to admit the higher classes, which we do not grow, frce
of duty; to impose a duty on the medium class, because it
is a class we grow for home consumption ; and as to the
course wool, it makes no difference what duty is imposed.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman omits a very impor-
tant point in regard to the National Policy. He knows
right well that in Michigan and Ohio, anci the adjoining
States, there is no coarse wool produced, and that all the
sheep kept are Merinos. They can be kept as well in Canada
as in Michigan and Ohio. Why are they not kept ?

An hon. MEMBER. Because it will not pay.
Mr. MILLS. Yes; because it will not pay so long as we

admit the fine Cape wools and the Australian wools free of
duty. Let the Government impose a duty and they will
produce precisely the same conditions as prevail in Michi-
gan and Ohio, and they will produce exactly the change in
sheep growing in Canada as has been produced in those
States. I am not saying that that is the best course in the
public interest; I do not say so. I believe that if the
National Policy was in the public interest, it would be the
best course to follow. But hon. gentlemen opposite are not
dealing candidly with the people when they pretend to say
that the Government do not impose a duty on fine wools
because they are not produced in Canada. The very
moment you impose a duty they will be produced, and if
it is in the public interest you can produce the same change
in sheep growing, by imposing a duty on fine wools, as has
been produced in Michigan and Ohio. Besides, we manufac-
tured a few years ago tweed goods in which the coarser class
of wools were largely used. These are produced no longer.
Why? Because fine wools are introduced ; ahandsomer arti-
cle is manufactured, and our Canadian wools have ceased to
be workèd up to the same extent in our Canadian
manufactures as formerly. The hon. gentleman who
bas just addressed the House says we should
not impose any duty on fine wool, because
they do not come into competition with our wools. I say
they do, and that they have driven the coarser wools out of
the establishments of the country and the finer classes have
taken their place. From my point of view, I admit it is
not in the public interest to impose a duty on wools ; but I
say if the National Policy was in the public interest and if
hon. gentlemen opposite were as anxious to maiutain the
home market for Canadian farmers as they profess to be,
they would impose a duty on fine wools, and the sheep on
which fine wools are grown would be raised in Canada
instead of coarse wool sheep, for whose product no market
can be found in this country.

Mr. ALLEN. I would beg to say a word in reply to the
hon. member for Welland, who said that no English.grown
wool was imported into Canada. This, Sir, 1 know to be
incorrect, and I know the trade of which I am speaking,
and could mention the names of parties who have inspected
hundred of thousands of pounds of this English wool.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon, gentleman
who spoke recently (Mr. McNeill) was good enough to say,
if I understood him rightly, that the present National Policy
had greatly increased woollen manufacture in Canada. Of
all the false charges brought against the Mackenzie Admin-
istration there was none, perhaps, more false than the
charge that they had injured the woollen manufactures of
Canada, although that charge was repeated from husting to
husting and from Province to Province. As good a test as
we possess of the way in whiéh the woollen manufactures
grow, is found in the amount of wool imported into this
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country. I want to call the attention of those Ion. gentie.
men who boast that they have increased the woollen manu-
factures of Canada, and that the policy of the Mackenzie
Administration injured it, to these simple facts. In 1874
the woollen manufacturers of Canada imported 3,756,000 Ibo.
of wool. In 1878, the last year of the Mackenzie Adminis-
tration, they imported 6,230,000 ibs. In 1884 they imported
5,182,000 lbs. of wool-50,000 lbs. less than they imported
in 1878, whereas in 1878 they imported 2,500,000 ibs. more
than they imported in 1874.

Mr. WIGLE. I notice, Sir, that two or three years ago
hon, gentlemen were the champions.of the manufacturers,
but to-day 'they are the champions of the farmers. I am
surprised to hear hon. gentlemen speaking about the
farmers not getting what their wool is worth. I know that
betwoon 1873 and 1878 I bought wool for less than 25 cents
a pound, and at that time the farmers were paying from 75
to 85 cents for the same kind of cloth which they now get
for 50 to 60 cents a yard; so that in reality the farmers are
getting their cloth cheaper in proportion now than they
were when hon, gentlemen opposite were in power. The
hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), when he spoke a
few minutes ago, referred to Michigan and Ohio, and ho
said why do not we grow short wool as they do ? The
reason is that the carcases of these Merino sheep are no
good, and that is one reason why shep are scarce in Ontario
to-day, and the farmers are taking sheep from this country
into the United States. Take the case of the Ontario Agri-
cultural Colloge. We find that the people of this country
are finding fault because they are selling sheep to people in
the United States instead of keeping these finely
bred sheep in the country. I was surprised to
hear these hon. gentlemen speak about the differ-
ence between shoddy now and shoddy a few years ago. I
have statistics here about the shoddy made in one
institution in this country, and there are many others of the
same kind. I refer to the Weston Woollen Mills, about seven
miles west of Toronto. This institution commenced in 1879;
it employs in the neighborhood of 300 hands, and manufac-
tures tweeds, blankets, linings, etc., all the products of rage.
In 1879 they did import rags from other countries, but
since that time they have not imported them; and they are
not importing a single pound to day. More than that, they
are doing more than $300,000 worth of business yearly,
from rags which they buy from poor people at from 2 to 8
cents per pound. In addition, I find that there are peddlers
going through the country buying rags and cast-off cloth-
ing ; and this same factory, in addition to the 300 hands I
mentioned, employ 70 or 80 women and girls in Toronto-
girls who, when the hon. gentlemen wero in power, were to
be found in the soup kitchens instoad of earning rogular
wages. They use from eight to ton car loads of wool oil in
this country; 600 to 700 barrels, manufactured in London
and Petrolia. This work was formerly doue in
England, and sbipped to this country. The shoddy
of England is not botter than the shoddy of this
country, because the rags are not picked so close here.
More than that; outside of the oil which is used, they use
from six to seven thousand dollars worth of soap yearly,
manufactured in this country. I would like to know where
all these hands which I have mentione are boarding, if
not on the farmers of this country. Before the National
Policy this money was cQllected from the farmers of this
country and sent to other countries to pay the board of
laborers among the farmers of other countries, so that I say
that it is an uadvantage to the farmers of this country, and
the hon, gentlemen cannot get over it. The hon. member
for Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor), was making a comparison the
other day between the condition of things under the National
Policy and under the tarif of hon. gentlemen opposite. He
said on account of the National Policy this was a dear

1885.
7



COMMONS DEBATES. MARCH 27,
country to live in, and ho said ho was reading abou t a poor
little child whose mother had covered it over, and thon put
a door or a board upon it to keep it warm. I have reason
to believe that that case occurred when the Grit Govern-
ment was in power, and not since this National Policy came
into effect, because we now find that these girls can earn
blankets to keep themselves warm. Before 1879 42 cents
per pound was the prico of the blankets, but since
that time, since these establishments were started at
Weston, they are selling at 27 cents per pound,
or little more than half the price they were
when hon. gentlemen were in power. Still, because
farmers are only getting 2 cents per pound less for
their wool, and are getting their cloth 25 cents a
yard cheaper, they are finding fault. Why are they
getting their cloth cheaper? Because thore are more
manufacturers, and the competition of the manufacturers
brings the price down. When I hear hon. gentlemen
making statements like these in this House, I look upon
their statements withi suspicion. The other night one hon.
gentleman was hunting in London for an oil cloth factory
which was in Kingston, and because 'be did not find it in
London, when it was in Kingston, ho found fault with the
policy and said that the Blue Book could not be depended
upon. I have no doubt he gets most of his facts 300 or 400
miles from where they are. That is all I have to say on
this question.

Mr. CHARLTON. I judge that the hon. member for
Essex (Mr. Wigle) is somewhat at variance with hon, gen-
tlemen opposite, sitting on the front bonches, with refer-
ence to placing rags on the frec list. I infer that be con-
siders a shoddy blanket at 27 cents a pound better value
than a good all-wool blanket at 45 cents a pound, and that
he considers that the country will sufer a serious loss if
the policy of admitting rags free of duty is not persevered
in. I rome, however, to say a few words with regard to the
remarks which were made by the hon. member for Muskoka
(Mr. O'Brien). ]He gravely informed us, and in doing so ho
took a position directly at issue with the position of his
leaders some years ago-he informed us that common sense
taught us that Governments could do nothing to affect the
price of grain, or produce, or the condition of trade in the
country. Now, we have aun explicit declaration on the part
of the leaders of the party now in power, in the elections
of 1878, that the Government could affect the prosperity of
the country, that the Government could affect prices. The
farmers were assured that the duty on grain would result
.n enhancing the price of grain; the Government assured
them that they would have a home market as the result of
this policy; they assured them that the prices they were
receiving for the various productions of the soil wore to be
largely increased, in consequence of the adoption of this
policy. Sir Charles Tapper, in 1878, stated:

" Hon. gentlemen ought to know that if Governmnts are good fcr
anything they are good to increase the prosperity of the country by
Acts of Parhement, and to meet the difficulties in which the country
may be placed by legislative iaterference."
That was a declaration made in 18;8, and the same gentle-
man declared that it was possible that the taxation of the
country could be so arranged as to increase the prosperity
of the country to an extent sufficient to give the people the
funds necessary to pay the taxation, by arranging the tax-
ation drawn from their pockets.

Mr. O'BRIEN. Will the hon. gentleman allow me to
correct him. I was not speaking of the prices of grain
generally, or the prices of agricultural proctucts generally,
but of the price of wheat alone, and the price of wool alone
-two very different things.

Mr. CH&RLTON. fie asserted that the tariff had been
instrumental in increasing the price of wheat, and I infer
from bis remarks that he considers that at the present
moment wheat is higher in Canada in consequence of the
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duty than it would be without it. I turn to the market
reports of yesterday, and I venture to say the story
they tell will be told by the market reports of any
day since 1879, when the tariff went into operation.
What do the market reports show with regard to wheat ?
They show that yesterday No. 1 spring wheat was worth 92
cents in Buffalo, the corresponding market to Toronto, while
it was worth 83 cents in Toronto, 9 cents loss than in
Buffalo; and they show that No. 2 spring wheat was worth
84 cents upon call in Chicago, 1 cent higher than in
Toronto, although Chicago is hundreds of miles farther west.
1 hat is the story the market quotations to day tell with
regard to the price of wheat, and that is the story they will
tell for any day in the last four or five years-that the
National Policy bas had no effect whatever on the price of
wheat, which lias been relatively lower in Canada than in
the corresponding markets of the United States, during the
time that pjolicy bas been in operation. We find that yester-
day oats sold fur 36 cents for 34 pounds in Toronto, and for
35 cents for 32 pounds in Buffalo, or 1 cent a
bushel higher in Buffalo than in Toronto. No. 2
barley was 67 cents in Toronto and 87 cents in Oswego,
or 20 cents higher immediately across the lako. Yet
the hon, gentleman promised that the duty of 15 cents a
bushel on barley would make it 15 cents a bushel dearer in
Canada than in the United States. If the duty was not
imposed in order that the price the Canadian farmer was to
receive for bis barley should be increased by the extent of
the duty, why was it imposed ? If the duty is useless and
absurd, as every one of the grain duties is, except that on
corn, why put it there, as a false promise, a delusivo light to
the farmer, to persuade him that he is to receive some advan-
tage from tis policy of humbug ?

Mr. WALLACE (York). The hon. member for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) has just repeated the statement
to-night that ho made some time before. The hon. gentle-
man states that to-day in Chicago No. 1 spring wheat is
quoted at S cents. Well, I hold in my hand thei Mail of
to-day, which has the following :-

" Chicago, March 26.-Wheat opened at 76¾, closed at 77î; the
highest price, 17.

And yet the hon. gentleman bas the effrontery to get up in
this louse and quote the price at 84 cents. What does he
do ? He takes the quotation of wheat in Chicago for next
June, and ho tells us that is the price in Chicago, and then
compares the June price in Chicago with the Toronto price
to-day in order to mislead tis fHouse, If that is not a
specimen of political dishonesty I do not know what is. Re
tells us, further, that tis policy is a fraud and a delusion to
tic farmers, and that the farmers have never received any
benefit from the duty. Well, Sir, we know that large quan-
tities of flour bave been brought into tis country during
the last year, a larger quantity than I would like to say;
but what does that prove? ît proves that American flour
has been selling at a lower figure in the Lower Provinces.
When Ontario millers want to sell flour to the dealers in the
Province of Quebec they tell us: We can buy American
flour cheaper than yours. If that duty was not on flour, we
would bave to sell our flour 50 cents per barrel cheaperwhich
amounts to 11 cents a bushel on wheat; so that the farmers
received at least un advantage of 11 cents a bushel from this
policy. Now, the hon. member for North Grey (Mr. Allen)
told us, that, from his experience, the price of wool
was lower to day than it was duringthe time the Mackenzie
Government was in power. Tiere is a difference, but
very little. South Down wool will sell tc-day at from 27 to
28 cents a pound ; Cotswold wool and other ccarser wools
are somewhat cheaper. These hon. gentlemen tell us that
during the time the Mackenzie-Government was in power
these wools were very much higher in price, but they do
not tell the reason they have gone dowRn in price, Tho

796
1



COMMONS DEBATES.

hon. gentleman for North Grey could have told you if ho
had chosen to do so that long wools are made into black
lustres and goods of that description, and he could also tell
you that in 1874 he sold 100 pieces of lustre to one piece
that he sells to-day. The reason is that people have ceased to
wear that class of goods ; they have gone out of fashion ; and
consequently long wool has largely gone out of use. How-
ever, but for the fact that they bave gone into the manufac-
ture of blankets and other articles, long wools would be
much lower in price than they are to-day ; so that the
farmers are indebted to the National Policy for keeping up
the price of long wools to-day.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Wigle) began with
a perfectly correct statement of facts, and wound up with a
very inconclusive deduction from them. It is quite true that
the reduction in the price of long wools is due to the fact
that they have gone out of fashion; but when ho says the
National Policy has prevented them from going still lower
in Canada, I cannot agree with him. When we consider
that long wool is not imported, his conclusion from the
facts h stated appear absurd. He says that South Down
wool is from 27 to 30 cents a pound. Well, it has been up
to that price during the last year, but it is quoted in to.day's
Mail at 22 cents. But if it was 30 cents to-day, and we did
not grow enough short wool to supply the home market,
whatever duty the Government put on it would raise the
price so much per pound, and the farmer would gain
so much benefit from it. Hon. gentlemen opposite say that
we have become converted to their views, because we are
urging that the farmer should have as much protection as
everybody else. That is absurd. Ail that wo ask is that
tbey should carry out the scheme they promised in 1878,
and make this protection fair all round. We know that if
they did all prices would be raised equally and nobody
would be better off, and that would only show the
absurdity of the policy they have embarked in. They
have entered on the absurd task of helping everybody
by increasing the price of what everybody has to sell
but they stop short with increasing the price of goods to
some classes to the disadvantage of the rest. The hon.
member for South Essex (Mr. Wigle) has a crushing proof
of the correctness of our views. He has told us that the
Weston mills near Toronto had formerly to import shoddy
from England. There was not any shoddy to be had in
Canada in the days of the revenue tariff; rags
were not plentiful enough; but now, he says, we
use home made rags. They keep thirty or forty
girls and a countless number of men employed collecting
these rags throughout the country. Tho hon. gentleman
has proved that the most flourishing industry in Canada
to-day is the rag and shoddy industry. That is just the con-
clusion to which we thought this policy would come, and I
am glad to hear a frank admission of it from the hon. and
hu morous gentleman. If this great increase in the production
and consumption of Canadian rags has taken place in the
absence of any duty on the imported article, what will be the
result when these rags are placed on the duty list ? My
heart swells with pride when I think of the tremendous
shoddy industry that will grow up in Canada in a year or
two, through the operation of this duty! My hon. friend
showed that the people were not fairly dealt with in the
price of rags; that tbey are only paid 2 cents per pound,while,
according to the Trade Returns, the average price of imported
rags is something like 12 cents, so that the woollen manu-
facturer gives the Canadian only a sixth of the price for his
rags that he gives the outsider. .

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds and Grenville). Theso arel
unsorted rags.I

Mr. CASEY. I do not understand anything about
assorted rags; that is a part of the National Policy [ have
not gone into. The hon. gentleman told us ho bought wool
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under the régime of my hon. friend (Mr. Mackenzie) for 25
cents per pound. I do not remember, in my own
neighborhood, any year when we could get wool as
low as that-that is washed wool-which is the standard
we ough t to take; but I remember several years when
we got 40, 50 and 60 cents a pound for it. The hon.
gentleman says that although wool is much cheaper ; cloth
is also much cheaper. Yes; shoddy cloth. The importation
of shoddy has increased the production of Canadian shoddy,
and very cheap clothing can now b produced and sold to
the farmers; but the farmer is sold as well as the cloth.
The hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives)
told us how shoddy cloth is made-tied together with a
little Canadian wool. In concluding, I want to call atten-
tion to the lact that the price of wool was thought to be a
grievance as long ago as 1878. On the 2nd of July of that
year, during the elections, the Mfail took the following
extract from the Sarnia Canadian:-

" The price of wool this year is one of the farmers' tribulations. Fer
the very best wool lie only gets 22 cents, wbile across the river the price
is 32 cents. Our wool growers are entirely at the mercy of the
Yankees, and our Government does not protect our farmers, and wool
is allowed to come into Canada free of duty. A. Government that
would submit to such injustice does not deserve the confidence of the
people."

Well, to-day, with the price of wool ranging from 15
to 18 cents a pound, I can echo the words, that "the
farmers are at the mercy of the Yankees and the Govern-
ment that would submit to such injustice does not deservo
the confidence of tbe people."

Mr. CHARLTON. The quotations I gave were called in
question by thd hon. memuber for West York (Mr. Wallace).
Well, the following appears in the Chicaigo report of the
Globe to day :

" Forbes & Co. received the following dispatch to-day from Chicago
over their private wires ; there is no perceptible change in the freight
rates although it is reported that they are firmer, because of a scarcity
of cars. Wheat-puts 8oï ; calis 841 cents.

Mr. DUNDAS. What term of delivery ?
Mr. CHARLTON. I am not familiar with the terms of

the stock market to say, but when I gave quotations I stated
that wheat on call was 841. If the statement of the hon. gen-
tleman was correct, and wheat was worth 77 cents in
Chicago and 83 in Toronto, the difference would not pay
half the freight; consequently, even at that price wheat was
higher in Chicago than in Toronto.

Mr. WALLACE (York). In the same paragraph that
the hon. member read from the report of Forbes & Co.,
received by private wire, ho will see that wheat, on March
the 26th, was 77¾; lowest, 76J. When the hon. gentleman
stated the prices in the papers to-day, ho gave this House
most distinctly to understand that they were the prices
selling in Chicaigo to-day. If not, what point was there in
his comparison of Toronto and Chicago priccs, the one of
March and the other in June. The hon. gentleman would
ask us to believe ho does not know the meaning of puts and
calls ; but if not, ho should not have quoted the paragraph.
Calls may give the selling price months hence; we all know
the quotations in Chicago are given months in advance, and
that wheat delivered next May is higher than to-day's
delivery; that June is higher still, and July stili higher.
The lion, gentleman, when he quoted, should have given
quotations for to-day's sales.

Mr. CHARLTON. Whether I understand the meaning
of puts and calls or not, I stated,when I made the quotations,
that the price was 841 cents in Chicago on call. If I did
not understand that, the hon. member for York did. I
repeat the price of 77 cents in Chicago is relatively higher
than 77 cents in Toronto.

Mr. WALLACE. I do not agree that the price in
Chicago of 77 cents is as high as the price in Toronto at
83 cents. It has been repeatodly stated that the freight
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rates from Chicago to the seaboard to-day are less than
from Toronto to the seaboard; and if the Liverpool prices
rule the market, the Chicago prices should be higher than
the Toronto prices. You will find that Toronto prices are
higher by 6 cents; aéd we find, further, that Chicago No.
1 wheat is different from Toronto No. 1. Chicago hard
spring wheat is not grown in the vicinity of Toronto, and
not quoted. What is quoted in Toronto is Ontario spring
wheat, and that is not worth as much in Toronto by 6 cents
as the Chicago wheat; so that there is 13 cents ofdifference
in the comparative value at the two places.

Mr. DUNDAS. The hon. member for York (Mr.
Wallace) answered so ffectively the comparisons of
the hon. member for North Norfolk, as to the prices
of wheat in Chicago and Toronto, that I need only
refer to the comparison of the hon. memberfor North
Norfolk, of the prices of wheat in Toronto and Buf-
falo. I find the price of wheat quoted in the Globe-the hon.
gentleman stated it at 92 cents-at 91 cents and a fraction
in Buffalo for No. 1 hard wheat. The hon.gentleman should
know that No. 1 bard wheat is worth from 5 to 7 cents-
yes, up to 10 cents-more than ordinary spring wbeat ln the
same market at the same time, and it is very unfair for the
hon. gentleman to quote one class of wheat in one market
and compare it with another claEs of wheat in another mar-
ket, when the value of one is fully from 5 to 7 cents greater
than the other. Hon. gentlemen on the opposite side say
the price of wheat is regulated by the value in Liverpool.
If that were the case, the price in Toronto and the price in
Chicago ought to be about the same, provided the freight is
about the same. I thin-k it is known in the trade that
freight from Chicago to Liverpool to-day is not 1 cent more
than it is from Toronto; i fact, I beliove it is known that
freight from Chicago can be had for less than from Toronto.
There is then a clear difference of 6 cents and a fraction in
favor of Toronto to-day as against the price in Chicago for
the'same kind of wheat. The hon., gentlemen on the other
side are continually saying that we on this side proph-.
sied that the price of wheat would be increased and that we
would always get high prices for wheat, for wool, and
for every article. I would just like to ask those gentlemen
once for ahl to point ont where members of the Government
and prominent members of the party promised that, under
all circumstances, the price of wheat under the National
Policy would be high, What we said then and what we say
now ie that the National Policy, by placing our home mar-
ket in the hands of our own farmers, has increased the
value of a large portion of wheat for home use. That is
what we said it would do, and that is what we contend it
has done; and I ëay that the hon. gentleman should once
for all either cease making false assertions as to what we
said before, or else prove them to be what they say they
are.

Mr. McNEILL. The hon. gentleman from Elgin seemed
to be very much annoyed at the National Policy, because he
said that during the time of the National Policy we did not
import rags to Canada,

Mr. CASEY. No.

Mr. McNEILL. That, during the time there was the
National Policy, there was no trade in the importation of
rags.

Mr. CASEY. That is not what I said.
Mr. McNEILL. I mean that prior to the National

Policy there was no trade in the importation of rags.
Mr. C ASEY. No; I was quoting from the hon. member

for South Essex (Mr. Wigle), who said that prior to
the introduction of the National Policy there was no trade
in the manufacture of rags into shoddy at the Weston
Eilis. I did not say there was no importation-,

Mr, WALLACE,

iMr. McNEILL. I understood the hon. gentleman to say
distinctly that there was no importation of rags, and I
think we can readily understand why that should be,
because probably we had plenty of rags at home. Since the
National Policy has been introduced, however, I think we
find that we are able to clothe our own people comfortably,
and we require to get our rags from abroad. I rose to
refer to the price of oats. The hon. member from Norfolk,
on a previous occasion, in speaking of the prices of grain,
quoted certain prices, and stated that it was impossible for
any one to assert truthfully or correctly that the National
Policy had benefited the farmers of the country. While
lie was making his quotation I called his attention to the
price of oats at Chicago.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Rags.
Mr. McNEILL. I would not refer to a prior debate, but

this matter has come up at this moment, and I suppose you
will allow me to refer to it. I would call the hon. gentle-
man's attention to the price of oats in Chicago to-day. I
find that to-day the price of oats at Chicago is, for March,
281 cents and 28 cents. The price of oats in Toronto is
quoted thus :

r Oats quiet. Sold one at 37 cents on the track, but held steady and
offered slowly'."
So that 37 cents on the track represents the price of oats
to the Canadian farmer to-day, whereas in Chicago they are
worth only 281- cents.

Mr. CHARLTON. Will the hon. gentleman state the
difference inL the standard bushel ?

Mr. McNEILL. The difference in the weight is, I believe,
2 pounds to the bushel, which is a mere fraction of the weight,
and would be a very small fraction indeed of the price. IL
is clear that thore is an enormous difference in the price of
oats in Toronto and in Chicago to-day.

Mr. CHARLTON. Will the difference pay the freight
between the two points ?

Mr. McNEILL. The fact is, that prior to the introduction
of the National Policy the price of oats in Toronto was
ru!el very much by the price in Chicago, and was very sel-
dom higher.

Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. gentleman evades my
question. I ask w bether the difference will pay the
freight ?

Mr. BOWELL. It has nothing to do with it.
Mr. McNEILL. The cost of the freight from Chicago to

Toronto has surely nothing to do with the price that oats may
be in other parts of Canada for the farmer. The price of oats
in Toronto has been, prior to the National Policy, very much
the same as the price of oats in Chicago. Since the National
Policy was introduced, except in one year, when there was
a failure in the crop of oats in the United States, we have
had a very large advantage in Canada over the American
producer.

Mr. CfHARLTON. No; you have not. This is the first
year.

Mr. MciNEILL. It is so to-day, at all event@. When he
referred to it before, the hon. gentleman did not refer to the
Chicago market, but to the Oswego or the Buffalo market.
I spoke to a grain dealer on the subject, and he simply
laughed at the idea of a comparison between the Oswego or
Buffalo market and the Toronto market. He said it was
the Chicago market alone which they considered, as far as
American markets were concerned, as to the price of oats
and the price of wheat. In establishing the prices at which
they purchased, they considered the market in Chicago and
the market in Liverpool, and not at all the market in
Buffalo, to which the hon. gentleman referred. The fact is,
that, so far from Ithe National Policy having been no benit
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to the farmer, so far as 1, as a farmer, can at all judge and
am capable of forming an opinion, it has been of enormous
benefitto the farmer. We have been told to.night, in the course
of this debato, that there was no protection to the farmer.
There is a protection to the farmer on his wheat, as the hon.
member for West York has just proved; there is a pro-
tection to the farmer on his oats, as I have just shown, and
there is a protection on his peas also; because I know
myself that I have got a much higher price for peas ever
since the introduction of the National Policy. There is a
protection to the farmer for his pork, and incidentally for

is eggs, his butter and his cheese-I say incidentally,
because there has been a much greater demand for those
commodities in our own markets, and the consequence is
that we have higher prices.

Mr. IRVINE. Do we not export more cheese than we
did ?

Mr. MoNEILL. I dare say we do, but that is no reason
why we do rot get a higher price for cheese at our own
doors. The hon. gentlemen go upon theory. They say we
export so and so, and therefore it must be so and so. But
we refer them to the facts. The whole of their contention
proceeds upon theory, from beginning to end, and they
refuse to look facts in the face. They assume a certain
theory, and, like the school men of old, they twist the facts
into conformity with this theory. If they would look
abroad, and see what the facts were, they would
know that this free trade, as they call it, is a dead
issue almost everywhere. They would know that
there is no great country in the world which follows that
policy, with the exception of England, and in England there
is an enormous reaction against it. They would know that
there is ne country in the world, as I have stated before,
which las ever succeeded in building up its industries with-
out having recourse to protection. Notwithstanding that
hon. gentlemen know, or ought to know, that to be a fact,
they ask us to turn round and introduce into this country
a policy directly the reverse of that which bas provod to be
successful all over the world. Not only so, but they ask us
to adopt a policy which is now pursued by England as the
only great country that adopts it. England is the one coun-
try which to-day pursues that policy at all. Formerly she
was a protective country, just as much as Canada; and,
therefore, it is impossible to deny that every great country,
England being no exception, has succeeded in building up
its industries under a policy of protection. It is also a fact
that the greatest thinker on their own side of the question,
that ias been produced during this generation, John Stuart
Mill, admits, though he was a great free trad er, that in such
circumstances as ours we would probably be justified in
adopting a policy of protection. Yet in spite of all these
facts, hon. gentlemen would do just the opposite for Canada
to that which has been successful everywhere else, they
say; pursue the very opposite of the successful policy and
then you will be all right.

Sir RICHARD CARTWIGHT. The policy is remark.
ably successful this year, is it not ?

Mr. MoNEILL. I think it is ; I think that so far as Canada
is concerned, this year we have every reason to believe
that the policy has been successful. If we compare Canada
this year, with other countries, we have every reason to be
proud of the National Policy. And if the hon. gentleman
will tell me any country which bas adopted the policy he
advocates, which is more prosperous than Canada, I will
be much obliged.

Mr. MILLS. New South Wales.

Mr. MoNEILL. Where are the great manufacturing indus-i
tries that have been built up in New South Wales. Doesf
the lon. gentleman not know that there is a tariff imposed(

in New South Wales in the form of great freight rates, that
we have not got here at all, and if that country is an excep-
tion, it is an exception which proves the rule. I would
like the hon. gentleman who first interrupted me, to men-
tion a country that has adopted the policy of free trade
that is in a more prosperous condition than Canada. Not
only is there no such country, but the one country which
has pursned a policy of free trade-of course it is not
free trade. But they call it so; it is a policy of free
imports, becausefree trade means free selling as well as free
buying-but the country that bas pursued the policy of
free importa is the one great country which did
not benefit to any considerable extent by the
great wave of prosperity of hon. gentlemen were so fond
of talking about a short time ago. Not only do they ask us
to adopt a policy the reverse of that which bas been suc-
cessful in France, in Au3tria, in Germany, in Italy, in
Russia and in the United States, but they ask us to pursue
a policy which lias resulted, in the case of England, in
placing her at a disadvantage during the last few years, as
compared with every other country in the world. I make
that statement upon the authority of Mr. Gladstone and Mr.
Childers, the Chancellors of the Exchequer of England. At
the time when the Finance Minister of Canada was able to
declare enormous surpluses, these gentlemen who had charge
of the finances in England were obliged to admit that the
finances of that country were in a very unfortunate con-
dition, and that its trade and industries were depressed,
Now, with regard to this matter of wool, I have understood,
fron the observations of the Minister of Castoms, that he
intended to protect the Canadian farmer on his wool.
I have understood that it was the belief of the Finance
Minister himself that the tarif had been so framed.
There is some ambiguity with regard to the wording
of that clause in the tarif, and I arn sure the hon, gentle-
man will take care that that ambignity is removed in
future and that the farmers shall have the protection they
require. I may remark also that I do not think any Govern-
ment can be supposed to be omniscient, and if these matters
are not pointed out to them by the farmers in the House,
like myself, for example, and others, why I think that upon
us should be the blame. I confess that if there has been a
mistake of that kind in this tariff for som time past, and if
we, the farmers in this House, had not called the attention
of the on. gentleman to it, I think upon us should be the
blame. I am glad attention has been called to the matter,
and that this discussion has arisen, because although at the
time this tariff was first framed it would have been absurd
to place a protective duty upon fine wools, when they were
not being produced in the country, now that we have had time
to make a start in raising fine wools, I think there ought cer-
tainly to be some protection upon them. As regards the
question of shoddy, I must say that it seoems to me a very
difficult question; but, on the whole, I should much prefer
to see the tariff altered in that respect, and the farmers
protected. I think the question just resolves itself into
this: Whether it is better that we should supply
a cheap blanket with the shoddy, or make the
consumer pay for a dearer blanket without the shoddy.
I think there are certain classes of consumers who should
be regarded in this matter, and if it were possible to supply
them with very cheap blankets, without doing the others
injury, it would be very desirable that it should be done.
But the difficulty with respect to that is, that if you allow
shoddy to be used in one class of goods and to be imported
into the country, it will be very likely to be used for other
classes, and it will be very difficult to prevent fraud to con-
sumers. So that, so far as shoddy is concerned, I should like,
speaking as a farmer, if the Finance Minister ( uld see his
way to make au alteration in the tariff in regard to it. So
far as the question of benefit of the National Policy is con-
cerned, I am satisfied, from all I have seen and know, that
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it has been of incalculable benefit to the farmers of this Mr. BLAKE. A large proportion.
country. Mr. BOWELL. Yes, a large part of what is consumed is

Mr. POSTER. Since we have got back to the question smuggled into the county. I am always glad to receive
of wool, there is one point to which I wish to call the atten- information, particularly in a public manner, from hon.
tion of the House and also of the member for South Huron gentlemen opposite, that smuggling to any extent is going
(Sir Richard Cartwright). It is a peculiar method of reason- on in any portion of the country; and when hon. gentlemen
ing that he seems to indalge in, and it is not altogether give me such information I deem it my duty to use it, just
conclusive. The hon. member for South Huron said: What the same as I use any information given, either privately
has your policy done for wool ? And he proved to his own or in any other way, by instructing collectors of Oustome
satisfaction, no doubt, that it had done nothing for wool ; and those whose duty it is to look after and protect
and this was his mothod of proof: In 1874 there were the revenue, to see that the practice of smuggling a large
imported 3,756,556 Ibs. of wool; in 1878 there were portion of any particular fabric or article is not oentinued.
imported 6,230,084 lbs.-that was at a time when there If a large quantity of goods imported by the hon. gentle.
was no National Policy. See the great increase I But in 18 1 man's constituents has been seized, I have to thank
there were imported only 6,182,000 Ibs., against 6,230,084 him for the information ho gave me; and I can
in 1878. See the decrease ! That is what your policy has assure him that so long as I occupy my present
done. Now if we are to take that as a conclusive method position I shall be very glad to receive any information on
of reasoning, which selects two single years and compares that point, either privately, or publicly in this House, and
them, and from that deduces what we must adopt as I can assure the hon. gentleman I will aet upon.that infor-
a truth, we shall be landed in difficulty almost every mation immediately. The hon. gentleman is quite right in
time. Suppose, for instance, 1 should adopt the same course his statement that the return moved for bv the leader of
of reasoning as that of my hon. friend. Suppose I had the Opposition does not convey a correct id7ea of the num-
been in this House in 1877, J would have said to my friend: ber of seizures made, either in his dounty or anywhere else.
Sec what your policy has done for wool ? In 1875 there The return gave the information asked for by that hon.
were imported 7,947,879 Ibs. of wool; but in 1877 there gentleman; and I will add here, parenthetically, that I
were imported only 4,608,825 ibs., a decrease of pretty would be very glad, on any future occasion, when motions
nearly 3,500,000 of Ibs. Sce wbat your policy is are made in regard to smuggling, that such motion
doing for the wool business. Now what I wish to cali the should be so worded as to cover all the cases and
attention of the loue to is this: If the hon. gentleman penalties, whether by confiscation of goods or fines
had wished te give a fair statoment for the lieuse to make imposed, or enclosures, or undervaluation, or anything else,
a deduction from, ho would have said this: That the average and I will bring the return down. I throw out this hint
imports of wool, from 1874 to 1878, inclusive, were 5,232,928 because I hope that any member who moves for such a
lb., and that the average imports from 18î9 to 1884 return in future will ask for the causes of the imposition of
were 7,753,211 lbt., that is 2,52U,283 lbs. on an any fines, more particularly if names are to be given. For
average per year greater in the latter than in the former this reason. A merchant may have enclosures of whieh
period. I am not saying whether we are to draw the con- he is altogether ignorant and for which no possible blame can
clusion from this that the policy has been successful or not; attach to him; and yet, if a return is brought down to the
I am simply pointing out that such reasoning is very incon- House, simply setting forth that a·certain merchant had his
clusive; and as the hon. member is not correct in regard to goods seized, withoutgiving reasons why they were seized, it
his quotations, I tbink we may weil be excus-ed, if we mhrtb mislead those who read the statement, and it would
are asked, from the figures given, to arrive at the conclu- appear that an honest man had been guilty of wrong, when
sion that the policy has not ocen successful· such was not really the fact. I have made this explanation,

Mr. BOWELL. I desire to refer to one or two remarks and will be more cautions, if the hon, gentleman thinks it
made by the ion. member for (arleton (Mir. Irvine). I necessary, in future, to quote his exect words. I desire
should be very sorry to misrepresont the hon. gentleman. briefly to reply to the hon. member for Bothwell, who asked
As to whether his remarks are worthy or unworthy of me the question as to what position woollen rags would be
being quoted, I leave that to himself as the best judge. in whon the items were struck out of the list. They will be
What 1 did state was, that le had called the attention of the placed then among the unenumerated articles, and conse-
House on a previons occasion to the fact that a large pro- quently will bear 20 per cent., unless we should specially
portion of certain goods imported into his county was place them in another class. There is another question,
smuggled from the United States. I have no desire to however. The question has been raised, as to whether an
misrepresent him, and in order that there may be no mis- article having been placed on the free list by an Order in
take in regard to the hon. gentleman's utterances, I will Council, the Governor in Council has power to repeal it,
read a short paragraph from his speech, delivered in 1882, and in conversation with my colleagues on that question,
when ho enlightened the House with a very long speech, I said it was my intention to introduce a short Bill
on the grievances of his own particular county and Pro- in reference to the Customs Act, in which I should take
vince. The hon. gentleman discussed the question of cotton power to remove any doubt upon that point. I remember
and other goods that were imported into his county, and in that my ion. friend, the ex-Finance Minister, called our
replying to the Finance Minister, ho said: attention to that point.

'' Why, I live within four miles of the &merican boundary, and I have
as good a right to know what the retail prices of goods are as any other Mr. IRVINE. The Minister of Customs is well aware
man in Canada. We are told that our cottons are as cheap as those of that the smuggling of cotton goods is but a small propor-
the Unitel States markets ; but I say, Sir, there la more Yankee cotton tion of the smuggling that ls going on in the varions partsused, a large part of it smuggled into Carleton county. than there is of
Canadian, and I am willing to let the statement go back to my con of Canada. I say there is a portion of the community who
stituents." make a living by smuggling, and that does not apply to the
I do not desire to add one single word to that statement. inhabitants of my own county more than to the inhabitants
The hon. gentleman having called the attention of the Gov- of .ther counties in Canada. I.am glad to find that for
ernment to that fact, I, administering one of the Depart- once the Minister of Customs pays so much attention to my
ments whose duty it s to look after these matters, accepted remonstrances and advice. Ih7ave remonstrated with him
the hon. gentleman's statement, that the largest proportion on another matter, when he did not pay so much attention
of the cottone consumed in Carleton was smuggled from the to me. A few years ago I asked Information from the
United States. Department as to the appointment of a seizing ocer in my

Mr. MCNEIL.
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own county, and informed the Department that he was a
merchant, and asked who recommended him.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. IRVINE. And the hon. gentleman expressed sur-

prise-
The CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman muet confine

himself to the subject before the committee.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Rags.
Mr. IRVINE- and stated : I can assure the hon.

gentlemen that the matter will have my serious
consideration; but the hon. gentleman knows very
well, Lecause I told him, and I stand by my declaration,
that he appointed one of the most pr.%minent merchants in
the county a seizing officer, at $200 a year; and to-day
that merchant is in the employment of the Government,
and he is selling dutiable goods.

Mr. BOWELL. Is he smuggling ?
Mr. IRVINE. You would not have me give you the

proofs. It is you who ought to know; and I ask you if he
is smuggling ?

Mr. BOWELL. I say that if I [knew ho was smuggling
I would dismiss him.

Mr. IRVINE. I say|that he is selling dutiable goods;
and when you appointed him you acknowledged that you
did not know ho was a merchant.

The OHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman cannot go on in
this manner. He must confine himself to the question now
before the committee. Hie is discussing a different question
altogether; the question is woollen rags.

Mr. IRVINE. Well, Mr. Chairman, I think I deserve as
much courtesy as any other member.

The CEAIRMAN, The hon. gentleman muet confine
himself to the question of woollen rags.

Mr. IRVINE. To rags ?
The CHAIRMAN. Yes.

Mr. MILLS. In discussing the National Policy, I think
it is appropriate that we should confine ourselves to rags.

Mr. MoCALLUM,. The hon. gentleman says we should
confine ourselves to rags, and I shall try to confine myself
to that question. I notice that hon. gentlemen opposite are
coming over to our policy; they are urging that we should
put a duty on rage. Why, Sir, during ihe time hon, gen-
tlemen opposite were in power, from 1874 to 1878, there
were no rags to be manuftctured ; the people had to wear
them. I would say to the Minister of Customs that as this
question is closely-connected with wool, in my opinion-andj
1 am a farmer-the farmers of this country do not get the1
price for wool that they think they should have for it.j
I believe that if the Government were to put a duty
on fine wool coming into the country, as well as coarse wool,
it would be an advantage. At the time of the organisation
of this policy it was nocessary that fine wool shoulI comee
into the country free, as it was the raw material for the
manufacturera. Well, Sir, I contend that if there is a dutyt
put on fine wool coming into this country there will be
more coarse wool used. Thon, of course, the manufacturers
would say, these Scotch tweeds and fine tweeds come into
the country, and that would not be fair to the manufac-
turera. I would say to the Minister of Castoms and the
Finance Minister, that if they put a duty on fine wool, and
also increase the duty on fine tweeds coming into this
country in competition with our manufacturers, thon I
think the farmers would get a better price for their wools,
as the coarse wools would be mixed with the fine and make
cloth, suitable for use by the majority of the people of this r
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country; and if the people want to wear finer qualities of
cloth let those do so who can afford to pay for them. An
hon. member smiled when it was mentioned in the House
that no country in the world had free trade except Eng.
land, and England itself has not got free trade if you have,
Where are you going to get the revenue-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Rags.
Mr. McCALLUM. We want a revenue to carry ou

improvements-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Rags, rags.
Mr. McCALLUbi. I am talking close to rags. If those

articles come into the country I understand they are to pay
20 per cent. duty, and if the hon. gentleman puts a duty on
fine wool and increases the duty on fine tweeds, there will
be more coarse wool used, and the farmers will get a better
price for wool than they do to-day. By doing this they
will assist the manufacturers and help the wool growers as
well.

Mr. FARROW. I want tosay two or three words on
behalf of the farmers.

Mr. MILLS. On behalf of the hens.
Mr. FARROW. I want to say a few words, but I see

that even a philosopher does not know how to behave
himself.

An hon. MEMBER. He is not so wise as he looks.
Mr. FARROW. No; and he is not so wise as he thinks

himself to be. If he had a little more knowledge it would
help him a great doal. I wish, Mr. Chairman, to say, as a
farmer, that the farmers would like very much to have the
price of wool increased. I have paid a great deal of atten.
tion to the raising of wool. I have tried the coarse wool
sheep and I have tried the finer kinds-not the finest-and
I think we are probably raising sufficient of the fine
wool now, in the shape of the Downs and the South
Downs especially, that it would be wise for the Gov.
ernment to put a duty on fine wools. But I have
come to this conclusion, along with the farmera in
my neighborhood, that there is just one way by which
the price of wool can be increase1 to the farmers; and I
wish the Finance Minister would pay particular attention
to this. My hon. friend from Monck (Mr. McC.llum) has,
no doubt, touched the sore spot. If you examine the
returns, you will find that a vast amount of shoddy cloth
and shoddy blankets come into this country from the old
country. Now, what the Minister ought to do is to double
the duty on these goods-to make it a prohibitive duty.
We do not want shoddy cloth or shoddy blankets in this
country; and by keeping them out, our own wool, especially
as our farmers are growing it now, will become quite ser-
viceable for those very purposes. That, I believe, would
run up the price to the farmers.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I desire to say a few words on this
subject. I did not intend to say anything, only from some
matters which have dropped in the discussion I thought
probably it was right f should. The hon. member for
North Bruce (Mr. McNeill) has tried to give us an idea that
this country is in a very flourishing condition, that the
farmers and everybody else are prosperous, and that every-
thing is going on in a very happy way. Now, I am
reminded of a little circumstance that occurred at my place
before I came down here.

Some hon. MEIBERS. Order-rage, raga.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I am coming to rage, and if this
policy lasts much longer you will ail come to rags. The
hon. member for North Bruce tells us that he is a farmer,
but when I look at him ho does not lojk like a farmer; he
really ias not got the airs of a fariner; he appearu to bu
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altogether different from me, who was born and brought up
on a farm.

Mr. MoNEILL. Well, I will tell the hon. gentleman that
I was born and brought up on a farm, too.

Mr. LANDERKIN. He does not look like a farmer. He
appears to be one of these white kid-glove farmers. But
when he talks of the prosperous times, I am reminded of a
little event that occurred at my place just before I came
down. A young man who was a sawyer in a mill in the
riding the hon. gentleman represents -I think it is owned
by Mr. McVicker-came to my bouse, and le said:
"Can I get a job of cutting wood from you?" i
asked him: "Why do you want a job of cutting wood ?"
He said: "I have been working in the mill at Wiarton, and
it bas been closed down, and I have nothing to do." Now,
we have the statement made by a politician that things are
prosperous; and ho ought to know that bis riding is coming
to rags, for the mills there are closed. Now, I am going to
read to you what a farmer writes to me from the county of
Bruce, also. He has been trying to get a situation, and in
bis letter ho says:

" I have had no offers yet for my farm, but I must find something to
work at, as topping here on my farm is not golog to put bread and
butter in my month. At present, the outlook seems rather blue; still,
people seem to live in hopes of better times, myself among the number.
I have been to Oollingwood searching for employment, and I saw the
manager of fr. Dodge's mill-I was book-keeper there atone time-and
found that times were bad with tbem, and very little hope of improve-
ment."

Now, there is the testimony of one who is not a politician
but a farmer, and he is a gentleman whose word I would
rely upon. It is most extraordinary that gentlemen will
get up here and try t, paint the condition of this country
differently from what it really is. It is very much to be
regretted that it becomes necessary, in the interest of any
party in this country, for gentlemen to get up and misre.
present the actual condition of the country. There is not a
member of this House who does not know that wheat was
never so low in this country as it is now, as well as all other
grains that the farmer produces. Now, the subject of wheat
is quite pertinent to the question under discussion, because
if wheat continues as low as it is, the country will soon go
to rags. The hon. member for North Bruce pannot have
been farming long. The more I look at the-hon. member,
the more I am impressed with the idea that ho is not a far-
mer. He is living on a farm; perhaps ho las a mansion or
a palace ; but he does not go down, like the rest of us, into
the fields, and work and dig and cultivate bis farm; but per-
haps ho goes around with a whip or cane, or something of
that kind, and looks alter bis mon, and thon he comes and
tells us that he does not know that in bis own riding
the mills are closed up, and the farmers are getting
les for their wheat than they have got at any
time during the last twenty or thirty years. A
number of friends called on me before I came away from
home, and they wanted me to speak to Sir John. They
were supporters of bis, although friends of mine. Many
supporters of bis are friends of mine, and I am glad they
are, and I hope they will continue to be friends of mine.
They said to me: "Will you go, doctor, and ask Sir John
if ho cannot do something to raise the price of wheat for us.
Wheathbas never been so low since we have lived in the
Queen's bush, as it is now, and we want you to go Sir John
and tell him that we want him to carry out bis promise and
raise the price of wheat." Well, I did not go to see him-
our relations are somewhat strained--and I thought I would
take this opportunity to ask him, for the sake of these men
who trusted and supported him, if ho cannot get them a
higher price for their wheat. Will not the hon. member
for North Bruce and the hon. Minister of Customs ask him
to do so? The Minister of Customs sits there as happy as a
clam since he as got into office. We remember when ho

Mr. L&i ern,

was not so happy-when ho was on this side of the House.
We remember the deputation that ho got to come down and
press Sir John to take him into the Cabinet if there should bo
a change. We rem ember how cross and savage he used to be.
I wonder how he gets along now ? I think he must be
happier now, because hoe smiles oftener now than he did
thon; the uncertainties as to his position-have been removed•
You know I am a practical farmer ; I was brought up on a
farm, and know all about it. The hon. member for North
Bruce (McNeill), is a theoretical farmer; ho does not
believe in theory, but ho farms on theory, and I want him
to see the Government and not delay about it. I want him
to see that the farmers get a botter price for their grain and
for their wool. ' ou know that wool was never so low since
you have been in the country; I do not know how long
you have been here, but I do know you have not been here
very long. You bad only to show yoursolf and you were
elected.

The CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman is ont of order
when ho addresses an hon. member across the floor, and
not the Chair; also when ho wanders from the subject which
is brought before the committce. On these two points
that hon.gentleman is out of order, and I must ask him to
confined himself to the question in future.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Will you kindly tell me what the
question is ?

The CHAIRMAN. Woollen rags.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Just what I thought; and my obser-
vations were all tending to show that the policy of the
Government is going to bring us ail to rags, and this House
has now come to woolen rags. And about rags: I remember
the time when the Minister of Customs used to come into the
House and speak of the Government, which then admini-
stered affairs, as a starvationist Government. He said they
were starving the people; and how.did they do it? At
that time the farmer used to get 1.50 a bushel for his
wheat; at present, I know lots of people who have sold
their wheat at 70 cents, but the Minister of Customs is
happy to-night; he as come out all right, and ho bas not a
word to say about the had times. -He used to have trouble
getting through the corridors of the House from the great
crowd of officials; but how does ho get through now with
so many more in it.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. LANDERKIN. I would like to know who has been

speaking to-night, who was in order. Was all this discus-
sion about wheat in order? If other lon. gentlemen have
a certain amount of liberty, I do not see why I should be
restricted in my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. I am giving you a great deal of
liberty.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I am much obliged to you, Sir, but
I will not take any undue liberty. Hon. gentlemen wore
very much astonished to hear the hon. member for North
Bruce (Mr. McNeill) talk in the manner ho did, because that
hon. gentleman knows that in bis own riding the mills are
closed and the people seeking employment ail over, without
being able to get it. I hope the Government will give
serious consideration to this matter. If discontent has
arisen, it is owing to their policy ail over the country. I
hope the Governmont will look into the interests of the
country, and see that pence, prosperity, order and harmony
are restored.

Mr. MoNE [LL. If my hon. friend opposite had addressed
one Eolitary argument in reply to what i advanced, Ishould
have been most happy to have replied to him. He as
only argued as to whether I look like a farmer or not. If
I do not look like a farmer I am very sorry, for I like to
look like a farmer; but I will not pronounce an opinion as
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to whether my hon. friend looks like a medical man or not
I would only say this: that I do sincerely hope, for the
bencfit of his patients, that he knows a littie more about
medicine than he knows about farming.

Steel, imported in the use of the manufacture of skates,
Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will state if

ho knows how many louses import steel for the manufac-
ture of skates.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not think there are a-great many.
The article was placed on the free list, because it was not
manufactured in this country, in order that the skate manu-
facturers might not only continue their work, but be able
to export, as they were and are still.doing, to other parts of
the world.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Have you any idea
of the quantity?

Mr. BOWELL. No; I frankly confess that these articles,
being on the free list so long, and being now placed here at my
own suggestion, I did not look into the question, supposing
that any one who had paid any attention to the politics of
the country was aware that these things had ,been on the
free list.

Mr. BLAKE. I happened to be aware that by Order in
Council these had been put on the free list, but this is the
first opportunity we have had in Parliament of ascertaining
the reasons. Does the hon. gentleman know if there is more
than one manufactory of skates ?

Mr. BOWELL. There is one in St. John and one at
Dartmouth.

Mr. BLAKE. Was it necessary, for the purpose of the
export trade that this steel should come in free? I thought
the drawback system answers our export trade.

Mr. BOWELL. It is in order to promote the industry
and enable it to be continued. It has been the policy of
the Government, in articles of the kind, that do not come
into competition with anything manufactured here, to
place them, as far as possible, when the revenue allows it, on
the free list. As this article had been on the free list for many
years, and the trade had grown up with it on the free list, the
manufacturers represented the injury it would do them if
we collected the high rate of duty, unless we increased the
duty on skates very largely; and we thought it advisable
to place this article on the free list. It bas been on the
free liEst since 1880.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The Customs returns
do not enable us to ascertain how much is imported for
this particular purpose, and it is necessary we should have
some idea of the quantity. Very considerable advantage
is taken of provisions like this, and cases have occurred in
which, under such a provision, a very large quantity of an
article has been imported, far more than the wants of the
particular manufacture,for which it was ostensibly imported,
required. You do not allow this steel to be imported for
any other purpose ?

Mr. BOWELL. No; not now.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I suppose the hon.

gentleman can easily find out, when this comes up in the
usual course, how much was imported last year for the pur-
pose. I take it that the principle the hon. gentleman
adopts is this, that it is all entered through the Customs, and
he requires proof of some sort from the manufacturer that
this goes actually into the manufacture of skates.

Mr. BOWELL. It would be impossible to obtain the
information the hon. gentleman asked for unless I
wrote to the different ports at which it is imported, that is,
Halifax and St. John, for the reason that the returns kept
in the Department here are, as he knows, aggregated at

the different outports, except in special line articles. I will
3ndeavor to ascertain the information he has asked for, and
if possible I will give it to him. The manner in which
we enforce the law is, by compelling importers to
take an affidavit that it is imported for a particular
purpose and will not be used for any other; but, notwith-
standing that fact, he knew during his time in office,
even that was evaded, and is etill, as the hon. gentle-
man no doubt has seen from the public prees, and as
the leader of the Opposition knows, for I am informed
that cases have been laid before him where we have
seized the articles and punished the parties who have
entered them under special provisions and have used them
for other purposes than those.for which they were imported.
I may be in error as to the hon. gentleman's £aving
the fact, but it was stated to me that they were sent to
him, and that is why I said, on a former occasion, that no
doubt he had many complaints, which would turn out on
investigation to be without foundation.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not remember whether any such
papers have been laid before me, but from some source I
have been aware, and former discussions in the committee
made it plain, that there is great difflculty and inconve.
nience in charging a tariff on an article for certain pur-
poses, and admitting it free for others. There is a tempta.
tion, and it is human nature, if an article is required, to say
it is wanted for that purpose and thon to use it for another.
Of course, proper precautions should be taken in all such
cases, and that is why I have been of the opinion that there
should be as few of these deviations as possible, consistently
with the policy of the Government. The hon. gentleman
stated as the reason why this was placed and proposed to
be continued on the free list, that there were many manufac-
turers of skates who manufactured not only for home
consuption but also for the export trade, and I said I had
understood him to say, on former occasions, to the House,
that the drawback system answered admirably for that, so
far as the export was concerned, so that I did not see that
that portion of his remark held water. But, of course, we
know that the general policy of the Government is,
when it is compatible with certain other portions
of thoir policy with which it sometimes conflicts,
to admit the raw material free; and there is a sense in
which I entirely agree with that policy. With reference
to the application of it to the article of steel, we know that
there is one steel manufacturing company in the country
already. I do not know whether they have ever proposed
to manufacture steel of the particular quality required for
skates; probably not, as there is no duty upon it. I refer
to the Londonderry steel works. More than that; steel
works were one of the very things which it was told to us,
in May and June, 1882, would be developed in this country
if o'nly the electors would signify thoir confidence in the
National Policy by their verdict at the polls. At a meeting
held in the city of Toronto, in order that the First Minister
might address the electors, the chairman stated in his
presence that the Steel Association of Ontario were willing
to expend three million dollars, and asked the people:

" Was it not of importance to the people that suo anindustry should
be started, and he might say that he was only one out of two hundred
companies ready to be floated by American capitalistsif the Government
was returned and the National Policy upheld.

And the First Minister ratified that by his statement, a few
days afterwards, speaking at Yorkville, when he said:

" The Government had appealed to the country before their time had
expired, in order that all uncertainty about the continuance of the
National Policy migbt be removed. The industries that policy had
inaugurated, though important, were small to what would be established
if capitaliste were certain that the tariff would not be repealed or
brought by slow degrees to a free trade standard by Mr. Blake and his
party. As an instance of this, he mentioned that a company was pre-
pared to invest two millions in starting steel mills at Niagara as soon as
the people doclared ln favor of protection. The Government had goo4
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evidence that millions of capital were waiting on the decision of the
people at the polls.1

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Who said that ?
Mir. BLAKE. Tho First Minister, in the town of York-

ville, now part of the city of Toronto, referring to the meet-
ing it which the chairman had stated a few days before
that three millions were to bc invested in the town of
Niagara, if only the Government obtained a verdict. Of
course I have no doubt-I have not heard of it, I have not
seen it in the newspapers, I have not visited Niagara since,
but I have no doubt, of course-that, after those positive
assurances, the steel mills are in full blast at Niagara, and
that they are producing a superfine quality of steel, emi-
nently suitable for the manufacture of' skates, and I want
to know why the hon, gentleman is proposing to continue
the free importation of this steel, when he told the people
he would have a fresh manufactory of steel, if only they
would give him a verdict at the polls. Why is it not pro-
tected ; why does he fnot propose that they should be left
without a rag of protection ?

Mr. STAIRS. I think I can answer one or two points
raised by the hon. gentleman. le fell into a certain error
as to the manufacture of steel at Londonderry. There has
been no steel manufactured at the Londonderry steel works
for bnany years, but steel is made at New Glasgow. I do
not wonder at his falling into that error. The Londonderry
steel works, when they were started many years ago, manu-
factured charcoal pig iron principally. Afterwards it was
intended to enlarge them and to manufacture steel. They
intended to adopt the Siemens-Martin process, which was a
very oomplicated and, at that time, a new process. They
expended a great deal of money in the outlay, and I am
sorry to say it failed. When it failed they gave up the
manfacture of steel altogether and went into the manu-
facture of pig iron, by the ordinary blast furnace and the
puddling principle, which is as old as the manufacture of
iron, but they nover changed the name of the Londonderry
steel works. It is not to be wondered at, therefore, that
many should fall into this error. There are steel works at
New Glasgow which are manufacturing a large quantity of
steel, but they are not yet manufacturing steel of a class
suitable for the manufacture of skates.

Mr. BLAKE. Why should they, when they are not pro-
toted ?

Mr. STAIRS. The reason is, I think, that they are manu-
facturing by the open earth process and have not yet arrived
at the manufacture of crucible steel, which is the steel
largely used for skates. I have no doubt they will reach it
sometime, but it takes a good while to inaugurate and carry
on works of this kind. The manufacture of steel is a com-
plicated manufacture, and ihey have not arrived at this
point yet, though I have no douabt tiey will in time. I
think I eau relieve the hon. gentleman's mind as to this
skate steel being entered for other purposes. That is not
likely to occur. Most of the steel is imported in a bevelled
section, suita ble to cut into runners, and can be used for noth-
ing elee. More than that, a large portion of this runner
steel is a compound article, and that is why it is not made
in the Dominion. It is a combination of' steel and iron.
It is steel manufactured for the runners of skates, with a
steel front and an iron back; itis welded by some peculiar
process, and thon rolled into shape; and it is a singular
thing that the finest quality of skates are made from a com-
bination of iron and steel together. The cheapest skates-
are made from an entirely steel runner, the iron and steel
runner together being very much better. Steel of this
peculiar section, and of this peculiar combination of iron1
and steel together, can be used for nothing else but for
skate runnore. Sa that the largest proportion of steel im-
ported for the manufacture of skates is not likely to be
aiverted to any other use, Now, with reference to the

Mfr, BLAKE.

J question of drawback, I think that one of the reasons why
it was important, in the interest of the skate manufacturer,
that steel should be freo and not subject to drawback, was
that it is a very difflcult matter to ascertain exactly how
much is waste. A great deal of the waste metal, of course,
is eut into different shapes. I presume the percentage of
waste is, in many cases, over 50 per cent., perhaps larger.

Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps the hon. gentleman would tellus
whether he knows if any of the skate companies have made
any proposals to the Steel Associations of Niagara, to supply
them with steel.

Mr. STAIRS. I do not speak about what I do not know.
As I am not so well acquainted with the manufacturing
industries of the western part of Canada as the hon. gentle-
man, I am not going to talk about them.

Mr. BLAKE. Or anybody else.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think the Minister of
Customs is bound to give some answer to the statements
that have been read. The country were appealed to, under
a direct promise that these works should be here. The
direct promise of aMinister must be ofsome consequence, and
I think they are bound to explain whether these factories
have come into existence as they promised.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not propose to enter into the discus.
sion of that question now, although the leader of Opposition
and the hon. member for Brant (Mr. Paterson) desire to lead
me into such discussion. I have been anxious, so far as I
can, to explain the reason why this article bas been put
upon the Iree list. I commenced my observations by stat-
ing that one of the reasons was that this quality of steel was
not manufactured in Canada, and if that statement were
correct, thon the question put by the leader of the Opposi.
tion to the member for ilalifax (Mr. Stairs) was
altogether irrelevant and unnecessary. The question
has been so well answered as to the reason why
this article was put upon the freo list instead of
giving a drawback, by my hon. friend from Halifax,
that I do not think it necessary to enter any further into
that discussion. I arn convincod that the explanations of
the hon. member for Halifax were quite satisfactory to the
leader of the Opposition, and all 1 could do, if I were to
enter into further discussion, would be to repeat what ho
said. Anyone who has paid any attention to the question
of drawbacks-and no man in the louse, I think, bas donc
so, except those who are charged with carrying out the
law-knows very well the difficulties that present them.
selves in arriving at a correct and honest conclusion
as to what should be paid to the persons asking the
drawback. As this steel, I repeat again, did not come into
competition with any article manufactured in Canada, and
in order to relieve the Department from entering into an
abstruse calculation as to how much steel was waste when it
was eut to fit it to the wood or iron to which it was attached,
it was deemed advinable to put the manufacturers in the best
possible position they could be in, and if there was any
advantage in giving them froe steel, that they should have it.
Now, in coming to the conclusion as to the amountthat should
be paid to manufacturer as a drawback, and what
articles should be included in the list so manufactured, we
must consider that there are many things brought into this
country, small in themselves, but amounting to a good deal
in the aggregate. There are other articles which are per-
fect in themselves that come to the country and go into the
completion of an article exported from the country. Under
the reviscd system that we have adopted we aIlow them,
providing tho article is not manufactured in the country, to
receive a drawback of duty paid upon such articles. It
may be a small screw, a tack, or some other small article,
that do not amount to more than a very few cents-all
these have to be taken into the calculation, But in case
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of an article like steel, which is not manufacured in the
country, but is used exclusively by the manufacturer, it is
deemed advisable to put it on the free list. I am quite Bure
that the leader of the Opposition and the House willjustify
that policy and will further admit that it should be carried
out to the fullest possible extent where it does not interfere:
with the industries of the country.

Mr. PLATT. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will tell us if
he despirs of securing the manufacture of steel from the
iron ore of bis own county. In 1882 we were almost made
to believe that the smoke of the blast furnaces was already
visible; thata further product of iron in is own county,
which was calculated for the manufacture of steel, would
take place.

Mr. BOWELL. Knowing the progress of human nature
and the genius of the human race, I do not despair of
anything. I think the time will come when steel will be
manuf'actured in Canada, and I hope profitably. We know
that our marketis not large enough for that particular quality
of steel, but I can inform the hon. gentleman that crucible
steel was manufactured in London for some short time, but
the works are not going on now. I hope the time is not
far distant when we shall not only have steel works, but
other works in North Hastings, wbere, as the hon. gentle-
man well knows, there are large deposits of iron. 1 think
there are more profitable enterprises into which the
owners of that ore can enter than to manufacture the finer
qualities of steel at the present moment.

Mr. PLATT. We were told, however, that the placing
of a duty upon steel and iron would likely hurry on the
happy period to which the hon. gentleman alludes. I sup-
pose that if the doctrine which was then preached be
correct to-day, the placing of a duty upon steel might still
hasten that happy consumation.

Mr. BOWELL. If we followed the footsteps of our
neighbors across the border, and put about 87,a ton on pig
iron and $28 on steel, perhaps the hon. gentleman's happy
dream might be realised,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I suggest, for the pro.
motion of business, that the Minister of Castoms should
undertake to let us know, on Concurrence, what were the
works specified with so much minuteness of detail by the
First Minister.

Mr. BOWELL. No; I thank you.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am not holding him

responsible for the First Minister's statements, except in a
perfunctory way. I think my proposition is a reasonable
one. These things were given with great minuteness of
detail ; we were told the amount of capital ready to be
invested in this work. We have had proof recently of the
worth of the First Minister's utterances on other important
matters, and we cannot doubt for a moment that when the
First iMinister made these statements he had in bis pocket
ful and perfect proof of all these things whereof he spoke.
I think that really on Concurrence we ought to have
the details ourselves.

Mr. BOWELL. I will call the Premier's attention to
the question of the hon. gentleman. No doubt he will satisfy
him.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. member for Lennox is very bard
to satisfy. The Steel Association of Ontario bas not been
opened, and we are told this evening that the Steel Associ-
ation of Nova Scotia has desisted from the manufacture of
steel.

Mr. BOWELL, Oh, no.
Mr. BLAKE. I am speaking of Londondorry.

Mr. BOWELL. They never manufactured it.

Mr. BLAKE. They did it for a while.
Mr. STAIRS. They never really got into operation.
Mr. BLAK E. Londonderry never got into operation,

and the Crucible Steel Works of Ontario are closed. So the
hon, gentleman cannot expect much. when these disasters
have attended the attempts to manufacture steol. The
closing of the Crucible Steel Works of Ontario is one of the
happy events which have occurred within a short time
under the National Policy.

Mr. MoLELAN. There is a mistake as to the date at
which the Londonderry company attemptod to make steel.
It was in 1875 or 1876 that they attempted to make steel,
and they ceased operations in 1876 or 1877.

Mr. McDOUGALD. I cannot understand why hon. gen.
tlemen opposite should oppose the placing of steel for skates
on the free list, for it is within the distinct recollection of
members of this House that when the Administration sub-
mitted a proposal to place a duty on steel, for the purpose of
protecting that industry, it was strongly opposed by the
Opposition of that day. This change is not required for
protective purposes. Steel for skates is not made in this
country, and is not likely to be made for a good many years
to come. It las been stated that under the operation of the
National Policy very little result bas been obtained in the
way of promoting the steel industry. Reading the statis-
tical reports with respect to the manufacturing industries
of the country, I find that one industry, the New Glasgow
steel works, which was brought into existence under the
National Policy, at the present timo employs 100 bands and
has a weekly wago-bill of $750. That is a manufacture that
has been brought into existence, I repeat, entirely by the
operation of the National Policy. The Steel Company of
Londonderry was a company that carried on business
entirely in iron. It has been a failure in regard to pro-
ducing steel; and it certainly was a failure under the
Administration of hon. gentlemen opposite, as the company
went out of business, as regards making steel,,before the
National Policy came into existence. In relation to the
steel works at New Glasgow, I will read a short extract
from the Eastern Chronicle, published in Pictou county, a
paper which lon. gentlemen will not repudiate, and the
hon. member for Brant (Mr. Paterson) who visited the con-
stituency, last year, will corroborate the statements pub-
lished. On March 12th, the Eastern Chronicle says:

" We note that Messrs. Jas. D. McGregor and Andrew Walker, the
respective presidents of the Nova Sýotia Steel and Glass Comtpanies,
have recently returned from the Upper Provinces, which they visited in
the interests of their companies. We understand that Mr. McGregor
made contracte for some 1,5oo tons of steel nail plate in Montreal, and
that orders for some 500 tons of other qualities have been secured by the
company. This insures constant work for the company for the next six
or eight months. Mr. MeGregor says that the prices at which the large
contracte have been made are exceedingly low, and were only possible
because of the excellence of the steel made by the Nova Scotia Company
and of the fact that steel nails are evidently forcing iron nails out of
competition. Over i,oo0 tons of these same goods were sold last year to
one Montreal firm, who showed their satisfaction with their quality by
duplicating the contract for this year Probably a good portion of
these heavy goodi will be shipped by schooner to Montreal direct from
the company's wharf, as the freight la somewhat cheaper by that metbod
of carriage than by rail. Mr. Walker's visit, we understand, was rather
te see the customers of the company than to sell goods. He found that
in all cases the goods gave excellent satisfaction. He reports business
very dull in the Upper Provinces, but the Nova Scotia Glass Company
are able te hold their own in the western market, and are recemvîng
orders about sufficient to keep them running without accumulating much
stock. Their table glass is te be found on the tables of almost all the
hotels and restaurants between here and Ottawa. The prospecta of both
these works are very encouraging, under their present excellent manage-
ment, and with their unsurpassed facilities, both for obtaining coal and
for making shipment by water or rail."

Mr. BOWELL. I was in error in regard to the quan-
tity of steel imported for skates. I find, according to
the Trade and Navigation Returns, that in 1883 there were
imported 180 owt., of the value of 81,496. This year the
quantity was 2,418 cwt., of the value of 812,782.
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Mr. BLAKE. I am very glad to know of the progregs
which those two industries have been making, and I am
sorry the hon. gentleman did not add, what I am sure
would have completed the picture, information that the
companies are paying good dividends and that there are
brilliant prospects in that regard.

Mr. MoDOUGALD. I am not a stockbroker.

Muak, in pode or in grains.

Mr. BOWELL. This is used by perfumers; it is a raw
material, and they manufacture perfume from it.

Mr. BLAKE. How much is used ? This is for the per-
fumers, you say. It is a necessary of life, I suppose, and
therefore free.

Mr. BOWELL. Whether it is a necessary of life or not,
it is used. We do not produce it here.

White shellac, for manufacturing purposes.

Mr. BLAKE. Will the hon. gentleman give some state-
ment with regard to this item.

Mr. BOWELL. It is used in the manufacture of varnish,
and it has been on the free list since 1881.

Mr. BLAKE. How much is imported under the free
provision ?

Mr. BOWELL. These articles have been on the free list so
long that I did not look into the question of importa-
tions. I promise that I will endeavor to obtain the quan-
tities imported for all the articles on the free list, and give
a list to the House on Concurrence, if the hon. gentleman
desires it. I cannot answer the question at the moment.

Mx. BLAKE. I have no objection to- a statement being
brought down, showing the quantities and values of these
articles. In some cases somewhat important questions may
arise, which it is impossible to determine without this
information.

Mr. BOWELL. I will make a note of it, and produce it if
possible.

Jute cloth, whon imported to be manufactured into bags only.

M. BOWELL. This was placed on the free list on 22nd
December, 1881, and for the express purpose of encouraging
the manufacture of this particular kind of bag in this
country. I have the satisfaction of stating that they are
manufactured now within a fraction as cheaply as they eau
be purchased in Glasgow. And, at a rate, that was
given as a reason why we repealed the Order in Council,
allowing bags to be imported free, for the purposes of export,
when filled with grain or flour. The Department
found, on enquiry, that these articles could be manufac-
tured just about as cheaply in Canada as in Scotland, or the
difference was so small that the millers themselves said
there was no objection if the privilege they had enjoyed
should be repealed. I am speaking of the largest millers-
those who did the largest export trade.

Mr. BLAKE. Is this same article used for other manu-
factures ?

Mr. BOWELL. No.

Mr. BLAKE. I observe that you allow jute cloth to be
imported free for a particular purpose. Is their a consi-
derable importation for other purposes ?

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman will see that it
comes in in as raw a state as it possibly can come, and that
it bas to be callendered, pressed and finished here, by
maachinery, before it is made into bags. I am not aware of its
being imported in that etate for any purpose.

Xr. BOWIL,

Salt cake, being sulphate of soda, when imported by manufacturera
of glass and soap for their own use in their works.

Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will give an
explanation about this item.

Mr. BOWELL. The explanation I have already given
about the last item applies to this. The salt cake is the
residue of soda, which, as the hon. gentleman knows, is
free, and the question arose whether the article imported,
called salt cake, which is in fact a sulphate of soda, which is
not dutiable, should be allowed free or not. Difficulties
have arisen at different ports, some declaring it free and
others imposing a duty ; and as it was not intende:, when
the tariff was framed, that it should be dutiable, it was
placed on the free list.

Mr. PLATT. Why should it not come in free when
used for other purposes ?

Mr. BOWELL. It says that.
Mr. BLAKE. No; it says "when imported by manu-

facturers of glass and soap," plainly indicating that when
imported for other purposes it is dutiable, and the hon.
gentleman says it was not the intention to make it dutiable
at all, in that case.

Mr. BOWELL. This question was brought to the notice
of the Government by these manufacturers, and it was
represented that it was used by soap manufacturers and
glass makers, and as soda, sal soda, silicate of soda, and other
preparations of the same salt, were all free, it was deemed
advisable to give the manufacturers the advantage of this
article free, when imported for that special purpose;
but what other purposes it is put to I am not able to tell the
hon. gentleman.

Mr. BLAKE. My hon. friend from Prince Edward says
it was used by other persons-as in making seidlitz
powders.

Mr. BOWELL. I am sorry, as I would like to protect
the doctors if possible, or rather protect the patients against
the doctors.

Mr. BLAKE. It is the apothecaries who suffer.
Mr. BOWELL. Both, perhaps.

Foot grease, the refuse of the cotton seed after the oil is pressed
out.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. For whose benefit is
this imported free ?

Mr. BOWELL. This is another article used by the soap
makers. Foot grease is the residue of the mills where cot-
ton seed is pressed and the oil taken from it. It is also
obtained from flax seed and ls, in that case, called by the
same name. There. are two or three articles of this kind
placed on the free list which are used by soap makers.

Tagging metal, plain, japanned, or coated, in coils not over l inches
in width, when imported by manufacturera of shoe and corset laces for
use in their factories.

Mr. BLAKE. Is this article imported for any other pur-
pose ?

Mr. BOWELL. No, for no other purpose; and not being
made in the country it was in order to encourage these
industries.

Mr. BLAKE. Is it used in the country for any other
purpose than this particular purposo.

Mr. BOWE LL. I presume it must be, although I am not
prepared to say what it is.

Mr. BLAKE. I presume so, too, and following out that
presumption, I was desirous of knowing why persons using
it in their manufactures should not have the same benefit as
those ueing it in the manufacture of shoe and corset laces,
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Mr. BOWELL. I cannot tell the hon. gentleman that.

Hoop iron, not exceeding three eights (1) of an inch in width, and
being No. 25 gauge or thinner, used for the manufacture of tubular
rivets.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I see there are quite a
number of these concessions in the matter of iron. I should
imagine it would make it somewhat difficult to distinguish,
in the several classes I seo below, between what was really
and bond fide imported for these special purposes, and those
imported for other purposes.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman will see that we
take the precaution, as far as possible in all these articles
which are put on the free list, for the encouragement of any
particular industry, of confining it to the importation of the
manufacturers themselvos, although it is not so worded.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would just say, with
respect to a good many of these things-I make the remark
as to the whole of these various articles, in the way of iron
and steel-that it appears to me that there are a consider-
able number of other manufacturers who use articles closely
similar to those. Take, for example, the case of manufac.
turers of agricultural implements in general-not confined
to shovels and spades, and those kinds of things-it seems to
me they have at least an equal claim with the others to
whom the hon. gentleman is making these reductions.

Mr. GLEN. I would like to ask the hon.gentleman why
the mon who make scythes, rakes, hoes and forks should
not have frec steel as well as the man who makes spades
and shovels. Why should not the steel used by agricultural
implement makers be allowed to come in free as well as
that used by other manufactures ? I do not think we
should make fish of one and ftesh of the other. I do not
object to making the raw material free, but I think all
should be served alike.

Mr. PLATT. The line of discrimination seeme to be
drawn between those who ask and those who do not.

Mr. BLAKE. I think that is it. Those who come te
this paternal Government and ask their good masters and
pastors to do it get it done.

Mr. BO WELL. No; that does not follow. There are
many things asked for that are not given. We are not in
the habit of making concessions of this kind if the article be
made in the country, and in no case ai e they made when the
article can beprocured in the country. The general principle
referred to by the hon. member for South Ontario (Mr.
Glen) opens up a wide door, and it is perhaps as well that
we should not diseuse it at this hour of the
night, though I have no objection to the hon. gentle.
man discussing it at any time or at any length.
The rule we follow is this: When we find that au industry
uan be aided, by allowing articles to be imported free which
are not made in the country, and cannot by any possibility
come into competition with articles made in Canada, we do
se, thus carrying eut the policy of hon. gentlemen opposite
of admitting raw material free of duty.

Mr. GLEN. There is no sheet steel made in Canada at
al. It is used for making reaper knives ; and why should
it come in duty free, when used for spade and shovels, and
taxed when used for reaper knives ?

Mr. BOWEEL. The question is a very proper one, and I
may inform the hon. gentleman that that very point, relating
to reaper knives, is under the consideration of the Govern-
ment. 'Although I cannot promise that a change wil be
made, I am inclined to agree with him that there is no
reason why the same kind of steel that is used for shovels and
spades should not als obe admitted free when used for the
manufacture of reaper knives.

: Mr. GLEN. There is no steel fit for tools made in this
country at all.

Mr. BLAKE. I think these observations indicate
the propriety of the Government considoring, as far as
practicable, the adoption of some general principle regulat-
ing the placing of articles on the free list. The hon. gentle.
man lays down one rule, which, of course, is a sound one,
having regard to the fiscal policy hois endeavoring to carry
ont, namely, that the article is admitted free when it cannot
be manufactured in the country, and when it is the raw
material of something that is. Now, I maintain that if you
find an article is not manufactured in the country and is the
raw material of various manufactures, you ought to admit
it for all-th@ varions manufactures in the couutry without
limitation, or prescribe the classes of manufactures in which
it is to be sed.

Mr. BOWELL I think there is a great deal of force in
what the hon. gentleman says, and although this question
bas been discussed very often by the Minister of Finance
and myself, and by the other members of the Government,
I shall not forget, when the question next cornes up, to bring
tho point raised by the hon, gentleman before my colleaguos
for consideration.

Buckram, for them anufacture of hat and bonnet shapes.
Mr. BLAKE. ls bnckram used for any other manufacture ?

Mr. BOWELL. It is not made in this country. I fancy
it is used for a number of things. It comes, f think, in a
half finished state, and is then completed by the bat and
bonnet makers.

Mr. BLAKE. But there are other articles applied to
another part of the person for which buckram is used, and
it seems to me that the hon. gentleman ought to be more
generons, that ho ought to take a more comprehensive view
of this question, that he ought to look at it all around,
behind and before, above and below, everywhere; and if ho
did so, he would permit buckram,~wben used for the manu.
facture of any article, to h admitted free.

Mr. BOWELL. Well, we will consider it.

W Re-covered rubber and rubber substitute.
Mr. BLAKE. Would the hon. gentleman explain what

re-covered rubber is?
Mr. BOWELL. It is the rubber from the old shoes that

are thrown away. They are gathered up and imported to a
large extent; and as rubber, in its raw state, is admitted
free, at the representation of the rubber manufacturers who
gather up these shoes from all over the country, as well as
import them, it was thought that it should be placed on the
free list also. They separate the cotton, or whatever may
be attached to the rubber, from it, and it is re-manufactured
again into shoes. By some it is called the re-covered rubber,
and by others rubber substitute.

Mr. BLAKE. They are, in fact, rubber rags.

Mr. BOWELL. I think you may fairly eall themru bber
rags.

Mr. BLAKE. Has the hon, gentleman found that the
use of these rags bas improved the manufactured article,
and that under his policy we are getting a better article ?
Because that is not my experience. I really fear that we
are wearing rubbers made out of the discaried rubbers,
because the truth is, that they wear ont in a very few days.
One may be very unpatriotic, but I am glad tob have the
opportunity sometimes to buy rubbers made in other
countries. There is no doubt we have a very inferior class
of rubbers.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). And much more expen-
sive than they used to be some years ago.
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&fr. BOWELL. No, no.
Mr. CAMERON. I beg your pardon. The price has

advanced something like 30 per cent. since 1878.
Mr. McLEL&AN. That is, the advance in rubber.
Mr. CAMERON. The advance in rubber has not been

more than 20 per cent. At the same time, the product has
very materially deteriorated.

Silver and German silver, in sheets, for manufacturing purposes.
Sir RICHARD CA RTWRIGHT. What particular manu-

factures are aflected by this ?

Mr, BOWELL. It is used largoly by the plated-ware
manufacturers. It has been on the free list since 1883.

Steel, of No. 20 gange and thinner, but not thinner than No. 30 gsuge,
to be used in the manufacture of corset steels, clock springs and shoe
shanks, when imported by the manufacturera of such articles for use in
their manufactories.

Mr. BOWELL. The same observations apply to this as
to the others.

Mr. GLEN. Why not let thinner steel than 30 gauge in
free ?

Cotton yarns, thinner than No. 40, unbleached, bleached or dyed, and
not flner than No. 60, for the manufacture of Italian cloths or fabries.

Mr. BOWELL. The same remarks apply to this. That
is not made by any of our manufacturers; it was necessary
they they should have this quality and fineness for the
manufacture of this kind ofgoods, which are now manufac.
tured in different parts of the country.

Mr. BLAKE. Is it a fact that they make no finer cotton
yarn than No. 40 ?

Mr. BOWELL. No.
Mr. BLAKE. What sense is there in putting in a second

limitation, unless it be, although we do not make them 40 or
60, we do make them fluer than 60, which is hardly likoly ?

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman says it is not finer
than 40. There are coarser qualities made, and then it
goes as fine as 60. Il you go beyond 60, you corne down to
the ordinary sewing thread, The finer qualities of sewing
thread will be brought under this clause, if i.t were not con.
fined to these particular numbers.

Steel, in sheets, of not less than 112 or over 18 wire gauge, and costing
not leu than $75 per ton of 2,240 Ibs., when importel by manufacturera
of ahovela and spades for use exclusively in such manufacture in their
own factorie,.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It appears to me there
arc a considerable number of other manufacturers engaged
in the manufacture of agricultural implements besides
shovels and spades, who, on every reasonable principle,
should have the benefit of this clause. Why grant a
premium to the manufacturer of shovels and spades that is
not given to the manufacturer of other implements ?

Mr. BOWELL. Making the value at 875 per ton was to
confine the importation of that article to that particular
kind of steel which is made in this country at the present
time, and to encourage these special industries. The hon.
gentleman will recollect that a year or two ago we had no
duty on steel of any kind. On the Government being
assured that these steel works were going into operation, a
duty was placed upon this article; but the better class of
steel not being made in the country, we have, so far as that
is concerned, placed it on the free list, in order to encourage
industries.

Red liquor, a crude acetate of alumina, prepared from pyroligneous
acid, for dyeing and calico printing.

Mr. BOWELL. The acetate of alumina, a solution of iron,
is used exclusively in the dyeing works, particularly to calico
printing, and, as the hon. gentleman knows, the policy of

Mr. BoWELL.

the Government has been to place as many dyes as
possible upon the free list. These were placed on
the free list on 2nd November, 1884. Precious atones
have been made free when not imported in the manufactured
state, and they have been specially designated, in order
that there may be no misunderstanding at the different
ports. Bichromate of soda, another article used for manu.
facturing purposes; indigo auxilliary, is largely used in
the different manufactures of the country; fancy
grasses were dutiable in the past, when imported in the
manufactured or ifi unmanufactured state, and in order
that the manufacturera might have them frce, we have
put them on the free list. Oil cake is free lor feeding
purposes, but meal is not, and in many ports there was
difficulty in determining whether meal should be admitted
under this particular clause or not. To avoid mistake, we
included meal. Canadian productions of Canadian artists
in oil or water colors. This has been inserted in order
that Canadian artists who go abroad to pursue their studies
may bring in free the results of thoir labor in a foi eign
country. This is the law in the United States, and we have
adoptedi precisely the language of the American tarif.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Although I have no
particular objection to the admission of these things, these
precious stones and paintings, free of duty, into the
country, it seems to me that when the Government taxes
flour and coal, this looks very much like giving the people
a atone when they ask for bread.

Mr. BOWELL. All these precious stones have been, in
the past, on the free list, and are only named now in order
that there may be no clashing in the rulings at the different
ports. I propose to strike out the first item of bolting
cloths, of silk worsted, not made up The bolting cloths
are now free, and it was thought advisable to confine it to
silk or worsted; but we find, on investigation, that a very
fine bolting cloth, of a very fine wire, is made for the use
of mills, and it is deemed adviaable to allow the item to
remain, as it now is, on the freo list.

Borax, not ground or otherwise manufactured.
Mr. BOWELL. That I propose to strike out also. Borax

is free now and is imported largely by the packers of meat.

Duck,forbelting and hose.
Mr. BOWELL. That is now upon the free list. We pro.

pose to add the words "when imported by manufacturers of
rubber goods for use in their factories." It is now confined
to a great extent to that class of manufactures, but it was
deemed proper to restrict it to that.

Minerai1waters, natural,notuin bottle.

Mr. BOWELL. Great difficulties are found to ascertain
whetber the waters are fron the spring or are manufactured
or mrated, and it is thought better to cgnfine the freeimor-
tation to mineral waters when lu their natural state, e
have now, when they are imported, to calculate the duty
upon the bottles, and it is thought better to take the ad
valorem value of the waters when in bottie.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I rather think that
duck for belting and hose is used by others than manufac-
turers of rubber goods. Is not the hon. gentleman discri.
minating rather unreasonably against some existing manufac-
tories, by adding the words "when imported by manufac-
turers of rubber goods?"

Mr. BLAKE. It seems to me there is some belting or
hose, other than rubber, in which duck is used, and it is giv-
ing the preference to those who make that particular kind
of belting or hose over others.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes; hoeis quite right. It was on the
froc list without any restrictions whatever, but it was
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deemed advisable to confine it exclusively to this particular
industry.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think it is used in
threshing machines.

Mr. GIEN. Yes; the grain belt.
Mr. BOWE&LL. That is after it is manufactured as belt-

ing. But it is not used for belting purposes until it has gone
through some other process.

Mr. BLAKE. Is not duck manufactured in the country ?
Mr. BOWELL. Not this kind of duck, that I am

aware of.
Mr. BLAKE. In the various multiplicity of our cotton

manufactures they have not gone into this kind of duck ?
Mr. BOWELL. No.
Mr. GUNN. Is it not made at Yarmouth?
Mr. BOWELL. No; that is for sail purposes only.
Mr. BLAKE. I do not object to adding restrictions to

the free importation, to make more plain the pùrpose for
which the importation fre is admitted, but I think we
ought to be very careful, if it be the case that belting or
hose is manufactured in the country, in which thero is not
the constituent of rubber, that we do not give the manufac.
turers cf rabber bolting or hose an advantage over the
other manufacturers of belting or hose.

Mr. GLEN. There is a cotton home made.
Mr. BLAKE. Yes ; I have seen it. This is practically

discriminating. If there is a cotton hose made and a rubber
hose made, and in bath eotton dhuck is the raw material, and
you say to one: You shall have your raw material free, and
to the other: Yon shall pay a duty; you are making the
law an instrument of injustice.

Mr. BOWELL. But the hose is never used without some
other manufacture than that of the cotton itself. There
must be some substitute, and there must be the rubber added
to it, but this is intended exclusively for use in this particu-
lar manufacture, and I do not know that it discriminates
against any other class of manufactures, though cotton
duck is used for a variety of purposes.

Mr. BLAKE. I have seen hose which appeared to be
made of cotten duck, but not to have any rubber in it at all,
and it seemed to be a very good kind of hose.

Mr. STAIRS. Is not the hose which the hon. gentleman
has seen a woven hose ?

Mr. BLAKE, I could not say.
Mr. STAIRS. I think it is a woven hose, I think a

pure cotton hose is not made from cotton duck, but is
woven into the hose at once.

Mr. PAINT. The hose is made of cotton and fastened
with copper nails. It is not woven always-very seldom.
The beot quality is made with copper nails, clinched.

Mr. BLAKE. I judge there must be something in this,
because I suspect it is the manufacturers of rubber goods
who have been talking about it a little, perhaps. I know
there has been some approach to the hon. gentleman by the
manufacturera of rubber goods.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes ; to a much greater extent than
this.

Mr. BLAKE. Yes; ho bas been invited to give them
furtier protection. You can protect them in two ways.
You can protect them by higher duties against imports, or
you can protect them against the domestic manufacture of
another article, by discriinating between them. I do not
know that this cotton hos is mi nufactured here, but I have
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seen it here, and if it is the case that it is being manufac.
tured here, it is obvious that there would be an unjust
discrimination created by the hon. gentleman's proposed
addition; and, if not, I fail to see the use of the addition.
If the only use of this duck is made by the manufacturers
of rubber hose, there can be no harm in leaving the law as
it is.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman will see that, from
the number of oficers and the number of ports in the coun-
try, the number of men who have to carry out the law in
this particular, they have, in the past, very often admitted
duck which was for other purposes than for the manufacture
of belting and hose. The law, as it stands now, is "duck
for belting and for hose," and we simply confine it to the
manufacture of that particular article, when it is used in
their factories.

Mr. BLAKE. The whole difficulty will be obviated by
making it read " when imported by manufacturers of belt.
ing and hose for use in their factories, " instead of " manu-
facturers of rubbers goods."

Mr. BOWELL. If the hon. gentleman will let that pass,
I will make a note of it and let him know, on Concurrence,
what can be done with it.

Mr. BLAKE. Would it not be possible to allow mould-
ing ploughs to be manufactured to be admitted free ?

Mr. BOWELL. They are free. The free list now reads
as fbllows : "Bolting cloths." When that was put upon the
free list it was intended to cover only silk or worsted, and
after it was upon the free list the question arose as to
whether bolting cloth made from this finer wire was free or
not. Some of the ports insisted upon collecting a duty,
from the fact that it was a manufacture of steel, and when
I looked at the law I ruled that it must be admitted free.
Then it was deemed advisable to explain it by putting in
the words " of silk or worsted," which would have excluded
the quality of bolting cloths to which the honi gentleman
refers. I have suggested striking out the item altogether,
which would leave all bolting cloths free in the future.

Mr. WATSON. It is not made up for the purpose of
making bolting cloths of silk or worsted. I think it would
be well that these cloths made up should be admitted free.

Mr. BOWELL. It is imported, not made up, in rolls,
and it is largely made into bolting cloths by a factory in
the county of Essex, which employs twenty or thirty men.
The hon. gentleman's policy would be to allow the article
to come in from a foreign country already made up.

Mr. WATSON. The hon. gentleman must be aware that
there are many changes made in milling now. Minneapolis
is looked upon as the headquarters of improvements in
milling, and it often happons that a miller requires to have
certain bolting cloths for certain purposes and for a short
time. le can have these cloths made up there more suit-
able than at other places, because they are accustomed to
make cloths by a certain process, and it would be much
more convenient for the milling people to have them made
up there. The making up does not cost a great deal; it
will not deprive many people of employment, and it would
be much more convenient for the people who use these oloths.

Mr. BOWELL. I am not prepared to go that far.
Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). The hou. Minister has

admitted the impropriety of not discriminating against any
manufactures at present in existence in the country, and I
would like to ask him whether, in considering the pro-
priety of admitting duck for belting and hose, ho has can.
sidered the present condition of the belting and hose indus-
tries in the country. We are aware that hose of rabber is
being largely substituted for hose of leather, but it is not, to
the same extent, the case with leather belting. We know
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that leather belting is largely manufactured from native
hides, the South American hides not being proper for the
purpose, and the consequence of giving this discrimination
in favor of duck manufactured elsewhere will be, to a cer-
tain extent, to substitute iii the manufacture the hides
imported from elsewhere instead of our own hides, which
the farmers now complain are cheap enough.

Mr. BOWELL. I promised the leader of the Oppo-
sition that I would look into this matter, and give him,
upon Concurrence, the reasons why it was confined to this
particular industry; and if there are no good reasons for
restricting it, I have no doubt my colleagues will consent
to its amendment. Hides are free, for all purposes, and this
duek, in the state in which it is brought into the country to
be manufactured into belting and hose, is a raw material
just as much as bides.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I understood from the
Minister of Custom that he was deferring the consideration
of some parts of this question until Concurrence, but I did
not know that the particular phase of it I have just suggested
had been raised. I am well aware that the importation of
bides is free, but the Minister of Castoms must be aware
that the imported bide is not used for the purpose of
manufacturing belting; that the Canadian hide is the only
one adapted for that purpose, and if these materials are
allowed to be admittea free, they- must necessarily displace
the Canadian leather to a considerable extent and restrict
the market for it, and consequently restrict the demand for
Canadian hides.

Mr. BOWELL. I am glad the hon. gentleman is
carrying his protective principles so far. But if it can be
shown that it really interferes with the manufacture of
leather belting, there may possibly be a reason for adopting
his suggestion. I am ot aware that it does come into
contact with the article to which he refers.

Mr. BLAKE. With reference to mineral waters not in
bottle, I think that some further reason ought to be given
than the hon. gentleman has given in this difficulty of
valuing the bottle.

Mr. BOWELL. I did not say there was a difficulty in
valuing the bottle, we know what they cost; but the diffi-
culty is to know whether the water is in its natural state,
or whether it bas gone through some process of manufac-
ture by being Srated, or acids being injected into it. If it
comes in that state it is not natural. Consequently, difficul-
ties have arisen in almost every port; and it was thought
just as well that when it comes in bottles it should py aun
ad valorem duty.

Mr. BLAKE. I fancy there is a large consumption of
the natural mineral waters which are consumed, not only
for plemaure, but frequently for health; and to increase the
price of them, as they do not come into competition with
any Canadian industry--

Mr. BOWELL. Oh yes, they do.
Mr. BLAKE. Not natural mineral waters.
Mr. BOWELL. Yes; there are natural mineral waters

in Canada used in the same way as Apollinaris water.
Mr. BLAKE. I do not know whether they are as nice

or not; but I am afraid the increased price will cause some
inconvenience.

Mr. BOWELL. Not to any appreciable extent, because
they now have a duty upon the bottle just in proportion to
its value.

Mr. BLAKR. The effect of their paying a duty upon
the bottle will be, probably, that the price of the bottle will
cost more, and if the natural mineral water is imported in
the cask, and then is to be bottled at the consumer's coSt,

Mr. Crmn (Middlesex).

the result is that the price is incresed. At present
mineral water comes in free and you get the bottle at the
foreign price, plus the duty. And so it may be with many
of these waters. I presume that with regard to all the
sparkling waters it will be impossible to import them at all,
except in bottles, and they will have to pay duty because
you cannot import them in cask, I fancy, without some
degree of loss of their effervescent qualities.

Mr. BOWELL. There are some waters imported in cask
which keep well ; but with respect to others, I think the
hon. gentleman is quite correct.

Mr. BLAKE. What duty will be paid.
Mr. BOWELL. The duty will be 20 per cent.

Pitch pine, packages of not less than 15 gallons.

Mr. BOWELL. Pitch pine comes in in a variety of forma
and a variety of shapes-some medicinal, or medicated, and
otherwise. It was thought better that these explanations
should be added to it, in order to prevent the difficulties
which have arisen.

Pumice and pumice stone, ground or unground.

That is another small and apparently insignificant matter,
but a great deal of trouble has arisen, because some collectors
have decided that when it came in ground it was manufac-
tured, and therefore dutiable, while others decided that it
should be admitted free. Thus some of those who imported
it were paying duty while others were not. The ruling of
the Department has been that pumice and pumice stone in
any shape may be brought into the country free. For that
reason we have added the words "ground or unground."

Quercitron or oak bark, for tanning.

That is brought in in a variety of ways, and is used for
medicinal purposes in some quantity, while the intention
was that it should only be imported for tanning purposes.
The same remark applies to resin.

Steel railway bars or rails, not including tram or street railway rails.

It has been contended by those who have imported this par-
ticular kind of rails for the purpose of constructing street
railways that that class was included in the free list of steel
rails when imported for railway purposes prdper. That has
given a great deal of difficulty, although the Department
has always ruled that it did not include tram or street rails.

Tar (pine), in packages of not less than 15 gallons.
The same remark applies to this as to resin and pitch, and
other articles of that character.

Mr. DAWSON. I suggest, as steel bars have been men-
tioned, that it would be very desirable that mining machinery,
to a certain extent, should aiso be placed on the free list.
It would encourage mining in a new country, and mining
machinery such as is now required cannot be obtained in
the Dominion: such, for example, as diamond drills.

Mr. BOWELL. They are free now.
Mr. GLEN. Diamond drills are made in Montreal.
Mr. DAWSON. I refer to machinery for dressing and

crushing ore, and if that were placed on the free list it
would encourage the mining industry.

Mr. BOWELL. Diamond drills are free, when used for
prospecting for minerals.

Mr. BLAKE. They were used afterwarda in working a
mine.

Mr. BOWELL. They are used for boring to ascertain
whether the deposits are of sufficient extent to justify
working.
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Mr. WATSON. They are also used for drilling to blast.
Mr. BOWELL. They were put en the free list two years

ago, after the hon. gentleman from Algoma called the
attention of the Department to it. It was shown that they
were very extensively used in the mining districts of Lake
Superior, and they have also been used in imy own county
for the testing of iron deposits. But they were not used for
any other purpose, and they were placed on the free list in
order to encourage that industry.

Mr. DAWSON. I do not refer to drills so much as to
other machinery, the admission of which, duty free, would
encourage a new industry, struggling at prosent under very
groat difficulties.

Mr. BOWELL. There is much difficulty in determining
what is mining machinery. The question has come very
frequently before my Department, and scarcely a month
passes that we do not get applications of this kind. The
applicants state that stamp mills, for example, cannot be
made here. Yet they have been made in my own town.
Thon they say that a rolling mill and an engine cannot be
made here ; in fact, everything they desire to import, they
state cannot be made in the country. I have not been able
to learn what machinery there is, that is used for mining
purposes that cannot be made in the country.

Mr. DAWSON. I will mention one class: No suitable
machinery for cleansing crushed ores is made in this country.

Mr. BLAKK No doubt the hon. gentleman's applica-
tions are not confined to mining machinery, for everyone
wants to get the article where it can be obtained cheapest.

Mr. DAWSON. I think this is in the interest of the
ceuntry. If such machines were once introduced and min-
ing began to grow, there would be a demand for them in the
country, and they would be produced here. They would be
manufactured in the country if once the enterprise was
placed in operation. It is not in the way of begging
anything that I speak, but simply to encourage the mining
industry.

Mr. BAKER. I quite agree with the remarks of the hon.
member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson), that machinery for
mining purposes should be admitted fro. Coming, as I do,
from a mining district, I think it would be very desirable,
in the interest of my district, that machinery which is not
made in the country should be admitted duty free, so as to
encourage the mining interest. As regards diamond drills,
they are supposed to be admitted free for prospecting pur.
poses, but it is exceedingly difficult to discriminate exactly
between prospecting and actual mining. Another peculiarity
that has struck me is, that a diamond drill, with all appur-
tenances belonging, is admitted free for prospecting pur-
poses; but if some little piece of machinery connected with
the drill gives way, you have to pay duty on that article to
replace it, and in British Columbia the people are at a con-
siderable disadvantage in that regard.

Committee rose and reported progress.

THE DISTURBANCE IN TUE NORTI-WEST.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Mr. BLAKE. I have received a message, to the effect
that further intelligence has been received from the North-
West since the statement made by the First Minister at 8
o'clock, and I think it would be well, as we are not going
to meet until Monday, if there is any further intelligence,
that it should be communicated.

Mr. CARON. The information which has been conveyed
to the House by the leader of the Government is all the
information which has been recoived, except telograms
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stating that the instructions which had been sent to the
various corps to be ready have been carried out and that
they are now moving; and the instructions with regard to
the conveyance of troops have been carried out.

Mr. BLAKE. There is no more information from the
North-West ? May I ask whether we may have an intima-
tion now as to all the forces which are in motion, or are
likely soon to be put in motion. We had a statement from
the First Minister yesterday of the forces, and to-day we
have a statement with reference to batteries "A " and "B."
Are there any additional forces ordered to be moved ?

Mr. CARON. Under the instructions so far given 100
men from "A " Battery, now stationed in Quebec, and 100
mon from "B " Battery, stationed in Kingston, have been
ordered to move immediately, and will be conveyed over
4he Canadian Pacifie Railway north of Lake Superior to
Winnipeg, where the troops will be under the immediate
command of Major Middleton, who is now at Winnipeg.
Since the telegram which has been communicated to the
House was received, orders have been given for 500 men,
composed of 250 from the Queen's Own, in Toronto, and 250
belonging to the 10th Royals, to be in immediate readiness
for active service; also 85 men out of the "C " School of
Infantry, under the command of Colonel Otter, to be also
ready for immediate service. This will be 585 men who
are to be placed under the command of Colonel Otter and
to be in immediate readiness for transport to Winnipeg en
route for Qu'Appelle and Fort Carlton. These are the only
troops so far ordered to be in readiness for active service.

Mr. BLAKE. Has anything been done with reference to
the despatching of additional troops of the volunteors within
Manitoba ?

Mr. CARON. Orders were given two days ago for the
90th Battalion, and a half battery stationed at Winnipeg, to
proceed to Qu'Appelle, and the orders have been carried
out, in so far as that yesterday 100 mon belonging to the
90th Battalion left Winnipeg for Qu'Appelle, and the balance,
about 200 mon more, left this morning for Qu'Appelle.

Mr. BLAKE. And the batteries ?
Mr. CARON. The 200 men will be composed of the half

battery and the balance of the 90th Battalion.
Mr. BLAKE. That will be 300 mon, comprising the half

battery from Winnipeg.
Mr. CARON. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. Is there any proposal to obtain any fur-

ther military assistance from the volunteer force in the
North-West than that ?

Mr. CARON. It is the intention to organise a mounted
corps, composed of mon who furnish their own horses, sad-
diery and arms-men who are thoroughly accustomed to
that country, who are accustomed to riding, and who have
about the best arms that can be furnished in the country.

Mr. BLAKE. From varlous parts of the Province?
Mr. CARON. Yes. The corps which it is intended to

organise is to be organised under the command of Captain
Stewart, who was in command of the Princess Louise troop
of cavalry. Ie is a very good officer and he is thoroughly
accustomed to the country, having lived there for two or
three years. Ie bas submitted to the Government a
scheme which I will be happy to bring down, and which, to
my mind, proposes the very best corps that could be
organised under the circumstances.

Mr. BLAKE. About what size.
Mr. CARON. It will be composed of between 150 and

200 mounted men; and of course the hon, gentleman will
understand the great difficulty in that country, owing to
the great distance, is the question of transport, and a
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mounted corps naturally would be more likely than any
other to render the service whieh is required of an armed
force.

Mr. BLAKE. I might suggest, Sir, as we are separat-
ing for a considerable time, that I think it would be satis-
factory if such authentic information as the Government
may receive, and as they think may be communicated
without injury to the public interest, should be made acces-
sible to us here to-morrow, and at an early period on suc-
ceeding days, until we meet again. I need hardly say that
we are in great anxiety, and desire to know, as soon as we
can, what the actual state of things is.

Mr. CARON. I have no doubt, from what the leader of
the Government has stated, that he will be happy to com-
municate to the leader of the Opposition any telegrams he
may receive-

Mr. BLAKE. I do not ask for myself, particularly.
Mr. CARON. They may be communicated to the leader,

of the Opposition, and thus to all members on that side,
and means will be taken to communicate the same infor-
mation to our friends who sit behind us.

Mr. BOWELL. I may add that I have been informed
since the House rose, that the distance between the two ends
of the road which the mon have to traverse is only some 40
or 45 miles, which is much more satisfactory than that the
distance was 60 or 70 miles, as was intimated before.

Mr. WATSON. I would like to ask the Minister of
Militia if ho liasmade any arrangements to furnish arms
and accoutrements for companies that are geV up in the
North-West. As ho is woll aware, applications have been
made in years past for accoutrements for companies formed
in that Province, and he has stated that these applications
would receive consideration. Now that trouble has arisen
in that country, I hope he will see the necessity of making
some arrangement of this kind, for companies that may be
formed.

Mr. CARON. The hon. gentleman will understand that
the discretion of the Government must be exercised so far
as giving arms to any troop that might be organised, but I
can tell the hon. gentleman that the Government are per-
fectly alive to the necessities of the moment and that arms
have been forwarded. We had already a large number of
stands of arms at Winnipeg and we have supplemented them
by forwarding a larger supply still ; and any troop-any
organisation approved by the Government, will be provided
with arms and accoutrements.

Mr. WATSON. I understand that was the promise made
to any of those wishing guns; but the arms have been kept
stored in Winnipeg. I did not wish for a moment to convey
the idea that anyone who applied for arms would receive
them. I have been informed that, last summer, this same
Louis Riel, who is now raising a disturbance in the North-
West, sent an order for a stand of arms to a Winnipeg firm,
to be shipped to Qu'Appelle, and that the Government
intercepted them. If that was the case, they must have
known at that time that there was danger to be apprehended
from this man. If Portage la Prairie, and Brandon, and
the other places that have repeatedly petitioned to have
companies formed, had been granted their request, they
would be of great service at present, instead of our having
to withdraw volunteers from Toronto and Montreal.

Mr. CAIRON. I am not aware of any interception of
arms having been made by the Government last summer, in
the way the hon. gentleman states.

Mr. BLAKE. I trust that on Monday, without fail, we
shall have on the Table of the louse all the papers that
eau be laid on theTable with reference to past eventa, in
connection with this matter, and any reporte made in the

Mr. CARON.

course of last year by any of the officials of the Govern-
ment bearing on the matter-Mr. Dewdney's report, the
report of Colonel Houghton, who was charged, I believe,
with the duty of picking up arms in the neighborhood of
this disturbance, and the report of Mr. Stephenson, with
reference to the settlers on the lands of colonisation com-
panies. Now, I am not giving a list; I am only mention-
ing three or four reports which have been probably received;
but I have no doubt that in the discharge of their duty in
the North-West, the officers of the Government, and in the
discharge of their duty at Ottawa, the Government, have
had numerous communications of what was going on, and
I think these papers should come before us without any
delay.

Motion agreed to, and louse adjourned at 12:45 a.m.,
Saturday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MoNDAr', 30th March, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PiaYERS.

DISTURBANÇE IN THE NORTH-WEST-INDEMNITY
TO MEMBERS.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I arnabout nt submita motion
which I arn sure will meet with the concurrence of the
House, and will be accepted without the ordinary notice.
I beg to move:

That the accountant be authorised to pay, on their departure from
Ottawa, the fuilsessioai indemnity tr such members of therouse as
have voIunteered for service in the North-Weust, and whose services have
been accepted.

Mr. BL A KE. I have no doubt this motion would be
unanimously adopted by the House, but I would call the
hon. gentleman's attention to the fact that we cannot
legally authorise the accountant to do this. We have for
some time past adopted the proper course of inserting the
amounts required in such cases in the estimates, and no
doubt the Finance Minister will in the supplementary
estimates bring down a sum sufficient to answer this
amount.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The amouit will be put
in the estimates.

Mr. BLAKE. The sum is not voted. It is a statutory
payment.

Mr. SPEAKER. Shall this motion be adopted ?
Mr. BLAKE. I have already pointed out that we have

no authority under the law to give this authority to the
accountant. The sum paid is paid under a Statute passed
by Parliament, and that Statute cannot be altered by a
resolution. The result is that it must be by the estimates
that this additional sum will be paid. For the last three
years, I think, such sums have been put in the supple-
mentary estimates. If the hon. gentleman inserts a recom-
mendation it would be another thing. I have no doubt, as
I said, that the principle of the motion will be unanimously
accepted by the House, and that the House will invite the
Finance Minister to insert the necessary sum.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would suggest to my
hon. friend, in order to meet the technical objection which
has been raised, that his motion should run in this way :

That, in the opinion of this House, the full amount of indemnity to
such members of the House as have volunteered for service in the North-
West, and whose services have been accepted, sbould be paid upon their
departure from Ottawa.
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Mr. WHITE. I will suggest that it should read "who
have or may."

Motion agreed Io in the following form:
That, in the opinion of this House, the full sessional indemnity of

such members of this Flouse as have volunteered or may volunteer for
service in the North-West, and whose services have beea or may be
acepted, should be paid upon their departure from Ottawa.

INDEMNITY TO MEMBERS.

Mr. FARROW moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
116) to amend the Members' Indemnity Act. He said:
This Bill is not to increase the indemnity, but to regulate
it. The law is such now that if a member falls sick in
Ottawa and abides there, hoeis paid his sessional allowance,
but if ho chooses to go home and have his own doctor, and
be attended to by his own people, he loses so much per
day-48 per day. Now I ara convinced that both sides of
the House, so far as I have ascertained, are against that
arrangement. The idea is that if a member is in Ottawa or
out of Ottawa he should receive his indemnity. My Bill
further provides that if a member is sick himseolf, or his
family is sick-his family to be interpreted as meaning his
wife or his children-if hoeis called away to attend to these,
and makes a declaration at the end of the Session that h
was lawfully detained, in such cases he is to be paid.
This amendment is not to apply to this Parliament.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

DISTURBANCE IN TRE NORTII-WEST-PRIVILEGE.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the Orders of the Day are called I
desire for the tirst time since I have been in Parliament, to
refer to a newspaper article. I read an article from the
Daily Spectator of Hamilton, of March 27th, 1885:

" The trouble in the North-West is not so serious as the Grits, the
people of St. Paul and other enemies of Canada wish people to think.It han, however, one very serious aspect. The half-breeds of the North-
West are not the promoters or the originators of this little rebellion.
They are an easy g9ing, contented people; they have no desire to shoot
anybody; and they have not the means to shoot anybody unless pro-v with the means. There were not a dozen rifles among them all,
and theyhad fnot the money to buy rifles. Especially there were no
Remington rifles in the count-y. Now where came Ihese armse? The
seriousness ot the affair centres in that quei tion. The great majority of
the half-breeds were in Manitoba in 1870. They had their share of the
half-breed lands there, sold out, and moved farther inland. Somebody
bas been moving them to ask for more land; somebody has been inciting
them to discontent; somebody has got Riel over to further excite them;
somebody has supplied them with rifles--Remington rifles-from the
United btates. The Grits of Ontario sympathise with the half-breeds.
They try te make the most of the little outbreak. They think they can
make political capital ont of it. They were informed of the affair before
anybody else knew anything about it. It is not unreasonable to sup-
pose that those who sympathise with the half-breeds, those wbo have
encouraged the half-breeds, those who are trying to turn the rising of
the half-breedi to political use are the persona who haveincited the
rining and nupplied the arma. The police will have no difficulty lu
suppressing the outbreak. We trust the simple, misguided half-breeds
will be lightly punished. But it will be the duty of the Government to
probe this affair to the bottom. The conspirators who have organised
aid inspired the movement and supplied the arms must be ferreted out.
They deserve very serions punishment."
Sir, if this paper referred to myself alone I should have
followed my invariable custom of not bringing a newspaper
article before Parliament and the country. But it refers to
the*whole Reform party of the Province of Ontario; it
refers to a party of as loyal men, as devoted Canadians as
any set of men that are to be found in wide Canada, and I
say that this article is a gross, and atrocions, a malignant
insult. I say that no man ever perpetrated a fouler calumny
against fellow countrymen than those who perpetrated this
monstrous slander-fialse to their own knowledge. For my
own individual part, my cousin's blood already stains the
snows of the North-West, and my nephew i on the
train to-day on hia way to the front. Six men have been
t*ken ont of our own office for service in the North-West,
and my own son and my brother's son have offored their

services. I cannot control myself when I think that a
newspaper, reported to be decent and an organ of hon.
gentlemen opposite, should dare to say snch things as I
have just now read.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. All I can say is that the
newspaper is responsible for its own statement. I can
only say that I totally disagree with the spirit of the article,
and that I quite sympathise with the hon. gentleman in
the indignation with which ho has repudiated the charge.

DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTIH-WEST-INFORMA-
TION.

Mr. BLAKE. I call upon the hon. gentleman for any
further statements ho las to make with reference to that
unhappy affair.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is no further intel-
ligence of any kind since the last explanations were made
in the House. The militia and military men are moving
on from Ontario westward. Of course, the House can well
understand that a great deal of uneasiness exista in the
North-West in the partially sett1ed districts as to what will
be the result in their own immediate vieinity. A great deal
of apprehension exists in the vicinity of Calgary from their
having no force there. There is fear that they may be
involved in trouble with the Indians in their vicinity, who
are in an excited state and may be troublesome; but that
is all. There has not been any additional rising in any por-
tions of the country since Friday. There is one exception,
however, which I nearly forgot. A telegram has arrived
that aun Indian well known as troublesome, Poundmaker,
and Little Pine, also a troublesome Indian, have donned
their war paint not far from Battleford and have some men
with them.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman has not given any
information with reference to the alleged evacuation of
Fort Carlton, nor a statement of the circumstances under
which the disastrous collision took place there.

Mr. CARON. I communicated to the hon. gentleman
the last telegram-

Mr. BLAKE. Yes, quiLoEso.
Mr. CARON-which was received on that subject. Nothing

has been received since, throwing any further light upon
the event which has taken place, in addition to what I
communicated to the lon. leador of the Opposition.

Mr. BLAKE. I consider it my duty to invite the hon.
gentleman to state to Parliament such facts with respect to
the North-West disturbances as he may have in his
possession.

Mr. CARON. The telegram which was received last
evening or late yesterday afternoon conveyed the intelli-
gence that Fort Carlton had been abandoned, and that Col.
Irvine, who was in command, had moved from Fort Carlton
to Prince Albert. The telegram also stated that the fort
had been burnt down. That fort I believe, so far as
defensive purposes are concerned, was not very valuable,
and it was considered advisable by Col. Irvine to move his
force from that Fort to Prince Albert, after the abandon-
ment and after the fort was burnt down. The information
does not say whether by accident or intentionally, or by
whom.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hastings). 1 take occasion to ask the
hon. gentleman whether the mounted police and "A " and
" B " Batteries have been provided with gatling guns. Those
guns have been found very valuable in the Egyptian war;
and as they will fire 100 shots in a few minutes, they would
be found, I think, very valuable in the North-West.

Mr. CARON. In answer to the hon. gentleman, I may
say that gatling guns have been ordered. I thimk vOry
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possible precaution has been taken so far as regards arming
the troops and forwarding them as rapidly as possible to
whjere they are required. I do not consider it advisable to
indicate more explicitly the movements of the troops and
what measures have been taken to provide them with arms
and ammunition.

Mr. BLAKE. I was about to make some enquiries of the
hon. gentleman as to the movements of the troops and as to
arms and ammunition, because we have statements made in
the newspapers upon that subject; and it seems to be some-
what difficult to understand how it would bo inexpedient,
when such reports are published, that we should know what
the facts are. But I entirely recognise the measure of the
responsibility of the Administration in an emergency of this
kind, and at ail events to-day I shall not press, after what
the hon gentleman has said, for any answer, although my own
judgment does not permit me to see where difficulty would
arise in answoring some- of the questions which the hon.
gentleman bas excluded from consideration by his reply.
But there is certainly a statement which I think onght to be
made by the Minister, and which should have been made with-
out its being asked for. Botween 12 and 1 o'clock on Saturday
morning announcements were made by the Government as
to the number of the troops and the quarters from which
the troops were ordered for service. Since that time it is
everybody's news that more troops have been ordered out.
Surely there can be no inconvenience in stating at all events
what more troops have been ordered out.

Mr. CARON. I may state, in answer to the hon. gen-
tleman's enquires, that a detachment of 100 men belonging
to "B " Battery and a detachment of 100 men belonging to
" A " Battery have been ordered. Also 85 mon belonging
to the "-C " Infaptry School stationed at Toronto ;
also 250 men belonging to the second battalion of the
"Queen's Own," and 250 men belonging to the "l10th
Royals " of Toronto. The formation of a provisional bat-
talion bas been authorised, to be commanded by Lieut.-
Col. Williams, one of our colleagues in this House.

Mr. BL A K . Of what strength ?
Mr. CARON. About 340 men. The 35th Battalion bas

also been called out for service, under the command of
Lieut.-Col. O'Brien, another member of this House,
and Lieut.-Col. Tyrwhitt, another member of this House,
goes as Major in the same battalion.

Mr, BLAKE. Of what strength ?

Mr. CARON. A total strength of 360 men. Capt. Todd
bas been authorised to organise a company, composed of
crack shots, sharpehooters, to move forward immediately.
The company will comprise 43 men. This makes the total
force, including officers, of 1,514 mon. These are the orders
which have been given in so far as troops coming from the
Provinces of Ontario and Quebec are concerned. It bas also
been deemed advisable to authorise the formation of the
following corps in the North-West and Manitoba: Lieut-Col.
Scott is authorised to organise a company at Regina, 40
men. Col. Woocd, is authorised to organise a company at
Birtle. Lieut.-Col. Osborne Smith is authorised to organise
8 companies, 336 men. Capt. Stewart, as I have had
occasion to state to the louse, bas been authorised to
organise a corps of mounted rangers in the North-West;
one company at Calgary, about 42 men; Lieut.-Col. Boulton,
one mounted corps, 60 men; Lieut -Col. Gisbourne, one
company at Battleford, 40 men; and Lieut.-Col. Horton has
been authorised to organise a body of twelve cavalry scouts
who have been much needed and who will no doubt prove
very useful in that country. Lieut.-Col. Scott, who is also
a member of this fouse, is organising a battalion composed
of six companies, which will give about 253 mon. Major
General Strange is authorised to organise a mounted oerps,

Mr. CABON.

the strength of which I have not yet heard. In giving the
battalions ordored for actual service I omitted to state that
the 65th Battalion, commanded by my friend and colleague,
Lieut.-Col. Ouimet, has been ordered to keep itself in
roadiness.

Mr. BLAKE. What strength ?

Mr. CARON. I cannot exactly say, as the return is not
in; but .I should fancy botween 300 and 350 mon. The
last muster of the battalion in Montreal showed about 350
men as efficient. I should fancy that would be about the
number that woulrgo to the front.

Mr. GATULT. What kind of arme will our men have
who go to the front ? I understand that the rebels are sup-
plied with the best Winchester and Remington repeating
rifles, whereas our mon are going up there with the old
Sniders. I was at the drill hall in Montreal on Satnrday
night, and I may say that you eau get 2,000 men there pre-
pared to go to the North-West whenever they are ordered.
I hope that the Militia Department here will see that our
men are armed with proper rifles-rifles that will earry
eleven or twelve hundred yards, and none of these short
range guns, because all will depend on the use of long range
arms.

Mr. CARON. In answer to the hon. gentleman
I may say that we have furnished very good arme to the
force we are now sending up, and we will continue to serve
out to them the very best arms that can be procured, consid-
ering the short notice at which we were called upon.

Mr. BLAKE. I may say that though I may differ in
judgment from hon. gentlemen I shall not to-day make any
remark or draw any inforence from the public documents
which I have beside me as to the character of the arme. I
shall only say that I hold hon. gentlemen personally as well
as politically responsible, if, at whatever expense it may
cost, the force that may go to the North-West are not sup-
plied with the very best arms that it is possible to procure.
I maintain that no matter what the condition of thingse, no
matter what it may cost, no matter what express trains you
may require to take them, no matter through what territory
they may require to go, it would be nothing less than mur-
der to send thom up with anything but the best arme.

Mr. O'BRIEN. I wish to remark for the information of
hon. gentlemen who may not be practically acquainted with
the subject. that I do not believe that there is practically a
botter rifle than the Snider-Enfield. 1 am perfectly satisfied
in my own mind that that is the case, and to-day many
military mon think that for all practical purposes, for all
general purposes, it is equal to the Martini. It is an
unsettled point whether there is a botter rifle than it, but
I am perfectly satisfied that it ie as good an arm as we
could put in the hands of our men.

Mr. GAULT. There is a gentleman at Medicine Hat
whom I know very well-Thomas Tweed -who has gathered
a company of 100 men. He was on the Red River expedi-
tion, and is a smart, active man, and I hope and trust the
Government will give him sufficient arme to arm the people
around him with the best arme they have.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the hon. gentle-
man opposite did not exorcise a wise discretion in making
the personal attack on the Government which ho bas just
made-saying that ho would hold them personally and
politically responsible. What right bas ho to hold us per-
sonally and politically responsible ? It is more impudence
on the part of the hon. gentleman.

Mr. BLAKE. What I said was that if the Government
did not at whatever expense and cost provide the volunteers
that are going to the North-West with arme of the very best
quality I would hold them politically and personally respon-
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sible, and as one who has relatives and near friends who are
going there I will hold them personally and politically
responsible, whether the hon, gentleman regards it as
impudence or not.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mine ancient pistol spoke
very brave words at the bridge, and the hon. gentleman
opposite speaks very brave words at the bridge. Let him
volunteer himoelf and go to the front; let him take his
rifle.

Mr. BLAKE. I wish to enquire, Sir, whether proper
steps have been taken to supply those in the North-West
who are going forward, and those who are going up to the
North-West, with specially warm clothing and proper foot-
ing to carry them through their marches?

Mr. CARON. I have already stated that every possible
measure has been taken by the Department to give every
possible comfort, and to provide the troops that are going
up with everything necessary to enable them to go through
a long voyage and to withstand the climate of that
country.

Mr. CASEBY If I am correctly informed, and I think the
information came from the hon. gentleman himself a year
or two ago in the course of a debate, a considerable number
of Martini-Henry's are in store in this country, brought
over for the purpose of rifle shooting. I remember urging
on him several times to have these arms brought out, and I
understood that they procured some.

Mr. CARON. We have, and we have issued some to the
men and will issue them.

Mr. BLAKE. I see it is stated that the Military Secre-
tary of the Governor General has proceeded to the North-
West. I desire to enquire whether he is under the instruc-
tions of the Government, and in what capacity he goes ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Lord Melgund has volun-
teered to go up and put himself under the orders of the
Major General. He will take his orders from the Major
General, and will be employed as the Major General thinks
most useful.

Mr. BLAKE. I desire to enquire whether the commis.
sion which was spoken of the other day, has issued ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. 1 cannot say it has, but
I think it has.

Mr. BLAKE. When are the commissioners expected to
start on their journey ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Next Thursday.

Mr. BLAKE. I desire to enquire whether the hon. gen-
tleman proposes, in conformity with the understanding
arrived at on Friday, to lay any papers or information upon
the Table with reference to the points which were involved
in the subject of a formal discussion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. To what points does the
hon. gentleman refer.

Mr. BLAKE. I am sorry these things passed from the
hon. gentleman's memory so early. I pointed out on Thurs-
day that there had been long standing questions with refer-
once to the half-breed claims in connection with the lands
upon which they have settled, and also claims to be placed
in the same position as the Manitoba half-breeds. I asked
that we should have information, all reports, all papers, all
dates, showing what the action of the Government has been
since they had taken office with reference to these claims.
I do not speak of each one in detail, but the general results,

The hon, gentleman stated that these claims had now been
adjusted-I refer to the settlement claims-except some-
where about fifty, which fifty were to be the subject of
investigation by the commission; but we had no dates as'to
the period of adjustment and their communication to the
popu lation; no material at all as to the process of adjust-
ment. So it was pointed ont with reference to the sur-
veys, that there had been surveys on the rectangu-
lar plan. But there were no papers with reference
to that brought down. So with reference to the
question as to their being placed on the same footing
as the Manitoba half-breeds, and the decision of the
Government, which was alluded to in the one report, as a
subject involving consideration, and other information and
dates upon that point. I also mentioned the published
report that Riel had been invited into the country last
summer, that he had answered the invitation and had come
there; and I assumed that reports had been sent to the
Government on that subject. As to the state of the country
I assumed also that the Government, having public means
of information had requested information, and that they
obtained it. Papers on that point would be interesting too.
The Government also gave certain orders that Fort Carlton
was to be occupied, they withdrew arms from the forces at
Duck Lake and that they obtained-as appears from the
annual report of Col. Houghton-information from him with
reference to their division in the country. These reports as to
matters taking place during the course oflast summer would
be important in order that we might see what the condition
Of things has been in the country for the past few months.
There have beon, if I am rightly informed, reports from
others, among them from Mr. Stephenson. I presume there
is also a report from Mr. Burgess, after bis return from the
North-West, as I perceive that he was interviewed, as is the
modern phrase, and gave some information on that country.
I dare say that Mr. Schmidt, the Government employé who
was chairman of one of the first meetings attended by Riel,
may have supplied reports. I have no doubt there are also
some reports from Mr. Dewdney, the Lieutenant-Governor,
and I should think there would be some from the late
Dominion Lands Commissioner, and from Mr. Pearce. I
have been told that there was a letter from Colonel Strange,
giving his opinion of the condition of things last fall; I
received a communication to that effect a moment ago.
Then the North-West corps and companies, I think, were
disbanded by order of the 13th of Septeraber last, or there-
abouts. The reports and orders upon which these North-
West corps and companies were disbanded would also be
interesting.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The papers connected with
the half-breeds, and their claims in relation to the surveys,
which I had forgotten that the hon. gentleman had partic-
larly referred to, are now in course of preparation.

Mr. IVES. It strikes me that it is barely possible for us
to give this matter just a little too much prominence. Of
course, I would not for a moment belittle the gravity or the
importance of the situation in the North-West. But it seems
to me that if the people of this country should spend as
large a proportion of their time in discussing this matter
as we are in this House, it would be a very serious thing
for the Dominion. Now, we should not forget that with
our neighbors in the United States, a difficulty on the fron-
tier and the loss of ten or a dozen lives is, I won't say of
daily, but certainly of monthly occurrence, and it does
not create as much excitement there as it does here.
It does seem to me that while the Government should
take every means to quell the uprising, Parliament,
by devoting so much of its time and giving se much pro-
minence to the matter, may impress the world, and intend-
ing immigrants particularly, with a false ideaof the position
of matters in the North-West. I know, as a matter of fact,
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that the state of things in the North-West is now being
used in St. Paul and by the landed interestg of the Northern
Pacifie Railway as a reason to persuade people that they
should not go further than St. Paul, and that immigrants
intending to go to Manitoba and the North-West should
-stop on their side of the boundary. Reports are circulated
that the whole country is in a condition of war, and that
life and property are in danger north of the boundary line.
We are certainly giving some countenance to that by our
discussions, I think we should leave the matter in the
hands of those who are responsible to the country, and
should go on with our business as if it was not a matter of
life and death to the Dominion of Canada.

Mr. BLAKE. It is a matter of life and death to a good
many people.

Mr. CARON. With reference to what the hon. gentle.
man has said about the companies which were disbanded in
the North-West, I wish to state that they were disbanded in
consequence of the disorganised state in which they were.
Colonel Houghton was sent up as usual to hold his inspec-
tion of the various companies, whose names appeared on
this paper, and he fonnd that these companies were com-
pletely disorganised. We did not treat them differently from
any other companies in any other district. When any com-
panies become disorganised, the invariable practice of the
Department is to call in the arms and put them in a place
of safety.

Mr. WATSON. I believe those companies were organ-
ised and drilled for years; and they disorganised them-
eelves simply because they could get no uniforms. All that
they were furnished with was a common saddle, I believe,
and a carbine rifle ;' and they could not get uniforms or
places to drill in with their horses. This was the reason
they were disorganised. I am surprised to hear any mem-
ber of this House get up and make such remarks as those
which have fallen from the hon. member for Richmond and
Wolfe (Mr. Ives). le evidently looks at the matter like a
speculator in that country, as some other members of this
Ilouse are.

Mr. IVES. I am not as much a speculator in that country
as you are.

Mr. WATSON. There are people in the country
surrounded by thousands ofIndiaus, as the hon. gentleman
knows-Indians that I believe the Government is preparing
to guard the people against now. I believe the Government
is perfectly right in sending a large force of men into the
country. It is better to discuss the matter- in this louse
than to have more bloodshed, and I am surprised at any
hon. member getting up and speaking in the way the hon.
gentleman has done.

THIRD READING.

Bill (No. 73) to incorporate the Alberta and Athabaska
Railway Company.-(Mr. Williams.)

SECOND READING.

Bill (No. 114) to comprise in one Act a limitation of the
share and loan capital of the Hamilton Provident and Loan
Society-(from the Senate).-(Mr. Kilvert.)

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY-CONSTRUCTION TO
INDIAN TOWN.

Mr. WELDON asked, What amount has been paid on
account of the construction of the Intercolonial Railway to
Indian Town? What was the cost of survey, and does such
most include costs of surveys prior to 1884.

Mr. lvis.

Mr. POPE. The amount paid on account of constrition
is $33,981.65. Cost of surveys prior to 1884, $1,884. No
expenditure made on surveys in 1884.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY-COST OF EQUIPMENT.

Mr. BLAKE asked, What is the cost of the existing
equipment of the Intercolonial Railway?

Mr. POPE. $5,627,719.

POST OFFICE AT "LES FONDS."

Mr. RINFRET asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to establish a post office at a place ealled "Les
Fonds," in the Parish of St. Antoine, county of Lotrinière ?

Mr. CARLING. It has been decided to establish a post
office at the place mentioned.

PORT MOODY DOCK, BIRITISH COLUMBIA.

Mr. CASEY asked, Have tenders been called for or
received, or bas a contract been lot for the renewal or
repair of dock at Port Moody, British Columbia, reported
by engineer to be gravely injured by borers in 1888? H so,
at whut date ? What precautions is it intended to take to
prevent iresh injury by borers ? What material is to be
used in renewals or repairs ?

Mr. POPE. Tenders have been called for, but no tenders
have been received and consequently no contract has been
let. About a month ago they were called for, as near as I can
remember. As tothe precautions taken, it is designed tohave
iron and concrete below high wator.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-EASTERN DIVI-
SION-EARNINGS AND EXPENSES.

Mr. BLAKE asked, What were the carnings and working
expenses of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, Eastern Divi-
sion, for the year 1884?

Mr. POPE. I have not the information. If the hon.
gentleman moves for it in the ordinary way, I will send to
the Railway Department for it.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-WESTERN DIVI-
SION-EARNINGS AND EXPENBES.

Mr. BLAKE asked, What were the earnings and working
expenses of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, Western Divi-
sion, for the year 1884 ?

Mr. POPE. Same answer.

QU'APPELLE VALLEY PARMING COMPANY.
Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the Qu'Appelle Valley

Farming Company bas applied for a change in their agree-
ment with the Government and whether any change has
been made therein?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, they have applied
for a change in their agreement, and a change bas been
made. I will bring down the particulars.

MAIL TRAINS-GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY.
Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex) moved:
For a return showing the date of departure from Toronto and arrival

at Brockville of all trains on the Grand Trunk Railway carrying Ber
Majesty's mails from the lt February to the 30th of April, in the years
1881, 1882, 1883, 1884, and in the present yr up to the date of the
return; also, the date of departure from Brockville and arrival atOttawa
of all similar trains on that portion of the Canadian Pacifie Railway-
between the two points last named during the same pbriods eflime.

He said: My purpose in submitting this motion is to draw
the attention of hon. members to the very serious delay that
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has occurred recently or during the àession of the louse i
delivering the mails over that section of the Grand Trun
Railway west of Toronto and the intermediate points eas
of Toronto on the same line of railway. What the reaso
for that delay may be other than the severity of the season'
am not prepared to say, but one fact is known to all the mem
bers of the House, and that is that the section of the C.inadia
Pacifie Riilway from Brockville to Ottawa has lengthene
materially the time during which trains travel over it
from what it was in previous years, I am not in any way dis
posed to censure any railroad for delays over which it car
have no control, and necessarily these must be very seriou
in the winter season, but I think this House owes it to itsel
and owes it to the country that the valuable franchises tha
have been conferred by it on the different railway system
of the country should secure to the people in return all roa
sonable mail facilities. If the recent opening of the Ontari
and Quebec section ofthe Canadian Pacifie Railway has led t
these delays or has been a material factor in producing the
delays in the mails, I think this House should know it. M
motive is to bring to the attention of the House and the
country the fact that these delays are occurring. I am sure
hon. gentlemen must have found it a matter of seriou
inconvenience to maintain that correspondence with their
own localities which is a necessity with many of them
at all events, who have to leave their business for suc
a length of time as they are compelled to leave it; and
if their -convenience could be aided in any way by an
intimation to any of these companies which are responsible
that the flouse looks to them to facilitate the carrying o
the mails as much as possible, my object will have been
accomplished.

Mr. CASEY. I hope the hon. gentleman will add to his
resolution an enquiry into the date of departure of trains
from Ottawa and their arrival at Brockville, as I think that
is quite as important as the other. I move that those words
be added. I think the delay of mails coming eastward has
certainly been scandalous on this section of the road. I
think also that the alteration of the date at which the mail
train leaves Ottawa to connect with the Grand Trunk
is a very serions and totally unnecessary inconvenience
to those who have to send mails by this road. We all
remember that the mail train for Brockville used to leave
at about 11 o'clock at night, and you could mail letters for
it up to 10 o'clock. That train now leaves here at about
8.30, losing thereby at loast two and a half hours, during
which you might write letters to go by that train. It makes
comparatively little difference to those of us who live west
of Toronto, because we can send our 'letters at the later
hour by the Canadian Pacifie Railway itself, but to those
who wish to correspond with Toronto or points east along
the Grand Trunk, it must be a serious·inconvenince. I urge
as strongly as possible upon the Postmaster.General that
his Department has some responsibility in regard to this
matter. The Department should have the power, if it has
not-I believe it has under existing laws, but, if not, it
should be given the power-to see that mail trains are not
wantonly changed in their hours and that the hours of the
departure of mails are not wantonly made inconvenient to
the public, especially that the public are not inconvenienced
in the interests of the railway company itself. It is clear
in this case that the train is not necessarily changed to the
earlier hour, because it has up to this year made connec-
tions with the Grand Trunk, starting at a later hour, and
there is no doubt that it could do so still. It is therefore
for some other reason, for the convenience, of the company
itseolf only, that the hour for the departure of the mail has
been changed. I understand that the mail and passenger
cars are attached to a local way train, which stops and
shunts at all the stations between Ottawa and Brockville,
The reason ie ànot far to seek. It is easy to see that the
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n Canadian Pacifie Railway Company wish to divert traffie
k from the Grand Trunk route to their own route between here
st and Toronto, and it is quite natural that they should wish
n te take any means at their disposal, the means in this case
I being to make it inconvenient for the public either to go
l- or to send letters by the Brockville route. I contend

n that, in this case, where the railway company in question
d is practically a Government institution, when it has
t, received all the cost of all its lines almost from the Govern-
s- ment, at ail events the vast majority of the price, as some
n think a good deal more, it should be compelled, as far as
s the laws put it in the power of the Government to compel it
f to yield to the convenience of the public even at some incon-
.t venience to itself. I have pointed out that there is nothing
s impracticable in keeping that train at the old hour, nothing
- impracticable in acting for the public convenience in this
o matter, and probably no loss to the company would be in-
o volved in coming back to the old hours, except that they
e would have to give up this means of annoying the Grand
y Trunk and preventing traffic going by that road. I think

they should be forced to give that up if the law allows it to
e be done. Whether the law empowers the Government te do
s this or not, the influence of the Government over this com-
r pany ought te be such that they should be able te secure
, this beneficial change. I hope the Government will carry
h this out, and that the Postmaster General and his col.
, leagues will see that the matter is remedied.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I would suggest to my hon.
friend who has moved this resolution that he should ask for

f the date and the heur, because it is evident that the date
only means the day of the month, and what we want te
ascertain is the hour as well as the day of the month. In
reference te the remarks of my hon. friend from Elgin (Mr.
Casey), I am informed-I don't know if I am correctly
informed or not-that the mails for the west are still sent by
the Grand Trunk lino and not by the Ontario and Quebec.
If that is not se, I shall be glad to hear from the Postmaster
General. It is clear that the new and shorter line, the
Ontario and Quebec, should be used for the conveyance of
mails. It is used almost exclusively for the conveyance of
passengers, and I think the mails ought certainly to go by
the shortest, the most direct, and the most reliable road,
which it certainly is. la my experience, the Ontario and
Quebec train is almost invariably sharp on time in arriving
at Toronto and in arriving here, and the Grand Trunk is
aImost invariably from one to four or five hours late.

Mr. CASEY. I quite agree with the remarks of the hon.
member that mails for points west of Toronto should be sent
by the Ontario and Quebec, which is the shortest route. I
wished to call the attention of the Department to that
matter and will do so officially by letter. I think that the
through mails should go by the Ontario and Quebec since
that route is the shortest. It would also be a great couve.
nience to our part of the country, if a mail clerk were put
upon that train. I do not like te suggest anything that
involves extra expense, but I am informed that there is no
mail clerk on the Canadian Pacifie coming down by the
night train,so that letters have to go to the Toronto post office
to be sorted, and therefore they lose connection westward by
the Credit Valley te St. Thomas, and all other places for
which that is the distributing point.

Mr. M[TCHIELL. I rise to notice a remark made by the
lon. member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) in which he
assumed that the fault lies with the Canadian Pacifie, ho
takes that for granted. He forgets that there are some
people in this House who know a little about that as well as
himself. If he watched the arrivals and departures of the
Grand Trunk, as I have, he would find that nine times out of
ton they are behind time; indeed, se general is their delay
that nobody expects them te arrive at the advertised hour.
With regard to what he aid as to the Canadian Pacifie
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making some changes for their own purposes, I am not With regard to the remarks of the hon, gentleman who has
going to say whether they did or did not; I know nothing juet spoken and of other hon. gentlemen, I May eaýy.that
about it; but if the hon. gentleman makes that statement ever since the Sesion commened two mails a day have
on information I would like to ask him where he got his been carried both ways by the Ganadian Pacifie between
information. Did he get it from the Canadian Pacifie or Toronto and Ottawa. A mail is brought in the morning
the Grand Trunk? Perhaps lie got it from the Grand train and another in the evening train; a mail leaves bore
Trunk. Now, Sir, there are two sides to that question. The every morning at 12 o'clock, and every ovening at 11.05;
fact of the matter is the delays on the Grand Trunk have a so that two mails have regularly been carried by the Can-
great deal to do with the delay of the mails. With regard to adian Pacific between Toronto and Ottawa since the com-
the time that is taken to go from here to Brockville, it is quite mencement of the Session. With regard to the connection
clear the Canadian Pacific,with the great through connection at Brockville, the iepartment have done everything in
they have established to the satisfaction and comfort of the their power to have the mails carried by the ewiftest train,
whole travelling community of this country, have a right to but it je not in the power of the Government, I think, Io
make such arrangements as will best suit their own conveni- compel railways to make connections. Of course, woeare
ence. True it is that the Postmaster General should endeavor most anxious that tbey should nake connections, and tho
to utilise the speediest, the best and safest lino, and I think difficulty is that the Canadian Pacifie starts here at haif
if he has not employed the Canadian Pacifie to carry the past 8 in the ovening instead of il as it used to do. 0f
mails to Toronto and intermediate points upon that road, it course they are slow-in getting to Brockville; stili the cou-
is time that he did, for I know that the universal feeling of nection is made with the Grand Trunk on the up train from
the passenger traffic that comes and goes, is that they would Montreal to Brockville and from Montreal to Toronto; also
very largely prefer to travel by the route which they find the train eoming down from Toronto in the morning con-
to be the quickest and most comfortable, and that is the necte with the Brockville train from Ottawa. 1 believe the
Canadian Pacifie. Before my hon. friend makes a statement mail that leaves Toronto in the evening je delivered in
to the louse assuming that the Canadian Pacific have made Ottawa by ninoclock in the morning. Everything has
a change sololy for the purpose of discommoding the Grand been done by the Department 10 expedite the maile, both
Trunk, ho had botter make enquiry from the Canadian whule Parliameut je jn session and during the recess.
Pacifie Company, and ascertain what the rossons are for
thehange. I have heard the roasons stated and, alhoug i Mr. BLAKE. Those of us who live in Toronto finwd thatnot paid muh attention to the matter, I understand a good portion of otr mail from the west comes by the ona
il 8 for the purpose cf suitieg the convenience of their owvn company, and a portion by the other. As a genral rule
road, for the purpose of enabling their trains rub in the I get my nrewpaper s by the Canadian Pacifie train, and I
way tbe.t would best sait the convenience of the company, get my etters almOt invariably by the Grand Trnk som

,ys nda o h is trstrainan .aoherinthereeingatrain ami evshr

both as to time ad as to the emplo h at o i here a ilsentewn by both
tribution of the trains. roade how doe it happen that the letter almot aiways

Mtr. CASEY. Juht what I eaiacor e by the slower rwad? Thire muet be a defet rinth,
arrangements by which the bulk of the mail malter, topro-

Mir. DIJNDÂS. My exporience is -eonfirmatory cf the sume, com es by the slower ohe routes. Of course i ae
supposition cf the hon. member for West Elgin. This jeobvostaiout there is ne long and efficient paesenger con-
certainly a malter of great inconvenience to the Public. netion between this place and the front, and we have
Not cnly are the trains twe hours and z-balf longer reach- geL te put up with it as best we can under the present .ate
ing Brockvile from bore iu the evening, but the authornties of the law mBut wha we have a right tote uerand othat
on the Canadian Pacifie refuse to check baggage throngh particularly if, as the Minniter says, o uses boTironad, the
from the point cf shipment bore te any point on the Grand letters should com by the fasteot route.
Trunk-Mr. CARLING. I am glad the hon. gentleman bas called

Mr. MITCHELL. The Grand Trunk eau do the saine. my attention tethis maTter. It muet be that the Toronto

Mir. UNDAS. I ar nnet aware of that, but while thiepost office end the bulk cf the mails by the Grand Trunk
question is teforo the flouse ib is well to ventilate the mat- iustead ofnhe Canadian Pacifie. I will look into the matter
ter. I do nt mean to say hatyhe Canadian Pacifie are not and sec that a remedy is applied.
doing as other roade would do under the same circumetances; Mr. CAMVERON (Victoria). My experience is sirnilar
I Pcfrely point cut bis fact asan addititnal evidence that to that cf the hon. member for West Durham. IgeL
the supposition hf thea on. mmber for West Elgin jehry newspapers the first thiug in the merning, but I have
cIhnect te wait tilpalaae in the afteruon for my ltters. The hrter,

Mr. WfIoTE (r frew). I think there canunot be cor by the Grand trhek, and the newspapers by inc
any doabt but that thchPosîmaster General ought te take Ontari and Quebc.
some stops tIe have the mail from Toronto carriod by the Mr.d- CAMERON (Middlesex). I have ne ebjection
Ontari and Quebec. I know that frequently trains ltro - ta the motion being mended by inserting the wrdsI"and
ing here ut 4.55 fe Pembroke are obliged tE romain at the heurshsi departure from Brockville tOttawa,>' howing
Careton Place art e or four hoeurs waiting for the train the date and heur of departure. i think a referecete the
from Brockville in contequence of delays upon the Grand heur should be embodied u tho motion. But I just waut
'frank; and as the Grand Trunk carnies the mail for all te direct attention to one other conideration in connection
points westward and northward the Canadian Pacifiehuems with the quesion that le being dealt with. Thero are a
il in the publicintereset, and for the public convenience, te great any peints between Toronto and Ottawa alog the
hold their trains at Carleton Place te await bhc arrivais of lino cf the Gi and Trunk that muet t.eceEsarily depeud on
the trains fÉom Brockville. I have known many instances that road for their mail accommodation. Se il has become
lu which the train hue had te wait for he Grand Trunk, an important, if net a imperative, maltereshat thmeo.nec-
and I thiUNk the IPsmaster General would be cnsulting tien ut Brockville hould bc an ordinarily expeditioesthie.
the publi econvenience ifHo iwould ave the mails carried by W know as a fatt that the lime on he Breckville and
the Ontario and Q tebec, especilly for ail points northward. Ottawa section of the Çanadian Pacifie failway bas been

Mr. CARLING. Therei a ne objection te givig any engthened sorething liko eue heur over what il was
information in the possession of the Government with ilst Sossidn. That is undoubtedly a just cause for er-
regard to the arrivai and departure of mails from Ottawa.rplaint by those whose commuications come fro thee

M[r. MztlIIELL.
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neighborhoods affected; and I think as regards the arrange-
mente made with the Post Office Department, all mail matter
west of Toronto comes by the same route, the consequence
being that the mail matter from Toronto reaches by the
Canadian Pacifie Railway-and I muet say that during this
Session it bas reached us fairly near the time advertised-and
that from the west comes by the Grand Trunk, and it has
been notoriously irregular. The complaint consequently is
not a local one; it is sufficiently general to induce the Post-
master General, I trust, to give some attention to it and
make some representation that will provide a rernedy. I
am not by any means disposed to advertise any railway; I
am quite indifferent so far as the mails are corcerned over
what railway they are carried. I am not like the hon.
member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), who controls a
newspaper; it is some time since I took any share in news'
paper management; and I am quite prepared to accept any
road, whatever its interests, so long as it carries the mails
as expeditiously as possible. It lies with this louse to
imperatively insist on any railway company to whom is
given a public franchise so valuable as that possessed by
the roads from Brockville to Ottawa and between Toronto
and Brockville, to see that the train service, both passenger
and mail, is performed with reasonable expedition.

Motion agreed to.

POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS.
Mr. FAIRBANK moved for:

Return showing the number of persons who on the 30th June, 1884,
had deposits in the Post Office Savings Bank of the following amounts:'

Number having sume not exceeding................. $100''l" between..... ........ 100 and $30
..... 300500

t' " .... 500 cc 1,000
" (if any) " exceeding......... . .1,000 and

the amount, if any, of the several sum exceeding $1,000, and in each
clas giving the number of males and femalea deposting,also the Province
in which the deposit was made and the same information in ail respects
regarding depositors in the Goverunment Savings Bank,

le said: At a time when public attention is so intensely
directed to events in the North-West, at a time when we
are watching the fitting ont and departure of our citizen
soldiery to restore law and order in that country, at a time
when crape is being placed upon many homes in Canada,
and when the deepest possible anxiety is being felt in thou-
eands of homes over those who are going forward, an
anxiety which can only be appreciated by those who have
experienced it or closely observed it, I hesitate to call the
attention ofthe louse to so dry a subject as that of savings
banks, and I realise that I can hardly expect to attract the
ear of hon. members on this subject. Yet I feel that, in
asking for a return involving a considerable amount of
labor in two departments, not such an amount however as
would at first appear, I am called upon to give some reason
for asking for such return. I believe that the House and
the country desire fuller information as to whether the
Post Office Savings Bank and Government Savings Banks
are in their working, carrying out the objects for which sav-
ings banks wero instituted. ln defining what I understand
to be those principles I may be pardoned for referring very
briefly and imperfectly to their origin. In doing so [1can.
not do better than to quote from Emerson W. Keyes. Ie
said.:

" Savings banks were conceived aul instituted as a means to an end.
Their ultimate purpose in the social economy was to abate the evils of
extreme poverty. Devices to this end, in the form of measures for the
care and maintenance of the poor, had served little more than to aggra-
vate the evils they were ordained to mitigate. Appropriations for the
BUpport of the destitute showei in the result as bmaties offered to idle-
ness and improvidence. Statesmen were baffld by thi3 ever-recurrin g
problem of human want, whose magnitude m>creased and whose difficul-
ties multiplied witheveryattempt at its solution. They could not stop,
they dare not go on; to stop was to decree starvation to thousands, to1
ga on was to invite the idle and dissolute to unite with the destitute in1
cFyiig for bread. ln this strait to the aid of statesmauship came philan-
thropy, with the suggestion, novel at the time, that incentives to indus-

try might be more effective than gratulties to idieness in dimiuishing
the evils and bardens of pauperism. These incentives philanthropy
proposed to supply by offering to the small savings of frugal industry
what they had zgver before enjoyed-a place of secure deposit, where in
time of need they oould be withdrawn, together with such moderato
interest as they had earned. In contrast with the vast monetary
interests controlled, and nearly or remotely aifected by savinga banksi a
our day, their humble origin in the abodes of poverty and toif, which it
was their mission to brighten with the hope of gain, is difficult to
realise yet under circumatances such as we have ontlinedand with the
single purpose which wc have designatcd, did savingo banks, both la
Europe aud Âmerica, have their inception."
Allowing ail due credit to the establishment of somewhat
similar institutions a little earlier in Hamburg and Berne, I
think England is fairly entitled to be considered the cradle
of savings banks. The agitation in their favor commenced
about the close of the last century, but it was not until the
beginning of the present century that the exertions received
assistance from legislation. That which was accomplished
was by individual exertion down to 1817, at which tirue
there were 74 savings banks in E ogland and Wales. An
Act was then introduced for the encouragement of the
establishment of banks of savings. It did encourage.
It so far encouraged that within ton years from
their recognition by law,' namely in 1827, 392,000
depositors had £14,000,000 sterling in those banks.
lu 1837 there were 636,000 depositors, and they had £19,000,-
000 deposited; in 1847, 1.096,000, with £30,000,000 ;and
in 1861, 1,609,000, with £41,000,000 in 638 savings banks.
In this year, 1861, a Bill, suggested as early as 1807 by
Samuel Whitebread, advocated by George Sykes and drafted
by George Chetwind and H. Scudamore, with the assistance
of Sir Rowland Hill, was passed by Gladstone. It ise on.
titled : "An Act to grant additional facilities for depositing
small savings at interest, with the security of the Govern.
ment for the due repayment thereof." Up to this period
the Governmont did not give its security to these depositors,
They aided therm so far as the interest was conoerned, but
the Government were not responsible. Losses occurred,
resulting from defalcation, and it became desirable to make
the Government responsible for these deposits. An Act of
Parliament was the result, and it seems to have been pre-
pared and its details carried out with the greatest possible
care. Deposits in any one year were limited to thirty pounds
sterling, and the total deposit, including interest, limited
to two hundred pounds, and the interest t t wo and a half per
cent. So successful has this post ofice savings bank in Eng-
land been, that by the close of tbe year 1888 there were 7,369
post office savings banks in Great Britain and Ireland
having over three millions of depositors, the exact number
being 3,105,642, having deposits to the immense @am of
£41,768,808, sterling. The increase for the year which
closed on the 31st December, 1883, the latest for which we
have returns, was £2,730,987 or in round numbers 131 mil.
lion dollars. While many are rejoicing in the evidences
which the deposits in our own savings banks, of 1i
million dollars in last year, give of the prosperity of
the country it must afford us pleasure to find so large
an increase in the old country, indicating that the honored
mother of our system shows no sign of decline. The
average deposit at the time I mentioned-the close of the
last year, in England and Wales was £ L3 10s. 6d. or about
$66. The largest draft for the year was in the latter part
of December, no doubt the result of a requisition made by
His Royal Highness Prince Santa Claus, God bless him.
Who shall estimate the benefits of these savings bankse?
They are beyond our power to estimatu. I think, Sir, if the
authors of that systen, who by their thought and exertions
established it, c mld see the result of their labors
they would consider it an ample reward- such as Jeremy
Bentham, whose idea towards the close of last century, took
the form of "Fragality Banks;" 3Mrs. Priscilla Wake.
field, with her "Friendly Society;" John Markersy, with
his " Friendly Bank for the saving of the poor ;" Lady
Isabella Douglas; Rev. Henry Duncan, J. .L Forbes, and
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last but not least, Patrick Colquhoun, and many others.
These, Sir, are names, that when the record is made up of
those who loved their fellow men and worked for thoir
benefit will stand high in the list. Such s the honored
mother of our Canadian savings bank which, established in
1877 has progressed so rapidly and so well, that on the 30th
June, 1884, it had in the Provinces of Ontario and Quebec
343 offices with 66,682 depositors; their accounts amounted
to $13,245,552, or an average of $198.63 each, an increase
in the year of 81,269,315. I think, Mir. Speaker, that we
cannot too highly estimate the influence and effect of the
post office savings banks. I cannot do botter in this con-
nection than read a brief extract from Mr. Gilbart's work
on banking. He makes the following quotation from the
Edinburgh reports:-

"It secures independence without inducing pride-it removes those
painful misgivings which render the approaches of poverty Bo appalling
and often paralyse the exertions that might ward off the blow. It leads
to temperance and the restraint of all disorderly passions. It produces
that sobriety of mind and steadiness of conduct which afford the best
foundation for domestic virtues in humble life. The effects of such an
Institution as this upon the character of the people, were it to become
umiversal would be almost inappreciable."

Again ho says:
" The deposit system of banking is universally considered to be one

cause of the prudence and frugality by which the people of Scotland
are distinguished. In every point of view the savings banks appear
calculated te produce unminglea good. They extend te persons of
smal means ail the benefits of banking. The industrious have thus a
place where their small savings may be lodged with perfect security
from lous, and with the certainty of increase. They tend to foster that
diaposition to accumulate which is usually associated with temperance
and prudence in aIl the transactions of life. Upon the mercantile inter-
esta of society they have the same effect as commercial banking. The
various amall sums which were lying unproductive in the hands of
many jadividuals are collected into one sum and lodged in the public
fand."
The savings of the individual, I think, partake of the nature
of a reserve to an army-they give it confidence and
strength. The question has been asked, are they adapted
to the country? I believe they are particularly so. Forta-
nately, Sir, in this happy new country we have not such
masses as are to be found in less favored lands, upon whom
the demand for daily bread is so pressing upon their capa-
city to earn bread as to leave scarcely a hope for improve-
ment. It is true, Sir, that we have not poverty to the same
extent, and massed in the same manner, as it is in less
favored lands. Still, we should not deceive ourselves on
this point. It is as true to-day as it was 1,800 years ago,
that "the poor ye have always with you;" and with all
the blessings that surround our people, to-night, Sir, in
this happy country, many a woman and many a
child will retire to their scanty cot cold and hungry.
If we investigate the causes of poverty, we shall
ftnd that many times it is not from lack of physical ability
to earn a sufficient amount to preserve them from the miseries
of want, but rather from inability properly to apply
those earnings. In speaking of poverty, I do not desire to
do so in any offensive manner. I do not desire to cast any
stigma on persons who are very poor. Poverty is a some-
what indefinite term. The man who lives within his means
and has a small saving escapes many of the serious ills of
poverty, while he who lives beyond his means, I care noti
how large they are, will experience many of the keenesti
pangs ot poverty. I use the term as applied to persons of
small means. With regard to the question of the rate of1
interest that should be paid in the savings banks, 1 do not
look upon the existing rate as a sacred one, which is debarred
from discussion. I think it is ene which may properly be
discussed.· My own opinion upon that matter is thatj
the rate should not often be changed. The number ofg
depositors are much too great to be dealt with frequently.9
In England the rate of interest paid is 2½ per cent.;1
but we ail know that interest is higher in a new1
country than in an old country; money is worthi
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more in Canada than it is in England. In deal.
ing with the question of interest, I think so long as the
deposits are confined to the class for whom they were
originally intended, we should be at all times ready and
willing to pay quite as high a rate of interest to the deposi.
tors in the savings banks as we do when borrowing money
elsewhere; and I think we should give every doubt in favor
of small savings. We cannot at present borrow money in
other countries for less than about four per cent.; and I
believe the rate of interest we allow on deposits in savings
banks is not too high at presont; and I think there is no
prospect that it will require teobe reduced for a considera-
ble period of time. Upon this point we may gain a little
knowledge, perhaps, from the experience of Belgium. She
recently reduced 'the rate of interest on deposits, to the
injury of her savings banks. And I believe that every man
who gives careful attention to the question will be auxious
to deal liberally with these depositors. I did regret, Sir,
that the Minister of Finance thought that there
were insurmountable difficultids in the way of
extending the benefits of the savings banks by
adopting the card system, by which postage stamps
are saved, which has proved very successful in
England. He raised as an objection to it the expense in the
commission upon stamps sold. 1t is true, thore might be
some small loss there; but as these deposits would not
draw interest until they amounted to a certain sum, there
would always be a considerable sum that would not draw
interest, and that would to a large extent compensate for
the expenses of the commission on the stampe; and I
believe on faller examination it will bo found that the
benefits which would result from encouraging children to
make those savings would more than pay for the losa
which would be incurred. While the post office savings
banks have succeeded exceeding well in Canada, certainly
the mother land holds the lead. I believe that there they
strictly limit the yearly deposit to £30; our yearly depoet
allowed is $300, but I helieve that upon applicaton to the
Postmaster General permission is given to increase that
deposit to $1,000. However, the test I would apply, in com-
paring the success of the post office savings banks in England
and in Canada, would not be the amount of the deposit,
but the number of persons availing themselves of the
system. In England and Wales-and we must remen-
ber that these post office savings »anks have been
in existence only five years longer than in Canada-one-
ninth of the population are depositers in the post office
savings banks, in addition to which there are 1,500,000
depositors in the old savings banks, while in Ontario the
depositors are one to thirty-four. This comparison shows
largely in favor of England. The average amount of deposit
in Great Britain is $66, while in Ontario and Quebec it is
$198. Thus we find that the number of depositors in
England in proportion to the population is nearly four
times as great as it is in Ontario. In Quebec, the number
is very much less. But I do not think it is fair to compare
England with Quebec, owing to the habits the people of
Quebec have fallen into previous to the establishment of
post office savings banks of depositing in certain
savings banks which now hold large deposits. The
depositors in Quebec are in the proportion of one to 130.
The average amount of deposits in Ontario is nearly
three times as great as in England. The test to which I
wish to call attention is this: I look upon the savings banks
as, to some extent, in the nature of a school, and would
consider it more with a view to the number of pupils that
attend it than to the book the pupils are in. In his very
excellent paper on the Government savings banks, Mr.
Cunningham Stewart remarks that the Savings Bank De-
partment has not sought to attract depositors by aneans of
pamphlets, nor attempted in other ways a paternal treat-
ment of the people which would hardly find favor in ti
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country. I do not agree with Mr. Stewart that such a
treatment would'not fiud favor here; I believe it would, and
is well worthy the consideration of the Government. There
is one more feature of contrast between the Canadian sav-
ings banks and the Englisb, in which I do not know that
we have made any improvement by varying from the
English system. All methods that differ from .English
metbods are not improvements; England is by no means
always wrong; and upon a subject of this kind, to which
she has given so much attenLion, we would be pretty safe in
following rather closely in her footsteps. The deposits in
the savings banks in England are not a floating liability of
the Government, but are invested in the funds. This system
existed in Canada up to a certain period, and why it was
changed I do not know. In the Government savings banks of
Canada, which are quite distinct from the .post office sav-
inge banks, and which exist only in the Provinnes of Nova
Scotia, New Brunswick and Prince Edward Island. At
Toronto, Winnipeg and British Columbia, I find the follow.
ing amounts on deposit on the 30th June, 1884. In Nova
Scotia, where there are 29 offices, there were $6,493,000 on
deposit; in New Brunswick, with 14 offices, there were
84,306,000; in Prince Edward Island, where there are two
offices, the amount was $1,412,000; in Toronto, one office,
8758,000; in Winnipeg, one office, 8653,000; in Britisb
Columbia, three offices, $2,374,000, making a total of 50
offices having a total deposit of $15,971,000. Of the total
deposits in Nova Seotia, $2,689,000, or 41 por cent. of the
whole, was deposited in the city of Halifax; of the total
in New Brunswick,82,325,000, or 54 per cent. of thewhole,
was deposited in the city of St. John. For a time deposits
in the saving banks seem to have been unlimited; now
they are limited to $3,000. I am informed upon good
authority that large sums find their way into the Govern-
ment savings banks in the eastern Provinces. I have heard
of sums of over $3,000, of over 85,000, of $15,000 and $20,-
000, being deposited in those banks; and under the present
arrangements, the restrictions are frequently evaded by the
deposits being frequently made in the names of different
members of one family. If this be the case, these offices
cease to be exclusively places or reservoirs for the receipt of
the savings of the poor, but become places into which the
accumulations of the rich find their way; and they cannot
be defended in this regard, upon the old line. 1 may be
asked if I propose to abolish them. By no means; I would
propose that if they have sailed out of their course their
reckoning be corrected and that they be placed upon their
right course. I think it is quite likely, Mr. Speaker, that
in your boyhood you may have, in the meadows of
Frontenac, become acquainted with the habits of the little
ground bird, the gray sparrow. If you have noticed
particularly the habits of the bird and watched its neste,
you may at times have found in the nest a much larger egg
than usual. Had you continued to watch, you would find
that it did not hatch out a ground bird but a bird of
much larger size, the blackbird or cow-bunting. The black-
bird, seeming to copy some features of modern society,
wishing to be relieved of domestic duties, deposits her egg
in the ground bird's nest, and allows the ground bird to
raise her young. Having the largest body and the
longest neck the blackbird gets the most of the worms
brought by the mother bird for the supply of the nest
to the ultimate injury, I think, of the legitimate inhabitants
of the nest. I have no objection to the blackbird ; he is a
sleek, smooth fellow, nearly always dreseed in black, and he
is sociable and musical; but I do not want him in the ground
bird's nest; he is not adapted to the nest nor is the nest
adapted to him. I would propose taking him very quietly
out of the nest and putting him into a proper one. The
Finance Minister may ask, what nest? I would not debar
any person from investing in Government securities if he
preferred to do so on the same terme as other people.

Whatever expert financiers may think of the necessity of
borrowing money in distant lands, if our own people are
disposed to invest in our securities on the sambe terme as
others, I have no objection to their doing so; but there is a
very material difference between obtaining money on call,
money as to which the depositor dictates the time when ho
shall take it out, and money as to which the borrower fixes
the time when the lender shall be paid. This matter is
very well provided for in the post office savings banks in
England, where the depositor is limited to £200, but facili-
ties are afforded for the making of investments in
the English funds to the extent of £300 more. For
a small consideration these stocks are bought for them,
the account is kept in the savings bank;, and the sales are
made free. I cannot see any reason why, if people want to
invest in Canadian securities, a facility of this kind may not
be afforded thèm, but I think it is unwise that these deposits
should be made on call in the savings bank. I intended to
show by my few remarks that I was by no means hostile to
the savings banks. If I have not made myself so understood,
it is contrary to my intention, for I take a very deep inter.
est in them. I believe you have improved a man, I believe
you have improved a society immensoly when you have
caused it to save a portion of its earnings, and it is for the
purpose of ascertaining to what extent the existing condi-
tion of these post office savings banks and Government
savings banks are meeting this view that I ask for this
return. Within their original bounds, in keeping with their
foundation principles, in harmony with the thoughts that
gave them birth, I would bii the post office savings
banks God speed, and hope that they may be speedily
established at all possible points from Cape Breton to
Vancouver, teaching their lessons of industry, frugality
and sobriety, lessening the sum of human misery and
thus building one stone higher the walls that defend ou
freedom.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I must compliment the mover
of this resolution on the very able address that ho las
made in moving it. It shows that he bas considered the
subject, and las made a careful study of it, and I am sure
the House has been interested on both sides by the state-
ments he has made. With many of the views he has ex.
pressed I entirely agree. From some of them, perhaps, I
should dissent. As I stated on a former occasion, I have
doubts as to the propriety of extending it to the penny
deposits on the stamp principle which prevails in England,
The information asked for in the latter part of the hon.
gentleman's motion, as far as the Government savings bank
is concerned, has been asked for already by the hon. mem-
ber for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright), but his
motion does not extend, I think, to the post office
savings bank. There will be no practical difficulty in the
matter, however, as the lon. memeror will of course oacept
that return as a return to his motion. I could not quite
understand the analogy between the blackbirds and the
other birds, the blackbird that had the longer neck and got
the worm while the other birds with the shorter necks
missed it. I did not see how it was applicable to the pres.
ont system of deposits, because we do not shut ont any of
them, except, of course, the penny depositors, and if the hon.
member referred to them, of course I can quite understand
it, but any person can deposit in the poet office
savings bank to the extent of a dollar. If those who deposit
from a dollar to one hundred dollars or three hundred
dollars are the blackbirds, I can understand the analogy my
hon. friend las made. Still, while he as endorsed so
thoroughly and completely the savings bank principle, I do
not understand how it is that ho takes suoia strong excep-
tion to rcceiving the deposits on demand, because if every
depositor placed his money there for a specifie time or time
which would render it inconvenient for him, it would
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destroy to a great extent the advantages lie enjoys under the
present arrangement. Therefore I cannot understand his
views in that matter, but on the whole I go very largely
with the hon. member who has moved this resolution in
many of the statements he has made with reference to the
advantages of savings banks.

Mr. CARLING. I am very glad indeed to know that the
hon. member for East Lambton (Mr. Fairbank) approves
generally of the management of the post office savingi
banks. I must say that,-so far as I am concerned as. the
head of that Departmient, everything is being done that can
be done to extend the system in all the different Provinces
of this Dominion. Up to this time, it has only been in
operation in lhe Provinces of Ontario and Quebec, but
arrangements are now being made to have the post office
savings banks established in Nova Scotia, New Brunswick,
and Prince Edward Island, also in the North-West and in
British Columbia, and the number in Quebec and Ontario is
being increased as rapidly as possible. i am sure that, so
far as the Department is concerned, everything is being
doue that can be done to facilitate the movement and bring
the post office savings banks within the reach of everyone
in the Dominion. I think the resolution moved by Sir
Richard Cartwright and carried by the House covers the
whole or nearly the whole ground of the present motion,
for I see that it refers to the post office savings
bank as well as to the Government savings bank. Sir
Richard Cartwrigbt moved for a return showing the total
number of depositors in the savings banks (post office or
other) holding deposits of $1,000 or upwards; also the total
amount so held ; the total number of depositors having
depositsofless than $1,000 and more than $500 each; also the
total amount so held, and the total number of said depositors
holding less than $500 each; also total amount so held.
There can be no objection to bringing down this informa.
tion, but it is hardly necessary to have two resolutions of a
similar kind carried. I have made enquiry in the Depart.
ment, and Mr. Stewart, the head of the Savings Bank Branch
states that this information cannot be brought down in less
than five or six montus, as there are 67,000 depositors
accounts which have to be critically examined and attested.
The information will be brought down as rapidly as possible.
Mr. Stewart, the head of that branch, assures me that it
cannot be brought down in less than four or five months.

Mr. BLAKE. I am very glad to hear the hon. gentleman
state that the post office savîngs banks are being extended
throughout the country. There are many localities where
there is no facility for depositing savings but that which is
given by these batiks; and I am sure the House and the
country will receive with gratification the announcement
that the Government propose to extend the operation of an
institution that has been on the whole extremely beneficial.

Mr. VAIL. I would like to ask the Postmaster General
if he proposes to allow interest on deposits from the date
they are made, or to adopt the same rule as governs the
savings banks in Nova Scotia, which allows interest to com-
mence on the first of the month after the deposit is made.
If so, depositors in the post office savings banks will have a
great advantage over those depositors in the ordinary sav-
ings banks. It seems to me that on the smaller sums under
8300 or $500, the poorer classes of people ought to be entitled
to interest from the date of deposit, both in the ordinary
savings banks and post office savings banks. I can easily
understand that it would be very proper in the case of a
larger depositor that interest should commence only from
the first of the following month, or, if le drew out the money
between the first and last of the month, h should only be
allowed the interest to the end of the previous month.

Mr. CARLING. Interest is allowed on a deposit as soon
as it is made. As soon as a dollar is deposited the depositor

Sir LEonÂau TILLEY.

receives interest. That is much better than it is in Eng-
land. 8300 is the highest for one year. In England they
are not allowed interest until they have accumulated to 20
shillings. Although the depositor may deposit up to a
shilling there is no deposit received less than a shilling and
when it gets to 20 shillings the deposit commences to pay
interest.

Mr. VAIL. I would call the attention of the hon.
Finance Minister to this fact. Now that post office savings
banks are being established in Nova Scotia the depositors in
that branch will have an advantage over those who deposit
in the old savings bank.

Mr. MACDONALD (King's, P.E.I.) I am sorry the
Department bas not sooner seen its way clear to extend the
privileges of post office savings banks to Prince Edward
Ilsland, but from the announcement which lias been made
by the Postmaster General, I am pleased to learn that they
propose doing so hereafter. I may say that we have a
Dominion savings bank established in Charlottetown and
Summerside, but our people have been looking for the estab-
lishment of post office savings banks in some of the outlying
places where, I believe, they would tend to cultivate habits
of saving among the people. If they had places of that kind
in which they could deposit their little savings, it would
cultivate among them economy and thrift. There are cen-
tral places in my own county, like Souris, Murray Harbor,
Georgetown, Montagne and others, where there are numbers
of prosperous and well-todo fishermen and farmers, and
they are all favorable, I believe, to the system being extended
to those centres of population in the belief that they would
afford great advantage to the people. I trust the Post-
master General will see his way clear to extend the system
as much as possible.

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

After Reos0s.
Mr. McMULLEN. Before the House rose the hon.

Postmaster General had stated that depositors were allowed
interest on the sum that they deposited from the date of
deposit until the time of withdrawal.

Mr. CARLING. If the hon. gentleman would allow me,
I find, upon reflection, that I was in error, and that we do
not pay interest on any part of the month.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I was pleased to leain that the
Government had altered their rules, allowing interest from
the date of deposit, because I consider that parties deposit-
ing small sums ought to receive interest from the date of
deposit to the date of withdrawal. We are all aware that
mechanics and others who are engaged by the month do
not, as a rule, get paid until the first or, in many cases,
the fifteenth of the following month; they have to retain
their money until the end of the month or deposit it
at the time they receive it, withont interest. It is
desirable, in the interest of small depositors, that they should
have all reasonable inducements offered them to make
deposits, by allowing interest from the date of deposit to the
date of withdrawal. On a previons occasion when the ques-
tion of giving better facilities to fai mers in the way of bor-
rowing money, was before the flouse, I took occasion to
remark that I was opposed to the continuation of a high
rate of interest to depositors. My remarks on that occasion
applied to large depositors, those who deposit sums of from
$1,000 to $8,000. I think it is desirable that the poorer
classes should be offered every inducement to made deposits,
while parties who control large amounts should be asked to -
find some other investments 1or their money rather than
that of the Government savings bank. I believe that such
an arrangemqnt would cause a larger amount of money to
flow into the chartered banks. In that way the rate of
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interest would be reduced; and interest would also be
reduced if these parties were to -seek investments
by taking mortgage on real estate. I think it
is desirable that such change should take place.
Perhaps additional facilities might be afforded to parties
drawing out money. In some cases considerable inconve-
nience is suffered by depositors from having to give written
notice, which has to be sent to the head office here, acknowl-
edged and a cheque sent to the party making a deposit
before the money can be withdrawn. It would be well if
depositors who require to withdraw amounts immediately
should have the privilege of transmitting their·books to the
Department and in that way obtain immediate payment of
the amount. My reason also for mentioning this matter in
connection with large deposits is because the Finance Min-
ister, in making his Budget Speech, stated that the increase
in connection with the Post Office was largely owing to
increasel business in connection with the post office sav-
ings bank, It is quite evident we are paying very high
interest for money borrowed from large depositors. If we
count the amount we have to pay in allowances to clerks,
and add that to the interest allowed, it will ho found that the
country is paying to large depositors a higher rate ofinterest
than that at which money could be borrowed elsewhere,
and it is therefore not desirable that such a system should
continue. At the same time I am perfectly willing that the
greatest facilities and inducements should be held out to
small depositors to invest their savings in the savings bank in
order to accumulate a little money from month to month.

Mr. HALL. I desire to call attention to the advisability
of establishing an annuity branch of the Savings Branch of
the Post Office. There are a class in the community
receiving small incomes who are very anxious to make
provision against old age by means of an annuity or to make
provision in this way for others dependent upon them. This
plan has been worked with successful results in Great Britain;
and I am told by Mr. Stewart, of the Savings Branch Depart-
ment, that very little trouble would be experienced in intro-
ducing it here. It would be an arrangement mutually advan-
tageous. It would retain funds in the country that are now
sent abroad; it would give the Government the benefit of the
money at a low rate; and it would confer great good on a
class in the community thoroughly deserving of this kind of
protection.

Mr. FAIRBANK. I understood the Postmaster General
to say that the work involved in preparing these returns
would occupy several months. I refer now to the return I
have asked for. Of course, if anything I have asked for is
contained in other returns, I certainly do not want it a sec-
ond time; but the return I have asked for would involve
no such amount of work as has been suggested. If the
Postmaster General had given his attention to it he would
have seen that the motion is divided under four heads:
those having deposits under $100, those between $100 and
$300, those between $300 and $500, and those between $500
and 8 1,000. I have asked for the statements by Provinces,
which would not add to the work at all; and I have asked
them to be divided between male and female. I purposely
selected the close of the year. Hence in taking off what I
require it can be done nearly as rapidly as the ledger pages
can be turned over. In this connection I wish to refer to
an authority from whom I previously quoted. Mr. (un-
ningham Stewart, in speaking of the manner in which the
accounts are kept, says:

" So rapidly can accounts ias this form be treated at the close of the
year, that, in respect to the fiscal year just closed, 30th June 1884, it may
be said that the labor of balancing all the ledger accounts, 66,861 in
number was completed on the third day after-that is on the 3rd July-
necessarily during extra hours, but without interruption to the daily
work. Un the 18th July the labor of extracting from the ledgers the
year's balances and transactions in 87,631 accounts, or addin gthem, and
of bringing the yeoar' operationu to a nal proot wa concluded."

I only ask for the number not the sums, and I venture the
assertion that an accountant would take off 4,000 a day. So
I am afraid my motion has not been correctly read by the
Postmaster General. The Finance Minister is not in his
place. le could not understand my allusion to the black-
bird. The allusion is this : I stated that the blackbird in
the ground bird's nest interfered with the interests of the
ground bird. The comparison was perfectly true in regard to
savings banks. The large deposits being made in the
savings batiks, for which they were not intended, exposes
the bank to adverse criticism which may be unjust to those
for whom it was designed. I think the Finance Minister
was disposed to rally me on that point. I do not want to
introduce anything of a political character on this occasion,
but I might point out another respect in which there is an
analogy. I do not know the language of the birds, but it is
quite possible that the ground bird finding a large bird in
her nest, may have pointed to it as a result of lier policy,
while it was not the result of her policy but of the black-
bird's policy.

Motion agreed to.

TRENT VALLEY CANAL.

Mr. BLAKE moved for :
Copies of all advertisements, tenders, contracts, specifications, Orders

in Council, correspondence and other papers in connection with George
Goodwin's contracts in respect to the Trent Valley Canal or navigation;
including all accounts and letters with reference to claims for extras on
sach contracts.

He said : The information which has reached me and which
bas induced me to make this motion goes to show that one
lock only is completed, and a claim for extras is made. At
another lock the contractor found the material very hard
and flinty, and he made up his mind to stop work unless
the Government paid $50,000 extra. At another look the
work has been suspended, and efforts are being made to
obtain a large sum of money in excess of the contract, and
the parties refuse to go on unless a sum is obtained, because
some sticks of timber were lost. The finished lock is of no
use without the other three locks, and it is alleged that
these matters have been going on in the Department, in
order to obtain advantageous changes in favor of the con-
tractors. Under the circumstances I hope the Minister will
not approve the proposal.

Motion agreed to.

BRITISH COLUMBIA PENITENTIARY RULES.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE moved for:

Copies of all correspondence between the Department of Justice and
the Inspectors or the Warden of the penitentiary in British Columbia in
regard to the suspension in whole or in part of any of the rules of said
institution.
He said: I desire to occupy the attention of the House
for only a few moments. I have been informed that one of
the rules of this institution has been suspended in reforence
to a portion of the prisoners in the penitentiary. One of
the rules of the institution is that every man's hair shall be
eut short when he enters the prison, but I have been
informed on very good authority that the Department of
Justice has issued an order that that rule shall not apply to
the Chinese prisoners. Now, Sir, I fail to see the justice of
such an order. I believe the reason why the rule was made
was on the ground of cleanliness, and in an interview which
I had with one of our gaolers a short time ago with refer-
ence to this matter I was informed by him that it is
essentially necessary that every man's hair shall be ceut
short, and more especially the Chinese prisoners, because
he says their heads are dirtier than those of whito
men or Indians. I was informed by that officer that he had
two Ohinese prisoners who were sent to that goal, and when
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they came in their heads were literally alive with lice. I
want to state the facts to the louse, and sec whether it is
right that a rule which is considered essential to cleanliness in
the case of the white man should not be applied to every
prisoner coming within the walls of the penitentiary.
Whilst white men's hair is cut short on the ground of clean-
liness, we ought to know why Chinamen, who corne into
the institution in a filthy condition, and are allowed to
mingle with the other prisoners, should not be subject
to the same rule. Now, I think it is very unfair, and
to my mind it appears useless, to apply the rule to one
portion of the prisoners and not to apply it to the whole,
seeing that they all mingle together. My object in moving
for these papers is to find ont the reaL reasons assigned
by the Department for the suspension of this rule. I am
informed that this same class of people, when they violate
the laws of their own country and are sent to gaol,
have to submit to this rule' and why they shodld not in a
strange country, when they violate our laws and are
imprisoned, be subjected to the same rule, I fail to compre-
hend. I trust that the papers will be brought down, so that
we may ascertain the reason why such a rule has been sus-
pended.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria). In seconding this motion, I may
say that I concur with my hon. friend in believing that what-
ever regulations there are-though I do not know these
regulations particularly-should apply equally to the
Chinese and to the white men. My hon. friend and colleague
has had a much more intimate acquaintance with the
Chinese than I have, I confess, and his knowledge of the
interior of a prison may also be greater than mine; but
apart from that, 1 think what is sauce for the goose is sauce
for the gander. If John Chinaman is gander enough to
get himself inside our prison walls, I think the same rule
should be applied to him that applies to the white man who
gets himself into that predicament. It strikes me that the
rale is one which is particularly bard in the case of men
from vessels of Her Miajesty's navy, who are sentenced to
periods of from six weeks to three months for misconduct on
board ship. The only place available is the city or county
gaol, where Chinamen, Indians and all other prisoners are
confined. Now I know these men complain bittorly that
they should be compelled to have their hair eut while John
Chinaman should go free ; and therefore I hope the Minister
of Justice, or such other member of the Government in this
louse having that particular matter in charge, will see

whether there has been a digression from the ordinary
regulations or not, and will enquire if instructions have
been given to vary the customary regulations. I hope
that the correspondence will be brought down.

Mr. COfAPLEAU. In relation to the question put by the
mover of this resolution, I think it is but due that I should
render testimony to the exceedingly well kept condition of
the institution in question. It is a pleasure for me to
say that I have seldom seen a penitentiary so well
kept in every part and in every detail as that of
New Westminister, which I had occassion to examine.
My hon. friend, the mover of the resolution, bas decidedly
gone into more details than I had time to go into when
1 visited the penitentiary; but let me tell him that I
think his informant was badly informed. I was much sur-
prised to hear that it was one of the officers of the
penitentiary who complained of the breaking of the rule, or
the exemption from the rule, which was alluded to, I am
still more surprised that an officer of that establishment
would have complained cof the special uncleanliness of the
Chinese as compared with the other prisoners. I am dis-
posed to diabeliove the statement. I made special enquiry
from the warden as to the condact, the health, and the
cleanliness of the different prisoners, mentioning the
dfferent classes of prisoners, and particularising the Chinese,

Mr, SE.ruma EpE.

whose condition we were then enquiring into. The answer
of the warden was that the Chinese prisoners were
generally very orderly, and rather more so than the gener-
ality of prisoners; and ho added, it is a calculation with
them, because gool behavior gives themn a little less time, and
they are so accustomed to calculate smal proffts that they
behave well in order to shorten their imprisonment by a few
days. Mention was also made of their keeping their piStails,
and the answer which was given is, I suppose, what has
prompted the authorities in not enforcing the rule te the
extent my hon. friend desires. When ho says that no ex-
emption should be given to Chinamen, with regard to the rule
that criminals must have their heads shorn, I agree with him
that those whose term of sentence for grave crimes would
subject them to that punishment would be punished like
others. It is one of the ordinary rules of the penitettiary
that the prisoners shall have their hair cut certain dimen-
sions and at certain times, and I understand that the Chi.
nese are net subjected to that rule as the ordinary prisoners,
on account of the infamy and the humiliation which they
are supposed to be subjected te by having their hair cut
short. The Chinaman is punished like the other prisoners,
only ho is net subjected to something which is considered
to be a humiliation, and some say a kind of breach of reli-
glous custom. That would be unfair, in ordinary cases, to
infliet on them what would be considered an additional
punishment to that imposed by law. With regard
to the state of cleanliness of the Chinese prisoners
and their pigtails, I have enquired into that, and the
information i have from the warden is, that, as a rule,
they are known and distinguished for their cleanliness in
the penitentiary and for thoir orderly conduct and submis-
sion.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. I desire to say a word in expl-
nation. The hon. Socretary of State reforred to the remark
I made as to what the warden had said with regard to the
condition of the Chinese. What I said was, that I had sean
one ofour gaolers. That was not one of the gaolers of the
penitentiary, but the gaoler of the Victoria gaol, who told
me just exactly what I have stated. Now, it appears to me
that it is equally degrading to a white man to have his hair
cut short. There are numbers of white mon who wear their
hair very long, who have nice curly hair. Unfortunately
they sometimes get into the penitentiary, and if they do,
they have, without exception, to have their hair eut short.
Now, I fail to see why a distinction should be made. I think
it is no business of ours whether it is a degradation or not
to a Chinaman to have his hair eut. If it is a rule of the
penitentiary that every prisoner's hair shall be cut short, I
think no exception should ho made whatever. The Chinese
are subjected te the sane rule in their own country; and
on coming into our country and violating the laws of the
land, and being convicted and sent te the penitentiary, why
they should not ho subjected te the same rale as the white
man-I fail to see the consistency or justice of it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There can be no objection
to the motion being carried and the papers being brought
down, showing the regulations which obtain in the peniten-
tiary at New Westminster. I quite agree with my hon.
friend that the same punishment should be meted out to the
Chinaman, to the Indian, and to the white man, for the
same crime, and that is the intention of the law. But I
fancy, from the explanation made by nmy hon. friend the
Secretary of State, that the cutting off of the pigtail appen.
dago is to the Chinese an additional punishment, net shared
either by the white man or the Indian. We all get our
hair cut; some wear it a little longer than others. But the
hair grows quickly, and when a man comes out of prison, in
a short time, if he had a good head of hair when he went in,
he will soon have a good hoad of hair again. But the China-
man, with his long pigtail, if ho le marked and humiliated

824



COMMONS DEBATES.
among his fellows by its removal, is subjected to an
additional pang with the punishment of his imprisonment.
That is my understanding, though I may be wrong. It may
be that he is superstitious-that he may think that by the
pigtail being out off he is deprived of the chance of being
drawn up to heaven. If it is a greater punishment to the
Chinaman than to the white man to have his hair removed,
I do not think he should receive greater punishment than
the white man. Then, the hon. gentleman says that the
pigtail is uncleanly in itself, and ought to be cut off. Well,
I suppose my hon. friend, in the stress of necessity, has
had a Chinaman or woman in his household.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. No; never.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, they are employed

very much in Victoria, much against the people's will,
because hitherto they have not been able to obtain a suffi-
cient quantity of white labor; and I do not think it is a
pre-requisite to the employment of a cook that he must
have his pigtail eut off. I think most of the cooks in
Victoria are Chinamen, and they have their pigtails, not-
withstanding the uncleanly nature of the appendage. What
I have stated I am quite sure must have induced the
authorities to draw the distinction in that regard between
the Çhinese and the white convicts. However, the papers
will be brought down, and I will endeavor to get the
reasons for the distinction as well.

Motion agreed to.

COMMERCIAL RELATIONS BETWEEN FRANCE AND
CANADA.

Mr. AMYOT (Translation) moved for:
Copies of all correspondence between the High Commissioner of

Canada in London and the French Government, in reference to the
commercial relations between France and Canada, and to a proposed
commercial treaty between the two countries; of all correspondence
between the said High Commissioner and the Government of Canada on
the same subject, and of al documents relating thereto emanating from
the Imperial Government, the French Government, or the Government
of Canada.

H1e said: Mr. Speaker, the National Policy inaugurated in
1879, in accordance with the will of the people, was
inaugurated for the purpose of promoting the financial
interests of the Dominion of Canada, through a wise pro-
tection at home against a ruinous competition from abroad,
and through the development of our foreign trade. As
soon as they came to power the present Government intro-
duced this protective tarif which had been asked for by the
Conservative party. The hon. Minister of Finance, aided
by the whole Executive, had wisely elaborated it, and the
people seeing its good effects, solemnly ratified it in 1882.
Already it had put an end to the growing deficits of the old
system, and even produced large surpluses, it had given a
new impulse to agriculture and trade, caused powerful and
numerous industries to crop out, brought back prosperity
everywhere, and put everything in a settled shape. And to-
day it enables us to go, withont being fatally affected by it,
without any sensible delay in our march towards progress,
through the great financial and commercial crisis which
bears down heavily on almost every civilized country.
While preparing that tariff, the Government were
dealing with the no less important question of our
foreign trade. They endeavored ,to create business rela-
tions with nations which were in the best condition
to supply our market and to buy our produce.
The object of the motion I now make is to inform this hon.
louse and the country of what has been done in that
respect with regard to France, a country having a popu-
lation of 40,000,000 souls, a nation whose commercial acti-
vity is wonderful, and whose collective and individual
wealth is immense. As early as 1878, Sir Alexander Galt,
Our delegate in London, was instructed by the Finance

Minister of Canada to secure whatever commercial facilities
which might be granted to us by the French Government.
I will not take up the time of the House by giving the par-
ticulars of the negotiations which took place, of the autho-
rizations and of the aid which had to be obtained from the
Colonial Ofice in London, and of ail the preliminary steps
which were necessitated by the diplomatie exigencies. In
his letter containing the instructions to our delegate, Sir
Leonard Tilley advised Sir Alexander Galt to endeavor to
obtain from France certain facilities for the sale of our
ships, a rebate on the entrance duties levied on our agrieul-
tural implements, tools, cutlery and fish. As an equivalent,
it was offered to lower the entrance duties on certain French
wines imported into Canada. The negotiations, conducted
with a great deal of courtesy on either side, were not finally
successful. Canada was still very little known in that great
republic, and the French Chambers refused to accede to our
wishes. This was in February, 1879. The report of Sir
Alexander Galt, printed in the 104th Sessional Paper of
1880, gives the particulars of the correspondence
which then took place. But the hope having been
expressed on either side that the negotiations might soon be
resumed, the Canadian Government soon returned to the
charge. As early as the 25th of March, 1879, an Order in
Couneil was passed declaring that it was expedient to
appoint a Commissioner specially charged with the duty of
conducting new negotiations with France. The Colonial
Office, did not sec fit to authorize that appointment, but
they invited Canada to select a person of trust, whe would
be connected with the English commission, for the purpose
of representing our interest, and Sir Alexander Galt was
accordingly appointed. At that date, Mr. Leon Say, the
celebrated French economist, Ambassador at London, was
appointed President of the French Senate, and he promised
to favor our demands. Canada found in him a powerful and
devoted auxiliary. A number of others were soon to join
him. The parleys were entered upon in 1881, and lasted
a pretty long time. They were still continuing, when
France, by a law passed in the month of April, 1881,
reduced from 40 francs to 2 francs per ton the entrance fee
of our ships in her ports. That law is still in force. The
question of the Franco-Canadian Treaty was then compli-
cated by that of the Anglo-French Treaty, but in January,
1882, it was disengaged to be treated independently and on
its intrinsic merits. France was then asked to grant to
Canada the privileges of the most favored nation as regards
trade, navigation and consular agencies. On the 15th of
March 1882, an official conference was held in Paris. With
the kind permission of the House, I will read it
in order to show the progressive march of ideas on that
question which, I hope, is on the eve of a happy solution:
"O 0oNFERENOEs :-For the negotiation of an agreement regulating the

the trade relations between France and Canada.
" First Conference, March 15th, 1882.

"Mr. de Freycinet, President of the Council, Minister of Foreign
Affairs, occupies the chair.

" The conferences for the adoption of an agreement regulating the
trade relations between France and Canada have been opened at Paris
in the Hotel du Quai d'Or8ay, on Wednesday, the 15th day of March,
1882, at ten o'clock in the forenoon, under the presidency of Mr. de
Freycinet, President of the Council and Minister of Foreign &ffairs.

"Mr. Tirard, Minister of Commerce, attended the meeting.
"His Excellency Lord Lyons, Ambassador of Her Britannie Majesty

at Paris, introduced Sir Alexander Galt, High Commissioner of Canada
at London, as special Commissioner at the conference.

" Mr, President introduced as Commissioners for the French Govern-
ment :

"1Mr. Ambaud, Councillor of State, Director General of Oustoms.
"Mr. Marie, Director of Foreign Trade in the Department of Com-

merce.
" Mr. Cavery, Director of Commercial and Consular Affairs in the

Department of Foreign Affaire.
Mr. Ramond, Manager of Customs.

"Mr. René Lavallée, Consl-General of France, is appointed to fulfil
the duties of Secretary.

" Mr. President havng opened the meeting and bid a hearty welcome
to His Excellency Lord Lyons, and to Sir A. T. 0ait, expressed to them
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the great pleasure he felt in opening with them negotiations with a
view to the adoption of an arrangement regulating the commercial
relations between France and Canada. He added that these negotia-
tions will be carried on, on his part, in the most conciliating and
friendly spirit. His Excellency, the Ambassador of Great Britain,
thanked hun for the sentiments le had just expressed, and was glad to
give him the assurance that those sentiments were fully reciprocated by
Great Britain and Canada.

" The hon. Commissioner for Canada then took the floor to explain
what were, in his opinion, the basis on which the negotiations might be

l Sir Alexander Galt read the following note, a copy of which was
remitted to the French Commissioners :

" ' Prsuant to an agreement between Canada and the Government of
Her Britannic Majesty, and under reserve of their approbation, the Gov-
erament of Canada desires to come to an understanding with the French
Republic, with respect to an agreement regulating the commercial
affaire between the two countries. But, before dealing with the ques-
tion of the basis on which this agreement might stand, it would seem
neousary to recall the circumstances under which, at the present time,
the Qanadian products are at a disadvantage on the French market

'''In 1859-60, an informal arrangement gave to Canadian products
certain advantages for importation in France, on condition that, as
regarded several French articles for importation in Canada, the
Canadian duties should be assimilated to similar articles of English
manufacture, on the further condition that the duties on wines, except-
ing however sparkling wines, be reduced to a shilling per gallon, that is
t1 Bay at the rate settled upon for the import duty of French wines in
England.

" 'Canada had not been mentioned in the treaty between France and
England in 1860; nevertheless, it had the benefit, under the above men-
tioned arrangement, of being treated as the most favored nation, until
1873.

"'But, from that time the French Government adopted another system;
and placing Canada under the general tariff, caused a material damage
to Mcountry.

" 'In 1874, Canada increased the duties on wines withont, however,
infringing upon the princi ple which had been sanctioned by its Customs
Legislation, under which French produce, including wines, were subject
to the same duties as were paid by all other nations, England included.

" 'In 1879, fiscal requirements necessitated an increase in the 0ustoms
duties of Canada. No alteration was made with regard to France,
which now enjoys as heretofore, the privileges of the most favored
nation; bat, as to wines (sparkling wines excepted), the English duties
were re-inposed, besides an overtax of 30 per cent., which the Canadian
Government is authorised to repeal in favor of France or Spain, accord-
ing to whatever agreement may be made with respect to trade relations
between the two countries.

"'Therefore, it may be remarked that until now Canada bas not
varied ; neither has it abandoned its engagements of 1859-60, as to the
treatment of French produce; and, as regards wines, its Legislation
enables it to immediately re-establish the old duties.

"'The Canadian Government were in hopes that the constant regard
which they have had for the French commercial interests, might, at the
proper time, induce the Government of the Republic to re-establish a
state of things which bas only proved beneficial on either Bide.

"' The trade between France and Canada, which, until 1873, had taken
a great impulse, as decreased since, under the old general tariff, and
there is no doubt that under the new system it will decline entirely.
But it is for that reason that the Canadian Government would heartily
wish to find a remedy to snch a disastrous situation.

"l In the first place they would desire the abolition of the over-tax on
goode in bonds, which bears down heavily on Canadian products when
imported in France. The competitors of Canada on the French market
are chiefiy the United States and the Northern States of Europe. As
regardst e first, the competition covers, among other articles, canned
fisL, canned- fruits, mineral oils, sewing machines, agricultural imple-
ment, plain furnitur, lamber in deals, cutlery.

"I'All these products, directly imported from te United States into
France are exempt from the over-tax, while similar Canadian products,
coming l1to France by way of England, are liable to it.

"''U Northern Europe, the competition withi Canada applies chiefly
to lumber. It is tobe remarked that European lumber imported from a
country ciher than the country of production is exempted from the over-
t&zwhile non-European lumber is not. The consequence is that Cana-
dienlumber bought in England would be liable to a prohibitive over-
tA-- whilethat of Norway, for instance, would be exempt.

' 'go with the fish from Northern Europe, bought in England or else-
where, it seems to be exempt, while Canadian fish is subject to the over-
tax of goods in bond. The Canadian Government naturally desire to
mue Ibisover-tai taken off from their produce, Besides they would
desire that the French Government would be pleased to make the follow-
ing reductions on certain duties of the French tarif:-

Ourried leather, to..... ... ........................... 20 francs.
Tanned leather, 10................................... 10
Common cutlery, to. . ...... 0............
Common razors,to...................... 80
Other cutlery, to....... ................... 120
Fine cutlery, t............................ 300 
Cows. oxen, kec... ......... .......... Exempt.

'And lastly tbîy would ask that France wouId bu pleased b plae
08444d On the same footing as titi muet favored nation as long as
Oàaada will hi la a position b mcontinue to admit Frenchi produce at lhe
saierite as lhit of other nations.

Ur. .&MYOT.

" 'On the part of Canada, the only reduction which would seem pos-
sible, would be that of the duty on wines ; for on all other articles
France enjoys all the benefits which Canada can concede to other
nations with due regard to its policy and its financial necessities.

"1' As to the duration of the proposed agreement, it is thought that in
view of a future commercial treaty, probably at a not very distant date,
between England and France, in which Canada might hope to be
included, it might be well to conclude only a temporary arrangement,
which might be broken on one year's notice.'

" The Minister of Commerce said that, before discussing the conclusions
of this note with regard to which he would, beaides, have more than one
reserve to make, he would wish to examine it leisurely and to confer
officially with the Canadian delegate. Therefore, he thinks, that it
would be proper to postpone the official negotiations until a date which
would ultimatly be fixed upon.

" This proposition having received the unanimous assent, the commis-
sion adjourned to an undefined date

(Signed) C. DEFREYOINIET,

The Secretary,
(Signed)

T. TmiaD,
AUBAUD,
E. MAm=,
CLAVUnY,
RÂAMOND,
LvYoNs,
A. GALT.

Ruifi LAVALLM."

That official note from our delegate having been submitted
to the French Parliament that Parliament answered on the
20th of March, 1882, through an official note from Mr. Tirard,
which note was remitted to our delegate and was couched
in the following terms :

"PRis, 26th March, 1882.
"The Canadian Government has expressed in a memorandum the desire

to agree with the Goverument of the French Republie on the basis of an
arrangement for the purpose of settling the commercial relations
between the two countries. In the present state of things, the colonies and
poseessions of Her Britannic Majesty having been kep tout of the stipu-
lations, treaties and agreements intervened between France and Great
Britain, and no particular arrangement existing between France and
Canada, it follows that the Danadian products on enterin gFrance bave
had to be submitted to the application of the general Customs Tariff.
During the period of 1860 to 1878, that tarif lis undergone liberal
changes of which Canada has benefited. But, at the same time, that
country has had to suffer from the consequences of the law of the 30th
of January 1872, which establishes an over-tax of 3 francs 60 centimes
on all products of extra European ori in imported from the European
warehouses, and which bas substitute to the one and singular tax of 2
francs per ton register on wooden or iron sea going vessels, duties of 30
and 40 francs on the hulls of wooden and iron sea-going vessels.

" On his part,by way of retort,the Canadian Government had increased
by 30 per cent. the entrance feus on wines (sparkling or non-sparkling),
that is to say, on one of the chief articles of French importation in
Canada.

" In the course of conversations which took place in 1878, with a view
to the improvement of that situation, it was pointed ont that in case
that France would consent to re-establish the dnty of 2 francs per ton
register on sea-going vessels, Canada would blot out from its tariff the
overtax of 30 per cent. on wines. Since that time, the law of the 7th of
May, 1881 bas given full satisfaction to the wish expressed by Canada
as regards the dut of two francs on sea-going vessels ; but in Canada
the wines are etii liable to the supplementary tax of 30 per cent.
Besides, in their new propositions, the Canadian Government do not
content themeulves witl aking for the taking off of the overtax on
goods in bond, and the benefit of being treated as the most favoured
nation ; but they also ask for new reductions of the duties on tanned
or curried leather, on common and fine cutlery, on oxen, cows, &c. But
in exchange for these concessions, they limib their offers to a reduction
of the duties on wine. In other words, thy enlarge considerably their
demande, without conceding anything auything over and above what
they offered in exchange for the rebate of the duties which they have
obtained on one sole article of their importe in France.

" After having declared that, on the part of Canada, the only reduction
which would seem possible would be that of the duty on wines, the note
adds that on all the other articles France was enjoying all the benefits
which Canada could concede to other nations having regard to its policy
and its finan cial. necessities. Now, these favours, as regards the chief
articles of French importation to Canada, are illustrated by a duty of
170 francs 74 centimes per hectolitre on our brandies; of 233 francs 72
centimes on liquors; of 88 francs per hundred kilos and 20 per cent. be-
aides on our all-wool cloths and fiannels; of 118 francs and 25 per cent.
besides on woollen ready-made clothing; of 20 per cent. on printing
and writing paper; of 30 per cent. on wall paper; 29 francs 44 centimes
per hectolitre, and 30 per cent. on non-sparkling wines; of 16 francs 65
centimes per dozen bottles, and 30 per cent. on sparkling wines ; of 25 per
-cent. on prepared ornamental feathers; of 25 per cent. on gloves, boots
and shoes; of 30 per cent. on clothing and ready-made linen goods- of 25
per cent. on haberdashery and buttons; of 30 per cent. on woven .k sand
silk ribbons; of 45 francs per 100 kilogrammes on salt butter, and of 20
per cent. on olive oil. In France on the contrary, under the conditions of
the general tarif, the chief articles of Canadian importation ame either
admutted on the frelist or liable to very moderate duties, ceuaoquently
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the importations from Canada into France have reached 2,145,432 francs
in 1885; 6,069,722 francs in 1878 sud 11,199,407 francs in 1881, while the
exportations from France to Canada which were 1,709,182 in 1865, have
reached 9,848,503 francs in 1874 to fall back to 3,579,444 francs in 1879,
and to 3,611,801 francs in 1880. In their proposals the Canadian Govern-
ment insist a great deal on the taking off of the overtax on goods in
bond which bears down with particular weight on Canadian products
as they are entered in France ; but it is to be remarked that this over-
tax whose only purpose is to favour direct importation by sea of goods
having an extra European origin, does not at all bear a discriminating
character; it is levied indiscriminately on Canadian products from the
United States or elsewhere outside of Europe, coming to France in bond
through another county, so that its effects are mostly felt in the country
through which the goods come in bond, but that it is rather beneficial
than injurions to the shipping trade of the country of production.

" To summarize, with the most sincere wish to cement the friendly
relations which have for a long time united France to Canada, and to
develop as largely as possible their commercial relations, the Govern.
ment of the French Republic can not foresee the possibility of an arrange-
ment which could be ratified by the Chambers, unless they obtain from
the Canadian Government material reductions not only on the wines,
but as a whole on the articles above enumerated, and on which the
present tariff of the Dominion imposes duties so high that they amount
a lmost to prohibition.

" (Signed) P. TiRÂRD."

Such was, Mr. Speaker, the result of the first conference.
It will be seen that France had already given proof of her
good will ; she had reduced from 40 franes to 2 francs the
entrance fees on our ships. But we did not do our part; we
had promised to reduce the duties on the wines and we have
not done it. Not satisfied with having obtained the taking
off of the duty on ships, and with not having taken off the
duties on wines, we asked, besides, the taking off of the
overtax on goode in bond, the advantage of being treuted as
the most favored nations, and various other important con-
cessions which I have pointed out. We offered very little
to obtain a great deal. About that time, the question of a
direct line of steam packets between France and Canada
was being agitated, and occupied the minds of public men
in both countries. The official note from the French Gov-
erument having been transmitted to the Canadian Govern-
ment on the 26th of October, 1882, an Order-in-Council was
passed in answer to Mr. Tira-d. The Government
declared that they were unable to reduce the duties as had
been asked, because that would havre involved a like redue-
tion on similar produce from England, Germany and Belgium,
and would have too materially reduced our revenue; the
Government declared themselves ready to reduce the duties
on French wines in a proportion corresponding to that
which would be made on various Canadian articles; they
pointed out to the annual grant of $50,000 already offered by
Canada for a lino of steamers, and lastly they argued that
the French articles had always been admitted here on an
equal footing with that of similar products from England.
Acing on this Order in Council, Sir Alexander Galt addressed
to the Government a note, the contents of which it will be
interesting to know, and which reads as follows:

"IParis, 30 zh November, 1882.
'The undersigned has been instructed by the Government of Canada

to inform the French Republic that their Government have studied with
great care the memorandum which fis Excellency the Minister of Com-
merce has been pleaed to communicate to them under date of the 20th
of March lat, on the question of the proposed arrangements to give a
proper basis to the commercial relations between the French Repubhlic
and the Canadian Dominion. The Canadian Government bas also con-
sidered the letter, bearing the same date, in which His Excellency has
dealt with the question of subsidies to be granted to a line of steamers to
be established between the two countries.

" The Government of Canada have received, with a most sincere plea-
sure, the assurance of the desire expressed by the French Government
to cement the friendly relations which have for a long time united France
ta Canada, and to develop, as largely asE possible, their commercial
relations.

" The Canadian Government are animated with the same feeling
towards France, and it is in that spirit that they undertake to examine
the points brought out in relief by the memorandum.

" As to the duties on wines, the undersigned is instructed to submit
that the Cauadian Government being desirous of complying with the
wishes of France, intend to recommend to the Canadian Parliament
during the Session of February next, to reduce immediately to 15 per
cent. the duty of 30 per cent., and that they put as the only condition
of the total abolition of the duty, the adoption of a commercial agree-
ment -between the two countries.

"As regards the representations which Ris Excellency has been
pleased to make on the question of the duties on silks, woollen goods
and other articles of French manufacture, the Government have given
their whole attention to the matter, with the firm desire of making a few
material reductions in the tarif; and the undersigned has been instructed
to explain that the increase of duties which are complained of in the
memorandum, are not increases which have ever been directed particu-
larly against France. In the Budgets for the years which have preceded
1879, large deficits have occurred which had necessarily to be met, while
a pressure of public opinion claimed a certain measure of protection to
Canadian industry. The Canadian Government being under the neces-
sity of increasing all the duties of the tariff, raised especially those duties
which were imposed on the articles used mostly by the classes whbioh
are in easy circumstances.

" The English produets have suffered as much from it as the French
products, and the protection which was established has moetly afected
the ordinary manufactures of the United Kingdom. But the purpose
which was aimed at has been obtained. The equilibrium of the Bdget
ias been re-established, and the protection which was created has been
the more effective, inasmuch as it has added to the general prosperity,
and enabled the country to consume a larger quantity of articles which
are not produced in Canada.

" The policy of the Canadian Government in this matter has recelved
the approbation of the country at the elections of the month of May lat.
Theretore it would be very difficult to reduce the duties on the articles
of luxury, it would be even impossible, unless the duties affecting the
importations from Great Britain be reduced in a corresponding manner.

" But it would seem impossible to enter into that course, first because
the financial wants createl by the great public works now under con-
struction in order to develop the resources ot the North-West Terri-
tories, constitute an insuperable obstacle, and again, because public
opinion is decidedly in favor of the protection of Canadian industry.

" The undersigned is compelled, under these circumstances, toexpreIs
to the French Government, the deep regret which the Canadian Gov-
ernment feel at not being able at the present moment to reduee the
duties dealt with in the memorandum, and this question will necessarily
remain in abeyance until the pressure on the Canadian revenue shall
have materially subsided, and until Canadian industry will be fairly
established. Meanwhile it is proper to remark that the articles men-
tioned in the memorandum are precisely those which are not produced
in Canada, at least in any appreciable quantity, so that the duties are
paid by the consumers ouly, and only affect French trade as far as the
increase of prices tend to limit the consumption.

" Owing to the impossibility of satisfying the desire of a reduction of
duties in favor of France, the Canadian Government find that they are
no more in a position to insist on the demands of rebates on duties which
they have thought proper ta make in the memorandum presented by the
undersigned at the first conference. Therefore their propositions are
now merged into one, and that is to place the commercial relations be-
tween France ad Canada mutually on the same standing as the moet
favored nation, Canada; for ber part, agreeing to abolish the ad vatorem
duties on wines. If this proposal was approved of by the Government of
the French Republic the question of overtax on goods in bond would
only remain to be settled.

" But as the Canadian people desire to enjoy communications,
more complete and more direct than those which exist to-4ay,
with a country to which they owe a great part of their population, the
undersigned has been instructed, with regard ta what was contained in
the letter from His Excellency, dated the 20th day of March, ln connection
with the establishment of a direct line of steamers, to inform the Govern-
ment of the Republic that the Canadian Government have already voted
an annual subsidy of $50,000 or £10,000 on condition that an equal esub-
sidy be granted by France. The Canadian Goverument wou[d agree
that the bounty given to French sea-going vessels would be considered
as being paid on account of the subsidy, provided alwaye, that should
these bounties be reduced or abolished, the subsidy would be re-estab-
lished at the same rate as the Canadian subsidy. lu order to faeilitate
this arrangement the Canadian Government would make no observa-
tions as to the nationality of the subsidised steamers.

" The undersigned cannot conclude without expressing the hope that
the Government of the Republic will be convinced that, within the
limits prescribed by the circumstances, the Canadian Government are
animated with the same sentiments of sympathy which France has been
pleased to express towards Canada, and that they earnestly desire to
arrive at a complete identity of interests on both aides.

"(Signed) A. GALT."

The parleys continued, and on the 10th of May, 1883, a new
conference took place. The following is the report
thereof:-

"ISecond ('onference, 10th May, 1883.
"Presidency of Mr. Challemel-Lacour, Minister of Foreign Affairs.
"Were present: Ur. Hérisson, Minister of Commerce ; His Excellency,

Lord Lyons, Ambassador of Her Britannic Majesty at Paris ; and the
French and Canadian Commissioners who had attended the previous
meeting.

"The meeting was opened at half-past one.
"The Minutes of Proceedings of the first conference were adopted.
"Mr. President recalls that at the conference held in Paris on the 15th

of March, 1882, M. 0. Hunt, Canadian Conmissioner, had read a note
pointing out the desiderata of his Government. Mr. Tirard, then Minis-
ter of Commerce, had expressed the opinion, that before diseusaing the
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conclusions of that note it was necessary for him to examine it and to
confer officially with the Canadian delegate. He bad thought it pro-
per in consequence to postpone the official negotiations until a date
which was to be ultimately fixed upon.

" Since that time there has been no meeting of the Commission ; but
both Governments have continued to communicate their views to each
other, by the exchange of notes emanating from Messrs. Tirard and
Hérisson on the one part "and from Sir Alexander Gault on the other
part " (see in schedules A., B. and C. of the Minutes of Prôceedings the
text of the three notes, from Mr. Tirard, on the 20th of March, 1882 ;
from Sir Alexander T. Galt, of the 30th of November, 1882 ; and from Mr.
Hérisson, of the 1st of May, 1883), fr. President asks whether the High
Commissioner for Canada desires to offer a few remarks on the last of
these notes.

"Sir Alexander Galt read in answer the following note, of which the
original text in English is annexed to the present Minutes of Proceed-
ings (see schedule B)-- [Re-translation.]

" The High Commissioner from Canada has the honor to acknowledge
receipt of the note of His Excellency, the Minister of Commerce, with
regard to a commercial agreement to be coneluded between France and
Canada.

" He sees with regret that His Excellency has not found in the Cana-
dian proposals sufficient reasons to grant to Canada the treatment of
the most favored nations, and that he did not deem it possible neither to
abolish the over-tax on goods in bond nor even to make it less injurious
by consenting to a common subsidy to steamers for direct service
between the two countries.

" The High Commissioner, following the instructions of his Gov-
ernment, is not in a position to extend or modify the proposals which
he has already made in behalf of Canada ; but lie still entertains the
hope that a more careful study may perhaps induce the Government of
the Republic to think that the position of Canada, contrarily to that of
France, compared to that which has been done to other nations, with
whom treaties have been concluded, would perhaps ultimately justify
the adoption of more liberal measures.

" For over twenty years, and particularly since 1873, Canada, even
under the pressure of the general tarif, has not ceased to concede to
France the treatment of the most favored nations nor to maintain lier
products on the same footing as those of Great Britain. Its tarif bas
been draughted not in view of the negotiation of treaties, but only in
view of its own wants. It is therefore impossible to consider that a
rebate of duties on the part of France (which has already been made in
other cases) could justify a demand for a reduction of Canadian duties
-a reduction whieh would result in diminishing the revenue, while it
would at the rame time prove detrimental to the interests and the
National Policy of Canada-vvhile, on the other hand, the duties in
question do not impose any exceptional impediment on French trade.

"Canada, owing to the treaties of Great Britain, in which it is
included, is now enjoying the benefit of the treatment cf the most
favored nations in Belgium, Germany and other'European countries ; and
the Canadian Government is loath to believe that a different treatmeut
should be held in store for them by the French Republic. They have
made all their efforts for the last four years to remove the difficulties
which impede their trade with France and other nations which have
practically excluded the Canadian products from their markets. They
deeply regret that their efforts have not met with success.

"The High Commissioner has been instructed by his Government to
inform the French Government that it would seem impossible to resist
for a long time to public opinion, according to which, in justice to the
Mother Country and to the Powers who have admitted Canada to the
treatment of the most favored nation, it will be necessary in a near
future, to impose an overtax on the entrance of the produce of every
country who refuses to grant such treatment to Canada, overtax which
would naturally cease as soon as relations of reciprocal agreement
would have been re-established

" In view of this state of things, the Canadian Government have
thought it their duty to forego their intention of redneing the 30 per
cent. duty on French wines to 15 per cent., and to maintain the first of
these two figures.

" The High Commissioner regrets to find that His Excellency the
Minister of Commerce has not found in his proposal to establish a line
of steamers, suficient motives to adopt it He does not see in the note
of Ris Excellency any suggestion which might give hopes of obtaining
the same results mi another manner; and as it would be difficult for
Canada to show more generosity than is shown by the offer of a subsidy
to a thoroughly French line, and by accepting as an equivalent the
legal bonus, which, in any case, such a line must receive from the Gov-
ernment of the Republic, the High Commissioner comes to the con-
clusion that His Excellency is no more of the opinion of the Canadian
Government, that the line lu question would be the means of improving,
between the two countries, the relations which have always been a
source of deep satisfaction for the Canadian people.

" Mr. President answers that he las no intention to discuss the con-
siderations developed by Sir Alexander Galt. He cannot, however,
dispense with making a few remarks, for it would seem to follow, from
the note of the High Commissioner and especially from the allusion
which it contains wiLh respect to the emergency of an increase of Customs
duties, that France has been very unliberal towards Canada. Now,
such is not the position.

" On the question ot the Customs tariff, it will be sufficient to refer to
the note from Mr. Tirard of the 20th of March, 1882. This note compares
the high duties which are imposed in Canada on French manufactures,
with the free list system or the light duties which are, as far as Canadian
products are concerned, the resuit of the application of the French
general tariff. As to the overtax on gooda in bond, it constitutes one of

Mr. AMYroT.

the basis of French Customs legislation, and the favor asked for by
Canada bas had to be constantly refused to all powers with which France
bas been dealing recently.

"Lastly, as concerns the establishment of direct maritime relationS,
the Government of the Republic would highly appreciate it, contrary
to what the High Commissioner from Canada seems to have supposed ;
but it is in opposition with the principles adopted in France to subsidise
any private undertaking except when charged with a public service, such
as the carrying of mails. 'His Excellency, Lord Lyons, expresses in his own
name and on behalf of the High Commissioner for Canada, the opinion
that a new discussion on these various questions would now be devoid
of expediency.'

"'Mr. Presid ent answers that it is also his opinion.
"The representatives of the Government of the Republic regret that it

should be impossible to arrive, immediately, at the conclusion of a com-
mercial treaty between the two countries, but theyn t least retain the
desire and hope of such a treaty being ultimately concluded. Besides,
they will remember, with the greatest of pleasure, the excellent relations
which they have been happy to entertain with the High Commissioner for
Canada.

His Excellency, Lord Lyons, in behalf of Sir Alexander Galt and on
his own behalf, thanks the Minister ofForeign Affaira for the sentiments
which hé las expressed, and for the kind reception with which the
representative of Canada bas been received by that gentleman and by
the French Commissioners. He heartily and sincerely wishes, besides,
that a new conference may ultimately succeed to conclude the agree-
ment which is considered to-day as unpracticable.

'The meeting is adjourned at a quarter past two.
(Signed), J. CaLLEmEL-LAcoUR, (Signed), LYoNs.

C. H. HlimssoN, A. G rLT.
AMBAUD,
E. MÂRI,
OL&VICRY)
RAMOND,

The Secretary, (Signed), RENic LAvALLIE."

The next day, 1lth of May, the French Government, through
the agency of Mr. Hérisson, draughted the official note
closing the parleys, in the following terms:

" PRIAIs, May llth, 1883.
"As had been agreed in the Conference of the 15th of March, 1884,

Mr. Tirard, then Minister of Commerce, has conferred with Sir Alexander
Galt, High Commissioner of the Dominion, with regard to the pro-
posals of theCanadian Government concering a certain pt oposed commer-
cial agreement with France, and bas remitted to him officially a note
which Sir Alexander Galt las submitted to his Government.

" It appears from this memorandum that the reductions on silks,
woollen and other articles,,which were asked for by Mr. Tirard, cannot
be granted by Canada; which country, therefore, gives up, on its part,
the reductions which it claimed on the duties applicable in France to
curried and tanned leather, to plain and fine cutlery, and to cows and
oxen.

" Consequently, the Canadian Government are simply offering to-day,
an immediate reduction of the 30 per cent. duty on wines, to 15 per
cent. of the value, and the total abolition of that duty immediately atter
the conclusion of the proposed treaty.

" They demand in exchange the treatment of the most favored nation,
the exemption from the overtax on goods in bonds, in favor of Canadian
goods imported in France indirectly; and, besides, the establishment of
a line of steamers between France and Canada, which line of steamers
would be subsidized by both countries.

" The Canadian Parliament bas already voted to this effect, a subsidy
of £10,000 sterling (250,000 francs).

" According to the deiderates of the Dominion Government, France
should grant an equal amount of subsidy to that line, froin which amount
the bonuses granted to French vessels, would be deducted, on condition
that the amount of the French subsidy would be brought back to the
figure of the Canadian subsidy, in case that the aforesaid bonuses would
be reduced or abolished.

" Thus, in exchange for the conventional tarif granted to nations
with which France bas establislied treaties, and which involves reduc-
tions of duties on a considerable number of our French conventional
tariff, they also comprise the exemption of the overtax on gooda in bond.
Now, this overtax, whose only purpose is to favor the direct importation
of goods of extra-European origin, las no discriminating character
whatever. It is levied indiscriminately on Canadian products, and the
similar products fromu the United States, or from any other country out-
aide of Europe, coming into France in bond through another county, so
that its effects are mostly felt in the country through which they paso,
but that it is rather beneficial than injurions to the ahipping trade of the
country ; and, so far as it goes, to the establishment of direct commer-
cial relations between France and Canada.

" The French Government have never consented to inscribe in any of
the treaties which they have concluded until now, the exemption of this
overtax. This rule, which has never been laid aside, precludes the pos-
sibilit' ef making any concession on this point.

"As regards tise establihment et a regular service et steamers
between Canada and France, Mfr. Tirard has recognised its usefulness in
a letter addressed to sir Alexander Galt, on the 20th of March, 1882.
On this point, Mr. Hérisson holds exactly the saine views as his prede-
cessor. Nevertheless, it does not seem to him that that lins may become
the subject of a conventional stipulation. Moreos-r, the french Gov-
erament have neyer granted any _subsidy to steam navigation compan.

828



COMMONS DEBATES.

ies, except for postal service made by them. By laying aside this princi.
ple, they would be granting a favor to a private undertaking, to the
detriment of rival undertakings, which would be contrary to the princi-
pie of fairnses which the Government are bound to observe.

(Signed,) "HÉnIssoN.

Things were in this state whom Sir Charles Tapper was
appointed High Commissioner to London. If the rumor is
to be credited, and the papers asked for will show whether it
is to be credited or not, Sir Charles has attempted new nego-
tiations. On the 5th of November, 1883, if I am well
informed, he submitted a memorandum by which he pro-
posed :

1. That France should grant to Canada the benefit of the tariff granted
to the most favored nation, and should abolieh the over tax on goode in
bond imported from Canada into France by way of England or any of
the sea ports of Europe.

2. That Canada should grant ta France the privileges of the most
favoured nation and abolish the duty of 30 per cent. which are now
imposed on wines, while maintaining the specific duties now imposed.

Such would be the proposal made on the part of Canada.
Lord Lyons, Ambassador in France, has, it seems, assented
to it, and the Colonial Office, on his recommendation, and at
the request of Sir Charles, has also, it seems, assented to it.
I am even told that France is ready to sign a treaty to that
effect, but I do not know how far the negotiations have gone.
Let us now consider if it would be in our interest to have
such a treaty, what it would bring us and what it would
cost us. Every country in Europe, with the exception of
Holland, Denmark and Greece, have a conventional tarif
with France. The rest of the commercial world, including
Canada and the United States, are subject to a general tariff
in France. I may say in the first place that this conven-
tional tariff, which constitutes the treatment of the most
favored nation, applies to every thing which concerns tran-
sit, goods in bond, working, re-exportations, local duties,
brokerage, Customs formalities, samples, manufacturing
designs, in short, to any thing appertaining to the exercise
of trade and industry. Here are a few of the items of this
conventional tarif as compared with the general tariff.,

Gene
Tari

Gare, pnultry and tortoise .......
Feathers fur beds (down and others
Brown, yellow and white beeswax

(crude) ............... «.. ............
Eggs (from wild and domestic

birds) .....................
Condensed milk .. ..... ...............
Boft cheese.............................
Hard " ...........................
Fresh and melted butter.............
Salt butter...................
Honey........ ....
Fresh fiesh from rivers an d lakes...
Stock fish................... ..............
Coal ol (special note page 24)......
Starch and fecula...................
Pasteboard in sheets, moulded

(p pier maché).....................
Ses, prepared, varnished and
dresscd ia morocco .................

Sheepskins, dyed ............ ,........
Other dyed skis..............
Other skins................
Boots................ ............
Men's and women'e bootees..........
Shoes.................
Stocks for hand-planes............
Articles of saddlery (other than

saddles) .. ..............
Saddles for men..............
Saddles for women............. .........
Articles for harnes-making .........
Belting and leather hose..
Soft Morocco leather,..........
Bard " ...................
Other " . .................
Agriecultural machinery..............
Iron tools lined with steel............
Empty casks, new put up or not

put up..........,...........

ral
ff.

20 fr. per 100 kilog.
2 0 

4 il

10 " ci

10" cc
8 & 15 "
6 "c "c
8 "i "i

13 " ci
15c " c
10c " "
5 ci ic

48 fi d
48 '' "g

6 "g "i

11 " "c

74 'c It

56 " i

74 " i

50t " i
2 fr. per paire.

1.25 fi
75 91
62 per 100 kilog.

200 per 100 kilog.
10 per piece
12 di
50 per 100 kilog.
62

200 '
150
100

6 "

15 '

15 "

Conventional
Tariff.

5 francs.
15 "

exempt.

exempt.
exempt.
3 francs,
4 "g

exempt.
2 francs.

exempt.
exempt.
10 francs.
10 "

4 "

8"

60 "
45
60
20 "

1 fr. 60
1 fr. 6-
0 fr. 50

50 francs.

150
6
8

40
50

160
120
80
5

13 50

13.50

General Convontionai,
Tariff, Tarif'.

Empty casks, new, put up or not
put up, wooden hoops........... 15 per 100 kîlog. 1350 francs.

Empty casks, new, put up or not
put up, iron hoops.............. 2 " exempt.

Boards and mouldings, or pieces
for inlaid floors, planed, grooved
and (or) grooved and tongued... 2.50 1ifranc.

Oaken or hardwood ............... * " 1 fr. 50
Fir or softwood........................... i1 "40.50

Basket-work, platted straw, or bark
or mat-weed, and platted baus-
wood, rough.. ................ 10 "iSôfrancs.

Basket-work, platted straw, or bark
or mat-weed, and platted bass-
wood, fine .... . . ...... ..........

Rubber goods, woven elastics.. 200....150
Rubber combe. ...... ......... 190 id 100
Common brushes set up on wood,

furnished with vegetable fibre or
whalebone...................37.5030

Common brushes set up on wood,
furnished with hair or brieties... 75 fr. tg 60"

Horn, woodon and bufalo-hoof but-
tona ........... .. ............. 150" " 40
The conventional tarif' centaine aise reductions of duties on a serios

of articles, iror, steel, woven goodT, chemicals, &c.T &o., which are only
of secondary intere1t to us.

Several of the articles of that tariff are of material import-
ance and may establish for ns a very important and very
rernunerative trade. The table of Trado and Navigation
for 1884 may give us valuable information on that point.
Last year we have exported 81,960,000 worth of eggs. This
article would be exempt frm duty in France. On poultry
there would be a reducti1n of 75 per cent. of the duty and
our exportations of that article have already renched nearly
half a million. The exportations cf our fisheries and their
products, this inexhaustible resource, which is capable cf
sucli great devolopments, have amounted te $8,609,341.
What great proportions this trade would reach if we had
France as an additional »market. The prepared hides, boots
and shoos. articles of saddlory and harnoss making, which
are favored by that tariff, already represont a trade of one
mil lion ; and se with the agricultural machinery and woodeu
articles, which ropresent another million in round numbores.
Our cheeso, which is oxported- te England, te the amount of
$ 9,777,675, is in great part re-sold in France and sold as Eng-
lisi cheece by thie English traders. To allow us te introduce
t directy into France with a reduction of 5 per cent. duty,

would bo te open for us a vei y profitable mnarket; and so
with fresh butterowhich woud be exempt frm duty; with
sat butter, the duty on which would co reduced from 15 to
2 francs pr hundred kilos, and which we are xporting at
the rate of a million and a haif yearly. Not only would
our prsent industries be highly bnefited, but new industries
would lie created. I oay mention among others th prices
for inlaid floors, plained, grooved, and groovordand tongued,
which are of frequent use in France; plp under the van-
ous forme in which i is uw prepared for wainscotitg,
paper, beoke, &c., and of which we can supply the whole
world. Wo have the raw matrial in abdance; what we
wante wanoutet, a paying maket for the saledf our pro-
ducts. o fact we may becore the rivals of our neighbors,
which come founTh in the orderof nations trading with
France. In 182 they have xported to France goods ts
the amount of $55,300,000, whieh are claied as follows:

Natural prodnets or raw materials...
Articles of food................ ........
Manufactured goods. ..............
Goods not enumerated..... .............

208,800,000 francs.
166,900,000 "

6,500,000 "
8,100,000 "i

IMPORTATIONS PROM FRANCE TO THE UNITED STATES.
Natural products or raw materiale... 41,600,000 francs.
Articles of food.............21,500,000 
Manufactured goode.......... ............ 284,600,000 <

Goode not enumerated.......... ........ 17,300,000 "

On how many articles could we not compete with them ?
Take the coal oils among other things. In 1882, the United
States exported to Franoe the worth of 19,600,000 franos of
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that article. It is true that the conventional tariff does not
provide for that article. Here is what is said in the general
tariff about that item:

Crude oil, petroleum, &o.:
Of European origin, imported from the

ountiea of production..........18 fra, per 100 kilog.
0f European onglen, imported froua

elsewhere................... .............. . 3 " "
Of extra-European origin................25 " " "

Refined oils and essences, &c.e:
0f European origin, imported from the

countries of production............. 25 "
Of European origin, imported from

elsewhere.........«...................... 30 " " " "

Of extra European origin.......... ........ 25 " " " "

With duties equal to those imposed on American
geods, we might compote with them ; we might compote
still botter if we could be put on the same footing as the
.Liuropean countries. We might also demand, and very
probably obtain reductions of duties on our sewing
machines, furniture and other wooden articles, canned fish
and canned meat, fresh meat, &c., all of which articles
we may produce in immense quantities, and the con-
sumption of which i France is such as to croate a very
large demand. And this competition which we would
make to our neighbours, who would be liable to the general
tariff, would not only resuit in opening a new field to
our trade and industry, but it would necessarily become
a great means of persuasion to induce our neigh bors
to conclude a treaty of reciprocity with Canada.
The great proportions which our trade would take
may be foreseen from the outset, and so with the beneficial
results of the opening of the French market to our goods.
Our geographical situation, our great system of canais, our
tino river, our great systern of railways, the abundant
variety of raw material in Canada, the wants of France, all
tend wonderfully to the success of these new business
relations; everything urges us to make a last effort in order
to ensure these advantages to our country. To multiply
our international exchanges would be to add to the strength
and wealth of our land and water routes ; it would be prepar-
ing the way to turn aside in our favor and for our benefit the
tide of the great western trade; it would be to foresee the
emergencies of war or other contingencies which might oc-
car abroad. Let war be declared at a given moment between
England and othercountries, and our ships might have groat
difficulties in entering the English ports, and we might
avoid a terrible crisis if we should secure beforehand another
market accessible to our products. Another advantage of
the proposed treaty would be that we would be benefited
by every reduction made in favor of European countries.
ln watching over their own interests, in using their influ-
ence for that purpose, Germany, Belgium, Italy, Austria,
almost the whole of Europe would be working' for us. In
exchange for these advantages what should we give ? lat.
the privileges of the most favored nation, which are
already existing, and which are a result of our tariff.
2nd. A reduction on French wines directly imported, either
the abolition of the duty of 30 per cent ad valorem
now imposed, non-sparkling wines not included. That
reduction, if we take as a basis the present direct importa-1
tions, would represent for the treasury an annual loss of
about $30,000. This small loss is, however, only apparent.,
as will be seen, and it would have a doible eflect. In the1
first place, by diminishing the cost of light wines, it wouldi
add to their consumption, and would diminish the use of1
strong liquors ; the cause of temperance would be the gainer,f
and it would be a panacea against drunkenness. This con-j
sumption of light wines being increased, the Government
would collect more from the unabolished duties, and would
more than repay themselves. On the one hand they would
lose 830,000; on the other they would, perhaps, gain
$100,000. Large sales would give large profits, aoeordingi
to the popur saying. Therefore we have a very great1

Mi,ý. AZZOT.

deal to gain and nothing to lose by this proposed treaty,
which would be to the advantage of the two contracting
parties. France desires to establish commercial relations
with us, and she has proved it by subsidizing a direct line
of steamers to Canada. I congratulate and thank the
Government for having seconded the establishment of that
line of steam packets, which will do so much towards tight-
ening the bonds of friendship and trade which unite the two
countries, towards opening a new era for Canada, and
towards iecuring for us such immense advantages, both
directly and 'indirectly. Numerous consequences will
naturally follow. Take, for instance, our trade with St.
Pierre de Miquelon. The goods from all countries which
are transported there on French ships are admitted free. Out
of an amount of 6,407,000 francs worth of goods coming from
Canada and the United States, Canada only figures for an
amount of 953,020 francs. It will readily be seen to what
extent we might add to the sale of our goods in that
island. Very probably we might even obtain the abolition
of the taxes which are now imposed at St. Pierrede Miquelon
on goods transported on Canadian ships. It would be easy
to ofler in return to French vessels the right of coasting
along our Canadian shores. They are the only ships which
are now excluded, and that without any benefit for anybody
whatever. This line of steam packets will also virtually
remove the French overtax on goods in bond. It has
already been reduced on various items, but trade will
entirely remove its eflects as far as we are concerned.
Besides it is only meant to encourage and promote direct
trade with the countries of production. France, if we are
to judge hy the speeches of her public mon, by the writings
of her publicists, by the favorable reports of prominent
Frenehmen, who have come here, and who are coming
every day to Canada, to seek information, by the hearty
reception made to our delegates and to our visitors, France,
I say, is perfectly disposed towards us. The efforts of our
Government, the pamphlets distributed, the Pars-Canada,
the admirable lectures given by the Hon. Mr. Fabre,
lectures which should not be given at his own coSt, but at
the cost of the State, the Franco-Canadian monetary under
takings, which have resisted to various financial cataclysms,
the visits of the French frigates and vessels, the clever and
intelligent work .performed by Sir A. T. Galt, and
above all, the work done by Sir Charles Tupper,
the connections of our leading statesmen-I could
even name some of them who are in this House-
with the leading men of France, al[ tend to add to the
powerful interest of business, the stimulating influence of a
strong sympathy, which is verynaturai after all, and which
it would be wrong for us not to take advantage of. I do not
speak from the point of view of French immigration. This
is not the proper timae to discuss that question. 1 will limit
myself to commercial relations, to business interests which
have neither nationality nor color, which have only honesty
and legitimate profitsfor a basis. I say that the well un4er-
stood interests of the Dominion require that we should Le
no time in securing that market, so rich in men, in capital
and in products ; that we should increase our internal wealth
by the development of our external trade; that we should
foresee a[l the e mergencies of foreign politics; that we should
add a population of 40,000,OO souls to the not sufficiently
long list of consumers of our agricultural, lumbering, mining,
industrial and maritime produce ; that we should increase
the number and the wcalth of our industries by procuring
so favorable an outlet for their products ; that we should
favor the morality and welfare of the Canadian people by
giving them an easy access to the pure and beneficial wines
of France. AIl this can be done without interfering with
the general tariff, while extending the application of the
principles of the protective tariff and National Policy,
these elements of strength and greatness through which tue
present Administration have justly deserved the confidence
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of the country. I ask the Government to crown their work
by an act of high policy and of wise foresight, which will
ensure to them the gratefulness and hearty support of the
people of the whole Dominion of Canada, which they will
thus continue to make happier, greater and more pros-
perous.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I congratulate the hon.
gentleman on the able speech ho ias made. He is very
favorable, as we all are, to opening commercial relations
with France. Of course, as the hon. gentleman has shown,
negotiations had been carried on between this country,
through the ambassador at Paris and the High Commissioner
at London, and France. These negotiations lasted for
several years. I hope with the hon, gentleman that the
time will come very soon when these negotiations will be
resumed, and that they will come to such a result as will be
a benefit to Canada as well as France. No doubt also the
result can be obtained without too great sacrifice on our
part; but if we have to make a sacrifice, we must expect
that this country, with which we will have to deal, will
make a corresponding sacrifice. That is the only way in
which we can obtain a reciprocity between the two coun-
tries. I have no objection to the papers being produced,
and they will be brought down as soon as possible.

Mr. LAURIER. (Translation.) If the hon member for
Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot) will allow me I will offer him my
most sincere congratulations for the speech lie las just
made. With the exception of bis peroration in which I
think he has been rather exaggerated in his praise of the
National Policy, I would be roady to endorso al[ that he
bas said. I must congratulate him especially on the pro-
gress which I think I have remarked in his ideas. If I
i emember rightly. three years ago, when the hon. member
for West Durham (Bir. Blake) made his motion in favor of
commercial treaties, my hon. friend from Bellechase voted
against that proposition. I do not know if I am right in
stating that such were the views he held at that time, but
I am under the impression that he then voted against the
proposition of the hon. member for West Durham. It such
a proposition was made now, I presume, from what lie has
said to-night, that he would give a vote different from the
vote he as given at that time. He bas so well demon-
strated the importance for the country to have direct com-
mercial relations with France that he must admit that it
would be equally important to negotiate our commercial
treaties ourselves. He las shown, in an unquestionable
manner, to what an extent it would be advantageous to us
to export our produce directly to France and to have com-
mercial relations with that country. Well, is it not evident,
Mr. Speaker, that it would be equally advantageous to
Canada, if we could negotiate our commercial treaties ur.
selves? And the lon. member would more rapidly attain
the object he has in view if we could send our delegate
directly to France without obliging him to pass through the
medium of London officials. Again I congratalate my hon.
friend on the progress of his ideas. "Paris was not built
in one day " according to the old French proverb; bat I hope
that when the proposition is made again-if i ,is ever made
-my hon. friend will see fit to favor it, for it could have no
other result than to enable him to obtain that which he
desires to obtain.

Mr. AMYOT. (Translation.) lu answer to what has
just been said by my hon. friend, the member for East Que-
bec (Mr. Laurier), I must say that when the question of
the importance for the Canadian Government to negotiate
their ,treaties themselves was discussed, I was obliged to
oppose it because it was untimely, and appeared to me to be
incompatible with our position as a colony. If we wish to
have the protection of the British flag, if we wish to cross
the seas with safety under the British flag, if we wish to tnjoy
the advantages of English diplomacy, we must remain a

colony. As long as we will not have our independence, we
will be unable of making, ourselves, our treaties with other
countries. But I think England gives us all the possible
latitude and facilities. She makes as virtually independent,
and allows us to treat with other coantries, through the
medium of her agents and of our delegates. We are really
cumulating the advantages of an independent state with
those of a colony. When the hon. member for West Dur-
ham made the motion to which my hon. friend has just
referred, the Government were making efforts to have their
delegate accredited at L:ndon with regard to other coun-
tries. To vote for his motion would have been to unjustly
vote non-confidence in the Government on a measure which
they favored and which they were preparing through con-
stitutional means. It would also have been voting non-con-
fidence in the colonial office. It would have been
committing an unjustifiable and uncolonial act. Canada
must congratulate the Government for having obtained from
England, permission to treat almost directly. I eau only
desire that England may continue to give us as much freedom
as she now gives as with regard to our commercial relations.
All of this agrees with the speech I have just made, and
nothing could induce me to regret the vote I have given on
the occasion to which my Ion. friend has just referred, nor
to give a different vote should the question be raised anew.

Motion agreed to.

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND FISHIERMEN-RELfUND
OF DUTIES.

Mr. MILLS for (Mr. DAVIES) movOd:
For a copy i-f the report of the commissioner appointedi to enquire

into the claims of the merchants and fishermen of Prince E dward Island
for a refund of duties paid by them in the years 1871 and 1872, on fish
exported to the United States. AIso a copy of the evidence taken by
such commissioner, together with all instructions furnished to said
commissioner, and all correspondence between the commiuuioner and the
Government, or any of the Departments, relating to said refund, or to
the evidence or report of the said commissioner.

He said: I desire to have the words: "also a copy of the
evidence taken by such commissioner" strack out, as this
would take some time, and Mr. Davios is anxious to get the
information as soon as possible.

Motion agreed to.

STEAMER SIR JAMES DOUGLAS' REPAIRS.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria) moved :
Por copies of all correspondence of a date subsequent to lst January,

1883, upon the subject of repairs to, hauling out, and launching of the
steamer Sir James Douglas in the early part of said[ year, between the
Department of Marine and Fisheries and their agert at Victoria, B.C.,
and between the Department and any other person or persons in the
Province of British Columbia upon said subject; also copies of reports
sent in to the Department by the agent in British Columbia and the
master of the steamer referred to, in connection with the serions aud
unpleasant difference of opinion which arose between them, r, flecting
discreditably upon themselves and the Department; also ail oorrespon-
denea uvon that or any other subject between the Department and
any British Columbia member or other person, in any way reflecting
upon the agent of the Dapartment in British Columbia, to date.

Ie said: 1 notice that the hon. the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries is out of his seat, and therefore I presume it would
be a little ont of place for me to make any very lengthy
remarks on this subject, reflecting on the Department of
which he is the distinguished head. I may state, for the
information of members, however, that the main reason for
my calling for this correspondence is, that last year I asked
for the same correspondence, but unhappily did not get it.
I therefore consider it incumbent on me to cali for it this
year, more particularly in reference to the repairs to the
steamer Sir Jantes Douglas. In connection with this subject,
I may say that the expenditure on that vessel was consider-
ably enhanced by the conduct of the agent of the Marine
and Fisheries Department towards the artisans employed on
the vessel. Reports have also been sent in to the Department,
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reflecting upon the conduct of the agent. I am happy to
state, however, thatl have the assurance of the Minister that
the obstacle of which I have so long complained is likely to
be removed in the near future, and on that assurance I rest
content.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Çarried.
Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman says "carried." I was

thinking what a good thing it was to be a supporter of the
Government. If a member of the Opposition had moved a
motion of this kind, asking for papers and reports which
reflected discredit upon one of the Departments of the
Government, the Minister would not have said "carried,"
but would have cried out indignantly and said, it was a
gross and improper act to ask the House to affirm
unanimously that there were reports which reflected
upon a Department. He would have said: It is
impossible that the Department can err, it is impos-
sible that the Department can have done anything dis-
creditable or that it can be discredited ; but my hon. friend
can say these things and can have those motions carried,
whereas, if we made any attempt of the kind, we should be
met with a torrent of abuse.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is mutual confi-
dence between my hon. friend and myself, and we had
every confidence that the motion would be all right, even
without reading it. Certainly, I did not.

Mr. BAKER. In this world there can none of us see
ourselves as others see us, and I am pleased to know that
the leader of the Government has confidence in one of the
poorest and possibly the meanest of his loyal supporters.
At the same time, I have had very good reason for calling
for this correspondence, not as particularly reflecting upon
the Department as a whole, but on a part of the Depart-
ment in British Columbia, in which, of course, I have a
right to take a decided interest.

Motion agreed to.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of

the louse.
Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 10:10 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TUESDAY, 31st March, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PEAYEEs.
ENQUIRIES FOR RETURNS.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIHT. I would like to ask the
hon. Finance Minister wheu he will bring down the savings
banks returns.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. They are not ready.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I understood the hon.

gentleman to say he would be able to bring down the
returns for the Government savings banks.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. They are in course of prepar-
ation and will be brought down as soon as possible. I could
not speak about the others.

Sir RICHARD C4-RTWRIGTHT. It is not necessary to
get the whole at once; I will be very glad to get the half as
soon as he can get it ready.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. i may inform the House

hat there is no fresh news from the North-West, except twoi
Mr. BA.un z(Victoria).

satisfactory ones. One is that the movement on Battleford
will, in all probability, have a peaceable and satisfactory
solution; and we have the strongest assurance from Crow-
foot, chief of the great Blackfeet tribe, that he and his tribe
will be loyal under all circumstances.

PIRST READING.

Bill (No. 117) respecting the Commercial Bank of Nova
Scotia.-(Sir Leonard Tilley.)

WEIGHTS AND MEASURES.

Mr. COSTIGAN moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee of the Whole, to consider the following
resclution:-

That it is expedient further to amend the Acts respecting weights
and measures by providing that a barrel shall no longer be a measure
of capacity under section sixteen of "The Weights and Measures Act,
1879; " bydefining further the weights which shall be deemed equiva-
lent to a bushel; by making provision as to the size of barrels in which
apples shall be packed and offered for sale, and by modifying the pro-
visions of the said Act relating to goode packed in hermetically sealed
cans.

Mr. BLAKE. Explain.
Mr. COSTIGAN. At present there is no standard size

for a barrel of apples ; and the provision that I propose is
submitted at the request of persons interested in growing
and exporting apples. There is also a change providing
for the selling of coal by weight, a matter which has been
urged upon the attention of the Department for some time
past. It is aiso intended to amend a section or rather
propose a substitute for a section, that was passed last year
relating to canned goods, a section which from the informa-
tion gathered from the business community, I think will be
more acceptable and more easily worked. These are the
main points dealt with in the Bill. Fuller and more
detailed information will be given at a subsequent stage.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman has mentioned some--
thing with respect to coal, which I do not find at all
referred to in his resolution or indicated in the slightest
degree. As to apple barrels: The hon. gentleman says a
barrel of apples is a variable quantity, that there is no
standard for the barrel just now; but may I ask whether it
is intended that the new standard barrel shall be smaller or
larger than the usual barrel at the present time ? I also
think we should have a little more detailed information
even now as to what the nature of the provision is with
respect to hermetically sealed cans. Is it the Act of last
Session which the hon. gentleman is about to modify ? We
know that there have been considerable complaints as to
the provisions with respect to stamping, and that the hon.
gentleman, or some of his officers, indicated, some time
during recess, that the Act would not be enforced; and he
exercised a dispensing power with respect to laws on the
same ground as the Minister of Marine had exercised it,
that the people were ignorant of the results that would
flow from the action of those laws. Besides making pro.
vision as to the weight of coal, which the hon. gentleman
proposes to do, I would make a friendly suggestion as to
another omission which should be supplied. I quite acknow-
ledge that Ministers have acted upon the spirit in regard to
the matter to which I am about to refer for some time past,
but it would be well to obtain parliamentary sanction for
it. The Bill provides "that a barrel shall no longer be a
measure of capacity." I propose to add, that a position in
the Cabinet no longer be regarded as a measure of capacity.

Mr. SCRIV ER. I should like the hon. Minister to inform
the House as to how the capacity of the proposed standard
barrel of apples compares with that of a four barrel. Peo-
ple generally, both for the home and export trade have,
within my knowledge, packed apples in flour barrels, either
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barrels formerly used for flour and emptied, or new barrels
of that capacitv. Perhaps the Minister will tell me the
number of capacity in cubic inches of the proposed barrel,
as compared with the barrel generally used heretofore, I
trust it is not lis intention to propose to increase the size of
the barrel. I am satisfied if that is done, it will operate to
the prejudice of fruit growers generally in the Dominion.
They will not obtain any more for barrels of apples if the
capacity is increased than they would get if it remained as
at present. I am prepared to approve of legislation which
will secure uniformity in respect to this matter. I think it
is required in the interests of the trade generally and is in
the real interest of apple growers in this country.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I think it will be convenient if I reply
to the enquiries made by the leader of the Opposition, and
also allude to the friendly suggestion he threw out, which
was the gist of his whole speech. It is not the first time I
have experienced the friendliness of that hon, gentleman.
Why it is that he maires a point of wounding my feelings
on every occasion, I do not know. l it because I am known
to be of a quiet and peaceable disposition, and that I prefer
to put up with the sneers of the hon. gentleman rather
than to resent them? If that be the case, it would be wrong
to allow the lon. gentleman to labor under that misunder-
standing any longer ; it would b better that we should
understand one another, and thougb, according to is ideas
of what the capacity of a Cabinet Minister should be, I may
not come up to lis standard, lot me tell him that there is
another standard by which I may be judged, and that I will
not allow the hon. gentleman to treat me with sneers
and contempt. I stand here by the rights of my
position as a member, as a representative of the
people-rights which are as constitutional and as well
founded as the rights by which the hon. gentleman stands in
lis position. My rights to a seat in the Cabinet, I tell the
honorable gentleman, are as well founded as were those of
the hon. gentleman when he had a seat in the Cabinet. As
to my qualifications, my capacity, theb on. gentleman need
not be too severe. We ail cannot be of such calibre as the
lhon. gentleman is, but the hon. gentleman, who sat in a
former Cabinet, might perhaps measure the inembers of this
Administration by the capacity of those with whom he sat
while he was in that Cabinet. The hon. gentleman should
look back to the colleagues with whom ho was associated,
and with whom 1 never heard that he found fault, and I am
sure he will not consider that the humblest member of this
Cabinet is at ail inferior in capacity to many of those
who were lis colleagues in the then Cabinet. Thon again I
would remind the hon. gentleman that I shall know in
future when he throws out friendly hints to me, what we
may expect, froi what one of his friends who was formerly
leader of that party experienced, of the hon. gentleman's
friendliness. I have not got the capacity of the Ion. gentle-
man, but at least I am true to my party, a-id I have some-
times independence enough to express my views just as weil
as the hon, gentleman, not in such eloquent language, not
in such a finished or polished way, but with just as much
honesty of purpose as the hon. gentleman. The hon, gentle-
man cannot charge, at any rate, that whatever might
occur, I would turn and betray my leader, and perhaps
he may not be able to look his former leader in the face
and say as much for himself; so I think that it is just as
well that we should understand one another at the start,
and that I should let the hon. gentleman understand that I
will not allow bis sneers to go unnoticed. I consider that
I have a iight to stand in my place lore and in my humble
way explain any measure which I propose for the con-
sideration of Parliament, and if it is not acceptable I
know what the result will be. These measures may not
be pleasing te the hon. gentleman-they cannot all come up
to is expectations, but I may say this that I think the hon.
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gentleman often goes out of his way in questions like this,
where no politios or anything like that is concerned, where
we are dealing with the trade and commerce of the country
-I say I think the hon. gentleman would show more good
sense if he would assist in perfecting such measures instead
of trying to pick little technical objections upon every point
that is raised. That is the course which the hon. gentleman
has pursued all through-ever since I have occupied the
position I now hold. Let me tell the hon. gentleman that I
defy him-little as he appears to think my capacity, and
although I have a great opinion of his ability, I have also
my opinion about other characteristics he possesses. I have
within my memory some of the characteristics of that hon.
gentleman, and as reference bas already been made to the
troubles we have now in the North-West, I have a recollec-
tion of that hon. gentleman using that power of eloquence
that we all know he possesses as an orator, to excite the
feelings of one portion of the community against another
portion of the community. I remember it well, and I
charge the hon. gentleman with it. 1 charge him with
trying to raise a cry against Riel and his followers in the
North-West, and afterwards when these people were coming
here pleading for an amnesty he excluded the only Irish.
man who was among them'; the hon. gentleman in the
most inconsistent, cool, and ungenerous way as an Iriahman
standing here-when I stood on that side of the House
defending or trying to ask that equal justice might be
meted to the late Professor O'Donohue, what did the hon.
gentleman say? He called on his followers on this side--

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I think
this is exceedingly out of order.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. COSTIGAN. I do not want to take up the time

unnecessarily, but I think this is as necessary as the
remarks the hon, gentleman made, and that his remarks
were just as foreign to the subject under discussion. I just
wish to complote the statement I was making. When I was
on that side, moving a resolution that Professor O'Donohue
should be treated in at least the same way as others who
were exiled for five years, while lie was banished for al
time, the hon. gentleman rose on this side and he appealed
to his supporters to vote my resolution down, picturing
Prolessor O'Donohue as a red-handed murderer, guilty of
all the crimes of the calendar, that he was worse than all
the others, because ho went out of the country and brought
in an armed force, and therefore that an amnesty should not
be granted to him. And what did he do afterwards? An
hon, gentleman alongside of him had gone back to Quebec
for re-election, when polities were te ho turned to account,
what public opinion demanded in the name of justice and
fair play should be meted out to this man-what the hon.
gentleman refused on that occasion to the representatives
of the people in this House-what he made his voters on
this side of the House vote down, he turned and granted
on the eve of the election in Quebec. I tell the hon. gentle-
man that if he as great power and eloquence, if ho enjoys
the position in this House of being able to castigate those
whom he chooses-

Mr. MITCHELL. Not all of them.

Mr. COSTIGAN. No, not all of them. I toll the hon.
gentleman there are members in this House who will not
ho castigated by him, and I for one shall not submit to it
Now with regard to the size of the barrel 1 wish to state,
in answer to the question raised by the hon. gentleman, that
it is proposed to fix the standard the saie as is known for
the flour barrel. The reason of that is that small growers
are oten supplied with empty flour barrels to paok apples
in, and it will not prevent larger growers having them
manufactured for their own purposes, and having them
manufactured the same size. That is the reason that the
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Bill will provide that the standard of the barrel will be the
same as the present flour barrel.

Mr. BLAKE. In reply to the hon. gentleman I would
venture to say in the first place that my observations were
not at all confined to him. I would say in the second place
that ho has made some observations with reference to my-
self ; ho bas compared myself with him. I do not feel
myself worthy of the comparison, I am sure, in any respect
in which I think we are proper to be compared. The hon.
gentleman says he bas always been true to his§ party.
He need not have told us that; our memories are not so short
that we cannot remember the incidents which took place
last Session quite well, when the hon. gentleman retired
from the position in which he now sits-retired from his
seat and took a desk in the rear. We remember quite well
that concurrently with that, when the bon. gentleman in
his occupation of his seat in the Chamber, thought that in his
public duty ho had some observations to make before the
Canadian Pacifie Railway resolutions were disposed of. We
remember that he called for an adjournment, in order that
that might be doue, when-not his colleague of the moment,
nor perhaps his leader at the moment, but the First Min.
ister, invited him to desist and make his observations at a
subsequent stage. We remember that the hon. gentleman
persisted and that the First Minister was obliged to yield to
the hon. gentleman's persistence, And consent to the
adjournment which he thought inconvenient a moment
before. We remember that for some few hours the hon.
gentleman was in that position, and that the measure came
before the House a day later ; and when that adjourned
debate, which had been adjourned for his convenience, and
in order that ho might make the observations which ho felt
his public duty required him to make before the measure
proceeded to another stage-when I say that debate was
resumed, the hon. gentleman complained that his throat
was sore, and that he could not speak with convenience just
thon.

Mr. COSTIGAN. No message had been sent over to
speak now.

Mr. BLAKE. I am glad that lie acknowledges that no
message had been sent over to speak now. Perhaps if it
had, the hon. gentleman's throat would not have been so
bad. But the bon. gentleman said that his throat was sore,
and ho could not speak thon, but would reserve his observa.
tions until concurrence. In the meantime before concur-
rence came, there was another kind of concurrence, and the
hon. gentleman, although his throat was restored, harmony
being also restored, spake not at ail; so that we never heard,
perhaps we shall hear now, what the hon. gentleman's grave
objections to that measure were; we never heard, perhaps we
shall hear now, how his objections were cured. But so it was,
that resignation took place, resistance took place, reconcilia-
tion took place, and readmission to the Cabinet took place;
and the bon. gentle man resumed his loyalty and fidelity to his
party. Now, the bon. gentleman says with reference to me
that I have been false to my leader. Well, I do not mind
that. I acquit myselfof that. Those who sit around me
and support and follow me acquit me of it also; and it is not
upon the bon. gentleman's statement that a cont rary verdict
will be returned. I have heretofore denied that statement
when it bas been made by other hon. gentlemen; I have
nothing to do on this occasion except to repeat that denial,
Thon, the hon. gentleman says that there was an occasion
on which I excited one portion of the community against
another, by moving in reference to Louis Riel, who I thought
ought to be punished for what ho had done in the North-
West, as I think still. He says I excited, or sought to
excite, one portion of the community against another. I
ask the hon. gentleman to refer to the speeches I delivered
on that occasion; I ask any bon. gentleman who will take
the trouble, to search the records of the grounds on which I
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acted and spoke-which are the grounds upon which I act
and speak still-and ho will find that, so far from my views
having been based on any effort to excite one section of the
community against another, I stated in the speech I made in
the Assembly, and to which the hon. gentleman refers,
expressly my views as to what were the moving causes of
that difficulty. I expressly disclaimed the notion that that
denomination, to which the hon, gentleman himself belongs,
and to which I suppose ho alludes as one of the parties
against whom he alleges another was to be excited, had any
responsibility for the- difficulty. So far from my efforts
having been such as to excite one class in the community
against another, it is my proud boast to-day that my views
were confirmed by the population of my Province, Protestant
and Roman Catholie, Orange and non-Orange, Tory and
Reformer, by a unanimous vote in the Legislative Assembly
of Ontario, with the exception of one single man, the pre-
sent Mr. Justice Cameron, who alone recorded his nay vote
-every member of the Assembly, Tory and Reformer,
Roman Catholie and Protestant, Orange and Green, uniting,
Sir, in the resolution that the reward ought teobe offered.
Now, that was the result.

Mr. McCALLUM, You soon forgot it afterwards.
Mr. BLA KE. Well, we will see about that Let us do one

thing at a time; my plan of operations is to attend to one
point at a time. I am attending to this charge of exciting
one section against another, and I am pointing to what is
the best evidence against it, that the representatives of
the Province, after a general election, the election of 1871,
when we were returned to Parliament, were unanimous, of
whatever creed, whatever denomination, whatever class,
with the single exception to which I refer, in affirming my
policy. I had a united Province at my back, and that is
not a sign of exciting one sect or denomination against
another. The hon. member for Monck (Mr. McCallum)
says I forget it afterwards. I never forgot it. 1 found in
the interval, we all found, that.certain transactions occurred
of which we had no conception, to which reference was
made the other evening, and to which upon a convenient
occasion I shall be delighted to refer at greater length-
some transaction occurred which rendered a particular
course advisable, statesmanlike, and the only course which
could with justice and equity be pursued. We found that
we had been committed by the acts of those in power; and
I took that view and acted upon it, and in accordance with
that view the question was adjusted. I was only a private
member of Parliament at that time, but I take all the
responsibility of having heartily concurred in the action
taken by my hon. friend from East York (Mr. Mackenzie),
and of having supported it by my vote and voice, because I
believed it was the only course which honor and good faith
permitted, after what had taken place, and which was
developed in the very resolution on which the amnesty
was founded. The hon. gentleman who has attacked
me says that I forgot all that shortly afterwards, and that I
declined to agree to a proposal for an immediate amnesty
to the late W. B. O'Donohue. He is quite right; I did so;
but ho says I declined upon the ground that he was a red.
handed murderer-he said that I painted him as a murderer.
Now, Sir, I would like hon. gentlemen who may have for-
gotten that debate, again to recur to it, and they will find
the distinct grounds, on which I thought a difference
existed between the case of the others and the case of
O'Donohue at that ine,to be stated plainly. It was plainly
made to appear that W. B. O'Donohne had been inciting a
Fenian rising; ho had been inciting Fenians from the
United States to come into Canada. That was his position,
that was his end, that was his object in this matter ; and it
was the circumstance that he was so inciting them, which
had induced Governor Archibald and other authorities to
make certain promises and Lo take certain action with
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reference to Louis Riel and others, which formed important
ingredients in the way they were treated. I said then, that I
thought the time had not now come-speaking from a some.
what remotermemory-for dealing with the case of O'Donobue.
I did not say that ho should not be relieved f rom some por-
tion of his sentence, but I said the time had not come for deal-
ing with his case. Subsequently the Government-I believe
I was then a member of it-at ail events I accept the
responsibility just as if I had been, for I fully concur in the
view they took-came to the conclusion that the time had
come. The hon. gentleman says it was because my hon.
friond beside me (Mr. Laurier) was then standing for the
city of Quebec, I deny it. I say we wore open to take that
action at such a time, as we thought a sufficient period had
elapsed. My hon. friend tells me, what I did not know,
that there are not 50 Irish votes in Quebec East. That was
the statement. The hon. gentleman can of course impute
to us improper·motives for having done what we did do. I
remember very well at the time that the hon. gentleman
called upon me to make my promise beforehand.
I declined to do that, because I stated that I
thought the Government oughtto be unfettered to deal
with the question when that time . had arrived.
My hon. friend Mr. Laflamme was the Minister of Justice
who prepared the report and proposed the measure. lie
did it because ho thought the time had fairly arrived; the
hon. gentleman thinks it arrived some time before but ho
did not delay too long. But when we acted the hon, gen-
tleman thinks we acted from base motives; it is a question
of motives. I deny the imputation of base motives. It is
all the hon. gentleman can make, and I hope now I have
answered the statements of the hon. gentleman so far as
they affect me personally or politically.

Mr. CASEY. Is there to be a penalty for selling apples
in a barrel smaller than a flour barrel ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. That will be discussed later.
Mr. CASRY. It is not always possible for the small

farmer to get apple barrels. le may put what small quan-
tity of apples ho has into any sized barrel or box hoecan
find and bring them to market and sell thom in a lump
quantity without defining the measure. The purchaser
sees what he buys and takes his chances. If a
penalty be imposed for selling in such barrels or
cases, it will ho hard upon the small farmer who can-
not afford to go to the expense of getting a barrel specially.

Mr. GAULT. Large quantities of selected apples are
shipped from Montreal to England in barrels smaller than
flour barrels, and the question is whether any alteration
should be made in the law to prevent that. As a rule,
apples are sold in the market in flour barrels, but the selected
ones are shipped in smaller barrels.

Mr. MILLS. This question as to the size of the barrel
was before Parliament some years ago. It was then pointed
out that in Nova Scotia a smaller barrel was used in selling
apples than the flour barrel. I can see great convenience
in the suggestion of the hon. gentleman to adopt the flour
barrel as the standard. Is the standard'to ho made impera-
tive ? If not the law will be useless, but if it be made
imperative how does the hon. gentleman propose to enforce
his provision? Does ho propose to make it penal ? Or
does ho propose to allow the Nova Scotia barrels to be used,
which, I presume, are the ones to which the hon. member
for Montreal (Mr. Gault) refers.

Mr. COSTIGAN. When the demand was first made
for standard barrels for apples the gentlemen in that
business who made the proposition were in favor of ai
larger barrel than the flour barrel being adopted. Theyi
said that from the fact that they shipped to the English1
market apples in barrels larger than the American barrel,i

they established a character for the fruit advantageous to
them. I felt the force of the remarks of the member for
West Elgin (Mr. Casey) with regard to small growers who
might not be able to go to the expense of getting manu-
factured barrels, and thought it advisable, for convenience
sake, to adopt the flour barrel, because the small farmers
would be in a position to use their empty flour barrels. As
to providing penalties that eau be arranged in the Bill. It
is intended to provide a penalty for selling otherwise than
in such barrels, but that will be discussed botter when we
come to take up the Bill, I think.

Mr. WOODWORTH. As has already been referred to
by the member for Bothwell (Mr. Millis), the Revised
Statutes of Nova Scotia, fourth series, provide, at page 76, for
the measurement of apple barrels. I remember when Mr.
Longley, who was thon the member for Annapolis, intro-
duced this Bill. We have found it to work very well, and I
do not understand exactly what kind of a Bill is going to be
introduced here after this rosolution passes, but I would
ask my hon. friend the Minister of Inland Revenue to look
at this Act. I suppose it has escaped his notice.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Has the hon. gentle.
man had any communication with the fruit growers of
western Ontario, whore there are very large and extensive
orchards, on this subject.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The petitions came principally from
the fruit growers of Ontario.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But I mean from
western Ontario. My county and that of my hon. friend
are very large apple growing counties, and several of those
who are largely engaged in that trade have represented to
me on several occasions that they were in favor of much
smaller packages and barrels, and that for the English
market they thought it would be botter to have not the
barrel but a much smaller unit of capacity, in order to
encourage trade in the English markets. How that may
be I cannot say, but I merely state the opinion expressed
to me by some of them, and so I would like to know what
particular quarter of Ontario the hon. gentleman's informa.
tion was received from.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Some suggestion might be made when
we come to discuss the section. We might make the barrel
the same as the flour barrel. This is not a measure I have
introduced from any notion I have myself, but from
representations from the fruit growers that this legislation
is required.

Mr. BLAKE. But the hon. gentleman did not appear to
be aware that there was a law regulating the size of the
apple barrel in Nova Scotia. I do not know whether ho had
any representations froin the apple growers of Nova Scotia,
who grow a large quantity of apples for export ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. No.
Mr. BLAKE. The difficulty is this, if we are to prepare

legislation in respect to a matter on which very few of us
are informed, it seems almost a necessary preliminary to
understand what the general view of the growers in the
different parts of the country is, if the hon. gentleman bases
his opinion upon that. It does not do to logisiate because
the fruit growers of Huron or of other parts of Ontario
require it, without arriving at a reasonable thing for all.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The legislation now intended will make
the barrels uniform. The size laid down by legislation in
Nova Scotia is the same as that proposed in this Bill.

Mr. HESSON. For the.last few years I have had corre-
spondence with fruit growers in Ontario in reference to this
matter, and I am sure this moasure will be accepted by the
fruit growers throughout that Province as a step in the
right direction. It would appear to me that the utilisation
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of the four barrel, which can be always purchased cheaper
after it bas been used, would be a very important consider-
ation. To take any size that would not conform to that
would probably create a loss, as a flour barrel is very easily
obtainable by the smaller producer or packer of fruit, and
it is desirable that they should be able to utilise it. I think
a smaller package, provided it is not smaller than any
ordinary four barrel, would be the best to ship fruit in. I
quite agree with what my hon, friend from Huron seemed
to indicate, but I do not think it would be desirable to get
below a flour barrel. A uniform size is found necessary, as
some of these barrels have contained two and a half bushels,
some thrce, and some three and a quarter bushels, and in
many cases it was unfair, as a market price was to be
attached to a barrel, whereas the difference in the contents
might be very material. I have had letters on this subject
within the last three years. I have not found it necessary
to bring it before the louse, but I find that pressure has
been brought to bear on the Minister himself, and I merely
desire to sustain the view that there is a necessity for
uniform legislation.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman has not explained
under which limb of this resolution he proposes to deal with
the question of coal.

Mr. COSTIGAN. If the hon. gentleman objects, I shall
not be able to avoid his objection, because it does not seem
to be mentioned in the resolution.

Mr. BLAKE. What is the change about the cans?
Mr. COSTIGAN. The second sub-section of section 26,

passed last Session, is as follows :-
"2. Every hermetically sealed package of canned goods, such as

vegetables, fish and the like, shall have the weight of the contents of
the tin, can or package containing the same, legibly marked on it; and
any packer or other person found guilty of selling or exposing for sale
such goods in any such tin, can or package, on which the weight of the
contents is not so marked, or on which such weight is misrepresented,
shall, for the first offence, incur a penalty of two dollars for each such
tin, can or package, and for each subsequent offence a penalty of not
les than three nor more than twenty dollars for each such tin, can or
package.

At the time of the passing of this Act strong objections were
taken to this section by the packers on the ground that they
could not put the exact quantity in the packages that this
measure required. It was represented, also, that they had
large stocks on hand, and that large quantities of tins had
been ordered for packing purposes, and that to enforce the
law would inflict a heavy loss on these parties. The hon.
gentleman states that my Department has suspended the
operation of the Act. Well, my Department has no power
to suspend the operation of the Act ; and to-day, under that
Act, every person in the trade is just as much liable as
under any other Act of Parliament. The hon. gentleman
may be correct if he supposes that under all the circum-
stances our officers did not enforce that Act with the same
strictness that they would if the circumstances had been
other than I have mentioned. Now the change at present
does not give up the principle involved in the first section.
I stili hold to the propriety of securing for the consumer
the quantity that he purchases. We go further in this Act
and provide at the same time, not only for the marking of
the packages, but also that it shall contain the
name of the packer, and further that it shall show
the year in which such goods are packed. That
provision, I think, is in the interest of the con-
sumer, so that he may know whether the article he is
buying is fresb or not. Another reason that I think the
House will admit is with reforence to the poison Ln the cans.
We see references made in the newspapers to accidents of
poisoning occurring from the use of canned goods, and we
iind it is a general belief that these poisons accumulate by
some means in the older classes of goods, and that the poi-
son is more likely to be found in stocks that have been hold
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over for a number of years. It is believed that in all cases
where poison has been found in these goods the cans had
been packed for several years, while there is no danger to
be apprehended from fresh packed goods. Therefore we
think it is in the interest of the public, when they buy an
article they shall know, at least, in what year it was
packed, because if the can is hermetically sealed they eau-
not otherwise ascertain whether the contents are fresh or
old. Among the packers of fruit one of the strong argu-
ments used is that in different seasons the fruit differs in
density or weight, and that a can manufactured to hold two
pounds of prepared tomatoes, for instance, this year, might
not contain the same weight next year on account of the
different density of the fruit. While there may be some-
thing in that, I confess that I am not able to decide the point,
but in order that no injustice may bu done to the packers, or
to any one else who may be affected by this Bill, I propose
to take powers under the Bill by Order in Couneil that
where any class of these goods is known to bu liable to
variation, a percentage may bu allowed as a margin to
meet the variation to which packers claim that certain
fruits are liable. It is proposed, also, to exempt from the
operation of the section to which I am alluding, all such
goods as may be imported from foreign countries into
Canada, and such as are not prepared and put up here. It
is also proposed to exempt from the operation of the Act
goods that are put up in this country for exportation. My
opinion last Session was that the exemption was not neces-
sary; I believed thon that if this principle were adopted the
packers exporting such goods would find that it would estab-
lish thoir character in foreign markets, and would give the
goods increased value. But, on the other hand, I have been
informed by packers that it would prove a great inconveni-
ence to them, especially in the English markets, where the
prosent law does not insist upon any weights being marked
upon the can, but imposes a penalty if the weight is marked
upon a-can, and the contents are not in accordance with the
weight so marked. They claim that if they were to export
their goods marked, as I say, to contain two, three or four
pounds, in small packages, and in case any of these cans
fell short in the actual weight, they would be liable to a
penalty under the English Act. Thon I thoughit, perhaps,
it would be as well to yield that point for the goods which
are to be packed for exportation. I think that is all the
explanations I have to offer at present on that section of
the Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. Thon I understand the operations of the
measure are, first of all, that the hon. gentleman demands
some further marks upon the can; secondly, ho omits from
the operations of the law, goods imported into the country
of a character which we do not put up ourselves, and goods
exported ; ana thirdly, he takes a general power to permit
some variations in classes of goods which are found not to be
certain in their natural weight from one year to the other.
Of course, as to goods for exportation, it was pointed out
last year when tho measure was under discussion, that
having found himself in a position in which he was obliged
to dispense-not in form-of course ho could not, nor could
the whole Government dispense with an Act of Parlia-
ment-but practically to dispense with it by telling his
officers not to carry ont the law with the same strictness as
they carry out other laws, or telling them not to do any-
thing. 1 think the hon. gentleman had botter pass a law
which will deal with these questions effectually. The law
at present is one which is subject to variations from year to
year by Order in Council. So there is no stability in the
law as to certain classes I think it would have been botter
if enquiry had taken place, and the hon. gentleman had been
able to say that such and such are the limits of variation in
the different classes of goods. The hon. gentleman has
pointed out that the marking will indicate the year in which
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the goods were really canned, and I hope the hon. gentleman
will be able to assure consumers that those marks wil
represent accurately the years in which the goods were put
up.

Mr. JACKSON. I did not hear the Minister distinctly
Does the hon. gentleman intend to have the weight marked
on the can ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Yes.
Mr. JACKSON. Then do you intend to allow foreign

goods to be imported here without the weight being marked
and yet oblige home producers to have the weight marked?

Mr. BLAKE. My hon. friend behind me was under the
impression that the Minister had been speaking generally
as to foreign goods imported here. 1 understood the Minister
to say that the exception as to weight is to apply only to
such foreign goods imported as are not of the same character
as we put up in this country.

Mr. DAVIES. With respect to the packing oflobsters, I
suppose the Minister intends that those who pack lobsters
for export do not need to stamp the cans, while any cans of
lobstors attempted to be sold here must be stamped. I
would impress on the hon. gentleman the supreme
importance of obtaining accurate information before he
legislates.' Last year we passed what was nothing more
than a tentative measure, and it turned out that it was
not capable of being enforced. A good many packers went
to a large expense in providing dies and casts for stamping
cans, and afterwards they received notice from the Depart-
ment that the Act would not be enforced. The hon. Minister
shakes his head ; but i can give him one case from my own
personal knowledge. Packers, I say, went to the expense
of providing diesband were then informed by the Depart-
ment that the Act would not be enforced. The Minister
admits that such was the case ; it was not enforced as a
matter of fact last year. If new regulations are made this
year it is very desirable that they should be contained in
the Staute itslf, because if they are to bc made by Order
in Council hey will bc changed from time Vo time, and the
trade will be interfered with. Nothing annoys any trade
so much as constant changes of regulations. I submit that
the hon. gentleman should satisfy himself on every point
before he introduces legislation, and regulations should not
be made by Order in Council.

Mr. MILLS. Looking at the Statutes of 1879-I was
unable to obtain the Statutes for 1884-I find it is provided
that 25 Imperial gallons shall be a barrel. That is imade by
law the capacity of a barrel without reference to the par-
ticular use to which the barrel is put. That provision
would apply, of course, to apples as well as to anything
el8e. Will the hon. gentleman state what is the capacity of
the barrel which he now proposes to adopt ; is it 25 Imperial
gallons ?

Mr. BLAKE. Will it be larger or smaller than 25
Imperial gallons? In fact, how many Imperial gallons will
the new barrel hold ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. A flour barrel, I suppose, will hold
about three and a half bushels.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Nothing like it.

Mr. BLAKE. The Act provides 25 Imperial gallons
shall be a barrel. How many Imperial gallons will the new
barrel hold ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. I can measure it if the hon. gentleman
wishes. It is provided by this Bill that a barrel shall be of
certain dimensions.

Mr. BLAKE. We should like to know how much it will
hold. We know how much 25 Imperial gallons is.

Mr. COSTIGAN. It would be nearly 25 Imperial gal-
1 lons.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman will see that the
matter of weights aind measures is getting each year into
greater and greater confusion. We have adopted, as a

i measure of capacity, the Imperial gallon, and in addition we
have said that 60 pounds of wheat shall be a, bushel. A
Winchester bushel will measure 60 pounds, but an Imperial
bushel will measure 70 pounds. The weights of the
various kinds of grain mentioned are based upon the
Winchester bushel and net on the Imperial bushel. which is
mentioned in the Act. We shall see when the Bill comes
down what its provisions are; but thore could not le a
greater mass of confusion and inconsistency than the pro-
visions of the Act relating to weights and measures.

Resolution considered in Committee, reported and con-
curred in.

Mr. COSTIGAN moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 118)
further to amend the Acts relating to Weights and Measures.

Mr. BLAKE. I suppose there is no more coal in the Bill
than in the resolution.

Mr. COSTIGAN. There is coal in the Bill.
Mr. BLAKE. Is that fair ?
Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

INSPECTION OF GAS.
Mr. COSTIGAN moved that the House resolve itself into

Committee cf the Wholo to consider the following resolu-
tion:-

Resolved, That it is expedient further to amend the Acts respecting
the inspection of gas and gas meters by providing that gas may be
inspected without notice to the manufacturer.

-Mr. BLAKE. Will the hon. gentleman throw a little
electric light on this subject ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. I shall be most happy. The only
change proposed is that in inspecting gasand gas meters,
instead of giving notice Vo the owners or manufacturera, as
at present, we may make the inspection of gas without any
such notice.

Mr. BLAKE. We have lost the last part of the clause?
Mr. COSTIGAN. The hon. gentleman never had it.
Mr. BLAKE. W e had notice of it.
Mr. COSTIGAN. I hope the hon. gentleman does not

insist on my moving it.
Mr. BLAKE. No, if the hon. gentleman does not wish

to move it.
Resolution considered in Committee, reported and con-

curred in.
Mr. COSTIGAN moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.

119) further to amend the Acts respecting the inspection of
Gas and Gas Meters.

Mr. BLAKE. I suppose the hon. gentleman does not
intend to make any further provision respecting the pre-
sence of' sulphuretted bydrogen in gas. This is I suppose a
sort of compensation for the superfiuity of the other Bill.
The question as to the quantity of sulphuretted hydrogen
was .the subject of debate and of attempted legislation some
time ago, and 1 thought the hon. gentleman was about to
deal with it. Is this postponement on account of the diffi-
culty of dealing with the subject, or the representation of
the gas companies, or perhaps because the consumers do
not Jike such a proposal ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. We thought it advisable at first to
require the number of meters in use to be entered in the
registers of consumers, but we learned from tho reports of
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outside inspectors that the number would not be very great,
and we considered that further legislation would not be
required.

Mr. BLAKE. But as to the provisions with respect to
the presence of sulphuretted hydrogen ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. We do not propose to deal with it
further that by the present Act.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

ENQUIRY FOR A RETURN.

Mr. VAIL. I would remind the Minister of Marine that
the Return with reference to the supplies on the Hudson
Bay steamers has not been brought down. The Order was
passed on the 28th of February; I amended it to suit the
hon. gentleman's convenience, by including other papers,
but we have waited for it a long time.

Mr. MoLELAN. I enquired of the Deputy Minister this
morning, and he said it would be ready shortly. Thore was
some delay in gotting the accounts from the Auditor's office,
but they have been obtained and are now in the hands of
the copying clerks. We have had a number of returns to
prepare, and some which have been called for since that
day were much more important and they were put in hand
first.

Mr. VAIL. I think the hon. gentleman has been favored
a good deal this year, as we have not asked for a great many
returns from his Department.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the Orders are called, I would
invite hon. gentlemen opposite to give some further
information with reforence to the condition of affiirs in the
North-West, and also with reference to what further action
they have taken with regard to troops, and so forth, since
we last met.

Mr. CARON. I understood that the right hon. leader of
the Government had given to the House at the beginning
of the sitting the news which had been received so far.
With regard to the troops, the 9th Battalion, Quebec, under
the command of Lieut.-Col. Amyot, has been called out, and
will proceed forthwith to the front. The telegrams received
from along the line are most satisfactory, as indicating that
the measures taken by 'the railway company are being
carried out successfully, and that the troops are being
conveyed as rapidly as possible over that portion of the lino
north of Lake Superior. The hon. gentleman. will under-
stand that I do not wish to point ont the exact place which
the troops have reached. The hon. gentleman may smile ;
but I think it is of the greatest possible importance that
this information should not be given. However, it must be
satisfactory to the House to know that the measures taken
have been successfully carried out, and that the troops are
proceeding as rapidly as possible to the scene of action.

Mr. BLAKE. Tho bon. gentleman bas not stated what
ho expects to be tho strength of the 9th, or whether the
65th has been ordered to leave.

Mr. CARON. I explained yesterday that they were
ordered to be ready and to proceed to the front.

Mr. BLAKE. He did not state that they were to proceed
to the front, but that they were to be ready.

Mr. CARON. I may not have gone that far; but they
have received orders to proceed, and I expect that they1
will proceed to-morrow morning or afternoon. The 9th(
Battalion, under my hon. friend Col. Amyot, has just1
gone through its annual drill, and was inspected a few1
4ays ago, in consequence of which it will be possible to
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despatch it with almost no delay. Colonel Amyot told me
that he xpected to ba able to leave by to-morrow night or
the day after. He bas left this afternoon by the four
o'clock train for Quebec to take command of bis regiment,
and ho expects to be able to leave immediately. The
strength of his battalion is about 340, or possibly 350. The
full strength of the 65th, I am informed, will be between
250 and 300.

Mr. BLAKE. There have been some statements in the
newspapers with reference to the condition of the accoutre-
monts of the 65th. Are those defects now repaired ?

Mr. CARON. I do not know what the papers have said,
but I can tell the hon. gentleman that the 65th, like every
other battalion in ordinary times, is not provided with all
the equipment which is necessary when moving. The
requisition was sent in by Col. Ouimet to the Department,
and the requisition was filled without any delay whatever.
Whatever was required that we had not, I authorised Col.
Ouimet to purchase in Montreal.

Mr. BLAKE. As the hon. gentleman has stated that it
is of the highest consequence in the public interest that it
should not be known where the troops north of Lake
Superior are, of course I do not enquire further as to that.
But we were told, when it was announced to us by the
First Minister that this route was to be adopted, that there
was a gap in the Canadian Pacific Railway of from seventy
to seventy-five miles.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That was a mistake.
Mr. BLAKE. A little later in the evening the Minister

of Customs said a mistake had been made in that, and that
there was one gap in the road of 42 miles. The First Min-
ister also stated to us that the troops would reach Winnipeg
by that route more quickly than they would by any other
route. Now, the information I have received is that there
is not one gap, but three gaps, and that the sum of the
mileage of those three gaps is about 87 miles, being more
than twice as much as the Minister of Oustoms said; and as
they are divided into three parts, the troops will require
three transfers, not one. The information I have also received
is that the officials of the Canadian Pacifie Raiway say
themselves that they expect the troops now on the railway
to reach Winnipeg on Thursday, which would indicate that
route to be not shorter, but mach longer than any other
route. As the statements the First Minister made when he
informed the House of the adoption of this route appear not
to be in accordance with this information oither as to the
mileage of the gaps, or the number of the gaps, or the
length of time, I think, when the knowledge of these inac-
curacies comes to him, ho should give us the accurate infor-
mation on the subject. In this connection, I would ask
whether the hon. gentleman can say when ho expects that
the troops who started yesterday will reach Winnipeg. In
the same connection I would refer to a statement made in
the Montreal Times of to-day:

' "The Government had occasion to forward from Kingston and Toronto
a quantity of ammunition for the North-West by the Grand Trunk Rail-
way to Chicago. Mr. Cable, President of the Chicago, Rock Island and
Pacific Company, on learning the facts, immediately placed, without
charge, two cars, and made a special train for the speed y delivery at
St. Paul of the war supplies. An act of kindness like this is not st all
likely to be forgotten. '

I would ask whether that statement is correct as to the
transport of these munitions, and as to the kind action of
the president of the company.

Mr. BOWELL. The statement that I made just before
the House rose was made upon the authority of the presi-
dent of the company. I made special enquiry as to the
length our volunteers would have to travel to connect with
the western section of the Canadian Pacifio Railway and
gave the information as I received it,
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Mr. BLAKE. I hope neither the hon. gentleman or any-

body else thinks that I intimated the hon. gentleman said
anything else than what he believed to be true. I stated
that as soon as the Government became aware of the inaccur-
acy of thoir statement they should have given us the
accurate facts.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think I said there
was only one gap, because I know there are several small
gaps besides the chief one. I believe I said, or at any rate
I intended to say the gap or gaps were 70 miles. If the hon.
gentleman has seen the plan exhibited by the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, he must have seon whore these gaps are.
I find that the larger gap estimated to be 42 to 47 miles. I
think 47 miles is the accurate distance-and then there are
two other smaller gaps. Sleighs are in readiness at the gaps,
and the men without difficulty are transferred from railway
to sleigh and from sleigh to railway, and I think that is
the safest and shortest route in Canada by which to send
troops to the North-West.

Mr. CARON. In so far as the paragraph which the hon.
gentleman read from the Times of Montreal with reference
to the action of the American railway companies is con-
cerned, I may say it is perfectly true. The American rail-
way companies have been extremely kind, expediting
with all possible promptness the amnimunition we have sent
over their linos, and I took occasion to telegraph Mr. Cable
the thanks of the Government for his promptness.

Mr. BLAKE. It is stated the hon. member for Proven-
cher (Mr. Royal) bas left for the North-West. Has he
gone under instructions from the Government or on a Gov.
ernment mission ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Not that I am aware of.
Mr. BLAKE. At what time did Gen. Middleton leave

Ottawa? When did ho reach Winnipeg ?
Mr. GAULT. The House and the country will recognise

the great efficiency and promptness which the Government
has displayed in sending forward troops. I need only say
that there is still in Montreal a battalion ready to go to the
front as well prepared to go as any battalion in this country.

Mr. CARON. General Middleton left, I think, on Mon-
day night and must have reached Winnipeg on Friday
morning. To be absolutely certain I will get the accurate
information and give it to the hon. gentleman.

Mr. BLAKE. I have been informed that the Govern.
ment has taken control of the telegraph linos west of Win-
nipeg. Io that so? And I would also ask what is the pre-
sent condition of telegraphie communication in the North-
West, in the disturbed region, and what are the present
facilities for obtaining news, and what the date is of the
latest news received from Prince Albert, Carlton and
Battleford ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentleman is per.
haps not aware that the linos which are under the control
of the Government are from Qu'Appelle to Fort Qu'Ap-
pelle, from Fort Qu'Appelle to Humnboldt, with two or
three stations on the~ way, from Humboldt to Clark's
Crossing; thon from Clark's Crossing it divides,
one line goes to Prince Albert, the other goes
to Battleford; from Battleford to Edmonton, and from
Edmonton to St. Albert. St. Albert must not be con-
founded with Prince Albert. St. Albert is far in the west
while Prince Albert is more in the east, about 20 miles
from Carlton, but Carlton is not on the line of the tele-
graph. The line was cut Saturday last between Hum-
boldt and Clark's Crossing, but was re-established
during the night on orders from bore, and the next
news w. heard was that the half-breeds had taken possession
of our station at Stobart, about 17 or 18 miles fronm Prince

Albert. It is also called Batoche. Near there is Diuck
Lake. Stobart is about 16 miles from Carlton. The lino
has been eut between Clark's Crossing on the main line and
Prince Albert, and has not been reestablished. The lino
was eut two days ago between Battleford and Edmonton in
the west ; that was reestablished once or twice but it bas
been eut agairr, and we have had no direct news by tele-
graph from Edmonton for the last two days.

Mr. CARON. Arrangements have been made to estab-
lish a service for the troops so that we will not be without
information.

Mr. BL AKE. Is there any reliable information with
reference to the fate of the Indian instructor on the File
Hills reserve ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, there are only rumors
of which we have no means of knowing the truth or falsity.

Mr. BLAKE. Are we to have to-day any of the papers
which have been asked for, some of which the hon. gentle-
man stated were in preparation ? Since that time it has
been indicated to me, with reference to some of the papers
which I have suggested as likely to be in the possession of
the Government, that there was a letter from the Bishop of
Saskatchewan to the Lieutenant-Governor of the North.
West Territories, which probably the latter officer may have
transmitted to the Government, as it was certainly his duty to
have done; also there were severai applications from Bishop
Grandin in regard to the half-breed claims, and also that
there was probably some response on the part of the
Government to the memorial or representation or Minute in
Council of the North-West Council which was passed in the
year 1883. I mention these as other papers amongst those
which I think it is important the House should have.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.
papers as are not confidential.

I will bring down sucli

Mr. MILLS. When the hon. gentleman brings down
these papers, ho might also bring down the report which
was made by Major Walsh in the autumn of 1878. Before
the late Government retired from office, Major Walsh, who
was connected with the police force in the North-West Ter.
ritories, received leave of abseace through the Secretary of'
State, and was in the service of the Department of the
Interior. He was appointed to visit the half-breeds south
of the Saskatchewan and north of the American border to
ascertain their numbers, to ascertain their wishes and
aspirations, to know where they would like to be located,
and in fact to obtain for the Government all the information
that could ho had in regard to them, and which at that time
was not in the possession of the Government. I understood
in the Session of 1879 that that commission of Major Walsh
was cancelled and ho was ordered back to join the force.
The Government, no doubt, had some reason for changing
the policy of their predecessors in this particular. Major
Walsh, I know, was engaged in those duties at the time that
the policy was reversed, and he was ordered again to join
the police force. I have no doubt that the Governmont
have some papers upon the subject, the communication of
the Government to Major Walsh and any statement ho may
have made to the Government in regard to it, and I hope
the hon. gentleman will, with the other papers ho may
bring down, bring down those papers, and we shall thon be
in a better position to see what is the position of the half
breed population, known as the half-breeds of the plains,
than we would be without that information.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the hon. gentleman
desires to have speedy returns, ho cannot get returns of all
the papers and correspondence in regard to ,ho North-West
from the time we got the country.

Mr. MTTS. I am not asking that.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, nothing has been

heard, or, at aIl events, nothing was suggested this Session
in reference to this real or supposed report of Mr. Walsh.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman will see that he was in
charge of the Department at the time Major Walsh was
ordered to desist from the work in which he was engaged
and to return to his post on the police force.. It must there-
fore have been done by the hon. gentleman.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, but in 1879.

WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.

House again resolved itself into Committee of Ways and
Means.

Winceys. (In the Committee.)

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I propose a substitution. The
original proposition was that costume cloths, serges and
similar fabrics under 25 inches wide should be charged 25
per cent. ad valorem, and winceys of all kinds 25 per cent.
ad valorem. I propose to strike out those two items and
substitute the following:-

Checked, striped or fancy cotton winceys over twenty-five inches
wide a specific duty of two cents per square yard and fifteen per cent.
ad valorem.

This alteration is, I think, not a change from the Act as it
now stands. At present all these goods not over a quarter
wool are subject to precisely the same duty. Great difficul-
ties have arisen in many of the ports and in the entry in
the Custom house to ascertain whether the goods were over
a fourth wool or under. This is intended to remove that
difficulty.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Why do you introduce
the word "cotton ?" Will not that add to the difficulty ?
It might be considered to refer to all cotton.

Sir LEONARD TILLE f. They do make winceys all
cotton as well as of wool.

Mr. BLAKE. As you now have it, is it intended to
embrace only those wbich are cotton, and to omit those
which have any admixture of wool at all ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. As it stands at present, any
wincey that is cotton or not over one-fourth wool pays this
duty. This is to remove the words, "not over onefourth
wool"

Mr. BLAKE. It will simply apply to plain cotton ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. To plain cotton winceys.

Then
All fabries composed whollT or in part of wool, worsted, the hair of

the Alpaca goat or other like animals, not otherwise provided for,
twenty-two and a half per cent. ad valorem.

Winceys of ail kinds, not otherwise provided for, twenty-two and a half
per cent. ad valorem.

At present all fabrica composed wholly or in part of wool,
worsted, etc., pay 20 per cent. It is proposed to make thati
22J per cent. Those not otherwise provided for it is pro.
posed to make 22k per cent., instead of 2 cents a square
yard and 15 per cent., as at present, and then there are4
some that are under the class of woollen goods. The groundi
for changing the proposition as before stated is that, ini
communication with representatives of the trade in some ofi
the larger ports, it was suggested that the difficulties theyE
had had in the past would be entirely removed if we wouldE
adopt a uniform rate under these three items, for instancec
the difficulties as. to custom goods as compared with win-(
ceys. After hearing their arguments and the reasons they
submitted, the Government decided to ask the House to
amend the original proposition in this respect.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the range of
value in these cotton winceys?

Mr. MILLe.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. That I do not know. It is a
cheap range of value.

Sir RICIARD CARTWRIGHT. That is a matter of
some moment as the hon. gentleman will see. A specific
duty per square yard may amount to 10 or 20 or 30 per
cent.-I merely use that as an illustratiQn-according
to the value of the cotton wincey on which it is imposed. In
all the other cases he as an ad valorern duty which, I am
inclined to think, the trade to the contrary notwithstanding
would have been fairer to the consumer. There are several
distinct interests in this matter-the trade, the consumer.
the manufacturer, and the revenue. The hon. gentleman
will see that two cents per equare yard necessarily may
vary very much according to t e range and value of these
winceys. That is the reason I wanted to know what the
range was.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Still, the new proposition
does not change that materially; it simply strikes out the
words "lnot over a fourth." Therefore, the value was not
materially changed. But the hon. gentleman will see the
difficulty that would arise in ascertaining whether it was
over a fourth. The fact is winceys of that kind have but a
small quantity of wool in them.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I know that wincey,
properly speaking, cônsists of a mixture of cotton and
wool, and the cotton wincey is a much less valuable article
-if I am correctly informed, as I am not an expert myself
-than a wincey composed of cotton and wool together; so
that there is a more material changein this than would
appear at first sight. I cannot speak with any certainty,
but I have been given to understand that in many cases
this might range to a duty of 35 per cent. as against a duty
of 22k per cent. in other cases, and as against a duty of 25
per cent. which the hon. gentleman first intended to pro-
pose. I must say that, without minute information, I
rather like his first proposal better than hie second one.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. There is no proposition to
change the duty at all.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The proposition he
made originally was that winceys of all kinds should be 25
per cent. ad valorem; now the proposition is that winceys
of one particular kind shall pay 22k per cent. If winceys
come under No. 2 they would also pay 22k per cent.-per-
haps they do not. It appears now that in cases between
No. 1 and 3 there is room for considerable discrimination
against cotton winceys as compared with his original pro.
position of 25 per cent. I am inclined to think that in a
good many cases a duty of 2 cents per square yard will
bring this up pracically to 35 per cent., perhaps more.
Has the hon. gentleman any definite information on that
point ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No, I have notat this moment.
I would state that there is no doubt that winceys proper,
such as have been imported, are not like the winceys in the
olden times, which were a mixture of wo:> and cotton.
That is the only proper wincey. Still, an article made
entirely of cotton has been for a number of years imported
and entered as winceys. But the hon. gentleman will
notice that there is no change whatever in the duty upon
winceys proper, that is, containing over one-quarter wool,
subject at present to the wool duty. There is no propo-
sition to change that at all; the only change is in the
direction of ascertaining with more certainty the quantity
of wool.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not know, as a
matter of fact, but it is very likely, juding from the way
in which the trade usually avail themselves of these details,
that in future you will find a lot of goods which in old times
might have been called cotton winceys now coming in under
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some other name. There is a great variety of names in the
list of cotton goods; and is cotton wincey so well estab-
lished a term that it cannot be brought in under any other
head ? Has the First Minister considered that point? I
know that in former times all kinds of differences used to
bc made. When we put on the tariff an article which, up
to that time, had been a tolerably clearly well defined
article of commerce, it was suddenly discovered that it was
not su clearly defined, and all sorts of irregularities arose.

Mr. BLAKE. IL would be well to understand what the
effect will be. The first item has this result, that whereas
formerly winceys, whether ofcotton or of wool, or a mix-
ture, provided the wool did not exceed 25 per cent. paid
this duty. Now, only that class of winceys that is composed
of cotton will pay a specific and ad valorem. I understood
the hon. Minister to say that it was the more expensive
winceys that consisted of a mixture of cotton and wool,
and that therefore it is the less expensive wincey now,
with a run of two ranges, that will be paying duty. Has
the hon. gentleman any idea what this duty amounts to,
ad valorem, as a rule-this specific and ad valorem or
checked, striped, or plain cotton winceys ?

Mr. BOWELL. As to the effect which the leaving out the
wool will have, in the question proposed by the leader of
the Opposition, and also by the hon. member for South
Huron, I am not prepared to say. In conversation with a
deputation from the merchants of Quebec, Montreal, and
Toronto, in which we discussed this question fully, we came
to the conclusion that this would put them in a better posi-
tion, and that to adopt the system that bas been proposed
would be equally favorable to the Government from a
revenue standpoint. But I have not really investigated the
question as to what amount the ad valorem would be upon
the winceys or cotton alone. I can tell the hon. gentleman
how many winceys altogether were imported last year, and
the duty collected on them, and the probable result of the
adoption of the present policy.

Sir RICHFARD CARTWRIGHT. But our returns only
give pounds weight; they do not give the yards. If they
gave the yards the question wonld be more easily answered.

Mr. BOWELL, No, pounds only refer to woollen goods;
it is only the woollen goods that have the specific duty of
10 cents per pound and 20 per cent. ad valorem. It is true
that these winceys pay two cents per square yard and 15
per cent. ad valorem, but whether they are kept separately
in the Trade and Navigation Returns I do not at present
know.

Sir RICIIARD CARTWRIGHT. They are put down as.
checked, striped and fancy winceys, of material partly'
wool.

Mr. BOWELL. That is another item. The checked,
striped, or fancy winceys were only 20 per cent. before.
The old tariff regulating the duty upon winceys, reads as
follows:-

"Wmoeys, plain, of all widths when the material is over one-fourth
wool, 20 per cent. ad valorem. Checked, striped, or fancy, not over 25
inches wide, 20 per cent. ad valorem. Ohecked, striped, or fancy dress
winceys over 25 inches wide, and not under 30 inches, when the mater-
ial is not more than one-fourth wool, two cents per square yard and 15
per cent. ad valorem."

The latter paragraph is retained with the exception of the
qualification of one-4ourth wool. The other two clauses are
struck out, and the item which is numbered 265 in the
tariff, is aiso repealed. The present proposition is to retain.
that ite n which proposes a duty of 20 per cent. on all other
classes that are entered as winceys or dress goods, or of any
other character not otherwise provided for. I quite agree
with the-hon. gentleman as to the diffleulty he has suggested
in adopting any particular name for any particular clas of
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goods. Experience has taught him no doubt, as it has
taught others, that the moment you put in particular words
a way is opened to introduce all kinds of goods under that
head. For instance, in one small port our attention was
called to the fact that large quantities of winceys were
being imported. A closer investigation brought to light
the facts that light Scotch tweed4 were being bronght in,
which could not properly come under that head. Wincey
today is not the fabric it was in Scotland when the article
was first brought into notice. At present almost every-
thing in the shape of common goods is introduced as wincey,
although it may bave no particle of wool in it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is cotton wincey
entered under ? Is it under the head of cotton manufactures
as in former years-?

Mr. BOWELL. No; it is under the head of winceys.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Although it is simply

cotton ?
Mr. BOWELL. A large quantity of winceys are nothing

but cotton. To the inexperienced observer they appear to
be made partly of wool; but when they are submitted to a
chemical test it is proven there is no wool in them. During
the process of manufacture, in some cases, the material is
sprinkled with woollen particles which give the fabric a
woollen surface.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The paragraph you
have here would certainly not include winceys made of cot-
ton ou]y.

Mr. BOWELL. The item in the tariff under the head of
wincey goods is as follows: checked, striped or fancy
winceys.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I hardly see if they are
partly cotton wby winceys should pay that amount.

Mr. BOWELL. The reason this class was placed lin the
tariff last year, or some previous year, was that this parti-
cular width of goods came into direct competition with a
class of goods that was being made in this country; and it
was in order that it should not come into competition with
the shirting made in our own factories that it was placed at
2 cents per square yard and 15 per cent. ai valorem.

Mr. BLAKE. But the tariff says checked, striped or
fancy cotton dress winceys; and it aiso mentioned over 25
and not over 3O inches. Se that there are two other
changes besides those which have been adverted to.

Mr. BOWELL. There are only two classes of winceys
covered by the proposed changes. We came to the conclu-
sion to put all winceys composed wholly or in part of wool,
worsted and alapaca at 22½ per cent.; but upon looking into
the matter more closely we found that there was a class of
winceys composed partly of wool and partly of cotton in
addition to all cotton winceys, so we added a third class, not
provided in the classes already referred to, and placed them
in the 22½ per cent. ad valorem list. So there are only
two questions for appraisers or collectors to docide. Firat,
whether the article was a wincey. If it was of a certain
width and all cotton, the duty would be 2 cents per square
yard and 15 per cent. ad valorem. All other kinds of fabrics
not elsewhere specified, such as winceys, partly c>tton, and
dry goods, such as costume cloths, etc., will come in under
the one head.

Sir RICHARD CART WRLGIIT. So I understand, but I
am informed by a gentleman who is more aquainted with
the mat ter than I ani, that there are cotton winceys actually
sold in Canada that only cost 4 pence and à pence sterling
per yard, that is 8 or 10 cents. If that be the case the duty
on such winceys amount to 40 per cent. That la very high,
it is in fact a prohibitory duty, and I should think objection-
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able from a revenue and also from a consumer's point o.
view.

Mr. BOWELL. I am not in a position to speak as to th
correctness of that statement. J have not yet learned that
cotton winceys are as cheap as that. I know, in communi
cating with a manufacturer of winceys in Bradford, England
Mr. Slater, who is now manufacturing a very good class of
cotton winceys, gave me no such price as that. H e
claimed that 20 per cent. was not a sufficient protection
of course hoe spoke from a manufacturer's point of view.

Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps the hon. gentleman, before con-
currence, will give the House some information as to what
the real incidence of this duty will be. He has not answered
the point I put to him. Jf they are winceys of the class
stated in the first paragraph, that is to say, all cotton,
checked, striped or fancy, and over thirty inches wide,
there is a practical increase of duty, because the present
tariff limits the class on which a duty is charged of 2 cents
per yard and 15 per cent. ad valorem to cloths over twenty-
five and under thirty inches; and those in excess of thirty
inches are now being brought under a higher rate of duty.
Why is this ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I spoke of the prices
of cotton winceye in England, not laid down here. There
are, of course, very great reductions made from time to
time.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). With respect to those cotton
winceys, the Minister has explained to the gentleman whom
ho named that the duty would be placed at 22J por cent.,while
27½ is imposed as a protection to a print mill. W hy should
hon. gentlemen opposite, under a policv that is net having
an oye te revenue but te, the protection of manufacturers,
give to one manufacturer of a similar line of goods in some
respect 27p- pr cent. duty, and te another, which is also a
pioncer industry, 224 per cent. It appears they first placed
the rate at 25, but reduced it to 224. I desire an explana-
tion from the standpoint of hon. gentlemen opposite as to
why manufacturers are treated on different lines.

Mr. BOWELL. It is difflicult to answer that question,
because I had no conversation with the gentleman referred
to es to the policy of imposing 22J per cent. or any other
figure. He, like other manufacturers, asked for a larger
measure o# prutection to bis industry. lu considering the
question, it was at first decided to place winceys made in
this country at 25 per cent. ad valorem. Upon further con-
sideration and after consultation with those in i he trade, we
came to the conclusion to place the tariff at 224 for these
classes of goods, by which we would not only give the
manufacturer of that article a botter protection than ho had
before, but it would also relieve the merchant and those who
have the responsibility of collecting the duty from all diffi.
culty, comparatively speaking, that bas presented itself in
the different districts as to distinctions between cloths and
winceys and alapacas and other classes of ·goods brought
into the country. To-day you have what is called the con-
dola cloth. Next year that fabric may have entirely gone out
and you may have "Khartoums," or something else. Those
are the difficulties that prosented themselves, and after full
consideration we came to the conclusion that it was much bet-
ter to lower the duty on this particular class of winceys and
to make it 22J per cént. for ail this class of fabries brought
into the country. This article, as the hon. gentleman knows,
does not come into competition with any other in the Domin-
ion. .1 am not aware-although the hon. member for Wel-
lington told me so the other night-that winceys are mann-
factured in some other place in Canada than Brantford. From
all my enquiries I have failed to find that they are. When I
asked Mr. Slater, when he first came into the country with
his machinery, why ho did not enter into this industry, as
there was no competition, ho gave me the answer which I

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.

f suppose ho thought sufficient, considering the question from
his own standpoint, that there was greater protection on
cotton, and ho decided to go into that which ho deemed
would pay him best. As there is but one mill and as we
thought 22* per cent. would be a protection to him, we
acceded to his requests sa far as we thought it advisable in
the interest of the trade, the revenue, and the manufacturer.

Mr. McMULLEN. I feel that the statement of the ex-Fi-
nance Minister as to the value per yard will not exceed the
figure ho said, when you add two cents per square yard
and 15 per cent. you virtually make it 35 per cent. which
is an excessive duty for that particular article. I have no
doubt that it comes in competition with the article of win-
ceys manufactured in this country, but at the same time I
look upon it as very excessive to put on such an enormous
duty.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman knows that all cot-
ton manufactures are two cents and 15 per cent. I have
however made a note of the question by the leader of the
Opposition, as to the effect from the ad valorem duty, and
will endeavor to ascertain it.

Mr. BLAKE. Also the question as to the reason why ho
omits specifically the width in winceys. The hon. gentle-
man will see that winceys over 30 inches are taxed ad val-
orem only, and that now ho is proposing by omitting that
specification of 30 inches, to tax all those in excess of 30
inches two cents and 15 per cent., so that he is making
that change adversely to those over 30 inches, if such
there be. I was about to say that I think the hon. gentle-
man is perfectly correct in stating that his present propos-
aIs are more advantageous te the general conduct of the
imperting business of the country than those which were
in the first instance brought down, and they are to that
extent an advantage aud a relief indirectly te the consumer,
because those things which involve difficulties andcompli-
cations to the informer have ultimately, I am afraid, to be
borne by the consumer, so that anything which the hon.
gentleman can do in the way of giving certainty and sim-
plicity to the importer is also important to the consumer.
The hcn. gentleman says these proposals are botter than
his last, and so far I agree with him. But ho will
remember that the tender mercies of the wicked are crue].

Mr. BO WELL. Not always.
Mr. BLAKE. Well, the good book says so, though I do

not say that the hon. gentleman is of that class whose
tender mercies are cruel. I say I have received many
complaints of the difficulties that the importers labor under
in respect te this present tariff as it was, and many more as
to the proposed changes, which seemed to aggravate the
difficulties that existed, owing to the want of uniformity of
judgment.

Mr. BOWELL. I hope the hon. gentleman does not refor
to the amendment.

Mr. BLAKE. No, I say I think it is an improvement
and I am glad to see it so far. Still I say that the trade
complain seriously as to the consequences of constant
changes. It really is most embarrassing to those who
have to buy, for we know that the present custom of the
trade is that goods are bought and sold in advance by
samples, and that these constant changes of the tariff are
extremely embarrassing to the importer, and that the con-
sumer must ultimately pay for them. Although the im-
porter suffers to some extent by reason of the diminution
of his trade when excessive duties are laid upon him, and
because that the higher the cost of the aiticle the less the
people will buy it if they can avoid it, still his main interest
is simplicity and uniformity. But the consuming public
has another interest, namely the rate of taxation autually
paid, and upon that point the hon. gentleman has agreed to
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furnish information-at least as to that which is the most
difficult of calculation, the first item. The second and third
-because I do not wish to trouble the hon. gentleman with
a separate discussion upon them all-are increased from 20
to 22J per cent., at any rate the second and part of the
third. Al these fabrics, of which many have been paying
20 per cent., are increased to 221 per cent., and I was
anxious to know what increase of revenue the hon. gentle-
man expects to derive from the change.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It is estimated that the Cas-
toms will give. $7,000 more of revenue. There will be no
increase on winceys because there is no doubt that under
the operation of this there will be an increased manufacture.
The other woollen goods there will be an increase of $40,000
-that is $47,000 in all. The dry goods I will explain when
we come to them.

Sir RICHAR D CARTWRIGHT. That is $47,000 for the
three items?

Sir LEONARD TILLE Y. Yes.
The Committee rose; and it being six o'clock, tho Speaker

left the Chair.

After Recess.
House again resolved itself into Committee of Ways and

Means.
Mr. McMULLEN. I wish to draw the Finance Minister's

attention to the fact that in his Budget Speech he stated
that winceys were now being manufactured, and probably
would be manufactured under a 25 per cent. tariff. Seeing
that the duty has been reduced to 22* per cent., I want to
know whether he expects that winceys will continue to be
manufactured in Canada.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes, they are manufactured
at 20 per cent., but this will be so much botter.

Mr. McMULLEN. There was a proposition to take the
duty off woollen rags. The duty being continued, will that
interfere with the manufacture of winceys.

Sir LEONARD T[LLEY. No because winceys are
cotton.

Pickles ani sauces, 25 per cent.

Mr. BLAKE. Would the hon. gentleman explain.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I stated, when I laid the

resolutions on the Table, that the parties engaged in this
industry of bottling pickles have complained, and we thought
after considering the matter with some justice, that the duty
on vinegar is higher than the 20 per cent. which they had
on pickles. Under these circumstances, they thought an
additional protection should be given to them. While there
is a duty of 30 per cent. on the bottles, I think it does not
increase the price to that extent, though it does perhaps
increase the price slightly. Under these circumstances,
it was thought proper to impose a duty of 25 per cent. We
think that this change will in the first year realise an
additional revenue of $6,000, or, if we take into aecount the
additional 5 per cent. on the imports of last year, it will be
something more; but we should make some allowance for
the increased production in Canada.

Mr. BLAKE. More vinegar and bottles in the country?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. Yet the manufacturers complain that they

would net get the vinegar as cheap as they would if there
was not a duty ?

Sir LEONARD TILL1Y. No; they complain that the
Excise duty we impose on vinegar made in the country out
of alcohol is at a rate that places them in an unfavorable
pQsitioIn.

1

Mr. BLAKE. 10 or 15 per cent ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No, probably it msy be from

2½ to 5 per cent. The price varies according to the compe-
tition.

Mr. BLAKE. Is the hon. gentleman speaking of the
general principle or of its actual application to the case of
bottles ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Its actual application to the
case of bottles. In many cases it does not increase the price
at all. For vinegar bottles it is alleged they do pay some-
thing more.

Mr. BLAKE. And they are not satisfiel with 20 per
cent?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. They are not satisfied with
20 per cent., because if they import the bottles they would
have to pay what the importer pays on pickles ready for
market, and they would have no advantage then.

Mr. BLAKF. But, as I understand, the bottle is sold
sometimes at from 2j to 5 per cent. in advance of the im-
ported article, duty free.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY, No, not duty free. That is
over the 20 per cent. duty.

Mr. BLAKE. Then, the bottles manufactured in the
country are being sold at from 22j, to 25 per cent. more than
the price of the imported article, free of duty.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes, and sometimes less.

Barrels containing petroleum or its products, 40 cents each.

Mr. BLAKE. Would the hon. gentleman explain the
reason of this change ?

Mr. BOWELL. This is to avoid the many difficulties that
arise as to the value of the barrels. The fixed value of bar-
rels containing petroleum has been $2 for the last few years.
Some complain that that is too much; the manufacturers of
petroleum complain that it is too little; and we thought it
better, in order to prevent any dispute in the future, to
make the specific duty equal to what the ad valorem duty is
at present; so that this is really not an increase in the duty.

Mr. SCRIVER. No, but the Department have been in
the habit some time past of arbitrarily adding 50 cents to
the actual cost of the barrel. These barrqls are valued at
8 1.50, and the Customs valuators have bedh in the habit of
!ixing them, no doubt under instructions from the Depart-
ment, at $2 each. If that practice is to be continued in the
future, I agree with the Minister of Customs that it is better
to put it in the statate. At the same time it is none the
less an improper exaction, considering the amount of duty
imposed on petroleum. It is only an indirect way of adding
to the duty on petrolcum:

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman is correct as to the
ruling of the Department. The mafter has cost a great
deal of time and investigation. The importers of barrels,
particularly those along the frontier, coutend that they are
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Mr. BLAKE. Does the hon. gentleman mean to say

that the Excise duty amounts to anything approaching 20
per cent. on the vinegar.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. They thought that on the
vinegar made from alcohol we might find that it was more.
But we do not take the duty in that way ; we charge, i
think, three cents a gallon, and the vinegar varies in price.
Imported vinegar can be got at from 10 cents up to perhaps
20 or 25 cents a gallon, according to the strength and kind.

Mr. BLAKE. Then the duty of 20 per cent. on the
bolttes raises the price to some extent.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Not very materially, but to
some extent.
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worth as low as $1, some say $1.25, others 81.50 and $1.75,
while we have the very boat evidence that can be furnished
to show that a first class barrel is worth when new $2, but
it has to ho tarred and painted, and go through other
operations before it is made sufliciently tight. The dispute
which bas arisen is precisely that which the hou. gentle-
man has pointed out, and it is mach better we should havo
a fixed rate so that everbody may know what it is.

Cutlery not otherwise provided for, 25 per cent. ad valorem.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. When we introduced the
resolution in 1879, we did not propose to change the duty
on cutlery, but left it at a revenue tariff rate, because it was
not manufactured in Canada, and on the dire declaration of
the Government in 1870, frequently repeated sin@e then,
that any new industry started in Canada under the new
revenue tariff would receive consideration, we now ask P -
liament to increase the duty on this article 25 per cent.

Sir ]RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In that case the hon.
gentleman ought to ho able to inform us how much the rev-
enue will lose by this change and what and how much cut-
lery is manufactured, and generally what will ho the effect
of this incroased duty. The brief declaration ho las made
gives no sort of information as to the practical bearing of
this new measure on the consumer. AIl that we know is
that we will have to pay 25 per cent. more for our cutlery,
which is an article of general consumption, than ever before,
and we know well besides that the cutlery we will get manu-
factured bere is apt to be of an inferior description.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The effect of this on the
revenue will ho to increase it frve or six tbousand dollars.
The application of 25 per cent. on the imports of last year
would increase the revenue $53,272, but it is estimated from
the number of bands employed and the quantity of
cutlery which will ho turned out that the actual increase
of revenue will not exceed five or six thousand dollars.
There is an establishment for the munufacture of knives
and forks in Montreal on an extensive scale. I visited it a
month or two ago and was told that under the circumstances
they found it exceedingly difficult to make both ends meet.
lu fact, with the 20 per cent. duty imposed, they thought
they were not in a fair position, and they were prepared,
if they could get the control of a larger part of the market,
to double the quantity of their manufacture. They manu-
facture forks and knives, and some of them are of a very
superior character, I can speak from experience, having
purchased six or nine dozen.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. They were no doubt a
much botter sample than their ordinary goods.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. And as far as I could judge,
they were a very superior article. Under these circum-
stances the Government think that it is in the interests of
the country that this additional protection should be given.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman
does not expect me to agree with him in that, but we will
not begin another discussion on free trade and protection.
I can tell him that the cutlery that I have been compelled
to purchase of Canadian manufacture is of an inferior des-
cription, but no doubt the Finance Minister obtained a
sample of much better cutlery.

Sir LEONARD TILLEt. Not at al because they were
not made for me.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Al I can say is that
my experience was not so fortunate. I would be glad to
see the article manufactured under a reasonable tarif, but
I do not consider 25 per cent. to be a reasonable tariff for
this Dominion. The bon gentlenian must have some basis
for bis estimate. What is the total amount of capital now
employed in this mánufactory? And what is the total

MXr. BowELL.

number of hands employed and likely to be employed ?
And what was the output last year ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. At the time I visited the
establishment there was a large number of mon employed,
between 60 and 70 I was told, and they will increase the
number largely if they obtain greater control of the
market.

Mr. BLAKE. Doos the hon. gentleman know what the
present output is ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I do not.
Mr. BLAKE. It is the only factory ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The only one I know of.
Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman does not know

output for the last year ? The more limited it was,
easier to ascertain it-the shorter the row of figures.

the
the

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I did not ask the number of
bands; I know they said it was 60 or 70.

Mr. BLAKE. It is table cutlery ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Principally.
Mr. BLAKE. Is there anything other than table

cutlery ?
Sir LEONARD TILLE Y. What I saw was table cutlery.
Mr. BLAKE. Is there anything else, do you know?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The information I have is

only table cutlery; that is all I saw.
Mr. BLAKE. "l For cutlery not otherwise provided for"

is the proposal before us. What will this include? Because
there is some cutlery that bas to be dealt with under other
clauses ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I do not know, but my hon.
colleague (Kr. Bowell) is asking for the information.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This, I understani, is
simply table cutlery.

Mr. BOWELL. Plated cutlery end that is 30 per cent.
under the old tariff.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Where does that come
in? Under iron and steel manufactures? The point I
want to know is this: Last year the hon, gentleman
allowed the different parts of cutlery in an unfinished state
to be brought in. Was that for the benefit of this factory ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes; what they call cast-iron
forks in the rough.

Sir RIC HARD CARTWRIGHT. Practically these people
are not making cutlery but putting together pieces of
cutlery.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No; the commonest descrip-
tion of cast-iron forks that cannot be made there at all.

Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GHT. The hon. gentleman's
motion last year allowed them to bring in the different parts,
it does not necessarily follow that they were inferior goods;
they may choose inferior goods, but they may bring in any
other provided they are not finisbed. If that be the case
they are not making cutlery, but are importing certain por-
tions in an unfinished state and are finishing tbem.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. They are making them all.

Sir RIChARD CARTWRIGHT. For whose benefit was
the resolution last year ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It was for them that time,
because they were not making cutlery.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Rave they cdased to
import.

844



COMMONS DEBATES.

Sir LIELDNARD TILLEY. Yes; because there is nol
much demand for that description of forks.

Mr. BLAKE. I think it was the handles they were
importing.

Sir ICHARD CAERTWRIGHT. No, it was both parts

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. They are cutting handles out
of the bone, which they buy largely in Montreal.

Mr. BLAKE. Not out of the bone and sinew of the
country, I1hope?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The mon who'work there are
the bone and sinew of the country, but these bones that
were comparatively valueless for other purposes, certain
portions of .the shank bone, are cut up and used for the
handie.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But what about the
iron part of it-the blade ?

Mr. McLE LAN. I saw them forging the blades, and
stamping them, and then grinding them down and cutting
handles and finishing the whole knife and fork.

Sir RICaARD CARTWRIGHT. Then bas the provision
that was carried last year become practically a dead letter,
that is to say, as these people are not availing themnselves
of it, are any other factories ?

Mr. McLELAN. They did avail themselves of it at first,
to get started, but they had added the forging of the knife
blade to their other work, and were doing it successfully
and profitably.

Mr. BLAKE, Does this include-I should judge it did
include-what is known in the trade as spring cutlery-
penknives and pocket knives ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. They are not making penknives ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It is true that they are not,

but they intend to extend their operations and manufacture
other kinds of cutlery.

Mr. BLAKE. Then it is represented to the Minister that
they are about to make penknives and pocket knives, and
that is why the duty it increased?

Sir LEONARD TILL EY. They make a common descrip-
tion of jack-knife, and it they are successful they will extend
their operations; but it is proposed to extend this to all
cutlery so that there will be no difficulty about it.

Mr. BLAKE. Does that include scissors ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I believe it does.
Mr. BLAKE. I should judge that it did. That is the

information which I had from a man in the trade, that that
woufd be the proper interpretation. Are they proposing to
make scissors ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I did not ask them about
sciesors.

Mr. BLAKE. I think I ought to give the hon.gentleman
scissors, bause it is clearly his duty to be able to give us
an intelligent and a definite statement of the benefit we are
to derive from the increase 0f the taxes; and why our
scissors are to be taxed if we are not going to have the advan-
tage of home-made scissors, I do not see. Let the bon.
gentleman ask the to-be enfranchised woman if it is fair to
tax her scissora, if she is not going to get a Canadian pair
of scissore.

Sir RICBARD CARTWRIGHT. What did the hon.
gentleman amy would be the probable effect on the revenue ?

Sii- TLEARD TILLEY. It will increase the revenue
*5,000.

t Sir IRICIHARD CARTWRIGIT. That is, assuminghow
much to b manufactured ? If yon give us definite state-
ments yon muet be able to tell us what they are based on.
If the hon. member has got it down to $5,000, he must have
made the calculation.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The value of the import last
year was $307,501, the duty was 861,503, at 25 per cent.
instead of 20 it will yield 876,875, which will be an increase
of $15,372. It is not supposed that they will manufacture
during the next year sufficient in Canada to reduce the
duty, but it will probably yield about $5,000. It is an esti-

3 mate, and it depends upon the quantity they may consume;
but, making an estimate, and, as every estimpte made under
the circumstance must be, a somewhat rough one, that is
what we think will probably be the result.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman, to reach an estimate
of.that kind, must of course have soma notion of what the
output of the factory is and is to be, because it is just based
upon that. Ho says: They are affecting the eonsumption
of the country to such an extent, I expect they will affect
it to such an extent that, instead of this producing $15,000,
it will only produce $5,000. Therefore he has formed an
idea of what their output is. Will he tell us what it is ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. About 860,000 a year is their
output.

Mr. BLAKE. I asked the hon. gentleman at firet if he
had any idea of what their output was, and he said no. Now
he says it is $60,000.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. We can spend a great deal of
time in hair splitting, and getting down to questions as to
matters which it is utterly impossible for any member of
the Government to state, as to the exact number of knives
and forks manufactured, and so on. I stated the number of
hands employed, and the estimate we make of the output. I
can come no nearer to it than that, but perhaps it would suit
the hon. gentleman botter if I were to make the statements
more definite than I am making them at present, because ho
would point out how impossible it would be for me to arrive
at such a result. I eau quite understand that it might suit
the hon. gentleman better if I were to make the statement
more definite than it is possible for me to make it.

Mr. BLAKE. I stated that I thought the hon. gentleman
ought to obtain such data as were available. Among those are,
what is the factory doing now, and what is its output now ?
The hon. gentleman has not obtained that data. HE makes
a definite statement but ho has not obtained any infor-
mation on that point.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I gave yon the number of
persons employed.

Mr. BLAKE. Yes, but ho d:d not say whether they were
all adult-

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Nearly all adults.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not know what thoir -output would
be from that number. The hon. gentleman may be able,
being intimately acquainted with the cutlery trade, to say
exactly what the output would be. I am not, and I do not
think any other hon. gentleman in the House probably is.
Ie said himself he did not know. Then ho takes the

manufacturers' statements, and they tell him they will be
able to get along if hegives thom more protection, they will
increase the business and the output. What is their state-
ment ? What do they intend to do ? What is their repre-
sentation as to their intentions and expectations? As he
has given us a part of those intentions and expectations, he
can give us the rest, and thon we can compare the state-
ments of the manufacturers to him, and through him to the
Bouse, with the resulta. But he deprives himself of the
advantage of póinting out with clearnees the great gains the
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country is going to receive from the adoption of his pro-
posals.

Red prusiate of potash, 10 per cent. ad valeorm.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. This is an article used in the
various manufactories for dyeing, and is now included
amongst the unenumorated articles at 20 per cent. We
are reducing it to 10.

Mir. BLAKE. Is that in connection with the print fac-
tory ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It is used for dyeing various
things.

Mouldings of wood, plain, 25 per cent. ad valorem
Mouldings of wood, gilded, or otherwise further manufactured than

plain, 30 per cent. ad valorem.
Picture frames, as furniture, 35 per cent. ad valorem.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the present
tax on this ?

indirectly interested in it; but I believe ho called the
attention of the Government to the matter in the interest
of a manufacturer who is using this wood. After giving
the matter consideration the Government felt that it was
botter to let the matter stand for the present Session, at all
events. There is some question about whether this red-
wood would not take the place of a wood that we have in
this country, and that is used for the purpose of manufac-
turing furniture and for trimmings for bouses. For this
and other reasons which influenced the Government, we
thought it botter not to place it on the free list at present.

Mr. MCCRANEY. I observe that red cedar is on the
free list, and this redwood is nothing more than a species of
red cedar. It is a timber of much larger growth than red
cedar, and a little softer, but it has the same color, the same
appearance, and the same grain as red cedar, and I think it
onght just as well to be on the free list.

Mr. BOWELL. Redwood has somewhat the color of red
cedar. but certainly it does not partake of its qualities. It

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. There is no alteration as far aVenorr_ aypie _n
as the first item is concerned from the present tarif. Miould- quite as bard as what ie term Norway red pine in this
ings of wood, plain, are 25 per cent. now, but we propose country, although of a deeper color. It is the ordinary
that mouldings of wood, gilded, or otherwise further manu- material nsed in southern California for building and other
factured, shall pay 30 per cent. Picture frames now pay 35p , and le used in the same manner and for the same
per cent, as furniture. There is no difference pro posed n hpercen, a frniure Thre18 o dffeene propose in the purposos that ire use the ordinary white pine. in this coun-
first and last of these three items, as that is the duty try, although, I admit, it is a littie clesor grain and a littie
collected at the present time. It has been decided by the harder.
Customs Department that picture frames are furniture
and pay 35 per cent. It is thought botter to declare that Imitation precions stones, not exceeding 10 per cent. ad valorem.
specifically in the tariff, so triat no question shall arise Sir LEONÂRD TLLLEY. These are net enumerated, and
about it, as disputes have taken place at different ports. As are 20 percent. Thongh they are imitation precions stones
to mouldings gilded or otherwise further manufactured, you can put bundreds of dollars worth in your pocket, and
these are manufactured in the Dominion of Canada. They I ar afraid that 20 par cent. wtuld be an inducenent for
manufacture in the first place the plain moulding, they then smuggling the article. Parties whbeare engaged in the
use a putty or gilding which makes a very handsome and at manufacture of jeweflery in Canada appear to have acted
the- saqe time substantial moulding. That is now brought honestly in it, and objeot to being compelled to pay 20 per
in from outside at 25 per cent., and it is proposed to give cent. duty. Jewellery now is 20 par cent., and there have been
the manufacturers in Canada this additional 5 per cent. for various propositions te the Goverument to increase it; but,
the increased labor that is spent in bringing this article up i accordance with the policy of the Goverument, it being
to what is practically a finisbed picture frame or nearly se. altogether a luxury, and rather tempting, ie thought the
Ail they hbve to do is to take these mouldings-when they diffiuuty weuld ha that if ie increased the duty it would
are imported and saw them into the proper form and size, afford a temptation for tho smuggling of an article that le
and convert them into picture frames. There is a large 80 easily concealed, and that ie would probably loose
establishment in Toronto at the present time employing a revenue by it. 1Jnder these circumstànoes it was considered
large number of persons, and others are being started in desirable to reduco the duty.
varions parts of the Dominion. It is proposed to change
the duty with reference to No. 8 and make it 30 per cent. Mr.8BLAKe.
instead of 25, as it stands at present, the other two remaining.mii rt?

Mr. McCRANEY. I would ask the hon. gentleman if it Sir LEONARD T[LLEY. No, it ie not kept under a
is the intention to take the duty off California redwood. The separate heading, but it mli ho noi, because it is to ho
majority of the fancy woods that are imported into this specifiod.
country come in free, but California redwood is made an Mr. BLAKE. I have ne doubt it 18 goed policy te
exception. It is becoming now qute a common article of impose a low duty on articles whicb are se very portable as
commerce, and is taking the place of some other fancy stones, imitation or genuine, and in that point of view, I
woods that come in free, I am tola that it is not grown in dare say, the bon. gentleman is quite right. I fancy ho is
the Dominion of Canada. Some of our Toronto men are likely to make more revenue ont of a 10 per cent. duty than
now beginning to import it ; they have to pay $30 or $10 out of a 20 per cent., for seporsons' virtue mil snccurb
per thousand for it, and the 20 per cent, duty brings it up te to a 20 per cent. duty whon thoy might b. able te rosiat the
about $60 or $70 per car load; and when in addition thy temptation of a 10 pr cent. duty. foiever, I really shonld
have to pay $15 to $20 freight on it, the price puts it beyond bave tbenght that there ias ne partlcular demand fer
the reach of many persons who would otherwise use it for shama in this couutry 11W, because the hon, gentlemen
bouse finishing, furniture, and various other purposes. As produce se many of thenithemeelves that I sheuld think
I said before, it is not a wood that is grown at aillin the 1 they ioald supply the market.
Dominion of Canada, so far as I have been able to learn. I Sir LEONARD TILLEY. My colleague tus afternoon
think it would be in the interests of the people of this called attention te the toue of the rerarks of the hon. gen-
country if the duty were removed from California redwood tleman tewards the members on this side of the fouse. Ho
and that article were placed on the free liât, the same as seers te take great pleaure lu saying sarcastic things, lu
other fancy woods. saying what be thinks is exceediugly clever. We on this

Sir LBONARD TILLEY. The hon. gentleman has side of the fouse, have uoticed that when ho thinks ho bas
already called the attention of the Government to this said a ry dorer thiug ho site dem and bounces up
matter, as well as one or two other gentlemen who are again, aandturns areuud as if inviting the applaUsQ

Mhr. BLAKE.
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of bis followers. We have noticed that over and over
again. Al I can say is that the shams the hon. member
refers to have not so far been recognised as shams by the
people of this country. They have considered them sub-
stantial efforts on the part of the Goverrrment to improve
the condition of the people. But with reference to this
item there are a large number of men employed in the
manufacture of jewellery in Canada; and there are a great
many poor people who, although they cannot afford to buy
diamonds or other precious stones, like to make a little
show with something that resembles them. There is a
large quantity of cheap jewellery manufactured in Canada
at present, and we wish to enable these parties to compete
with foreign manufacturera.

Manila bats 20 per cent. ad valorem.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. This is a bonnet or bat not
finished, made of Manila, and it is brought into the country.
It is paying to-day the same duty exactly that the finished
hat or bonnet pays. Under those circumstances there are
persons importing Manila hoods, finishing them at home
and selling them to who!esale dealers, especially in the
Province of Quebeo. This will give them the small margin
of 5 per cent. by importing Manila hoods in an unfinished
state, whereas they now pay 25 per cent. The loss in
revenue will be comparatively small.

Umbrellas, Parasols and sun shades, 30 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. BLAKE. Will the hon. gentleman give somo
explanation in regard to this item ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. At present umbrellas,
parasols and sun-shades of all kinds and materials pay a duty
of 25 per cent. The silk is charged 30 per cent. So that
the parties who are engaged in the manufacture of umbrellas,
parasols and sun-shades have to pay 30 per cent. on the silk
they import, while the parties importing the whole article
pay only 25 per cent. It is, therefore, proposed to increase
the duty on umbrellas to 30 per cent., so that there will be
no difficulty in making an entry and designating the kind of
material with which the umbrella or parasol is covered.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How much revenue
does the hon. gentleman expect to obtain by this change ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. This change, together with a
proposition which follows shortly after, by which we allow
ribs and portions of umbrellas to be admitted at 20 per cent.
will increase the manufacture, and it is estimated there will
be an increased revenue of $8,000.

China and porcelain ware, 30 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. BLAKE. Will the hon. gentleman give some expla-
nation.

Sir LEONARDP TILLEY. The coarser descriptions of
earthenware have for three or four years paid 30 per cent.
China and porcelain, which were not manufactured in this
country, were left at 20 per cent. But it is proposed to
make them uniform, because it will prevent difficulty in
making entries, and also because it is thought that China
ware can very weil pay the additional duty. We are accord-
ingly making all the ware 30 per cent.

Mr. BLAKE. What will'be the increased revenue?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. China and porcelain, it is
estimated, give an increase of revenue to the extent of
87,000.

Earthenware and stoneware, 30 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. BLAKE. Wili the hon. gentleman give some expla-
nation.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Earthenware and stonoware
were charged 35 per cent. The "C. C." ware paid 30 per

cent. The change with respect to earthenware, and
stoneware especially, is made in order to enable our manu-
facturers to have the market, or, at all events, a considerable
portion of it. They find they cannot under any tariff that
could be imposed, unless it were a 100 per cent., keep out
a certain class of goods. Take, for instance, stone juge of
1, 2, or 3 gallons. It is found that malformed goods are
sent in here by foreign manufacturers, and this cannot be
avoided. But if our manufacturers cannot have the home
market in that class without impoeing such a heavy duty
as I have referred to, they want to have the market as far
as possible for the better description of ware. The manu-
facturers say they can furnish them, if they get the market,
as cheaply as they can now be obtained; but the difficulty
is in obtaining a larger market, and securing an increase of
output, and they desire to have that advantage secured to
them. I may frankly say that they asked more than 30
per cent., but the Government thought an increase of 5 per.
cent would place them in a position, as regards the better
descriptions of ware, to obtain an enlarged market without
increasing the price to the consumer. No doubt this country
will be furnished with common and unmarketable articles
from the United States, and this cannot be avoided withont
imposing such duty as I have referred to; but for the better
articles we propose to give our manufacturers a larger mar-
ket so as to give them an increased output, which will
enable them to supply the goods at present prices after
deducting a larger profit than they obtain at present.

Mr. BLAKE. Are those particularly St. John factories ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No, they are entirely in the

other direction. They are at Tilsonburg, Brantford and
other places-mainly in Ontario. This does not touch the
St. John industry at all, so far as I know.

Mr. BLAKE. low long have they been established?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Well, I know the one at
Brantford has been established, I should think, 20 yearas;
the others are of later date.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman says that the price
will not be increased by this operation ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. Does the hon. gentleman know how the

price ranges with reference to the duty point ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; give us the prices of these juge.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I may say that gallon jugs
are entered at 4j cents, so the hon. gentleman can judge
what kind of an article it is. So far as the prices are con-
cerned, they can manufacture at the present prices, but by
the imports coming in so largely at the present rate of duty,
the quantity of the articles sold is limited, and therefore
they cannot produce them as cheaply as if they had double
the quantity to manufacture. .

Mr. BLAKE. Is the hon. gentleman aware how the
price of the Canadian article now ranges with reference to
the cost of the imported article plus the duty? The quali-
ties being equal, is the Canadian article about the saine
price as the imported article ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I judge that in this case as in
many others they have to sell at Iess than the duty paid
price, because the prejudices are so great with reference to
our own manufactures, on the part of a good many people
of this country, that they will pay a higher price for a
foreign article. I recollect I think in September last, I
was in the city of St. John, and I met a gentleman there
who had formerly been a supporter of mine, but who, when
the National Policy was adopted, opposed that policy and
said it was going to be ruinous to hie business. He was
engaged in the sale of musical instruments-organs and
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pianos-and ho called me into hie establishment last
summer and asked me up stairs. I saw that two or three
flats were well filled with American and Canadian instru-
ments. I said, "You appear to have a good stock; I hope
you are doing a good business ; you were much alarmed at
the National Policy when it was introduced; it was
going to ruin you, and you disapproved of the policy
of the Government altogether." Re said, IlI will
be frank with you ; I am doing a botter business
now than I did before the National Policy was introduced ;"
and then be pointed out Canadian pianos and organs to me.
Some of them built in Toronto, some in Bowmanville and
other parts of the Dominion of Canada, and he said one of
the manufacturers in the United States had visited him
some two or three weeks before, and when he pointed out
the prices of the instruments made in Canada, he said: " I
cannot compote with them." "lHow do you sell them at
all." I said: "Well." He said : "There are certain per-
sons here who are interested in that factory, and
they recommend this piano to those persons who are taking
music lessons, and a great many people believe that the
Canadian piano or organ does not compare with the Ameri-
can, and we sell them at a higher price, though the instru-
ment is no better than the Canadian instrument. He pointed
out some which were $50 less, and still people would buy
the American article because it was American, and because
the manufacturer had a reputation. That is the case with
many other industries of the country. That prejudice is
now being broken because our own people are seeing that
we are producing an article equal to those manufactured in
the United States or the old country, and after a time these
prejudices will be removed ; but lon. members on both
sides will understand that a prejudice has existed, and that
it exists, to a certain extent, at the present day. There
may not be so much prejudice in the matter of stone jugs as
in organs, but I give this as an illustration and I take it for
granted, though I do not know, that the parties are selling
them for less than the duty paid price in oider to make
sales at al.

Mr. MILLS. Docs the bon. gentleman propose to put an
Excise duty on home-made jugs ?

Mr. BOWELL. When they are fuil of whikey.
Mr. BLAKE. I was about to cail attention to the fact

that the interesting anecdote which the bon. gentleman
told about the organs and pianos-

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It was a fact.
Mr. BLAKE. I dare say it was a fact as wcll as an

anecdote, though the hon. gentleman told it, for all anec-
dotes are not untrue. The bon. gentleman thinks this is a
word of opprobrium; I tell him that there are a great many
true stories though the bon. gentleman may not be accus-
tomed to-

An hon. MEMBER. Hcaring them.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The hon. gentleman should

finish his sentence.
Mr. BLAKE. I thought I bad better stop and allow the

hon. gentleman to finish it for himself. I say that the
interesting anecdote of the hon. gentleman, hardly had a fair
application. Of course we know there are certainly pre-
dilections, and I dare say there are prejudices, in the matter
of organs, pianos and other things w2ich involve taste and
sentiment as well as efficiency. But how far this applies
to the common brown jug I cannot say; and if
we go and taxe a brown jug and take a drink out of it I am
still unable to observe that the hon. &entleman is able to
satisfy himself that the result of this kind of thing has been
to give the Canadian consumer the article at a lower price
than the duty point of the imported article. I do not say it
5s not; I have not the information, but it seema to me that

Sir LEONARD TILLET.

this is one of the things which the hon. gentleman should
have enquired into before he proposed to increase the duty of
an article of this kind. He has told us thdt one of the
manufactories has been established for twenty years-
a good long life. He bas now increased the duty because
they say they cannot got as large an output as they desire
out of the present duty, and he has not enquired, as I think
he was bound to enquire, and put himself in a position to
inform the Committee, as I think ho was bound to do, what
the practical operation of the tariff has been with reference
to the consumer. It will not do for the hon. gentleman to
indulge in general statements-I wili not say anecdotes,
after the interpretation ho gives to that word, but statements
of facts, conversations, information as to what occurs in St.
John with reference to organs and pianos. What we should
bave is facts as he bas gathered them with reference to the
particular industry which he proposes to favor.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I would like to ask the Min-
ister of Customs what rule he bas applied to the invoices
of the seconds of this class of goods that come into the
country? I believe tht the couiplaints of manufacturers
are not that they cannot compete with the number one
articles, but with the seconds, a somewhat damaged article,
which is brougbt in at an exceedingly low rate. I would
like to know the rmle applied by his officers in different
parts of the country with regard to the invoices of such
articles.

Mr. BOWELL. We take the market value of the goode
in the country in which they are purchased, and that fixes
the value of the article for duty in Canada.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Io there a fixed value for
seconds ?

Mr. BOWELL. Yes, thore is; because in placing those
goods on the market they select for their own market the
botter quality, and those that are at all affected-those
which have spots on them or other defects-are put
aside as seconds or thirde, some of them almost as culls.
Whatever the ruling price is, for that class of goods
in the country in which they are purchased, has to
be the price for duty when they are imported.
In some cases in which it bas been supposed that they
were imported into this country at a lower price than they
were sold for at home, the value has been changed. But
the hon. gentleman will readily understand, particularly at
a time like this, when the United States market la glutted,
that in manufactured goods of this lino particularly, they
select the worst, put them out at a nominal price, and thon
export the balance.

Bouse furnishing hardware, 30 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. BOWELL. The object in using this term is to
avoid the difficulties that bave arisen at different ports.
Many articles included in this torm now*bear 20 per cent.,
others 25 per cent. and others 30 per cent, and many
articles are imported at 20 per cent. whioh, at other ports,
are charged 25 or 30 per cent. For instance, a coul scuttle
is a manuffcture of iron, and yet may properly b. classed
among louse furnishing. In some ports it bas been
entered as hollow ware; other furnishings made of cat
iron have been entered as castings, at 20 per cent.; so that
after full and careful investigation, it was deemed advisable
to make all these articles bear one uniform duty of 30 per
cent. In connection with thip, it may bo necessary
to issue an extended classified list to the different ports, and
the hardware merchants in the larger cities of the Dominion
have not only accepted this proposition, but advised that
this course should be taken, which they said woald relieve
them of all trouble in making entries. Although on the
overage the duty will probably be higher than at prpéent,
still they profer it to the many different rulinge that xl
at present.
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Mr. BLAKE. Can the hon. gentleman say what the in-

creased duty will realise ? The change raises the duty on a
great many articles.

Mr. BOWELL. So it does. Take fiat irons, for instance.
They are entered as ordinary castings at 20 per cent. I find
in the list I have, that no increase is calculated in this
branch.

Mr. BLAKE. Why ?
Mr. BOWELL. I cannot tell you why. I asked my

officers to give me that.
Mr. BLAKE. Well, the hon. gentleman's officers can

hardly have obeyed his orders.
Mr. BOWELL. It may be for this reason, that many

articles now imported may be manufactured in the country
to a much greater extent than before. There is no reason
why fiat irons and hollow ware should not bo rmanufactured
to a greater extent.

Mr. MILLS. And stoves ?
Mr. BOWELL. I think we supply our own market with

them. But they are not included in this list; they are
specially provided for in the tariff.

Mr. BLAKE. There are a number of articles mentioned
in a memorandum which I have, of which the first is what
the hon. gentleman has mentioned, sad irons or fat irons.
There is another that the Finance Minister and myself
would be equally agreeable to increase the duty upon, I
refer to the imported article of corkscrews. Then there are
traps for rats and mice, tinware, stamped ware, Britannia
metal ware, such as spoons, dish covers, German silver
spoons, tea and coffee pots, etc. All these, it seems to me,
would form an important quantity in the annual con-
sumption of the people of the country in hardware.

Mr. BOWELL. There are many of these articles
specially mentioned in the tariff, and of course are not
affected by this change. For instance, Britannia metal pays
a duty of 25 per cent.

Mr. BLAKE. This item does not say house-furnishing
hardware "not otherwise provided for," so I presume al!
these articles would be included. Then there is a
vast quantity of articles in tin. It seems to
me that confusion will be created between this
duty and the duty that we have already discussed,
that on cutlery. I have been informed by the gentle-
man who has communicated with me, and who las a great
acquaintance with the terms and customs of the trade, that
table cutlery would certainly be included, in the view of the
trade, in house-furnishing hardware. So the hon. gentle-
man had better, I think, say house furnishing hardware not
otherwise provided for, if he does not intend to create
instead of to diminish confusion. I would'suggest that the
hon. gentleman should upon concurrence give us some
further information with reference to the estimated addition
to the revenue in this case.

Mr. BOWELL. As this is the first practical suggestion
the hon. gentleman las made during this discussion, we
readily accept it, and will add the words, "not otherwise
provided for."

Mr. BLAKE. The truth of the matter is that I make a
great many suggestions to the hon. gentlemen opposite, and
if they do not see they are practical, it is because they are
wedded to their idols.

Chains, iron or steel, over - of an inch in diameter, 5 per cent. ad
valorem.

Mr. BOWELL. The tariff reads, "chain cables." We
propose to leave out the word "cables." It is now 5 per
cent., and we propose to leave it at 5 per cent. with the
word "cables " out, in order to prevent the difficulties that
have arisen in diferent ports, some contending that the
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word "cables " applied exclusively for ship purposes. I am
inclined to think that was the original intention. It is only
imported at 5 per cent. and we thought it would be better
to strike out the word "cables," and let it come in at 5 per
cent. -

Mr. BLAKE. In the practical working of the tarif,
then, all chain over & has come in at 5 per cent.

Mr. BOWELL. Practically it has.

Acid, acetic, a specifie duty of 25 cents per Imperial gallon, and 20
per cent. ad valorem.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What was the former
duty ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Twenty-five per cent. It was
found that a very strong description of acetic acid, the
strongest that can be made, was entered in some cases, no
doubt, at undervaluation. One gallon of it would make 21
gallons of vinegar of ordinary strength. To prevent under.
valuation, we propose this change.

Mr. BLAKE. What will be the effect of this?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It will probably diminish very

largely the revenue to be received for that acid, but we will
get it from vinegar in other shapes, so that it will not affect
the revenue at all.

Tissue paper, white and colored, when imported by manufacturers of
artificial flowers for use in their factories, 10 per cent. ad valorem.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. This is paper of a fine and
very delicate character, used in the manufacture of artificial
flowers in Canada. There are a number of persons in
Canada employed in this business; one man in Toronto has
been trying it for two or three years, and le finds that the
duty of 20 per cent. left him no margin for profit; and ho
asks that the paper le imports for the purpose of manu-
facturing artificial flowers be reduced, as regards duty, to 10
per cent.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Can it not be manufactured
in the country ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No, it is too fine and the
quantity required is too small.

Glucose syrup, a specific duty of 2 cents per pound.

Sir RICHARD GARTWRIGHT. What does the hon.
gentleman consider the present duty on glucose syrup to
be?

Sir LEONAIRD TILLEY. It is now being entered at a
very low price, as low as 3j cents. It ranges, as a rule,
from 4 to 5 cents, and ihis duty of 2 cents per pound is
equal to about 4 cents. At present the duty is î cent and
35 per cent. ad valorem. If you calculate that yon will find
that at 4 cents, it will give you 1·90 cents, and when it
ranges 5 cents per pound it is equal to 2-25; so that really
taking the average price of glucose, as imported for some
years past, there is no change in the tariff, the only differ-
ence being to make it specific instead of ad valorem.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is there any object
either of revenue or protection for this ?

Mr. BOWELL. No, the object is simply to prevent
undervaluation, which is constantly taking place, and the
difficulties which arise in dealing with the question when
it comes before the Department. The syrup is being very
largely imported from Buffalo at a price which was alto-
gether below the price at Buffalo. We sent an officer to
Buffalo to investigate their books. They placed them at
our disposal when they found that the glucose was stopped
in London and in Toronto; and upon examining their books
carefully with one of their agents in this country, it was
found that they were selling glucose in the United States
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at 4 cents and 5 cents for home consumption, while they
were selling for shipment in Canada at 3 cents and 3
cents.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is a pound of glucose,
considered in sweetening power, equal to a pound of sugar ?

Mr. BOWBLL. The present tariff regulates it in that
way. It would be about j cent per pound, 35 per cent. ad
valorem; we have computed the specific .duty on a basis
of 4 cents and 5 cents per pound.

Mr. GUNN. The proposed duty on glucose is higher
than that upon sugar.

Mr. BOWELL. No, it is about the same. The present
duty upon glucose is about 2 cents, taking it at 4j cents
per lb.

Mr. GUNN. This measure proposes 2 cents duty on
glucose. What do you estimate the duty on raw sugar to
be ?

Mr. BOWELL. One quality of sugar is at 1 cent. per
lb., and 32 per cent. ad valorem. Another î of a cent.,
and 27 per cent; und below No. 9 Datch Standard is > and
27J per cent. Concentrated melado isï cent. and 27½
per cent. Of course we cannot tell the rate of duty per lb.,
unless you give the price of the raw material. Take for
instance beetroot sugar imported from Germany. That is
sold at about 2 cents per lb. Then duty is very high. Take
the sugar from the West Indies and particularly from Java,
which is a higher grade even, although the color may not be
so good as some of the others, and which may run up 3, 4 or
5 cents.

Mr. GUNN. What is the object of making a tax of 2
cents on glucose when the duty on the whole sugar entered
last year only averaged 1 cents per lb., taking them all
high grades and low. There was 172,000,000 lbs. imported,
and that paid 3 cents. Some other sugar which went into
British Columbia paid 3 cents, but the whole averaged 1i
cents.

Mr. BOWELL. The questions the hon. gentleman has
asked would apply with more force if asked in reference to
sugar.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). He asks, why you place a
higher duty on glucose than on other kinds of sugar.

Mr. BOWFLL. If yon leave the duty as it is, at the
prices at which glucose is entered into the country, you will
get about the same duty. If it is rated at 4 cents it will
ive $1.90; 4j cents will give about 2, and if it is 5 cents

it gives 2 cents. We have taken the average so as to make
the projpsed specific duty about the same as we would
collect if it were left at the present ad valorem, or mixed
ad valrem and apecific duties.

]Er. GUNN. But then the duty on glucose is a third
higher than the duty on other sugars.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is the case at
present, clearly.

Mr. BLAKE. My hon. friend says the average collected
last year on all kinds of sugar was 1½ cents per pound. Now,
you are stating that you will collect 2 cents per pound on
glucose, which is one-third higher than the average duty
collected last year.

Mr. BOWELL. We have collected the same duty on
glucose during the past year which we are proposing to
collect now. If it is too much, that is another question. t
This is to make the duty specific, instead of ad valorem and d

ecific. If the gentlemen are arguing to reduce the duty on o
aucosthat is a different matter. We do not think it desir- i
41le. There are plenty of glucose factories in the country t
that can supply the market, and we are in hopes that, by pre- t

1fr. BoWELL.

venting the gross undervaluation "of glucose and throwing
it into this market at a much less rate than they have been
selling it to their own people at home, the factories in this
country.may be continued in the manufacture of this par-
ticular article.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It would seem that the
same rule ought to be applied in the case of glucose as is
applied to all sugars. If you alter the duty on sugars to a
specific duty, well and good, but I do not see the utility
of doing it in regard to this one article and not in regard
to the others. This is very high on glucose. The chances
are that glucose will continue to be cheap, at all events as
long as sugar continues to be so cheap.

Mr. PAINT. I observe that in the United States, in the
last few months, by the most careful scientific experiments,
they have been able to manufacture glucose at a cost of
from 7 to 12 cents a gallon.

Mr. GUNN. What amount of duty do you estimate for
the coming year ?

Mr. BOWELL. The duty being averaged, we do not
calculate upon getting any extra revenue. The duty col-
lected last year upon glucose was $12,876, and at the
present rate, if you calculate at 2 cents, it would give you
about 81,000 or $1,500 increase, but we anticipate that it
will be manufactured in this cotiuntry, and consequently that
there will be no extra duty.

Mr. MILLS. Prom what ?

Sir RICHIARD CARTWRIGHT. I would call the atten-
tion of the hon. gentleman to the statement of the hon.
member for Richmond (Mr. Paint). If my hon. friend's
statement be correct, a question of considerable importance
arises. If I am correctly informed, a gallon would contain
about 12 lbs.-the hon. gentleman will correct me if I am
seriously in error.

Mr. PAINT. About 9 Ilbs.

Sir RICHAR D CARTWRIGHT. I should think it would
weigh a little more.

Mr. PAINT. The Imperial gallon would be a little
more.

Mr. BLAKE. Was the on. gentleman's -price on the
Imperial gallon ?

Mr. PAINT. It was on the measure in the United
States.

Sir RIOHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then we will suppose
9 Ilbs. I understood him to say they were manufacturing
that at from 7 tol2 cents. If that be the case, the hon. gentle-
man will see that there would be 18 cents on agallon,and fthe
consequence is that the duty would be from 150 to 200 per
cent. in round numbers. That certainly là putting the
advantages of this business in a very striking light. Cana-
dians, under the beneficent operation of the National Policy,
are t3 pay three times as much for their glucose as the price
for which the Americans would get the same article.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I think the hon. member
behind me (Mr. Paint) must be mistaken.

Mr. PAINT. I will bring the evidence to-morrow.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. If it were selling in the United

States for 7 cents a gallon, they never would undertake
to enter it here for three times that, as they have been
doing all along. The Americans have not been in the habit
of entering an article at three times the price they purchased
t for, and the statement of fthe Minister of Oustorns i that
hey have been entering at a lower priee than they ought
o enter at.
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Mr. BLAKE. I do not think the hon. member said they

were selling ut that rate, but were manufacturing at that
rate.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. If that be the case, the marvel
to me is that, with the protection of 35 per cent. and j cent.
per pound, putting it nearly in the position of refined sugar,
the glucose establishment my hon. friend referred to in his
remarks on the Address in answer to the Speech from the
Throne should have been standing idle and unoccupied.
If such a large profit could be made out of it as that, they
would have been in full force. That is another reason why
I think it must be a mistake.

Mr. BLAKE. It may be thatthey make itfrom a material
that is more productive, and the hon. member for Richmond
added another thing, that now, by the use of the most careful
scientific experiments and improvements in machinery and
so forth, they were able to produce it at these lower rates.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. They have not done it up to
this time, because, if they had, they would have entered it
at such a low rate, and no such entry has been proposed to
the Department. But the hon. member for Kingston (Mr.
Gunn) states that we ask a higher duty on this article than
on the average of sugar. We are treating this, and we have
treated it in the past as we treat refined sugar. The article
is used for the same purposes largely that refined 'sugar is
used for. The confectioners use it, and it has been treated
in the past as refined sugar, and therefore we are simply
continuing nearly the same rate of duty that existed before
and for the reasons for which that duty was first imaposed.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But what the hon.
gentleman from Richmond stated is a vory strong argu-
ment, if there is any possibility of reducing it to this price,
for not fixing a specific instead of an ad valorem duty. The
ad valorem duty adjuats itself, but, in case of a large reduc-
tion in price, the specific duty may be very heavy and
oppressive.

Mr. GUNN. What amount of duty is estimated from all
kinds of sugar to the end of the fiscal year ?

Mr. BOWELL. I cannot tell you just now. I have not
got it.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I do not know that we have
made that estimate. Last year it was between $2,500,000
and 82,600,000.

Mr. GUNN. How much is estimated for the coming
year ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. We suppose the consumption
will probably increase, but the price has receded somewhat,
and so we shall not probably get as much as we did last
year.

Mr. GUNN. You recoived $1,300,000 for the first six
months. Have you made an estimate for the coming six
months ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No, only we estimate that we

some other head, it is difficult to see where the market is
to be for several more factories. It may, perhaps, go into
consumption under some other name. But has the Minister
of Customs the total quantity of pounds entered for home
consumption last year ?

Mr. BOWELL. The quantity of grape sugar was only
5,885 lbs., and of glucose syrup the quantity was719,600
lbs.

Mr. PATERSON. What is the value of the glucose
syrup ?

Mr. BOWELL. $26,491.

Mr. PATERSON. Well, Mr. Chairman, you will see
from that what a very small amount the product is.
What perplexes me is to know where you are going to get
your market?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. We will get a revenue out of
it.

Mr. PATERSON. But what about your extra pro-
product of the Toronto factory, that I understood was to be
started on a large scale ? If the total importation has only
been $26,000 worth, you can readily see that it is a very smail
amount, and it cannot employ many hands to turn out that
much. I am not thoroughly acquainted with the proees,
and do not know how many men are required in order to do
it,but I fancy there cannot be a great many hands employed
in it. To turn out $26,000 worth extra in Canada, cannot be
giving employment to a great many mon. You may have a
large building, but aftor all you cannot have many hands.
Then it becomes a question just how far it is in the interesta
of the country to increase the taxation in order that a com-
paratively few hands may be set to work. I am free to say
that the figures of the hon. member for Richmond (Kr.
Paint) are figures I have not seen myself before. I do not
know how it is; I think there is some mistake somewhere
with reference to it. But I think glucose could be bought
for about three cents on the other side now-I think the
Minister's estimate of four cents is too high. I do not
know that they ask for their best kind any more than
3ï now, and I fancy it could be bought for 3. The old
tariff at 3 would be $1.55. Here is 45 cents per 100 pounds
more placed upon the article, if you take it even at 34,
which, I think, is the highest price. I speak subject to
correction; perhaps it is 3î, as an hon. friend near me sug-
gests. If it -were 31, it would be $1.72; it is adding 28
cents more; and the Minister says that is based on the
same rate as refined sugar. It is used largely for the same
purposes as refined sugar. He is right in that, but it is not
based on the saccharine matter which it contains. For
instance, in refined sugar you have your saccharine matter
in a large proportion, but you have not saccharine matter
to the same extent in your glucose.

Mr. BOWELL. Nor in the refined. We have had some
raw sugars contain as much saccharine as the refmed.

shaii lec by the cheap rate of sugar during the year-tatthat
it will not reach as much as last year.MrPAESN SupsIadi hton;teit wII et rachas mch s let yar.Minister will net contend that there is as much saccharine

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Can the Minister tell us howmatter in the glucose as in sugar, cither raw or refined.
many hands are employed in the glucose factory or factories ?Ta

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. They have not been doing a the saccharine matter in refined sugar-or raw, if ho will
great deal. There are three of them. Two of them are insist on putting that in-and now it is boing inereased. I
preparing to get into operation. There is one in Toronto, grant yen that in case cf cern going up largely, and the
and the one which has been in operation is at Prescott, I price cf sugar advancing, the price cf glucose, in the States,
think, and there is one at Windsor that has not been doing might advance, and there might come a time when 2
much, but purposes, I understand, going on with it. In the cents specific duty would net ho more than the old dnty of
Toronto one, I know they are going on; I do not know but 1 cent per pound, and 35 per cent. ad valorem.
that they have it in operation now. Mr. BOWELL. The hon, gentleman weuld be right if

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Judging by the quantity that ho eonfined his statement te the value of the glucose
lias been imperted and entered, unloas it i entTred under imperted into Canada from the UnitedqStateI think
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made that suffliciently clear when I spoke before. I know given, in order to make consumers pay a higler price, li
that agents in Toronto and London import from Buffalo glu- would reduce the duty to the point at which it stood pré.
cose of a fine quality, and enter it at 3 cents per pound, but viously. J understood the hon. gentleman to lay down aa
it is not the price at which they sell the same article for rule, that if, under protective duties given te manufacturers,
home consumption. To test that when objection was taken they took advantage of those duties to raise the price above
to the action of the appraiser in Toronto in raising the the fair selling price, lie would take that power ont of their
article in value, our officer at Fort Erie, whom the hon. hand and reduce the duty. The hon, gentleman having
gentleman knows very well, Mr. McMichael, a man quite taken that ground, I think this is an opportune time to point
capable of judging, went through their factory, and out to him, as shortly and clearly as possible, the advantage
examined their books, and reported it was not which is being taken by the refiuers in Canada, in order
the price at which they sold it for home con- that ho may consider the matter.
sumption. When the agent visited Ottawa, and had an Mr. BOWELL. I risc te a point of order. I ask whcther
interview with me, I told him if lie could establish the on a proposition to change the duty on glucose the hon.
fact that the price at which they were entered, were the]mebas a right to enter jute a discussion of the whole
prices at which they were sold for home consumption, we sugar duty. Such would lead to an interminable discussion.
would permit it to be entered at 3J cents per pound, He
agreed to that proposition, and went to Buffalo himself with Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I nover knew a disons-
the Customs officer, and went fully into all the books, and s'on so clearly germain. Not only is it particularly germain
their report was that the former report as to the value of to the matter before the Committec, but I have nover known
the article, was correct, and I have heard nothing of it amy objection raised to a discussion under these circum-
since. They submitted to pay the duty upon the enhanced stances.
value. Mr. BOWELL. I have no objection to the hon. gentle-

Mr. GUNN. I observe that the duty for the twelve moinths man making a speech; but if we desire to got threugh with
ending 30th June last, averaged $1.50 per 100 on all kinds the resolution inamy reasenable time, wc had botter confine
of sugar. For the next six months it had fallen to $1.30, ourselves as nearly as possible to the item under considra-
that is, 20 per cent. per 100. That, on an estimate of the
quantity compared with the last six months, would involve whethor it is germain. If it be germain te discus the duties
a loss of $200,000 to the revenue, the largest s upon sugar whie we are discussing an article that is, I

discmingin te taifsUmi we arc admit, sweet and inay ho nsed for tho same purpose, lie
discussing in the tariff. miglit as welI argue that it was germain to discusa the

Mr. BOWELL. I hope the hon. gentleman will excuse whole iron tarif as te steel and the manufactures of iron in
us if we do not enter into a general discussion upon the ah its phases if wo have the question of pig.iron before the
sugar duties-particularly as they are not under discussion CeTmittee.
just now. Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The propriety of the

Mr. PATERSON. We propose to bring that all up under question la this: The propriety 'of this spécific dnty on
this item. glucose, which entera into competition with sugar, largely

Mr. BOWELL. I am aware you not only propose to do depends on what the sugar duties are, and how the sugar
it, but you have done it. Now, about raw sugars, so far as duties are affected by it. The hon. gentleman's position la
I understood the hon. gentleman's point, they wore muclithat ho is able to show the Finance Minister that the
cheaper during the last six months than they have been for present sugar duties vcry serionsly injure ns ail, and that
a long time past, and a very large proportion of the raw by conséquence this suggcstion is injurious, tee. The con-
sugars which have been imported, are of a very cheap grade, nection is very clear.
particularly those sugars which have been brought from Mr. PATERSON. If the hon. gentleman withdraws his
Germany, and that may account to a certain extent for the point of order I will proceed.
lowness of the price te which ho refera. I31r. BO WELL. I do net withdraw it.

Mr. BENSON. I think they frget that there a a duty gvei. PATERSON. I think the rMiyister is wreng, and
of 1. cents a bushel on cern; and if we succeed in ctab- that the remarks I propose te mak arcquite pertinent
lishing the glucose manufacture we will obtain a revenue tv a discussion on this item. There are sugar made from
from the cern comsnmed. I am quite satisfred that the crn and from beet as wei as from cane. The reason
price te the consumer in Canada hais boom much lesa than want te ffer some fact is, because think I may ho able te
A would have hoen had thore been ne manufacture hstab- make an impression on the Finance Minister se that when
lished it this country. he th dealng with the question of altering the sugar duties

Mr'. GTJNN. I think the amount I have stated will ho and making further propositions on the subjeot, as I faincy
ail lest te, the revenue lu the ext six mentha, as the income ho intend t do, eho will he prepared with the changes, if
from sugar duties wilho at ieast $200,000 bass than last is views accord with mine. As tete question of taking
year. 1 think wcshuld obtain some information as te how up time mT I desire th nake a speech there lane way of
this boss wilho made up. preventig my doing se on anothir occasion, whe n a motion

Mr. PATERSON. The peint mentioned by thohonso la pde that Mr. Speaker do onave tg Chair, and the
membor feriKingston (Mr. Gunm) is that, under the bouse again go into Committee of Ways a d Means.
présent sugar tarif the people are net enly paying a great The CHAIRMAN. I think the hem, gentleman hais shown
deal more for their sugar than they otherwiso weuk do, himsarf ut of order, as le has been making a speech aind
but thore is a cen8iderabiy boes @un going into the Troasury. discnssing thiR maRttIr gCneraIy on tc poine ofe rder. As

Jpon this point, as it beairs upon the euiject under con- regards thiparticular item, I think the on. gentleman ean
sideration, 1 desiro te lay boforo the Committee, a few facto go into the question f the sugar dutios, as they affect this
with respect te the sugar tarif we have in operation ait the item and as they ar affected by it, but not beyod that.
présent time. I do se with a view thait the Finance Mr. PATEIRSON. I bow te your décision, Mr. Chair-
Ministor may take notice of thcm. I understood the hon. man. I think, however, it is rather oimiting dicul-
gentleman when liewua speaking on anadvancem in the sion-and I agréeewith yu that it may ho desirabe te do
duty on agricubtural implements, te, state te theflouse that se-as compared with the discussion on woolen rag ,the
if thc manufacturera teok advantage of the increaled duty other niglt, during whihe on. members debated the ques.

Mr'. 3OWxLL.
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tion of wheat and a great many other subjects. The duty
upon glucose will be, if you take 3 cents. per lb. as the value,
66î per cent. if reduced to an ad valorem basis. I want to
point out that in other articles used in connection with the
manufacture of sugar, there is a very much higher duty paid
than even that. You take the article of granulated sugar.
Our granulated sugar is brought in from the United States,
although the hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Stairs)., in his
speech the other night, and when referring to my figures,
said that our grannlated sugars came from Britain.

Mr. STAIRS. I beg your pardon.
Mr. PATERSON. It comes fron the United States;

that is well known, and the duty on granulated sugar
from the United States coming into Canada, based on
its present value, is 86J per cent. ad valorem. And when
the hon. member for South Huron said that over 3 cents a
pound was added to that quality of sugar by reason of the
duty, ho was inside the mark, because the duty amounts to
83.10 instead of $3. Now, how does the tariff affect the revenue
and the consumers of this country? I have here quotations
from the New York Herald, of March 25th, and the Cari-
adian prices from Montreal Gazette, of March 26th, both of
granulated sugar. It could be bought in New York at 6
cents per pound, less the drawback, or a net price of $3.21
per 100 lbs. If we had the old tariff in operation
of 1 cent per pound specific, and 25 per cent. ad valorem,
the duty on that sugar would be $1.80, which, added
to the $3.21, would make it, duty paid, $5.01 per
100 lbs. I leave out the question of freight, because
the freight from Montreal west and east is as great
as the freight from New York, and therefore does not
enter into the calculation. Now, the Montreal Gazette
gives us the price of granulated sugar on March 26th, as
$650 cents per 100 lbs,, less 2½ per cent. cash dis-
count, amounting to 17 cents, making $6.33 per 100
lbs. The price at New York was 85.01, or a difference
of $1.32 per 100 lbs. more than sugar costs in Canada
now, than it would cost if the Cartwright tariff were
in force. Now, let us have a comparison as to the extra
duty paid under the tariff of these hon. gentlemen; as I
have stated already the article would cost $5.01 in New
York, duty paid, if the Cartwright tariff were in force, the
duty being $1.80; while the duty under the Tilley tariff
amounts to $3.10, or there is $1.30 per 100 lbs. mocre
paid on granulated sugar coming into this country from
the United States under the Tilley tariff than under the
Cartwright tariff.

An hon. MEMBER. And still sugar is cheaper.
Mr. PATERSON. And still sugar is cheaper.

An hon. MEMBER. And better.

Mr. PATERSON. No, it is not any better. Granu-
lated sugar iE a standard article; you will find it as
good in the United States as it is here, and as good here as
it is in the United States. No matter whether it was cheaper
or not, there is the fact that under the old tariff you would
get sugar for $1.32 per 100 lbs. less, which is more than
1¼ cents per pound of an advance, and that is proved by the
fact that the extra duty under the Tilley tariff as compared
with the Cartwright tariff was $1.30, and the duty reaches
on granulated sugar from the United States on an ad valorem
basis at the present quotations, 96, per cent. Now, I have
no desire to see the refineries stopped. I am glad to see
them at work, but I bring this to the attention of the Finance
Minister. I call him to verify his statement made in the
House that if he found the manufacturera taking advantage
of the high protection given them and unduly increasing the
price of the article to the public, he would use the power in
his hands by removing the extra amount of protection given
to them. I have established it; no man can controvert the

figures; I speak before the Finance Minister himself and the
Minister of Customs ; I have given the data upon which I
have worked it ont; any business man can work it out for
himself, and there is the fact staring him in the face. Now,
I think the case is one which calls for the investigation of
the Finance Minister, and I think he is bound in order to
carry ont his statement with reference to this sub-
ject-to see that these duties are altered. But hon. gentle-
men may say: That may be an excessive tax, but
we want the revenue. There is where the iniquity
comes in. The fact of the matter is this, that under the
Cartwright tariff more money would have gone into the
Treasury than goes into it now. You are not only paying
8 .32 more for your sugar, but less money is absolutelv
going into the Treasury than would have gone into it under
the Cartwright tariff. How do I establish that? Well, on
the 171,732,978 lbs. of sugar of all kinds imported last year,
the money that went into the Treasury was to the extent of
$2,581,149. Now the equal in granulated sugar of that
171,000,000 Ibs. would be about 150,000,000 Ibs. We
must take it in granulated sugar, because that is the only
standard sugar you have; when you begin talking about
yellows you are talking of nondescripts, but you can work
it out when you have a standard and, allowing for waste, it
would be equal to about what I have said-150,000,000 of
Ibs. of granulated sugar. That would give $2,703,750, or
$122,601 more money coming into the Treasury, and your
sugar costing less. The hon. member for Halifax (Mr.
Stairs) stated that all the sugar we use is not granulated.
I know it is not, buL a large proportion is, and I say that
granulated sugar is the only basis upon which you can
argue this question, because it is a standard and outside of
it you have no standard. This hon. member for Halifax
(M.r. Stairs) was not quite fair when he was arguing this
question and attempting to reply to my statement. He said
I had accepted 31 cents for granulated as reported
in the Mail newspaper. I did not do that; and
I said the writer of that article must have known
that we do not get granulated sugar from Great
Britain at all. He went on to argue that we could get
sugar as good there and bring it in at 87 cents less. I ask
if that was the case would not the importers bring that
sugar in ? It is not to be lad there; it does not come from
there; it comes from the United States; it'is made there
and to-day if the Cartwright tariff was in force you would
have more money going into the Treasury, and sugar would
be $1.32 of a less price per 100 pounds than it is. As I
have said already I do not desire to see our refineries closed ;
1 am glad and willing to see them working, but I ask if it
is necessary to give them such an amount of protection as
that to enable them to keep going. It may be said that
they are not making money, but that does not prove that the
protection is not excessive, That may arise from other
circumstances; it may be that the market is too limited or
other causes may be at work, but whatever the cause the
fact remains that this extra price is charged, and I hold
that it is unjust to the people of this country, that itis not
beneficial to the Treasury that that state of things should
exist. I have given the figures and I have only
repeated now what I said before when I had the
opportunity of addressing the House at a former stage,
with the difference that there las been somewhat of a
change in price since then both in Canada and the United
States, although the difference in the cost to the consumer
las been maintained by our refiners bore all the time. It
may be said, if you can bring in your sugar at 2 cents
per 100 lbs. cheaper from the United States, even under
the present excessive taxation, why not have some
trial lots brought in? But the Finance Minister knows
that if the merchants attempted to so soe, the refiners would
drop their prices for a little time in order to sicken them of
that enterprise. It is well known that the merchants in
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Montreal and elsewhere, when they have attempted to bring
in sugar, have learned to their cost that these men lower
the price for a time, and then it is advanced again. I have
thought it proper to say this with reference to the excess
of duties imposed not only on glucose, but on another
article which is quite as important to the country, and of
which a great deal more is consumed.

MËr. STAIRS. In reply to the hon. gentleman who has
done me the honor to mention my name, I take issue with
him in the statement that we must take granulated sugar
as the basis of calculation, because, in charging the duty on
granulated sugar he is charging the duty on an article
coming from the United States, and calculated on the fair
market value in that country, which is very much higher
than the price at which it can be purchased for export. But
if you go across to the old country to purchase, you find
that you pay the duty on the general market price in that
country, which is very much lower. The export price there
is invariably about the sane as the home price. Therefore,
our ad valorem rate of duty upon the price in the old coun-
try is not so excessive as it is on the price of the article
coming from the United States. But I wish to point out
that if there be over protection to granulated sugars
at present, hon. gentlemen opposite and their policy are
just as much to blame as lon. gentlemen on this side of the
House, and for this reason : The protection the sugar
refiners of Canada have at present on granulated sugar is
due, net so much to the increase of 10 per cent. in the rate
of duty, as to the enforcement of that principle in the tarif
which was the law of Canada when hon. gentlemen opposite
were in power. Any hon. gentleman who takes the trouble
to look into this matter, will find that what I say is true.
According to the flgures given the other night by the
hon. member for South Brant (Mr. Paterson), the dif-
ference in the price of granulated sugar for export
and for home consumption in the United States is
somewhere in the neighborhood of from 2î to 3 cents a
pound. Now, the enforcement of the ad valorem duty upon
that diference is not due to anything in the tariff so much
as to the enforcement of the general law in Canada, which
was in operation before the present Government came into
power in 1878, and hon.gentlemen opposite are just as much
to blame for that law being on the Statute Book as hon.
gentlemen on this side of tie House. But it may be said
that they did not enforce it. Well, that is true. If they
ehoose to plead that they are quite welcome to the plea,
beoause4hey only accuse themselves of having an Act on
the Statute Book which they did not put in force. They eau
take either horn of the dilemma they choose. The hon.
gentkeman says I was unfair to him when I charged him
with saying that grannlated sugar c3uld be parchased in
Great Britain at 3 cents. I did not charge any such thing.
I had no intention of doing so. I understood just as clearly
as the hon. gentleman himself, that granulated sugars could
not be purchaaed in (reat Britain ; I admit that he is correct,
although I do not know much about the sugar trade. The
hon. gentleman himself said that he was glad to sec the
Mail admit that sugars could be purchased at that price
outside of Canada, and I accepted that as an admission that
that was a fair price to work upon; but I had no more
intention to imply to the House or the country that granu.
lated sugar could be purchased at that price in Great
Britaie than he had himself. He may be correct when he
argues bere to-night that granulated sugar cannot be par-
ehaed in England; but I believe it to be the case that
sugars of a very much higher quality than those mentioned
the other night as having been purchased at 8s. 3d. per 112
lbs. ean be purchased in England-sugars which practi-
ealy, so far as the general trade of Canada is concerned,
will come into competition with a very much larger pro-
tion of our output of sugar. Now, if you really look at the

Mr. PÀT&BoN (Brant).

increase of the duties on sugars under the present tariff as
compared with that of the ex-Minister of Finance, you can
see, without very much consideration of the question that,
taking into account the sugars which can corne in under the
present tariff from Great Britain, and which constitute
about 1 of the volume of sugar consumed in the Dom-
inion, that the difference in the rate of duty between the two
tariffs is not more than 5 per cent. at the most on sugars
costing from 8s. 6d. to 10s, or ls. per 112 lbs.; and there-
fore the additional duty cannot be much more than 9 to 15
cents per 100 Ibs. as I argued the other night. Now, I
do not wish to go into the question of sugar to-night ; but I
shall be very much pleased at any time, to enter into a dis-
cussion with the hon. gentleman or any other hon. member
of this House on this question, whieh is a most im-
portant one to the country. I believe it is very much in
the interest of the Dominion that the refineries should be in
operation. I agree with the hon. gentleman in that ; but I
disagree with him entirely that we must take the mar-
ket price of granulated sugars in the United States to
calculate what the people of Canada are paying for sugars
at present. It does not give this House and the people of
Canada a fair impression, because, no matter if you do turn
the theoretical consumption of sugar into granulated, you
do not get a fair idea of the increase in the rate of duty.
You get an idea probably five or six times as great as it
really is on four-fifths of all the sugar consumed in Canada.

Mr. WOODWORTI. The drawback allowed to the
exporter of sugars in the United States, as the hon. member
for South Brant knows, is 82.85 on every 100 lbs., which
would bring sugar in this country down to $3.15, while the
consumer in the United States bas to pay $6 per 100 lbs.;
so that the people of the United States, with the view of
crushing out Canadian industries, offer a bonus for every
100 1bs. of sugar sent to Canada of $2.85. That is an incon-
testable fact, and I ask the hon. gentleman, that being true,
if he would advocate a return to the Cartwright tariff, so
that the interests of Canada could be crushed out of exist-
ence by a policy like that of the United States?

Sir RIHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon, gentleman is
utterly mistaken. The Americans do not give a bonus at
all; they return the duty to all these sugar refiners accord-
ing to a certain scale.

Mr. WOODWORTH. That is the same thing.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. It is not the same
thing by any means. It is quite true, in certain Eurepean
States, under the guise of export duty, substantial bonuses
have been paid, and it may be true that a good many
years ago, under the same guise, bonuses were paid
by the Americans, but the Americans made a most
careful and exhaustive examination into that question,
and if the hon. gentleman chooses to examine the
subject at leisure, he will find that the return which
they make, barely equals the amount of duty which was
paid. As to what the hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Stairs)
said, I take it that the way to ascertain what is the weight
of taxation in this matter upon the people of Canada, is to
ascertain this simple fact: Were we purchasing this sugar,
which we consume, in England, where there is no duty at
all, what would we have to give for it? The weight of
evidence, as far as I have been able to ascertain from my
own researches and from gentlemen conversant with the
trade, is entirely this: that on the quantity of sugar which is
now imported into Canada we are obliged substantially to
pay 3 cents per pound, on an average, more than we
would have to pay were there no tariff of any kind.
That is the weight of taxation under this tariff. That
amcents, supposing our 172,000,000 lbs. were reduced to
any 1andard, say granulated, on an average to $4,600,O00
which the people of Canada have to pay for the 170,000,00
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lbs. or 150,000,000 lbs., whichever you like, more than they donbt the drawback dues afford cunsiderable upportunity for
would require to pay if they were able to buy it in the evasion; but the Minister of Customs knows there is no
Glasgow market or any other English market where there question in the whole range of eontroversy which is more
is no duty. That is the position I lay down, and it is, disputed, and as Vo which the refiners have told more fibs
according to all the trade returns and circulars and evidence than the whole question of drawbacks. There is not one
on the subject, a fair representation of the real state of the to be trasted in England or America or Canada on that
case. I state here to-day, and I think my hon. friend will question. I recolleet well, the refluers utterly refusod to
find it to be the case, if he will go minutely into the ques- give any statement as Vo how muclireflned sugar they could
tion, that, as regards the grades which go into the consump- make out of an ordinary 100 ponnds of imported sugar
tion of the greater part of the people of Canada, you could and if the Finance Minister can flnd that out, he has foued
buy them, without the tariff, at about 3 cents less per out what bas bothered ail the Finance Miniters of Englmnd
pound than are charged for them over the counter. That and Ameriea for many a day.
is the proper measure of the weight of the hon. gentleman's
tariff. That represents on the 150,000,000 lbs. consumed,
$4,â00,000, and as the Treasury has received but 82,500,000 succeeded su far; but I arnot prepared Vo say that the
of this, the remainder, $2,000,000, has been paid to the sugar refiners in tVhs country should be therefore deignated
refiners.as fbbers.

Mr. BOWELL. 1 do not propose to continue the discus- Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not deignate
sion further than to say that I think the hon. gentleman is them in particular,
wrong, so far as his remarks apply to the principle upon Mr. BOWELL I have found that the diffent refinrs,
which the Americans pay a drawback. My investigations both in Halifax and old Canada, have given us, as far as
have led me to the conclusion that they pay, instead of less, Vhey could, the facts upon which to base a drawback, but I
a little more than actual duty, and in arguing that question admit there is s variety of opinions, and that hs lu one of
the American statesman--I forget his name-who, at the the xost difficuit questions Vo solve. For that reaon I
time, regulated the amount of drawback to be paid, claimed came to the conclusion that it was impossible Vo establish
that though they paid Vo the manufacturers a higher sum an exact figare which would cuver the exact amount of
than the actual duty upon the raw sugar, the country wasa 
more than compensated by the labor employed in the refin- duty had unanysuaraieit en reand . ou
ing of the sugar. That is, according Vo my distinct wl aeV usV eti xet n on oa
recollection, the argument used, andtg togh sthinkt equitable a decision as you possibly could; and with therecolecion th arumet uedandthogh.1 tinkthefluctuations in the markets in the different countries in
hon. member for King's, Nova Scotia (Mr. Woodworth), i wbich the raw matrial is prodaced, the drawback tc-day
not quite correct as to the amount $2.85, my recollection miglt be too littie noxL week and too mach the week alter,
being that it is 82.70. The Americans, on that account, gave a very liberal con.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). $2.79 now; it used to be struction in the ruling of the Treary Departmelut, and
$3.20. for that reason they gave nu more than they thouglt the

Mr. BOWELL. Yes, some time ago; so that the hon. refiners entitled Vo.
inember for King's is substantially correct in his statement SirRICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I certainly did not
that while the amount paid is ostensibly a drawback, yet mean to say that ourefiners would fib any more than their
as the importer receives more than he actually paid, it neighbors-I do not believe Vhey do-bathe hon. gentle-
virtually amounts to a bonus. The difference between the man knows very well that the refiners ail over the coantry,
amount he paid and the amount he received-when they wore demanding advantages from us, refused us

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. What is that? information. They made ail kinds of demands and hey
Mr. BOWELL. My recolaection is 25 per cent. would no answ r questions, thoCy would not tel us the facts

isute., andI do wnoth sum thev have told the hon. in-
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. 25 cents per hundred

pounds is, I suppose, what the hon. gentleman means.
Mr. BOWELL. That is correct. The American states-

man I refer to, used the argument that the advantages
received through giving employment to laborers in the
country, more than compensated for the extra amount
given over the duty paid.

Si RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No doubt at that time
the Americans did think so; but over and over again they
have altered the amount they allowed as drawback;.and, at
present, it will be found they do not admit that they offer
any bonus. I recollect distinctly the argument the hon.
gentleman speaks of was used; and as far back as 1876 it
was tolerably conclusive that at that time the Americans did
allow the figure over the duty of which the hon. gentleman
speaks, 25 cents per hundred pounds; but the bon. gentle-
man will find thst since then the drawback has been very
considerably reduced; and that whether it be the case or
not, at this present moment, that there is a substantial advan-
tage or not, the Americans do not admit that there is. I
speak with some reserve upon that question, because I
believe their duty is partly ad valorem and partly specific.

Mr. BOWELL. No; it is ail specifie.
Sir PJHÂRD CARTWRIGHT. The reason I ask the

question was when the duty is specific and ad va"orem, nu

tleman any more accurately than they would me,

Mr. BOWELL. They have told me what they said were
facts.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman
knows also that Mr. Gladstone and many others have made
statements very mach stronger than I did as to the modus
operandi pursued by the sugar refiner uin their various con-
troversies with the Government, which are without end.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I thought it likely that we
should drift into a general discussion on the sugar question,
and that is why I desired that the discussion should be con-
fined to the subject before the Committee. I am not going
to be dragged into a general discussion. The hon. gentle-
man made his speech following the statements I made in
introducing the Budget, and could then have dealt with this
matter, but it appears that he has supplemented that speech
now. If I do not enter into it now, it is because I do not
wish to call off the attention of the Committee from the
matter under consideration, and do not desiro to be drawn
into this generat discussion at this time further than to say,
that the statements made by the hon. gentleman are not, in
my judgment, borne out by facts. If we get into a general
discussion on the tariff, a general declaration in reference
to it, as we may on going into Supply or eni some other
question, I will then devote some attention to the utatemento
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ho has made. I think they are erroneous and cannot be
sustained by facts, and I think we shall be prepared to show
it.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I will not go into the
general discussion again, but I will make one remark. It
i@, of course, a very easy way of disposing of staternents, by
saying they are all wrong, but here are the quotations frorn
the New York Berald and the Montreal Gazette. To work
out 1 cent a pound and 25 per cent. ad valorem on the net
price, and 1 cent a pound at 35 per cent. ad valorem, on the
New York long price is a very simple thing, and there is the
result of it. Lot me give another test. The granulated
sugar which is quoted by the New York Berald at 6 cents
is quoted by the Montreal Gazette at 6½ cents. There is j
cent on the face of it, and it is known to the hon. gentleman
opposite that the American refiner pays j cent a pound
more than the Canadian refiner on his raw material.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. But he gets his drawback.
Mr. PATERSON. The fact remains that at the present

prices of sugar, as quoted on 25th March in New York and
on 26th March in Canada, the Canadian could have imported
granulated sugar from the United States, paid '96J per
cent. duty upon it, and laid it down here a shade cheaper
than he could buy it in Canada.

Carpets, 25 per cent. ad valorem.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I move an amendment to
that, by adding the following words :-

Carpet mats and rugs of ail kinds and printed felts and druggets
and al other carpets and squares not otherwise provided for.

Mr. BLAKE. Will the hon. gentleman state the recent
duty on these ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It is estimated that this will
yield an increased revenue of $40,000.

Mr. BLAKE. What is the ground on which the change
takes place?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Both in order to uniformity
and for revenue. It is to prevent any difficu1ty in the rates
of duty and to get revenue also.

Mr. BLAKE. There was no difficulty about uniformity
as to carpets before.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. These were ail at the same
rate, but under the original resolution, different rates were
proposed.

Mr. BLAKE. I am not asking for the reason of the
amendment, but of the whole proposal.as amended. I can
understand the desire to put in these other items which are
now proposed to be introduced into the resolution for the
sake of uniformity, but that does not apply to the original
resolution as amended.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. In 1879 we imposed upon all
wool carpets 10 cents a yard and 20 per cent. duty, and
upon mixed wool and cotton, that is to cover the carpets
manufactured in Canada, 5 cents a yard and 20 per cent.
Now it is found that a cheap tapestry carpet, which is more
taking, a more flashy and fancy carpet, entered at 20 per
cent., comes in competition with our manufacturers, and
they are deprived of the advantage intended to bc given
them by the tariff of 1879. That is one reason. In addi-
tion te that, to make up the deficiencies that will arise in
the Excise duty, as is quite apparent from the general sen
timent of the country on the temperance question at this
momentin regard to the Scott Act, it was thought we could
get 5 per cent, more duty out of this, and, at the same time,
give increased protection to the manufacturer.

Mr. BLAKE. That description is a very smallportion of
the whole value of the importe that are cover by this

Sir LEoAiEiiD TILLEY.,

resolution. You take all the Brussels and the expensive
carpets, and it is only the cheapest kind that comes in com-
petition with the Canadian article.

Mr. BOWELL. Brussels carpets were only 20 por cent.
Mr. BLAKE. I know they were, but I am discussing

how much of the value of the imports is affected solely from
the revenue consideration and how much from the protective
consideration, and I was desirous of ascertaining as near as
might be, the relative value of the imports of these cheaper
tapestries in regard to the whole item on which the $40,000
is expected to be made.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. We have not separate heads
and we do not know what proportion that would be. We
know that the importe are large and that the tapestry is
used very largely, but all the carpets imported paying 20
per cent. are under one head, so we cannot form an opinion
exactly as to the amount. We know that the amount under
that head, collected last year, was $163,816, the value of
the import being 6818,001. By the addition of .the 5 per
cent. the duty collected would be about $204,500, or an
increase of over 840,000.

Plate glass, in panes not over 30 square feet, 6c per square foot.

Mr. BOWELL. A great deal of difficulty has arisen over
the whole Dominion as to the real value of plate glass, and
it has been a constant source of trouble both to the importers
and to the Department. We thought it better, as it was a
standard article, to place a specific duty upon it,'instead of
allowing it to remain at the ad valorem, and the relative
position of this present specific duty, as proposed now, to
the ad valorem is just about the same. We calculate no
addition to the revenue, as long as the ad valorem was contin-
ued at the present low prices. For the last twelve months
plate glass has been imported at an extraordinarily low
price, and we based this calculation upon the prices at
which it has been entered, taking the average of the last
twelve mon ths. The different sizes have been approved. I
may say, we have taken precisely the wording of the
Anerican tariff, only we have lowered the rates of duty to
make it equal to about 20 per cent. upon plate glass.

Mr. BLAKE. Is theirs a specific or an ad valorem duty ?
Mr. BOWE LL. Theirs is specific exclusively; but where

we charge 6 they charge 10, and where we charge 8 they
charge about 12, and so on, in proportion to the different
sizes of the glass.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman's calculation is that,
on the average prices of the last six months, this would
produce about 20 per cent. duty ?

Mr. BOWELL. Yes.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Do you allow plate
glass to be entered at as low a rate as 30 cents per square
foot ?

Mr. BOWELL. I do not remember now.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Because it would have
to be entered at 30 cents per square foot in order to make
this equal to 20 per cent. I should imagine that very little
would have been brought in at that rate.

Mr. BOWELL. I am told by the appraisers that it las
been entered as low as at l3. 6d. and is. 9d.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. is.Sd. is equal to 40
cents.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes. It has been a good deal lower,
and it las been higher, but in coming to a conclusion we
adopted as near as we could the average of the last twelve
months' quotations.
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Colored labels for fruit, vegetables, meat, fish, confectionary and

other goods, also tickets, posters, advertising bills and folders, a specific
duty of ten cents per pound and 20 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. BLAKE. Would the hon. gentleman explain this ?

Mr. BOWELL. If the hon. gentleman has the tariff
before him, he will see that item 5 reads as follows: "post-
ers, advertising pictures, and show cards, six cents per
pound and 20 per cent. ad valorem," the 1lth item reads :
"labels for fruit, vegetables, meat, confectionary, also
tickets and advertising bills, ten cents per pound and 20
per cent. ad valorem." A difficulty has arisen in some of
the ports as to what a poster is, and what an advertising
billis. As a printer, I shoulTsay they were the same thing.
Under the present tariff, posters are placed at six cents and
20 per cent., while advertising bills are under the item of
10 cents and 20 per cent., and the whole change is to
strike out posters in the 5th and add it to the 11th item,
making them all posters and advertising bills, 10 cents and
20 per cent.

Mr. BLAKE. Just a little levelling up ?

Mr. BOWELL. Yes, it is levelling up.

Sheet iron hollow ware, and all manufactures of sheet iron not else-
where specified, 25 per cent. ad valorem.

Mr. BOWELL. The most of that ware is 20 per cent.
and some of it is 25.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What amount of revenue
is expected ?

Mr. BOWELL. It is not expected that any increased
revenue will be derived from that item. It is more for the
purpose of placing it under one heading, and to have the
duty as uniform as possible.

Mr. BLAKE. If the only object is uniformity, and this
principle of levelling up is adopted, and no revenue is
obtained from it, are we not buying that uniformity at
rather a high price ? I hope the hon. gentleman v ill be
able to console us by saying more money will go into the
Treasury in consequence of increasing the duty by one-
fourth. It is distressing that we should charge so much
more, and get nothing. It is now proposed to add to what
the people had to pay upon these articles one-fourth of the
present duty, 5 cents, and add it to 20 cents without pro-
ducing any increase of revenue at all.

Mr. BOWELL. A very few articles in this item pay 25
per cent., and some would pay 30 per cent. For instance,
if an article is made of brass it is 30 per cent.; if made of
iron and unenumerated it is 20 per cent., and if it be
a manufacture of iron it would be 25 per cent. I have
no figures as to the increase of duty, but I am just informed
that the only reason the Department had in recommend-
ing this change was that which I have given. In many
of these articles there are different rates of duty, as I have
already explained, some 20,.some 25, and some 30. So that
in the aggregate there is little difference in the revenue,
and very little, if any, additional tax upon the people.

Mr. BLAKE.- This does not include brass.
Mr. BOWELL. It says hollow ware, and there is plenty

of hollow ware made of brass.
Mr. BLAKE. But this is sheet iron hollow ware. Brass

must be somewhere else.
Mr. BOWELL. Yes, plenty of it. You do not have to

go far for it cither. If the hon. gentleman desires any
more specifie information upon this point,l will furnish it
or give it to him uponconcurrence.

Mr. BLAKE. Very well, we will compromise in that
way.

Asbestos in any form other than crude, and all manufacture fiêreof'
25 per cent

Mr. BOWELL. The additional 5 per cent. is given to
the manufacturers of asbestos in the different parts of the
Dominion, purely from a protective standpoint. 20
per cent. was the duty paid before. We shall have no addi-
tional revenue if they do what they promised, namely,
make it more largely in this country.

Mr. BLAKE. Does the hon. gentleman take written
engagements from these people?

Mr. BOWELL. As they fail to give us endorsers, it is
not worth while doing so.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I quite agree with
you.

AxIle grease and similar compounds, 1 cent per pound.

Mr. BOWELL. The duty has been 20 per cent., it
being on the unenumerated list. A large quantity of axie
grease has been imported free, as grease for soap manufac-
turing purposes, but it should not have been entered in that
way; and it is, in order to prevent frauds of that kind, that
it has been deemed advisable to make it a specific duty.

Mr, BLAKE. About what rate ad valorem?

Mr. BOWELL. About 20 per cent.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Would that include

such articles as plumbago, used for lubricating purposes ?
Mr. BOWELL. It would not include that, I fancy.

Cotton bed quilta, not including woven quilts or counterpanes, 27J
per cent.

Mr. BOWELL. These articles are manufactured in
Canada, and it has been deemed advisable to give them the
sanme protection as we give to prints.

Mr. McMULLEN. Where are they manufactured ?
Mr. BOWELL. In Hamilton, I think.

Extract of fluid beef, not medicated, 25 per cent.

Mr. BOWELL. The duty was formerly 20 per cent. We
propose to make it 25 per cent. because it is largely made
in this country.

Mr. BLAKE. Is there a good deal of it imported? It is
extraordinary if foreign manufacturers are able to buy our
beef and send it back to us in the shape of extract, paying
20 per cent., and then sell it to our own people.

Mr. BOWELL. I am informed by the member for Mont-
real West (-Mri. Gault) that there is a very large factory in
Montreal, employing sixty or seventy hands.

Mr. BLAKE. My point is that we export the raw material,
and I presume it goes where this extract is made abroad;
the manufactured article comes back, and our home manu-
facturers seem unable to compete against it with 20 per
cent protection.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman is in error. The
principal portion of the fluid beef we receive from abroad
comes from the western States, from Chicago particularly,
where beef is cheaper than here.

Towels of every description, 25 per cent.

Mr. BOWELL. The same explanation as was given with
respect to quilts applies here. I may have been in error in
my statement to the member for Wellington (Mr. McMullen)
as to where bed quilts were manufactured. Towels of every
description are now manufactured in Haiilton verylargely,
and are obtaining a very large sale throughout the country.
This 5 per cent. increase is given to encourage this par-
ticular industry.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If the manufactured

article is selling well already, why should 5 per cent. be
added ?

Mr. HESSON. In order that they may be made cheaper.
Mr. BLAKE. It is very extraordinary. A little while

ago on some items we were told that the articles we pro-
duced were very good and ought to be sold largely, but that
an extensive sale could not be obtained, and therefore more
protection was proposed in order that the sale might be
made wider. Now, the hon. gentleman tells us that the
articles are very good, that they are baving a very wide
sale, and therefore more protection must be applied.
Whether the manufacturer fails in getting a wide sale or
not the cry is the same; the condition of the manufacturer
is such that more protection must be had.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman is like most of the
members of his profession, very apt to make the most of very
little, and is very clever in dealing with even small questions
of this kind. What I said was that these articles are made
largely in this country, are coming into general use, and
are obtaining a large sale throughout the country. But
the manufacturers, as in all cases of this kind, have to
meet a competition which is not so strong until they become
firmly established. No doubt the remark made by the hon.
member for Perth (Mr. Hesson) is strictly correct, that, in
les than a year, although the 5 per cent. is added, the
articles will be bought as cheaply as in the past, and no
doubt a little cheaper.

Damask of cotton, linen.or cotton, and linen bleached, unbleached or
colored, 25 per cent.

Mr. BOWELL. The same remark applies to this, and
these articles are being satisfactorily made in the country.

Mr. BLAKE. A gentleman who occupies a first class
position in the trade is under the impression that this term is
very extensive in its meaning. Does the hon. gentleman
mean by this description damask of all those various
elements, or damask of cotton, linen or cotton, and linen
bleached, unbleached or colored.

Mr. BOWELL. Damasks of all those articles.
Mr. BLAKE. I would suggest that the phrase read

damask of cotton, of linen or of cotton, and of linen
bleached, unbleached or colored.

Mr. BOWELL. I accept the suggestion.

Umbrella and parasol steel, iron or brass ribs, runners, rings, caps,
notches, tin caps and ferrules, when imported by and for the use of
manufacturera of umbrellas, 20 per cent.

Mr. BLAKE. What we had before was umbrellas then?
Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentlemen will remember that

the Finance Minister explained, when the question of
umbrellas was under consideration, and gave as a reason for
raising the duty from 25 to 30 per cent., that a large pro-
portion of material, particularly silk, which is a raw
material, paid 30 per cent., and in order to compensate the
manufacturera it was considered that these articles should
be-decreased. Under a clause now in the Customs Act, but
which it is proposed to amend, all parts of an article pay
duty at the same rate as the article itself-in proportion
to its value.

Mr. BLAKE. Isuppose there are no manufacturers of
any of these articles in the country ?

Mr. BOWELL. Not that I am aware of.
Mr. BLAKE. I suppose some of these articles may be

imported for some other purposes than the manufacture of
umbrellas ?

Mr. BOWELL. So the manufacturers inform us. Whatt
we propose to do is to send a sample of each of the articles3

Mr. BoWZLL,

to the ports, so that they may know exactly, when imported,
that they are the articles specified in the tarif.

Mr. SCRIVER. What duty would they be liable to, if
they were imported by other than the manufacturers of
umbrellas ?

Mr. BOWELL. The duty charged would vary according
to what the articles were.

Mr. BLAKf. Are there many manufactories of um-
brellas ?

Mr. GAULT. I know there is a large one in Montreal,
established within three or four weeks, and that it employs
between 20 and 30 people. The proprietor is a friend of the
honorable gentleman.

Mr. BLAKE. I did not ask how many there were in
Montreal, but if there were many in the Dominion ?

Mr. BOWELL. I cannot tell. I know there is a large
one in Montreal, and I think there is one in the west, but I
am not sure. The proposed amendment is as follows:-

When any manufactured article is imported into Canada in separate
parts, each such part shall be charged with the same rate of duty as the
finished article on a proportionate valuation ; and when the duty charge-
able thereon is specific, or specific and ad valovem, an average rate of ad
valorem duty equal to the specific, or specific, and ad valorem duty so
chargeable, shall be ascertained and charged upon such parts of
manufacture.

The law as it stands now, is as follows:-

" Parts of carriages or other manufactured articles, shall be charged
with the same rate of duty on a proportionate valuation, as are charge-
able on the finished article.'

I have heard gentlemen of the legal profession argue that
this applies only to parts of carriages, because it is bracketed
under the head of carriages, buggies, railway cars, child-
ren's carriages, etc. Besides, the hon. gentleman will see
that no provision is made in this paragraph for an article
which bears a specific and an ad valorem duty; and in
order to put an end to any controversy, it is changed, as I
have read, and I presume there is no objection to it.

Mr. BLAKE. I should think there would be consider-
able complication in ascertaining the proportionate values at
which these articles are to be taken. I am afraid it will be
a grand opportunity for the diversity of judgment in the
different ports which exist at the present time.

Mr. BOWELL. It is much worse as it is now.

Also, to add partridge, prairie fowl and woodcock to the articles
the exportation of which is prohibited by section 9, chapter 13, 46
Victoria.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What are now included
in that section.

Mr. BOWELL. Deer, wild turkey and quail, in carcase
or in part.

Mr. CASE Y. Black squirrels are exported in large
numbers.

Mr. BOWELL. Does the hon. gentleman desire to have
them placed here ?

Mr. BLAKE. I think this is a good thing, but of course
the hon. gentleman will have much more difficulty in enfore-
ing it than in the case of big game, because it will not be
difficult to export considerable numbers of these small
fowl, say in trunks in the winter season.

Mr. BOWELL. That is true, but it is not so much to
prevent that as to prevent the slaughtering which is carrieg
on by those coming from foreign countries and carrying
these animals away by hundreds and thousande. In fact in
years past they almost depleted our country of deer.
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Mr. WELDON. So far as New Brunswick is concerned
they have almost completely destroyed the partridges.
They come from the State of Maine into our country.

Mr. BOWELL. Another reason is that the construction of
the railway through the centre of New Brunswick enabled
parties living in the interior a great many miles away, to
pack them in the winter season and send them away by
thousands. We had the Province of New Brunswick
specially in view, and we deocided to put a stop to the prac-
tice if possible.

On Resolution 4 (p. 333),

Mr. BOWELL. The rates of duty which this resolution
imposes on the different kinds of fish are, with one or two
exceptions, the same as those imposed by the United States
on fish going from foreign countries into the United States.
On oysters, however, we have, in the amended list, ranged
the duties, which are less than 20 per cent. on the different
classes of oysters; and when they are brought in in bulk, in
tubs, the packages in which they are brought are charged
25 per cent., the duty now paid on tubs brought in alone.
If the hon. gentleman has no objection, I would like this
resolution to be passed, and any information he desires will
be given on concurrence.

Mr. BLAKE. With that understanding, I am willing to
let it pass.

Mr. BOWELL, With reference to the charges of inland
transportations, I may possibly ask the House to permit me
to amend the resolution. I do not say positively, but my
impression is, that it would be better to amend it so as to
give the Department power to declare by regulation what
the charges should be per ton, more particularly upon heavy
articles which are brought to the shipping point from the
interior, especially in Great Britain. My reason for that
is: While we have the railway rates from Birmingham,
Warrington, and a number of other places to Liverpool,
-they are advertised in the English papers-and as they
have been obtained by gentlemen whom we have asked
to obtain that information while in England, still, in a
large number of invoices presented to the Department,
the rates of freight mentioned vary so greatly as to lead
one to suspect dishonest intentions. In one case, in
which iron was purchased at a place in Scotland not more
than 13 miles from Greenock and shipped from Greenock
to Canada, one invoice gave 20 shillings per ton and
another only 5 shillings per ton as the freight charges, when
we knew that the actual freight rates at the time did not
reach either one figure or the other ; yet in the working
of the Department, we allowed full latitude of 5s. In
another case, one of the largest firms in the Dominion made
a demand for a refund of duty upon freight which they
claimed to have paid Canada upon inland freight in
England. After a good deal of correspondence, not
only with merchants in Canada, but with the Chambers of
Commerce of Liverpool and of Manchester, and also with
the Colonial Secretary, Lord Derby, we decided to accept
affidavits of the actual freight paid, and allow the drawback
on that. Perhaps the House will be surprised when I say
that while most of the invoices showed 10s. per ton paid
from a certain point to Liverpool, the affidavits, in almost
every case, covered only 6s. The Department refused to
give them the drawback unless they made an explanation.
The matter remained in abeyance for several months ; and
when they tried to produce evidence to establish that they
had paid the duty, one ofthe very invoices produced showed
a freight rate of only about 4s. 10d. or 4s. 1ld. for the same
class of article. I explain this to the House now in order
that the Committee may think over the proposition to strike
Out the exception made in favor of importers when they
purchase their goods in England. The inland transportation

is charged on all articles in all other countries, and it was
the law in Canada prior to 1879.

Mr. BLAKE. But not acted on, I believe.

Mr. BOWELL. I think the hon. gentleman is correct.
Like many other provisions of the Customs laws, it was
more honored in the breach than in the observance; but
while a law is on the Statute Book, it is the duty of every
Government to enforce it. It has occurred to me that the
better way to deal with this question is to establish the rate
by regulation or Order in Council for the time being. That
is a suggestion I throw out for the Committee to think over
-either that, or strike it out altogether.

Mr. BLAKE. The question is one, the hon. gentleman
will admit, of very considerable importance to the trade of the
country. I would invite the hon. gentleman, if he is able
to reach a conclusion on this subject, as I presume he is,
before we go into Committee, to have his proposition, so
that we may have the opportunity to consider it.

Committee rose and reported progress.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTR-WEST.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I wish to read two telegrams
received since the announcement was made by the First
Minister. They are from the Indian Agent at Battleford:

"BATTLEFORD, 319t Marcd, 1886.
"The Stonies are up in arma on way in. It looks serionus now.

"J. M. RAB."

< BATTLEFORD, 3lBt March, 1885.
"The Indians rising. Payne and Applegarth killed.

" J. M. R&AE."

Those are the two instructors there.
Mr. BLAKE. We heard a few moments ago of this

dreadful communication which fills us all with great sorrow.
It is stated there is some additional information with refer-
ence to more forces, that the 7th Battalion and a portion of
the Halifax forces have been ordered out for active service.
Is that the case?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am not in a position to
answer this question. I can say, however, that the 9th is
under orders, the Quebec battalion. I know that there are
offers from Halifax to send out two battalions; the 7th Bat
talion has also been ordered out.

Mr. BLAKE. I have a statement from Halifax that a
portion of the Halifax militia is to be despatched to the
North-West to-morrow. If that be the case it is extraordi-
nary that the Government should not know of it here to-night.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The order may have
been given since we have been in the House this -evening,
and the Ministers have not been in a position to meet. Of
course orders must be given, as emergency occurs.
The hon. gentleman may think it is strange that we do not
know that this or that company has been called out while
the House is sitting, but I am sure the flouse will under-
stand that these things must and will occur, and we have
not time to hold a Cabinet sitting on each occasion.

Mr. BLAKE. I quite agree in what the hon. gentleman
says, but I think it was the duty of those who gave these
orders, to communicate them to the hon. gentleman who is
acting as leader of the House, before the adjourument, so
that the fHouse might be put in possession of the news by
him. I do not blame the hon, gentleman who has been
assiduously discharging his duties here, but I think we are
entitled to know the latest orders.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the louse.

Motion agreed to, and louse adjourned at 11:30 p. m.
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HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAY, lst April, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PpaYERs.

ACCOUNTS FOR PRINTING.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew) moved for:

Return of aIl printing done outaide the regalar contract for the Depart-
mental printing from lst January, 1872, to lst January, 1879, and aIl
vouchers and accounts relating to the sane.

Motion agreed to.

GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY.

Mr. MITCHELL. Before proceeding to the Orders of the
Day, I desire to call attention to a return that was brought
down Iast evening, just before the House closed, in response
to a motion made by myself in connection with the Grand
Trunk Railway. An Order of the House was passed last Ses-
sion for papers, but they were not brought down. This year I
placed another notice on the paper asking for additional
information connected with the same subject. When I asked
from the Government as to what they had done in respect to
the matter, the Government discovered for the first time
that they had neglected to notify the Grand Trunk Railway
Company of the Order of the House of last Session. I find
the first communication to the Grand Trunk is a letter from
the Secretary of the Department, Mr. Bradley, dated 17th
February, 1885. It is in these words:

" On 28th March, 1884, it was ordered by tha House of Commons that
a statement should be laid before it, showing the names of all stock-
holders in the Grand Trunk Railway of Canada, with the amounts of
stock held by each of said stockholders at the close of the first year
after the charter was granted or operations commenced. Also, the
narnes of all stockholders in said company, and the amounts of stock
held by each on the first day of the current year (1884).

" I am to request that you will be pleased to furnish the Department
with the necessary information to enable such statement to be sub-
mitted to the House at an early date."

That is the first intimation the Grand Trunk obtained of
the Order of the House of last year, and the Government are
very much to blame in neglecting so important a duty as
communicating this Order.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman will confine himself
to a statement in connection with the return.

Mr. MITCHTLL. I bow to your ruling, Mr. Speaker. On
19th February the Grand Trunk Company wrote the
following letter:-

"GRAND TRUNx RAILWAY Or CANADA,
"GENERAL MANAGER's OFIcu, MONTREAL,

"1February 19th, 1885.
'.SiR,-1 had the honor to receive yesterday your letter dated the l7tb,

referring to an Order said to have been passed by the House of Commons
on the 28th March, 1884, for a statement, 'Showing the names of all
stockholders in the Grand Trunk Railway of Canada with the amounts
of stock held by each of said stockholders at the close of the first year
after the charter was granted or operations commenced. Also, the
names of all stockholders in said company, and the amounts of stock
held by each on the firat day of the current year (1884).'

" I desire to say that your letter is the first communication which has
been received by me, or as far as I know, by any officer of this company
on the subject to which it refers.

"As the preparation of such statements would necessarily occupy a
large sa for a considerable length of time, and entail a large expense
upon the company, I beg to enquire under what legislation relating to
the Grand Trunk Railway Com'pany of Canada they are called for in
the form indicated.

"I desire, also, to respectfully point out that no snh demand has
been made upon the company in the past, nor upon any other of the rail-
way companies operating lines in Canada, under like conditions to my
knowledge; that no reason has been given.for such an exceptional

Sir HEcToa LANGEVIN.

demand, nor has it heen alleged that the information is required in the
public interest.

" I beg slao to state that I have no such statement under my control,
nor does any such exist in Canada.

"I have the honor to be, Sir, your obedient servant,
'J. HICKSON,

" General Manager.
"A. P. BRADLEY, Esq.,

"Secretary, Department of Railway, Ottawa."

Now, Sir, it will be in the recollection of the House that I
put several questions during this Seesion as to when these
returns would come down, and on the last occasion on
which I questioned the right hon. the Premier, whose
absence at this moment I regret, he stated he had received
a communication from Mr. Hickson, and that Mr. Hickson
said he had not a copy of the information in Canada, but
would send to England, leaving the House to believe that
it would come down, while it turns out that he sets the
House at defiance, and asks under what authority the infor-
mation is sought, and as no public reason was assigned for
the demand he impliedly declines to give the information.
That is what I take out of this correspondence. In the first
place I hold that this House has a right inherent in itself to
demand returns from every corporation, and certainly from
every railway corporation which they have chartered
and which is under their control, and so far
as the public reasons for which this information is
asked I think the fact that this company owes upwards of
$46,000,000 to the people of Canada, principal and interest,
is a substantial reason why the information asked for and
given by other railway companies-information asked for
by the hon. gentleman opposite who is daily asking for
information from the Canadian Pacific Railway Çompany,
which always gives returns when they are asked for, includ-
ing the list of the stockholders of the company-I say that
is the very information which has been asked for and
ordered by this House this Session and last Session, and
still this company refuses to give it. They question the
right of the House, but whether the House has the right or
not to order such information, I believe it is the statute
law of the land that they should give it, and with the per-
mission of the House I will read from the statutes. I hold
that we have the right to ask this information irrespective
of any legislation, but it is clear that under this statute they
are bound to give it. I refer to the Act to amend the Con-
solidated Railway Act, chapter 24, 1881, section 2:

" And whereas it is expedient to amend section 30 of the Railway
Act, therefore, the words three months after the end of the calendar
year, are hereby struck out of said section 30, and the words ' three
montb after the ist day of July in each year ' are substituted for them ;
and the returns of capital, trafic, working expenditure, and all other
information to be furnished to the Mmisnter of Railways and Canals
shall be in the forn contained in schedule 1, appended to this Act,
which is hereby substituted for schedule 1, appended to the said Rail-
way Act, schedule 2 remaining in force for the weekly returna
required by the said Act; and such returnu shall be dated and signed
by, and attested upon the oath of the secretary or some other chief
officer, and of the president, or in his absence, of the vice-president or
manager of the company, and such returns shall be made for theperiod
included from the date to which the thon last yearly returnm made by
the sarne company extended, or from the commencement of the opera-
tion of a railway, if no such return has been made, to the last day of
June in the thon current year ; and shall in addition to the information
contained in the schedule hereto, furnish such other information and
returns as shall, from time to time, be required by the Governor in
Council."1

Now, there is a clear, distinct and express authority and
command and power given to the Governor in Council to
call upon railway corporations to make these returns.'
This return has been asked by the House and Mr. Rickson
queetions the right of the House. It is an insult to the
House for him to take upon himself to question the right of
the House to ask for that information, and that ground
taken by a company which is indebted to the cointry to
such an extent as they are. I ask the Government what
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stops they have taken about this matter and what steps
they intend to take to enforce this Order of the House and
the law of theland upon this company. I await for a
reply by some member of the Cabinet.

Mr. POPE. The steps we have taken are those usually
taken when a motion is made of this kind. We have called
on them to send that return, and the hon. gentleman has
the answer they have given. We have taken the usual
course.

Mr. MITCHELL. Let me ask the Minister of Railways
whether ho Las called upon them by Order in Council.
That is what I want to find out, and if he has, I think some
steps should be taken in relation to Mr. Hickson's arbitrary
conduct. If he has not, then Mr. Hickson is attempting to
shield himself behind the fact that by a technicality they
have omitted to comply with the requirements of the
statute, and he thus evades supplying the information which
has been asked for. I want to go a little further, since the
Minister has not chosen to take up the matter, and ask
what stops have been taken by the Government since they
have had that reply a month in their possession. Has any
action been taken to compel Mr. Hickson to submit to the
law of the land and obey it like other citizens ?

Mr. POPE. No further stops have been taken than the
hon. gentleman sees. We have carried out the instructions
of this House.

Mr. MITCHELL. Have you passed an Order in Council
and sent it to him calling on him to give this information ?
That is the point.

Mr. POPE. That is not compulsory; it was compulsory
on us to carry out the Order of the H1ouse. The hon.
gentleman Las just called that to my notice and I will con-
sider it.

Mr. MITCHELL. I hold that when this House passed
an Order requiring papers to be delivered here the duty
devolves on the Government to see that every legal step is
takenvto carry out that Order. If the Government have
failed to take the legal steps necessary by passing an Order
in Council which Mr. Hlickson or anycne else in that pos'-
tion cannot evade, they have performed their duty, and
then it will be for them and the flouse to consider what
further stops shall be taken. Suppose I should take on
myself that action and it turns out that they have not done
it by an Order in Council, but by letter, the laches does not
lie on Mr. Hickson, but the laches is upon the Government
and now that I have called attention to the matter I hope
they will at once pass the Order in Council.

Mr. BLAKE. The question is one of considerable impor-
tance. The amendment to the Railway Act which was
made some Sessions ago, was made contemporaneously with
the Act with relation to the charter of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, and the thon Minister of Railways, Sir Charles
Tupper, agreed t'hat inasmuch as very serious and important
questions, involving the material and other interests of the
country, would arise from time to time under the provisions
of that contract it was expedient that it should be accom.
panied by this general legislation with reference to returns
and it was at my suggestion that the particular clause
whieh the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell)
refers to, was introduced into the schedule, because it was
felt that it might be that further returns than those specifi-
cally mentioned might be required, and I suggested
hurriedly, for it was at the fag end of the Session, that
whatever it was thought that the Government might in the
publie interest demand from the company, they should be
clothed with the legal authority to procure, and the legal
obligation be placed on the company to render such returns

as the Governor in Council should order. I do not remember
whether the general Act applies to all railway corpora-
tions.

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, to all railway.

Mr. BLAKE. I think it does and certainly it ought to.
Now, my notion with reference to returns asked for by
the House is this: I apprebend that if the Government has
the power under the law to compel the answer to a demand,
thon, when a member of this House invites the Bouse and
the Government to agree that there shall be a call for such
an answer, it devolves on the Government to take what-
ever stops are necessary to execute that Order. There may
be many cases in which the Government may refuse to ask
the Order; thore may be many corporations whom the Gov-
ernment has no oxecutive power to compel to open their
.books or to answer our paper, and the Government may be
obliged to ask the flouse to compel by legislation obedience
to the Order. But if the Government has under the law of
the land power to compel the granting of information which
the Government itsolf, as a constituent part of the House,
has agreed ought to be granted, by unanimously agreeing
to the Order of the House for the return, thon I agree with
my hon. friend that the duty is incumbent on the Govern-
ment to pass such Orders in Council, or take such other
stops as are in their power in order to procure the return.

Mr. POPE. I agree fully with the hon. gentleman that
the intention of that law is that the Governor in Council
may act in the absence of this House; but I do not agree
with him that, when this House bas taken action upon a
question of this kind, and tho Government bring down a
retuin, it is thon the business of the Government to take
further action when the House is in Session. I do not
pretend to be a constitutional lawyer, but I do pretend to
say that that is the common sense view. This matter was
one in which the Governor in Council could act, when the
fHouse was not in Session; but when the supreme power is
in the Chamber, it is for this House to see that its orders
are fulfilled.

Mr. M[TCHELL. The hon. gentleman for West Durham
(Mr. B! 4ke) mentioned tho fact that at bis suggestions these
ýwords were put in, specially applicable, as 1 understood him
to say, to the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company.

Mr. BLAKE. Applicable to all corporations; it was a
general Act.

Mr. MITCHELL. Not for the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company alone ?

Mr. BL AKE, Certainly not.

Mr. MITCHELL. Because there is a special clause in
the Canadian Pacific Railway Act, section 39, which says:

" The company shall, from time to time, furnish such reporta on the
progress of the work, with such details and plans of the work, as the
Government may require."

I differ entirely from the position of the Acting Minister of
Railways. I say it is the duty of the Government when
they desire information, to get it under this section. Re
says it devolves upon the flouse to take this matter up and
act. I differ entirely from him. The House has ordered
this information to be furnished; the Goverument of the
day are the executive of the House to carry out its orders,
and if the law of the land points out how that is to be done,
the duty lies on the Government tot rame that Order in
Council, which the law says shall be done before these people
can be compelled to make these returns. Now, it is a very
unusual thing for a company in such a situation to throw
obstructions in the way of the Government. The Acting
Minister of Railways knows that demande have been made
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constantly by that company; we know the position they
were in last year, when the Government came to their relief
to get them out of an unpleasant difficulty-an act
if perpetrated by any other person in this House
who is less influential perhaps than those gentlemen, would
be a very serious circumstance to him. I say it looks very
strange that the Government would allow a whole year to
pass over before seeking for any information, and thon allow
a month to pass before they give any information to the
House on this matter. Now, having called the attention of
the Government to the matter, I tell them that I hold them
responsible for the carrying out of the law in having an
Order in Council passed, so that if I should bring Mr. Hiick-
son up to that Bar, for refusing to obey the Order of this
House, there will ho no loophole for him to get out of; and I
hope the Government will take steps to carry out the Order
of this flouse and the law of the land.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. There can be no objection to the
hon. member drawing attention to the fact that the return
has not been completed according to the demand made by
him and voted by the House. But he bas no reproach to
make to the Minister of Railways, who has stated exactly
the case as it stands. The company were applied to for the
return in question, and the Government have placed their
reply before the House. My hon. friend says the return is
not complete, and draws the attention of the Government
to the fact; and it will be for the Government to judge
whether the circumstance is such as requires them to use
their authority according to the statute my hon. friend has
quoted, and by Order in Council to ask that the return be
uade complete. What should have been done las been done,
and the Government will consider, as the Acting Minister of
Railways has said, whether they should act on the authority
given them by the statute. Their first duty was to obey
the Order of the House, and they have obeyed it.

Mr. MITCHELL. My hon. friend either misconceives
the position taken by me, or he as not met the case. He
says the Government have done everything they ought to
have done. That is where I take issue with him. I say
they should pass an Order in Council, and if he says they
wili do that, and take the necessary stops to enforce the
company to obey the Order of this liouse, I have nothing
more to say.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman having called
attention to the matter, it should not now drift into a de bate.
If the Government do not do what is right, he can make a
motion.

Mr. McMULLEN. I think it is hardly fair for the hon.
gentleman, when lie has not been--

Some hon. MERMBERS. Order, order.

Mr. SPEAKER. I think there should be no debate.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-LAND GRANT.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I can now give the answer
wbich the First Minister promised to the question of the
hon. leader of the Opposition in reference to the portion of
the land grant which has been accepted and taken over by
the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company. The total area of
lands situated in the 48 mile belt on the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, examined between Winnipeg and Calgary, also in
Manitoba south of said belt and elsewhere, up to the 29th
December, 1884, is 7,315,200 acres, out of which the com-
pany have accepted 6,561,920, equal to 89J per cent. of
the total area examined, and they propose to reject 10-A
per cent. of the total areaexamined, namely, 753,280 acres.

Mr. MITOHELL.

Lands where situated. Acres.
Between lt and 2nd meridian...............;........... 1,227,520

" 2nd and Brd " ....... 1,944,320
3rd and 4th " ........ 524,160
4th and 5th ' ....... 1,072,640
5th and6th " ........ 115,840

In Southern Manitoba outside of railway belt.... 339,200
Eleewbere outside of railway belt.............1,338,240

Total...................................................6,561,920

There is not a note appended to this; the figures thus given
are in Tound numbers, taking the full area 640 acres per
section, but it must be understood that a certain proportion
of this is water, the net area actually accepted being
6,524,000 acres. This is merely the proposal of the com-
pany, however, and has not yet been acted upon by the
Government.

. MANITOBA LEGISLATURE-SESSION OF 1884.

Mr. BLAK E asked, Whether the Act of the Legislature of
of Manitoba, intituled: "Au Act to amend an Act to incor-
porate the Manitoba Central Railway Company," passed on
the 29th April, 1884, has been received by the authorities at
Ottawa? If not, whether any of the other Acte of that
Session have been received, and when? If yea, when was
the above Act received? HRas any action been taken with
reference to its allowance or disallowance, and when ?

Mr. CARON. The Act of the Legislature of Manitoba
intituled : "An Act to amend an Act to incorporate the
Manitoba Central Railway Company," was passed on the
3rd June, 1884, and has not been received by the authori-
ties at Ottawa. Chapters 1 and 54, both inclusive, of
Acts passed by the Legislature of Manitoba, in the Session
of 1884, were received by the Secretary of State on 29th
August, 1884. No action has been taken with reference to
the allowance or disallowance referred to.

CLEARING VESSELS WITHOUT HARBOR MASTER'S
CERTIFICATE.

Mr. PAINT asked, Is a collector fulfilling the law by
clearing vessels without the harbor master's certifleate
that such vessels have paid their harbor feos ?

Mr. BOWELL. By the 28th Vie., cap. 30, sec. 2, the
collector or principal officer of Customs thereat shall not
grant any clearance, transire, or lot pass any ship on
which they are payable, until the master thereof produces
to him a certificate of the payment of such fees or certifi-
cates of the payment of fees under this Act twice within the
then present year.

N. N. ROSS, CHIEF CLERK, CUSTOMS DEPARTMENT,

Mr. McMULLEN asked, What is the name and salary
paid the successor of N. N. Ross (Chief Clerk Customs
Department) and the position occupied and salary paid him
prior to his appointment to the chief clerkship ?

Mr. BOWELL. If the hon. gentleman means the suc-
cessor of Mr. Ross of Quebee, who has been superannuated
and who was chief clerk at $81,600 a year, Mr. Carter,
who was chief or landing waiter at that port, has been
appointed at $1,400 a year. Hie previous salary wasS 1,000
a year.

MILITARY ORGANIZATIONS IN MANITOBA AND
THE NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES.

Mr. TRO W asked, Is it the intention of the Government,
in view -of the present disturbances in the North-West
Territories, to accept the services of companies that are
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organised at Portage la Prairie and other parts of Manitoba Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, I cannot, but I have
and the North-West Territories, and whether arms, accoutre- little doubt that the Stony Indians in the immediate proxi-
ments and clothing are in store in Manitoba to equip such mity of Battleford, seeing that some stores were raided, had
companies for immediate service ? their cupidity aroused and thought that they would have

some too
Mr. CARON. Some of the companies have been accepted;

offers of service have been received and have not been
decided upon yet ; the arms and clothing of every company
the services of which we may accept will be provided.

TIMBER LICENSES.

Mr. CHARLTON asked, Total number of timber licenses
issued since January lst, 1882, and actual or approximate
area covered by the same ? Number of timber licenses
issued up to March 26th, 1885, in the North-West Territory,
and the actual or approximate area covered by the same ?
Number of timber licenses issued up to March 26th, 1885,
in Manitoba and Keewatin, and the actual or approximate
area covered by the same ? Number of timber licenses
issued up to March 26th, 1885, in the Disputed Territory,
with the actual or approximate area covered by the same ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. To the first question the
answer is: The total number is 71, and the approximate
area 3,072 square miles; in addition to the above 4 leases
have been granted for 21 years. In answer to the second,
the number issued is 17, approximate area 849 square
miles, and two 21 year leases. In answer to the third, total
number 35, approximate area 1,220 square miles and two
21 year ]eases. In answer to the fourth, total number 18,
899 square miles, and two 21 year leases.

Mr. CHARLTON. Does that cover the permits to cut
timber from year to year ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I fancy not. That is not
here. I have given the answers furnished to me by the
Department.

TIHE DISTURBANCE IN THlE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will now
find it convenient to make the statemenit I asked for a moment
ago.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The position is not altered
since yesterday, except that the Stony Indians have gone
to Poundmaker's reserve, about 18 miles from Battlefôrd,
taking with them some cattle and horses that they have got
hold of. The report from Major Morris, who commande at
Battleford, says that he has 200 good men, and that there
is no fear about holding his post.

Mr. IBLAKE. The statement is made in this morning's
papers that the deaths that had occurred at Battleford
numbered four instead of two. lias the hon. gentleman any
information on that ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, there is no informa-
tion of that.

Mr. BLAKE. I think last night the hon, gentleman was
not able to say whether any of the Nova Scotia militia had
been called out.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Minister of Militia
will be here just now.

Mr. CASEY. I understand there are two bands of Stony
Indians differing very much in size and warlike character,
one located at Eagle Hills and known as the Plain Stonies,
and the other the Mountain Stonies, I think farther south.
Can the hon. gentleman say?

Mr. CASEY.
numbers are ?

Can the hon. gentleman say what the

Mr. MACKENZIE. Wheu I was up there last August, I
was told that there was dissatisfaction among the Stony
Indians in consequence of the withdrawal of rations. Does
the hon. gentleman know if there was such dissatisfaction ?
I was assured of it on the very best authority.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have no particular
recollection of that just now, but there is no doubt that,
when the Indians have not any food, they always hang
about the stores, so that it was impossible to get them to go
to the reserves. All the Indians hanging about the different
Indian stores were told that they must go back to their
reserves, and food was given them, but very reduced rations
in order to induce them to go to their reserves. Some would
not go to the reserve, but would rather hang about on the
reduced ration, the half ration, than go to work ; but whether
these Indians are included in that I do not know.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I was informed that they were rather
better Indians for providing for themselves than the others
in their neighborhood, and that those who were leat indus-
trious had the rations continuod, while those who vwere most
industrious had them taken away on the ground that they
did not require them, and that this was the cause of the
dissatisfaction I was assured by parties on the spot. If that
is the case, it shows that the rule hâs not been applied very
evenly, because they should all be treated alike. I admit
the difficulty.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The whole theory of sup-
plying the Indians is that we must prevent them from
starving. In consequence of the cessation of the buffalo
and their not having yet betaken themselves to raising
crops, they were suffering greatly. Parliament has been
very liberal in making grants, and it was the duty of tho
Government to see that the Indians were not allowed to
fatten in idleness. Every inducement was held out to them
to go on their reserves. Liberal supplies of cattle and seed
grain, and food even on their reserves, if they would go to
their reserves, were deat out to them. Of course there was
no necessity of pauperising the Indians who were self-sup-
porting by sending them food, and, whether an Indian was
an industrious man or otherwise, we could not allow him to
starve, we were obliged to feed him, and I believe the offi-
cers of the Department exercised every discretion in giving
them food to prevent them from starving, but at the same
time every effort was made to save the public storcs and
induce the Indians to become self-supporting.

Mr. BLAKE. I suppose as the Minister of Militia does
not happen to be here I shall have to postpone any further
enquiries for a little while, but I hope he will find it his
public duty to be here very shortly.

INDIAN AFFAIRS IN BRITISH COLUMBIA.

Mr. MILLS moved for:
Copies of all correspondence between the Government of Canada and

that of British columbie, in reference to the Indian affairs of that Pro-
vince, since December, 1882; aiso ail correspondence with Government
officials and other, upon the same subject during the same period of
tire.
He said : 'The House and the country will no doubt
think that this is a favorable opportunity to bring
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under the attention of the House the consideration
of the Indian difficulties in one of the remote
Provinces of the Dominion. It is well known to
the House that the Indian affairs of British Columbia have
been in a somewhat disturbed condition for a very consider-
able period of time, and that the Indians there have not at
all been content with the policy which the Government has
thought proper to pursue with regard to them. In fact,
there bas been so much discontent, so much uneasiness
amongst the white population of the Province of British
Columbia in reference to the Indian affairs that, during the
past year, the Government of British Columbia thought it
necessary in the public interest to appoint a Commission to
enquire into matters conhected with the administration of
the Indian Department in that Province. It may not be
out of place to call the attention of the House to the policy
which has been adopted at different periods of time with
reference to the condition of the Indian population in the
Pacific Province. It may be convenient to divide the
Indian policy into particular periods of time. Indian
affairs were under the control of the Governor, Sir James
Douglas, from 1849, to 1864. At that time his Governor-
ship came to an end and the Indian affairs of the Province
of British Columbia passed under the control of governor
Musgrove, Governor Kennedy and Governor Seymour, and
the affairs were in a large degree administered by Mr. Trutch.
In 1875 a change took place, a different policy was
adopted, the Indians were more contented, and that
policy was continued until 1880, when the policy which
prevailed between 1864 and 1875 bas been again reverted
to, and, I think I shall be ab! to show to the
Ilouse, with precisely the same results which pre-
vailed when it was pursued between 1864 and 1875.
When Sir James Douglas was placed in the command of the
Province of British Columbia, and was entrusted with the
administration of its affairs, we find that he adopted pretty
much the same policy in reference to Indian matters that
had been traditionally pursued in the territory that now
forms the Province of Ontario from its earlier settlement
down to the present time. He did not take possession of
lands belonging to the Indians without first extinguishing
what is called the Indian title-not that the Govern-
ment maintained that the lands actually belonged to the
Indiatis, for it would seem that the Government there had
admitted what was recognised elsewhere, that the title to
the territory of which the Government of the United King-
dom had acquired the sovereignty, was vested in the Crown,
but as a matter of public policy, and with the view of con-
ciliating the Indian population, and reconciling them to the
occupation of the country by the white population for the
purpose of its colonisation and settlement, they admitted.
that the Indians had some interest in the lands of the coun-
try, and they did not undertake to sell out any portion of
those lands, whether upon the mainland or upon the Island,
for the purpose of colonisation and settlement, without first
having extinguished the Indian title. I find that when the
settlement was being made at Esquimalt the Government of
Sir James Douglas dealt with the Indians for the possession
of the country. In the deed of surrender, or treaty, there
is this provision or understanding:

" The condition or understanding of this sale is this : That or village
sites and enclosed fields are toibe kept for our own use, for the use of our
children, and for those who may follow after us; and the land shall be
properly surveyed hereafter. It is understood, however, that the land
itself, with these emaîl exceptions, becomes the entire property of the
white people forever; it is also understood that we are at 1.berty to
hunt over the unoccupied lands, and to carry on our fisheries as formerly.
We have received as payment, fifty-two pounds ten shillings sterling."

This deed of surrender was made between Sir James
Douglas and these Indians. Then again I find that in
Victoria Peninsula the same treaty provision°was made with
the Indians settled in that locality. There is a provision
made, which is as follows:-

Mr. ILL".

" Do consent to surrender, entirely and forever, to James Douglas,
the agent of the Hudson's Bay Company in Vancouver's Island, that is
to say, for the Governor, Deputy Governor, and Commissioner of the
same, the whole of the lands situate and lying between the Island of
The Dead, in the arm or inlet of the Comoson, where the Kosampson
lands terminate, extending east to the Fountain Ridge, and following it
to its termination on the Straits of De Fucas."

Then there follows the same conditions as in the other case.
The condition or understanding of this sale is this :

" That our village sites and enclosed fields are to be kept for our own
use, for the use of our children and for those who may follow after us."

In every case the Indians in that country seen to have
reserved for themselves those lands of which they were in
actual occupation, the lands which were necessary for fishing
stations, the lands upon which their villages were built,
the lands in which they were engaged in cultivating-these
were reserved to themselves, while all the surrounding dis.
trict was surrendered to the white population. They also
reserved to themselves the right to hunt over the territories
which they had surrendered to the Government until it
came into actual occupation by the white settlers. Now we
have as early as 1858 the views of the English Government
upon this subject of dealing with the Indian .population
upon the Pacific coast. I will read an extract from a
despatch from Sir Edward Bulwer Lytton, who was at the
time Colonial Secretary, and which despatch was addressed
to Sir James Douglas, Governor at the time in that country:

"I have to enjoin upon you to consider the best and most humane
means of dealing with the native Indians. The feelings of this country
would be strongly oppose i to the adoption of any arbitrary or oppres-
sive measures towards them. At this distance, and with the imperfect
means of knowledge which I possess, I am reluctant to offer, as yet,
any suggestion as to the prevention of affrays between the Indians and
the immigrants. This question is of so local a character that it muet be
solved by your knowledge and experience, and I commit it to you, in
the full persuasion that you will pay every regard to the interest of the
natives which an enlightened humanity can suggest. Let me not omit
to observe that it should be an invariable condition, in ail bargains or
treaties with the natives for the cession of lands possessed by them,
that subsistence should be supp lied to them in some, other shape, and
above all, that it is the earaest desire of Her Majesty's Government that
your early attention should be given to the best means of diffusing the
blessings of the Christian religion and of civilisation among the natives."

These were the views communicated to the English Gov-
ernment at this early period. At the same time that the
colonisation of British Columbia and Vancouver Island was
going forward, the Society for the Protection of the Abori-
gines had their attention called,it would seem,to some trans-
actions which they thought did not indicate a sufficient dis-
position to properly protect the interest of the aboriginal
population, and they addressed the Colonial Secretary a
long communication upon the condition of the Indian p.pu-
lation in that section of the country. Amonget other things
contained in that communication is the following:-

" It would seem that a treaty should be promptly ,ade.between the
delegates of British authori ty and the chiefs and their people, as loyal,
just and pacific as that betwee~n William Penn and the Indians of Penn-
sylvania, but that more stringent laws should be made to ensure its
provisions beingmaintained with better faiththan that whiohwss carried
ont on the part of the whites. No nominal protector of aborigine,-no
annuity to a petted chief,-no elevation of one chief above another, will
answer the purpose. Nothing short of justice in renderin payment for
that which it may be necessary for us to acquire, and laws frImed and
administered in the spirit of justice and equality, ca really avail. To
accomplish the difficult but necessary task of civilising the Indians and
of making them our truest friends and allies, it would sem to be indis-
pensable to employ in varions departments of Government a large pro-
portion of well selected men, more or less of Indian blood (many of
whom could be found at the Red River) who might not only exert a
greater moral influence over their race than we could possibly di, but
whose recognised position among the whites would-be some guaranles
that the promised equality of races should be realised. The adoption of
these or similar measures would, we believe, propitiate the good will of
the Indians; 'and irstead of obstructing the work of oqonisatio they
might be made useful agents in peopling the 4i gness withrosperous
and civilised communities of which they might one day forin a part."

This suggestion made by the Society. for. the fsetion of
the Aborigines does not seem ever to have been acted on
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by Sir James Douglas. No doubt he was better informed
of the capacity and ability of the.Indians to engage in self-
government than the members of the Protection Society.
But it*is also certain that Sir James Douglas, while engaged
in the administration of the Government, took care that no
lands were expropriated for the use of the white population
without the Indians who were in actual occupation of the
country, first having been dealt with in reference to those
lands. And every possible care was taken to secure to
them the lands which they actually occupied, upon which
their villages were located, and which they actually used
for fishing stations atong the coast. The policy of Sir
James Douglas is indicated in a communication which is
addressed to the Secretary of State for the Colonies in Feb-
ruary, 1859. I will read one or two paragraphs from that
communication. He says:

"Attempts have been made by persons reuiding at this plaee to
secure those lands for their own advantage by direct purchase from the
Indians, and it being desirable and necessary to put a stop to such pro-
ceedings, I instructed the Crown Solicitor to insert a public notice in
the Victoria Gazette to the effect that the land in question was the pro-
perty of the Crown, and for that reason the Indians themselves were in-
capable of conveying a legal title to the sane, and that any person hold-
ing such land would be summarily ejected."

It will be seen that Sir James Douglas recognised, not that
the Indians had any legal title to the soil, for the title was
vested in the Crown, but that the Indians did possess rights
which other parties, the Crown or its assigns, should pur-
chase, and it was just and proper as a matter of political
expediency that the Government should pursue the policy
that had been invariably pursued by colonies elsewhere and
in Ontario, namely, conciliating the Indians by giving thom
some compensation for their actual occupation, with a view
to -securing their good will and promoting the peaceful
settlement of the country. Lord Carnarvon, at the instance
of the Colonial Secretary-for his Lordship was then Under
Secretary of State for the Colonies-addressed a communi-
cation to the Governor of British Columbia on this subject,
in which he says:

" In the case of the Indians of Vancouver Island and British Columbia
Her Majesty's Government earnestly wish that when the advancing
requirements of colonisatioi press upon lands occupied by members of
that race, measures of hberality and justice may be adopted for compen-
sating them for the surrender of the territory whicli they have been
taught to regard as their own. Especially would I enjoin upon you, and
all in authority in b>th colonies, the importance of establishing schools
of an industrial as well as an educational character for the Indians,
whereby they may acquire the arts of civilised life which will enable them
to support themselves, and not degenerate into the mere recipients of
elemosynary relief."
That was, it will ho seen, the policy the Government had in
view, and which Sir James Douglas, during the period he
was engaged in administrating tho Government, sought to
carry into effect. This was not the fitful policy of the
Imperial Goverment urged upon Sir James Douglas during
the administration of the Colonial Department by Sir
Edward Bulwer Lytton, only to be abandoned upon his
retirement, but the Duke of Ne.vcastle urged upon the
administrators of the affairs of British Columbia the continu-
ance of the same policy. The Duke of Newcastle, in a com-
munication addressed to Governor Douglas, in 1861, said :

"I am fully sensible of the great importance of purchasing without
lois of time the native title to the soil of Vancouver Island ; but the
acquisition of the title is a purely colonial interest, and the Legislature
Must not entertain any expectation that the British taxpayer will be
burdened to supply the funds or British credit, pledged for the purpose."

The Colonial Council in British Columbia had urged upon
the attention of the Colonial Secretary the propriety of
aiding the colonial authorities on the Island and mainland
in dealing with this Indian question by granting a certain
sum to be paid to the Indians for their claim to the country.
This the Colonial Secretary declined to agree to, but at the
same time he indicated his view to be in favor of a concilia.
tory policy towards the Indians, such as Sir James Douglas
had inaugurated. In 1862 we find the Government making
provision for the preemption of land by the Indian popula-
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tion in precisely the same way as by the white population,
with a view to enabling those who desired to abandon their
old position and adopt the right of holding property and
adopt the habits of the white population, so that they might
have the same rights in the seulement and in possessing
land as individuals the same as the white population pos-
sessed. This policy came to an end in 1864. A different
policy was thon adopted, a policy less favorable to the
Indian population. The Government wore largely directed
by a Mr. Trutch, who had some experience in Indian
affairs in Oregon Territory and who introduced into
the Province of British Columbia notions in
dealing with the Indian population similar to those which
prevailed in the territory south of the 49th parallel. The
Governors who succeuded Sir James Douglas seemed to
have been totally ignorant of Indian affairs; they took
little interest in the matter, and they, in a large degree,
left the policy to be determined by Mr. Trutch and those
who wore associated with him. So we find an attempt was
made to deal with the Indians upon wholly different lines,
and to circumscribe and limit the extent of the reservations
that had been made for them at the time when they
surrendered those portions of the country which had been
given up for settlement. Reports were made by various
parties connected with the Government which indicated
their anxiety to carry ont the wishes of the Government,
and secure, with the assent of the Indians if possible, but
secure, at all events, the surrender of the Indian reservations,
I find a communication addressed to the Government on
this subject. Mr. Trutch, writing to Mr. Moberly says:

" The Indian reserves at Kamloops and Shuswap, laid out by Mr.
Cox, being considored entirely disproportionate to the numbers and
requirements of the Indians residing in those districts His Honor has
instructed me to direct you to make an investigation of the subjeot on
your way back from British Columbia, and to report, on your retura to
this place, whether in your opinion arrangements eau be made to reduce
the limits of these reserves, so as to allow part of the lands now use-
lessly shut up in these reserves to be thrown open to preemption."
Upon that a report was made, and Mr. Cox, a provincial
official, expressed the opinion that the roservations were
larger than wes necessary for the requirements of the
Indians; but at the same time the Indians tenaciously
adhered to their reserves, and it would be extremely difficuit
to get them to assent ti any diminution. Mr. Moberly, in
a communication addressed to the Commissioner of Lands
and Works on this subject, said:

" It appears to me quite out of the quastion that Governor hir
James Douglas could have given Mr. Coi instructions to make such
extensive reservations for a tribe that I should say does not number more
than 400 souls, and whoh ave not 100 acres of land under cultivation. I
had varions interviews with the Indians, the result being that these set.
tled at Little Shuswap and Adams Lakes wished me t> lay off the
reserves in the manner I proposed."
And so on. Again he says:

"I made several efforts to induce these two chiefs to consent to a
reluction of their claims, but without success."
And that certain white settlers wished to occupy the roser-
vations of varions other Indian bands that had been dealt
with, on behalf of whom reservations had been made, for
the purpose of white settlement, and efforts were made to
induce the Indians to abandon a portion of these reserva-
tions, but in almost every case without success. Then we
find that the Government, in some instances, granted pre-
emptions of lands which had been reserved for the use of
Indians. In some cases the white settlers had rented these
lands, and after being in possession as tenants they applied
to the Government for location tickets for permission to
settle, and in many instances they obtained from the Prc-
vincial Government a title to those lands which had been,
by treaty arrangements, made during Sir James Douglat's
administration; and in fact I might say that in conse-
quence of these titles being granted discontôtit wM created
amongst the Indian population, even before the union had
been made with Canada, And if it had not developed to
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the same extent that it did at a later period, it was because
of the sparsity of the white population, because the Indians,
when they were crowded out of the lands in which they
found themselves placed by treaty arrangements, still had
room to go elsewhere. Now, it was in this condition of
things that arrangement was made for the admission of
British Columbia into the Union. The 13th article of the
terms of admission reads as follows :-

'' The charge of the Indians and the trusteeship and management of
the lands reserved for their use and benefit shall be assumed by the
Dominion Government, and a policy as liberal as that hitherto pursued
by the British Columbia Government shall be continued by the Domin-
ion Government after the union.

'' To carry out such policy tracts of land of such extent as it has
hitherto been the practice of the British Columbia Government to
appropriate for that purpose shall from time to time be conveyed by the
Local Government to the Dominion Government in trust for the use and
benefit of the Indians on application of the Dominion Government; and
in case of disagreement between the two Governments respecting the
q uantity of such tracts of land to be so granted, the matter shall be re-
ferred for the decision of the Secretary of State for the Colonies."

The terms of union proceeded on the principle that the title
of the lands of that country, which had not been extinguished
by the treaties made with the Indians, was vested in the
Government of British Columbia, and that if further roser-
vations were required to be made for our Indians, the Local
Government was to surrender its title te such an extent of
territory as would place those Indians that were still to be
dealt with upon at least as liberal a footing as those had
been placed who were dealt with previous to the union.
There was no special provision made in this arrangement
for an Indian fund. There was no claim set up that the title
to the lands that were unsurrendered was not in the Crown
but in the Indiun population; and so far as I know there bas
been no attempt to purchase the lands of British Columbia
from the Indians and to set the titles so acquired against
the claims of the Government itself. On the contrary there
is provision that the title to those unsurrendered lands is
in the Crown as represented by tho Local Govern-
ment, and the Government bas in this article stipu-
lated that the Government of British Columbia shall
surrender an adequate extent of territory for the use of the
Indians who up to that time had no reservations made on
their behalf, and that if the two Governments cannot agree
the matter may be referred to the Colonial Secretary. In 1875
there was not a little Indian discontent, which had grown out
of the sale of lands, which the Indians had actually occupied,
to white settlers, and in order to put an end te that
discontent, and to carry out the provisions of this 13th
article it was agreed that commissioners should be appointed.
Each Government appointed one, and these two agreeing on
a third party, that these three commissioners should have a
right to determine the extent of territory which the Indians
should have allocated to them, and that the two Governments
would acquiesce in this arrangement. The decision of these
commissioners was to be final with regard to the matter.
That commission sat ; it carried on its operations for some
time. The Indians that were discontented after a good deal
of delay, acquiesced-or at all events their acquiescence was
had in the arrangement made in their behalf. In fact I
believe in every case their assent was had before the
arrangement was ultimately made, and, as I understand, up
to the present time, no disturbance has grown out of the
arrangements made by these commissioners, and that.
where the determination of the commissioners bas
been carried ont in good faith, the Indians are
perfectly contented. But I understand, Sir, that in many
cases the Local Government have refused to acquiesce in
the decision of the commissioners, by which it seems to me
they were bound, and that the Department bore bas not
insisted upon concurrence in the determination of the
commissioners. So far have the Government bere
been from carrying out the views of the commissioners that
I understand the commission was put an end to in 1880 or
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1881, and that Mr. O'Reilly, a retired district magistrate,
who is a brother-in-law of Mr. Trntch, who had taken part
in the administration ofIndian affairs in that country before,
who was engaged in carrying out the policy which might
be regarded as a policy hostile to the Indian population
between 1864 and 1875, is again in charge of the Indian
affairs of that Province. The Indian population, we know,
are -contented where the arrangements that-were made by
Sir James Douglas on their behalf were accepted; they are
contented in those districts where the commissioners sat. I
believe the hon. gentleman will find that there is not a
single complaint made in his Department by any of the
Indian population in those districts where the commissioners
sat, wheie lands were set apart in their behalf,
and where the Local Government have carried out in
good faith the determination of the commissioners.
But where this bas not been done, serious misunderstandings
have arisen, and the Indian population are in anything but
a contented mood. I may mention one instance; I do not
know whether it bas come under the attention of the First
Minister or not. I understand the Indian reservation near
the 49th parallel, that was set apart many years ago for
the use of the Indians, has been sold by the Provincial
Government to a Mr. B.aynes, who I think is Customs
officer at that point, for $8,000. The result is that very
serious discontent exists amongst the Indians over a very
large district. Now, the bon. gentleman knows what
serious difficulties the American Government had with the
Indians of Chief Joseph, and I am well aware, as the hon.
gent:eman no doubt is, that those Indians were in com-
munication with the Indians in British Columbia-that
there was a sort of hostile confederation between them at
one time, and that that hostile confederation was in a great
measure broken up by the energetic action of the commis-
sioners engaged in setting ont Indian reservations.
As soon as the Indians became convinced that
these commissioners were earnestly acting in their interests,
seeking to do what was just and fair by them, and exercis-
ing all the patience that the habits of the Indians require
should be exercised, the Indians put the most implicit con-
fidence in them, and they have remained contented since.
But there is in that Province a very considerable population
drawn from the mining districts of California and elsewhere,
who are under the impression that an Indian bas no rights
that a white man is bound te respect ; and that, no doubt,
creates a good deal of the difficulty of the Department, and
imposes upon it the utmost vigilance, and the necessity of
selecting its agents with the greatest possible care. Now,
I hold in my hand the report of a commission appointed by
the Local Government to enquire into the Metlakatla diffi-
culty. It is an extraordinary thing that a Local Govern-
ment should feel that a Department which is not under
its control, is administered in so unsatisfactory a manner
that it should feel calted upon to appoint a commission to
deal with the subject. Now, amongst other things, I find
that that commission makes this recommendation :

" The commissioners consider it would be highly expedient, and con-
ducive to good government, that the management of Indian affaire
should be transferred to the Province, the Dominion contributing to the
Province for that purpose, sums of nioney corresponding to the annual
appropriation for Indian affaire in British Columbia. The administration
of the Indian Department ie so inseparably interwoven with the
administration of justice "--

I confess I do not see in what way it is.-
" and the preservation of peace and order, that the division of juris-
diction cannot be beneficiai; besides which, the circumstance of the
head office of th- ,Indian Department being so far removed from the
localities where the exercise of i:s jurisdiction is required-often at a
very short notice-renders the due administration of Indian affaire very
difficult, and it is apparent the authorities at Ottawa cannot have the
full and thorough and rapid means of knowledge which are always at
the command of the Local Government."

In fact, the report of the commissioners is an attack on the
division of powers and duties under our constitution. It
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says that the Indian Department, so far as British Columbia
is concerned, ought to be provincial and not Dominion, and
that its administration should be entrusted to the Province;
and it proposes that while the Province is ready to assume
the duties, the burden of expense should be borne by the
Dominion. There are other statements with regard to
Indian affairs in British Columbia that I will not weary the
patience of the House by reading or discussing; but amongst
other statements made to me is this one: that the hon.
gentleman at the head of the Government, who is also in
charge of the Department of Indian Affairs, pressed upon a
prominent member of the British Columbia Governmont a
year ago, the propriety of making a deed of two acres,
claimed by the Metlakatla Indians, to the Church Missionary
Society. In fact the hon. gentleman did not seem to think
that the Indians had any title to those two acres that would
make it any part of his duty to seek to enforce
their claim to them. He held that these two
acres were part of the Crown domain in British Columbia
that had been promised to the Church Missionary Society,
and that they should be deeded or patented to that society.
Now, the hon, gentleman knows that this has been a source
of very great excitement and ill-will against the Indian
population for a very considerable period of time, and that
the Indian people are not at all satisfied with the interfer.
ence of the Local Government in this matter. The Indians
also complain that occasionally not only the British ships
of war have been ordered there for the purpose of enforcing
conformity to what they do not regard as the law, but as a
violation of their rights, but that American ships of war have
been invited to assist in the same work. Now, it seems to me
that this is a matter requiring the most careful considera.
tion, not by the Government simply, but by Parliament.
It is part of our parliamentary duties to see that the rights
secured to the Indian population under the law, whatever
they may be, are strictly observed, that good faith is kept
with them; that such measures as are necessary to promote
their civilisation and well-being sbould be adopted;
that their rights or interests should not be disre-
garded because they are obscure or weak, or with-
out the means of making known their grievances;
that the law should be fairly and equally administered;
and that the Indian population of British Columbia
should have the same protection, although in a remote
district, as any other portion of our population. They
should have the security of the law, so far as the law is
applicable to their case. Now, I do not think it necessary
to say more upon the question at this time. I have said
enough to show that there has been a wide departure from
that policy which was adopted during the time of Sir James
Douglas, and which was again reverted to between the years
1875 and 1880, that a policy inimical to the well-being of
the Indians, endangering the peace of the Province and the
lives of white inhabitants in the interior, a policy calculated
to place the Indians in hostility to the great majority of the
white population has been pursued. At one time this
poli3y very nearly led to a war. It is not improbable that
it may yet lead to a war. The Indian population of British
Columbia are numerous and enterprising; they possess more
vigor than the ordinary Indian ceast of the Rocky Moun-
tains; and when they learn of disturbance, of discontent, of
war in the North-West, they will be far more restless than
they would be if there was profound peace. The wars
existing among the Indians in Washington Territory pro-
duced no little discontent, anxiety and excitement among
the Indians in British Columbia, the rising of the Indian
population in the North-West may produce it again ; and I
think in the interest of the public it is desirable that the
utmost vigilance should be exercised in reference to Indian
affairs in British Columbia, so that the troubles which at
present exiet in thi North-West may not extend to that
country.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is no objection to
the production of these papers; there is no objection to the
production of the whole correspondence of this date or any
previous date the hon. gentleman may choose to put in hia
motion, but I cannot really understand the aim the hon.
gentleman has in view in the remarks he has made. In
the first part of his speech lie seems to have devoted him-
self to the task of proving that the Indians of British
Columbia have no title at all, that the land belongs to the
Crown, and that they were provided for merely as a matter
of political expediency from the time of Sir James Douglas
down to the present. I think that a portion of the lon.
gentleman's speech referred to a question nearer home than
British Columbia. Then the hon. gentleman, after having
deprived the Indians of all their rights and titles, except as
a matter of political expediency, turns round and says the
Indians have been badly treated. But there has been no
change in the policy.

Mr. MILLS. Yes, there has.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not interrupt the

hon. gentleman, and he must not interrupt me. There has
been no change in the policy of the Government that I am
aware of since the time that he so successfully administered
the Indian affairs 'n British Columbia. He talks of the
remoteness of British Columbia from Ottawa preventing the
successful working of the machine. I do not know that the
distance betweon British Columbia and Ottawa has increased
since the hon. gentleman so successfully administered
Indian affairs. The' hon. gentleman says the policy was
altered. I am not aware that it was, but he says that Mr.
Trutch who was Commissioner of Public Lands, before
British Columbia became a portion of the Dominion, intro.
duced a harsher system. What he did before Confederation,
I do not know; but I know since Confederation Mr. Trutch
has not had anything to do with Indian lands. He is in no
way in charge of Indian lands. Negotiations respecting
Indian lands in the North-West are in the hands of Dr.
Powell, who was appointed I think by hon. gentlemen
opposite, as the Local Superintendent of Indian affair.
The hon. gentleman has barked up the wrong tree; he as
waked up the wrong passenger.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Mr. Powell was appointed before we
came in.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That may be. At all
events ever since lie was appointed, he as been at the
head of Indian affairs and is responsible to the Indian
Department here as Superintendent General, and it is quite
erroneous on the part of the hon. gentleman to bring Mr.
Trutch into the matter at all. Then the hon. gentleman
says that the system was altered with respect to the setting
out of reserves. I am not aware that the system las been
altered. It is going on at this moment; there were two
commissioners appointed, as the hon. gentleman says. Mr.
Sproat, who alone managed with the consent of the British
Columbia Governmont, resigned. He resigned with the
assent of the Government of British Columbia, and Mr.
O'Reilly was appointed. Mr. O'Reilly was one of the
original judges there; hoeis a man of experience, exceed-
ingly popular wherever known, a very able officer and very
satisfactory to the Indians, and he is steadily carrying on
the laying ont of the reserves for all the Indians that have
not yet got a reserve; and hitherto there has been no refusal
on the part of the Government of British Coilumbia to sanc-
tion any of the reserves laid ont by Mr. O'Reiliy. It is a
very slow process, as the on. gentleman knows. In
the first place, a survey must be made before the
final reserve is laid out, with all its limite, for
approval of the British Columbia Government, but while
occaeionally they have stated that Mr. Sproat gave mach
too large distriots to the Indians, and I heard the criticism
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that Mr. O'Reilly has been doing the same thing, yet on
the whole there bas been no refusai on the part of the
British Columbia Government finally to sanction the
reserves as laid out by the commissioner. The hon. gentle-
man says there is great dissatisfaction among the Indians.
If there is such dissatisfaction, it bas not reached me, perbaps
on account of the distance of which the hon. gentleman
speaks. There is discontent at Metlakatla and one or two
places where small bodies of Indians have been, I must
say. improperly deprived of the land they have been in the
habit of living on. The plotting of land near the inter-
national lino, of which the hon. gentleman speaks, was, I
believe, sold by the British Columbia Government, and at
Williams Lake, I think, there is a small body of Indians
who are dissatisfied. They found that the land of their
reserve was given away. We have called upon the British
Columbia Government to give lands elsewhere, and the
Government of British Columbia, I must say, have very
improperly, I think, told ns that the Dominion Government
must buy lands somewhere else, that, es the reserve or the
land for this small band was given away by them, the title,
the patent actually issued, they have said that the Canadian
Government must purchase a reserve somewhere else. That
we resist; that we deny." That is one of the questions, one
of the few questions I may say, in which we are not in
accord, but I have no doubt that justice will prevail, and that
we shall be able to get land for these Indians elsewhere.
Now, except in those one or two cases of hardship, almost
individual hardship, I am not aware that there are complaints
among the Indians, except at Metlakatla. Now, at Metla-
katla a question bas arisen, and the odium theologicurn bas
arisen there. There is Mr. Duncan, who was formerly an
agent for a society-he belonged to the Church of England,
but I forgot the name of the society--

Mr. BLAKE. The Church Missionary Society.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He was formerly a lay
reader, a Scripture reader and agent for that Missionary
Society. Long before the Dominion had anything to do
with British Columbia, there was a grant made, I think by
by Sir James Douglas's Government, to the Church of Eng-
land at this particular spot, Metlakatla, and a question has
arisen now with Mr. Duncan, who has left the service of
the Missionary Society and has taken a distinct position of
bis own, which, I think, could not be recognised by this
Government, or any Government, or by the Government of
British Columbia. However, there is no necessity to dis-
cuEs that question just now. I would rather that that
question should not be discussed, in the interests of peace,
just now. I dare say those matters will settle themselves;
but, in the meantime, the Government of British C lumbia
was apprehensive of serious difficulties at Metlakatla, be-
cause the Indians are not in accord. There is a majority, I
believe a considerable majority, supporting Mr. Dincan;
there is a by no means inconsiderable minority on the othei-
side. The hon. gentleman speaks of a commission being
issued, and ho has read that commission which was issued
the other day. Well, the British Columbia Government are
responsible for the peace of the country. Th<y can make
such enquiries as they please, That is their affair. But it
was proposed to appoint an officer to go to Metlakatla to
enforce the laws of the land, which I must say are in great
danger of being resisted. I will not say anything against
the actuating motive of Mr. Duncan. lIe has done great
service in the past, and I hope ho will do good service in
the future. lowever, ho bas taken a position quite oppo-
site to that Of the hon. gentieman. Mr. Duncan has taken
the position that the land belonged altogether to the
Indians.

Mr. MILLS. No, no.
Mr Jow L. M.DONALD.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He has t:ld the Indians
that neither the Dominion Government nor the Government
of the Province has any right to interfere, that the land is
the Indians, that it belongs to them and their ancestors,
and ho abjures and denies the right of either Govern-
ment to interfere. Now, in the danger that there might
be serious collision, an arrangement took place between the
British Columbia Government and the Dominion Govern-
ment. They say that they are poor, that they are impecu-
nious rather, and that they would not go to the expense of
appointing a stipendiary magistrate for the purpose of
going to the spot; and, that really, when any question
arose, he should have some judicial authority, and in order
that there might be no breach of the peace, in order that
the two parties in Metlakalta should not be brought into
actual conflict, the Dominion Government have agreed, sub-
ject to the consent of Parliament, and Parliament will be
asked to sanction it, to pay the salary of a resident stipen-
diary magistrate at Metlakatla to act judicially on the part
of the British Columbia Government. They of course only
could make such an appointment, and Judge Elliott, a gen-
tleman who was county judge before and Gold Commis-
sioner, a gentleman well known in that country,
having great experience, was appointed by the British
Columbia Government, under their command, under
their authority to keep the peace and see that the law was
carried out. Of course this Government had no right to
pledge the Treasury of the Dominion to pay his salary, but
it was of so much consequence that some person of authority
should be there for the purpose of administering the law
and keeping the peace that, confiding in a vote of Parlia-
ment to sanction the salary for some time, until the present
unfortunate difficulty is settled, the promise was made. I
hope that these difficulties will be settled. They always do
arise,they must arise when we have so many questions arising
between races so opposite as the Indian and the white man.
The hon. gentleman is quite right in stating one thing, that
the whites are always anxious to encroach upon the red-
men, that it is the duty of the Government to protect the red-
men as much as possible, that it is the duty of the Govern-
ment to sec that they get full justice. As the hon. gentle-
man says, in all the reserves that have been laid out the
Indians are satisfied. Well, the system of settling them on
reserves has been going on without a single day of inter-
ruption. Mr. O'Reilly went home to England on leave last
year because ho had already laid out, so far as ho
could lay out, reserves enough to employ the sur-
voyors for the time that ho was away. Those
surveys have been finished, and I have no doubt,
I have little doubt I may say, that the British Columbia
Government will sanction those reserves as described by
Mr. O'Reilly. Of course it is an enormous country. This
has been going on for years and will go on for years. The
Indians in the centre of British Columbia, far away from
the white settlers at présent, are allowed to roam over those
immense hills and valleys undisturbed, and those portions
of British Columbia where the white population have gone
or are beginning to creep in are the first object of the Gov-
ernment. I must say I am not aware, with the single excep-
tion of Metlakatla in consequence of this trouble, that there
is any dissatisfaction except in the one or two places, and I
do not think there are more than two altogether, where the
Indians have found that their ancestral hunting* or fishing
ground bas been sold without their consent. The intereste
of these Indians will be fully protocted. The interests of
these Indians will be attended to, I may say that the Gov-
ernment, in regard to one small tract-and perhaps it was
imprudent to do so-came to Parliament here and
got a vote for a small sum to buy av location
for a small band of Indians whose own ancestral
plot had been taken away from them and sold.
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In order to settle that matter we applied to Parliament for pointed out that the hon. gentleman himself had proceeded
a small sum-I think the whole was $6,000, that was grant- on the assumption that the Indiana had no legai titie to
cd and the Indians were transferred to another plot. Well, the lands, The English Government, however, while
when the Government here found that the Indians on tbey maintain the titie is vested in the Crown, as a matter
William's Lake were brought in in the same way, we found of publie poiicy, and for moral reasons, have considered the
it would not do for us to go on with that forever, that the Indiana as having a right which the Government ought to
Local Government would sell all the lands away from the extinguish by communication and arrangement with them
Indians in those places where reserves had not been pro- before they undertake to deai with the country at ail. But
vided; and we declined. We said, no; if you have sold the fouse will Seo from the observations of the bon. gentle-
those lands, keep them out of it; we do not raise the ques- man that ho has followod a different view in the govern-
tion of title at all. We desire practically, and as practical ment of British Columbia, from what he bas been trying to
men, if this particular plot of land was taken away, to try actonelsowhoro. Thatview Ido not propose todiscusôon
and get another plot of land elsewhere from the Govern- this motion. 1 think we wili have an epportunity of con-
ment of British Columbia, which would be satisfactory. sidering that very fully heroaftor. But lot me say here
But the Indians will not go to the wilds; and the land that Mr. Speaker, that the hon. gentleman is mistaken in
they are deprived of, as far as the British Columbia Gov- supposing that the Indiana of Miakatia are the ony
ernment can deprive them of it, although they are willing Indians that are at aîl dissatisfiod. Tho hon, gentleman,
to live on it, they will not go to the wilderness, and they dare say, bas beon informed that the Indiana have not per-
want a tract of land as valuable, and as near civilisation, mitted certain lumbermen Vo go to the woods, and on the
and as near their old localhty, as possible. That involves a Simpson River they have driven them off the timber reserves;
vote of money here, and we resist that, and we must resist that they have excluded othors from fishing in certain
it. If we go on the British Columbia Government districts, and that there is a considerable discontent
will be asking botter terms all the time, and insist- existing among the Indian population elsewhore than at
ing upon being compensated for any lands that Metlakatla. But, Sir, it is a practice, no doubt, of the hon.
the Indians may be deprived of. That exactly is gentleman, nover Vo se a difficulty until actual disturbance,
the state of the case. The Indians in British Columbia are points it ont to him very distinctly. The hon, gentleman
not at all, as the hon. gentleman well knows, like the refers to Mr. Trutch. Now, I did not Say Mr. Trutch had
Indians in the North-West plains. They are a hard work- anything to do witb the administration of Indian Affairs at
ing people as a whole. In some sections they are a very the present timo. But I pointed eut that Mr, Trutch had
hard working people; they work in the mines, and some- pursued a certain poiicy, that that policy was not in the
limes they do work nearly as well, or quite as well-some interest of the Indian population, but that tho Government
of the tribes-as the white mon. They want, more than at the present timo bad roverted to that policy; that thcy
anything cla, to govern themselves. They give lessehave appointed a Mr. O'Rielly, a brother-in-law of Mr.
trouble than any other red mon in any other portion of the Trutch, as commissiener, who, duringr. Trutch's adminis-
Dominion. What they want more than anything else, and tration, adopted towards the Indiana a poiicy that wu
wbat they ask for, is schools. I think my hon. friends in not a liberal policy and one not calculated to givo satis-
this House from British Columbia will state that what the faction Vo the Indian population. Now, the hon, gentleman
Indians want is schools. Well, I should be glad to see has Baid that this difficulty bas all grown out of Mr.
thom get sphools, but that would involve a considerable Duncan's statements to the Indians. It seems that Mr.
vote, a heavy vote, from Parliamont horo, in order to give Duncan basadopted the views, accord ingVo thegantleman%
them what thoy want. Sohools are boing established. statement, f the hon, gentleman; and the honegentleman
Thero is an annual vote, as the fouse weli knows, for says that ho holds that the Indiansare the proprietors
Indian purposes in British Columbia; and if the fouse was ofthu country. Now, I have Mr. Duncan's evidence in my
genorous in granting a larger vote, I dare say it would bo handand ho does net say so; and neither do
properly applied in the way of schools. They are noV at the commissionors, in naking their report, Say t.
allik the ether Indians. As I have stated, bhey are indus- The commissioners, in theoir report, say that thos views
trious.0f course there are some tribes more industrious weîe first inculcated armngst the Indian population by
than others. They have broken up into varioms tribes and Lord Dafferin in 1876, and the views thon expressed spread
have varions characteristies, like ail the other amongst the Indian population; and it says that i Mr.
Indian bauds. But on the whole thotIndian s Duncan, for a long time, was against the notion of an
there give nostrouble. They are not discontented on the Indian title. It speaks of thereserves of the Church Mis-
vhole, and they get the most liberal treatmont, as far as siouary Society ia Methakata, of two acres at Mine Point,

the Dominion Government is csncerned, that we can give when the Metakata Indianscomplained of his carrying on
them. The principie and practices of iaying ont reserves business in the reservs, ho reminds them that wer mait noV
have been going on withodt one moment's intermission for bis efforts they nover would have had any lands
from tho time the system was agreed upen; and if we can reservod Vo them aut aIl. In no part of IMr. lDuncan's
only soe this one matter of Mtakatia I am qmite satis- evidenco did ho advocate any titoe.t s a on the
fied we will have no Indian trouble in British Columbia. hon, gentleman bas been misinformbd as to Mr.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. 1 desire to eat the attention ofDanean 's views, and Mr. Duncan as noV used
tho hon. ncmber for Bothwell to the fact that I bave the expression which ho bas attributed Vo hm.
already called for a portion of the papers montioned in this In fact the gentleman who bas impressed the Indian popu.
rosolution. The hon. gentlemans motion calgs for the lation with that view mot strodgly on this continent is the
papers from December, 1882, and a few days ago p moved bon, gentleman himselry Then again, the hon. gentleman
a resolution in thisflouse calling for papers for the year says that a very considerable numbro f Indians at Metla.
18841; so I think his motion will have to boaniended. We katla were opposed Vo Mr. Duncan. The report cays thero
cannot both move fer the same papors, 1 presunpe. are about 7ofrthe grown up Indiaa out of 900 pposod to

Mir. Duncan and the rest of thiaIndia population support
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will bring down the hm. But i is not a matter of any consquence o this

papers froui 1882, and that will includo my hon. friend's flouset o know whether Mr. DuncanTr Bishop Ridley is
motion. mest in favor with the Indians at that particular point.h wnext

Mr. MILLS. The hou. Firat Minister said that attempted briunco thattention of the louse the fact that the action of
10 how that the Indians hc no titl rt the lnds atal. I the d. dian0ommissioner in setting apart resorves for the use
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of the Indians in British Columbia is not as satisfactory to
the Indian population now as it was before 1881, before the
resignation of Mr. Sproat. That gentleman had resided
among the Indians for many years, he had become thorough-
ly acquainted with Indian character, he was engaged in the
active discharge of lis duty, and although the hon. gentle-
man may not have changed his instructions or given any
different orders, he appointed a gentleman long associated
with the administration of Indian affairs in former years
and who pursued towards them a policy more in harmony
with the prejudices of those who think that Indians have no
rights.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman says
Mr. O'Reilly was long interested in Indian affairs. I am
not at all aware of that. He was a county judge, and like
all other county judges he was not in any way connected
with Indian affairs except as county judge and gold com-
missioner. So the hon. gentleman should net have made
that statement, because Mr. O'Reilly had nothing to do
with Indians at that time or at any time. I will state
fnrther to the hon. gentleman that the reserves are per-
fectly satisfactory to the Indians, and they will have large
reserves, if, as there is no doubt, the British Columbia
Government confirm them. The hon. gentleman spoke
about dissatisfaction at Fort Simpson; but that region is
practically part of the Metlakatla region. That whole
district is under the same superintendent and management,
and the feeling in Metiakatla extended up there.

Mr. MILLS. Mr. O'Reilly was acting as agent for the
Commissioner of Lands and Mines in the settlement of
Indian reserves. Ie was the agent through whom the
Government sought to eut down the reserves and obtain
from the Indians part of the land that had been ceded to
them under the arragement.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It was exactly the same
way as elsewhere.

Mr. BAKER. The members for British Columbia are no
doubt deeply indebted to the mover of the resolution for
bringing this subject before the House. There is one point
in regard to which it is desirable that we should disabuse
the minds of hon. members, and that is that the trouble at
Metlakatla, so far as I arn informed and know, is not due
to the administration or the maladministration on the part
either of the Dominion Government or the Local Govern-
ment; but it is solely attributable to a religious squabble.
A bishop was sent up there and the Duncanites said they
did not want him, and would not have him. And this was
the cause of the trouble. It has nothing to do with politi-
cal administration or maladministration, but was purely
and simply the result of a religions squabble.

Mr. GORDON. As a member from the Province of
British Columbia, it is due to the Hlouse that I should
offer a few remarks. I listened with considerable interest
to the remarks of the hon, gentleman who moved the reso-
lation, and I have been in some doubt as to what his object
was in making his remarks. At first I thought bis object
was to attack the Government. A little later on [ thought
it was to attack the Government of British Columbia; and
lastly, it has occurred to me that bis object was to incite
the Indians of that Province to pursue the same course
which the Indians of the North-West have been incited to
pursue towards the settlers of that part of the coun-
try. I am sorry to be led to that conclusion; but
if the hon. gentleman's speech should be translated or inter-
preted to the Indians of British Columbia by some one in a
similar position to those now leading the Indians in the
North-West, it would have the result I have indicated. It
would lead them to believe they had rights that they had
never assumed herotofore. With respect to the administra-
tion of Indian affairs in British Columbia, I was surprised

Mr. MILLs.

to hear the hon. gentleman state that a different policy had
been pursued from that followed by Sir James Douglas. He
endeavored to convince the Hlouse that the policy now pur-
sued towards the Indians is less liberal; but had the hon.
gentleman lived in British Calumbia during Sir James
Douglas' régime, he would have learned that the adminis-
tration of Indian affairs was one of a very exacting charac-
ter. Governor Douglas' mode of dealing with Indians was
imperative-they had to obey; and so far as we know the
Indian right to Crown lands bas never been recognised: I
do not think that the Government of the party to which the
hon. gentleman belongs recognised those rights. When
they applied to the Provincial Government for a transfer of
lands between Nanaimo and Esquimalt from the Local
Government the question of Indian title was not brought up
or referred. When application was made for a grant of land
for railway purposes, I do not remember that the Indiantitle
was recognised in any way. To point out that the Indians of
that country had undoubted rights to all the land allotted
and unallotted there was to incite Indian troubles in the
country. With respect to Indian affairs in Vancouver
Island I know their advancement is not local; the Indians
have been progressing, they have formed prosperous settle-
ments, and at places where twenty years ago a man would
have taken his life in his hands if he had gone amongst
them one can now visit without danger. I have not heard
of any discontent among the Indians with respect to lands.
I was there when Salt Springlsland was open to pre-omption
by the Dominion. I was in the country when Comox,
which was inhabited by a very savage tribe, was thrown
open to pre-emption, and the Indians never raised the question
of owning the lends beyond some parts along the banks of
rivers and their fishing grounds. These have been accorded
them by the Dominion and Provincial Governments jointly,
and no disturbanceshas arisen among them along the coast.
The Metlakatla difficulty, as the House is well aware, is one
of a religions character and I do not think either Govern.
ment is responsible for it.

Motion agreed to.

ROGERS' FISH1 LADDER.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Shelburne) moved for:

Copies of all correspondence and reports from W.H.Rogers,Inspector
of Fisheries for Nova Scotia, to the Department of Marine and Fisheries,
relating to the adoption of Rogers' patent fish ladder, and the places at
which the said Inspector recommends it should be placed ; also any
instructions from the Department concerning the same ; also a state-
ment of moneys claimed or paid as a royalty or otherwise, on account
of patent fishway ; stating by whom and to whom such moneys were
paid ; together with an account of any other moneys paid by the Depart-
ment and to whom, towards the construction of Rogers' fish ladder ; the
return t.) cover the years 1880, 1881, 1882, 1883 and 1881.

He said : This motion refers to a gentleman by the name
of W. H. Rogers who has held the position of lispector of
Fisheries for Nova Scotia for a long number of years. The
motion asks for all correspondence with respect to the
patented fish ladder which bas been patented by the said
Rogers, and which I believe has been adopted by the Depart-
ment of Marine and Fisheries. Mr. Rogers is, I
believe, one of the most inefficient officers which
the Department possesses in Nova Scotia. He bas held his
position since Confederation, and has been placing his fish-
way in some of the rivers of Nova Scotia. Two years since in
discussing the estimates with reference to the service with
which Mr. Rogers is connected, I asked fhe Government to
lay on the Table a report which had been made on the rivers
of Nova Scotia by Mr. Veith, who was appointed by the
Department to supervise the work of Mr. Rogers, extending
over a number of years during which he bas filled that
position. Mr. Rogers bas been paid a very liberal salary,
and I find from atudying the items, that ho hau drawn a large
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sum for travelling expenses, from which we would be led
to believe that this gentleman had been devoting some time
to the duties of bis position. I stated at that time when I
asked for this report which was submitted to the Department
of Marine and Fisheries by Mr. Veith, that I desired to
know from the Government the reasons for the appointment
of that gentleman. I certainly thought that it expressed
a want of confidence in Mr. Rogers that another
man should be appointed to supervise his work.
The report at that time was refused, and it was stated by
the Acting Minister of Marine that it was a confidential
report and could not be brought down. Last year a
motion was made in the other Chamber, and apparently it
was not there considered confidential, because it has been
brought down, and printed and circulated amongst
the members. That report discloses a most deplor.
able state of affaire in connection with the river
fisheries of Nova Scotia. If hon. members who are
interested in this matter will glance over the report
they will find that the law has been systematically evaded,
that some of the most important rivers in Nova Scotis have
been neglected, and that no effort seems to have been made
on the part of this gentleman to enforce the law in any par-
ticular. So far as the counties of Shelburne, Queen's and
Lunenburg are concerned, the rivers with which I am fami-
liar, 1 can bear testimony to the fact that the statements
made by Mr. Veith in his report are correct, and I believe
the scmo could be said of every section of Nova Scotia.
That report bas been before the Department for two
years and no action bas been taken to instruet Mr.
Rogers Io enforce the law in a botter manner,
but, on the contrary, I believe Mr. Rogers' salary
has been increased. The river fisheries of Nova Scotia
might be made a source ofrevenue to the people; for-
merly they were very valuable, but during the last eight or
ton years they have fallen off very greatly. It is-true that
the catch on some rivers bas increased during the last year
or two, but this cannot be said of all the rivers in Nova
Scotia. I believe that this correspondence extends over a
number of years, and perhaps i. may be very bulky, but I
think it would be well for the House to be placed in posses-
sion of the information contained in the reports. I beliove
that nothing will put the river fisheries of Nova Scotia in a
proper position until the services of Mr. Rogers are dis-
pensed with. I consider him, and I believe I express the
views of every member from Nova Scotia, a perfect crank,1
especially on this subject of fish ways, and a large portioni
of his time, outside of drawing his salary, le spent on lec-1
turing on temperance-

Mr. BOWELL. That is a good thing.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Shelburne). Yes, but he is not
paid for that, and in talking of the benefits of the policy
of hon. gentlemen opposite. I believe the service would
be greatly benefited if Mr. Rogers were superannuated and
some more efficient person put in his place.

Mr. KAULBACH. The motion just made by the hon.
member for Sholburne, asking for correspondence andi
reports from W. H. Rogers, as Fishery Inspector for Novac
Scotia, to the Department of Marine and Fisheries, relative1
to the adoption of Rogers' patent fish ladder, and the placest
at which the inspector recommends it should be placed, isc
perbaps not uncalled for; but bad the hon. member gone af
stop further in hie enquiry and have asked why a patentr
was granted to Mr. Rogers, as inspector, for devising ai
means for the botter performance of the duties he hadc
undertaken, and for which he was recoiving salary, it wouldb
have been more to the purpose. Mr. Rogers being a paidb
servant of the Government, one would naturally supposeb
the whole of bis talent, time and services, would be at the p
4isposal of the Government, and that if during the time ho e

is so engaged as an employ of the Government, ho should
concentrate bis energy and ability, and produce a means by
which the service ho wae appointed to fulfil could ho carried
on more perfectly, thon I claim that the means so invented
is not his own properly speaking at all, but the property of
the Government which employs him; therefore, I think
that Mr. Rogers having invented what is termed a fish
ladder, for the passage of fish, during the time ho was
engaged by the Government as fishery inspector, should
not be considered as the patentee, for should ho be so con.
sidered, he thon certainly is not the one who should
advise where the invention should be placed, as inspector,
as ho would naturally be biassed, being a party interested
in a pecuniary sense, and his advice would not bave the
weight of one not interested in the matter at all, further
than wishing to adopt the best means for the accomplish.
ment of the object sought, and very often ho would recom.
mend, as ho bas done in several instances to my knowledge,
already, the adoption of ladders where natural passes were
perfectly practicable and offering reasonable prospects of
satisfactory results. It is generally understood by
experienced persons that where natural passes can he
obtain3d, the bottom of the pass being like that of a running
brook, they should ho preferred to a smooth wooden surface;
the former offering a means to aid tho fish in getting up the
river, while the latter being smooth, accelerates the flow of
the water, and retards the progress of the fish, or in other
words artificial means should only be employed where the
natural passes are impracticable. I. have overy confidence
in the present Government that they would do what is right,
and believe had the hon. Minister of Agriculture considered
the means he was placing in the bands of this man Rogers
by granting him this patent, whilst he was acting in the
capacityof inspectorof fisheries, howould never have granted
it. The bon. member bas referred to the report of F. H. ID.
Veith on the preambulations of that gentleman as assistant
to W. H. Rogers as Fisbery Inspee.tor, through Nova Scotia
in 1881 and 1882, and in justice to MIr. Veith I would state
that I have known Mr. Veith for some years, and to know
him is to admire him, as I believe him to be a thoroughb
gentleman, and one very capatble of attending to the work
that was assigned him as inspector. In fact, I know of ne
porson more se, and the strongeest evidence in support of
this statement, is the report referred to itseolf. I can bear,
testimony to the correctness of his report on the rivers of
the county to which I belong, and some of the adjacent
rivers in the county of Queen's, having had occasion to visit
them at the request of some of my constituents, in order to
contrast more particularly the condition of the Modway, in
the county of Queen's, with the noble and valuable river
La Have, in the county of Lunenburg. The former having
natural or open passes, and as a consequence affording an
abundant supply of fish, whilst the latter, the largest in
Nova Scotia, and about four times the size of the Medway,
and formerly affording an unlimited supply of the finny
tribe, .thousands of barrels, offers not a salmon, shad or
gasperea*ix, in the running waters above flood tide now,
owing to the obstructions recognised by Mr. Rogers, the
inspector, in the shape of ladders placed in the dams instead
of open passes. I state, regarding Mr. Veith's report, that
I believe it tobe most croitable and correct in every par-
ticular. Heo was not too lazy to visit every river of any
consequence in that Province in the interest of the river
fisheries, and see for himself, and give all the information
respecting them without bias or partiality; and there is
not a member from Nova Scotia in this House to-day but
can stand up in bis place in Parliament and siy that ho
believes Mr. Veith las not only stated matters correctly as
he found them, but can go further and state that so far as
his own county is concerned, which las uome under his
personal knowledge, ho bas reported the truth i4 every
particular,
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'Mr. McTLAN. I shall have great pleasu-e, if the
House so orders, in bringing down the papers called for the
motion of my hon. friend ; and I think, when they are
brought down, that we will find, from a great many persous
who he will acknowledge are entitled to speak on the ques-
tion of fish passes, testimony in favor of the principle, and
the application of that principle, in Mr. Rogers' fish ladder.
I myself, if I may give my own opinion, will say that
among all the fish ladders which I have seen-and in the
fisheries exhibition in London I saw a great many-J have
seen no fish ladder that so fully meets the requirements as
the ladder invented and patented by Mr. Rogers. It has
been put in some of the rivers that Mr. Veith bas reported
upon, and I believe with very beneficial results. The
testimony of the local officers at the places where these
fish ladders have been adopted in Nova Scotia is that they
have answered the purpose admirably. No doubt many of
the rivers of Nova Scotia have for a numbar of years been
obstructed by mill dams and otherwise, so that the passage
of fish was prevented and the rivers nearly destroyed
for fish-breeding purposes ; but since the adoption
of means for the passage of the fisb, the
increase bas been very marked in a great many
places where the ladders have been provided. Mr. Veith
was appointed before I came to the Department. I do not
know the circumstances which led to his appointment; but
I assume that the hon. gentleman who moves this resolu-
tion, being a Nova Scotian, will claim for that Province the
credit of being the principal fishing Province in the Domin-
ion. The fishing industry there is very large, having regard
to the number of people employed in it, and to the amount
of capital invested; and if one inspector is to superintend
and oversee that industry, his time must be very fully occu-
pied. I presume that it was found that Mr. Rogers' time
was so fully occupied that it was impossible for him to give
close attention to the examination of the numerous rivers in
Nova Scotia; so that Mr. Veith was appointed to devote a
year or two to the special personal examination of every
river of importance, from its mouth to its source, and to
make a report, which he did in a very able and creditable
manner ; and his repor t, will afford us information which, I
think, will result in great bonefit to the livers of the Province.
Now, the hon. gentleman bas stated that Mr. Rogers
should not be permitted to place these ladders, or to
dictate where they should be placed, without permission
from the Department. I may say to the hon. gentleman
that that is required. We called upon Mr, Rogers to state
where he recommended that ladders should be placed, and to
give all the particulars of each river as minutely as
possible; and these reports of his are considered by myself,
before permission is given. I think that is proper, as under
the peculiar circumstance of Mr. Rogers being the inventor
and patentee of the ladder, it is not right that he should place
it without the sanction and authority of the Department. I
do not know that the Government should have denied Mr.
Rogers a patent upon his invention. It was some years ago,
when his salary was about 8700, that he invented this
ladder; and I think in cases in which officers in the Civil
Service have invented anything that is useful and paten table,
it is the invariable custom to allow them a patent for
it. It was allowed in Mr. Rogers' case, and it was
some time afterwards that his invention was used
or recognised by the Department. But the Depart-
ment, having become satisfied that it was a good
invention, thought it should be made available, except
perhaps whre there is a natural pass, which may be
preferable. But where we have to place an artificial pass in
a mill dam, I believe that of Mr. Rogers' is the right one
to use, being better than any I have seen either bere or
abroad. When the papers are brought down I think the
hon. gentleman will find that the testimony is in favor of
the use of this ladder where a natural pass cannot be pro-

Mr. KAuLBCuH.

vided to meet the wants of the case. The hon. gentleman
bas referred to the fact that Mr. Rogers' salary has been
increased. In one sense that is true, and in another sense
it is not true. I found in the financial statement th at there
was so much allowed for salary and so mueb for travelling
expenses, and the travelling expenses covered an allowance
of 8400, I think, for a clerk. I made the change that the
sum previously allowed for the clerk would be added to his
salary, and that he should.have no allowance for a clerk.
That is the only change made. He therefore pays his own
clerk or does the work himself.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Shelburne). When did that com-
mence ?

Mr. MoLELAN. About a year ago, or perhaps less; the
papers will be brought down.

Motion agreed to.

THE DISTUIRBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. BLAKE. As circumstances prevenied the Minister
of Militia being here, I was asked by the First Minister to
postpone the enquiry I was about to make as to whether
there had been any order issued to send forward troops
from Nova Scotia. I also desire to know, as to the move-
ments of the troops which are on their way to Manitoba,
when the hon. gentleman expects they will reach Port
Arthur. I refer to those portions of batteries "A " and
" B " which are on their way. I would ask the hon, gentle-
man also when he expects the Queen's Own and the 10th
Royals to reach Port Arthur, and whether any communica-
tion bas been had with the United States Government as to
crossing their territory with troops and munitions of war
for the North-West. I would ask also whether the Govern-
ment has any intention of sending any men by the south-
ern route.

Mr. CARON. The 66th Regiment of Halifax was called
out last evening for active service. The 63rd Regiment bas
been ordered to go through its annual drill at headquarters,
Halifax. The Govornor General's Body Guard, composed
of two troops numbering 40 men each. bas been called out
for active service, also the Cavalry School of Quebec, com-
posed of one troop under the command of Lieut.-Col. Turn-
bull. These are the only changes, since the information
conveyed to the House yesterday, so far as regards the
calling out of the troops. With reference to the convey-
ance of the troops, I can state that the telegrams I have
received indicate that they are proceeding as rapidly as
possible. I do not consider it would be right, as I said yes-
terday, to give any further information in so far as the
transport of troops is concerned. The hon. gentleman put
a question whether any application had been made to the
American Government. That I am not in a position to
answer. The leader of the Government will reply to that.

Mr. BLAKE. I would ask the leader of the Government
then.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There bas been no appli-
cation to the American Government.

Mr. BLAKE. I feel it my duty to say I think it is the
duty of the Government to instantly make application or
take some steps for the transport of some of our forces by
the southern route, and not take the battalion from Toronto
and London, the western part of Ontario, by the other
route. I think that the circumetances which have occurred
indicate that it is extremely important that every effort
should be made and by all routes to get into the North-West
as early as possible. I do not make these observations in a-
disposition to criticise anything that bas passed, but simply
under the responsibility of a solemn duty, as a suggestion
of the course that ought t'O be taken without a moment's
delay. It bas been stated that reports have been received
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indicating that there have been some further murders in the
North-West-murders of telegraph operatives, I believe.
Is there any truth in that ?

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish also to give my opinion. I
entirely dissent from the position taken by the hon. mem-
ber for West Durham (Mr. Blake). I think the course he
recommends would be quite impolitic and is not at ail
necessary. From what we can gather, the Government
have taken every means to get troops into the country and
to put down the disturbance. We have the means of trans-
port over our own country and the troops will be in Win-
nipeg before we can get an answer from the American
Government.

Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon, gentleman may cheer deris-
ively, but I am satisfied they will. It looks as if the very
suggestion to apply to a foreign country for means of trans-
port were inspired perhaps by a feeling tc discredit the
means of transport we ourselves possess. I may as weil
say to the Government what, in my opinion, is the course
they should pursue. I have heard it stated by the First
Minister that a commission has been appointed for the pur-
pose of settling these difficulties. It is too late. It would

a false policy to let that commission go on now. The com-
mission should be suspended for this reason, that before it
could get there and before it could do anything, these men
wilr have been surrounded and the insurrection practically
suppressed; and the very existence of the commission
would enable these traitors who are in the field to claim,
that since a commission was sent to make terms with them
as to what they are struggling for, they would submit and
thus save their necks and escape punishment. It is in my
opinion the duty of the Government to suspend that com-
mission. In the face of open treason, you cannot dally
with these men when you have the power to put them
down. It is the duty of every man to support the Govern-
ment; it is the duty of every man to sink party politics
and feeling, and give the Government every confidence. It
is our duty to give the Government ail they ask; it is our
duty to promote in every way we can public confidence in
the acts and administrations of the Government until this
outbreak is quelled ; and if they have done anything wrong,
if they are responsible in any way for the origin of the
outbreak, we can deal with them then; but until the out-
break is put down let us support thern and do not let us
keep putting questions day atter day, endeavoring to obtain
information that can only lead to inspire the rebels with the
hope that they have friends in this House. These, at ail
events, are my opinions.

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

After Recess.

CONSIDERED IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READING.

Bill (No. 50) to incorporate the Fredericton and St.
Mary's Railway Bridge Company.-(Mr. Temple.)

DIVORCE BILLS.

The following Bills (from the Senate) were severally con-
sidered in Committee, read the third time and passed, on a
division:-

Bill (No. 97) for the relief of Fairy Emily Jane Terry.-
(Mr. Taylor.)

Bill (No. 106) for the relief of Alice Elvira Evans.-(Mr.
Edgar.)

iNo. 107) for the relief of George Louis Emil Hatz-
fer1

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 110) to incorporate the Rock Lake, Souris and
Brandon Railway Company.-(Mr. McDougald, Picton.)

Bill (No. 115) to amend an Act to incorporate the Sisters
of Charity of the North-West Territories.-(Mr. Desjardins.)

REGULATION OF FACTORY LABOR.

Mr. BERGIN moved the second reading of Bill (No. 86)
respecting factories. He said : Mr. Speaker, it will
be fre8h, no doubt, in the memory of many members of
this House, that some years ago I introduced a Bill for the
regulation of the hours of labor in the workshops, mills,
and factories of the Dominion. The first Bill which I intro-
duced was merely a tentative measure, to obtain an expres-
sion of opinion from the manufacturers, the workingmen,
and the working classes generally of the country. I intro-
duced it again the next year, and it will be remembered
that at the request of the Government I withdrew it, the
Government undertaking to bring in a measure. I believe,
Sir, that there was a very general feeling among the mem-
bers of the Local Legisliatures of the different Provinces,
that this Bill would trench more or less upon the powers of
those Provinces, that it was interfering to some extent with
the rights of property and with private rights. One of the
most objectionable clauses, as I understand, was the clause
with regard to education. That clause I have excluded from
this Bill, and in that way have removed an objectionable
feature. I shall, however, in the course of the remarks that I
intend to make upon this Bill, refer again to»his question of
education. I may say here, however, that I have endea-
vored to meet, so far as it can be met, this question of pro-
viding for the education of the youth of the factory classes,
by prohibiting the employment of any child under the age
of thirteen years. In this way an opportunity is afforded
for the education of childrefi; and the Bill has this further
merit that it does not clash a ith the education statute of
Ontario, which provides that all children must be educated,
and makes education compulsory up to the age of thirteen
years. It may be asked, and it has been asked, why the
necessity for this Bill; and I propose to answer this ques-
tion by passing, as briefdy as may be, in review, the history
of the factory system as it existed in the mother country
previons to the passage of the Factory Act of 1833. I have
been told, Sir, that this measure is entirely in the interests
of the working classes, and when I first introduced this Bill
I was told it was fraught with so much danger to the manu-
facturer that it would close up a large number of our fac-
tories and of our workshops. But, Sir, the introduction of
this Bill, time and discussion have done very much to do
away with the false impression that existed with regard to
the Bill, and I may say that to-day the measure has no
warmer supporters than the manufacturers of this country.
The factory system as it exists in Canada has not, I
must confess, Mr. Speaker, up to this hour been productive
of very great evils. I am willing to admit that,
in many respects it, has been a boon and a blessing to the
working classes of this country; but, Sir, that it may not
become, as in England in times gone by, a blot upon the
pages of our history, a crime against our civilisation, a
shame and a ourse, this legislation is now proposed. Public
opinion has been brought to bear upon this question with
an earnestness that compels legislation. It is universalle
felt that something must be doue to secure such reasonably
aid as fairly comes within the scope of Parliament. This
measure, Sir, ought not to, and must not, be made a party
question. It is a question which appeals to Grit and to
Tory alike; the interests of our common humanity in-
volved, and the other interests involved are too great and
too important to be made the foot-ball of party. Those
interests, Sir, involve the future of the youth of the nation,
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the health and the life, the faith and the morals, the
welfare, temporal and eternal, of the children, male and
female, of the working classes of this country. The
interests of the great commercial and industrial classes
are also involved, and they should be treated in a
manner becoming the legislature of a people whose indus-
tries are amongst the principal elements of its prosperity,
its growth and its success. Our towns and cities are great
manufacturing centres to-day, swarming with busy life,
whose men and women, whose boys and girls, toil con-
stantly, early and late, in the production of national life.
From the day when Hargrave, over a hundred years ago,
invented the spinning Jenny, by which eight threads could
be spun at one time, a machine displaced a few years after
by the improved one of Arkwright, which, in its turn, was
again displaced in 1779 by the more perfect machine of
Crompton, known to.day as the Mule Jenny, a machine by
which over a thousand threads can be spun at the same
moment -from that day human labor was not displaced, but
reinforced, so to speak, and made tributary to mechanical
power. Watts and Crompton, by their inventions, the steam
engine and the mule, have done wonders for the world,but alas 1
they have brought untold misery upon thousands and hun-
dreds of thousands of the human race. Their self-acting,
automatic inventions, whilst giving employment to vastly
increased numbers, have also cheapened human labor.
In the ateliers and the workshops all labor that does not
call for the employment of much strength, of great physical
power, is now done more by women and by children than
by men. Now, for everything that can be done as well and
as quickly by women as by men, women are preferred.
This is in obeaience to an economic law which provides
that the force expended shall be in exact accord with the
effect produced. Applied to industry this law means that
the value of an article depends upon its quality as compared
with the cost of its production. The custom which governs
modern production is not to manufacture inferior articles, but
by simplified and economic processes to reduce the cost of
production. The desired end and aim of manufactures being
their sale, they must, of course, be produced so that their
real or actual value shall be less than their market value,
and the difference between the real and the market value is
the profit to the manufacturer. This profit is augmented orles-
sened by supply and demand, by free trade and protection,
by the cost of production, and by other causes. Hence the
chief end and aim of the manufacturer is to produce goods
at the cheapest. Everybody knows that women and child-
ren work at lower wages than mon. It is said that women
have not the strength or power of men; consequently
they ought not to be paid so much. That they are
not paid so much is true, and it may perhaps at first sight
appear that the argument against the payment of equal
wages to women for the same work as men perform, is a
reasonable proposition. But is it just ? Ought not the
remuneration to be in proportion to the service rendered ?
I will not discuss this question. I will content myself with
calling attention to the custom, because in trade it has
assumed the power of law, a custom which in'a greater or
less degree has had much to do in bringing about the evils
of the factory system, a system which has made England
the workshop of the world it is true, but at what a cost to
her children ! A system which, as it existed previous to
1883, was a shame to the nation and which when it was
exposed by the labors of Fielden and Akroyd, and Sir Robert
Peel and Lord Shaftesbury, disclosed an amount of cruelty
and oppression such as had not even been exercised towards
the negroes in the worst days of WestIndia slavery. That
such evils do not now exist under the factory system in
Canada must be admitted-God be thanked-but we muet
not be uumindful of the fact that our industries are in their
infancy, that we are dealing to-day, so to speak,
with the first generation of factory workers. We

Mr. Bzais.-

must remember that our industries to-day are flourishing,
that our competition is from without not from within, and
that in very many of our industries our production does not
at all equal our necessities. But the dark days must come
when, through bad harvest and other causes, the purchasing
power of the people will be lessened; when there will be
over production and an increased number of industries,
when competition will be keen and prices will becut. Then
will be brought into play that law to which I referred a
moment since, and it will be attempted to extract more
from labor. Euman nature is now, ever was, and ever shall
be the same fthe wide world over. The desire for gain is as
great--humane as are our manufacturers in comparison with
those of a century ago-and we must be prepared. They,
like their prototypes in England in old days, will endeavor
to extract from labor all they possibly can. The history of
factory life in England, from the days of Hargrave and
Crompton up to 1833, indeed to as late a date as 1865, is a
sickening and a saddening one. With the introduction of
the inventions of Hargrave and Arkwright, this age may
be said to be the age of machinery. Previous to that date
the manufactures of England, like the productions of the
earlier days in this country, were home-made. The factory
was really the home of the cotter, and noue but the family
were employed. Thoro was no crowding of masses of mon
and of women into large towns; but as population and
wealth increased with new and inereased demands for
productions; with new tastes and new wants calling
for new industries, hand labor failed to supply the
demand. Water-power and steam were called to the
aid of the workers, and thon for the first time the
foundation was laid of the great industries that have made
England the industrial workshop of the world. Water-power
and steam were brought to the aid of all the handierafts, ex-
cept|the hand loom; and thon began the system under which
crept in all the evils that for so many years have degraded
factory life in the mother country. With Watts' dis-
covery of steam and the introduction of the mule, came
the monster establishments which supplied the world, and
into which were crowded the old and the young, the strong and
the weak, and I might say the halt and blind. I doubt not
that many of the manufacturers were humane; that they
were not naturally cruel; but as business grew and demands
were made for the products of the loom and the anvil and the
mine, faster than they could supply within the ordinary
hours of labor, little by little, slowly but surely, came
about the great evils which it took half a century to alle-
viate, if not to cure, by legislation. Of course those evils
did not attain full growth in a day or iu a year, but at
last they reached the point at which public attention was
aroused and many good mon set themselves to work to
enquire respecting them. Among the first were Dr. Dakins
and Mr. Percival, who laid a very able and convincing
statement before Parliament in 1796. They kept their
views before the public until, convinced by their testimony
and his own observation, Sir Robert Peel brought in a Bill in
1802. He failed to pass it. He pressed the matter again
and obtained a commission to investigate the subject, and
upon the report of that commission ho founded a Bill which
he passed, but it was of a nature so restricted that it was of
little benefit. In 1809 the House of Lords took up the
question and passed a Bill relating to cotton factories. Sir
Tohn Hobhouse tried to obtain a more general Act in 1825,
but ho did not succeed. Some years afterwards, in 1833, the
Bill which is really the basis of the present factory
laws, and of which they are merely the ampli-
fication, was carried, mainly by the efforts of
Mr. Dunscombe, Mr. Brotherton and Lord Shaftesbury.
From that hour, Sir, as I shall show presently, the condition-
of the operatives improved. Their children were oducated
and they began to educate thomselves. Schools eof design
and of art were instituted all over the kingdom and were
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taken advantage of by immense numbers of workers. In
the history of the industrial classes nothing stands out more
strikingly than the progress made in design and artistic
taste by the artisans of England after the Factory Act of
1833, and none acknowledged it more chivalrously than the
French artisans who came over to the first great Industrial
Exhibition. And this improvement, Sir, in work and in
art has gone on every year since, until to-day, in almost
all departments of art, there is a taste, an elegance, and a finish
which enables the English artist and artisan to compare his
productions favorably with the best productions of the con-
tinent of Europe. This, Bill, Sir, provides remedies for a
great number of the evils which are inflicted upon the
youth of the country by the factory system. I do not
propose to deal with those provisions seriatim, but
whilst discussing the evil effects, as I believe and
know them to be, of the factory systemi upon the
young girls and boys of this country, I shall incidentally
allude to many of them. Factory life whether in England,
France, Germany, the United States or Canada, under the
most favorable circumstances, under the wisest system of
laws, and the most stringently enforced, affects most
injuriously the health of the young people engaged in it.
And I shall speak now more particnlarly of the evils that
attend upn the working of the young girls in these
mills. We all know, or we ought to know, that the
most critical period in the life of a girl in this country is
from 12 or 13 to 18 years of age, and that anything tending
to detract from her health and strength at this period must
be very prejudicial if not destructive. Dr. Edward Clark,
who has given great thought to this subject, and has had
large opportunities for investigating it, speaks of the
employment of young girls in the mills in this way :

" A careleus management of this function, at any period of life during
its existence, is apt to be followed by consequences that may be serious;
but a neglect of it during the epoch of development, that is, from the
age of 14 to 18 or 20, not only produces great evil at the time of neglect,
but leaves a large iegacy of evil to the future. The system is then
peculiarly susceptible ; and disturbances of the delicate mechanism we
are considering, induced during the catamenial weeks of that critical
age by constrained.positions, muscular effort, brain work, and all forms
of mental ancd physical excitement, germinate hosts of ills."

The same authority, in addition to the other causes of
disease among this class of girls, draws attention to the
monotony, the depression, the daily fatigue and the con-
strained position of those operatives, as being most potent
for evil. Dr. George M. Beard, in comparing the chances
of life of factory girls with student girls says:

"The facts enumerated in regard to the brain labor of operatives (of
which substantial illustration will be given), will indicate, if proven,
that, if the labor is absolutely less in the aggregate with the working
girl than with the scholar, its amount is indeed great, and, moreover, is
performed under conditions themselvea most unfavorable.''

Dr. Beard, speaking of longevity, adduces the following
reasons for the greater age of brain than muscle workers :

" Brain workers have less worry, and more comfort and happiness
than muscle workers. Brain workers live under better sa nitary condi-
tions than muscle workers. Brain workers can adapt their labor to
their moods and their hours, and periods of greatest capacity for labor,
better than muscle workers. The death rate tables of300 inhabitants
of Preston, England, one hundred being taken from each of the three
classes-the gentry, tradesmen and operatives-give surprising results
against the operative clas, both as to longevity and yonthful deaths."

That is an alarming condition of things, fraught with the
direst consequences, if what is stated be true. Dr. Jarvis,
in the fifth report of the Massachusetts Board of Health, puts
the matter very clearly. ie says:

" The resuits upon the community of the loss of the young female
operative. have already been shown. Bad as these are, if the evils of
employment be to break down the health, rather than destroy life-as lu
the rule-a heavier burden is thereby entailed than results from actual
death. Years of total invalidism involve both the loas of the individuals
production, with its incresase and the production and its increase of
those who cars not for the disabled. Nor is the loss by early death all
that the commonwealth suffers in diminution of productive power in the
period presumably devoted to profitable labor. Even while men and
woien live, they are subject to sickness, which laye a heavy tax on

their strength and effectiveness. It is estimated by the English obser-
vations and calculations, that for every death there are two con-
stantly siok, that is, 730 days sickness and disability for every death.
Reckoning on the basis of calculatiou furnished by the data of the
Engiish "Sick-Olub," it is found that there was in the year 1870 upon
the people of Massachusette of the working productive age a total
amount of 24,554 years and 8 months sickness, or a disability equivalent
to so much loss of labor to the community. The bases on which the
English results are made up do not include sickness of leua than a
week's duration, or anything less than illness preventing labor.
Hence a large amount of loss is annually experienced which the above
estimates do not include."

In the same report he sums up the evils entailed on these
girl workers, in the following words:-

" Amongst the women of factory operatives, much more than among
the general population, the derangements of the digestive organs are
common ; e. g. pyrosis, constipation, vertigo and headache, generated
by negle3t of the calls of nature through the early hours of work, the
short intervals at meals; the eatin gand drinking of easily prepared
foods, as bread, tea and coffee; and tie naglect of meat and fresh cooked
vegetables. Other deranged states of a still worse character are pres-
eut, e.g. leucorrhea, and too frequent and profuse menstruation; cass
also of displacement, flexions and versions of the uterus, arisine from
the constant standing and the constant heat of and confinement in the
mlîls.''
Dr. West, than whom there is no greater authority, takes
the same ground. Amongst the varions causes which
render factory employment injurious te girls, standing in
the same position from morning to night occupies a prom-
inent place. If it be hard for a powerful man in rude
health to stand in one position from morning to night, how
must it be for the factory girls or little children ? They
are obliged to accommodate themselves to the work, and to the
machinery. The great engine goes rolling on from morning
until the night, never ceasing, and the poor child, if he would
not be injured or destroyed, is obhiged, no matter how
fatigued, or worn, or ill, to follow the motion of that engine
and keep pace with it. The action of the machinery is provo-
cative of evil in more than one sense-in the sense I have
just mentioned and others to which I will draw attention
by and bye. Dr. Ames, in speaking of this subject, says,
and he quotes authorities from a number of others, that it
establishes the fact that ethe employés of the cotton fac-
tories suffer a disproportionate death-rate because of the
action of machinery. A German writer, referring to this,
says:

" Soon after entrance into the workshops, the workman perceives it (the
dust) in a most unpleasant way. In those who are unaccustomed to it,
it causses continual tickling in the throat, which incites hard coughing
and occasionally whitish expectoration. In the first year of work the
operative suffers constantly from bronchial catarrh; and a considerable
proportion of those who come to this occupation from rural districts
abandon it. Even though they may be only sufferers from constant
catarrh without other worst symptoms."
That factory operatives should not be employed under
sixteen years of age, I think, goes without saying; and I
regret that the state of things is not such in this country
than I can ask this Parliament to prohibit the employment
of girls under eighteen and of boys under sixteen. No girl,
until she has matured, and that is very rarely before
eighteen years, should be obliged to stand from morning
until night. She is not framed for it anatomically, and it
is impossible for her to stand, during many hours,
without fatigue, and without great injury to her internal
organs. Her conformation is entirely different from that
of a man. Amongst the many injuries that follow
a girl's employment in a factory, are sexual weakness,
insanity and consumption, and they are very certain to
follow upon too early employment in very many of our
industries. Working the sewing-machine by foot-power is
much more injurious than working in the larger mills
and factories, either cotton or woollen; and, Sir, because
of this, I have excluded from this bill a clause which
was in the bill of the Finance Minister, limiting
factories to houses occupied by less than 20 people.
Some of the children and young women of the industrial
classes are more injured in the factories where sewing
machines are used and worked by foot-power than in

875



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL l,

the cotton factories; and I have reason to know that in
these sewing machine workshops where foot-power is
used, greater cruelties and hardships are undergone by the
children and the young women than in the larger factories
They are worked for many hours longer and have less tim
for meals. I do not propose, Sir, to quote at any greater
length authorities to establish the injurious effects
upon the young people employed in these factories; but
I can add my own testimony, now covering a large experi
once in a manufacturing town, that so far from being
exaggerated, the reports of the inspectors of factories and
of medical men in the United States and Great Britain as to
the evils of the factory system upon girls and boys, who are
worked under age, very greatly under-estimated them. Here,
I wiil call attention, before I go to another branch of my
subject, to one of the greatest evils attending this factory
system-an evil which is confined almost exclusively in the
cotton factories to young girls ; I mean the piece system. I
know a great many girls who have been able to earn $35
to $42 or $43 a month at piece work ; but I do not know
one of them, who has worked piece work for two years,
who is able to-day to do a day's honest labor without
fatigue, or without being confined to ber bed for two or
three weeks. Piece work should not be countenanced in the
mille, at all events by Young girls. In order to earn these
large wages, some of them run eight looms at one time. It is
not in human nature that for ten hours, day after day, a young
girl can work at eight looms without injuring herself, not
alone seriously, but I may say fatally; and the great majority
of those who h ave earned these large wages, in my experience,
now sleep beneath the sod. Thus far I have spoken of the
effects of factory life upon females under the most favorable
circumstances, as in our Çanadian cotton mills, where they
work only 60 hours per week. How must it have been in
England and in France, where, before the introduction of
the factory laws, the operatives were worked almost from
infancy, and from before the dawn until long into the night,
perhaps with only 25 or 30 minutes allowed them for
refre ment; and what was that refreshment? A bit of
stale bread and a cup of water-perhaps not once in the
week a piece of meat, none too sweet, and a cup of tea. And
they worked early and late, going through the rain and
snow long before the dawn to the mills; their nakedness
scarce covered because of the paucity of the wages, which
did not enable them te purchase sufficient clothing or food.
This, Sir, was the normal condition of the factory system
before the factory law; long hours, over-work, misery, and
starvation were the rule. Steeped in ignorance, there
seemed to be no escape from their pauperism and degrada-
tion. And indeed, amongst those most strongly opposed to
any effort being nade to improve the condition
of the working classes were the operatives
themelves. They had no hope; misery-cursed, the
humanity was crushed out of them, and they laid
them down and died. Who that has not read the reports
of th* Factory Commision, and of the Committees of both
Housos of Parliament, as well as the evidence on which
these re twere founded-evidence given by the wisest
and the£estin the land, who had made themselves familiar
with the evils and the barbarities of the factory system-
could believe that such things could have existed in Christ-
ian England? As it was in England so it was in France,
but in a lesser degree; and they were not slow in that
country to see the good effects of the factory laws of Eng-
land, and to profit by them. In France as in England, in
nearly al the trades, women and children were employed
instead of mon. By no one, to my mind, have the evils of
the feetory system been more thoroughly exposed, and thei
remedi.s more clearly brought out, than by Jules Simon,
the 14eneà littérateur, in his book "IL'ouvrier de huit an,"
pubuhied i 1867. Speaking of the employment of women
and ehildren, he say, at page 161:

Mr. BERGiN.

(Translation.) "What was mostly required of the laborer thirty years
s ago? Simply strength. To-day, owing to steam power he hardly needs

any ; inetead of being a propeling power lie is only te overseer of a
Spropelling power. For this new wonk a man je not always nec.ssary; a

woman, a child may be sufficient. Now, wherever they are competent
to do the work they are -preferred because they cost lees. From an
economic point of view, we must admit that manufactures give to
women and children salaries which no other kind of industry could

a give them. Here there is an increase of income for the family, provided
t the man, who is driven out of the factory, may find elsewhere employ-

ment adequate and equivalent to hi streng th.This is not always easy
to find in England especially, we hear of industrial centres where men
are feà in idleness by their wives and children. Nothing would be more
baleful than such a consequence if it was a necessary consequence. That
the man should not work, it is unnatural; that the woman, that the child
should be transformed into laborers, it is almost unnatural. It is also
unnatural that the one who ehould be the head of the family ehould
become its parasite. Finally, under such conditions the income of the
family is diminished, because the woman and child are only preferred
to the man with a view to economy. However, there is work for every
laborer in the world, and when there is a scarcity of work for able-
bodied laborers at a certain point it is always for a short time, or by
reason o a defective organisation. Therefore the idleness of men muet
not be considered as the ordinary and necessary consequence of the
introduction of women and children in the workshops. The evil is not

r there, or at least it i an evil which is essentially reparable.
I The introduction of women and children in the workshops tende

to modify seriously the family relations, if not to annihilate them. That
misfûrtune, for it is a misfortune, than which there is none greater, is
chiefiy due to the presence in the mills of married women for eleven or
twelve houre during the day. As to children, who are not necessary to
others, if we examine what are for them the cou sequences of their trans-
formation into laborers, we find a few beneficial coneequences, such as
salary, the suppression of vagrancy, and a tew truly baleful ones, as, for
instance, the almost certain and almost irretrievable impairment of
health and the total deprivation of education. It is clear that if we had
to choose we ehould not hesitate for a moment, and that no degree of
solicitude for the interests of industry, no degree of pity for the istress
of families, could absolve society from the crime of thus abandoning the
rising generations and permitting them to be killed body and soul; but
we have no choice. What is to be done is simply to prevent the evil
and to develop that which is good, andit is notwithout a certain amount
of wonder that we add that nothing is easier. We have under our hand
an immense amonut of good to realise, without cost and without reaist-
ace,,by a simple act of law; our only fault is that we do not think
cf il."
On page 166 of the same book the author goes on:

"Fatigue is no more the result of work but of the continuance of
woik. Now, the moment the prolongation or continuance of work are
in question, the interest of the laborer and that of the manufacturer are
altogether at variance. The higher the cost of lands, buildings and
machinery, the stronger the desire of the manufacturer to distribute hie
regu lar expenses on a long duratien cf work; lie diminishes them by
haif when tic work laste twenty-four hour ainstead cf twelve, antd s
realises enormous profits. On the contrary as regards the operative, it
will be readily understood that the work, even the easiest, when pro-
tracted, becomes for him intolerably tiresome, and if this is true as
regards an adult who i in possession of hie whole strength, it is a
thousand times more evident as regards a poor child whose body and
mind cannot, without real danger, be submitted to such long restraint,
but this can only be felt on condition of thinking over it. One must
refleet in order to understand the unfortunate condition of a child
piecing up broken ends in a beautiful room but working too long a time
at such an easy task. If, on the contrary, the mill is dark, eneumbered
with stinking matter, infected with miasma and greasy wae, mingled
with breathing air, and if a child is retained during twelve aud thirteen
hours, carrying heavy loade, beating cotton and wool with hie feeble
hands, he becomes a fit subject of compassion for the least-attentivê and
the least merciful. It is thus that at the beginning of this century the
very aspect cf the work eps was pleading the cause ofthe yonng
apprenlices anti wanderfnl y ccopcrating with the eloquence cf Sir
Rbert Peel."

As regards the employment of children under the age of
thirteen years in the workshops, he quotes the following
words, which were uttered in the English House of Commaone
on the 28th of February, 1843, by the Secretary of State,
Sir James Graham, who was charged with the duty of
introducing the Bill respecting the teaching of laboring
classes, and which seem to be a summary of the whole
question :

"lIn my opinion said he, if children under thirteen yearu of age, after
having worked eight hours in the day, are sent te echool, exhausted
with fatigue, without having been able to enjoy au rest, any recess, it
is impossible to hope that they will reap much benefit frem any system
of education even the best that might be procnred for them; couse-
quently it is my intention to proo sthat chiidren betweentheage of
eight and thirteen, who are enpclyed. in manufactorie bnot allowed
to work more itha six hours a àahaIl per day. If theywork atight
they wil not work in the morning; if they work lathe moruing they
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will not work at night. By this means each day either in the forenoon
or the afternoou, the children will be tiree hours at sehool. 1 have
every reason to believe that the manufacturers, desiring to cooperate
heartily with the Legislature, in order to improve the education of the
young people of our country, will accept with joy any measure which
woullbe necessary to attain the end w ich isocapitalinterest."l

On page 177 of the same work we read the following:-
'In the Nouveauxprincipes d'économie politique, published in 1819, Sis-

mondi goes a great deal further than Wilberforce, Lord Ashley and Sir
James Graham, setting out from this axiom: 'That laborers owe in
return for the salary which i3 given to them all the work they can give
without pining away,' lie points out that the salaries of the child ren
are taken out from that of the fatfier and do not increase the income
ofthe family by a single mite. Thus lie adds, it is witheut any profit
to the nation that the poor man's children have been deprived of the
only happy time in their lives, the enjoyment of that age when the
strength oftheir minds and bodies was being developed in merriment
and freedom. It is without profit to wealth or industry that even at
the age of six or eight years they have been compelled to go into these
cotton mille where the work for twelve or fourteen hours in the midst
of an atmosphere which is constantly laden with hair and dust, and
where they successively perish with consumption before they have
reached the age of twenty years. We would be ashamed to calculate
the sum which would be worth the sacrifice of so many human victime;
but this daily crime is committed gratis."

On page 208 he says :
I It is not the presence of the laborer which pays the contractor, it is

bis work and i order that this work may be well done it must be
measured according to the strength of the workman. When a man
goes beyond that limit lie only gets tired uselessly; he injures his
health and the contractor gains nothing. This is still truer as regards
the child whose mental vigor and physical strength are more rapidly
relsxed."

On page 216 we read the following, and I specially call the
attention of the IHouse to these remarks :-

" The law of 1841 by which parents are forbidden to place their chil-
dren in manufactories before they have completed their e ghth year, bas
somewhat restrained the liberty of the parents, and the same law, by
forbidding to make these children work more than eight hours per day
and to make them work at night, has somewhat restrained the liberty
of the manufacturera. 1nd yet is net thie an excellent law, a necesary
law and a very benevolent law? Before that iaw was passed there were
working in the manufactories children which were only six years old ;
they were shut up during the whole day, and a day's work then meant
thirteen or fourteen hours. These poor beings, alter thirteen hours of
bard work, had still, very often, to travel a quarter of a league or a half
a league to get home, where they did not always find a bed. At that
time the workshops were not in the sanitary condition in which we seei
them now. It was stated that in order to compel these six-year-old
operatives ta stand up during a whole day it was necessary to imprison
their legs in a tin box."

Here, in Canada, the children's legs are not imprisoned
in tin boxes, but they have to work when they are
a great deal too young. I might here contrast the
condition of the young females employed in the
factories and mille of this country with the state of
things in the English mille even to-day, and I can
do so with some pride. In England, as a rule, the millsare1
crowded, dark, filled with dust and cobwebs, and the solet
attempt at cleanliness is during the two periods of the yearç
when they are obliged to lime-wash them. Gas is used in
nearly all themills in England for heating, and m e all know
that where large numbers of gas burners are used, and they
muet be used in these large factories, gas gives forth a great
amount of heat, and the burning of this gas
is most pernicious to the workers in the mills.
The provisions for the comfbrts of the operatives in the
English mille, are not by any mean, seo good as they aret
in many of our Canadian mille, and, if the Bill which Ia
introduced in 1880, and which did not receive a second9
reading, didno other good than this, that from that hour C
the working hours were confined to sixty hours per weekf
in all the Ihrge mille in this country, and that provisions a
were made for the separation of the sexes in certain por-p
tions of the mills, provisions which were necessary to i
deceacy, then, I say, that Bill accomplished a greate
work. In the American mills, such provisions are not madeo
and requests are constantly sent to the Legislatures of thee
diffeset States by the factory commissioners, asking for i
the same provisions as are now made, under the inflnence £

of public opinion created by the introduction of this labor
Bill, in our factories. And the closets, which were the great
nuisance and the great shame, and which, by the manner
in which they were placed, so that both sexes were obliged
to employ them, were the cause of serious, and in many
cases, fatal injury to the young girls, are now so placed
that there is a perfect separation, as I said, of the sexes,
the males going to one end of the mill, and the females to the
other. But how is it in the United States? Look at almost
the last report of the Massachusetts inspector, and he will
tell yeu that the closets in the mills are so placed that none
but the vile girls use them. Thank 'Xod, Sir, that, at all events
is being done away with in Canada. I had a conversation
last Session with a member of this House who had recently
returned from England, and who had visited a large number
of the manufacturing towns and closely observed the condi.
tion of the manufacturing classes. He is a manufacturer
himself, all his means, I may say, are invested in our great
industries, and, as a matter of course, he took a great inter-
est in the condition of the working classes there and
closely compared their condition with ours. And what did
he tell me? He gave me the description of the interior of
their mille which I gave you a moment ago, but he
told me also that the girls in those mille scarce covered
their nakedness with a smockfrock and that they went into
the street so clothed,that in one sense they were obliged to do
so because of the heat of the mille owing to the gas and to
the machinery, but he told me that, with that, there was
what we might expect, a want of modesty, to say the
least, which we would be sorry to see in this country, or to
believe tbat any of the factory girls of Canada would
be destitute of, as it appears they were. When they went
into the street, he said, they were not only noisy, but rough
and rude in their manners, and they attempted to attract the
attention of every passer-by. Thank God, our factory system
has not yet produced such a state of things in this country,
but we know that history repeats itself, and I warn this
House that, if some provisions such as are made in this Bill
are not carried into effect and made law, and that law string-
ently carried out, we muet have in this country, and before
very long, the same state of things amongst the factory classes
that exists in England to-day. I might point to you as model
mills, not because I live in Cornwall, to the two great cotton
mille there. I might ask you to go with me and see how
cleanly they all are, see how carefully the evils which I
have spoken of are provided against, the electrie light which
gives forth no heat, the floors as clean as it is possible to
make them, every invention that ean be used to drive away
dust and moisture, everything that will contribute to the
proper ventilation of the mille, and care even is taken that
the overseers, in the event of their falling behind with their
work, shall not commit that monstrous crime, which is
so often committed in large mille, of adding to the speed of the
machinery and thereby increasing the danger to the workers,
which is so often committed in the United States, and which
existe to an extent that makes workers tremble when they
are obliged to go to places like Fall River, where it is the
oustom, and not the exception, to increase the speed of the
mill for the purpose of making up what they consider lost
time in obeying the 10 hour law. A couple of years sinoe
a large number of the members of this louse visited Corn-
wall on the occasion of the introduction of the light into the
Cornwall cotton factory, and I regretted very much then,
that the visit was made so late in the day that we were un-
able to ask the gentlemen who accompanied us to visit the
principal streets of the town, not only in the factory sec-
tion, but all over it, that they might see the beautiful homes
earned by the factory operatives, the boys and girls, not
only comfortably furnished, but some of them luxuriously,
aven elegantly furnished ; homes that they had earned with
their hard labor, and homes that they had made not only
for themselves, but for their aged parents whom they had
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brought into the town from the country. And I was the
more anxious to do this because it was circulated far and
wide that the factory system of this country was as vicious
as the factory system abroad, and it was believed that our
people were worked sixty-six and seventy hours a week,
whereas they were only worked sixty. But, whilst inviting
them to see these happy and beautiful homes, earned by
these boys and girls, I would also have drawn their atten-
tion to the large number of little ones, far under the age,
little ones that had scarce more than escaped, I may say,
from the mothers' apron strings, who were toiling
from early in the morning until six o'clock
in the evening, and I would have asked them
also, when looking at these little ones, to enquire as to the
wages paid them, and they would have found that these
children-and it is a great temptation to parents, because
of the wages, to send their children to these mills-were
earning from 25 cents to 45 cents a day-the gophers earn-
ing 45 cents a day-and I would have asked them to compare
that with the wages paid in England in the times we speak of,
when the children were worked from long before the dawn
till midnight, when they were neither half fed nor half
clothed, when they were taken there crippled and
were lashed to a bench and foreed to work for ten
pence to one shilling per week, and ourj children are
well fed and well clothed and are earning from 25
cents to 45 cents per day. The factory laws are deserv.
ing of all or a great portion of the credit for this, because if
the same system that existed in England before 1833 had
not been abolished by the factory laws and by the enforce.
ment of them, that system would have been introduced into
this country, and in time our masters would have become
hardened like the masters in England, would have had as
little compassion upon the little workers as they, and would
have taken from them, I may say, the last drop of their blood.
Sir, I could wish that English manufacturers some day
could walk into our Canadian manufacturing towns, partic
ularly upon a Sabbath afternoon, and see these people as
they go abroad to enjoy themselves-see how happy they
look, see how comfortably dressed they are, and sec how
they enjoy themselves, taking their rides in buggies, or, as
is more frequently the case with us, who live on the banks
of the St. Lawrence, taking their pleasure in the boats upon
the river, gliding down mile after mile without very much
exercise, and rowing back in the afternoon, obtaining after
the week's labor an amount of rest, recreation and health
which in no other way could be obtained. Of the erLelties
and the atrocities practised upon children in England, in
the old time, 1 can hardly trust myself to speak. Not paid
enough to keep body and soul together, the parents were
forced to send their children, as I said awhile ago, to the
factories, where they earned from 9d. and 10d to a
shilling per week. Not content with paying that price, the
masters of the mills, in their greed, robbed the schoolhouse
and playground, and, I had almost said, the cradle and the
grave. For they worked the children and the crippled
little ones, as it was proven before a Commission of
-Parliament, and before Committees of both Houses,
during long hours, worked them under the conditions
spoken of by Jules Simon in the extract .I read a little
while ago. The cruelties of the masters, sometimes, I am
ashamed to say-ashamed for my human nature to say-
was exceeded by the cruelty of the parents. Drunken
parents, that they might find means for their debaucheries,
sent their little ones to the mills, forced them there, and when
they were sick or crippled, they carried them there, and if
they refused to work, they tied them to a bench, and during
the long hours they were obliged to work. And why ? That
the monsters, their parents, might live in riot and
debauchery. I spoke a short time ago of the effects of
long hours of labor upon children and upon young girls. I
referred to the injuries that were inflicted upon children in
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the English factories through those long hours of labor.
To a less degree, because of the lessened hours of labor,
these evils exist in this country, as I shall presently show.
There, a child working from before the dawn, as I said, and
until late in the night-the noise of the machinery
and the heat, helped to make him sleep, became
fatigued, and too often human nature succumbed. Sleep
overbore the poor little creature; a hand or an arm slipped
into the machinery, and the limb was torn off. To the
hospital he went, and, if death did not kindly come to
his relief, he escaped but to wander about the country
obtaining his support, seldomer from the crumbs
that fell from the rich man's table, oftener from
the poor man's crust. The life of the factory child
was a terrible one. He was shut out from the light of
heaven. He never saw the light of day except through the
windows of the mill, which were darkened with dust and
cobwebs. For the factory children there was no sunlight
and no starlight, They were confined in Egyptian dark-
ness, and doomed to barbarie ignorance. Their bodies and
their souls had alike the light shut out of them. The
masters grew richer day by day under this system,
and the workers grew poorer. The gangrene gold eat
ont the master's heart. Wealth was worshipped. The tears,
and the sweat, and the sinew of the workers were coined
into gold; the land was filled with paupers, prisons,
graves. Lines of suffering were tightly drawn over every
little face; one and all they wore the factory stamp. Little
human worms they were who spun the factory smoke of
torment with the fuel of human life. For them, there was
no childish glee, no tender prattle, no hours of play. It was
always stint and moil from cock crow until starlight, their
little weari d faces turned sadly up to God. Perhapsone of
the most heartrending pictures of factory life that I have read
is that drawn by a factory worker himself, but it is
long, and it would detain the House too long to read it,
and consequently I shall pass it over. The life of
the peasant and of the operative in England, in those days,
was a desperate struggle with poverty. Gaunt famine not
only stood at every man's door, but had crossed the
threshold. There went up an universal, despairing cry for
bread. By the agriculturist the repeal of the corn laws was
demanded; by the operative classes, education for their
children and shorter hours of labor. Both these demands
were resisted, and there arose an agitation which shook the
very basis of society, and which threatened the destruction
of the Empire. Great and good men set themselves to
work. They espoused the cause of the operative, and in the
end the battle was won. The Factory Act of 1833 became
the law of the land, and from that hour, the condition of the
operative improved. I shall not detain the House by
further references to the evils of the factory system as it
existed in those days, now half a century ago. But, Sir, I
shall call your attention to the benefits which flowed from
this factory law. One of the first and most important
effects of the Factory Act, was to increase the wages, con-
trary to the opinion of the manufacturera, and of the
employers of labor, which was that to reduce the hours of
labor would be to reduce the wages, and this was one of
the arguments they employed to induce the operatives to
oppose factory laws. Mr. David Chadwick has given very
strong testimony upon this point. fie says:

''The common prediction of the opponents of those acts, was that
they would reduce wages, that they would diminish production, and
that the workers would throw away the leisure afforded to them. The
exact contrary has happened -wages and production have increased,
and a very large number of:-lhe workers, at least, have known how to
make excellent use of their leisure."
Mr. Alexander Redgrave, one of Her Majesty's inspectors
of factories, addressing the Congréa International de
Bienfaisance, held in London in 1862, under the presidency
of the Barl of Shaftesbury, quotes figures on this point,
ne Bays:
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"In 1838 the importa of raw cotton amounted to 5,000,000 cwt. ; and]

the exporte of cotton yarns and manufactures was valued at 24,550,000.
In 1860 the importa o raw cotton were 12,419,000 cwt.; the value of
cotton yarn and manufactures exported, 52,000,000. In 1838 there
were 4,217 factories, giving employment to 356,684 persons. In 18601
there were 6,378 factories, giving employment to 775,534,persons."

Another result, however, which is more directly traceable
to protective legislation has been the improvement in the
health of the workers, and on this point I will quote the
opinion of Mr. Robt. Baker, one of Her Majesty's inspectors
of factories, given before the Bradford meeting of the
Social Science Association. He says:

" There were l 1856, and there are at the present moment, employed
within the factories of the United Kingdom 682,517 persons, compared
with 354,684 in 1835. Of these 387,826 are females, compared with
167,696 in 1835; and 46,071 are children between 8 and 13 years of age,
as compared with 56,435. There is a gross increase of workers of 92
per cent.-the increase of females being 131 per cent., and nearly as many
children as there were formerly ; and yet all the diseases which were
specific to factory labor in 1822 have as nearly as possible disappeared.
We seldom or never now see a case of in-knee or of flat-foot ; occasionally
one of light curvature of the spine, arising more from labor with poor
food than from labor specifically. The factory leg is no more amongst
us, except an old man or woman lim p by, to remind one of the fearful
past. he faces of the people are ruddy, their forma are rounded-their
very apparance is a joyous one. What has struck me most is the
wonderfnl change in the condition of the female part of the population
since the passing of the Act. They are now fair and florid, strong and
muscular-not only cheerful but full of fun. Instead of the sharp angles
formerly seen in their figures, all the outlines are well rounded, par-
ticularly at the hips and shoulders. So striking a difference in 25 years
I could not have believed, had I not marked and seen it with my own
eyes.

Mr. Baker quoted the testimony of medical men,
" Who weekly viuit mills, which employ, in the aggregate, upwards

of 70,000 persons, of whom upwards of 40,000 are.females, and 4,500 are
children, and who all testify to the same tact, namely, the almost entire
disappearauce of deformity, and the non-appearance of any other disease
specific to factory labor."

I might quote the opinions of Sismondi, Simon and Marchant
and Baccarat and other high French authorities to show that
the result is the same in France. Another benefit of the
Factory Act is the improvement in the educational condition
of the oppratives. Mr. Redgrave further states :

" The masses have proved themselves worthy of the boon conferred
upon them,; they have not abused the gift; their intelligence has
increased ; their habits have improved; their social happiness has
advanced ; they have gained all, and more than all they expected from
factory legislation ; and they have not been intoxicated wth success.

The death rate, too, has decreased. The life of factory
operatives has been longer since the introduction of the
Factory Act. We have seen them in the year 1832 sinking
under the burden of over-toil, both premature and exces-
sive ; the factory population was below, not above, the
general level of the working class. This condition is now
reversed, and there is no doubt as to the beneficial effect of
the Act in this direction. The condition of the people, as
regards education has been improved. According to Mr.
Redgrave:

" Much might be said of what the operatives have done with their
leisure hours; how evening schools have been frequented; various
mutual improvement societies have been appreciated ; how the Easter
and Whitountide helldays have been spent lu more rational anjeyment
than formerly; how tha intelligence, subordination toauthority, and
the general tone and bearing of the operatives have kept pace with the
advancement of the age."'
And this accords with the testimony of Mr. Potter, who
says :

" No greater contrast of misery and ignorance, comfort and educa-
tion could exist than that shown, for instance, in the district of Black-
burne and 0 alne in 1820 and 1860."

Other authorities give similar testimony on the same point;
but it is needless to occupy the time of the Hlouse longer.
The facts are beyond dispute. The beneficial effect of this
legialation can no longer be called in question. The manu-
facturers themselves have borne the strongest testimony to
it-the Crossleys, the Akrôyds, the Brothertons, who have
frequently spoken of the excellent results which have fol-
lowed the adoption of the Aot, and they have gone so far

as to advocate an extension of the law to other classes of
the community. This consensus of opinion, is a remarkable
result of the Factory Act. And what was brought
about in England was brought about here, to a certain
extent, by bringing before Parliament and submitting
to the people for their discussion and reflection a
Factory Bill. I think I have shown beyond a shadow
of doubt, that such has been substantially the effect
in England of this factory legislation; that so far
from wages having decreased, they have increased; that so
far from the productions of the mills having decreased, they
have increased. The experience of this legislation bas
been and is, that the men working only 60 hours per week,
can produce more than they did under the old system of 16
or 18 hours a day. Not only is the production greater, but
the work is better, and in both respects, the employers of
labor have been largely the gainers. I have already
adverted to the marvellous advances made in
various industries by English artisans since 1833,
as the result of the factory system of that year.
The social progress and improvement of the working classes
is very striking, and I would point to the varions mutual
and benefit societies and the protection societies which have
been èstablished by the factory operatives since those days.
Before the passage of the Factory Act they had few or no
associations of the kind. Now they have their Sunday
schools, they have their benefit societies, they have their
friendly societies, their building societies, their working-
men's societies, their cooperative associations; they have
their insurance societies, their savings' societies, their work-
ingmen's colleges, their reading rooms-they have every-
thing that goes to educate the children and make them
equal to the artisans of any country in the world, and they
have taken advantage of them in a way which is a credit
to the factory classes of England. I do not propose, Sir,
to make any attempt to prove the necessity of education to
the children of the laboring classes. It would be an insault
to the intelligence of the flouse. We know, Sir, that if
children be permitted to grow up in ignorance, if
lessons of morality be not carefully instilled in their
youth, we know what the state of their man-
hood and their womauhood must inevitably be.
We know, Sir, it hbs been said, and said truly, that ignor-
ance is the great recruiting sergeant for the army of crimin-
als, and, Sir, we should take warning; we should not allow
the children of the working classes to grow up in ignorance.
A great number of them, however, are now growing up in
ignorance, because of the long working hours. Children
from ten years up to thirteen and fourteen and fifteen, are
working in our mills from half-past six in the mornings
until half past six in the evenings, with an hour's inter-
mission at noon for dinner. la it to be supposed-can it be
believed for one moment, that children who have worked
during a long winter day, or worse still, during a long
summer day, in the mill, can be in any condition to attend
the evening school; and, Sir, I know from the parents of
these children, that when they attempt to teach them the
Christian doctrines, to teach them their catechisms on the
Saturday afternoons or the Sunday afternoons, the little ones
fall asleep when they are talking to them, owing to the
fatigue of the past week, and they are not able to toach
them. Sir, this is a terrible condition of things. I
regret that I do not see my way to ask the House
to prohibit, as I said before, the employment of children
under sixteen years of age. I trust, Sir, that I have not been
understood in the remarks Ihave made as having condemned
the manufacturera as a body. I think I have endeavored
carefully to guard myself against that, and perhaps the best
evidence 1 can give that I do not so intend is that the hon.
gentleman who is to second my motion for the second read-
ing of this Bill is himself a manufacturer and employa a
large number of children, But I do condemn the system as
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it existed in England, and I condemn the system as it exists
in this country, which enables the masters to employ child-
ren at an age so early that it is impossible for them to
obtain any education. I showed you, Sir, how steeped in
ignorance, years ago, the factory classes were in England,
and I contend that the saine result will be brought about
here unles we pass this law. I told you, Sir, at the outset,
that the factories of this country had not yet developed very
many great evils. I told you, Sir, at the saie time, that
we were dealing with the first generation of factory workers;
and I would remind you that the first generation of factory
workers who have been educated by their parents, and that the
evils against which I have spoken are evils which will ensue
in the generation of children now being employed, who have
not had the opportunity of education, and that if we grow
up in Canada a generation of ignorant children, without any
education, without any knowledge of the Christian doctrines,
that we are bringing up in our midst a class which will be
most dangerous to the community, a class which will
marry and bring into the world the saine class to be worked
from the saie early age until manhood and womanhood,
as this class is being now worked, and so it will go on
generation after generation increasing in ignorance, increas-
ing in degradation, increasing in everything which would
be a shame to the country, and for these reasons it is noces-
sary that we should have the children of this country
educated; and if there are no clauses in this Bill providing
for education, it is because education has been com-
mitted entirely to the Local Legislatures, and it would be an
infringement upon the rights of the people of the Provinces
to pass any law prescribing any particular hour or manner
or form or systen of education. But if it be found that
not employing children up to 13 years of age we have not
given them an opportunity of being educated, or have
not given them a sufficient opportunity, why, Sir,
we can amend this Bill hereafter as experience may
dictate, and increase lhe age from 13 to 16 or
18, and I know there is sufficient manhood in the
hearts of the masters of this country, to sacrifice a
lititle of the profits they might otherwise gain, to the inter-
ests of the working classes employed by them. I told the
House that these evils did not attain their growth in a day
or a year, but that un less provided for by legislation, as I
have just said, they would attain their growth. And, Sir,
to show to you by an example near at home, an example in
our own day, and an example at our own door, the evil
effects of the employment of these young persons and these
women, I shall ask your attention to some extracts from the
most able reports made by the factory inspector last year
and the year before, of the State of New Jersey, and, Sir, it
proves that in this factory system, history repeats itself.
There are over 15,000 young children and young women
employed in the mille and factories of the State of New
Jersey. There are 8,000 mills of different kinds in that
State. The report says:

" The evils of cbild labor in all our manufacturing and business cen-
tres are painfully apparent. The sad results are to be seen in the faces
and forms of the young children. Old faces and dwarfed fermas are the
offapring of the child-labor system. Ohildren who spend their lives
amid the dia of machinery, and who are kept long hours on the tread-
mill of our stores, at the sacrifice of their health and education; and
yung girls of tender years who stand ten or twelve or fourteen hours at
loomsand counters cannot develop into true mental or physical man-
hood or womanhood. I have noticed young girls in our manufacturing
aud business districte, many of tiem under sixteen years cf age, emplyed
in vielation ef the ton-heur lsw, who are physical wrece, through eover
work. Child labor bas increased in a greater ratio than adult labor,
and the wages of parents and adulte have sadly diminished, and in too
mauy cases tiie parents bave been unable te maintain their homes
without the earalugs otheir tender offspring. Tiiteudeacy t buy
cheap labor, no matter how injurious its eflects upon society, I regret
to say, seems to prevail, and child labor is, therefore, eagerly sought
after.... That sch a diagraceful state of things should exist towards
the close of the 19th centuryand that at a time when improved machinery
las deve&oped our produzmg power to a marvellous extent, is not tocur
oredts aa ple. One would imagine that with the proment mean of
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production, the labor of children under fifteen years of age, would be
entirely dispenaed with, and the toil of adulte considerablylightuned.
La a country where life isjeo intense, as it je in this, where so much ls
expected to he done in a little time, childhood and youth should be a
time of free physical growth. But, instead of such being the case, we
find childhood to be a period of long, killing drudgery for the ehildren
of the working people. This will continue to be the case, no matter
how many labor laws we may have on our Statute Books, so long as
these laws are wanting in adequate enforcement clauses; witfhout
such clauses they are a mockery and a delusion."

In his report for 1884, I may quote sometbing more to the
same end :

" The evils of child labor, child ignorance and female labor for long
hours in factories, are so well known that it is unnecessary for me in
thie report to enter into a review thereof. New Jersey bas, by its lawe
of 1883 and 1884, declared against child slavery, and recognised by its
education provision that 'ignorance is the curse of God, knowledge
the wings wherewith we fly to heaven.' Butin order that our State may
not take too much credit for its benign legislation, and -believe that it
bas don. enough, it may be proper for me in this report to quote the
opinions of some eminent persous and papers on children, child educa-
tion and female labor."
Speaking of the education and employment of young per-
sons, Colonel Carroll D. Wright, of the Massachusetts Labor
Bureau, in his report of 1874, said:

" Personally we believe in the extremest legislation in this direction,
and, could we have the power given us, we would not allow a girl
under 16 years.of age to be employed in any kind of a factory or work-
shop. If she could be free until the age of 20, mankind would be the
gainer."
In 1875, Governor Gaston of Massachusetts, cordially
approved of the law limiting the work hours of minors and
women to ten per day, and, towards the conclusion of an
elaborate address, said:

" In manufacturing communities, instruction cannot be properly or
safely neglected. The necessity of the pupil and the public interest
alike, demand that those whose inheritance is that of labor, shall have
both the time and opportunity for instruction which shall give to labor
intelligence and consequently increase value and compensation."

Governor Washburne, of Massachusetts, and Dr. Robert
Collyer, of New York, speak in the saie way. The National
Federation of Trades and Labor Unions of North America
and Canada goes further, for it declares :

" Children should be kept from manufactories, workshopsand
mines. Our children should be superior to the present generation."

Mach as I should regret that we should be compelled to
exclude children from the factories, yet, if it be necessary
in order to give them that moral and Christian education,
which I fear we cannot give them at the early age of ten
or twelve years, I would say keep the children out of the
factories; for, as Senator Titus, of New York, says, and
I fully agree with him:

" It is the just duty of the State togive its child-eitizene such a moral
-and intellectual education as will fit them to intelligentIy discharge
the duty which devolves upon every man of a free republie.'

I say, Sir, that is the duty of the State, where it can do so
without interfering with the rights of the parents, And
this brings me to another objection which has been made
against this factory legislation, and it is the last objection to
which I shall refer. It is said that by probibiting the
employment of children at any age or at-any time or in any
manner, we are interfering with the private rights of parents,
and are infringing upon theiBritish North America Act which
give the sole control of private righis to the legislatures
of the Provinces. Now, Sir, I am willing to go as far as
any man in Canada in support of the rights of parents. It
is in me, as it has been from the beginning, a strong opinion
that any law which interferes with the rights of parents, or
with the control that they ought to exercise over their chil-
dren, is a law whicn ought to be resisted. This, Sir, is the
doctrine of the Holy Church whose member I am; but that
church also teaches that when the parent, in the exercise of
his authority, abuses it, and orders his child to do that
which will injure him in mind or in body, that child, if he
has come to the age of reason, je not only not bound.to
obey, but it is his dnty to resist. He is not to bey the
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parent who directs him to commit a crime, or to do that
which will injure his body or his soul. And, Sir, in this
connection, I say that when a child is ordered by a brutal
parent to work when unfitted for work and too young for work
the State stands in loco parentis, and has the right to prevent
that parent from abusing the authority which God gives
him over his child. 'There is much more, Sir, which I
would like to say upon this question, and I think much that
it would be of advantage to those who have not studied the
question to hear; but I have already trespassed very long
upon the patience of the House, and there are many others
who, I understand, propose to follow me in the discussion
of this question. Therefore, I shall close here. I feel
warmly and I have spoken warmly upon.this question; but
I feel that the welfare of the industrial classes of this
country depends upon our action to-day. I know, Sir, that
many of the evils which attended upon the English system,
will creep into ours if not provided against by legis-
lation. The future of the children is in our hands;
they appeal to us for protection, and I feel that that appeal
will not be in vain. As I said before their health, their
life, their faith and their morals are at stake, and they ask
us to give them all the aid and all the assistance which it is
in the power of this Parliament to give. That the factory
boy may grow up strong and vigorous, full of life and health,
a good Christian and a good citizen and a valuable member of
society; that the factory girl may grow up an intelligent
and a virtuous woman, a true wife and a loving mother of
healthy children, devoted to the duties of her station; that
they may, both boy and girl, not be killed through over
work, that they may not grow up puny and delicate and
dwarfed in mind and body, that they may not, through
cupidity on the part of their masters, be maimed or crippled
for life by machinery, that their lives may not, through
the lack of proper precautions, be endangered by fire;
that they may not in any other way be victims of the want of
care and forethought on the part of their superiors, that they
may not become victims of the moloch gold, as was the case
in England; that they may not become holocausts on the
altar of mammon-these are among the objects of this Bill.
That it may not be said of Canada, as it was said of Eng-
land, and too truly said, that the wheels of ber industriesi
are driven by the heart throbs of her little children-that1
no such wail may go up from Canada's children to-day asi
went up from England's children before the passage of thei
Factory Law, depends upon this Parliament. Sir, the snows
of winter are fast melting away; the earth will soon be
clothed green, there will be bud and blossom and leaf1
on every tree. the air will be filled with the music of the1
birds, and the flowers will be forth in all their beauty,
and smiling in their mother earth's old face will say all
her children should have happy hearts. What more appro-
priate season than this springtime to give to these little
toilers the boon they crave, and thus build for ourselves a
monument with passionate heart's of love for corner stones.

Mr. SPROULE. I think the hon. gentleman who hasi
introduced this Bill deserves not only the thanks of everyi
philanthropist in the country, but the thanks also of a very(
large portion of the community who are comparativelys
helpless. At the present time, when our manufactures arec
as yet in their infancy, it is specially important that a
stringent factory law be introduced, so that the evils com-f
plained-of, may not be allowed to grow to such an extent1
that vested rights and other considerations may be given asN
reasons why they should not be removed. If we take intot
consideration the deterioration of physical life and strength,e
the consequent great loss to the nation in the reduceds
ability of our laborers to perform their work, through the-
violation of the laws of hygiene and labor in the fatories,C
the importance of this measure is but too apparent. I haveç
here a work written by the Rev. Joseph Cook, who, I
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believe, is inferior to none at the present time as a thinker
or a writer on this question, and into which, in his work on
labor, has gone very extensively and exhaustively. He
gives, as a result of his examination, a comparison showing
the large amount of loss to the country through the evils of
lax factory laws. He says :

"In Massachusetts, duringthe seven years from 1865 to 1871, 72,700,
says Dr. Jarvie, 'died in their working period.' In the fallnesu of life
and in the fullness of health, they would have opportunity oflaboring for
themselves, their families and the publie, in all 3,600,000 years.

And this largely attributable, ho says, to the disposition of
factory proprietors to take the longest hours of labor and
the greatest amount of work out of those who are laboring
at a time when their physical strength is least able to
endure it.-

" But the total of their labors amounts only to l,700,000 years, leaving
a loss ot 1,900,000 years by their premature deaths."
Dr. Cook goes on to say that in any factory legislation it is
extremely important to discriminate between the kind of
labor suited for males and that suited for females, as the phy.
sical nature of each is not the same. Eminent physiologists
tell us, that the proportion of the strength of the two coin-
pared, might be represented as 16 to 26; yet, notwithstand-
ing that fact, the custom of the country has compelled both
classes to be employed in the same kind of work during
that period of life when there is the greatest difference in
their physical strength and endurance; that is, they are
compelled to work at a kind of labor for which physiologi-
cally they are unfit. The eminent writer goes on to say :

" There is an establishment in Boston, ownei and carried on by a
man, in which ten or a dozen girls are constantly employed. Each of
them is given, and is required to take, a vacation.of three days every
four weeks. It is scarcely necessary to say that their sanitary condition
is exceptionally good and that the aggregate total amount of work
which the owner obtains is greater than that when persistent attend-
ance and labor are required.'

He endeavors to impress on those who are legislating in
the interests of factory operatives, the great importance of
introducing those changes, or, at least, of making such laws
to compel factory owners to allow certain classes of their
operatives to enjoy a few days rest periodically during the
year, and he says the aggregate number of hours of labor
during the year, collected from those who have adopted
this principle, bas given the very clearest proof that the
results have been very beneficial. Again ho takes very
strong ground as to the right of allowing boys and
girls to be employed at the same kind of labor.
The hon. member (Mr. Bergin) spoke at some leugth,
and I think very eloquently and correctly, in reference
to the anatomical construction of the different sexes.
And in reference to the physiological changes that take
place at certain periods in life that, if there ais a difference,
there ought to be a difference in the kind of labor at which
they are employed and this ought to ho understood, so that
those who are engaging children very largely are not, from
year to year, violating those laws of nature in a way which
must ultimately result in the roduction of the strength of
the individual and the degeneracy of the race. It is of the
utmost importance, at this time in the history of our
country, before the manufacturing operations have grown
so large that it would be difficult to pass any Bill, from the
opposition it would receive from manufacturers, to intro-
duce a very stringent factory law. Again, it is important
from the fact, that we find that manufactories are growiug
up very rapidly in the last few years, and as time advances
we must expect thom to increase. It is especially impor-
tant, when we consider the carelessness of those who are
employing young children who, at that time of life, are
scarcely responsible for what happons to thom, and those
who are at the same time allowing the looseness which is
characteristic around these factories, in the preser-
vation of the dangerous machinery which is in operation
at every hour of the day. It is especially important too,
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considering the degeneracy of the health and strength that
must result from the want of carrying ont proper sanitary
regulations in these factories, and it has been found in Eng-
land and other countries which are engaged largely in
manufactures that a stringent factory law has been one of
the causes which have brought about this improvement in
the condition of the operatives, which bas made it hundreds
per cent, better than it was years ago It lias also brought
about those benevolent societies which have induced the
operatives to continue their work through life and have
provided for them in old age and sickness. It has also in-
duced operatives to cooperate with the manufacturers
themselves on the principle of cooperation, and the result
has been the improvement that bas been made not only in
machinery but in sanitary regulations and carefulness in
the guarding of machinery, the separation of the male and
female, and as to the periodical seasons of rest that should
be enjoyed, as to the reduction of the number of days' labor
in the year, all these things have been largely attributable
to the factory legislation which was introduced years ago
In England and in Germany, and lately in the United States.
I think, if we gave the subject that attention it deserves,
and would consider, as the Rev. Joseph Cook says, the
number of years of valuable labor that is lost to the country
through the early or premature deaths of those operatives
who have beeh virtually worn out before they come to
years of maturity at all, it would be a strong argument why
a Bill of this kind should be introduced. I think we should
remember also the tendency to degeneration of the species
from the fact that, with half the operatives in some of the
towns where these regulations are not as stringently carried
out as they ought to be, or in some States where the
factory laws are not so advanced as in others, the degen-
eracy of the human species is such, that large numbers of
those engaged in factory labor is dependent upon others for
their support at that time of life when they ought to be
enjoying the greatest strength of manhood or womanhood.
I have only been disappointed that the hon. gentleman who
lias charge of this measure did not force the Bill through
earlier, so that improvements or amendments could be made
from year to year as the circumstances or the necessities
required, and I think, when it is passed, we shall find in a
short time the beneficial effects that must follow from it, and
that many amendments may be made in it, in the interests of
that class who have no power to redress these evils which
are tending to sap their constitutions and weaken their
healtb in the vigor of life. In reading over the Bill for a
single time, it appears to me that there are many other
clauses or many other regulations that might be introduced
that would be beneficial; but I presume that, like all other
measures, it cannot be expected to embody in itself perfec-
tion the first time, and I have no doubt it contains very
many valuable clauses that, if carried out by factory
inspectors, if carried out by those men who take an interest
in this subject, if carried out by manufacturers them-
selves, and if carried out in the interests of the operatives
of the growing industrial class of the country, must result
in great good, so that I think every hon. member in this
louse will feel prond in after years of having assisted in

carrying through such important legislation in the interests
of a class of humanity that are not able Lo lorislate for their
own wants.

Mr. MILLS. This measure is one of very great import-
ance. It is a measure in which a very large number are
interested, a measure on a subject on which legislation, in
every country where there are manufacturing establish-
ments, is required, but it is a measure which I think does
not fall within the constitutional functions of this Legisla-
ture. It proposes to deal with a subject which, the Pro-
vinces hold, falls within their jurisdiction. Ontario las
already enacted a law similar to that proposed by the Bill

Mr. SPEOULE.

before us. The Legislature of Quebec is, at this moment,
considering the question, and will no doubt enact a measure
before its Session closes. It is useless to deal with a sub-
ject that lies beyond our jurisdiction. Those interested in
legislation of this kind, desire it at the hands of those who
have the power to enact it. They do not want a lawsuit
instead of legal protection. This Bill regulates the employ-
ment of children, young persons, and women, in mills and
factories. It aims at protecting their health and morals.
It says that their hours of labor are longer than is desirable ;
and it proposes to regulate contracts between employer and
employed. I look at the interpretation clause, and I find it
defines a child, as a person under thirteen years of age. The
Ontario law says achildlis a person underfourteen yearsofage.
This Bill defines a young person to be one between thirteen
and eighteen years. The Ontario law defines a young per-
son to be one between fourteen and eighteen years of age.
This Bill forbids any young person or woman remaining in
the factory room duriug the hours allowed for meals.~ The
Ontario law does the same thing. This Bill contains pre-
cautionary measures for the purpose of greater safety to
the employed. The Ontario Statute does the same thing.
It declares, in the matter of contract, that certain days shall
be regarded as holidays. If we have the power to enact
these provisions in favour of the laborers in factories, we
have it to regulate the hours of labor in the shop and on the
farm. We were mistaken when we declared that a Sabbath
Observance Bill was outside our legislative authority. The
provisions of this Bill are very far reaching, because, if it
is properly before us, we may claim jurisdiction, not only
over the -relations of employer and employed, but over the
whole subject of property, except its transfer, and over all our
civil relations. The question which we have mainly to consider
in connection with the Bill before us, is a question as to the
location of the police powers. These powers, in their
widest sense, embrace the laws relating to public health and
morals, and the protection of one individual against possible
injury by another. They are based upon the maxim, Sic
utere tuo ut alienum non loedas. They assume that the
interests of the members of a community are varied,
and those of one man may not be consistent
with the well-being of another. A system of
police is a system of precautions. It embraces a
region of legisiation within the domain -of civil rights,
which lies contiguous to the criminal law. Police legislation
ends where the general criminal law begins. It is regula-
tive, and is intended to prevent offences, to preserve order,
to protect property and health. Police regulations deal
with property and civil rights. They impose restraint upon
personal freedom. They subordinate the interests of the
few to the general well-being. Under our system of govern-
ment, these regulations are largely carried out through the
agency of municipal institutions. Police legislation has to
do with the establishment of markets, with the regulation
of market fees, with the preservation of the peace. Under
it, provision is made for the use of thoroughfares. Lt says
how a person using a highway or street shall drive, which
side he shall take so as to avoid collision, and so as to enjoy
the largest measure of freedom without interfering with the
freedom of others. It provides for the prevention of fires
in towns and cities, and for their extinguishment when they
arise. It authorises the destruction of buildings and private
property to prevent the spread of a conflagration. Lt adopts
precautions against the introduction of contagious diseases,
and it seeks to confine them when introduced. All those
regulations which a community find it necessary to make in
order to prevent one man from interfering with the comfort
and well-being of another in the use of that freedom which
the law allows him, are police regulations, and are a part of
that department ef jurisprudence embraced within the divi-
sion, designated-" Property and Civil Rights." This
regulative power known as police, is largely incident to other
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powers. What we are called upon to consider is, whether, in so legislating. The punishment and penalties which a
lying, as it does, on that side of civil rights adjoining the Local Legislature may find it necessary to enact, are part of
criminal law, we have here the power of shifting it within the Provincial Criminal Law, and there is nothing in the
the domain of criminal jurisprudence. My contention is constitution which forbids the Legislature of a Province
that we have not. I maintain that these regulative powers f rom declaring that certain offences against its authority,
are an essential part of our civil rights. We have but to are crimes. A crime is sometimes defined to be a violation
look at the etymology of the word Civil, and to its use, to of law, to which a penalty is attached ; and the consti-
discover the essential idea which it represents. We dis- tution expressly authorises Provincial Legislatures to enforce
tinguish between the man who is a savage and ourselves, by their authority by fine, penalty, or imprisonment. Let me
the use of the word civilised. The one, has bis conduct and suppose that a Local Legislature declares, that keeping open
actions, in bis relations to others, regulated by law, and the bar on polling day, shall subject the offender to fine and
other bas not. Bouvier, in bis Law Dictionary, gives as imprisonment. No one questions its authority. But suppose the
the legal definition of Civil, roduced to Order and to regu- Local Legislature of a Province declares that the party who
lar government. All those ordinary regulations upon which keeps an opon bar on polling day shall be guilty of a mis-
the State rests, are embraced within Property and Civil demeanor, and shall be subject to fine and imprisonment.
Rights. Why do we say in what way a public thorough- Can it be seriously argued that they may not so characterise
fare shall be used ? What shal obe done to protect the the offense ? Can it be supposed that they may not use
public health ? What to preserve the public morals? technical terms, so long as the meaning attached to them,
What obligations between man and man the law will does not in fact claim a greater authority than they possess ?
enforce ? It is for the purpose of defining civil Have they a right to legislate on the principal subject ?
rights, to mark their limits-to preserve peace and Have they a right to enforce their legislation by the penalty
good order, and to see that one man, in doing as ho pleases, and punishment they propose to employ ? If so, the juris-
does not please to interfere with the property, health, diction is theirs ; and this Parliament cannot interfere
comfort or freedom of another. Under our Federal system, because the Province may call the offense a crime. That
the criminal law and criminal procedure are placed under thing which the constitution expressly authorises a Pro-
the juriadiction of this Parliament, but it is limited and vincial Legislature to do, great judges and jurists have called
restricted by other provisions of our constitution. It doos a crime. How thon, can it be said such a body cannot legis-
not here embrace every offence committed against the law. late upon the subject ? No jurisdiction can be conferred
It is not used bore in its most comprehensive, nor in its upon the Federal Parliament in this way. This Parliament
most restricted sense. Crime, says Blackstone, generally cannot croate for itself jurisdiction over a civil right,
denotes an offence of a deep and atrocious dye. Acts of an by making a violation of civil regulations criminal.
inferior degree of guilt are denominated misdemeanors. We look not at the penal provisions, but at the principal
Criminal law in section 91 of the British North America subject matter, to settie the question of jurisdic-
Act bas a more comprehensive meaning. It embraces tion. What do the promoters of this Bill pro-
those wrongs committed against society which are pose to do? They propose to make regulations for the
in themselves bad, and which are prosecuted and preservation of the health of those who are employed in
punished in the name of the Sovereign. It was workshops and factories-to limit and define certain civil
never intended to embrace within the limita of rights. They propose to deal with the relations between
criminal law, as bore enumerated, those police and muni- the employer and the employed. This is as much a matter
cipal regulations which are established for the purpose of of civil right, as the relation between attorney and client,
promoting morality, decency and good health. The loca- physician and patient, guardian and ward, or parent and
tion of these powers is a matter of history. They have, child, The object of this Bill is to define and regulate
with us, been uniformly entrusted to municipal autho- this relation. It states the obligations of the employer to
rities. We, so far as the Province of Ontario is concerned, the employed, and it enforces these obligations by fines and
find the Municipal Act of 1866, makes police provisions, penalties. It interferes with the freedom of contract. I
and no city or town could get on without them. Our Con- do not complain of this interference, I do not say that
stitution provides that property and civil rights in a this is not a proper subject for interforence and regu-
Province, shall be under the exclusive control of the Pro. lation, but I say, that we are not the parties who are
vincial Legislature. It provides for the imposition of pun- authorised to interfere. Upon what principle or theory do
ishment by fine, penalty or imprisonment, for enforcing any we propose here to legislate ? A court of equity interferes
law of the Province made in relation to any where the parties do not stand upon a footing of equality,
matter coming within any of the classes of subjects under where the one may unduly influence the action of the other.
Provincial control. It bas charge of municipal institutions. Upon this principle the law regulates the charges of cab-
If it can be shown that regulations made relating to factories men. If you arrive at a station, and there is only one cab-
fall within its domain, it does not at al follow that because man there, he cannot charge you $5; the State stops in and
it is necessary to enforce their observance by penal pro- interferes with the freedom of contract. It fixes certain
visions, that it ceases to be under the exclusive jurisdiction responsibilities upon common carriers. Upon these princi-
of the Province. One would suppose from some of the pies the Imperial Parliament subjected the contracts
observations made in reference to criminal law, that a between landlords and tenants in Ireland to judicial super-
different rule of construction was to be applied to this sec- vision. Now, if we bore interfere in this matter, it is not
tion of the Constitution, from that which is applied to the to create a crime, but to regulate the civil relations of
other clauses. They regard criminal law as a kind ofsacred parties, and to define their civil rights and responsibilities.
enclosure into which a Provincial Legislature bas no power We may, with the same propriety, define the relation between
to enter. The provisions of the Constitution are an enumera- farmer and farm bands, between master and apprentices.
tion of powers. It debes not deal with definitions; and There is no relation in civil life that is not equally under our
this particular provision can only be regarded as exclusive, control. A Provincial Legislature may regard factory
to the extent that no portion of the criminal law is carved legislation as of immense consequence. It may seek to
Out of it. A Province may find it necessary, in secure the most perfect obedience to any measure, it may
the discharge of its legislative functions, to make a enact on this subject by making its violation highly penal;
disregard of certain of its mandates, a crime; but it does but because the violation of the mandatory part of the
not by reason of this expediency, lose its jurisdiction over Statute may cause the party to be severely punished, it
the principal subject, nor does it exceed its own authority does not follow that the location of the power to legislate, is
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thereby changed. A penal clause will not transfer the
right to legislate upon a Provincial matter, from the
Provincial Legislature to the jurisdiction of this Parliament.
It is not the subject of crime with which this Bill deals.
This measure, if enacted, would not become a part of the
Criminal law This is a Bill respecting factories; it
relates to the construction of factories; it regulates
the hours of labor; it iestricts employment; it
defines the relation between employer and workmen;
it deals with civil relations. The regulations here
proposed relate to morality and health. The question as to
how a Provincial Legislature ought to regard a violation of
these regulations is a question subordinate and incidental to
the main subject. The constitution authorizes the Local
Legislatures to inflict punishment by fine, penalty or
imprisonment, for the purposo of giving effect to any law
within its own exclusive jurisdiction. Whatever it may be
necessary to do, for the purpose of enforcing obedience to
Provincial law, it can do. There is such a thing as Pro-
vincial Criminal Law. Fine and imprisonment, as here
provided, are not always civil remedies, but Provincial
Criminal Law. Provincial Criminal Law is not a system-
of Criminal Law. It is not a distinct branch of jurispru-
dence. It is always subordinate to some other power. The
use of the word penalty, confers upon the Local Legislature
a wide discretion in the means which it may employ. It may
judge what the penalty shall be, and how it shall be enforced.
In the case of ]Russell vs. the Queen, Mr. Benjamin argued1
that if the Canada Temperance Act related to Criminal Law,
it was Provincial Criminal Law. The Judicial Committee
said:

"No doubt the argument would be well founded, if the principal mat-
ter of the Act could be brought within any of these classes of subjects,
but as far as they have yet gone, their Lordships failed to see that this
has been done,"

What is the rule here laid down ? It is this: That we are to
look at the principal matter of the Act, in order to doter-
mine the question of jurisdiction. What is the principal matter
of this Act? It is the regulation of the relations between
the employer and the employed, in factories. It is the regula-
tion of the use of machinery. It is a matter of police, regu-
lating the civil rights of certain parties, and it imposes
restrictions on the use of property. If it is necessary to make
a violation of these regulations criminal, it must be done
under sub-secsion 15, of section 92, and not under sub:section
27 of sec 91. The principal matter here dealt with ls, not
crime, but the regulation of certain civil relations, and the
uses of certain kinds of property. It regulates the hours of
labor. It restrains the employment of persons under cer-
tain ages. It provides for the protection of parties against
accident by machinery. All these provisions, in my opinion,
it is desirable should be made, but the legislative power to
make them is not vested in this Parliament. The penul
parts of the Bill cannot create for us a jurisdiction. They
are subordinate and incidental to the principal matter, which
clearly falls within the enumeration-property and civil
rights. There would be no end to the confusion that would
certainly arise, if it were in the power of this Parliament
to take over control of a subject, by making any viola-
tion of the law relative to it, a crime. The local legisla-
tures have here exclusive jurisdîction over the principal
matters of this Bill, and they are the sole judges of the
means to be employed for the enforcemient of any law upon
the subject. A local legislature enacts a law relating to the
holding of Provincial elections. That is the principal matter.
It provides, as incident to this, for the purity of elections and
for the preservation of the peace. It provides against stuff-
ing the ballot-box, against itq destruction, against stealing
poll books, against false personation. It may inflict as
severe a penalty as this Parliament can for similar offences
oommitted against its own election law. There is nothing
in the constitution to prevent it declaring some of those
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offences misdemeanors or felonies. It may deal with the
subject of crime as an incident of the power expressly con-
ferred upon it. Just as this Parliament may deal with the
subject of property as an incident of its power to incor-
porate a railway company. It cannot go beyond the proper
incidents of the principal matter. It cannot deal with the
subject of property generally; but it can deal with it so far
as may be necessary to the incorporation of a railway com-
pany. In the same way the local legislature may provide
for periodical electiens. It may determine who shall vote
at those elections, how they shall be conducted, within what
time the vote shall be polled; what public functionaries shall
ho employed, what duties shall be assigned to them, and
what punishment shall be inflicted upon those who disobey
the law-so far local legislatures may deal with offenses-
so far they may croate and punish crimes; but a local logis-
lature cannot deal with crime as the principal matter.
It may say that no liquor shall be sold on polling day; that
every bar shall be closed; and that whoever disobeys these
provisions of the law shall be held guilty of misdemeanors,
and shall be punished specifically as stated. It may pro-
vide for the punishment of riotous proceedings. The local
legislatures are not the helpless creatures that some gentle-
men maintain. An ordinary person may knock down- the
ruffian who assaults him; and can it be supposed that the
Local Legisiature is totally incapable of self-protection or
of securing respect for its own authority ? If it were with-
out power of punishing offenders, it would be the most
helpless body in the world; but the power ùf creating and
punishing crime are expressly given to it; but only such
crimes as arise from disobedience to its exclusive jurisdic.
tion. This Parliament cannot deal with any subject under
the exclusive jurisdiction of the Local Legislature, under
the pretense that it is necessary to make disobedience
to the law a felony, in order to secure its proper
observance. The Local Legislature being seized of the prin-
cipal matter, is the sole judge of the enormity of the disobe-
dience, and of the character of the punishment that ought to
be awarded. Violations of provincial law do not fall within
the domain of criminal jurisprudence, as enumerated in sec-
tion 91. They are expressly excepted. In England it has
been held, that a party may be indicted for the non-payment
of his assessment, and an innkeeper may be indicted for not
receiving a guest; but it does not follow that this Parlia-
ment, by making the failure to pay the municipal taxes an
indictable offense, or the exclusion of a person from a hotel
an indictable offense, could thereby acquire authority to
pass an assessment Act, or a measure for the regulation of
inns. Nor does it follow that it could extend the domain
of the criminal law over offences comimitted in disobedience
to Provincial Legislation, seoing that power to punish such
offenses, is not left to be implied, but is expressly given
among the exclusive powers conferred upon Provincial
Legislatures. Baron Martin in the case of the Attorney
General V. Radtoff, says:

"There are many crimes properly so-called which are liable to be
punished on summary conviction. Sut there are a vast number of Acts
which in no sense are crimes, which are alseo so punishable ; such, for
instance, as keeping open pubhc houses afier certain hours, and a
variety of breeches of police regulations which will readily occur to the
mind of any one. The bringing tobacco into this kingdom is of itself a
perfectly innocent Act; but the requirements of the publie revenue,
which induce the legisiature to impose a very high duty upon the article,
probably render it a matter cf necessity that they who bring it into the
kingdom without payment of the duty, should be subjected to a penalty,
but this cannot affect or alter the intrinsie and essential nature of the
Act itself, and it seema to me that it cannot Le denominaied a crime
according to the ordinary and common usage of language, and the
understanding of mankind.

In this definition the word crime is used in a more restricted
sense than it is in other instances. We must define the
word crime in such a way as not to make one portion of
the British North America Act conflict with another portion.
It is clear that the words "criminal law " in the 91st
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section are not intended to embrace every offense which
may be committed against law, and for which a penalty is
imposed. In the case of the Queen vs. Boardman, Chief
Justice Richards in delivering the judgment of the Court,
said :

" There can be no doubt that it was intended that the Local Parlia-
ment should net only have power but the exclusive right te legislate on
some subjects and to impose punishment, by way of fine and imprison-
ment, for en forcing the laws they may make in relation to those subject.
We think we mnst, therefore, come to the conclusion that when the
Imperial Parliament use the words 'The Criminal Law 'and 'including
the procedure in criminal matters' in the British North America Act,
they did not mean that the Local Legislatore had not the power to legis-
late so as te punish by fine or imprisonment with the view of enforcing
the laws, when such power is expressly given by that Act. The con-
clusion which we may properly arrive at is that they shall have the
exclusive power to legislate in this way in those matters in which
power is net given to the. Local Legislature to legislate."

Mr. Justice Littledale defines the word crime to mean "an
offence for which the law awards a punishment "; but this
definition embraces many offences which the Local Legis-
lature alone can lawfully punish. In Lucas vs. McGlashan,
the Court of Queen's Bench in Ontario decided that where a
a penalty is imposed as a punishment for the violation of an
Act of Parliament, for a public object, and when such
penalty is recoverable in a summary way before a Justice
of the Peace, who may commit the offender to the common
jail until the penalty is paid, the offence which may be so
punished is a crime. lu the case of The Queen vs. Roddy
it was held that tho punishment inflicted for the sale of
intoxicating liquors on Sunday was punishment for a crime,
but this comprehensive definition of crime embraces many
Acts that the Local Legislature has unquestionably the
iight to enact. Sub-section 27 of section 91, gives to the
Parliament of Canada exclusive authority to legislate on
the subject of criminal law and procedure in criminal
matters. The British North America Act gives to the
Local Legislature exclusive authority to make laws in rela-
tion to property and civil rights. One of these provisions
is not more comprehensive than the other. Each, apart
from other restraining provisions of the British North
America Act, might be taken in its widest sense; but we
must look at the Act itself to see whether these
Jprovisions are teobe so taken. We find that the ex-
clusive right to legislate on the subject of property
and civil rights, is limited by the powers relating to
Marriage and Divorce, Interest, Bills of Exchange and Pro-
missory Notes, Bankruptcy and Insolvency, Shipping and
Navigation, being placed under the control of the Federal
Parliament. These are so many special powers carved out
of the grant of exclusive legislative authority over Property
and Civil Rights and vested in the Federal Parliament.
No one can deny that the power to legislate on Property
and Civil Rights, is limited by these special grants. So we
find that by sub-section 15 of Section 92 the exclusive
power to legislate, in reference to crime, is limited by the
special power conferred upon each Province to impose
punishment by fine, penalty or imprisonment, for the
enforcement of its own laws. This principle is clearly
recognised in the case of Pope v. Griffith, decided by the
Queen's Bench of Quebec. In that case it was held that a
Provincial Legislature has power to regulate procedure
affecting penal laws which such legislature has the autho-
rity to enact. In this case Pope had been summarily con-
victed by two justices of the peace, under the Quebec
License Act, for having sold, without license, a quan-
tity of spirituous liquors. le was fined $20 and
costs. He appealed to the Court of Queen's Bench
on the ground, that certain prov:sions of the
License Act were uttra vires, as they amended criminal
procedure-a subject that was under the exclusive jurisdic-
tion of the Parliament of Canada. The appellant admitted
that the Local Legislature had the power to attach a fine,
penalty or imprisonmont for a violation of the license law ;

but that in doing so, it had created a crime, and that all pro
cedure connected with the infliction of punishment for this
crime must be fixed by the Federal Parliament, but the
court held that the Federal Parliament had no power to
prescribe rules for conducting prosecutions under Provin-
cial Legislation. Mr. Justice Ramsay, in delivering the
judgment of the court, said:

"Whatever may be the definition of a crime, I would remind those
who lean too much upon definitions, of their danger. It will not be
denied that in one sense of the word, the Act of which appellant is
accused, is a crime ; but it is equally plain that it is not a crime il the
sense of sub section 21, of sec. 91, of the British North America Act.
Now, if the signification attached to the word criminal, is restricted
when referring to law in this sub-section, why should it be used
in a different sense when applied to procedure? It cannot
be presumed that in one short paragraph, particularly a
paragraph of an enumeration of power, the legislature
should have intended to apply two different ineanings to the same word,
especially when by doing so they would be transferring the legislation
with regard to a purely local matter, to Parliament. The rule is all the
other way. Sub-section 16 of section 92 reserves to the Local Legisla-
ture generally the right to make laws affecting all matters of a merely
local or private nature in the Province. What can be more local than
the procedure ta give force to a local law? If this view be correct it is
not a question of clashing, and the i rovision of section 91 giving supe-
rior authority to the emuneration of the powers of Parliament does not
apply. The powers are perfectly distinct. Parliament makes the laws
of procedure affecting the criminal law which it enacts. Each of the
Legislatures makes the laws of procedure affecting the penal laws which
they enact respectively"

And in the case of Page vs. Griffith the same doctrine is laid
down by Mr. Justice San bora, who, in delivering the judg-
ment of the court, said:

I When the power is given by the British North America Act to the Par-
liament of the Dominion to provide pracedure in criminal matters I under-
stand a reference to be had to the general public criminal law comprised
in the crimnal statutes of the Dominion, and in the common law. This
view is confirmed by the Criminal Procedure Act, which has no refer-
ence whatever to local penal laws, but to laws enforced throughout tne
Dominion."

And in the case of Coté vs. Chauveau, Mr. Justice Casault
lays down the same doctrine. In the case of Keefe vs.
McLennan, the Supreme Court of Nova Scotia held:

" That the Provincial Legislature is entitled to legislate with a view
to regulate within the Province, the sale of whatever may injuriously
affect the lives, health, morals, or well being of the community, whether
it be intoxicating liquors, poisons or unwholesome provisions. If such
legislation is made vont fde with that object aloae, even though, to a
certain limited extent, it should affect commerce.''

1 have made these citations, with the view of showing bow
each of theso enumerated powers is to be defined, in order
to assign to it, its due sphere of operation. These authorities
are sufficient to show that whcre it is deemed necessary to
make disobedience to a Provincial law an offence, the
Provincial Legislature is the proper legislative body to do
so. The Provincial Legislature bas the right to regulate a
market; to make police regulations in reference to slaughter
houses, and butcher shops, in towns and cies. The
relation of the different members of a community to
each other, is a civil relation, and is a Provincial matter.
A Provincial legislatnre may declare that a certain thing is
a nuisanee the abatement of which it may authorise, or it
may confer upon a municipal body power to deal with tho
subject. It may legislate generally on the subject of public
health in towns and cities. It may establish boards of
health. It may adopt a series of measures for the preserva-
tion of the peace and morals of the community, for the pro-
motion of education, for the prevention of crime, and for
the regulation of civil rights. In doing se, it exercises its
police and municipal powers. The criminal law referred to
in the 91st section of the British North America Act is not
precautionary but panitive. It declares certain wrongs
done against the State, or to persons and property, crimes;
and it provides for their punishment. It is not regulative
but deterrent. It does not, in the case Of forgery, undertake
to say when one man may lawfully subscribe the
name of another to an instrument by which he may be
bound. This is wholly outside of its province. It defies
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the wrongful signing, which it makes criminal. The law
which limits and defines rights and liberties, by which con-
flicts and crimes are prevented, even though enforced by
penal sanctions, is not the criminal law enumerated
as such by the British North America Act. The powers
which may, in some degree, be regarded as municipal
p owers can be ascertained from the municipal laws of the

rovinces and from various Imperial Statutes relating to
Local Government, and local boards of health which
indicate the direction in which municipal institutions must
grow, and what other departments of human conduct they
may be made to embrace. These bodies have power to
remove nuisances; to prevent the introduction of disease;
to prevent the spread of disease; to make sanitary regula-
tions; to regulate trades; to make new streets; to determine
the character of buildings which may be erected; to provide
proper drainage; to change the location of a market; to
make regulations with reference to offensive trades; to make
provision as to the structure of the walls of buildings; and
to make the necessary provisions for securing compliance
with its own sanitary regulations. They may insist upon
the drainage of buildings, and upon the right of inspection;
so that the health of the community may not be endangered.
They may require the deposit of plans for the laying out of
streets and in the erection of houses. They may
order houses to be taken down that are in contra-
vention of their bye-laws. They may blow up or
otherwise destroy buildings to prevent the progress
of a conflagration. They may order the destruction of
unsound meats. They may, upon the same principle, regu-
late the erection of factories and workshops, and to sce that
proper provision is made for the protection of the lives, the
health, and the morals of those employed. They may make
laws for the protection of apprentices, of women, and of
children. They may regulate the hours of labor. They
may forbid manual labor on Sunday. They may prevent
the obstruction of highways, punish prize fighting, and
cruelty to animals, because all these are measures dealing
with the relations of the members of the community to each
other, in their civil capacity. They are among the civil
rights which our constitution assigns to the Provinces. I
am opposed to legisiation here, because we have not the
legal authority to legislate. Factory legislation is very
important. The principle upon which it proceeds is, in my
opinion, thoroughly sound; but our constitution assigns to
the Provinces legislative control over the subject, and we
ought not to deceive those who are specially interested, by
professing to do what we have not the power to do legally,
and what would only result in useless and costly litigation.
There is no difference in principle between legislating against
laboring on Sunday, and legislating to forbid parties enga-
ging to work in a factory more than a certain number of
hours on a week day. We have admitted that it belongs to
the Local legislature to say whether the whole community
shall or shall not be allowed to work more than six days in
the week, or not. 1t equally belongs to the Local legisla-
tare to say whether those who are engaged in factories,
shall be allowed to labor more than ten hours n a day. I
think such legislation has proved advantageous, both to the
employer and employed. It is desirable, not because manu-
facturers are hard and exacting, but because all will be
compelled to follow the practice of those who are most exact-
ing; and what is reasonable and proper, in order to be
generally acted upon, must have the sanction of law. I
have no doubt that if the hours of labor wereshortened,i
the community would gain by the result. No doubt a mani
will do more work in sixty hours than in fifty-four, but if hei
labors the ten hours a day throughout the year, it isi
extremely doubtful whether he will do more than if he
labors but nine hours a day; and it is certain thathe will do
less in a lifetime. There will be in his case, les vigor, andj
les intelligence and fower years. It is by the general1
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intelligence of the workingman that new inventions
are made, by which the power of labor is indefinitely
increased. For these reasons, I think, that the subject of
factory labor is deserving of the most careful attention. But
this attention is most demanded at the hands of those who
are authorised to legislate on the subject of " Property and
Civil Rights." To them it belongs and net to us ; and I
trust that nothing will be done to hinder or impode noces-
sary logislation, by raising any dispute upon the question of
jurisdiction, or by undertaking to legislate here. The
subject is placed by the constitution under the exclusive
control of Provincial legislatures, and to them we must
look for whatever legislation may be required. The stand
taken by the Secretary of State, and by the Prime Minister,
shows that they can no longer claim jurisdiction for this
Parliament, but must leave it to be dealt with by tne Local
legislatures, where it rightfully bolongs.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. After hearing the very
able speech made by my hon. friend from Cornwall (Mr.
Bergin), and the very able speech also of the hon. gentle-
man who has just sat down, I must say that it would hardly
be the proper thing to take a vote upn this matter this
evening. Ithink the hon. gentleman who has brought this
measure before Parliament has given very strong reasons
from bis point of view for the Bill as lie has laid it before
the House, but on the other hand the bon. member who las
just sat down has tried to show, and I have no doubt has
established with many, that there are grave doubts, at least
about a large portion of this Bill being brought in its proper
place by being brought into this House. Under these cir-
stances, I think it would be botter for this House to give
time to hon. members to consider and weigh well this
measure and the reasons that have been given on both sides,
and under those circumstances I would move that this
debate be adjourned.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of the
House.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Has the lon. gentle-
man received no further information of the state of affairs
in the North-West ? :

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The news we have recoived
from Battleford-that is, in continuation of the news given
to the House by the FirstMinister to-day-is te this effect:
that a number of Indians who had not gone to the reserve
with the others have been prowling about, and that there
is a rumor which lias not yet been confirmed, and
which I hope will not be confirmed, that an old
man, the repairer of the Governmont telegraph line, had
been killed by these Indians. The other news we had
from the head man at Battieford, shows that the volunteers,
as well as the other parties who have taken refuge in the
barracks, are confident that they can hold their ground and
wait for reinforcements that will reach them at the proper
time. This is the news, and I think the rumors that have been
carried into the House from ontside of very grave events in
that direction are not well founded, at all events the Gov-
ernment have received no news of that kind.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am sincerely glad to
hear it I am sure, but before we adjourn the House will
remember that at six o'clock a question of very great
importance was under discussion as to which one
or two members of this House expressed their opinion.
Now, I cannot reconcile it to my own sense of duty as
a member to let the flouse adjourn without saying, that I,
at least, for my part, regret exceedingly to hear that the
Government did not deem it to be their duty to apply to
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the United States Government for authority to move troops,
if necessary, by the southern route. I fully admit that the
Canadian Pacific Railway have done ail that possibly can
be done, in ail human probability, to facilitate the transport
of our troops; but I do submit most earnestly for the con-
sideration of the Government, that this is no time for false
sentiments or for adherence to red tape or antiquated
etiquette. Every gentleman here knows perfectly well
that, let the Canadian Pacific Railway Company do ail
that mortal man can do, with three gaps, at least, if not
four, between this and Winnipeg, it is utterly impossible
that the Government, by any exertions, can bring their
troops across by the northern shore, in anything like the
time that they might, had they made arrangements with the
United States Government. Now, I am aware that in
former times the United States Government did not, on a
memorable occasion, consent to facilitate the progress of
our troops; but I feel convinced that at present, and more
particularly while there may be going on an Indian outbreak
of large dimensions, the United States Government would
not refuse to afford those facilities. Had it been possible to
have used that southern route, the hon. gentleman knows,
and we ail know, that at least 1,000 troops who are now on
the route from these Provinces, could have been in Winni-
peg to-day-in ail human probability they might have been
in Winnipeg to-day. Now it would be a matter of the very
greatest importance, and it would have added enor-
mously to the strength of our position there, if our
troops could bave been in Winnnipeg this day, and
I say that they might to-day bave been there. I say, also,
that it is quite possible-and I hope the Government will
bear it in mind-that at this season, when a thaw may
bappen at any moment, that the southern route may be very
much the best we can use. I recollect well a few months ago,
in the month of September, crossing over-not this part of1
the route, but the route from Port Arthur to Winnipeg, our
progress was interrupted nearly two days by a severe rain.
Now, the hon, gentlemen must remember, and I think the
country will expect that they should remember, that under
the circumstances, days may mean weeks, or may mean1
months. I wish to impress upon them the importance of1
making the attempt, at any rate. They cannot control the
United States Government, but they can at least enquire
of them whether they will give their consent to take troops
in case of need by the southern route.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I must be excused if I do
not give an answer to the hon. gentleman. The Govern-
ment feel as much as the House themselves the responsibil-t
ity that is resting upon them, but they must be left to their
own judgment in this matter, whether they communicatee
to the House what they are doing or not. There are matters
that we may communicate to the House, and those we do
communicate; but there are others which, though we maya
be pressed to do so by the hon, gentlemen opposite, we muet0
be excused if we do not communicate. They are of such a
nature that it would not be for the publie interest to do so,
and of course we must rely upon the support of Parliament n
in being reticent in this matter. t

Mr. DAWSON. If the news which has been received
to-day is correct, as to the progress of the corps that came E
up from Quebec along the North Shore, the difference in w
time in getting to innipeg will not be very great. It
was reported that the troops reached Heron Bay last night.
Heron Bay is within less than 100 miles of Nepigon Bay, and
with the arrangements made they should get to Nepigon in
les than a day from that place. Once at Nepigon there is le
uninterupted railway communication without any further i
bi eaks clear through to Winnipeg, and away west beyond. r
Now, I do not think the difference in time wili be very great; q
and I think it is a matter of very great importance that these L
troops should have been sent through our own country, and th

not through a foreign country; for many members in this
House will remember that on a former occasion when we
sought to send our troops through the United States,
through a short canal at Sault Ste Marie between the two
great lakes, that canal was shut against us, causing us
immense delay, inconvenience, and expense, in getting the
troops through otherwise.

Mr. BLAKE. Yes, but the state of things is very much
changed since then, as we have it on the authority of the
hon. Minister who has just spoken, for, on the 23rd March
last, ho made this statement in the House:

" On the other hand, I must say that, so far as the relations between
the United States Government and Canada are concerned, the most
amicable relations have existed and exist now. Whenever the United
States Government have wished to cause some of their troops to pass
over our territory for survey, or for some other reason, special permis-
sion has been asked and has been granted, in the same way as the
request has been made, and I have no doubt that, if a similar request
were made on the part of our Government, the same permission would
be given. Of course, there was au allusion made to the time when we
had troops to send to Manitoba, and to the fact that these troops were
not allowed te go tbrough the Sauit Ste. Marie Canal. That may be,
but thingsattal eventhave chaned since that period, and I muet say
that the relations between the two Governments are of the most
friendly nature possible."

Mr. WOODWORTH. The hon. member for South Huron
(Sir Richard Cartwright), and his friends must know that
if the troops went through the United States they would
have to make two breaks, at least, one at Chicago, where
they would have to join the Chicago and North-Western,
or the Chicago, Minneapolis and St. Paul, and thon after they
got to St. Paul they would have to change cars again.
Besides that they would have to go through a country where
there are certainly many secret organisations, and some of
these cranks or crazy mon belonging to them might possibly
attack the troops, which would possibly stir up strite
between this country and the United States, and only make
" confusion worse confounded." With all due deference to
the hon. gentlemen opposite, and without imputing any
improper motives to them, I do think that the Ministry,
composed, as it is, of as able men as there are in
the Dominion, with the solicitude and anxiety they
have, and the hourly consultations that are taking
place-I think the Opposition might at least allow the
Government to act unhampered and witbout unduly criti.
cising them as to the course which they ought to pursue in
a crisis like the present; and let them, as the Minister of
Public Works says, pursue the course that they think best
fitted to put down this unhappy rebellion in the North-
West. Let the Opposition assist thom all they can, and
then if they have any complaints to make against the Gov-
ernment, after the insurrection bas been suppressed, let
them make those complaints here in Parliament.

Mr. BLAKE. While we are assisting the Government
as much as we can, a part of our duty is to assist them with
Our counsel and advice, and that we have given.

Mr. WOODWORTH. The hon. member for West Dur-
ham made a remark to the hon. Minister of Customs lat
night, which is a very significant one. Sometimes the
ender mercies of the wicked are cruel.

Mr. LANDRY. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, before the
House adjourns I desire to call your attention to an article
which has appeared in a Quebec newspaper called Le
Vouvelliste.

Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear.
Mr. LANDRY. (Translation.) I see that the hon.

eader of the Opposition is laboring under an error which
s pretty common, and which is not far from holding me
esponsible for that article. The author of the article in
uestion, after having reproduced and commented upon what
&a Minerve and the Mail say about the probable causes of
.he troubles in the North-West, concludes by a banter aimed
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at one of the members of this House who commands a
battalion which has been ordered to the ·front, and the
writer ends by a sort of insinuation, or a sort of appeal, to
the voltinteers of Quebec, calling upon them to desert the
flag. Mr. Speaker, the fact itself that I now rise to denounce
the article in question must prove to you that I am not the
author of it, and that I entirely disown it; it does not at ail
express my sentiments. Having, myself, the honor to com-
mand one of the rural battalions of that Province, if the
authorities would call me to the front i should be the first
to run to the defence of my country. This article furnishes
me the occasion to answer to a great many charges which
have been brought against me on various occasions. I am
not at all the editor of Le Nouvelliste. It is true, I have a
right to publish whatever I feel inclined to write in that
journal, and I have exercised that right on several occa-
sions. I like to take the responsibility of what belongs to
me, but, on the other hand, I am bound to say that I am
not the editor of that paper. The only right I have is to
insert my writings in it whenever I feel disposed to do it.
I cannot appreciate the article to which I have juast alluded,
except by saying that it is a disgrace to our nationality, and
I think that every man of sound judgment, every man who
loves his country, will be ready to disown it, as I do myself.

Mr. COURSOL. I have had much pleasure in listening
to the remarks made by the hon. member for Montmagny
(Mr. Landry), and if I address myself to the House in the
English language, it is because we know that the article in
question will be translated in the English newspapers. The
article is calculated to do a great deal of harm. It is unjust,
unfair and unwarrantable. If I rise, Mr.Speaker, on this
occasion, it is to protest against such au article and to defend
the honor of two members of this louse, two gentlemen
whom the House respects for their character, for their
knowledge, for their ability, and especially for their inde.
pendence of character. Why, Sir, the paper in question said
that either Mr. Ouimet-I presume it alludes to Lieutenant-
Colonel Ouimet, member for Laval--or Lieutenant-Câlonel
Amyot, member for Bellechasse, were the only two French
members of this iouse who had been called to organise bat-
talions and proceed to the front. Both of those gentlemen
know their duty as soldiers, and they obeyed the command;
and to charge those gentlemen with having private interests
and with acting so as to obtain seats on the Treasury benches,
is to cast a slur, an aspersion on their character; and the
opinion expressed in that paper, that French Canadians
should follow the advice given by it, is injurious to the French
nationality. The French Canadians are loyal. The French1
Canadiaus are prepared to defend their country. They
have done so already, and when a French Canadian becomes
a soldier to defend his country, he is prepared to do it at
any time and at any cost. If those two members left
their seats, Ieft their families, left their homes, left their
business and left everything dear to them in this world to go
to a land far away and expose themselves to ail kinds of
danger, surcly they should not be aspersed and attacked in
this manner in their absence. If Mr. Onimet and Mr
Amyot were here, they could defend themselves. But I
thought it was time to rise in my seat and protest against
such an attack made upon them and defend them.
I thought that the article might cause some harm
if it was not protested against. It may possibly induce
some French Canadian to act in the manner sug-
gested by the paper; but I believe it will not. I
know that from one end of the country to the other, French
Canadians are prepared, at ail times, to be friends of peace,
order and loyalty. I know that whenever a regiment of
French Canadians may be ordered to the front it will go,
and it wMil go willingly and cheerfully and be prepared to
defend the honor of their flag, and, if possible, prevent
bloodshed in other parts of the country. I say so feelingly.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny).

I know Colonel Ouimet personally, I know the battalion he
commands, and I am sure that on all occasions that officer
will do his duty and the battalion will do their duty. I
speak as a brother in arms. I am an old volunteer myself,
and I feel that if my services are required, although my age
mi ght prevent me doing as much as those who have the
advantage of younger years, I will be prepared to go at
once ahd perform my duty.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 11:45 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TnuasDAY, 2nd April, 1885.

The SpEAiE took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PÂYEas.

THE EASTER ADJOURNMENT.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved that when this House
adjourns this day it do stand adjourned until Tuesday next,
the 7th instant, at three o'clock in the afternoon.

Motion agreed to.

ARREARS DUE ARGYLE HIGHLANDERS.

Mr, CAMPBELL (Victoria) asked, Whether it is the
intention of the Goverument to pay the arrears due the
Argyle Highlanders, Military District No. 9, for services
performed at Lingan, County of Capa Breton, in the year
1883, and when ?

Mr. CARON. The Lingan volunteers were called out
under the law in aid of the civil power, the municipality
being responsible for their pay. Under these circumstances
it is not the intention of the Governmen t to pay the amounts
to which the hon. gentleman refers.

CANA DIAN PACIFIC R AILWAY-LEVELS, GRADES
TANGENTS, &c.

Mr. BLAKE asked, With reference to each 100 mile sec-
tion of the Canadian Pacific Railway from the summit of
the Rockies to Moody-what is the number and the aggre-
gate length,-1. Of the levels ? 2. Of the grades from 0
to 10 feet, from 10 to 20 feet, and so on, by gradations of 10
feet, with the average grade ? 3. Of the tangents ? 4.
Of the curves of each degree, with the average curve, and
the total number of degrees of curvature.

Mr. POPE. Of course I have not the information, and it
is impossible to get it, unless the hon. gentleman gives
notice. In any case it could not be brought down this
Session.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY-EQUIPMENT.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the valuation of Intercolonial
Railway equipment given to the House is the cost or the
value at present prices of the property ? Whether it com-
prises anything more than rolling stock ; and, if so, to what
amnount ?

Mr. POPE. It is the cost price, and it only refers to the
rolling stock.

CANADIAN-PACIFIC RAILWAY-DUTIES ON ROL-
LING STOCK.

Mr. BLAKE asked, What amount has the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company paid in duties on rolling stock in each
year since the eontract was let?
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Mr. BOWELL. It is impossible to answer that question,
as the Department keeps no special accounts with importers
as to the number of any articles they may import. If the
hon. gentleman desires to move for the information, I will
send to the different ports and endeavor to get it, but it will
certainly not be obtained in time for this Session.

CUSTOMS POLICE IN NOVA SCOTIA.

Mr. FORBES asked, Who are the Customs detectives or
police for the Province of Nova Scotia ? What provincial
divisions are given to each ? How are they paid, by a
commission or salary ? If by salary, what is its amount and
by whom paid? What are their duties and what are their
instructions ?

Mr. BOWELL. There are no detectives or police in the
Province of Nova Scotia connected with the Customs
Department; consequently, that answers the other portion
of the question.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTII-WEST.

Mr. BLAKE. I would ask the hon. leader of the Govern.
ment whether ho has any further communication to make
with reference to the condition of things in the North-West.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is no other inform-
ation to be given that I am aware of. At Battleford, the
houses outside of the barracks have been raided and plun-
dered of any provisions and food there was in them. The
officers in command at Battleford, saw some of the Indians
carrying off some goods from the bouses. They limbered
up one of their guns and fired a few shots, and the Indians
ran away. There is no communication from Col. Irvine as
yet. I believe the river is absolutely impassable. I received
a telegram from Mr. Dewdney this morning, from Regina,
stating that all is quiet among the Indians along the line of
the railway, and that Pieapot, whose loyalty was more than
doubted at>one time, was with him at the time the telegram
was sent, and was willing to move his Indians south to the
boundary altogether, in order to get outside of the scrape.

Mr. BLAKE. I see in a paper this morning the follow-
ing:

''The Hou. Mr. Royal, member of the House of Commons for the
county of Provencher, starts to-day for the North-West. He is sent
there by the Government on a diplomatic mission to the half-breeds to
enquire about their grievances."

Sir JOHN A. MAC DONALD. Mr. Royal is going up of
his own accord. He told me ho was going during the
recess, that ho might see some of the half-breeds or Indians
whom he knew very well. That was the statement ho
himself made to me, but there is no arrangement of any
kind with the Government.

Mr. BLAKE. Have any arrangements been made for
chaplains to accompany the forces ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not know that there
are chaplains.

Mr. POPE. I think there are some.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Minister of Militia
will be able to answer that question. I know there are
plenty of doctors to attend to the body, but I do not know
that there are chaplains.

Sir RICH ARD CARTWRIGHT. When the hon. gentle-
man spoke of the river being impassable, did he mean both
branches of the Saskatchewan, or which ?

Sir JOEHN A. MACDONALD. I think the south branch.
For instance, at Clark's Crossing the river is quite impass-
able at this moment, I am told.

112

SUPERINTENDENTS OF LETTER CAREIERS.

Mr. CHAPLEAU moved that the resolution (p. 270) to pro-
vide for the appointment of one or more superintendents of
letter carriers be read the second time and concurred in.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does this continue to
give unlimited power of appointment ? I remember that
in the discussion in committee a good deal was said as to
the desirability of fixing the number of superintendents,
and I understood, if my recollection is right, that the hon.
Secretary of State said ho would consider the propriety of
fixing the number.

Mr. CHAPLEAU, The hon. gentleman does not remem-
ber exactly correctly. This resolution is only to fix the
salary. The Postmaster General said ho would probably be
obliged in the course-of the year to appoint one or two.
The number will be mentioned at the time the estimates come
down ; but this resolution is only to say that when they are
appointed the salary shall be higher than $600, which is the
limit of the salary of a letter carrier.

Mr. MULOCK. I think the resolution goes further than
that.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I understand that the resolution goes
further, but when the Bill comes my hon. friend will see
that it will only provide in the schedule what the salary
shall be. There will be no provision in the Bill saying
what number shall be appointed.

Motion agreed to, and resolution concurred in.

CIVIL SERVICE ACTS, 188, 1883 AND 1884.

Mr. CHAPLEAU moved that the resolutions (p. 273)
respecting the Civil Service Acta, 1882, 1883 and 1884, be
read the second time and concurred in.

Mr. MULOCK. I had hoped, after the discussions we
had in the committee, that the hon. Secretary of State
would have seen his way to make some modification of these
resolutions. I took the liberty at that time to make some
suggestions which the hon. Secretary of State expressed
himseolf as approving of to some extent. I thought at the
time that he was sincere; but as for any proofs of sincerity
I do not see that ho has at all modified his policy.
The resolutions deal with a scheme for civil service examin-
ation which I do not think is the best one under the circum-
stances, nor do I think that the cost is as low as is noces-
sary I neoed not trouble the House with repeating the
objections I made before, further than to express my regret
that the hon, gentleman, the Secretary of State, has not
seen fit to adopt any of them. However, in case I should
not then have made mysolf sufficiently clear, I will again,
before it is too late, mention what I think would be the
best practicable scheme for carrying out this work. The
subjects for examination are, I understand, principally
subjects that are taught in the ordinary schools of the
country. It is true a certain portion of the examinations,
such as the examinations for promotion, are not of a tech-
nical character, and the ordinary examiners do not hold
them. This scheme therefore does not getover that difficulty.
With regard thon to the general systom of entiance or
qualifying examinations, I think that a ,cheme such as the
following might be adopted. Let there be one person in,
say, Ottawa, who can act as registrar and will prepare the
questions. Let those questions be sont to several points
and there delivered to the candidate for examination. The
answers given by the candidates and the values of their
answers could be tranemitted to the registrar at Ottawa,
who will make up and promptly publish the results. In
this way the examinations will cost a great deal less and
the result will be made known much sooner. I am
told that it has happened in civil service examinations,
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that months have elapsed before the candidates received
the information as to whether they had passed or not.
That is a very unfair way of dealing with the candi-
dates, and should not be allowed to continue. By adopting
the scheme I have outlined, the results may be made known
in a week from the commencement of the examinations.
I have made enquiries and I find that the examinations last
over five days. Now, if the system I suggest were adopted
and examiners appointed for the time being to conduct
examinations, they would deliver out the first set of papers
the first day, another set the next day, and so on, and they
could proceed each day with the preceding day's papers and
hand in the preceding day's work. So that at the end of
the examination, the examiners would be only one day
behind in the matter of making up the results,
and in two or three days more all the candidates
would know whether they had or had not passed.
I arn sure the Secretary of State cannot justify the
present system, if it is to be continued, so far as the want
of despateh is concerned. To say that it is necessary the
results of the examinations should not be made known for
months after the candidates have undergone examination is
in itself enough to condemn the present system. I hope
the hon. the Secretary of State will be able to review this
matter and will not force his resolutions through in this
way. I would again say a word on behalf of a class of our

p1e who I think, ought to be consideredin this scheme.
î efer to the teaching profession. They are eminently

qualified to conduct these examinations, competent men are
to be found in every part of the whole Dominion. One of
the greatest institutions of Canada is our school system, and
there is not a city, town, or hamlet, that does not to-day
supply a good teacher well qualified to impart instruction
in the subjects for the examinations to enter the civil ser-
vice. A great many of those men who have retired from
the teaching profession are available for this work, and I
think it is due to this great class of our citizens that they
shou:d be recognised in this way, if the publie ser-
vice should not iu any way suffer. On the con-
trary, instead of suffering, it would be greatly bene-
fited by their appointment ; and I cannot approve of resolu-
tions which contemplate the appointment of more permanent
officers in the service of the Government-officers who in a
short time will be applying for more salary and in due
time to be superannuated, whilst by the scheme I propose
there will be no permanent appointment, the examiner
being appointed but for the year. It may be that he will
be reappointed, but he has no guarantee of reappointment.
The examination is not his whole occupation, and thus
there is a means at all times of improving the system, and
there is a guarantee that we will not have fixed, permanent
charges upon the revenue whenever it 'may be deemed
desirable to make a change. On all these accounts, I think
the scheme is a good one for the purpose of examination
and for the purpose of economy; and I hope to appeal to
the Secretary of State to see if he cannot modify his resolu-
tions.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I do not think I can yield to the
requests of my hon. friend, at least to the whole of them.
The system has been established after a long trial and after
a good deal of study on the part of those who before me
were at the head of the Department, and it exists also in
England and the United States. The suggestion of my
hon. friend, that teachers should be selected to be sub-exam.
iners migbt be taken into consideration and I do not
say we will not adopt it. They are a class of
people who deserve to be encouraged, but my hon. friend
must not forget that those sub-examiners have nothing to do
with the correction of the papers ; they have only to louk
after the examination, they have only to see that the
examinations are conducted without any fraud. All the

Mr. M uLoci.

papers are collected without any names attached, being
simply numbered, and are sent to the central bureau where
the number of points are determined acoording to the
efficiency of the officers. My hon. friend suggests that a
different period of the year should be selected for the
examination. I have submitted his suggestion te the bureau,
and I think we might arrange in our regulations so as to
meet his view. As to the system itself, I do net think it
should be changed. I do net believe there -will be any gain,
either in efficiency or in economy, by adopting the system
proposed by my hon. friend.

Mr. CASEY. The on. gentleman, the Secretary of
State, says this system has been established after a long
trial. I do not quite see that the phrase "long trial" can
be applied te the experience we have had of this system in
Canada, for it is only a very few years since it was esta-
blished at all as a preliminary te appointments in the civil
service. I do net sce how they can therefore claim that
long experience las proved the wisdom of the present
system of appointing examiners. He goes on te point out
that what the hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock)
has suggested in regard te school teachers only applies te
the case of those who are appointed as sub-examiners, who
have nothing te do with the preparation of the examination
papers, but have only te do with seeing that the examina-
tien itself is properly carried out. I fancy, however, that
the hon. member for North York intended te suggest that
there are school teachers who are quatified, net only te act
as examiners, but te prepare the examination papers. I
understood my lion. friend from North York (Mr. Mulock)
to state that there were teachers qualified te act as exam-
iners, net merely as sub-examiuers.

Mr. MULOOK. What I meant te say was that one person
can prepare the papers, because of course all the candidates
are obliged te pass on the same set of questions. I do net
care what. you call him; he could act as registrar and pre-
pare the papers. Those papers would be distributed
throughout the country at various central convenient
points, the candidates would assemble at those respective
peints, and there write and hand in their answers te persons
who would preside at those examinations and read these
answers and value them, and make their returns te the
central officer.

Mr. CASEY. It seems I was partly correct only in my
interpretation of what the ion. gentleman said. He means
that the papers should be prepared by one authority but
examined by those who actually conducted the examination at
each place. There might be objections te that plan. It might
be better, perhaps, if ail the answers te questions were valued
by the same person who prepared the papers. There is cer-
tainly no high school teacher, and I believe there are very few
public school teachers, in Ontario at all events, and I do net
suppose the standard is much lower elsewhere, who are net
quite capable of preparing any such papers as were
prepared last year. I hold in my hand the report of the
Board of Civil Service Examiners containing all the ques-
tions which were submitted last year, and I see nothing
lere that is net waLhfin the range of an ordinary publie
school education, I see no paper that a public school teacher
holding a first-class certificate in Ontario could net readily
prepare, and the answers te which he could net readily
value. I think that, in objecting te the plan of my hon.
friend from North York, of engaging examiners for the
occasion, the on. the Secretary of State confuses the idea of a
Civil Service Board with the idea of a board of examiners. He
understands that in England the examiners are permanently
appointed. Speaking now from recollection, for I have not
looked over the reports for a year or two, but speaking from
the last report of c Civil Service Commission which 1 saw,
that is not my recollection. The Civil Service Board in
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England is a permanent establishment, but they do not pre-1
pare the papers, they engage examiners.

1fr. ClHAPLEAU. Here they do both.

Mr. CASEY. Yes, there is the difference. The Civil Ser-
vice Board there does not prepare the papers. Here the
board is charged with the double duty of taking some gen.
eral charge of admission to the service and preparing the
questions for examination. I think the English plan is the
better one.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. And more costly too.

Mr. CASEY. Perhaps it is more costly, and perhaps it is
not. The English Civil Service Board controls the service.
A Minister in England in a corresponding position to that
of my hon. friend could not appoint a sessional clerk or a
charwomau or a messenger about the English Parliament
buildings. All that is done by the English Civil Service
Board. They have absolute control of appointments to the
service,although these appointments are confirmed in the last
instance by Order in Council. No Minister can appoint of
his own motion and without the recommendation of the
board, anybody to the civil service of England, and the civil
service there includes many grades below what we are accus-
tomed to call the civil service iere. So that the board there
have certain duties outside of conducting examinations, and,
if we had a board here performing those duties, and also a
board of examiners, we would have to pay them both a very
considerable salary; but our Civil Service Board here has
really nothing to do except to prepare the examination
papers. I think a very small board, clothed simply with
the power of calling upon this or that distinguished scholar
in the country to prepare examination papers and with the
duty of having these papers submitted to the candidates
and the answers returned to this examiner for consideration
need not be costly, need not be paid nearly as much as it is
proposed to pay the present board. It is pretty well
established, from the facts given now and formerly by my
hon. friend from North York, who has special means of
knowing about such matters from his connection with the
Toronto University, that, by simply engaging some college
professor or high school master, or even some public school
master to prepare the papers and look over the answers,
the examination could be conducted at less expense than it
is now. I think the Government are making a mistake
in not adopting the English system so far as to engage
examiners for the occasion and get the best talent in the
country for what they were able to offer. There are some
other objections to these resolutions, but, as they are to be.
incorporated in the Bill which has yet to pass its second
reading, and can b. better discussed in committee, I shall
say no more about it at present, except to support the pro-
test made by my hon. friend from North York.

Mr. FOSTER. In trying to follow the hon. gentleman who
has just sat down and the hon. gentleman from North York,
I cannot flnd that they quite agree with each other, and
scarcely know what they are driving at. If the hon.
gantleman who has just taken hie seat wishes to have a
board to act as the board does in England, and then to have
examiners to do the duty of examiners in England, that
involves a change in the policy of the Civil Service Act,
which we are not now discussing. If we were discussing a
change in the policy of the Civil Service Act, a change
which would go in the direction of making it even less
political than it is, I should be able to support suggestions
in that lin. a very great length. I believe that the ideal
civil service will b. reached, and will only be reached, when
we have eliminated party politica from, it as far as possible;
but, as it is not upon the policy of the Civil Service Act
that the discussion is taking place, I shal saynothing about
that. There is an objection against appointing local boards

of examiners, these same local boards to have the arrange•
ment of questions-

Mr. CASEY. That was not what was proposed at all.

Mr. FOSTER. Upon which the candidates are to be
examined.

Mr. CASEY. If the hon. gentleman will allow me, it
appears h. did misunderstand my views at all events. I
did not propose to establish local boards of examiners at
ail, but I proposed that the examiners should not be per-
manently appointed, but that the Civil Service Board should
caul upon so and so this year, or the next year, as they
chose, to prepare examination papers, and that the duties of
the board should consist of submitting these to the candi-
dates and returning them to the examiners to be valued.

Mr. FOSTER. Then was it the hon. gentleman from
North York who proposed that the examiners should be
appointed locally and should have both the duty of prepar-
ing the questions and examining the papers ?

Mr. CASEY. Only examining the papere.

Mr. FOSTER. I said at first that I could not quite
catch the drift of the remarks of the hon, gentleman,
but there is this which is an objection to having local
parties appointed and changing the parties for the pur-
pose of arranging questions for the examination of appli-
cants for the civil service, that the kind of questions
that ought to be set for applicants in the civil service
is not such probably as the greater scholars would set
and as those who are engaged in university work or
even in college work would be prone to set. I think
that any board of examiners who attempt to arrange
questions for civil service applicants will probably make
mistakes at first, and it is only by becoming aware of
their mistakes and by making their questions for examina-
tion more fitting the next time that they will come to have
questions in some way proportionate to the needs of the
service and which will form a sufficient test of those who
apply. I believe that a permanent board, taking this
matter up from year to year, seeing each year the defects
which may have become apparent to them from the pre-
ceding year's operations, will then be able to amend their
list until at last they get the questions which are most
desirable. I should also think it well to keep the civil service
examiners as far as possible removed from local influences,
so that they would be relieved from even the suspicion
of being liable to favor certain localities. I do not mean
favoring certain localities designedly. But you take for
instance a man in an educational institution in a certain
Province; he perhaps las been the teacher or the professor
or the tutor of a great many men who may come up; his
teaching runs in a certain direction and this may very well
make it easier for those in his locality to understand the
drift of his questions and to answer them far better than
those who have not been accustomed to his teaching. I
think if we keep them from these local influences we will
avoid suspicion of favoritism; and we will avoid that other
difilculty which I have mentioned and which will put those
from other localities at a disadvantage. 1say again, as I said
at the beginning, that whenever a well devised scheme shall
be put forward tor removing the civil service of Canada as
far as possible from party and political inflaences, I Shalh b.
ready to give my voice and vote in favor of it. I consider
the patronage which is thrown upon persons in Parliament
in connection with these official appointments, s always an
injury to the persons themselves and is really one of the
most disagreeable things in political life.

Mr. ASEY. I am glad to find such an able and eloquent
assistant in the person of the hon. gentleman who has just
spoken.
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Mr. FOSTER. I don't wish the hon. gentleman to look
upon me as an assistant.

Mr. CASEY. I certainly cannot look upon him as a leader
in this particular matter, because the system of non-political
civil service which he advocates, is one which I have been
advocating here for ten years, and in connection with which I
claim that I have made some progress in having induced
both parties in this country to advance even as far as this
Bill goes. I have great hopes that with the assistance of
the hon. gentleman on a future occasion, and with the
assistance of many more who, I know, feel as he does in
this matter, quite apart from all questions of politics, we
shall be able to induce both parties to take a step further
and do away with political patronage altogether.

On the fourth resolution,
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT I want to call attentixn

to this fourth resolution. It reads as follows:
"4. Resolved, That it is expedient to provide that when the duties of

any superior officer or clerk, during his absence or by reason of his
demise, but not through superannuation, are continuously performed by
an officer or clerk of an inferior class or junior rank during a period of
more than three months, the officer or clerk performing such duties
may, on the recommendation of the deputy head, concurred in by the
head of the Department, by Order in Council, and provided that funds
are availab'e under Parliamentary vote for such payment, receive in
addition to his ordinary pay the difference between such ordinary pay
and the pay of the officer or clerk whose duties he has performed for the
time he haa pertormed such duties "

Now, I think that is very objectionable, both in practice and
as establishing a principle. I think that if you put a
junior clerk to discharge the duties that are performed by a
superior officer, you have no right whatever to give him the
pay of that superior officer; and I foresee that under cover
of this, very grave abuses are likely to be practiced in the
service. i have no doubt whatever that under cover of
this men of inferior rank in the service who have no right
whatever to receive large pay, will be found on many
occasions to be put in positions where they will receive a
pay far beyond that which their standing in the service
entitles them to. I think, Sir, that none of these officers,
as a rule, will be called on to do any more duty--at least
will not do any harder work-when they are doing the
duties of the superior officer, than they are in their ordinary
position. It does not by any means follow that because a
man is doing the duties of an officer higher in the service
than himself, that he is compelled to work more hours. I
do not think the principle is good, but at any rate I object
entirely to the idea that he has the right to receive the full
difference. I think at most, if the hon. gentleman insists
on pushing this provision, lie should provide that the Gov-
ernor in Council might have the power to make some
addition to the salary, but that it should in no case exceed
one-half the difference between the ordinary pay of the
inferior officer and the pay of the superior officer whose
duties lie was performing.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. That is the law now.
Sir RICHARD GARTWRIGHT. In any case, I say that

if it is the law now, it is a very objectionable clause in the
law. I say that if an inferior clerk is allowed to continue
for many months, and perhaps for several years, in the
receipt of a very much larger salary than he is entitled to,
the sooner the law is altered the better. In that respect I
am very much obliged to the hon. gentleman for calling our
attention to it, if it is the case, and I think it opens the door
to an abuse that ought to be remedied.

Mr. CIAPLEAU. It was-the law when the hon. gentle-
man himselfwas in power.

Sir RICHIARDCART WRIGHT. Very pousibly it may
be so.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The only change we made was to
make the resolution more intelligible. I think my hou,

Mr. CAzSE.

friend will see that the change is an improvement-it is to
prevent, if an officer was superannuated, that another officer
should have the right to claim the difference in the salaries ;
because before lis nomination to the office of the person
who had been superannuated, this inferior officer might
claim the difference. I wanted to take away this privilege,
so that when the head of a Department superannuates a
civil servant, he will have to wait for the appointment of
another officer, and no one shall have the right to claim the
differance between the salaries for performing the duties of
the higher office. The other change in the law is this: We
have added the words "by resson of demise," which are
not in the law as it now stands. I understand that if an
inferior officer, by reason of the death of a superior officer,
is obliged to perform the duties of the superior officer, for
more than three months, he as a right to be paid the dif.
ference between the salaries of the two positions. That is
the only alteration proposed in the law. There is no danger
and there has not been any, with one exception, perhaps,
that vacancies will remain very long open. Generally the
positions are filled rapidly to meet the necessities of the
service.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I suppose this is not
the time to move an amendment, or at any rate, that an
amendment had better be moved in committee. If the law
is as stated, I think it should be amended. I do not pro.
pose, not having examined the several Civil Service Acts to
controvert the statements of the Secretary of State, within
whose province this matter lies; but I believe an abuse
might be committed-although I do not say that abuses
have been committed, either by the late or the present
Government-and I will submit an amendment at a subse-
quent stage.

Motion agreed to, and resolutions concurred in.

DUNDAS AND WATERLOO ROAD.

House resolved itself into Committee to consider resolution
(p. 451) to give effect to an agreement made by the Depart-
ment of Public Works with Dr. Allen Holford Walker, for the
sale and transfer to him of the Dundas and Waterloo
Road.-Sir Hector Langevin.

Resolution considered in committee, and concurred in.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 120) to give effect to an agreement made between
Dr. Allen ilolford Walker and the Public Works Depart-
ment for the sale and transfer to him of the Dundas and
Waterloo Road.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

INFECTIOUS OR CONTAGIOUS DISEASES AFFECr.
ING ANIMALS.

Mr. POPE moved second reading offBill (No. 41) respect-
ing Infectious or C.ntagious Diseases affecting Animals.
He said: The Government have found in working the Act
that the provisions are not sufficient to enforce the penalties
and to carry it ont. The Bill, therefore, contains clauses
for the collection of penalties, and in order to enforce the
Act. That is its object.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

PROPOSED COLONIAL AND INDIAN EXHIBITION.

Mr. POPE moved that the House resolve itself into
committee to consider certain resolutions (p. 451)
respecting the proposed Colonial andtIndian Exhibition
to be held in London in the year 1886. le said:. I may say
that these resolutions refer to the Indian and Colonial
Exhibitiun to be held next year, in the oirse of
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correspondonce with the ligh Commissioner we were
asked to join in a guarantee fund, of which India
was to guarantee $8100,000, and we were asked to guarantee
£10,000 sterling, or $50,000. We gave an assurance that
we would submit such a proposition to the House. I may
say that in the case of the Antwerp Exhibition we had to
pay a considerable sum of money for space-about $5,000.
in this case we have nothing to pay for space, and we are
supposed not to have anything to pay at ail. The exhibi-
tion is generally expected to be self saataining. It was
deemed btter, however, to raise a guarantee fund. India
bas promised $100,000, and as I said before we promised
that the $50,000 which they asked us to guarantee should
be asked from the House.

Motion agreed to, and House resolved itself into com-
mittee.

(In the Committee.)

Sir RICH ARD CARTWIRIGHT. What are the propor-
tions that the other colonies pay?

Mr. POPE. The proportion that India pays is $100,000,
but I cannot say for the others.

Resolutions to be reported.

EXPLOSIVE SUBSTANCES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the second reading
of Bill (No. 95), respecting explosive substances. He said:
This Bill is based on an Imperial Statute lately passed, and
it is in fact and substance the same Act. The discovery or
invention of these explosive substances has greatly endan-
gered life and property, and all European countries and the
United States as well, have found it necessary to adopt
stringent regulations for the protection of life and property,
and the prevention and punishment of the improper use of
these dangerous explosives. I shall only take the second
reading at present, and shall not ask the House to go into
the committee until after recess.

Mr. BLAKE. Of course there can bu no objection to
legislation of this kind. I observe, however, from the use-
ful memorandum appended to the Bill that there are con-
siderable differences in form, if not in substance, from the
English Bill. I have not been able to refer to the English
Bill, and I would ask the hon. gentleman when we g) into
committee to give some more definite information as to
what the differences are.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I presume it is a fact that
there are differences in language, though not in substance,
and it was for that reason that I did not ask to go into com-
mittee at once.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

BRIDGES, BOOMS, &o., IN NAVIGABLE WATERS.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the second reading of
Bill (No. 101) to amend the law respecting bridges, booms,
and other works constructed over or in navigable waters
under the authority of Provincial Acte. He said: As I
stated the other day when I introduced the Bill, its object
is to enact a new clause which had been left out of the
previous Act, and perhaps I had butter read the memoran-
dum which I have upon that subject, which will show how
the case stands:

"On the 14th of February, 1882, a petition was received from some
40 merchants of Weymouth, N.B., complaining that the bridge built by
the Western Counties Railway Company over the Sissiboo River was a
serious hindrance to navigation, on account of the pier being too short,
and asking that 100 feet be added to the length of the pier.

" The chief engineer caused an examination to be made and reported
(28,517) that the bridge in its preseut condition was an obstruction to

navigation, and recommended that the company be ordered to extend
the pier 100 feet up stream. The company was written to but declined
to take any action, and the Department of Justice was then asked what
steps this Department should take to compel the railway to make the
required addition to the pier.

" The Deputy Minister of Justice (54,985) reported to the effect that
the company could not be compalled to do anything to the bridge for
the purpose of improving the navigation of the river. He explained
that at the time the bridge was built (1876) the Act, 39 Vic., chap. 15,
was in force, by the fourth section of which it was provided that a rail-
way company shall as to any work constructed under the Act be subject
to the Act 35 Vie., chap. 35, "An Act respecting Bridges." 39 Vic.
chap. 15, became section 71 of the Consolidated Railway Act, 1879, and
was repealed by that Act. The fourth sub-section of section 71 Oonsoli-
dated Railway Act makes the same provision as that made by 39 Vic.,
chap. 15, section 4.

" The 71st section of the Consolidated Railway At, 1879, was
repealed by the 10th section of 45 Vic, chap. 10, 1882, which latter Act
makes no reference to 35 Vic., chap. 25 (the Bridge Act), and contains
no provision similar to section 8 of 35 Vic., chap. 25. This provision of
section 8, of 35 Vic, chap. 25, is to the effect that the Railway Commit-
tee of the Privy Council has power to direct an engineer to inspect a
bridge, and upon bis report to condemn the bridge, or any portion of it
or any works or appliances connected with it: and, with the approval
of the Governor in Council, to have any alterations made, or to order a
new bridge. The Deputy Minister of Justice expresses a doubt as to
whether this clause, even if it was still in force, would apply to altera-
tions in railway bridges for the purpose of improving navigation ; and
suggests the conusideration of the question whether 45 Vic., chap. 10,
should not be amended. The Department of Justice was asked to pre-
pare a draft Bill, which is now submitted."

The Bill is to this effect:
" The Governor in Council may, from time to time, make, revoke or

alter such orders or regulations as he deems expedient for the purpose
of maintaining existing facilities for navigation, or for securing better
facilities therefor, respecting any work to which either of the said Acta
apply, or of which the plan and site were or are hereafter approved
under any Aet of the Parliament of Canada; and the local authority,
company or person constructing, owning or in possession of any such
work shall be subject to such orders or regulations.

" The ninth section of the Act first herein mentioned is amended by
striking ont the words, 'or the River St. John.' "

So that this Bill will apply to all works built under plans
approved by the Government. If a work so built afterwards
causes an obstruction to the river, the companies who have
constructed them may be compelled to make such addi-
tional works as will remove the obstruction to navigation.

Mr. MACKENZIE Then, you withdraw the river St.
John from the exceptions in the former Bill?

Sir HECpOR LANGEVIN. Yes, the river St. John
should be put on the same footing as other rivers.

Mr. BLAKE. The principle I think on which the river
St. John was excluded was that it was a treaty and-frontier
river.

Sir HECTOR LA.NGEVIN. There were a number of
rivers put on the same footing at that time. The St. Croix
river was one.

Mr. BLAKE. It is not a very large stream. I do not
think there are any railway bridges across it.

Mr. MACKENZIE. There is a Bill in force for building
a bridge, but I do not think it has been built.

Mr. WELDON. The St. Croix is entirely above navig.
able water.

Mr. GILLMOR. The St. Croix can be bridged above
navigable water. There is a bridge across it now.

Mr. BLAKE. Would this clause have the effect of entitl-
ing the Government to call upon a company, which had a
bridge legally built for a great many years, to alter that
bridge in order to improve the facilities for navigation ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I do not think it would.
But if we give the privilege to a company to build a work
in a river, that privilege should not carry with it the power
to destroy the navigation; and therefore, if a pier of a
bridge causes an accumulation of sand or silt which obstructs
navigation, and the engineers say that that eau be avoided
by extending the pier, or giving it another direction, I
think that should be done. There is a bridge across the
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river St. John, the piers of which so obstruct navigation
that there is great danger of vessels being thrown upon
them; but this, the engineer says, could be remedied by the
construction of guide piers. There may be other rivers
similarly obstructed. There is a bridge of the Grand Trunk
Railway Company on the river Richelieu, one of the piers of
which has been damaged so that the stone bas fallen down
into the river. We want to be able to compel the company
to remedy this evil, though I know that the Grand Trunk
Railway Company has promised to do it without being
compelled to.

Mr. BLAKE. Of course, I can see that cases of that
kind would come within the law, because the franchise of a
company to construct a pier involves the obligation, I fancy,
to keep it in such a state of repair as to prevent its being a
nuisance. As far as I can judge, the hon. gentleman's object
is a very reasonable one, and a great deal of good may
occasionally result from this Bill. There is just one sugges-
tion I wish to throw out to him, that is, as to the possible
degree of circumstances with reference to very large works.
We are not dealing with the simple question of maintaining
navigation. But we are giving power to the Government
to compel companies to make alterations in order to facili-
tate and improve navigation. Take, for instance, the
Victoria bridge across the river St. Lawrence, which we
will suppose was built upon plans which were approved by
the Government after full consultation. Supposing that
after an interval of years it is suggested on the part of the
Government that navigation is interfered with by thepiers
rather more than was expected, or that a new kind o pier
would give greater facilities for navigation. A certain ele.
ment of uncertainty exists as to the degree of control-I do
not say arbitrary but discretionary control-the Govern-
ment may exercise as to very large works. If the Bill had
reference only to slight improvenents such as the hon.
gentleman has stated, I presume that all the companies
would be quite willing to submit to it, and it would not
create the element of uncertainty which might prevent the
investment of capital.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I examined the provisions
of this Bill carefully before bringing it in, and I thought it
could not be interpreted in that way. It would be a very
extreme thing if it were ; but being left in the hands of the
Governor'in Council. the matter must necessarily come
before Parliament. There is no reason to suppose that for
the purpose of annoying the company the powers so given
would be used to cause a large expense to the company.

Mr. BL A KE. I did not suggest that.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I know the hon. gentle-

man did not, but I only wish to show the improbability of
the measure having that effect. I think the provision of
this Bill is such that it will benefit the public without being
contrary to the interest of the companies, because, after all,
if work of that kind is obstmucting navigation beyond the
obstruction intended to be allowed by aiding the company
and by the creation of the work, that obstruction should
be removed to as great an extent as the work would allow.
A work having been allowed after the plans were approved
of by the Governor in Council, if afterwards it is found to
obstruct navigation, the company would not be called upon
to destroy it, but might be called to make some additional
work so as to prevent the obstruction and render the facil-
ity of navigation greater.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time, con-
sidered in committee and reported.

SBCRETARY OF STATE DEPARTIENT.
Mr. CHAPLEAU moved second reading of Bill (No.

102) to amend the Act respecting the Department of the
Secretary of State. Re said: This Bill is only to deter-

Sir NRUTORn LANGZVUr.

mine more clearly the appointment of the Deputy-Regis-
trar General. The first section names all the instruments
that require to be registered by the Registrar General.
The second section provides that the Deputy-Registrar of
Canada shall be appointed by commission under the Great
Seal. Section four of the Act creating the Department of
Secretary of State says : "And the Department of Registrar-
General of Canada shall, from time to time, be appointed
under section two of this Act "; but section four only men-
tions the appointment of an officer who shall be called the
Under Secretary of State and of other officers. This clause
is to provide that the Registrar-General whose name is at
the bottom of the most important documents going abroad
shall be appointed under a commission of the Great Seal.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time, con-
sidered in committee and reported.

BANK OF BRITISH COLUMBIA.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved second reading of Bill
(No. 105) respecting the Bank of British Columbia. He
said: The preamble states the circumstances under which
this is necessary. It is an order to bring the bank under
the general provisions of the banking law.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

CONSTRUCrioN OF DRY DOCKS.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved second reading of Bill
(No. 108) to amend the Act to encourage the construction
of dry docks by granting assistance on certain conditions to
companies constructing them. He said: I explained the
other day to the House the object of the Bill. It is to give
to the city of Halifax the same power.as is given to incor-
porated companies.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the seconi time, con-
sidered in committee and reported.

DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST-ASSIST-
ANCE TO TUE FAMILIES OF MILITIAMEN.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
the House.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Before that motion is
carried, a telegram has just been put in my hand, to which
I call the attention of the First Minister. It reads as
follows:-

"Officer commanding '1B' Battery declined issuing rations to wives ard
*hildren of men joing west. Subscriptions taken up in city, and City
Council intervenmg to prevent great distress to these people."

I have no doubt the officer bas acted according to the cus.
tomary rules of the service, but I would mention to the First
Minister what he knows as well as I, that the wives and
children of the men of " B " Battery, unless some considerable
indulgence is extended to them, will be apt to be in very
considerable distress, with the usual allowance which is all
that their husbands, I think, are entitled to receive, and I
submit, under the circumstances of the case, that there is
no fear of any mischievous precedent arising if some reason-
able indulgence is shown to these poor people. The First
Minister, I am sure, will see that steps are taken to provide
against the wives and children of these men who are going
to the front being dependent even on the City Council. This
comes from an alderman, and I have no doubt is substanti-
ally correct.

Sir JOHN A. MÂCDONALD. The matter will be imme-
diately taken into serious consideration. Of course, if
assistance is given to the wives and families of the men of.
" B " Battery, it involves giving assistance to the wives and
families of all the militiarmen going to the* North-West.
However, it will be taken into immediate consideration.
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GOVERNMENT BUSINESS.

Mr. BL&KE. I would ask the hon, gentleman, as Tues-
day is a Government day, to give us some idea of what
business he will take on that day. I suppose the House is
likely to be rather thin on the tirst day of the resumption
of business, and it is all the more necessary to know what
the hon. gentleman proposes to do?

Sir JOHN A. M&CDONALD. I cannot well promise
now, but I will inform the hon.gentleman some days before
the House meets, say at the latest by Saturday. I can have
it announced in the press.

Mr. BLAKE. That will be quite satisfactory. It is quite
possible, I would suggest to the hon. gentleman, that we
might make some progress in Supply. As far as I can do
so, I will promise that there will be no obstruction to Supply
on the first day if the hon. gentleman thought it proper to
proceed with it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think that would be a
very good thing to do. Going into Supply when the House
is thin, we can get through a good deal of business perhaps,
and with the assistance of the hon. gentleman I have no
doubt we can do a great deal.

Mr. BLAKE. I will endeavor to help the hon. gentleman
through.

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 5:05 p.m. until
Tuesday next, the 7th instant.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
TUEsDAY, 7th April, 1885.

The SpEAKEa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PaAYERs.

ENQUIRIES FOR RETURNS.
Mr. BLAKE, I desire to call the attention of the Gov-

ernment to the fact that on the 7th March, 1883, upon my
motion, an Order was made by the House for papers con-
nected with the complaints of the inhabitants of Prince
Albert and that neighborhood, which Order has not yet been
complied with. I would ask an early compliance with it.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I will take a note of it.
Mr. LAURIER. May I ask also when the papers with

reference to the Short Line Railway will be ready.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Very shortly.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 101) to amend the law respecting bridges,
booms and other works constructed over or in navigable
waters under the authority of Provincial Acte.- (Sir Hector
Langevin.)

Bill (No. 102) to amend the Acte respecting the Depart-
ment of the Secretary of State.-(Mr. Chapleau.)

Bill (No. 108) to amend the Act to encourage the con-
struction of dry docks by granting assistance on certain
conditions to companies constructing them.-(Sir Hector
Langevin.)

SUPPLY.

House resolved itself into Committee of Supply.

(In the Committee.)
Charges qf Management.

Pinancial Inspector.......... ...... ............. $2,600 00
lMr. BLAKE. I would like to ask if this is Mr. Tims ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. Does Mr. Tims discharge any duties in

connection with the Audit Office as well as in connection
with the Finance Department ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Be discharges the duties of
Financial Inspector and audits the railway accounts, both
for the Audit Office and the Finance Department.

Mr. BLAKE. Is that the only audit of the railway
accounts that takes place ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I cannot speak positively of
that, but I think it is the principal audit ?

Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will state on
concurrence how that is ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. I must say it seems to me an arrangement

not in accordance with the spirit of the law, which is that
the audits of the Audit Office ought to be independent
audits, and not those of any other officer of the Government.

Office of Assistant Receiver-General, Montreal... $5,600 00
Mr. BLAKE. Would the hon. gentleman explain the

increase of $100? I see it id stated that it is owing to a
short estimate.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. This $100 is an estimate for
books and printing.

Office of Auditor and Receiver General, St. John. $11,000 00

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Salaries are $9,100; extra
clerk last year, $730; contingencies, 81,170. In 1883-84
contingencies amounted to $918.08. It is proposed to
increase the salary of the older clerk, now receiving
$1,200, to $1,300. The officer who previously held the
position received $1,400 a year. He was superannuated
three years ago, and the present officer who discharged
his duties remained at $1,200. The salary of an officer
appointed during the present year to take the place of
another who was superannuated is raised from $800 to
$850. The name of the senior officer who was superannu-
ated was Mr. Paterson, and Mr. Jordan is appointed in his
place.

Mr. BLAKE. The statement seems to indicate th at the
changes were in consequence of the proposed increases in
the salaries.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The hon. member will observe
that the increase is $500. It has been found that the con-
tingencies exceed the sum allowed last year, and it has
been found necessary to make it $500 to cover the expendi-
ture of last year and the year before for contingencies.
There is no increase in the number of employés.

Office of Auditor and Assistant Receiver General,
W innipeg ................................................... $6,000 00

Mr. BLAKE. There is an increase here.
sir LEONARD TILLEY. The salaries are $5,970, leav-

ing for contingencies, $930. When making up the estimates
for 1883-84 there seems only to have been allowed 8630,
which sum was not enough, as $940 was spent. There was
no extra clerk.

Mr. BLAKE. Board allowance, $900. Is it found that
the expense of living there continues to be so much higher
that it is necessary to continue this board allowance, which
we were told would soon be unnecessary ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. There is still an allowance to
several offleers in the different Departments, but it is being
reduced.

Mr. BLAKE. But you are taking the same money.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Quite true, but it does not

necesarily involve the expenditure of that money. It will
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depend upon circumstances whether it is spent, but it was
thought botter to ask for the same sum. We are not pre-
pared to say at this moment whether the amount that was
allowed for board allowance could be reduced at once.

Mr. BLAKE. It will be much essier to save it if the
hon. gentleman does not take it.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It will be pretty safe in the
hands of the person who has charge of it, not speaking of
myself.

County Savings Banks-New Brunswick, Nova
Scotia and British Columbia...... ............ $16,00) 00

Mr. BLAKE. There is an increase here.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. We have previously taken a

vote to cover the probable establishment of new offices;
but that is not now considered necessary in the Lower Pro-
vinces, as the Postmaster General is establishing the Post
Office Savings Bank syetem there. I may state that the
salary paid to persons who act as agents for the savings
banks is regulated from $200 a year to $400. It depends
upon the amount at deposit, and as these deposits are increas-
ing af ter they reach a certain point the agents claim $50
increase of salary. For instance, if the deposits should go
up from $25,000 to $50,000 or $60,000, they would be enti-
tled under the scale to,$50 increase of salary. The proposed
increase is not for new offices but for any increases that
may be necessary from the increased deposits in the savings
banks.

Brokerage and commission on $637,022.27 sinking
fand on loans of 1874, 1875, 1876, 1878 and 1879. $4,477 67

Mr. BLAKE. How comes that increase of nearly fifty
per cent.?

Sir LEONARD TILLE Y. This increase is caused by the
i!icreased amount invested in the sinking fund, and also
because the-brokerage for this was omitted in 188185.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not understand how the amount of
the sinking fund should increase, but I could understand
its decreasing the amount that is reqnmred in each year. I
could understand its remaining the same, but I do not
understand how it should.increase.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. As the amount of the sinking
fund increases year after year, of course the commission
would increase for the investment of the sinking fund.

Mr. BLAKE. As I understand, the sinking fund is
invested in some of the public securities of the Dominion.
By some loans, at any rate, it was restricted to particular
securities, but the later sinking fund, those I think at any
rate taken up when my hon. friend near me was in office
and some before, the authority was to invest in any of the
public sterling securities. You are obliged to pay a certain
rate-one per cent., or a half per cent. a year-on the
amount of the loan. You bny certain stocks, and there they
are. The work is done as to that. The question, Isuppose,
is the brokerage or commission on the operation of the year.
Well, the operation of the year is the purchase of the stocks
that are required in that year to provide sinking funds
under the agreements. I can well understand the hon. gen-
tleman's firet explanation, had it been consistent with the
facts, that there was a new loan.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I see it is not in this item.
Mr. BLAKE. Very well. Then I do not sec how the

amount increases.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The interest we receive on

the sum that is invested has to be reinvested, and, as the
sinking fund increases, the annual receipts of interest
increase, and therefore there is an additional investment.
Suppose we had five million dollars invested in four per
cents. There would be $200,000 received during that year
to be reinvested. Again the next year you invest an addi-

Sir LEoNÂRD TILLEY.

tional 81,000,000 say. There is the interest on that addi-
tional $1,000,000 to be reinvested, and that of course
increases the amount.

Mr. BLAKE. The figures the hon. gentleman has given
are very large. I sce the amount is stated here, "broker-
age and commission on $627,022.27."

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I am only illustrating.
Mr. BLAKE. I do not see how it makes 50 per cent.

advance.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. A portion of it was not esti-

mated for the last year, and that makes the difference.
Mr. MACKENZIE. Then it ought to go into the supple-

mentary estimates.
Mr. BLAKE. Is this partly to cover an under estimate

of last year, or is it for the approaching year ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It is al] for the approaching

year, but they did not estimate sufficient for the current
year, and this is what is required for the next year.

Brokerage and commission on $121,879.05, sinking
fund on loan of 1881... ................. $936 59

Mr. BLAKE. Would the hon. gentleman state the terms
of brokerage and commission ? This is a new charge.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The commission isJ per
cent. and the brokerage J per cent.

Financial Commissioner in England ................. $1,500 00

Mr. BLAKE. Will the hon. gentleman explain that ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. This is a sum paid to Sir

John Rose for the services thus rendered.
Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman will find this item

fully explained in the correspondence between the Auditor
General and Mr. Courtney, the Deputy Minister. The
balance was due, as far as I can understand, to Sir John
Rose for services rendered in connection with the different
loans.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not undorstand this to be au old
charge at all.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No, it is for the next year.
Mr. BLAKE. I do not understand it to be a charge of an

ancient character. I understand this is the firet time a
charge of this description appears in the Public Accounts at
all. The Auditor-General's report, to which the hon.
gentleman referred, indicates a payment of a gross sum of
$9,555.70 during the course of the last financial year to pay
Sir John Rose for services as Financial Commissioner since
1874. It was a lump sum, a settlement of account for his
services for a period approaching 10 years, and it was not
based upon the principle of an annual payment at all, but,
if I rightly remember, the Governor General's warrant was
for an amount for commission on certain financial transac-
tions which he negotiated for the Government at periods
somewhat remote. These were bronght up and settled in
this way, which I think was a most objectionable way,
because the services were ancient-I do not mean to ay
they ought not to have been remunerated, that is not the
question now under discussion, but they had been rendered
years and years before-and, if it was intended that a
remuneration should have been paid to Sir John Rose for
them, Parliament should have been asked to vote the sum.
Instead of that, as if it was a matter of unforeseen emer-
gency, which could not have been put in the estimates, and
which could not wait until Parliament should meet again,
during the recuss a Governor General's warrant issues to py
Sir John Rose this considerable sum. This sum was based
almost entirely, if I remember aright, upon a commission
at a particular rate upon a particular transaction, some
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tolerably large financial transaction which Sir John Rose
negotiated, but the hon. gentleman does not explain what
are the current services of Sir John Rose, the usual ser-
vices in respect of which it is intended now that he should
appear, I presume, as an annual recipient of this allow.nce
of $1,500, nor does the hon, gentleman explain how it is
that, in view of the appointment of the High Commis-
sioner, who we were told was to discharge our financial
transactions, was to take up a great portion of those trans-
actions which had previously been discharged by our agents,
which was to save us a great deal of the money we had
paid in commissions to them, while those commissions are
not saved and that work is not done which the hon. gentle.
man has formerly pointed ont, there is now for the firit time
an additional charge made fora Financial Commissioner. It
seems to me some further explanation of this item would be
proper to be made.

Mr. BOWELL. 1 think, if I read an extract from the
Order in Council bearing upon this point, it will be the best
explanation that can be made:

" The Minister represents that Sir John Rose has acted as trustee for
the investments of the sinking funds placed on the London markets
mince 1874, and in addition thereto has had charge of the dealings with
the Imperial Government in reference to the commutation of the stamp
duty on the inscribed stock. arranging the half yearly payments of the
commutation, and receiving and paying the same on the treasury, and
at the same time he bas sent detailed advices as to the amounts of such
payments to the treasury and to the Government of Canada.

' The Minister upon carefully looking over the accounts as prepared
of all the transactions in question fiads that from 1874 to Jne, 1883, the
amount of debentures which were inscribed in stock was £5,888,200;
the amount invested in the several sinking funds, £636,200, and the
amount paid into the Imperial treasury for commutation on stamp duty,
£20,926; aggregating £6,545,326 sterling.

" The Minister recommends that Sir John Rose be allowed a commis-
sion for bis services in connection therewith at the rate of ,j- of one
per cent., and that a special warrant, as there is no appropriation from
which the amonnt can be defrayed, do issue te pay to Sir John Rose the

im cf 1,963 los. sterling, being infullspayment of uch commissiontat
the rate aforesaid, to the 30th June, 1883.

" The Minister further recommends that this same percentage be
allowed to Sir John Rose for the future services of the same nature, and
that a vote for the same be placed in the estimates each year hereafter.

"The committee submit the same for your Excellency's approval."

This recormmendation was adopted by Council, and it will
explain the sum of $1,500 now under discussion, being

3-rw per cent. for the labor performed in respect of the
different services set fcrth in the memorandum.

Mr. BLAKE. Then it would seem that the High Com-
missioner does not effect any saving in the annual charge
in this regard.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Sir John Rose was continued
as financial agent for the transaction of business of this kind
after the appointment of the High Commissioner; and that
Part of the dty still continues to be dischargod by Sir John
Rose.
e Mr. MITCHELL. It appears to me that it is about time
this was stopped. If we have a High Commissioner in Lon.
don, I suppose he went there for the purpose of attending
to the business of the country, and it is about time that such
a vote as this was stopped and the business transferred to
the High Commissioner. The country will expect some-
thing of that kind to be done.

Mr. BLAKE. Instead of being stopped, this is the first
time it is proposed that the service be paid by a commis-
sion. It never was suggested before.

Mr. MITCHELL. Thé principle was established of pay-
ing Sir John Rose for this work, but it was before the High
Commissioner was appointed. Now that we have a High
Commissioner, we should not perpetuate the practice by
placing an item in the estimates so as to make an annual
charge on the country.

Mr. BLAKE."Even the principle has been established
since the appointment of a Hâigh Commissioner, and it is
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established under the Order in Coinoil whic hâe E jUit léen
read, and which was passed during the roe Many3 of
these services were rendered several years ago. No pro-
posal was made to Parliament in respect of payment4 in
regard to them. During the recess a lump sum of *9,5 lis
passed by Order in Council, and now for the firet time Par.
liament is called on not merely to pay for those past ser-
vices but to engage to pay a commission in future.

Mr. MITCHELL. The work done in the past hád to be
paid for. But this is a proposition to make an annual
charge on the country, and this is the first time the matter
has been discussed in Parliament. It would be well to have
an expression of the views of hon. members with a view to
stopping this useless expenditure.

Expenses in connection with the issue and redemp.
tion of Dominion notes...................... $9,000 00

Mr. BLAKE. There is an increase of $2,000 inder this
head, and it is mentioned that the amount covers one extra
clerk.

Mr. BOWELL. This increase is owing to the large
number of bills which; it is estimated, will be required
during the current year; and for the services of an extra
clerk, as mentioned in the estimates.

Mr. BLAKE. What will be the increase in the quantity
of small notes?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The circulation for $1, $2 and
$4 notes has largely increased, and is still increasing.

Mr. BLAKE. Io the extra clerk to be a permanent oetra
clerk ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. At what salary.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The appointment is not made.

It will b. made at $400, unless the party passed such an
examination as will entitle him to something more.

Mr. BLAKE. The increased amount asked for is 82,000.
How much is estimated to bc for the salary of the new
officer, and how much for other expenses ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The appointment will be that
of a third-class clerk, and the balance Gf the amount asked
for will be for increased cost in connection with the notes.

Mr. BLAKE. Considering the statement of the Minister
that the clerk will be a permanent clerk, I think the salary
should be voted in the usnal way, and not enveloped, not
to say obscured, in a gross sum of 89,000.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. With respect to the destruc-
tion of the notes, it is considered more economical that the
work should be paid by the day, because if the work is not
heavy, we do not require to employ so large a staff.

Priting, etc., including commutation of stamp
duty, etc., of country savings banks.......... $20,000 00

Mr. BLAKE. Here is a large increase.
Mr. BOWELL. It is on account of the stamp duty on

the debentures for the new loan during the inooming year.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Not only so, but the duty

will be 12s. 6d. instead of 7s. 6d.
Mr. BLAKE. Is it for the loan of 1884 or the lan which

is to be made?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. One proposition *as to ežteùd

the existing loan and the existing inscrib6d stock for 10
years, which would save the issuing of new bonds and the
expense of inscribing new stock. It is desiràfle to take a
vote to cover whatever may be required.

Printing Dominion notes.. ..... $25,000 00
Mr. BLAKE. Here is a decrease of $10,000. Are we

going to give up printing Dominion notes?
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Sir LEONARD TILLEY. We& have a large number
printed at present and stored in the vault.

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Minister state what the
arrangement ie for printing, and whether it is put up for
competition ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The contract was made in
1873, I thinr.

Mr. MITCHELL. How long does the present contract
run?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. About two years, I think.

Governor General's Secretary's office...............,19,890 C o;

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. This is only a statutory
Increase.

Mr. BLAKE. I cannot help expressing the opinion that
this is a most mischievous statute. It is like charity, it
covers a multitude of sins.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes, but each offence is stated.
Mr. BLAKE. And the hon. gentleman does not seem to

be the lest ashamed of it, either.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No; the law has been suE-

tained by both sides of the House. Whether it is wise or
not is another thing.

Department of Justice..............$17,860 00

Mr. BLAKE. Here are also eonsiderable increases.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. They are all statutory

except one clerk, 8400. The Deputy Minister of Justice
stated that the work of the Department increased year by
year, that there is no reason to believe that it will at any
time be les than it now is, and that the clerical assistance
given by one third-class clerk is very necessary.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman indicates one of the
resons why I object to the present system. By the report
of the Deputy Minister of Justice it is clerical assistance
that is wanted, and I am quite sure that a good deal of
clerical assistance is wanted there, though I do not express
any opinion as to the necessity of increasing the present
staff. But you find that what is wanted is somebody to
write a good hand, you put him in, and ho will go on get-
ting $50 a year increase, rising into the second-class and
into first-class, and eventually becoming a" handsomely
salaried officer, when all that is wanted is that ho should
be steady and write a good hand.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There is something in that,
but the hon. gentleman will see that a clerk who enters the
service to-day and goes on year by year will be more able
to perform something else than more clerical work. He will
learn something of the work of the Department, and though
his salary does increase $50 a year, which is a moderato
sUm, ho will be able to give more service to the country, he
will be more useful to the Department, and in the course of
twelve years ho will have got up to the top of the ladder in
his class, and he will get $1,000. I think, after twelve
years service, if hoeis at all capable, ho should have that
salary. That has been the opinion and the practice all
along, and I do not think when an officer begins at a salary
so small as $400, if ho is an attentive clerk, a sober man and
a faithful servant that he should be deprived of the small
increase of 850 a year, which, in twelve years, gives him
only $1,000.

Mr. BLAKE. The question is one of system-of the
exingencies of the service. Thore are men who begin ais
writers and who no doubt develop powers and capacities
which will enable them to rise, to the advantage of the
service. But a large proportion of the whole public service
is in its nature and essence clerical and mechanical, and the

)4r. BL AxE,

difficulty is that your system is not one adapted to getting
through the best amount of work at the reasonable price of
that work. You have certainly in the civil service a demand
for clerks who are possessed of intelligence, ability and
administrative power; I quite admit it. It is unreasonable
to expect that you will get those men without giving them
an opportunity to rise both in rank and in salary, I quite
admit that. But I aiso aver that there is necessarily in this
great establishment, as there is in almost every business
establishment that I know of, a very large demand, and the
largest demand by far, for persons whose duties are clerical
or ministerial-writing, copying papers accurately and in a
good hand-men of methodical habits, in respect to which
there may be improvçment for two or three years but in
respect of which the maximum of efficiency is reached in
two or three years, and in respect to which, therefore, the
maximum of emolument should be reached by about that
time. But instead of that the system is one in which
those who enter at a minimum of $400 are always
continuing, and, in the discussion we had before we went
into committee, the Minister of Finance in accounting for
the increases to the annual charge on the civil service men-
tioned a large sum, I think about 8150,000 as being a charge
due to the statutory increase. Part of that is not merely
justifiable but eminently fitting, but a large part of
it, however, is for services that are not important ser-
vices, and for increased efficiency which cannot exist from
the character of the services rendered. The difficulty is one
of system-of principle.

Civil Government.
Department of Militia ........ ........... ........ $41,440 00

Mr. BLAKE. Explain.
Mr. CARON. There is little explanation to give. The

hon. gentleman must have seen that I have made consider-
able reductions in the Department and that with all the
statutory increases there is only an increase of $800
over the amount voted last year, due to the transfer
of one officer and his replacement by another.
Mr. Light was promoted on the 1st of July, Mr. James
having resigned; he is receiving $900 instead of $1,000,
which his predecessor was receiving. The salary of the
architect for 1884-85 was increased from $1,100 to 81,550,
the additional $450 being placed in the supplementary
estimates. Mr. James was an ar3hitect employed in the
Public Works Department, and when the Public Works
connected with the Militia were transferred to my Depart-
ment, it became necessary to secure the services of an archi-
tect, and Mr. James was selected.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I think this is the same gentleman
to whom such a large amount of extra money was paid.

Mr. CARON. I do not know. I am not aware of any
extra pay being granted to him since he bas been in my
Department.

Mr. M[LLS. I observe that in 1877-78 the cost of this
Department was $35,750; it is now 85,000 more, and I am
not aware that there are more onerous duties devolving
upon the Department of Militia now than there were then.
I notice also that the Department of Justice bas incresed
$2,660 since then, and the Penitentiaries branDch $1,450, an
increase in the departmertal expenses of those two Depart-
ments of upwards of 813,000, although there are no two
Departments in the Government in which there bas been
less increase in the amount of work than in these two
Departments.

Mr. CARON. The hon. gentleman indicates how little
he ha followed what bas been going on in connection with
the Department of Militia. He must know, from the
changes which took place last year, that we have three
additional infantry schools, and we have a school of cavalry.
Every hon. gentleman 'will understand that the creation of
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these new schools, and the establishment ofI" C" Battery in
British Columbia, which will shortly take place, have
increased the work of the Department of Militia very
materially. I am perfectly safe in saying that the work of
that Department bas more than doubled within the last
two years; and I can say that if it were not for the
efficiency of a most excellent staff, which the Department
very fortunately possesses, it would be quite impossible to
do the work which is now being done with the present staff.

Mr. BLAKE. Apart from the subject which has just
been suggested, it seems to me to be rather serions that
the hon. gentleman should have arranged for the establish-
ment of this architect's branch at the expense which now
appears to be incurred. The Government last Session
proposed to Parliament to take over from the
Public Works Department to the Militia Department a
portion of the work which had formerly b'3en
done in that Department. It was objected to, amongst
other grounds, on the score of expense. The Government
declared that it was not expensive, and they pointed to their
vote. They said: All we ask from you is $1,100 for the
salary of an architect. If I remember aright, there had
been a larger vote in the estimates, and thel hon. gentleman
in the progress of the discussion struck out a portion of the
projected expenditure on account of the architect, and
really reduced the cost to something quite modest. When
he said: Now, you can complain-it is a very little one-
will you really complain of this $ 1,100 ? So the hon. gen-
tleman got his vote through; then he decides by executive
authority to propose tof Parliament to pay $1,550 for the
current year instead of $1,100, and we are to have, he tells
us, in the supplementary estimates, a vote of $450 to meet
this extra amount; and now he proposes a salary of $1,600,
from which it is apparent that the $50 increase applies to
this officer as well as others. Now, I maintain that when
an alteration in any of the public establishments, involving
an increased charge, is proposed to Parliament, it is the
duty of the Government to reasonably ascertain what the
reai charge will be, and to state that to the committee and
the House, so that we may know really what it is we are
sanctioning. If a proposal is made to us, and we are told
it will cost so much, and then it is carried ont at a cost of
50 per cent. more, there is no use of discussion in a financial
aspect.

Mr. CARON. If thel hon. gentleman was not accustomed
to criticise every act of the Government, I would have
expected him, instead of criticising this change, to have
made a complimentary remark as to the very economical
plan which has been adopted by the Department to secure
the services of a very excellent architect and a most reliable
man. Last year, when the charge of public works con-
nected with the militia was transferred from tho Public
Works Department to my Department, two -alaries were
provided: there was an engineer, at a salary of 81,800 a
year, and an architect at a salary of $1,100 a year. I con-
sidered we could very well begin by dispensing with the
engineer, and I retained the smaller salaried officer. After
some time, and alter considering the rnatter very fully, I
found that it was impossible to secure the services of a com-
petent architect such as I required for that branch of the
Department for less than the amount which now appears in
the estimate. The matter was decided by Order in Council.
Mr. James was transferred to my Department, and the salary
he is now receiving from the Department of Militia he was
then receiving from the Department of Public Works; and
I think the hon. gentleman will see, when we reach the
Public Works Department, that we have made a very
economical and ;efficient arrangement. The staff is very
small, being. composed merely of an architect and one
draughtsman under him. Under these circumstances, con-
sidoring the statutory inoreases, considering .the large

increase in work which is being entailed by the creation of
these schools of infantry and the school of cavalry, I think
that the estimate for the salaries attached to the Department
of Militia is really this year very low.

Mr. BLAKE. I am very glad to be able to compliment
the hon. gentleman whenever I can.

Mr. CARON. It is not often.
Mr. BLAKE. I hope he will give me the opportunity

to do so. I cannot compliment him, however, upon having
told Parliament last Session that it would require only
$ 1,100 to carry out his plan, having told us that after full
consideration, because lis first plan was more expensive, it
involved the appointment of two officers, but he listened to
and took part in the discussion in this chamber, and after
an interval he said: I think I can get along with one officer
for 81,100; I cannot compliment him for having found that
for us last Session, and having immediately afterwards found
out that he was mistaken and that it would take $1,600 instead
of $1,100 to carry out the plan which ho assented to on the
theory that it would cost 81,100 only. I do not think that is a
subject for compliment and I cannot compliment him upon
it. If I could compliment him, I would be glad to do so, as
anyone who looks at him must be anxious to do. H hbas
referred to the increased amount of work done in the
Department, of which I know nothing. But of this I am
quite sure, that the on. gentleman will always ask for all
he wants, and what I have been impressing upon him to-day
is that he ought to ascertain fully what his wants are before
he comes to Parliament to vote the estimates, and particu-
larly to vote these changes. He says Mr. James is a very
excellent architect. I dare say he may be. I have not
said a word against Mr. James. I have neither the pleasure
of his personal acquaintance nor of knowing anything of
is professional morits. This does not involve the question

of Mr. James' merits or of his salary at all. The circum-
stances of his receiving a salary in the Public Works
Department equivalent to this one is some indication of
what the value of his services in that Department appears
to have been. I think lis name also appears in the Audi-
tor General's report as one who had been able to obtain
more money than bis salary by working in extra hours.

Mr. CARON. Not in the Militia Department.
Mr. BLAKE. No; this was before he came into the

virtuous Department, this was when he was in the Depart-
ment of Public Works. It is another thing altogether. I
do not profess to say that the hon. gentleman's officers work
extra hours. Although I may not compliment him, I am
sure I never said anything so ill of him as that. "J. James
twelve months' salary, 81,500 ; extra work, 265 hours,
at 75c. an hour, $198.75; total $1,698.75. So if the lon.
gentleman will adopt the plan of his lon. friend beside him,
he may arrange for Mr. James to turn an honest penny
more.

Privy Council Office.....................821,002 50

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is the statutory
increase to the chief clerk, assistant clerk of the Council.
then there is a first-class clerk at $1,400. That is new, and
I propose that it be struck out just no v, as there is some
misapprehension about it. The rest are the same except
the statutory increases.

Mr. BLAKE. Not quite. There is a third.class clerkà

Sir JOIHN A. MACDONAILD. Yes, I forgot that. There
is a third-class clerk at $400. The increase of the business,
which is enormous, requires an additional officer.

Mr. BLAKE. It is not proposed to continue the pay-
ments for extra hours, I suppose ?

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD, That is under considers.
tion.
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Mr. BiA KE. The hon. gentleman assures us that the
increase is enormous ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The increase of the
business, yes.

Mir. BLAKE. I am surprised how the hon, gentleman
manages to get on without that first-class clerk he has just
abolished so summarily,

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD. I may ask later in the
Session to have him to assist me.

Department of the Secretary ofState................542,322 50

Mr. BLAKR. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will explain
this.

Mr. CHAPLEAU.
diture, that is all.

We are going to restrict the expen-

Mr. MILLS. There is an increase of $10,300 over the
exoenditure of 1878, and that included the cost of the police
brinch, which is now transferred to another Department
of Government, so that, if that were included, there would
be an increase of a very much larger sum. As it is, how-
ever, there is an increase of$10,230, and the hon. gentleman,
I suppose, will be able to tell how it is that the cost of
managing that Department is so very much greater than it
was before this economical Government took charge of the
administration of public affairs.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I hardly believe my hon. friend is
serieus in this remark. I might tell him that there is some
increase in the work of the Department. The Department
is oe of routine, but, routine as it is, when there is a large
amount of business done, there muet be some additional
facilities for doing it. Well, we have done without that.
Èverybody knows, for instance, that the working of the
Scott Act alone, the details of which are almost entirely in
the Department of the Secretary of State, has given us a
g. est deal of work more without any increase. The
correspondence with the High Commissioner, which neces-
sarily increases very largely, has also been done with-
out any inerease. The different details of routine
in connection with demands for Acte of incorporation
under letters patent have necessarily also increased con-
siderably, and have not caused in the Department any
increase in salaries. When we come to the details of the
Department, I shall take pleasure in explaining whatever
is necesary. I do not take special credit for it, but I think
I have done what was necessary as the head of the Depart-
ment to prevent any increase. I took the Department as I
found it; I took it with the desire of reducing the expendi-
ture, and I think I have succeeded. The Under Secretaty
has just now handed me a detailed comparison of the expen-
ditures for 1878 and for 1884, which, perhaps, might be
interesting to my hon. friend, who is so fond of details, and
I will give it to the House for hie benefit. I don't attachl
as much importance to those details as my hon. friend
does, but still as he would no doubt like to hear them. I
will read them. Number of letters received in 1878, 8,800;
in 1884, 18,500. Letters sent in 1878, 6,078; in 1884,
10,900-1 give round numbers. Documents engrossed and
recorded, in 1878, 5,700; in 1884, 14,000. Canada Gazette8
issued, in 1878, 1,187; in 1884, 1,360. As concerns addresses
by Parliament, I muet say that my hon. friends opposite were
iot more inquisitive last year than we were in 1878, because
the addresses in 1878 were 198, while last year they were
262. Fees received-which might be important, in 1878,
81,326; in 1884, $8,076. Requisitions for binding and
stationery, in 1878, $4,900; in 1884, $8,900. Value of
stationery and printing supplies, in 1878, $55,000; in 1884,
8108,000. Value of goods received in 1878, 854,800; in
$884, $105,600. Number of charters issued, 1878, 11; in
1884, 37. The salaries as mentioned in this statement were

Mir JORN A. MAoDoxàLD.

in 1878, $39,142.50 ; now they are $47,888. This is the
statement, the correctness of which I do not question,
although I do not attach great importance to it. Although
my Department is not very important politically, I have
done my best not to increase the expenditure, and I have
succeeded.

Mr. MILLS. In 1878 the police force was in charge oi
that Department, but it is not now. That makes a consider-
able difference.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. That is not included in this statement.
The details I have given only comprise the inside service of
my Department in both the periods I have named.

Mr. BLAKE. I observe there is a chief clerk less in the
hon. gentleman's Department in the correspondence branch.
How has he disappeared ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Mr. Jones has been superannuated.
Mr. BLAKE. And a first-class clerk put in his place, I

suppose?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. Mr. Pulford has been promoted. The

first-class clerk was a promotion.
Mr. BLAKE. I observe in the Queen's Printers branch

a first-class clerk additional.
Mr. CHIAPLEAU. That was a transposition from one

Department to another.
Mr. BLAKE. From one branch of his own Department

to another ?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. From my Department, not from

another Department.
Mr. BLAKE. The numerical staff seems to be the same.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Yes; so far as the number is con-
cerned.

Mr. BLAKE. I should judge from the look of the columns
that it was a promotion of one second-class clerk; for I see
in 1884-85 there were two second-class clerks, and in 1885-86
there is to be but one second-class clerk.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. This is asked for in the Queen's
Printer's branch. It is a promotion which will take
place.

Mr. BLAKE. I see in the numerical staff of the Queen's
Printer branch, besides the proposed promotion, there is ans
increase of one.

Mr. CHIAPLEAU. The work in the Department was
more than the staff could do, and for some ti me past a
messenger has been employed as clerk, and I think he will
be promoted to a third-class clerkship.

Mr. BLAKE. As far as I can judge there seems to have
been a good deal more work. There has been such an
enormous amount of printing done outside the contract that
it must involve a good deal of trouble to the hon. gentleman's
officers to prune down the expenses and see that the term
of the contract prices are adhered to. If that is intended to
be attained by the promotion of one second-class clerk to a
first-class clerkship and by the addition of a third-class clerk,
we can all agree to it, but if ali the other resulta which
hitherto have obtained with reference to outside printing
are to be continued, I do not think it will do as much good.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. There has been no increased work on
acconut of outside printing. All I can say is that if some

rinting bas been done outside-speaking only of my
epartment-there has been no increas.d expenditure, but

the contrary.
Mr. BLAKE. I do not speak of the printing that has

been done in the hon. gentleman's Department, about which
I do not know and cannot speak. But the hon. gentleman
is aware that this branch of his Dpartment s charged
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with the supervision of the printing accounts of all the
Departments, and therefore,-shall I call them the sins of i
the hon. gentleman's colleague ?-come upon his shoulders1
more or less with reference to the printing that is given toi
others than the contract printers.

Mr. CHAP-LgAU. As far as that is concerned I am
ready to take the personal responsibility for the printing
accounts of the other Departments that pass through my
hands; and I suppose that my colleagues will be prepared
to exp4in the expenditures in their Departments when the
proper time comes.

Mr. BLAKE. We have the explanation now, but whether
it is a good one or not I do not know. I was satisfied.the
hon. gentleman would be quite willing to take any respon-
sibility without his assurance.

Department of Indian Affairs............$34,722 50

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This consists of the
statutory increase of $50, and there is an addition of a third-
class clerk and of a messenger, caused by the increased
business of the Departmont.*

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). There has been a constant
increase for the past three or four years. This makes an
increase of 11 clerks since 1882-83, amounting to $12,000.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Department is worked
very hard and the officers are very zealous, and the increase
of business occasions an increase of work in the Depart-
ment. When the hon. gentleman is Minister ho will find
that out for himself.

Mr. CAMERON. I hope I will never be Minister under
the responsibility the hon. gentleman is under now.

Office of Auditor-General .................... $20,200 00

Mr. BOWELL. There have been no new appointments;
the increase is for promotion.

Department of Finance and Treasury Board..... $56,942 50

Mr. BOWELL. There is nothing in this but a statutory
increase. There have been no additional officers appointed.

Department of Inland Revenue........................ $36,467 50

Mr. COSTIGAN. 8750 of the increase is occasioned by
the statutory increase of $50 to 15 officers. Thon it is pro-
posed to increase the number of second-class clerks from 8
to 12, reducing by the same number third-class clerks.
There is also promotion to 4 clerks and $30 increase to the
mossenger, and there is a roduction of $50 to Mr. Stewart,
who is estimated at $1,200 and was only paid $1,150.

Mr. BLAKE. Are these promotions under the Statute or
in advance of the Statute ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. These clerks have all passed promotion
examinations and hold certificates. The reason I ask for
tho increased number of second class clerks is bocause the
work required to be performed is that belonging to second-
class clerks. There are only three first-class clerks who are
old officers of the Department.

Department of Custome............,.4.................$31,900 00

Mr. BOWELL. The chief accountant has been promoted
to the position of assistant commissioner at a salary of
$2,800 per annum; that is the only change, with the excep-
tion of one first-class clerk superannuated on account of ill-
health. The total estimate is something less than that of
last year, and the expense of the inside service is $34,900
this year against $44,610.21 in 1877-78.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I have the Publio Accounts for
1877-78, and they only show *28,450.

Mr. BOWELL. You must add the contingencies and
other expenses. The 87,900 increase since 1878 was due to
the statutory increase, and the work done in the Department
is some 25 to 50 per cent. more than that done thon.

Mr. MI[TCHELL. It is ill-timed to take any objection
to extravagance in the Castoms -Department. I think the
hon. gentleman should make up his mind to deal more gen-
erously with the officers in that Department by judiciously
increasing the salaries of those who do the work.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The commissioner gets $3,200; the
assistant commissioner $2,800, and the chief clerk 62,400
I think they are living in high carnival all the time and
there are nu farmers who realise anything like that.

Mr. MITCHELL. My remarks apply more particularly
to the outside department. There may be some autocrats
and magnates outside, in whose favor I have not a word to
say, neither as to the way they perform their duty nor
their courtesy to the public, but I refer to the clerks and
tide-waiters and the people who do their actual work. They
draw nothing like the salaries they ought to get.

Mr. GAULT. In Montreal they complain they are
starved out altogether, and I know the Minister of Customs
to be one of the most careful men I know of.

Mr. PAINT. Whenever I have visited the Department
I have been received with every courtesy.

Mr. BLAKE. That must be very gratifying to the com-
mittee and the country, but it is hardly relevant to the dis-
cussion. Is the $2,400 or the $2,80 paid under the opera-
tion of the Civil Service Act?

Mr. BOWELL. It is the same amount as was paid to
his predecessor. That office was not filled for some years.
$2,800 was the sum paid to that gentleman's predecessor
who held the position of assistant commissioner and I am
quite sure those who appointed him knew his worth too
well to make it necessary for me to speak of him as an offi-
cor.

Mr. BLAKE. The statutory increase amounts to some-
thing within $8,000. Is that the aggregate amount of the
statutory increase? Because if it is, it brings into bold
relief the operation of that system; it amounts to 25 per
cent on the estimates of 1878. We know you may promote
a clerk at a time and a certain statutory increase belongs to
him ; but another clerk comes in at a lower rate or a clerk
is placed in another class, and the general result is not,
therefore, that all the statutory increases which are made
come to be net additions to the cost of the service. I should
like to understand what the hon. gentleman means by this
statement about $8,000.

Mr. BOW ELL. The hon. gentleman has explained it. It
is the aggregate amount to which I referred. During 1878-79
the amount was $800 ; 1880-81, $1,050; 1881-82, $1,082 ;
1882-83, $1,030. The hon. gentleman knows that, though
an officer may be superannuated or the office become vacant
by death or any other cause, yet if another man is appointed,
even though ho be a third-class clerk and receive a much less
salary, he is entitled to the same statutory increase, $50 a
year, until ho reaches the maximum of his class.

Mr. BLAK E. Then does the hon. gentleman wish the
committee to understand that, had it not been for the
abominable statutory increases, the vote would have been
for $27,000 ?

Mr. BOWELL. Precisely, if it had not been for the
statutory increases, the vote asked for would have been
just so much less. If a clerk receives a statutory increase
this year it goes on continuously. What I wished the com-
mittee to understand was that throngh the operation of
this law, there has been just so muoh added to the total
incroase,
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Mr. BLAK E. The increase in this vote under the oper-
ation of the statutory increases has reached 25 per cent.

Mr. BOWELL. It may be so.
Mr. LANDE RKIN. In 1874 theve were 24 officers in

the Department. In 1878, under the Mackenzie Govern.
ment, there were only 23. Since that time the number has
increased to 29.

Mr. BOWELL. To 30.
Mr. LANDERKIN. While there was a reduction made

in the Department as regards the number of clerks, the
present Minister was charging the late Premier day after
day, while he held office, with corruption and extravagance,
and with having too many officers. Now there is an increase.
What explanation hs the Minister to make.

Mr. BOWELL. Exigency of the work.
Mr. FORBES. I asked the Minister the other day in

regard to detective police in Nova Scotia, and I was told
there were no detective police in connection with the Cu-
toms Department. I find a charge of 8106,030 for salaries,
office rent and contingencies, outaide service, Customs, Nova
Scotia. On this point I have received a communication
from some parties which bears upon this matter. It is a
ietter from a Boston house.

The CHAIRMAN. We are not dealing with the outside
service.

Mr. BOWELL. It will be quite right for the hon. mem-
ber to bring this matter up when the ontside service is under
discussion. If the hon. gentleman will, however, look at
this question, he will find that the answer I gave was liter-
ally correct. He asked-

Mr. MACKENZIE. I object.
Mr. BOWELL. I think as a matter of courtesy, the hon.

gentleman should have allowed me to make this statement
without entering an objection.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I notice that one of the officials las
been superannuated. Will the Minister tell us the officer's
age, name, and how long he was in the service.

Mr. BOWELL. The officer was Mr. Hay, who has been
in the service 20 or 30 years. I do not know his age. He
had not, however, arrived at that age which would jastify
bis superannuation on the grounds of age.

Mr. LANDERKIN. What was his age?

Mr. BOWELL. I do not know. le was superannuated
on a doctor's certificate, stating lis inability to perform
work in the Dapartment, and he had been absent a number
of months.

Mr. LANDERKIN. How long has he been in the Depart-
ment ?

Mr. BOWELL. I do not exactly know.

Mr. LANDERKIN. 1 do not want any hon. member to
sneer by asking what is the color of his hair, when I am
endeavoring to obtain information. If lhon, gentlemen wish
to be impertinent they will find a Deputy Speaker who will
take cognisance of their actions.

The CHAIRMAN. No such remark has reached my ear.

Department of Postmaster General........ $161,620 00

Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will explain.

Mr. CARLING. The very large increase in the business
of the Department necessitated additional clerks, and we
have provided for six additional third-class clerks and the pro.
motion of eight third-class to the second-olass, and statutory
Inoreases make up the amount.

Mir. .BoWMLL,

Mr. BLAKE. The explanation is not so long as the vote.
The hon. gentleman might have entered into further details
without wearying the committee.

Mr. CARLING. I shall be very glad to give any explana-
tion the hon. gentleman may wish. The large increase in
the business of the country causes additional clerks to be
required. Of course, the hon. gentleman is well aware that
a large number of post offices have been established in all
p arts of the Dominion during the last few years, and that a
Large increase las taken place in savings banks and money
order business. This increase has necessitated the employ-
ment of eight additional clerks, and their salaries, together
with the statutory increases, explain any difference in the
vote. This is a very large Department, and a very large
number of employés obtain the statutory increase.

Mr. MILLS. I observe that the amount asked for by the
the hon. gentleman is $161,620 as against $85,950 in 1878.
The number of employés has nearly doubled during that
period; it being 172 as against 92 at that time. I think the
hon. gentleman should show the committee that this very
large increase is necessary. The hon. gentleman knows
that the country has not doubled in population or in wealth
while the expenses of his Department have nearly doubled.

Mr. CARLING. All I can say is that the number of post
offices in 1878 was 5,378; and in 1884, 6,837. The number
of miles of mail route in 1878 was 38,730; and in 1884,
47,131. The number of miles of mail travel in 1878 was
15,427,323; and in 1884, 20,886,316. The number of letters
in 1878 was 44,000,000; while in 1884 it was 66,100,000.
The number of savings banks deposits in 1878 was 25,535;
while in 1884 it was 66,682. The money orders issued in
1878 amounted to 87,130,895; while in 1884 they were
810,067,834. In 1878 the number of countries with which
Canada had an exchange of money orders was but three,
while in 1884 it was 68. These figures with the largely
increased number of contractors with whom we have to
deal and the increased accommodation we have to give more
especially to the rural districts, show that there must be
a large increase of business and that it necessitates an addi-
tional number of clerks. I find that in 1882 the number of
clerks was 146, and there were then 19 extra clerks, while
at the present time we have only four extra clerks in the
Departmont ont of the 180 for which we ask.

Mr. BLAKE. My hon. friend was not speaking of the
year 1882 but of the year 1878, and I do not think that the
hon. gentleman has been successful in showing that the
increase in the cost of the Department was only in propor.
tion to the increase in business. Perhaps the hon. gentle-
man will kindly explain why it is that in the first item
under Savings Bank offices, the chief clerk and superintend.
ont is given without any salary, while a foot note explains
that it is inclnded in the Money Order office.

Mr. CARLING. The same gentleman who superintends
the Money Order office superintends the Savings Bank, and
only one officer is paid for both.

Mr. BLAKE. Is this introduction of his title here a new
thing ?

Mr. CARLING. No, I think not.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I wish to point out that while in
1875 there was a great increase in the cost of the Depart-
ment on account of the free delivery in cities, yet I notice
that there was very little increase in the amounts required
for the Department or in the number of officials in the
Department during those five years. In 1874 there were
78 officials in the Department, and in 1878 there were only
93, or an increase at the rate of only 7 a year during the
Administration of Mr. Maokenzie, while now I find that
there are 180 offloers in the Department.
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Mr. CARLING. No; not now; 180 is the number we
are asking for.

Mr. LANDERKIN. That is the number the hon. gentle.
man is asking for and it has almost doubled during the
period of the Administration of hon. gentlemen opposite.
The amount increased during the late Administration only
to the extent of 615,000, notwithstanding that they gave the
people in all the cities a free delivery and gave increased
accommodation and postal facilities all over the country. The
fact is that although we are increasing the vote under this
Administration I find that there are great difficulties with
regard to postal accommodation at the present time. Some
time ago I applied to get two post offices established in my
own county at a little additional expense, but although we
have doubled the number of officials in five years and
have doubled the vote for this service we are unable to
get this accommodation. I would like to know how it is
that while the increase in the number of officialis and
the increase in the amount expended have been so great, in
roality we have not as efficient a service in our part of the
country as we had five or six years ago.

Mr. CARLING. I am rather surprised to hear the hon.
gentleman state that he las applied for two post offices in
his own county and cannot get them, when le knows that I
told him personally that I had decided to establish those
offices when I could get the mon to fill the positions. Under
the circumstances, I do not think ho should have made the
statement he as made. With regard to increased mail
accommodation, I think I can appeal to hon. members in
this House and that they will bear me out when I say that
increased mail accommodation has been given in almost
every county in Canada. When applications have been
made for additional service or for increasing the service
from a weekly mail to twice a week, or from a mail twice a
week to three times a week, or from a tri-weekly mail to a
daily, all these applications have been fairly considered and
acted upon by the Department whenever it was possible to
do so. So far as I am aware the post office service has
given perfect satisfaction in every part of the Dominion,
and if there are any hon. gentlemen who say that they are
not getting satisfactory mail service, I think the number
must be only a few, and the hon. member for Grey (Mr.
Landerkin) must be one of them. I do not think he means
to cast reflections on the management of the Department,
but I can assure him that in every county in every part of
the Dominion from which -applications have been received,
they have been carefully considered by the Department,
and that everything possible has been done to improve the
mail accommodation for the people generally.

Mr. LANDERKIN. It is true that the hon. gentleman
told me that he was going to establish the post offices I
spoke of, but I have since haî letters from parties there
saying that nothing has been done and no effort made to
put his intentions in force. I repeat that it is correct that
in my own county the accommodation is not as good as it
was, and I think the hon. member for North Bruce can
bear me out. Tbey have a mail in the morning of one day
but not the next day until noon, instead of having it every
morning, and I say that unless arrangements are made by
which the people can get communication by one railway or
the other it will be a great disaster to the people in that
part of the country. I am not overdrawing the matter, nor
am I making these remarks with a view of making charges
against the hon. gentleman, because I must acknowledge
the courtesy and kinduess with which he has treated me in
any matters I have brought to his notice. The fact is, how-
ever, that a good many places remain now as they were
five or six years ago, and several offices that should have a
daily service have only one service out of two or three times
a week, though they are entitled by their revenue to botter
accommodation, Now that the hon. gentleman knows that

this is the condition of things I hope that he will see that
those people who are entitled to increased facilities will be
accommodated, seeing that the number of officials and the
cost to the Department are increasing so rapidly. I think
it is the duty of the Department to give the people of the
country every possible facility for the transaction of their
business.

Mr. CARLING. I think the hon. gentleman understands
that the Department has no power to get railways to run
trains every day if their business does not warrant it. I
think he will agree that the mails are carried in every case
where passenger trains are run.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I think they are not.

Mr. CAIRLING. I think the hon. gentleman will find
it so.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I do not like to contradict the hou
gentleman, but I know it is not so.

Mr. SPROULE. I know somathing of the matter referred
to by the hon. member for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin),
and i do not think he is quite fair in his statements, because
when the line was opened along the railway running north
and south the mail between Durham and Walkerton was
taken off, but the people petitioned to have it reestablished.
I think I carried that petition myself, and the hon.
Postmaster General reestablished the daily mail between
Durham and Walkerton, which virtually gave the people a
daily mail east and west as well as north and south.

Mr. MITCHELL. I feel called upon to say one word on
this matter. I would not have said anything but that the
action of the Postmaster General and the Department has
come in question. I have had a good deal of experience in
connection with the postal arrangement of my county, and
I have had reason to visit frequently the Post Office
Department; and I can say this for that Department, that
there is no Department of the Government which I have
had greater satisfaction in visiting, or from whieh I have
received greater courtesy or consideration than from that
Department-every officer in it, from the Postmaster Gen.
eral down.

Mr. McNEILL. So far as my own riding is concerned, I
can say that we have had an enormous increase of mail
accommodation there through the kindness and attention
of the Postmaster General. In the northern part of that
riding, where there was only one mail a week, they have
now in some places three, and in many other places two a
week. I know that the people I have the honor to repre-
sent feel the greatest satisfaction at the manner in which
the Postmaster General has done his duty in this respect.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The hon. member for North Bruce
is aware that the mail does not come down on the train
every morning ?

Mr. McNEILL. The hon. member for North Bruce is
perfectly well aware that the mail, which during the period
to which the hon. member for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin)
has referred, was most irregular in its arrival at Wiarton,
which was carried from Owen Sound in whatever way could
be contrived, is now received there daily. It was received
with the greatest punctuality every day until the change
was made in the arrangements for running the trains. It
is now brought in the most rapid possible manner in which
the Post Office Department can send it, that is, by the trains
which are placed at his disposai by the Grand Trunk. As
for the arrangement of running the trains, I suppose the
Postmaster General is scarcely responsible for that.

Mr. LANDERKIN. If
would have the mail carried(
a boon on the country. Ià
in the lon. gentleman's

the hon. Postmaster General
on every traia he would confer
am confident that the people

own section are not sat-
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lsfied with the present mail arrangements. As the hon.
Postmaster General seems to labor under doubt, I can tel
him that there is no mail on the night train. If he would
place one on that night train it would be a great benefit. I
know that the people of East Bruce and South Grey are
not satisfied with the presernt arrangements. But if the
hon. member for North Bruce does not want it for his con-
stituency, I am satisfied.

Mr. MÔNEILL. Does the hon, gentleman desire an addi.
tional mail a day ?

Mr. LAN DERKIN. The Postmaster Genéral is desirous
of having a mail on every train, That is not the case at
present.

Mr. McNEILL. I should be very glad to have two mails
a day, provided it was consistent with the public interest.
But 1 understood the hon, gentleman to complain of the
grea expense.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I certainly do complain of the
expense iucreasing so rapidly when we have not a more
efficient service than we have.

Mr. VAIL. I am aware that the Postmaster General is
establishing a good many post offices in Nova Scotia as well
as in other places, which must naturally increase the work
in the Department here. Now, I do not think the country
is disposed at all to object to an increased expense for post
office accommodation. If there is any expenditure willingly
paid by the people, I think it is that of the Post Office
Department, provided they get the necessary post office
accommodation. For my part, I am very glad to see
the Postmaster General establishing these new post
offices ; and it is sometimes necessary to establish
post offices in localities where there are only a few
people to be accommodated. I must endorse what the
hon. gentleman for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) has
said. In what little communication I have had with that
Department I have been treated with courtesy, and have
always found the Department willing to listen to any pro-
posal with regard to post office accommodation that was fair
or reasonable.

Mr. GAULT. I would like to say likewise that in the
city of Montreal, where we had formerly only one delivery
per day, we have now three or four, and the office is in a
much better state than it was before the Postmaster General
came into office. He has done everything to make the post
office itself a cleanly place, and has had improvements and
alterations made which have not only added very much to the
comfort of the employés, but benefited the post office
altogether. To day everything is going on satisfactorily.

Mr. CAMEIRON (Inverness). I beg to add to what has
already been said that the Post Office Department gives
very general satisfaction on the north coast of Cape Breton.
The hon. Postmaster General has nearly doubled the service
in that quarter during the last three or four years. There
are only a few sections which require increased service
there, and I hope the lSon. Minister will see his way clear to
ive us the additional service required. I quite agree with

the hon. member for Digby (Mr. Vail) that there is no
exponse which the people more cheerfully pay than the
expense on the post office service in every part of the
Dominion.

Mr. PAINT. I wish to say that the Postmaster General
is deserving of all the compliments he is getting,

Mr. MILLS. I am glad that some hon. gentlemen can
congratulate the Postmaster General upon the excellent
accommodation which Las been given by his Department.
I received a communication some time ago from a gentle-
man, I think Of Kingsville, stating that for many years-a
quarter of a century-they had at that point a daily mail
until quite recently, and that, although there are many à

Mr. LANDERIN.

daily papers taken there, the postal aocomimodation bas
been reduced to, I think, three mails a week. I sent that
communication to the hon. gentleman, and I have not yet
learned what action the hon. gentleman has taken with
reference tg it. I hope that the question has been con-
sidered by the Dêpartment, and that the hon. gentleman ii
by this time prepared to say what has been done. IZwould
also ,rmind him that I forwarded to him Bome time Ago a
communiçation from certain parties from the township of
Tilbury asking for the establishment of-a post offie and
have had yet no reply, although this was made some five
or six weeks ago.

Mr. CARLING. I am glad the hon. gentleman has
called my attention to this. Our usual plan is to send the
application to the local inspector. I will enquire if he has
made a report.

Mr. BEATY. Toronto has some complaints to make
against the Postmaster General. Ile does not give us enough
clerks and letter carriers and does not pay enough salaries
to those he employs. The common complaint is that the
work is too large and the pay too amall.

Mr. IRVINE. I have the honor of representing a con-
stituency where there are no letter carriers. I must say of
the Postmaster General that on meeting him in the lobbies
or corridors, I have always found him very suave and polite,
but I have alwvays understood that it was not the slightest
use for me to ask for the establishment of a post office. I
ventured to mention the matter to the hon. the Minister of
Customs, but he said it would be contrary to all precedent
to grant my recommendation, that I should support the
Government, and I Lave told my people that it was no use
for me to apply for a post office.

Mr. CARLING. Any application or petition from the
people asking for the establishment of a post office in any
part of a county will have my best consideration. It will
be sent to the inspector to enquire into and report thereon;
but of course in the appointment of a postmaster the Gov.
ernment's friends will be consulted as has always been
done by hon. gentlemen opposite. fHowever my desire is
to give increased post office accommodation irrespective of
politics.

Mr. BOWELIL. I do not think it is scarcely fair to
repeat conversations of a friendly and private nature, but I
may say that I told the hon. gentleman precisely what he
has been told by the Postmaster General, that the establish-
ment of a post office would be made irrespective of politics ;
but that the appointment of a postmaster would be made
after consulting the hon. gentleman's opponent.

Department of Agriculture.................. $48,635 00

Mr. POPE. There are ng changes in this item of any
consequence. One clerk died in the Patent Branch; his
salary was $1,400 a year, and two first-clsus clerks were
appointed at $1,200 a year each. In the statistical branch
there are two third-class clerks.

Mr. MILLS. In 1878 the amount voted was 638,290, or
$8,345 less than the hon. gentleman asks, and yet the hon.
gentleman thought that in 1878 the cost of administering
the Department was extravagant. Ie is bund to give
8ome explanation of this extraordinary increase. If there
was an extraordinary state of prosperity in the country,
the increase might be intelligible; but under the circum-
stances it can only be classe as highly extravagant.

Mr. POPE. The increases have taken place by carrying
out the Statute, almost all of them. There have been some.
new branches added to the Department. There has been
a great increase in some branches of the Department which
took a great deal more labor tban before, and that has been
supplied. Those are ail the Increases I know of.
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Mr. BL&KE. Would the hon. gentleman give an expla.

nation of this Statistics Branch ? I see he has added by 50
per cent. to the number of clerks in it. There were but
four theve, but three in fact, and there are now five. There
is a statistical officer. Then there is an attaché, whatever
that is. I could have understood an attaché in connection
with the HEigh Commissioner's offce, as it is a diplomatie
office. There is an attaché. Thon there are three third-
class clerks instead of one, and then there is a guardian.
Well, in the other division there are two model guardians.
I do not know whether they are guardians of models or
model guardians, but he calls them model guardians.

Mr. POPE. *They are all model guardians.
Mr. BLAKE. Are they ? Then I wonder that they stay

with the hon, gentleman.
Mr. POPE. That is the reason why they do stay.
Mr. BLAKE. I suppose it is found that the hon. gentle-

man needs a guardian. Thore is this guardian of statistics.
I should like to know what his functions are. Is ho to take
care that no one tampers with the figures, or what is it
for? I should like to know what the functions of the
statistical officer are, what are the functions of the attaché,
the diplomatic part of the Department, what are the
functions of the guardian, and how it is that two more
clerks are required for that branch of the Department.

Mr. POPE. With respect to the statistical officer, he
was appointed some little time ago. He has charge of the
statistics, of the census. The attaché is one who has always
gone by that name both in your time and in ours, and who
has been employed on the vital statistics. All the returns
are made to Lhis genleman. His salary ha. not been
increased. It romains just as it has been.

Mr. BLAKE. Why is he called an attaché.
Mr. POPE. [cannot tell you how that is so, but it has

been so all the time. The guardian was employed when we
had 40 or 50 clerks, and ho had the care of the census
papers in the absence of those people, and attended upon
them as messenger of that branch. With respect to the
other, it is a new branch of mortuary statistics. This is a
new branch of the Department.

Mr. BLAKE. And the hon. gentleman bas two new
clerks on the staff. Are these some of those wlio are at
present paid as extra clerks ?

Mr. POPE. No, they were paid-I explained that a little
while ago--as extra clerks on the census, and now they are
put in here as permanent clerks. There is a mistake in this
which I want to correct. The third-class clerk at $800
should be $850, and the one at $651) should be $600. The
mistake was made in the Finance Department in distribut-
ing the amount. The total is just the same.

Mr. BLAKE. Is this one at $850 a new one ?
Mr. POPE. No, it is an old one.
Mr. BLAKE. And the other two, are they old or young ?
Mr. POPE. Not very old, nor very young.
Mr. BLAKE. Just the right age.
Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman says the increase is

only a statutory increase, but h. will not be able to make
out that the statutory increases would increase the cost of
the Department by upwards for $818,000 in seven years. By
looking at the estimates for 1878, we find that there were
30 clerks in the hon. gentleman's Department. In the
estimates before us, there are 46, an increase of 16 clerks.

Mr. POPE. I said there were some new branches, and
an increase of business, but it is mostly a statutory increase.

Mr. BLAKE. Have these other third-class clerks been
appointed, or are they to be appointed ?

Mr. POPE. They have been appointed.
Mr. BLAKE. Then it is proposedto bring in a vote to

pay them as third-class clerks during the current year ?
Mr. POPE. This is the vote.
Mr. BLAKE. This commences from the lst Jaly next,
Mr. WILSON. Does the hon. Minister find that the

returns come in so rapidly that he requires an increase of
clerks in reference to the mortuary statistice? Perhaps he
will explain to us something in reference to it, as to the
working of the system and the means he adopted to collect
the mortuary statisties from the different parts of the Pro-
vince. For my part, I must confees that the system
adopted, or that proposed to be adopted, as far as I have
been able to learn, will be very inefficient, with very small
results ; and it would appear that it is certainly not
necessary to increase the number of officers in that depart.
ment to record all the work that this wonderful board will
accomplish, if in other parts the services are performed in
a similar manner to that in which they are in my part of
the country.

Mr. POPE. To what place do yon refer ?
Mr. WILSON. I could give my hon. friend an instance

of the manner in which they are to be collected in St,
Thomas, the place where I reside. I might call his atten.
tion to the city the Postmaster General lives in, and see
what the result of the system has been in that location,
Perhaps I might call the hon. the Minister's attention to
other places; and ho might, before he asks us to increase
the number of officers and the expenses, give us some ex-
pl ination as to why he fads it neoessary to increase these
offices and these officers.

Mr. POPE. I have explained that there is no increase.
This is altogether a new branch. I do not know what the
hon. gentleman means by the parties who are collecting
etatistics. Does ho know who they are? Does ho know
how they are selected? Does he know by whom they are
appointed? Not by me. I appoint them, but they are
selected by the peaple themselves. They are the ordinary
officers of the town or city in which this takes place. I do
not select the people at al]. We take these men,
whatever their politics, whoever they may be. They
are appointed because they are appointed by the place
itself as medical officers. These men I take inva.
riably. I know some are on one side of polities and
some on the other. This has been in operation only about
a year. So far as it has gone, I am sure the hon. gentle.
man will find that it is quite satisfactory for a new machin.
ery, which takes some little time and some experience to
perfect. For my part, I am quite satisfied with the way it
is going on. The hon. gentleman must not say, he must
not insinuate, that there is any politics in this matter,
bocause I do not select these men myself. The people of
the towns and cities and places select the men, and they are
appointed by me.

Mr. WILSON. The Minister says that no polities exist
in the selection of these officers, and he asks me whether I
know by whom and in what way they are appointed. I do
know, and I know that in some cases theofficers are
appointed after the word has been sent by the Minister te
these localities requesting them to appoint an officer. It
may be that no politics may exist, but it may also be known
to the hon. gentleman who would be likely to be
recommended in localities where his friends would
be in the preponderance, and very likely ho would
know the kind of officers who would be appointed.
But what I complain of is, that without giving us any results
of the working of this new office, the Mimster now asks
us to grant more public money to earry it on. I state dis-
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tinctly that there are more clerks appointed here and that
the amount of salaries is increased. Of course it is a new
branch, as the Minister says; but wby is it necessary to
have this new branch ? He should give some reason for
this new appointment, showing that he has done more work
last year than the year previous.

Mr. POPE. It may possibly be considered a foolish thing
to do, but it was proposed by a conference of medical men,
though the hon. gentleman may think them quite unfit to
make the proposition. This has been pressed upon me for
a great while, and I tried to carry ont the views of these
medical gentlemen who met here in conference, and to the
best of my ability I have carried them ont. There is no
increase in the expenditure. In fact the vote is $20,000,
and it will come in another place. Last year we thought
we could reduce that vote, and we put it at $15,000.

Mr. WILSON. I am not finding any fault whatever with
the hon, gentleman for doing a foolish thing, as that would
not surprise me in the least, neither am I finding fault with
the recommendation of the medical men. What I find fault
with is, that the information given us by the Minister does
not warrant us in voting intelligently upon the estimates
before the ouse.

The Committee rose; and it being six o'clock the Speaker
left the chair.

After Recess.
Rouse again resolved itself into Committee of Supply.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. BLAKE.. When the Committee rose we were engaged

in discussing the statistical branch of the Agricultural
Department, which the hon. gentlenman stated was recently
established. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will 3tate whether
its operations are confined to the collection of mcrtuary
statistics, or whether it performa other statistical opera-
tions.

Mr. POPE. The statistical officers I speak of here are
just now engaged in compiling the agricultural statistics.
The hon. gentleman will remember that we were to procure,
as far as we could, statistics from local governments. We
did so in Manitoba, and although I have not been able to do
so in Ontario, I hope soon to do it there also. We are now
compiling the statistics from the North-West Territories
and those that have been collected in the Lower Provinces.
The clerks engaged in the office are mostly girls who, I
find, do as much work as men for much les pay. They
have been engaged for the last month in compiling the
agricultural statistics that have been collected. I may say
to the hon. gentleman that in collecting these statistics I
employed the Post Office Inspectors and gave them $100
each. They were to get these statisties through the post-
masters as far as they could be got. Whether the result
will be satisfactory I cannot say yet; I hope it will be. Very
few persons are engaged on the mortuary statistis--l
think four; and in that particular branch these four per-
sons have all they can do.

Mr. BLAKE. Does the hon. gentleman mean that of these
permanent clerks, the vote for whom we are now taking,
four are engaged in mortuary statistics ?

Mr. POPE. No, only two.
Mr. BLAKE. Are these two new ones ?
Mr. POPE. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. And are they under the immediate control

of the stetistical officer, or of Mr. Taché, or ander the hon.
gentleman's control ?

Mr. POPE. Of course they are under the control of the
etatistical offleer who oversees them ; but they do their own
work, and they have a room to themselves.

Mr. WILSON.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I see thero are two
officers appointed. Who are they ?

Mr. POPE. There are four ladies in the room, two of
them are temporary ; the other two were engaged on the
census, and have been a long time in the service.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Under whose charge
is this statistical branch ?

Mr. POPE. Mr. Layton.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Who are the ladies?
Mr. POPE. The one who has charge in that room is

Mrs. Lister. Then there is Miss Fraser, Miss Rose and,-
I forget the other one's name.

Department of Marine .................. ........ $20,562 50

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There appears to be
an additional chief clek here. Who is the gentleman ap-
pointed?

Mr. McLELAN. There is no appointed clerk here. The
officer who is now doing the work of accountant was
already a first-class clerk. Of the chief clerks connected with
the Department, one went to the Fisheries branch, and the
other remained. The one who went to the Fisheries branch
was the accountant. One of the first-class clerks may be
made chief clerk at $1,800.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That practically means
having three chief clerks in the Department instead of two.

Mr. MoLE LAN. In the two Departments, yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What service requires

a second chief clerk?
Mr. MoLELAN. Accountant to rank as a chief clerk.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That means that the

gentleman's salary must run up to $2,400 or $2,500. For-
merly a chief clerk was considered a sufficiently high officer
to discharge all the duties of accountant; and although this
arrangement may not involve any very matorial, addition
at present, it involves at least $600 in the long run, if I
recollect the rule of the service.

Mr. McLELAN. Yes and no.
Sir RICHARD CAR TWRIGHT. Who is the officer ?
Mr. McLELAN. He is not appointed. Mr. Gourdeau,

who was formerly in the account branch of the ser-
vice, has been acting as accountant.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think there is no other
Department, which has so many chief clerks proportion.
ately. There are several other increases of smaller sums.

Mr. McLELAN. No other inorease except statutory
increases.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is a total increase
of about $1,800.

Mr. MoLELAN. Yes, about $800 on account of statutory
increases, and the promotion of the acting accountant to the
position of accountant.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I notice that in this Department
one officer was superannuated from 12th October, 1883.
Who is he; what was the cause of the superannuation ; what
is the amount paid ?

Mr. McLELAN. Tbat refera to Mr. Whitcher, commis-
sioner of fisheries, who was superannuated in October, 1883,
after 33 years service. His age was not quite sufficiently
advanced to lead to his superannuation; but he had very
strong medical certificates, and in consequence of the divi-
sion of the Department and the medical certificates, I super-
annuated him. He receives about $1,300 a year. The old
accountant of the Marine branch and the commissioner of
fisheries received together $4,800. The old accounitant was
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made deputy head at $3,200, leaving a balance of $1,600,
or $300 after superannuating Mr. Whitcher.

Mr. LANDERKIN. What is the reason for the large
increase in the cost of managing this Department from 1874
to the present time? Why are there more officials now
than then ?

Mr. McLELAN. I do not remember the number in 1874.
I know there bas been very little increase.

Mr. LANDERKIN. There were 18 in the Department
in 1874.

Mr. McLELAN. When I went into the Department
there was a very large number of extra clerks employed.
Most of these have been made permanent, and provision is
being made for the appointmient of- three more of these
extra clerks. I propose, if the work continue, which is very
heavy, on the inspection of steamboats, the examination of
masters and mates and the distribution of the fishing bounty,
to make more of the extra clerks permanent, and so
reduce the staff of extra clerks and arrange that all the
clerks may appear in the estimates.

Mr. LANDERKIN. In 1874 the cost of management
was $20,000 ; at the present time it is over $36,000, or an
increase of over $16,000 in five years. How does the Min-
ister account for that ?

Mr. McLELAN. A very large proportion of the increased
amount is for statutory increases of salary. The work of
the Department has very largely increased since I took
charge. There have been added light-house and lift-saving
stations, signal service, inspection of hulls of steamers, and
the meteorological service has very largely increased. In
fact, in every branch of the service the work has almost
doubled.

Mr. DAVIES. Who are those whom it is intended to
make permanent clerks ?

Mr. McLELAN. I have not made a selection yet.
Mr. DAVIES. Does the hon. gentleman intend to have

a separate accountant for each branch.
Mr. McLELAN. One of the clerks who was in the account

branch previously went to the fishery branch, Mr. Mac-
kinson, a very excellant accountant, and he performs the
duties, and will continue to do so if his health permits. His
health failed during last summer, and under a medical
certificate he obtained three months' leave of absence. He
bas somewhat improved.

Mr, DAVIES. Is it i'ntended to have two separate
accountants-one for each branch ?

Mr. McLELAN. There will be a separate account in
each branch.

Mr. DAVIES. What justification has the hon. Minister
for having two accountants. I understood him to state last
year that this division of the Department would not involve
any increase in the public expenditure.

Mr. McLELAN. The hon. gentleman will understand
there were three or four, or perhaps five persons employed
in the account branch of the Department previons to the
division of it. There was the chief accountant, Mr. Mac-
kinson, Mr. Gourdeau, Mr. Owen and one or two others who
assisted in the accountant service. The chief accountant
went into the fisheries branch, and took at least two of
those who formerly worked in the account department.
Hie salary was $2,400 before leaving. Mr. Gourdeau has
been acting accountant since, and it is proposed to give
him an increase of salary.

Mr. DAVIES. Is he first-class or second-class ?

Mr, McLELAN, Second-class.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think I understood
the Minister of Marine to say that Mr. Whitcher had been
retired on account of ill-health. Now, I am sorry ta hear
that Mr. Whitcher has been in ill-health, but I had the
pleasure of seeing him recently and he appeared to me to
have made a very admirable recovery, and we know that
he was a man of very great energy and activity-perhaps
too great for the comfort of some of bis superior offleers.
It occurs to my mind that the excercise of the superannua-
tion in his case requires more explanation than that we
have yet had. Mr. Whitcher, whatever he may have been
at that moment, does not at present look like a man whose
services ought to be lost to us. The hon. gentleman knows
that in addition to our annual expenditure the sum of
$1,400 or $1,500 for the superannuation of an officer like
Mr. Whitcher is a considerable sum. There was some
little discussion or dispute in the newspapers between Mr.
Whitcher and other gentlemen in the Department, and it
occurs to me that as there may have been some things that
had a greater influence on the superannuation than the ill.
health of Mr. Whitcher, we should have more explanation
as to the reasons for his superannuation.

Mr. McLELAN. Mr. Whitcher, almost ever since I
became connected with the Department, has been making
application out for superannuation, alleging that his health
was such that he was not equal to the discharging of the
duties of bis office as they should be discharged. lHe brought,
on two or three occasions, certificates from medical men
confirming his statement, and upon his request, and the
strong certifcates of these medical men, I finally assented
to his superannuation. The bon, gentleman will see that, as
his salary was $2,400 and the salary of the old accountant
in the Marine and Fishery branch was $2,400, making
$4,800; and a deputy was appointed at $3,200; a balance of
$1,600 was left which will go against Mr. Whitcher's super-
annuation, so that the increase in the Department will be
small, in fact the whole arrangement has been made without
any increase, because these officers, after long and faithful ser-
vice, were entitled to some increase, at any rate.

Mr. DAVIES. Was the amount of Mr. Whitcher's super-
annuation calculated on the number of years actual service,
or was any term added or subtracted ?

Mr. McLELAN. Some was subtracted.

Mr. DAVIES. Why were they subtracted ?

Mr. McLELAN. For several acts of insubordination
which were not satisfactory to the Department five years
were deducted.

Mr. DAVIES. What were the acts of insubordination?

Mr. McLELAN. His term was 28 years, and he was
allowed 23.

Mr. DAVIES. What were the acts of insubordination?

Mr. McLELAN. There were several. I think the
hon. gentleman had better move for the papers, and then
he çan get all the information.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
is in connection with this subject.

No; the information

Mr. BLAKE. It was stated widely that something had
been done or said by fr. Whitcher, which was not regarded
as correct by the hon. gentleman in connection with the
Fishery Exhibition; that Mr. Whitcher made some state-
ment as t. the non-success or the inutility of the scheme
of fish-hatching which the hon. gentleman thought was an
improper proceeding, and that this had occasioned a dit-
ference and a breaking off of those relations which ought
to subsist for the good of the service between a Minister
and one of his chief officers. Row about that?
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Mr. McLELAN. That ws one aet of insubordination,
but that was not the first. I think in the year previous to
that, he had published a preface to his report in which he
made some statements which were altogether unjustifiable.
It was so strong and so great an offence that I felt that some
action should be taken, but Mr. Whitcher acknowledged
the wrong and retracted it. I hoped he would have given
no further occasion, but hon. gentlemen, when they see the
certificates of the modical men in connection with Mr.
Whitcher, I think, will not ask for further explanations of
the matter, as to his condition of mind, and the state of
nervous irritation-such that the doctors said they would
not be responsible for his acts. Taking everything into
consideration, upon his own request, which had been made
for years previons-or for at least a year previous-I
thought it was in the public interest to grant him his
retirement.

Mr. DAVIES. It seems hard that if Mr. Whitcher's
state of mind was such that ho was not responsible for his
acts, and thorefore it was necessary that he should bo
superannuated; that he should be further punished by hav-
ing five years deducted from his term. That is an expla-
nation which I think requires some supplementary explana-
tion. I would like to ask the hon. gentleman if Mr.
Whitcher was not suspended before he was superannuated,
and for what length of time, and whether le did or did not
receive any pay for the time for which he was suspended ?

Mr. MoLELAN. He was suspended for two or three
months,-I think in August, and he was superannuated in
October.

Mr. DAVIES. Did his pay go on ?
Mr. McLELAN. No.
Mr. DAVIES. So le lost his pay for three months,

besides losing five years on his superannuation, and all
because he was in a state of mind that ho was not respon-
sible for what ho did. I think, Sir, that is terrible treat-
ment-perfectly unjustifiable treatment for any public offi-
cer. I am told that he has been in the service 32 or 33 years,
and at the end of that time he became so mentally incapable
that the Minister says ho is not responsible-

Mr. McLELAN. I do not say that he was not respon-
sible, but the doctors said that if he continued at his work
in that state of nervous irritability, he could not be held
long responsible for his acts, and upon that statement,
looking to the future, and taking the doctor's certificates in
that light, I thought it would be well to grant him his
superannuation.

Mr. BLAKE. Were these certificates given while he
was under suspension ?

Mr. McLELAN. No; one was given previously, and the
other after.

Mr. WELDON. Was his application to be superannuated
made in writing ?

Mr. MoLELAN. Yes.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I observe that Mr.
Whitcher's age is given as 55 in the superannuation memo-
randum attached to the Public Accounts, and I observe also
tIt hi% is d à cplaro dt b.J uJV faaIUoLn tdA1 thUIa fn&1L V n JL "

Mr. DAVIES. If I understood the hon- gentleman aright
there were two acts of insubordination, one was for affixing
a preface to his report which was unjustifiable in the Min-
ister's opinion. The offence was afterwards condoned; but
there was a subsequent act of insubordination which was
the act for which he was punished, and not the one the
Minister bas described. Now, I think the House and the
country are entitled to know what was the particular act of
insubordination for which he was superannuated or punished
by having five years taken off his allowance.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I happen to know some-
thing about this. Those gentlemen opposite, who are tak-
ing Mr. Whitcher's part so strongly, ought to know that it
was upon his continuous, pressing request that he was super-
annuated. For a long time he used to come to me, as an old
friend of mine, complaining that he was harshly used and
ought to be superannuated. There is no doubt
that he did not get along well with the per-
manent head of his Department, and ho implored
the Government to superannuate him. 1 used to
say to him, "You cannot say you are not fit to do your
work, and therefore the Minister bas a right to retain you."
He used strong language as to the effect his position had
upon him and would have unless he was relieved, and then
he produced, not one, but several certificates, stating that
his health was in great danger if he was not superannuated.
So ho was superannuated, as my hon. friend has stated, on
account of the state of his healt. fHe was in such a state
of mind as affected his health, bodily as well as nervously.
He was superannuated at his own request, ho makes no
complaint, and I believe he got off very well.

Mr. DAVIES. That does not affect the question I asked
the Minister of Marine; what was the particular act of
insubordination for which he was punished by having five
years taken off his allowance ?

Mr. McLELAN. No one particular act of insubordination.
I told the bon, gentleman before that he had been repeatedly,
ever since I went into office, applying for superannuation
on account of ill-health. As I know, he was in that 'state
of mind which made it almost impossible for him to dis.
charge the duties of his office; and upon repeated applica-
tions and certificates from medical men, I recommended to
Council that he be superannuated.

Mr. DAVIES. Surely the hon. Minister does not want the
House to understand that he was punished by having five
years taken off his allowance fer applying repeatedly for
superannuation. What I want to know is, why were the
five years taken off.? Does the bon. Minister decline to
state.

Mr. MoLELAN. I will give the hon, gentleman all the
papers with the particulars.

Mr. LANDERKIN. It appears that Mr. Whitcher was
in the Marine and Fisheries Department for about 33
years, and had acquired a very comprehensive knowledge
of the whole subject of fisheries. It appears, however, that
he differed from the Minister of Marine ; and as soon as he
differs from that distinguished individual, the hon. Minister
thinks his mind is going, and it is looked upon as an act of
insubordination, that after giving 33 years of his life to the
subject, he does not believe in this fish-hatchery business.

1at e e e eis uu«Irut u perannuate on ue 1score 0o age
alone, and nothing is stated about ill-health. Now it Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. ]esidos, it is 80 to ho
appears from tho Minister's statement that there is a great remembered that a very considerablo addition is made to
deal more than ill-health the matter with him. When the the expenditure the Civil Service whon you superannuate
matter was first brought up the hon. gentleman said it was au officer. We are now psying for the Civil Service
on the score of a physician's certificate; now it appears it $1,200,00(against$833,00underthelateGovernment. In
was on the score of alleged repeated acts of insubordination, addition to that, we are psying 8200,000 a yesr for super-
and farther, that considerable penalties have been inflicted sunuation in place of $106,000, which wu paid six or seven
upon him. It seems to me that we should have those car- years sgo. submit that the fouse is bound te watch
tifiates of the physiciane at a convenient time.joalously the oxeroiée of the athority given to the
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Government in superannuation matters. The superannua-
tion allowance is becoming a practical and serions
grievance. Why, I recollect when hon. gentlemen oppo.
site could find nothing so deserving of censure as the
increase of the superannuation allowance to $106,000. Now
it is $200,000, and we want an explanation of the reason
for the superannuation of an officer known to many of us as
an active and vigilant officer, although he may have had the
misfortune to differ from the Minister, by which $1,400 is
added to the superannuation expenditure. The Minister
knows that when a man is superannuated at 55 years of
age, a very good reason should be given. The $1,400 which
are paid are not in any way saved. We know that the
work Mr. Whitcher has done; has to be done by other
offlcers, and we know that in the course of a very few years
they will demand and get just as much payment as Mr.
Whitcher did.

Mr. McLELAN. The hon. momber for South Grey (Mr.
Landerkin) is in error in stating that there was a difference
between the Minister and Mr. Whitcher. There was no
difference between us upon any particular point of policy
in the Departmont. Mr. Whitcher does approve of fish
hatcheries just as much as I do. I know that there was
an unhappy state of matters between Mr. Whitcher and
the deputy head of the Department for many years. I
hoped that it would have passed away, and that Mr.
Whitcher would have settled down to bis work, but it con-
tinued to grow worse and worse every year, until his
physicians certified that it was likely to result in serious
mjury to Mr. Whitcher if he was not permitted to go; and
it was upon repeated applications, and the certificates of
medical men, that superannuation was granted to him.

Mr. DAVIES. Then the hon. Minister, as I understand,
says that it was not in consequence of the publication of a
letter in which Mr. Whitcher gave his views on the want
of success of the fish hatcheries that lie yiolded to his
application for superannuation.

Mr. McLELAN. If that had been the consideration that
moved me, and that alone, it would have been a dismissal.

Mr. DAVIES. But Mr. Whitcher was suspended for a
certain number of months for which he received no pay.
Was the cause of the suspension not a public letter in which
ho gave his views upon the success of the fish hatcheries?
We are spending thousands of dollars yearly on the fish
hatcheries, and if Mr. Whitcher put his views on record,
and if those views were in accordance with the facts, he
should not have been punished, but was entitled to credit
for putting them on record.

1Mr. McLELAN. Mr. Whitcher was not suspended for
the publication of any honest view.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I am not satisfied with the increased
expenditure in this Department. When the hon. member
for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) was at its head, there
were only employed in it eighteen officials, and its annual
expenditure was only $17,530. To-day that Department
employs 31 clerks and coste $36,412. I do not believe the
increase of work is sufficient to warrant that increase and I
wish to ascertain how this money is being expended.

Mr. MoLELAN. I have already answered the hon*
gentleman. Whon I went in, there were a number of
extra clerks employed, and I appointed three or four per-
manently. My predecessor, Mr. Pope, also appointed per-
manently others who were there as extra clerks. When
the work seems likely to continue, I think it advisable to
make the officers permanent. Since 1878, there has been
a large increase in the business, several new services having
been added to the Department, which more than doubles
the work, taking the work as a whole. The temporary
clorke previously employed, though they did not count,

were there all the same, and perhaps their wages by the
day amounted to more than they do now per year.

Mr. MILLS. The hon, gentleman has not given the
House the information to which it is entitled in reference
to the case of Mr. Whitcher. In England, it is not con-
sidered to be any violation of the duty of a public officer
to discuss any question of departmentail administration.
There are many men connected with the Admiralty Depart-
ment in England who are to-day writing on the subject of
the navy.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Not one.
Mr. MILLS. Over and over again it bas been done.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Mr. MILLS. The questions as to the construction of

turret ships, and as to how ships shall be plated and so on,
have been discussed again and again by departmental
officers. It is not on that ground, 1 fancy, that the hon.
gentleman took exception to what Mr. Whitcher did. If
Mr. Whitcher believed the fish hatcheries were not produc-
ing satisfactory results, it was important that he should
state honestly and clearly his views and the reasons for
them. It was specially important when, perhaps, the
exhibition of the Canadian Government would lead to mis-
chievous results in England; but I understand the Minister
to say it was not for that Mr. Whitcher was suspended
and punished by having withheld from him three months'
salary, but it was for a dishonest expression of
opinion ; it was for maligning the Department publicly
by stating what is not true. That ii what the
hon. gentleman suggests was the reason. If that be the
reason, it would be a reason for dismissing Mr. Whitcher,
but not for retiring him on a pension. If what
the hon. gentleman intimates was the fact, namely,
that Mr. Whitcher was not responsible for his actions
because his mind was off its balance, Mr. Whitcher was not
a subject for punishment. That might be a reason for
retiring him, but not for witholding from him three months
salary and taking five years off his time of service. The
bouse is entitled to further information. When we vote
public money, we give our sanction to the Government as
regards the appropriation which the Government asks, and
it is therefore our duty to see that we get the fullest infor-
mation before voting the money, as it is the duty of the
Ministers to give that information.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would like to know
what the hon. gentleman desires. The question is simply
whether Mr. Whitcher was properly superannuated or not.
The other question is whether, if ho was superannuated, he
ought not to have got a higher rate than was allowed him.
Which does the hon. gentleman advocate ?

Mr. MILLS. We are asking information.
Sir JOHN A. M&CDONALD. Here we have this fact

that an officer of the Government, a civil servant, applies
for superannuation. He declares that hie boalth will not
allow him to continue in office; implores for superannua-
tion and produces satisfactory evidence, the usual evidence
of medical testimony, to show that his health will not per-
mit him to go on. Well, ho was superannuated. The hon.
gentleman cannot say but that, under those circumstances,
ho was superannuated because his health was broken down,
and at his request. Then as to the fact that his
superannuation allowance is not so large by five years as it
might have been, that is no loss to the public. If that is at
all an injustice, it is an injustice which Mr. Whitcher
has a right to complain of, and protest against, and apply
to Parliament, if ho chooses, for redress. He does not do so;
He never has done so; ho does not do so at all. He j super-
annuated of right; hoeis superannuated of necessity; ho could
not attend to his work, and ho did not attend to his work,
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Why, Mr. Chairman, I am, in fact, personally chargeable,
perhaps, with *an undue disregard of the publie funds in get-
ting him leave of absence after leave of absence, in order to
enable him to recover his health and his capacity to attend
to his work, but ho found he could not do so, and his medi-
cal man said ho could not do so, and thereupon ho was super-
annuated, and the question with the Government simply was:
Shall we dismiss him or remove him without giving him
anything, or shall we give him a superannuation allowance ?
We gave him a superannuation allowance and ho las not
complained of it.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman says the public inter-
est has not suffered because five years were taken off the
number of years on which Mr. Whitcher's superannuation
is calculated, and ho also says, that because Mr. Whitcher
has not complained to this House of the manner in which
ho was dealt with, the mouths of hon. members should be
stopped. I differ with the hon. gentleman. I think this is
an important matter, a very important matter, the calcula-
tion of the years allowed to the members of the Civil Ser-
vice who are superannuated. We find sometimes that the
Government add on ton, twelve and fifteen years.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Mr. DAVIES, I think so. I think I have seen twelve

and even fifteen years added.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.

Mr. DAVIES. Ten, at all events.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, ten.
Mr. DAVIES. In other cases they take off five years.

This is not a discretion to be exercised arbitrarily, to be
exercised by the Government of the day in favor of some
person they approve of and against others they may happen
not to agree with, politically or otherwise. This is a ques-
tion which should be decided on principle, and, when we see
years added to or years taken from civil servants, the pub-
lic have a right to be informed and we have a right to ask
-we would fail in our duty if we did not ask-the ground
upon which it has been done. Up to this moment there
seems to be some great reluctance on the part of the Minister
of Marine to give the House the information. He will not
say whether it was or not because of the publication of that
letter which Mr. Whitcher wrote. If ho tells me that that
was the cause, I shall be able to form a proper conclusion
as to whether it was justified or not. We all know what
was in the letter.

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD. I do not.

Mr. DAVIES. Then the hon. gentleman could not have
exercised his discretion, at all events, in cutting off these
five years. So the House has not the information.-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Move for it.
Mr. DAVIES. I am asking for it here in Supply. Sure-

ly, if we cannot get explanations when the moneys of the
country are being voted in Supply, there is no tirne to get
them. The hon. gentleman tells me to move for it, when
ho knows perfectly well that in all probability I could not
get the motion brought on this Session. This is the time to
ask for the information, and the Minister ought to give it.
There is an important principle involved in this superannu-
ation allowance, and, if Ministers are to be allowed to exer-
cise their discretion in adding to or deducting from the num-
ber of years, it is calcutated to be an engine of great oppres-
sion in one case and of favoritism in the other; and in
this case, when they take five years off an old publie
servant who has been 32 or 33 years in the service,
the public have a right to know clearly the rea-
son why. I know that Mr. Whitcher is a very
efficient officer. I happened to be associated with him
in the Fishery Commission some years ago, and I know that

Sir JOEN A. MAODOALzD.

the services he rendered to the country were very valuablo
services; and, if I find a gentleman with whom I was
associated at one time punished in this way I may be par.
doned for asking the reason why. If it is for publishing a
letter saying that the money expended in the fish hatch-
eries was not producing the results the country thought it
was or which it was stated at the fish exhibition that it was,
if he was punished for telling the truth, ho was punished
for stating a fact which one of the Ministers stated. The
Minister of Justice stated the same thing and ho was not
punished for it. I think there is something behind this
which the House has not got at. I think the Minister of
Marine would do botter 1o give us the facts. We are told
that there was a dispute between some deputy and Mr.
Whitcher. Well, we do not know who was right and who
was wrong. Perhaps the deputy was wrong, but ho is con-
sidered to have been right because hoeis a great favorite of
the Ministers and has since received promotion.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria). I think you are wrong thero.
Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman from British Colum-

bia says the gentleman who has received promotion is not
the favorite of the Minister. I understand the present
Deputy Minister of Fisheries is the gentleman that the
Minister referred to.

Mr. McLELAN. -No, I did not say so.
Mr. DAVIES. Then I was wrong. I thonght ho said

the gentleman who now occupies Mr. Whitcher's position
and who was then a subordinate in the Department had
some differences with him.

Mr. McLEL AN. It is not the same deputy.
Mr. DAVIES. The Deputy of Marine? Whether that

is so or not I do not know, but we are entitled to the infor-
mation. There was also another statement which the Min-
ister made which appeared to me most extraordinary. He
says the work of that Department had doubled since 1878.
That is news to me. I would like to know in what respect.
A few years ago you had charge of all the rivers and streams,
and y ou had immense labor in issuing licenses and in con.
trolling those rivers and streams. You have not any of that
work now. In former years you had the licensing of the
American fishing vessels, and there was an immense amount
of work there. That has all ceased. Where has the work
increased, I would like to know ?

Mr. McLELAN. That had ceased before 1878.
Mr. DAVIES. I dare say it had; but the lioensing of the

fishing in the rivers and streams had not ceased, but was in
full operation in 1878, and it involved an immense deal of
labor.

Mr. MoLELAN. No.

Mr. DAVIES. It involved a great deal of labor, and an
immense mass of correspondence, and a great deal of litiga-
tion. We are all cognisant of these facts, those of us who
come from the Maritime Provinces, and I should like to
know from the hon. gentleman in what branch of his
Department there has been Euch an increase as to justify
this enormous expenditure, which is going on rolling up
year by year ?

Department of Fisheries..................$12,850 00

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. Be good enoughI to
explain the alterations which have been made here. There
are one or two additional appointments, and some altera-
tions in salaries.

Mr. MoLELA.N. I have explained that. The hon.
member had raised the question on the fisheries, and I made
the full explanation then of the changes which had been
made, that the office of the Commissioner of Fisheries was
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abolished by Act of Parliament last year, and a deputy
head ereated for that branch.

Mr. WEL DON. I would like to know how the Fisheries
Department has increased. As pointed out by my hon.
friend from Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies) a great part of it
consisted in looking after the leases and licenses on rivers,
which are now taken away from the Department.

Mr. McLELAN. The reduction of work on that aceount
has been comparatively trifiing. Al these rivers have to
be looked after, and it entails almost as much labor on the
Department, with the bare exception of issuing licenses.
All these streams have to be looked after by the Govern-
ment, and the fiishery branch, as the hon, gentleman
knows, bas bad a very large amount of work thrown upon
it by the fishermens' bounties. A large number of claims
for bounty are forwarded to the Department to be examined,
and to be reported upon, and from 25,000 to 35,000 checks
are issued for the payment of those bounties.

Mr. DAVIES. I understand the Minister to give one
extraordinary explanation, and that is that the work bas
increased because the rivers and streams have passed out of
his jurisdiction.

Ur. McLELAN. I did not say that. I said thatpart of
it in respect to rivers and streams had been very slightly
diminished, but that it had been largely increased by the
fishing bounties. I stated previously that the great amount
of increased work had been mainly in the Marine
Department.

Mr. DAVIES. I understand the only explanation of the
increase is confined to the payment of the fishing bounties.
That is no justification for this enormous increase in sala-
ries, because the Minister knows well that he gave extra
pay to the gentleman who signed these checks-if I
remember well he paid $400 extra. So that cannot justify
the tremendous increase in this Department; so that the
only branch of this service, in which he has pointed any
increase of work, that work has been paid for extra. In
this connection I think the Hlouse would like to have the
benefit of the experience of the hon. member for Northum-
berland (Mr. Mitchell), who formerly filled with so much
credit to himself and the country, the position of Minister
of Marine and Fisheries. We would like to know whether,
in bis opinion, the increased work in this Department
justifies the enormous increase in the expenditure.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would say to my hon. friend, whom I
am always pleased to meet and to talk with, that when I
occupy the position, which I hope some day to occupy, on
the ministerial benches, then he will have a right to
question me, and I will be able to answer him without his
putting a notice on the paper. However, I may say that
the policy of giving bounties to fishermen on the coast, has
led to a large increase in the business of the Department
that would involve the employment of some additional
banda, how many 1 do not know. I have taken very little
intereat in the Department, my applications to the Depart-
ment not always having been as successful as I would have
liked, though doubtlesa the Minister had good reasons for
refusing them.

Department of Publie Works....................... ..... $41,290 00

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There are a few changes in
the different branches. The short-hand writer, Mr. McKay,
having died, a third class clerk was put in his place at the
minimum salary of 81,100. The third classclerk that comes
next is in consequence of a young man being taken on at a
salary of $400 instead of $800, that the previous clerk
received. The secretary and chief clerk of the correspond-
ing branch, Mr. Bnnis, died the other day, and his succes-
eor begins at the minimum salary of $1,800. There are

only four clerks in that branch, one of them having been
transferred to the accountant's branch. There is an increase
of one in the number of third class clerks, because one in
the accountant's branch las been transferred to the corres-
pondence branch. In the accountant's branch the number of
third class clerks is increased by one who bas been brought
in from the correspondence branch. The other increases
in salaries are the statutory increases.

Mr. WILSON. I think, taking the estimates in this
Department as a whole, the Minister will not require as
large a staff in the future as he as had in the past. While
on this point I would like to call bis attention to the fact
that during last summer ho sent two engineers up west to
examine and report upon the harbors of Port Stanley and
Port Burwell as a harbor of refuge, a great loss
of life having taken place in those localities. I supposed
the reports had been made to him as to the importance
of a harbor of refuge at one or both of those points,
and soon after the House met, about the 9th February,
I .think, I moved for the correspondence in connection
with this matter. In a short time the answer came down
which stated that no such report had been made to the Min-
ister up to that date, 1 bave waited patiently to see those
reports, but I have received no information what-
ev3ir up to the present time. I suppose these
engineers have been unable to make a report, because they
have been so hard at work during the winter. Now,
this is an important matter, and it seriously affects the
traffie on those lakes. It bas been strongly represented to
the Minister of Public Works as being an important matter,
not only in the interests of that section of the country, but
also in the interests of the unfortunate marinera who ar
compelled to ply their avocations on the lakes. I wonld
say here, that when these surveys have been made so long
since, when the matter had been in the Department for
such a length of time, when we are giving liberal salaries
to pay those who are employed there to do the work, when
the Order of this House had been passed calling for the
report in reference to the matter of this survey, I think it
is the bounden duty of the Minister in charge
not to allow this Session to pass by without
bringing down the report. of these engineers.
if the Department was overrun with work and unable to
furnish a report, the matter would be different. Why this
delay should bave taken place is unaccountable to me, and
I think we are entitled to get a report of some kind,
either favorable or unfavorable. I do not see one dollar
placed in the estimates even for repairs in that locality,
and I would urge on the Minister of Public Works that ho
should impress on bis subordinates to do their duty at once.
The Postmaster General is also interested in the locality,
and I would urge him to press on bis colleagues to have a
report made at the earliest date.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is hardly the thing for
an hon. member to bring up this matter on the organisa.
tion[ of the Department. The hon. gentleman must see that
I cannot ho expected to give information in regard to these
matters at this time. When the votes for works come on, I
expect thon that hon. members will put to me questions
about the differeht works, and I shall be in a position to
answer their enquiries. But I cannot be expected on this
vote to say that such and such a work will cost so and so.
Nevertheless, I will answer the hon.gentleman in this way:
There is no disposition to bide from him or from the House

anything connected with these matters. The reason why
the report was not brought down was this: We send an
engineer to make a survey; ho does so ard makes certain
observations and technical remarks which are submitted to
the chief engineer. When these are all laid before him the
chief engineer prepares a report, which is sent to myself as
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head of the Department, and that report is the report
which is to be laid before Parliament. That is the
explaration as to why the report in question has not been
laid before Parliament, but when we take up the estimates
of the different works, I shall be able to give the hon.
gentleman, even if the report is not ready, particulars as to
the cost of those works should Parliament order them to be
undertaken.

Mr. WILSON. I think it was quite proper and in place
to ask these questions at the present time. The Govern-
ment are asking Parliament for a vote for the Department
of Publie Works. The Department has employed engineers
to prepare reports on different works, and it is the duty of
the Minister to see that they make their reports, so that
hon. members may be in a position to see how matters in
which they are interested stand. As regards details that
will come up afterwards, the Minister is quite correct
in stating that such information can be furnished when
the votes for the different works come up. It is a
shame, however, that we should have to wait for reports
when engineers have had ample opportunity to prepare
them. That is what I complain of. I ask that this matter
should be no longer delayed, but that the report of the
engineers, at all events as regards the general result, should
be submitted so that I might have an opportunity of seeing
it.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is not the time when
the hon. gentleman can expect the details for which he
asks, and I am sorry to say I cannot give them now. When
the votes for different works are before the House I will be
in a position to answer him, and he may be sure that I will
answer him, as I always do, as fully as I can. The reason
why the report is not laid before the House is because the
chief engineer bas not laid it before myself. He las the
responsibility of his reports, and he will therefore not sub-
mit them unless he is fully prepared to answer for them.
When this matter comes before us in Committee I will be in
a position to give the hon. gentleman and the Committee ali
explanation and inforrmation that can be expected.

SirRICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What the hon. gentle-
man says with respect to the Department is no doubt correct
enough. lie has not increased, apparently, the expenditure.
But I observe, in looking over the Auditor General's report,
that in connection with the offices of chief architect and
chief engineer, and all the rest of them, a practice las crept
in which requires the notice of this House. I find the
hon. gentleman is in the habit of employing a large
number of extra clerks. According to the Auditor
General's report some of these clerks obtain amounts
for extra services, which aggregate almost a second salary.
1 will give the House some idea of the mode in which this
is done. I iind by the Auditor General's Report that Mr.
Billings las a salary of $1,262 a year, but that in addition
ho got for extra work $680, raising his salary to almost
82,000. Mr. Carran bas a salary of $1,100, but he did
extra work to the amount of $912, making bis salary
82,116. Another gentleman named Mr. Ewart has a salary
of $1,600, but ho did extra work, for which ho was entitled
to $603, making a salary of 82,328, and so on and so on. I
am also informed that a great numter of the temporary
clerks are to all intents and purposes permanent, and that
some have been five years, some seven years, and somej
eleven or twelve yearsu in the Department. It appears to
me there is very considerable abuse likely to creep in. I
can understand a man being able to do a moderate number
of extra hours work, and probably under the peculiar cir-
cumstances of the case, it may be allowable to pay him for
it. But it is not at all desirable that men in receipt of a
salary of $1,100 or $1,200 should receive $7u0, $900 or
$653 for extra work. That practice tends to two things:

Sir Hzrou Laseavix.

First,-to give to those parties a salary abôve what« appar-
ently the Department thinks them worth ; and second, it
causes the work to be badly done. I do not think that a
man is likely to do an honest day's work in the Depart.
ment and do four or five hours extra work. Bither the
departmental work will suffer or the extra work will suifer,
and it is quite clear that this is becoming a very general
practice in connection with these particular offices, those
of the chief architect and chief engineer particularly. I
should like to hear what the hon. gentleman has to say on
that point.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am very much pleased
that the hon. gentleman has given me an opportnnity to
explain this matter here, it having been investigated else-
where when I was unable to be present. This is not a new
matter. It existed while the hon. gentleman was in office
during five years. It existed previous to his being in office,
and it has existed since. It is a custom that has been fol-
lowed for twenty years. And, therefere, if it is bad to-day
it must have been bad then, and I am only surprised
that the hon. gentleman, with the care and attention ho
devotes to publie matters, did not discover that during his
five years of office. This was the custom then, and it is the
custom now, and the reason is obvious. These officers being
there as architects or engineers, they know exactly the
work of the office; they know these special works, and
therefore if you bring a new band to attend to that work
you will have to pay him a large salary to do so, because
you have him only for a short time and he ust be
as able a man as the clerk you have there
already, and therefore by paying this man so much an hour
for the extra time, you save money to the country and you
have better work done. Another reason is this, that if we
had to take a new staff to do this work at the offioe, we
would have had to have other rooms in other localities.
We have not the space; all the space allotted to the Depart.
ment as well as to the other Departments is as small as it
can be; it is ail occupied, and therefore we do not have this
work done by them. Besides this work that has been- done
so by officers of the Department-for example the lands for
public buildings, etc.-this bas saved a large sum of money
to the Department and to the country. lad we employed
extra architects or engineers to do this work, we would
have had to pay them the ordinary rate of two, three, four
or five per cent on the cost of the work, and if we had done
that instead of paying $5,000, say, we would have had to
pay $10,000, and therefore it is another saving to the
Department. The hon, gentleman hints, although he did
not say it positively, that a number of these officers have
been there for a term of years-five or seven years. There
are some who bave been there twenty years, who were there
when the hon. gentleman was in office and previous to that.
These extra clerks when the work does not press, when
Parliament does not vote money for new works, drop out
and are not employed, and are therefore not paid, and the
result is that being extra clerks we are not obliged to give
them superannuations and thus increase the expense of the
country. On the other band the expense of the staff
is not increased permanently, and you have a number of
clerks wbo after a certain time, if vacancies occur, have a
preference and should have a preference over others, by
being there and having shown their faithfulness, their
ability and capacity. If some of these persons drop out
they have a right to say when a vacancy occurs, we have
worked in the offce before, and though it was only
temporarily we showed our ability, we showed that we
were fit for the work; give us a chance and employ us. I
must say that I found that permanent officers of the Depart.
ment had at different periods received extra pay for extra
hours. I stopped that practice lat April or last May. I
said it should not be done. It was, dode I think in only
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three or four instances, when the work could not be
delayed, but I gave orders that permanent officers should
not have extra pay for any work that they did beyond the
ordinary office bours. But coming baek to this matter, I
must say that the work these extra or temporary clerks
have been performing has been performed beyond their
office hours, that it has been aid for as such, and that so
far from the country having ost, the country has gained by
it, because that work was done better and at a cheaper rate
than if we had taken extra bands to perform it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I beg to observe this:
I can understand that there might be some excuse for the
employment of those mon for short periods, but I do not
think the hon. gentleman will find in the case of any
of his predecessors, that men were employed for a period of
1,200 hours extra work in the course of a year. That means
-because they were not employed the whole time--that
these men, in addition to doing or being supposed to do
eight hours work, which I suppose is the regulation of his
Department were obligod to do or declared that they did, a
matter of four or five hours a day on the average for the
whole year, taking one particular case. I doubt if he did or
could get good work out of them for that time, and I doubt
if ho will find in the annals of the Department, that officers
were employed in this fashion. I said I could understand,'
and 1 believe it las been the case, occasionally to employ
them for short intervals. But he is not employing them
for short intervals; lie is adding 50 or 60 or 80 per cent. to
the salaries of some of these officers, and I hold that that
practice is an abuse, in spite of what the hon. gentleman
has said, I say, it might be desirable to employ them
in this way for a short time, but I do not think it is desir-
able that men receiving $1,100 or $1,200 a year
should practically be raised to $2,000 a year, and t do not
think the hon. gentleman has in the slightest degree inti-
mated a discontinuance of the practice, I do not think we
get good value for our money, and as to his other argument1
that it would be necessary to empley other men and pay ai
certain percentage of the amount of the job, I think it
would be quite possible to get that work done at much
lower rates. It is quite true that in the case of architects
employed casually they charge such rates, but that is
simply because they get only casual jobs, and I think it
would be botter to have one or two mon employed in the r
Department, if need be. It las come out that sometimes
these men were entitled to be employed at home and .were
entitled to keep their own time. I dare say that in most
cases they did fairly by the Department, and that in cases
where the man was paid by his work, fair estimates were
made, but I say it is a practice open to serious abuse, and I
think that it is a practice which carried on at this rate
should be discontinued.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The practice bas been car-
ried on for twenty years. I believe it would be botter that
it should be changed, and for this reason it was that, over a
year ago, I stopped the extra pay to permanent officers.
The present will probably be the proper time to reduce this
practice to a minimum, because apparently by the estimates
before us, the works to be prosecuted during the next year
will not be so numerous as those executed during previous
years. The hon. gentleman mentioned just now that a
number of these clerks gave themselves the time during i
which they had been occupied. Well, as the hon. gen- y
tleman supposed, the work could be easily ascertained by
the head of the branch. For instance, ho would know per-
fectly well that a plan would certainly take so many hours
te execute, and when it was brought to him ho couldIsee
how it was performed. There must be a great deal of lati-
tude in that way; you must rely a great deal upon the
honor and honesty of the offlcer, and when ho iE away, you n
dan only ascertain what ho bas done by the plan or the
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report ho brings back of the work entrusted to him. I
think the system was not a good one in the beginning, and
I do not think it is botter now; and therefore, though we
must always have extra clerks, we may have a larger num.
ber of bands when the work bas increased, and avoid giving
extra hours to the clerks.

Mr. DAVIES. I understand, that in the hon. gentle-
man's opinion it is necessary to continue this practice of
paying temporary clerks for the extra work they do after
hours. J understood him to say, with respect to the per-
manent clerks, that the practice was a vicious one, and that
he intended to discontinue it.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I said this was a proper
time when a change of system might be tried, because the
number of works we shall have this year will be much
smaller than those of last year or the previous year. Next
year we noed not have extra hours, or we may have more
time in which to perform the work, and therefore we may
have a few additional hands to cover the work that would
be performed in extra time by the extra clerks.

Department of Railways and Cana1k............ $46,500.00

Mr. EDGAR. I observe among these proposed salaries
there is a new chief clerk called a law clerk. I would like
the lon. Minister to say what are the duties of this law
clerk at $2,050, and how the duties have boon performed
hitherto without charge upon the public service.

Mr. POPE. There is no new office. This man has for
years acted as law clerk although ho las not appeared in
the estimates as law clerk ; and you will find, if you look at
an item below, of seven second class clerks, that there is a
reduction of $1,200 or $1,500, which was what this man had.
He is one of the most important officers of that Deparlrment.

Mr. EDGAR. What is his name ?
Mr. POPE. Mr. Fissianlt. He has been a long time

there, and has been one of the most important and noces-
sary officers of that Departmont. Every lease and contract
given must pass through his hands, and the.work of pro.
paring those documents he as done for years, and done
well. I am not quite sure that in putting him here we are
acting entirely in accordance with the Civil Service Act;
but I am quite sure that he ought to have that increase.
The item might lie over, or if hon. gentlemen allow it to
pass I will explain it on concurrence.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Perhaps the hon. gentle-
man will state whether or not this official is a professional
man employed in the Department for giving professional
advice on matters connected with the Department that
necessarily arise thera.

Mr. POPE. Yes.
Mr. CAMERON. If so, what is the necessity of

employing a lawyer for that purpose ? The bon. gentleman
has the Minister of Justice and the Deputy Minister of
Tustice to refer to, and surely there can be no necessity for
employing a professional man to do what these two officials
are thero for the purpose of doing.

Mr. POPE. I can only tell the hon. gentleman that this
offieer is a very great necessity, and that we could not get
on in the Departmont without him. He has all ho eau do
n going over the different leases that have been given for
years and years, and in looking after contracts.

Sir RICHARD CA RTWRIGHT. When was he appointed ?
Mr. POPE. I cannot tell. He has been there ever since

have been there. My hon. colleague says ho was thore as
early as 1870.

Mr. WELDON. I do not understand what the hon. gentle-
man meanus when he aspeaks of leases in connection with the
Railway Department. As for contracte, we know that
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they are looked after by the Minister of Justice or his
agents, and all matters connected with railway contracts
must pass through the Department of Justice; so that the
law clerk seems to me to be unnecessary.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is quite true that the
Minister of Justice and the Deputy iMinister of Justice have
charge of legal matters, but the hon. gentleman will under-
stand that the circumlocution office would be a trifle to this
Department if every lease of a water power, or the infinity
of contracts that go on as a matter of course, were sent
over by a reference to the Department of Justice. Al im-

portant contracts, of course, are settled by the Minister of
Justice, and all important advice and counsel of every kind is
given bythe Ministerof Justice; but it is absolutely necessary
that, in the first place, a register should be kept of all the
leases and renewals of leases so that at a moment's notice a
contract or lease may be renewed without any necessity for
referring to the Minister of Justice for his opinion as
Minister of Justice or as Attorney General. All matters of
importance, of course, must go finally to the Department of
Justice, but this is for carrying on the ordinary every day
run of legal documents issued to the public.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman does not tell us
whether this gentleman is a first or second.class clerk, or
what he is, who is now proposed to be made a chief clerk.

Mr. POPE. I think he was what we formerly called a
senior second-class clerk.

Sir RICHAR D CARTWR[GHT. There is a great deal
of force in what the First Minister says as to the impossi-
bility of loading down the Department of Justice with all
these minute details, but to instal this gentleman as law
clerk, will give him a certain official position. We will be
recognising him as a sort of adviser to the Department, and
the Department might not unreasonably throw the responsi-
bility upon him as legal adviser for doing a great many
things which they might not otherwise do.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Perhaps we had better
let the whole item stand over.

Departmental Contingencies.
Privy Council.................. ................................ $5,000 00

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is an increase
here of $1,000. Have you been taking to passing such a
quantity of Orders in Council that this is necessary ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There have been a great
many.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Too many I fear.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. By the requisition of the

Clerk of the Council, he thinks that the contingencies of
that office wili probably amount to $5,000.

Mr. DAVIES. You spent $8,611 last year on a vote of
$4,000. How mach do you propose to expend on this vote
of 85,000? I notice subscriptions to newspapers, 8841.
Are you going to save on that ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We may cull a little here
and there; we will only look at true honest papers.

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope you will not leave out the only
independent paper.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We must listen to the

item ? I observe also that a very large amount was paid
for extra services, amounting to $1,200 in all.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We are sometimes
obliged to employ temporary clerks, when the pressure on
the staff is too great. The staff has been kept down, per-
haps, too much. It is our desire to have as little temporary
work as possible, because a good deal of the work is confi..
dential, and the reputation of the staff-who are, I believe,
a very good body of gentlemen, in whose reticence we have
every confidence-should not be hazarded by the employ-
ment of outsiders. What extra work is done, however,
consists in mere copying work not of a confidential nature.

Mr. DAVIES. I was not criticising adversely the vote,
because, not having the information, 1 am not in the posi-
tion to do so. What I wish to know is on what basis the
hon. gentleman supposes he will be able to do next year
with $5,000., when last year he had to spend $8,000 ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. When the hon.gentleman
is a Minister, he will find he muet depend upon the perma-
nent officers of the Department, and when the deputy head
says that amount will be sufficient, I take it that I must
accept his statement.

Mr. VAIL. I sec an amount of $371 paid to the Hon. A. P.
Caron. I think it would have been better to have paid it to
somebody else.

Sir JOHN~A. MACDONALD. I suppose the money was
paid to him, and I suppose it is right to say so.

Mr. WELDON. There is an amount of $500 for books.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.!Yes, there is a small

Privy Council library, with books of reference.

Department of Justice (Penitentiaries Branch)...........$2,250.00

Mr. BLAKE. Is any portion of this intended to cover
the expenses of the special enquiries that are going on con-
tinually at St. Vincent de Paul, with so little result?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, that will be paid out
of the St. Vincent de Paul vote. This is the same vote as
last year.

Department of Militia and Defence.... . .............. $8,000.00

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I see these departmental
contingencies in the bulk, have increased some $50,000 since
1880, and some $2,000 of that amount has been in this
Department. It is the same amount as lat year, but
$2,000 more than it was at that time.

Mr. CARON. The hon. gentleman, if he refera to the
previous estimates, will see that this apparent increase was
provided by a vote in the supplementary estimates for
three or four years previous to 1884. So far as last year
and this year are concerned, the expenses of the Depart-
ment have considerably increased from the additions which
have been made to the force. There are the new schools of
infantry, and the battery which is about to be organised in
British Columbia, but which is now represented by an
officer who has been sent out for the purpose of adminis-
tering the district as deputy adjutant-general and com-
mandant of the school of gunnery. The expenditure for
paper and everything connected with that branch of the
Department has considerably increased:

voice of the .Herald angel.
Mr. MILLS. The only ground upon whieh we eau Department of the earetary of State......... 7,O0.00

justify a vote of contingencies is to provide for expenses Mr. DAVIES. Last year this Department spent 89,788
that cannot be accurately calculated or foreseen. It seems te for contingencies. fow doea the hon, gentleman propose
me that where a certain expenditure occurs year after year, te get through with so much leu thia year?
the hon. gentleman who is responsible for it, ought to Mbe
able by this to provide for it in detail. Mr. CHAPLEAU. By retrenchment, I suppose.

Mr. DAVIES. I observe $633 for extra clerks during Mr. DAVIES. Io the retrenchment to be in cab-hire or
last year; will there be a decrease or increase in that in books, or in what particular?

Mr. WELDON.
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Mr. CHAPLEAU. I dare say we can make a sljght

retrenehment in books for instance, forgetting for a moment
that the Department of the Secretary of State is essentially
a department des lettres. Telegraphing might perhaps be
reduced a little. At all events, we will try to do with the
amount we are asking.

Mr. DAVIES. If you retrench in books of reference and
cab hire, you would not make the reduction you propose.
But the extra clerks last year cost nearly $2,500, and I
thought perhaps the Secretary of State was going to cnt
down that expense.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I dare say we can in regard to one
or two at all events. Mr. Harrison has been put on the
regular staff, and another is replaced by another clerk in
the Department. One of them will disappear. One of the
messengers also I think will go on the regular staff during
this year. At all events, the hon. gentleman will see by
the details that we have done the best we could, and we
will try to do with the estimate we are asking.

Mr. BLAKE. It the hon. gentlemen have done the best
they could last year and spent so much, how are they going
to manage next year and spend so much less?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. We are improving every day.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The Public Accounts

do not show it.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. I have not gone particularly into the

list of details, but, for instance, there was the engraving of
the seal, which will not be repeated during next season.

Department of the Interior.......,............ $20,000.00
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It will be observed that in

that Department there is an increase of $14,000 since 1879-
80. It had increased from $6,000 to 88,000 in 1880-81, but
it appears to have gone up to a very considerable amount
now, 820,000. It was the same last year, and the increase
was very rapid between 1881 and 1883.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have no doubt. The
printing has been very great. The vote is the same as last
year. lt is for printing, stationery, travelling expenses, and
so on. The printing last year cost $8,000 and the station-
ery, $5,000. It is for supplying all the books and paper
and everything connected with every land agent and every
officer, including the land board at Winnipeg, besides the
Department here. It is a necessary expense, I have no
doubt. Mr. Burgess gives me a memorandum showing the
expenditure last year. There was $8,000 for printing, and
85,000 for stationery, and the rest is for other cognate
expenses.

Mr. PATERSON. I suppose that includes the maps that
we get as well ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Everything, maps, litho-
grapic plans for each township, besides general maps of the
sections.

cing the savings bank books. Part of the expenditure for
1883-84, which is substantially the same as what you are
asking this 811,000 for.

Mr. BOWELL. That is one of the items about which I
did not make any enquiry; but I think if the hon. member
for Brant (Mr. Paterson) will refer to the contingent
account of the Receiver General, and add that to the con-
tingent account of the Finance Department, he will find it
much about the same. The $11,000 covers the contin-
gencies, that were covered at the period to which the hon.
gentleman refers, of the Recoiver General's office-the
Treasury Board and the Finance Department, which, I
think, is about $10,700.

Mr. PATERSON. How much was the Receiver Genera's
office ?

Mr. BOWELL. $2,449 were expended to June, 1878.
This other covers the other Department, and it is about
equal to the sum voted in 1878-79.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Recurring to the Depart-
ment of Indian Affairs, the hon. gentleman was right; this
figure does not include the maps in the Department of the
Interior. It includes all the books and binding, all the
register books and all the account books for every land
agency and every land office. I have seen Mr. Burgess and
he says it exceeds $8,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How many agencies
would that cover ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Ail the agencies.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. IHow many are there?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not remember at
this moment.

Mr. PATERSON. The travelling expenses of some gen-
tlemen employed by the Department and charged under
contingencies, are quite heavy. There is a gentleman
named Deville, whose travelling expenses amounted to
$881.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He is the Surveyor
General, and I have no doubt that those are professional
journeys taken by him in his official capacity. He is a very
good officer. Ie succeeded Col. Dennis, and afterwaras
Lindsay Russell. He came in after Lindsay Russell retired.

Mr. PATERSON. And a deputy, Mr. Chisholm,received
$609 for travelling expenses.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Chisholm is a very
good officer in the North-West; he is a very active man.

Mr. M[LLS. Iobserve that the hon. gentleman asks
$20,000,for contingencies, and for the Indian branch $7,330,
making for the Interior and the Indian branch $27,330. In
1878-79 the contingencies of the Department of Interior,
which embraced the same service, was $6,000.

Finance Department and Treaury Board........... $11000.00Sir JOHN A. MADONALD. , well
Fiaace eparmen an Tr.sur Bord. $1~OOOMir. IMI[LLS. Seeing that the Government is with Vie

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). There is an increase Of expressed determination Vo reduce the expenditure and to
84,000. prevent the extravagance which prevailed at that time, I

Mr. BOWELL. It is the same as last year. think the hon, gentleman ehould be able Vo explain W the

Mr. PATERSON. I am comparing it with the lastElouse how it is tintlhas so signally failed in accomplish-of he acknzi Adinitraion tit ws car ing the extraordinary fente of economy whicî the country
year of the Mackenzie Administration, that was char-was led o expet ho would accompli, after ho asad
acterised by the hon. Minister of Customs as such a grossly seven years to do it in?
extravagant year. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the hon, gentleman lad

Mr. BOWELL. No question but it was truc. a son which li clothed in a littie velvet jacket, tiat would
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the arrange-bc extravagant; but if seven years afterwards lielothod

ment with respect to these savings bank clerks? I per- bim in dommon cloth, he would fnd tiat, in coneequence of
Ceive here a large number who I think are officers of the tie expansion of Vie boy, lie ad grown toc big for hie
.Finance Department, wo are paid certain sums for balan- oVIes. There was an economy in VIe article, athogi ,
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ftom the expansion of the young lad, it cost a little more.
And so it is with the Department of the Interior. Seven
years ago the business was comparatively small to what it is
now. I think my hon. friend should admit that. The child
has grown much large, and it takes more cloth, more
thread, and more labor to make his clothing, and it coste
more than it did seven years ago.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But the comparison is
between clothing my hon. friend and clothing the present
Minister of the Interior.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is it. Carried. I
do not want this whole item thrown over. I shall make
explanations about the increase in the Indian affairs on
concurrence. I have not got the information, that is all.
I will make full explanations on Concurrence, with the
consent of the hon. gentleman opposite.

Sir RICTARD CARTWRIGHT. I will just make a
remark with reference to what the hon. gentleman is say-
ing. 1 have called attention before to the great incon-
venience of the practice of taking twenty different items,
not having any close connection with one another, in one
vote. I think it would be convenient if they were made
separate votes. Either this should be done, or it should be
understood that we take the amounts item by item.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Although embraced in
one resolution, every item can be discussed.

Department of Customs...................................,.$7,000 00
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). In regard to the Customs

Department, it is only fair to notice, as we point out when
increases occur, that here is a decrease from $8,000 to
$7,000; and I suppose the Minister is warranted in asking
for that sum, as we find the total expenditure last year
was only $4,790. If his Department was to be compared
with some of the other extravagant Departments, it would
make a very fair showing for the Minister of Customs. The
reason I mention this is that perhaps his example might
have some influence with his colleagues-the Minister of
Iniand Revenue or the Minister of the Interior. If
the Minister of Customs can reduce the contingencies of
his Department, it seems as if other Ministers might do so.
I find, on looking over different entries, for instance cab
hire, that the Minister is enjoying good health and is able
to walk in Ottawa; or perhaps the explanation may be
found in the fact that his Department is one where people
have to call on him, instead of his having to go and see
them. At all events there is certainly no fault to be found
in regard to the contingencies of his Department, and
other Ministers might follow his example, and be able to
curtail the expenditure so as to save some of the #50,000
increase which has taken place since 1879-80.

Mr. MITCHELL. The Minister of Customs is a very
close fellow.

Mr. PATERSON. How does the Minister of Custome
effect his saving ? The Committee would like to know,
so that bis colleagues might obtain a lesson.

Mr. BOWELL. One mode of saving is by not emplôy- i
ing a large number of extra clerks, as my predecessor was
in the habit of doing. For instance, in 1878-79 le spent
nearly 412,000 on contingencies.

M r. PATERSON. My reference was with respect to
your colleagues.

Mr. BOWELL. My colleagues are quite able to take
care of themselves. I was going to give an answer which
I should have given before recess to an hon. gentleman
opposite, who asked why the number of employés had
increased. The difference in the management of the
Departmient between rny predecessor and myself is, that I
have all the clerks laced on the permanent' staff and do

Sir JouN A. fAcDoNALD.

not keep a number of temporary clerks and pay them out
of contingencies, as was the practice of my predecessor.
When the hon. gentleman (Mr. Paterson) crosses the floor
I shall be very glad to give him a lesson in regard to
economical administration.

Mr. PATERSON. I suppose there is nothing taken
out of contingencies and charged to another account ?

Mr. BOWELL. One or two clerks on the temporary
staff have been placed on the permanent staff, and contin-
gencies have been relievcd to that extent. That explains a
part of the reduction.

Mr. DAVIES. The Minister of Customs has stated that
his colleagues can take care of themselves, and from an
examination of the contingencies account I think they have
shown themselves pretty well able to do so. They take care
of themselves, for they do not seem to walk about at all.
Why is the Minister of Customs and all his assistants able
to get along year after year without spending any money
on cab hire, while the other Ministers cannot walk about
Ottawa but have to expend from $250 to $500 on cab hire.
Yet they seem to be physically as strong as the Minister of
Customs. Is he the only economical member of the Admin-
istration ? I think we should have some explanation, not
as to how the lon, gentleman's colleagues are able to take
care of themselves, but as to how they take care *of the
people's money. If he can carry on his Department with.
ont an expenditure for cab hire, and without cheese paring,
other Ministers might effect some reduction. There will
be occasions when cab hire is requisite, and a reasonable
sum should be allowed; but I find that 5, 6, 10 or 12 clerks
in a Department have accounts for cab lire, while the Min-
ister of Oustoms has none at all. Some explanation should
be given.

Mr. PAINT. A very pertinent question would be to ask
what was the cab hire at the West Northumberland
election.

Mr. DAVIES. Only in case those who used the cabs got
the money to pay for them from the public.

Mr. MILLS. To which particular Minister does the hon.
gentleman put the question.

Mr. PAINT. I put it to the ex-Minister of the Interior.

Mr. PATERSON. The Minister of Customs has told
us that the Ministers are able to take care of them.
selves. While the hon. gentleman had saved $1,000 on
contingencies, the Minister of Inland Revenue is going to
expend $1,000 more. The Minister of Customs was able,
together with all the staff of his Department, to get along
without cab hire, but the Minister of Inland Revenue
expended $167 on that item, and officers in his Department
spent different amounts. I do not want to criticise these
items in a spirit that would lead anyone to infer that I
thought Ministers were acting above the proper dignity of
their position. I can quite understand that the Premier of
this country should, if he thinks fit, ride in a cab; but the
charges for contingencies and travelling expenses look, to
one not acquainted with all the particulars, to be very
large, and it becomes a question that may fairly be asked
when the head of one Department is enabled to retrench to
the extent he bas done, why some of his colleagues cannot,
without loss of dignity, follow his example.

Department of luiand Revenue.......... ................ $9,0 0 00
Mr. COSTIGAN. There is an incaease of $1,000 for

1885-86 as compared with last year. These contingencies
are increasing in that Department.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. So it appears.
Mr. COSTIGANà I presume that whon the hon. gentle-

mian enquires the reasons, and I .show him wby they are
inoreasing ho cannot object.

916 APRIL'>



COMMONS DEBATES.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Can the hon. gentleman give]

me any idea of what particular item of contingencies ieh
expects will be increased this year?

Mr. COSTIGAN. There will be really very little
increase over the present year, as 1 ask for only $9,000.
Besides the extra clerks which we had to employ in connec-
tion with the extra work, owing to the Liquor License Act,
a great amount of additional work has been thrown on the
Department in different ways, and as the 89,000 will
include the special vote of last year, the estinate will be
no greater than for last year. The contingency account,
I think, will compare favorably with the account for 1878
which was $11,000.

An hon. MEMBER. $10,000.
Mr. COSTIGAN. No, it is here 811,000, but even if it were

only $10,000, it would then be $1,000 more than I am
asking now. Of course the work of the Department is
increasing largely. Several matters have been added to its
duties, among them the adulteration of food, which las
entailed a good deal of work on the Department.

Mr. PATERSON. Could the on. gentleman give
us some explanation with reference to the travelling
expenses of some of the parties mentioned here. For
instance, Mr. Mial, the deputy head, $600; Mr. Johnson,
$550; and Mr. Walsh, $220. What particular services were
they engaged in which necessitated travelling ? As I under-
stand the hon. gentleman has inspectors, and I supposed
that they did the outsido work largely, but it appears that
there las been something calling for these other gentlemen
to attend to this work.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I cannot tell exactly the paricular
duties on which they were engaged. Of course flt deputy
Minister is often called away on important business con-
nected with the Department in different parts of the
Dominion. Sometimes disputes arise and the deputy has
to go and make enquiries, and it has happened that on
several occasions Mr. Mial has gone to Toronto, Quebec,
Montreal and other places. But I am satisfied that every
time he went that there was good reason for his going, and
he went in the interests of the Department and not on a
mere pleasuro trip.

Mr. PATERSON. Of course, I do not know. I was
only asking for information. I supposecd that disputes
arising between the inspectors and other parties would be
referred to the Department, and that the hon. gentleman
would be guided by the report of his inspectors. I think,
if I remember aright, one of these gentlemen signed some
report with reference to the Canadian Pacifie Railway, in
conjunction with the chief engineer, and I wondered
whether this item or any part of it had any reference to it.
At any rate, I would like to know what cases they arc
which warrant the deputy Minister going outside when we
have inspectors.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The inspectors have, of course, their
duties to perform. I can tell the hon. gentleman one time
and that was when it was thought necessary that the com-
missioner should visit some of the cities, with reference
to the working of the Adulteration of Food Act. The Act
provides the machinery by which the municipal authorities
may work in conjunction with the Dominion authorities if
they choose. That was a subject with which no inspector
would be supposed to be acquainted, and as the commissioner
was familiar with the working of the Act he was the only
One who could properly explain it to the local authorities.
That is one occasion on which the deputy had to make
visits to outside places.

Mr. PATERSON. I notice that Mr. W. J. Johnson
is mentioned as incurring travelling expenses. On what
particular mission was he engaged?

Mr. COSTIGAN. He is the inspector over the Weights
and Measures branch of the Department, and last year he
visited every division of the Dominion as near as he could,
and made an examination of the standards in every office,
reporting on the condition of the office, its efficiency, the
amount of work done, how the work was done, and so on.
His reportwas very valuable, and assisted in reducing the
expenditure of that branch. As the hon. gentleman knowe,
it has been largely reduced within the last few years, and
I trust next year to be able to reduce it a little more. At
the same time that we are extending the service, for instance,
in the North-West, we hope that a large amount of work
will be done at a cheaper rate than formerly.

Mr. PATERSON. Mr. Walsh is allowed $220 for
travelling expenses. What duties does he perform?

Mr. COSlIGAN. fie is my private secretary. He was
sent once or twice on public business connected with the
Department, of a rather confidential nature, on which ho
has made a report, which I have no objection to showing to
the hon. gentleman.

Mr. VAIL. It is hardly fair to compare the contingen-
cies of 1877-78 with those of the present day. Out of the
contingencies of the former year, over $3,000 was paid fbr
extra clerks, and, in 1879, some $4,000 was paid for extra
clerks. Since that time the charge for these extra clerks
las been transferred to the list of extra clerks, so that that
amount should be deducted from the contingencies at that
time, in order to make a fair comparison. Consequently,
the amount asked for contingencies for the Inland Revenue
Department, instead of being 89,000 as at present, should
be a little over $3,000, deducting the extra clerks.

Mr. McLELAN. When the list is being considered and
we say that transfers have been made, hon. gentlemen tell
us there has been an enormous increase in the expenditure.
We say there has not been an increase, only there have been
some transfers. So it is unfair to take the position the hon,
gentleman takes.

Mr. VAIL. We are quite willing to take Civil Govern-
ment and contingencies together.

Mr. BLAKE. When we ask why there has been an
increase in the regular list, the hon. gentleman says oh, we
have transferred from the contingencies to the list and
there has been no increase ; and when we come to the con-
tingencies he says the amoant is no larger than it was. As
the hon. gentleman for Digby (Mr. Vail) says, the true test
is to take the contingencies and the amount for the service
together. I would ask the Minister what proportion of the
expenditures embraced in this account are involved in the
administration of the Liquor License Act.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I cannot tell exactly, but I think I can
give the hon. gentleman that information on concurrence.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman, when he was asked
to account for the increase in the Department mentioned,
amongst several important particulars, the Adulteration of
Food and the administration of the Liquor License Act,
which involved the employment of several extra clerks,
and what I was anxious to know was how much the amount
approxipnately is.

Mr. LANDERKIN. What amount of revenue was
received from the licenses granted under the Liquor
License Act last year ? Was any portion of the money
received as revenue by the Department ? If not, what was
done with the money paid for the licenses under that Act ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Of course the Department receives no
money. Under the Act the surplus receipts in any division
go to the benefit of the municipality, I think.
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Mr. DAVIES. Do I understand the hon. gentleman to

say that that is the ruling of the Department ? Because
some of the municipalities in the Maritime Provinces are
in doubt about that?

Mr. COSTIGAN. It is not the ruling of the Departrnent.
The question is one of law, but it has not arisen y% -. and
there is no flnal settlement. As far as I know, a' that
bas been paid out of the license revenue as yet has been
for contingencies. I understand that the commissioners
have made advances to the officers to such an extent as
they deemed safe, not in the way of salary, because no
salary has been approved of by the Governor in Council.

Mr. BLAKE. Have the officers made returus to the
Department of the receipts ? I received a letter a short
time ago intimating that a very large salary had been received
by the officer, and that the commissioners had divided the
rest among themselves, at the rate of $5 or $6 a day, so
that in point of fact the receipts had been absorbed.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I have full information as to the receipts
all over the country. As to the division of any money be-
tween the commissioners and the officers, there is nothing to
show that in any of the reports. Of course, as I say, some
inspectors and commissioners have received small amounts
on account. I know of no case in which any man has
taken more than what might be considered a fair salary,
and the amount has been fixed by the license commission-
ers who are authorised to appoint inspectors, and to fix
their salaries subject to the approval of the Governor in
Council. The commissioners place a different valuation
upon the services of their officers in the different parts of
the country. b or instance in Montreal a very liberai allow-
ance was made which in Fredeiicton might be considered
disproportionate.

Mr. BLAKE. Was it not the duty of the Governor in
Council to revise those determinations of the commissioners
and to come to a conclusion upon them so that the salaries
might be fixed ? And what is the decision of the Depart-
ment as to the commissioners' own pay ? The commis-
sioners might, to a certain extent, be entrusted with the
decision of what their officers' services are worth. but not of
what their own services are worth.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The law does not provide for any
salaries; in some cases they have allowances. The question
is whether they should not be allowed, not a salary, but
something for their services and that question is not
decided.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). lin some of the western conn-
ties, they take all they collect. The Department shouId
come to a decision and not allow the commissioners to
gobble up the whole of the receipts. Nearly two months
ago I moved for a return on the subje~ct, and it is not yet
bronght down.

Mr. COSTIGAN. It will be brought down pretty soon.
The hon. gentleman asked for a return for all the receipts
under the Liquor License Act, and all the payments and
diabursements in every division all over the country, so
that it involves a good deal of labor. I think it is a little
out of the usual way of proceeding to diseuse so fully this
subject which is not really before the House now, but must
come before it in a short time.

Mr. BLAKE. This is really the vote for administering
the Act.

Mr. COSTIGAN. You are discuseing the contingencies
of the Department. No one will pretend to say that in
asking $1,000 I intend to cover the expenses connected with
the outside administration of the Act. It is for the inside
service.

Mr. COSTIGAN.

Mr. BLAKE. It bas to do with the administration of
the work generally. We wish to know what services we
are getting for the money we are voting; and we find
nothing done in the Department in the way of regulating
these things although the Act has been in operation
nearly two years.

Mr. TROW. If no stipulated sum is paid to these com-
missioners, does each commissioner report the amount he
collects ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Yes.
Mr. TROW. In the county which I represent, I am

informed large sums were collected, and the inspector
disappeared to the other aide of the lino, with the money I
presume.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I cannot answer that statement. We
have received returns from all our inspectors and have no
evidence to show that any of them have gobbled up the
money they received, but I have information to show that
the commissioners, out of the receipts, have paid some of
the inspectors a small advance, pending the settlement of
their salaries.

Mr. DAVIES. Is the money received by these commis'
sioners, in the several counties, paid into t h e credit of the
Government, or is it still in the hands of the commissioners?
and do they make out of it what disbursements they please ?
Applications were made six months ago to the Mimster by
these commissioners to have their salaries fixed, and I
presume the Department has not yet come to a conclusion.
The Minister, however, cannot have allowed these commis-
sioners to retain, in their hands, the money they collected.

Mr. HESSON. I am sorry the hon. member for South
Perth (Mr. Trow) should have made the statement ho made
in reference to the inspector at Perth. My hon. friend is
not well advised or he would not have made it, in justiee to
a gentleman who has been unfortunate in business. The
gentleman referred to deposited the money he collected in
the Merchants Bank to the credit of the commissioners, and
the onlyamount he used for himself was the amount of $150
for his services, which he was authorised to do. The balance
is at the credit of the commissioners to my certain know-
ledge. I may add the inspector in question gave, when
appointed, the best security, that of two gentlemen well
known to my hon' friend, and with whose security he would
be perfectly satisfied. The inspector referred to did not
take away, when lie left the country, a cent to which lie
was not entitled; in fact he did not take all that he was
entitled to, for lie was still entitled to a considerable sum
for the work he did.

Mr. COSTIGAN. In answer to the hon. member for
Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies) I would say that it is lik< ly
the license fees are collected and placed in the hands of t he
commissioners whose duty it is to pay contingent expens is
and salaries, and deposit tle surplus in the hauds of the
Receiver General to the crédit of each county.

Mr. TROW. In reference to the inspector at North
Perth, I am informed that lie collected money from parties
to whom he gave no receipts, and that there is no accouit
for. I know parties who paid him $15 each, and there is
no return for it and no receipt given to the parties, so you
need not defend the party in that respect, and I question
very much whether the moneys are deposited.

Mr. HESSON. I can only repeat what I said before
that it is not correct that in every instance where the
parties applied for their licenses they paid the feeO f $10
and $5, making $15, and in every case where it was paid,
that was deposited to the creditof the license commissionci i
for the county. I took the trouble of going to the bank
and making the enquiry on behalf of a gentleman who £dI
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ho would be the losing party in the event of the amount
not being deposited there, as ho was afraid it might not
be. laving made the enquiry I know whereof I speak,
that the money in every instance was placed to the credit
of the board of commissioners, and that ho took no money
except what they allowed him as a portion of his salary for
one half of the year-8150, I think.

Mr. FOSTER. I wish to call the attention of the
Minister to one thing which has not come before the atten-
tion of the louse to-night in this discussion, that is, the
necessity as soon as possible-or I might put it a little
stronger, and say the necessity which, in my opinion,
existed before this of having taken some action with refer-
ence to the salaries, not se much in reference to the com-
missioners, who are not very hardly worked, but to the
inspectors who have been appointed, especially in Scott
Act counties, who have been at work under that appoint-
ment for more than a year, some of them for a year and a
haf almost, and who have not received, I was about to say,
a single dollar for their work. If there be an amount of
confusion with reference te the boards of commissioners and
inspectors in license counties, that confusion cannot exist
to so great an extent in Scott Act counties, and it is
scarcely fair to make appointments and have mon do work
under those appointments for a year and a half, and have
them net receive a dollar of salary, and not receive either
any information as te whether they are to get any salary,
as to what salary they are to get, and as te when they are
to get it. Take, for instance, the inspector in my own
county. Hle gave up his business and went to work on the
faith of his appointment, and ho has been at work, and bas
been doing it well, for a year and more, and he as not yet
received a single dollar, and I have not been able to receive
any information as to what sca!e will be fixed, as to when
he may oxpect to look for his pay, or anything in connec-
tien with it. I think this matter ought to receive the
attention of the Government, and ought to have received
the attention of the Government before this.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Shelburne). I have a letter from
an inspector who was appointed in one of the Scott Act
counties in the Maritime Provinces, and ho says :

" I have had 41 cases for violation of the law before the stipendiar 7

magistrate, and out of that number 25 convictions, now all appealed to
higher courts. As yet I bave not received one cent for my services in
this matter. The ohief Inspector has tried the Department of Justice,
but te no purpese."
Again he says:

" We are liable, if we neglect our duty, to be fined, and for one I
would like to get some remuneration for my services. If the Govern-
'Ment will refuse to pay officers appointed by it to carry out its laws, as
one officer I would refuse."
I would join the hon. member for King's (hfr. Foster) in
asking the Minister of Inland Revenue to state the inten-
tions of the Government in reference te the payment of
these officers.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I am mest anxious to have the matter
settled and that those mon should receive their pay, and it
is the intention of the Governmont that they shall get their
pay. The question of salary is, I think, in a fair way of
being finally settled, and I hope to their satisfaction. With
re ard te the question put before by the member for Queen's,
P.r. (Mr. Davies), if he looks at the 56th section of the1
Liquor License Act he will find it clearly disposes of theE
question of the suplus in every license district.

Mr. DAVIES. It goes te the municipality.
Mr. COSTIGAN. Yes, except in Prince Edward Island,î

where"Ithink it goes te the Provincial Treasurer. I sup-
pose trat was fully discussed at the time. Thp remarks ofc
the hon. gentleman will receive every attention. I havec
received communications from these men. I know they
want their money, and, in some cases, where the revenuec

was allowed to be dealtwith in that way, they have received
an instalment.

Mr. DAVIES. What I am anxious to impress upon the
hon. Minister and upon the House is that, in regard to the
municipalities who now complain that they do not receive
the moneys which were placed in the hands of the com-
missioners under that License Act, the surplus rmoneys after
paying the inspectors' salary and the remuneration to the
commissioners themselves, the reason the surplus money has
not been received by the municipalities is that the Govern-
ment have failed to do what they should have done, that the
Government have failed to fix and settle, as the law directed
they should fix and settle, what remuneration should be
paid to the inspectors and what to the commissioners; and
the complaint of the municipalities that they cannot get
possession of the monoys which the law intended should be
theirs, and which should have been in their coffers long
since, is answered by the Mini-ster to night in his statement
that the fault lies with the Goverriment alone in that they
have not done what they should have done, fixed these
salaries.

Mr. FOSTER. I am very glad to hear two assertions
which have been made by the Minister of Inland Revenue,
one that the Government intend to pay these mon, and the
other that it is in a way of being speedily settled, and I
hope it will not get out of the way of being speedily settled.
I may state, in addition to the instance I gave in reference to
my own county, that in the city of Fredericton matters are
even in a worse state. An inspector was appointed; it is a
eity and the duties were very onerous and very hard ; ho has
been at 'gork nearly a year and a half; ho las not received
any salary; he as not received even an authoritative state-
ment as to the amount, not even an answer as to whether
he will be paid at all or not. Private mon, temperance
men, had to come to the front and raised some $600 or $800
out of their own pockets, and advanced for the Government
to that inspector. Now, I hold that it is not a proper
thing, and it is inducing a great deal of dissatisfaction, and
the longer it is allowed to go on the more dissatisfaction it
will induce. If the Government are going to fix these
salaries and pay these men, I think they ought to do it as
speedily as possible, and not cal! upon private individuals to
pay their own ofb'cers.

Mr. BLAKE. Can the hon, gentleman give any reason
for the delay ? He bas not done the tavern people much
good, and he dos not seem to have done the municipalities
much good.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I have no other explanation to give
except what I have alroady given. I have not been actuated
by any desire to serve the tavern-keepers particularly; but
the only case in which the municipalities would derive a
benefit would be where there was a surplus standing to their
crodit, and these surpluses are very rare.

Mr. BLAKE. We cannot tell whether there would be a
surplus or not until the hon. gentleman does his duty and
decides what the charges are to be.

Mr. TROW. I think it would be right and proper on the
part of the Government to refund the moneys collected to
the applicants or the municipalities where they reside.
Evidently they have no right to collect such funds, and they
should refund all the moneys collected.

Mr. LANDERKIN. That is a matter I was about to bring
before the notice of the Minister. I understand that the
amount contributed by the hotel-koepers is u-cd for the
purpose of paying those inspectors, su b-inspectors and
commiesioners. If the bote--keepers were obliged to take
out a provincial license under t ho Act passed last Session, of
what benefit was the payment of this $15 to them? You
compel them to take out a provincial license and at the
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rame time impose a tax of $15, and of what benefit is that
to the hotel-keepers? Is this tax imposed upon them merely
for the purpose of keeping up the inspectors, sub-inspectors
and commissioners ? I think it is a most iniquitous thing.
It is a hardship on the hotel-keepers. They are harassed
very much a- it is; it is difficult with many of them to get
along; and I do not think the Government should insist
in placing this impost upon them, when at the same time
they tell them by their Acts in this fouse that they shall
take out a provincial license and pay provincial fees. I
think the Minister should take this opportunity of letting us
know whether it is his intention to pay back to these
hotel keepers this $15, which was wrongfully, and I think
unlawfully taken from them, and for which they received
no adequate compensation. The hon. Minister might also
tell us what is the salary fixed for the inspectors and the
sub-inspectors. I would also like to know, for instance, in
the counties outside the cities, what are the salaries? No
doubt the Minister can tell us, and thon the hotel-keepers
can know for what they are paying this money. At the
present time they have not the slightest idea, when they
are obhiged to take out a provincial hicense, of what benefit
it is to thein to pay this unlawful tax of $15 in every
county.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Carried.
Mr. LANDERKIN. No, I am not going to allow this

to be carried. I am going to find out something about this
or I will know the reason why. I think I am asking a fair
and proper question, and that I am entitled teobe informed
upon this matter. I want to know what this tax, imposed
by the amended Act of last Session, is expended for. I moved
fbr a motion two months ago, and I was told by the Minister
of Custons that we would get it in a short time. It did not
involve many figures, nor much expense; it was of much
importance to the House, and I wish the Minister to lot me
know if it is his intention to refund to the hotel-keepers this
money that they have paid.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I do not think the hon. gentleman's
question is a fair one. As to the constitutional question, the
hon. gentleman can get his information from the Supreme
Court. But he cannot convince me that we are taking
money wrongfully by exacting this $15. He has opened
up a discussion which ought not to take place on this item,
I think. I have told the leader of the Opposition that the
question of salary is not yet settled, but I trust it will soon
be settled, and that the hon. gentleman will be informed
what salaries will be paid to the inspectors, sub-inspectors,
if any, to the commissioners, and that the whole of that
information will be laid before the House before very long.
As to whether the feos paid to these men for licenses will
be refunded to thom, that is the question I am not prepared
to answer-if the hon. gentleman expects an answer.

Mr. L INDERKIN. I do expect an answer, and the
hotel-keepers expect an anwer to this question. I think it
is a proper question ; because after the Act was passed last
Session or the Session before, amending the Liquor License
Act, compelling thern to take out a local license in addition
to this, thon of what earthly use was the Dominion At ?
Whether it suits the inclination or the wishes of the Min-î
istry to let me know about this, I think I am quite right in
asking it, and that the question is a very proper one.

Mr. CAMERON (!luron). I think the question of the
ion. gentleman for (}rey (Mr. Landerkin) is a reasonable
and proper one. He does not base the question upon his own
view of constitutiona! law, but upon a judgment of the Su-
preme Court wbich i., that the Liquor Licenise Actof 1883,k
and the amending A t f last ycar, are not worth the paper1
they are written on, and as a consequence, that the whole
action of the Govern ment, and the whole proceedings of the
Government, friom beginning to end, in connection with it,

Mr. LANDERKIN.

are wholly illegal. They had appointed an army of officers
throughout the Dominion, to enforce this Act ; they have
exacted from the liquor dealers, improperly and illegally,
$15 for every license, and having doue so, I say it is the
business of the Government to refund these mon that money.
I tbink my hon. friend's question is perfectly proper, and
I think the Govern ment ought to be in a position to say
now what they propose to do with respect to their illegal
legislation and their legal proceedings under that illegal
legislation.

Mr. MILLS. The observations of the hon. Minister are
a curions commentary on the declarations of the Govern-
ment. He has given us information as to the uses
which could have been made of the moneys collected
from the hotel-keepers and others under the License Act.
Ie does not represent the sum collected as a large one or a
sum that has contributed towards the improvemeni of the
revenue of Canada. I was under the impression, and I
dare say many others were, that the Government, although
they claimed the exclusive right to issue licenses and con-
trol them, did not pretend to say that they could determine
to what purposes the money se collected should be applied.
In the British North America Act it is expressly provided
by the 92nd section that the Local Legislature shall have
exclusive right, amongst other things, to legislate on the
subject of shop, saloon, tavern, auctioneer or other licenses,
in order to the raising of a revenue for provincial, local or
municipal purposes. Now we want to know whether the
money shall bo applied to local and municipal purposes, or
whether the revenue shall be for provincial purposes ?
From what the hon. gentleman bas stated bore, ho bas led
us to suppose that the Local Governments and Legislatures
have nothirg in the world to do with it, that they have not
a word to say as to how the money should be applied, and
that the hon. gentleman after imposing this burden upon
certain sections of the population, has left it to the commis-
sioners to say what shall be done with the money. I am
not going into a discussion of the constitutional question
involved by this legislation upon licenses, but [ am calling
the hon. gentleman's attention to the position in which
these revenues now stand according to his own statement.
I think, however, the House, so long as the Government
have assumed to control the uses of the money, is entitled
to some explanation from the Minister as to the amount of
money that has been collected in each of the Provinces,
and the amount they have been entitled to pay to the
officers, and the amount that is still under the control of,
or at the disposal of the Government and its officials.

Mr. COSTIGAN. For the third time I inform the hon.
gentleman that I cannot be expected from memory to give
a statement of the receipts and expenditures throughout
the Dominion. I said to some hon. member before, when
ho asked the question, that I should be most happy to
furnish the information. With respect to the disposition of
the surplus, the Act declares how the surplus is to be applied.
It is not a question of revenue. It was understood when
the fees were placed at $10 and $5 that those sums would
merely cover the working expenses of administering the
Act, leaving the provincial authorities the right of collect-
ing what they chose. We made it a condition, acting in a
friendly spirit towards the Local Government of Ontario,that
the applicant for a license from our commissioners must first
have paid to the local authorities the amount demanded by
them before ho got a license from our commissioners. With
our officers it was not a question of revenue, it was a ques-
tion of administering the Act, and determining who
should have licenses and who should not, and charging a
fee which was supposed, at the time, to be sufficient to
cover the -i adinistering the Act. We provided also,
knowing that in sone places the receipts might exceed the
expenditure, that where they did exceed the expenditure,
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the amount was to be paid over for such use as that te
whieh the municipalities might appropriate it. Nothing
could be more fair.

Mr. TRO W. The hon. Minister bas stated that no license
would be granted unless the provincial fees were first paid.
Yet at the same time there was a vicions principle involved.
Under the municipal law the number of hotels was decided
according to population. The inspectors employed by the
Dominion Government overrode that principle, and gave
parties licenses even if they had no bonds, simply on the
fact that they had paid the amount required to the Ontario
Government. There was no other restriction.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Yes.
Mr. TROW. They gave no bonds, although they had to

give to the municipal authorities bonds for the proper
observance of the by-laws ; whereas the greatest outcasts
could obtain a license from the Dominion Inspector.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). With respect te travelling
expenses of the Inland Revenue Department. I understood
from the Minister that Mr. Walsh ik his private secretary.
How long has 1r. Walsh been his private secretary, may I
ask.

Mr. COSTIGAN. He has been in the employ et the
Government since 1882.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron.) I understand that this Mr.
Walsh, of whom I know something, has been in the employ
of the Government since 1882. He is engaged, I under-

"stand, in private and confidential missions. That is his
mission on earth. He is, I understood the Minister te say,
occasionally employed in private and confidential missions,
and when the sum of $220 travelling expenses was paid te
him, ho was engaged in a private and confidental mission.
That is, I say, his mission on earth. In June, he was
in. the west riding of Huron. He was there on a
private and confidential mission. He undertook te
visit the hon. gentleman's countrymen and coreligionists on
a private and con fidential mission. He did not succeed in
his private and conidontial mission, although he was there
actively engaged for the whole period of two weeks. I do
not suppose that amount of 8220 was paid to him on account
of that private and confidential mission; but no doubt a
reference te the Public Accounts for 1882-83 will show
that Mr. Walsh was paid his travelling expenses while
engaged on a private and confidential mission in the west
riding of Huron. I have no objection to Mr. Walsh visiting
West Huron on a private and con fidential mission, so long
as his expenses are net paid by the Dominion of Canada for
services of a private and confidential character that do not
exactly belong te the Department of Inland Revenue. I
have known Mr. Walsh. I had the pleasure of seeing him
while he was engaged in West Huron on a private and con-
fidential mission. It was not a successful mission.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). We have the deputy minister,
$600; *Mr. Johnson, $550, and other assistants different
amounts; and then we have the Minister's own travelling
expenses. These together, and they include the expenses
of the private secretary, who was on a private and con-
fidential mission, not explained, but whose expenses are
expected te be paid by the public, amount to a very large
sum. Now, what I want te know is, whether the accounts
are kept the same way as regards all the Departments ?

Mr. BOWELL. I suppose so. The accounts are all sent
te the AuditorlGeneral and the Finance Department, and I
presume they are all kept in the same way.

Mr. PATERSON. I cannot find any account of ap-
praisers' travelling expenses. The hon. gentleman is
aware that Mr. Fraser visited my town.
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Mr. BOWELL. Appraisers are stationed permanently
at different points, but Mr. Fraser may occasionally go away.
These aceounts are only up to June last year.

Mr. PATERSON. Travelling expenses in other cases
are found under the head of contingencies, and I pre.
sume it is the same with the Customs Department.

Mr. BOWELL. I suppose sa. These accounts are ment
to the Auditor General, and I presume they are kept the
same way for ail the Departments.

M r. PATERSON. Do you know, as a fact, whether
there have been any travelling expenses incurred during
the last year.

Mr. BOWELL. There have.
Mr. PATERSON. Do you know the amount, as we de-

desire to know that especially, the bon. gentleman having
apparently managed his Department with so much economy.

Department of Public Works.............................e8,500 00

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I expected that the Minister
of Public Works, who so promptly explained the items in
his owa Department, would probably volunteer some state-
ment with reference to the increased contingencies.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is a decrease.

Mr. PATERSON. Not as compared with 1878-79, and
taking the two Departments together. There is quite
an increase.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I cannot explain that to
the hon. gentleman; I can only explain my own Depart.
ment. After examining the probable expenses of next
year, I think that $8,500 will be enough to meet the con-
tingent expenses of the Department.

Mr. PATERSON. Taking the Department of Railways
and Canals, which I had to do for the purposes of compari.
son, I find that there is a considerable increase.

Department of Agriculture ......... .... ,......................$15,000 00

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the cause of
this increase ?

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The contingencles of this
Department were $8,000 under the extravagant Administra.
tion of the Mackenzie Government, and $15,000 is asked for
now.

Mr. MoLELAN. I find that in 1978.79 the sum of
$15,480 was spent, and that in addition to that the Minister
instead of charging his own travelling expenses to contin-
gencies cbarged thom to immigration, $1,099, making a
total of 816,199, while ail that is asked for now is $15,000.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The hon. gentleman had
better taire the estimates instead of the expenditure, as the
only way we can compare one year's expenditure with
another is by placing the estimates against the estimates
and not against the expenditure. if the estimates were
exceeded in that year they may bc exceeded this year.

Sir JOIN A. MACDONALD. The question is the
actual money taken out of the poople's pockets.

Mr». PATERSON. We cannot take the actual expendi-
tures this year, as the hon. gentleman may say that
perhaps the Minister is asking for a sum which is insuffi-
cient to cover the expenditures.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGH I. As a matter of fact, in
1878 we spent 8158,000, and in 1884, $203,000 if my memory
is right.

Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman is talking about my con-
tingencies ; well there were $4 over $14,000 spent, and I

am quite sure that that will not carry me through, and I
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can only say that I have to employ a very large number of
extra clerks. I find it much cheaper to do that, so far as
patents and those things are concerned, than to have per-
manent clerks. They are charged to contingencies and this
is a business which is increasing every year.

Mr. VAIL. Does the Minister of Agriculture say that he
doos not employ so many extra clerks as were employed in
1878, because he pays $1,000 more for them than was paid
in that year.

Mr. POPE. Yes, I may employ more, but I am more
economical.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think the less we hear
about the economy of the Department of Agriculture the
better. I have been looking over some of the pamphlets
and documents of that Department, and on that subject I
think an hon. gentleman beside me could tell the iouse
something. I do not think a more wanton waste of public
money I ever sawor heard of than agreat deal of the money
which is spent in the hon. gentleman's Department for
pamphlets, etc. If he boasts of his economy he had better
look to the pamphlet of the Rev. Mr. Bray, for which he
paid $5,000, and which, I venture to say, never brought one
immigrant into this country, and if anybody did see it, they
would take it as an example of extraordinary lack of busi-
ness capacity to allow such a thing to appear as being pub-
jished by his Department.

Mr. POPE. When that question of pamphlets comes up
which the hon. gentleman has discussed at public meetings
I will be ready to discuss it, but we are not considering that
now. I did not pay 85,000 to Mr. Bray, but $Z,500.

Sir R.CHARD CARTWRIGHT. And somebody else
paid the other $500.

Mr. POPE. I think the pamphlet is a good one-not a
good pamphlet but a good book to lay on the table of any
gentleman in the country, and I am prepared to defend it
when the time comes. Let not the hon. gentleman make
any mistake about either that pamphlet or anything else,
as I am prepared to defend the outlay of my Department.

Mr. DAVIES. D. I understand the hon. gentleman to
say that ho was prepared to favor us with a copy of that
book. I should feel honored to have one. I applied at the
librairy in hopes that I could get an examination of it, but I
found that he had not placed one there, and I tried several
other places but did not succeed. If he will give each of us
a copy I am sure we will take it as a great favor, for I
would like to take it home with me.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As some of the public
plunder.

Mr. DAVIES. It, contains a very handsome portrait of
the First Miiiister.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is worth some-
thing.

Mr. DAVIES. And there are some fourteen vignette
portraits of the lon. gentleman's colleagues on the next page
and that is worth more. Then we have the portrait of the
hon. gentleman who presides over our deliberations, the
Speaker, in the centre.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You are envious because
yon are not there.

Mr. DAVIES. I could not hope to adorn such a galaxy.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is true.
Mr. DAVIES. But I am quite anxious that my consti-

tuents should see it. The hon. gentleman says it is such a
book that he would not be afraid to lay on the table of any
gentleman. I hope be will lay it on our tables so that the
representatives of the people may take it home to their
constituents and show them what they are paying for. It is

e.. Popz.

most interesting reading as we had an opportunity ofhearing
in the Public Accounts Committee the other day, containing
not only a eulogy of the First Minister himself, but a
eulogy of the hon. gentleman presiding over the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, and if we can get ihat book before the
Public Accounts Committee, when that item comes up, we
may be able to place on record a few excerpts from the
pamphlet, showing what an able and economical gentleman
presides over the Department. I will hold the hon.
gentleman to his promise to give us a copy apiece.

Mr. POPE. I did not.
Mr. DAVIES. He sâdd he would be very happy to lay

it on the table of any hon. gentleman. Do I understand
him to say that he won't? If not, can he tell me where it
can be had ? I will give a dollar or two for a copy of it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hand over your money.
Mr. DAVIES. If the right hon. gentleman will hold the

stakes, I will buy a dozen'copies.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We want something

for our money.
Mr. PATERSON. Do I understand the hon, gentle-

man to give as a reason for the increase of $1,000,
that it is to be used in the employment of extra clerks
during the coming year ?

Mr. POPE. I say a very large amount is paid in that
way; but there are very large amounts also paid for paper
and various other things. A little while ago hon. gentlc-
men wanted to know why we did not put in more for con-
tingencies. I put in no more than what 1 consider fair and
honest.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I understand what the
Minister has stated, and I see that in the Auditor General's
report there is an explanation by the hon. gentleman's
deputy of the increase, to the effect that there is a good
deal of extra work in connection with the patent office.
Still, I find that there is only about $2,000 for extra clerks,
and I would like to know if the increase in the way of fees
from the patent office in the coming year is likely to bc
larger than it was last year.

Mr. POPE. About six months of the year have gone,
and up to this time there bas been fully as much as durivg
the first six months of last year. Of course, searches,
engraving and paper, are all inereasing, and every patent
costs a certain amount of money. I anticipate that in the
coming year the $1,000 increase will be fully required for
these and similar services.

Department of Marine and Fisheries........... $8,000 00

Mr. VAIL. How much of this has to go to extra
clerks ?

Mr. MoLELAN. The amount is reduced by $500, and
we expect not to pay so much for extra clerks in the
coming year as last year. The amount expended last year
was 87,960, and I estimate that this year the vote will
cover all the expenses. It is $0 more than was expended
last year, and $300 or $400 less than was expended for
contingencies in 1878.

Mr.VAIL. In 1878, $3,270 were expended for contingen-
cies, out of whieh $2,7115 were paid for extra clerks. I under-
stood tho Minister a little while ago to say that the extra
clerks had been taken from the contingencies account and
placed on the regular list, and that that was the reason why
the expenses for the Civil Service had been largely increased.
I do not sce that that is the case. If they have been trans-
ferred to the civil list, and at the same time a considerable
number are paid out of contingencies, they are just about
double what they were before,
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Mr. McLELAN. I referred to the extra clerks who were
kept on the whole year. During the time we are classifying
the Fishery Bounty claims, we employ several extra clerks,
who are not paid out of the vote for fishing bounty service,
but out of contingencies.

Mr. DAVIES. The point I understood the hon, gentleman
to make was this, that whereas last year we paid $2,253 for
extra clerks, and that sum was included in the contingencios,
this year you propose to lessen the number of extra clerks
by appointing permanent clerks; so that your contingercies
account ought to be reduced by the salaries you now pay to
the extra clerks you intend to dispense with.

Mr. McLELAN. I did not state that I positively
intended to do it. If I found it in the public interest I
might transfer them from the contingencies account to the
permanent account.

Mr. VAIL. The hon. mem ber for Queen's (Mr. Davies)
did not exactly touch the point I wanted to make. The
point I wanted to make was this: The hon. Minister of
Marine a little while ago gave as the reason why the civil
service account had been increased, that the extra clerks
had been taken from the contingencies accounts and placed
on the permanent list. I find that that is not the case, but
that the same number of extra clerks are charged to con-
tingencies as in 1878.

Mr. MoLELAN. What I stated was that there had been
a transfer of the number from the extra service to the per-
manent service; but I stated why there should be a cause
for the extra clerks to be called in at times.

Department of Railways and Canals ......... $6,000 00

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I pointed out awhile ago
that there was an increase of some $4,000 in the contingen-
oies for the Departments of Railways and Canals and Pub-
lic Works combined, since hon. gentlemen opposite came
into power, and the hon. Minister of Public Works says ho
has decreased his part. I suppose the blame lies with the
Department of Railways and Canals for the increased expen-
diture.

Mr. POPE. I do not know whether it does or not, but
I am quite willing to accept it. So f ar as the Department
of Railways and Canals is concerned, you must understand
that a good many railways are subsidised, and we have a
great deal of that kind of thing to do; and while the
expenses last year were 87,000 I think we might reduce
the expenditure to $6,000.

Mr. DAVIES. I notice that in "Departments generally,"
one item appears under the curious heading of " Certain
matters and supplies, $179." Can the hon. gentleman
explain that ?

Mr. PATERSON. While he is getting ready to
answer, I will take the opportunity of asking the Minister of
Customs if ho will answer my question now. How is it that
we find in "travelling expenses " in his Department, only
the sum of $4.25 paid to one E. L. Saunders in the contin-
gencies, while there are large sums in contingencies for the
travelling expenses of the other Ministers and other officers
in all the other Departments. How does the hon. gentle.
man reduce his contingent account ?

Mr. BOWELL. If the hon. gentleman will refer to the
Auditor General's Report, Part ii., page 317, ho will
find $200 for the Minister's travelling expenses; $345 for
the commissioner; $115 for the accountant, and $134 for
the collector of Customs, Winnipeg, who is also inspector
for that Province.

Mr. PATERSON. The hon. gentleman sat very quiet1
and accepted all the praise I gave him for having reducedi
his contingent account and allowed me to censure, by oom-i

parison, the Minister of Inland Revenue. Now, it appears
the Minister of Inland Revenue put openly before us all
these different items while the Minister of Customs has his
in another place. Instead of quietly accepting all the com-
mendation I gave him for economy, the hon. gentleman
should have informed us that there was a considerable
amount to be added to the contingencies of his Department
and not have allowed an unfavorable comparison to be made
to the detriment of his colleague.

Mr. BOWE LL. The hon. gentleman is as wide of the
mark in this as ho is ignorant of the books he has in his
hand. These are portions of the total of contingencies in
my Department; the hon, gentleman led this Committee to
suppose that the Department of Customs and the Depart.
ment of Inland Revenue and the other Departments kept
the Publie Accounts.

Mr. PATERSON. No.
Mr. BOWELL. That was the only inference to be

drawn from the hon. gentleman's remarks. He says that
while ho was complimenting me on the small amount, com-
paratively with others, of expenditure in the contingency
account, I sat quietly by and listened to them without calling
his attention to what he says was an incorrect statement.
Such was not the fact. The hon. gentleman knows, or if
ho doos not, the ex-Finance Minister can inform him, that
when the accounts come to the Department of Cnstoms
they are sent to the Auditor-General who places them in
such part of the book as ho may think proper, and so far as
the individual Department is concerned it is not at all
responsible. These are the travelling expenses in connec-
tion with the inspectors that occur every year, and they
are not taken out of the contingencies but are a special
item. The expenses connected with the Board of Apprais-
ers are also taken from that item and not from the con-
tingencies.

Mr. PATERSON. The hon. gentleman need not
assume such an air of superior knowledge and intelligence
in communicating this fact, and ho need not emphasise so
much in saying that if I am ignorant of it I can get the
information from the ex-Finance Minister. I was not ask.
ing the ex-Finance Minister but the hon. gentleman, and
ho cannot cover up his retreat in that way. If there be
ignorance, it is ho who has displayed it. I mentioned the
amount charged against contingencies and said that all that
I could find was $4,000. The hon. gentleman sat very
quietly and accepted it. I said it was strange that there
were no travelling expenses, and ho retorted that ho sup-
posed that there had been no travelling.

Mr. BOWELL. No, I did not say that; I said distinctly
there had been some.

Mr. PATERSON. The hon. gentleman said supposing
there had been noue. I said, what about your appraisers ?
Have they not travelled ? He replied, do yo not know that
the appraisers' place is in Ottawa, and that they settle the
cases here ?

Mr. BOWELL. I said nothing of the kind.
Mr. PATERSON. I think you did.
Mr. BO WE LL. You may think so, but I did not.

Mr. PA 'ERSON. Getting angry about it will not
mend the matter in the slightestdegrce. The hon. gentleman
is very free with his insinuations about lack of knowledge, but
ho must listen to what I have.to say, and Iansard will show
who is right in this instance. When talking about travelling
expenses, ho said, assuming the same air of superiority, do
not you know that the appraisers' place is ia Ottawa and
that the cases come before them there, and they are not
supposed to travel. I said I thought Mr. Fraser had visited
my city, and the hon. gentleman said: Well, perhaps ho
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was, but not this year. The hon, gentleman may rise with
temper and cast out recklessly insinuations of ignorance,
but, if he knew then what he knows now, lie sat there and
accepted praise that was not deserved on bis part, and
allowed bis Department to be complimented in contrast
with other Departments of the Government.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not desire to continue this. I do
not suppose, becauso the hon.gentleman speaks a little loud,
that ho is angry, and lie must not suppose, if I speak to him
in not as loud and boisterous a tone as he speaks to me, that
I am necessarily angry. I have a habit of saying what I
have to say as distinctly as he does, though perhaps not
quite so loudly. When lie referred to the question of
appraisers, I asked distinctly what appraisers lie meant, and
I explained not that the appraisers' business was done at
the head office in Ottawa, but that they did not travel to the
different ports. Then he called my attention to the fact of
Mr. Fraser. Then I asked him again if lie referred to the
general appraiser connected with the Board of Customs,
and I told him thon distinctly that Mr. Friaser had been in
Toronto and that there had been travelling expenses. I did
not try to bide the fact because I knew there had been
travelling expenses. I did state, as le says,'that probably
the time Mr. Fraser was in Brantford might come within
the current year and not last year.

Mr. PATERSON. Did not the hon. gentleman ask me
whether there had been any travelling expenses this year,
and wbether Mr. Fraser had been there ?

Mr. BOWELL. Did I not what?
Mr. PATERSON. Did you not ask me if lie had been

there this year, and was it not another year ?

Mr. BOWELL. Did I not just explain that? The hon.
gentleman is as captious as some of the hon. gentlemen by
whom hie is surrounded.

Mr. DAVIES. It is a singular fact, and one calculated
to mislead any honest enquirer-

Mr. BOWELL. That is not you.

Mr. DAVIES. Then I will assume that the lon. member
for Cardwell (Mr. White) and his friend beside bim are the
two honest enquirers, and I say it is very strange that the
classification of the contingent expenses of the Castoms
Department is different from that of any of the other
Departments. While the travelling expenses of every other
Minister is charged under the head of the Department, the
travelling expenses of the Minister of Customs and his
assistants are charged under a different head altogether.
When I found under the head of the Department "travel-
ling expenses, E. L. Saunders, $4.75," any honest enquirer
would imagine that was ail the travelling expenses. In the
other departments, 1 found the travelling expenses were
charged $400, $500, $600, or $700, as the case
may be, and 1 thought the Minister of Castoms
was entitled to credit for not having expended
as much as bis colleagues, but at page 317 I find charged
for travelling expenses $200 for the Minister himself, $345
for his commissioner, and $115 for lis accountant. In point
of fact his travelling expenses, for himself and his assist-
ants, are as large as those of any of the other Ministers, and
the travelling expenses of his subordinates, as might be
expected, are larger-they bave more travelling to do. I
am glad the discussion las come up, because I find the hon.
gentleman is not balf so econo.mical as I thought lie was.
There is one thing he is entitled to credit for, unless the ex-
penditure is hidden away in some other part of the book,
and that is in regard to cab hire. I find that in the Privy
Council this amounted to $928, the Department of Justice,
$141; Department of Militia, 8206; Secretary of State-he
was a littie extravagant-8345; Minister of the Interior,

fr. PATEOqN (Brant),

8521-1 suppose lie had more to do-with Indians, $22
extra; the Auditor General, $5.50-he seems to have been
very economical; Finance, $96; Castoms, nil. I want to
know if, in any other part of this book, I can find cab hire.
If not, the hon. gentleman is entitled to credit. Inland
Revenue, $213; Public Works, $355; Post Office, $161;
Agriculture, $112; Marine and Fisheries-another econom-
ical Department, $9.55.

Mr. McLELAN. That is alil.

Mr. DAVIES. I commend the hon. gentleman for the
economy he bas displayed in that particular branch. I am
not speaking of travelling expenses, but of cab hire in the
city of Ottawa alone. Railways, $259; total, about $3,500.
I think, in respect of that one item, the Minister of Customs
has been entitled to some little praise, although in respect
to the travelling expenses lie has received undeserved praise,
and ho received it very blandly and swallowed it all.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). There is $5,489 to add to the
84,000 that appears under the head of contingencies, and
there.is no a mount asked for to cover the amount we fini
on page 317.1 I feel it is my duty to say to the Minister of
Inland Revenue, after blaming him by comparison with the
Minister of Customs, that now it turns out that ho is not so
very much to blame after all.

Mr. BLAKE. There are several lessons to be drawn
from this. My hon. friend from Brant is good-natured we
know, lie is fond of looking at the best side of things. Lot
him observe that appearances are deceitful; that, wbenever
hon. gentlemen opposite, or any one of them appears to be
better than his colleagues, he will find the explanation in
some other part of the book. That is all that is nocessary,
a little further investigation, and he will find that one is as
bad as the other. Then, the Minister of Customs said lis
colleagues could take care of themselves, but it
seems he takes a little better care than lis colleagues
do. But he says it is not his fault, it is the Finance
Department and the Auditor General who have done
this and have placed him in this position. So bis
colleagues cannot take care of themselves, but they take
care of him to their apparent prejudice, they arrange his
travelling expenses so as not to appear in the same cate-
gory with their own, and the Minister of Customs is blame-
less, except for accepting my hon. friend's compliments,
which we all felt there must be some explanation of. He
is entirely blameless in regard to this arrangement of his
travelling expenses. There is some little angel who sits up
aloft and takes very good care of poor Mac.

Mr. BOWELL. I am much obliged to the hon. gentle.
man, and especý ally for the latter part of his speech. Al
this is an attack upon the Auditor General, and I will take
pains to call his attention to the fact. He is not a col-
league of mine; he is independent of the Minister of Cus-
toms, and is responsible to the Parliament of Canada. If he
tried to bide this up, this Parliament should call him to
account for it. I lay no blame on the Minister of Finance
for the way in which lis books are kept. Hon. gentle-
men, I know, think a great deal of the Auditor General and
lis abilities. I know I do, and why this was put differently
from similar items in regard to .others I am at a loss to
know; but, when the member for Queen's (P.E.I.) (Mr.
Davies), tried to throw the responsibility upon me, and would
make it appear to anyone who might read Hansard in the
future that I had tried to hide this up-

Mr. DAVIES. No. I rise to explain.

Mr. BOWELL. I merely wish to have it put right,
whether the hon. gentleman makes the charge by insinua-
tion or inuendo or with that sarcasm with which he sur-
rounds his very pretty little speeches. He doos not carry
that very pleasant, handsome face and smile with his words
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into the book, and the result would be that those who read
it in the future would come to the conclusion that the
Minister of Customs had, in order to hide up certain expendi-
tures of hie Department, put them in some hole and corner
of the book, in which idea ho was very ably and eloquently
assisted by hie very eminent leader. if there is any responsi-
bility in connection with hiding it up, if hiding up it is, it is
due to an officer over whom no Minister of the Crown has
any control at all, who is responsible wholly and solely to
this Parliament for what ho does.

Mr. DAViES. The hon the Minister of Customs was
astute enough to understand perfectly well that the corn-
plaint was not so much that this item did not appear with
others of a similar kind, as that ho complacently and impro-
perly received compliments which were not due to him, and
sat smiling while those compliments were bestowed upon
him, leading the House to understand that ho deserved
them, while all the time ho did not deserve one of them.

Mr. SPROULE. He was smiling, perhaps, at the parties
who, after looking all through the book, never found it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think the Minister of
Customs is in error in saying that the Auditor General was
any to blame in this matter.

Mr. BOWELL. I did not say he was to blame.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Or that he as been the
cause of this mistake. The Auditor Goueral does not pre-
pare the Public Accounts, but he prepares a statement which
ho lays on the Table for us. Now, in the Public Accounts
for 1878, under the head of contingencies, Civil Goverbment,
I find the travelling expenses of Mr. Burpee's assistants
were charged, as was the case with all the other Ministeirs.
This alteration in the Customs Department which prevailed
in our time has taken place in the Finance Department, and
in no respect in the Auditor General's Department. Appar-
ently what has been done bas been this: That a certain
item, which appears in the Estimates at page 75, that
is called miscellaneous contingencies, head office,
extra printing, stationery, advertising, telegraph, etc.,
that apparently has been made to include the Minister's
travelling expenses. I think it is an error in the mode of
keeping the accounts which ought to be rectified. It cer-
tainly was not an error which occurred before, because in
our time the Minister made a detailed charge of the tra-
velling expenses in the Public Accounts for the year, which
I think should be doue now.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman who last spoke is'
quite correct, and he will find that this is the first and the
last year that these particular items appear in the Finance
Minister's report, precisely as they did in the year to which
he as referred. This is the first time they have so appeared,
and why it is so I cannot explain.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The error is not in
any respect the fault of the Auditor General, but it lies in
the Department of the Finance Minister who compiled the
Public Accounts. The Auditor General's business is to
inspect and check the vouchers, and to call our attention
to any matters that may deserve it.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The Minister of Customs, in
bringing this matter before the Auditor General and point-
ing out his fault to him, will undoubtedly tell him how it'
came to be a subject of discussion; how the Minister of
Customs had been sitting quietly in his seat accepting the
compliments for.great economy in reference to this matter;
and when he was asked to explain to his colleagues that
there was a larger amount, did not take care to say: "Oh,
I am in the same position as they are; " but ho quietly left
his colleagues to take care of themselves.

Mr. BLAKE. Does the Minister of Customs adhere etill
to the statement that an error has been committed by the
Auditor General, or is it in the Public Accounts solely which
are prepared in the office of the Finance Minister ? When
ho spoke firat on that part of the subject and declared
that these Public Accounts were prepared by the
Finance Ministor's office and by the Auditor General, he
included both Departments. I answerod him in the
way ho spoke. Then when he replied to me ho
said it was exclusively done by the Auditor General.
We know the Public Accounts are not prepared by the
Auditor General. He prepares the Appropriation Accounts
for which he is responsible to the House. The Finance
Department prepares the Public Accounts, and it is. in the
Public Accounts the change bas taken place. It is, there-
fore, one of the bon. gentleman's colleagues and not the
Auditor General who appears at present to be responsible
for the change which has produced this discussion.

Mr. PATERSON. I understand the Minister will do
botter next time.

Mr. BOWELL. When I spoke of accounts, I spoke of
them distinctly, and when I said the Auditor General was
responsible for this, I had reference to his own report exclu-
sively and not to the other ; I did not hold the Auditor
General responsible for anything that was in the Finance
Minister's report. That is the only explanation I have to
make. I will say to hon. gentlemen, as I said a few
minutes ago to the hon, gentleman for Brant (Mr. Pater-
son), this is the first time the Auditor General has placed
these accounts in this way. Why ho bas done so 1 nover
asked him. If the House desires me to ask him I have no
objection to do so.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. He bas placed them
in that way because his book is a comment on the Publie
Accounts. If the Public Accounts placed them in a parti-
cular way he must follow suit.

Mr. BOWELL. When money is drawn for travelling
expenses the account is sent with the vouchers to the
Auditor General who audits them. If the proper vouchers
do not accompany them ho will not pass them, and he
makes these entries from which this book is compiled. How
far ho ebtains information of that kind from the Finance
Department I am not propared to say. I think it is unneces-
sary for me to go to the Finance Department to obtain
information of this kind, because it goes to the Auditor
General for audit, and from these accounts ho makes the
entries in his book. I suppose that is the practice of hie
Department.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If the hon. Minister
will look at the Auditor General's report ho will see that
gentleman is obliged to follow closely on the linos taken in
the Public Accounts. What bas been done o far
is, that the parties who prepared the Public Accounts
have placed these items where they never appeared
before, and that is the reason why the Auditor General like-
wise has been obliged to place them there. It is nothing to
him in what particular way they appear. He could not
compel the Minister of Finance or hie deputy to place a
certain set of items last year in contingencies of Civil
Government, and this year in the contingencies attached
to the collection account.

Contingent expenses of High Commissioner in
London, and to provide £100 for salary of secre-
tary, hitherto charged to unforeseen expenses ....$2,500 00

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). This is not a large
amount-only $2,500 for the purpose of helping to sustain
and maintain our Ambassador at the English Court. It is a
luxury of course, and we muet expect to pay somewhat for
luxuries of this kind. The commissioner costa us about
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815,000 a year-$10,000 for his salary, and about
85,000 for contingencies. We have spent somewhere
about $40,000 odd in purchasing a residence for our
representative at the English court, and aiso spent
considerable money in furnishing that establishment.
Last year I find we voted $4,500 for contingencies.
The Public Accounts show that we spent $5,186 for that
purpose. That, I believe, covered the rent, fuel, light and
taxes, and the services of a secretary. Having purchased
this mansion last year,I suppose we shall not have to pay any
rent, and therefore the amount is lessened by some $2,000.
That is, so far, all right and proper. But, after all, I am
very much inclined to the opinion, from what has been said
in the flouse this Session, that the office is more ornamental
than useful, and that the distinguished gentleman who
occupies the position can fill it in an ornamental fashion,
though ho is a vigorous and useful man in bis way and
place. But I have grave doubts as te whether or not it is
really worth our while, at the very considerable expense we
are incurring, to keep a representative of the Canadian
Government at the Imperial court. We have bought the
house and have furnished it, comfortably, elegantly, in the
best style, from the silk plush curtains with silk vallences,
fringe, gimp, gilt cornices, down to the sauce-pans in the
kitchen. Everything is furnished for our representative to
the English court. 1 have here a detailed statement, every
item is put down, and I believe the return brought down to
Parliament shows exactly what we have expended in
furnishing this establishment. It is interesting reading. I
com mend it to your attention, 3Mr. Chairman, and I strongly
advise you to read it. I advise every hon. momber to read
it. We hear a good deal about printing documents, and I
commend the printing of this document. I think among
the farmers, mechanics and business men of the country,
there can be no more interesting literature than this detailed
account I now hold in my hand. It is very interesting and it
covers the whole furnishing of the house. I am sure it will
prove invaluable to farmers, business men and mechanics
in helping them to furnish their houses. It is so interesting
I cannot allow the item to pass without drawing the special
attention of the flouse to some of the items it contains.
You will find that a servant's bedroom on the fourth flight
of this palace we have in London cost, for the furnishing
-. earpet chairs and little nick-nacks of that kind-only
8240. It is not expensive for the furnishing of a
servant's bedroom in the attic of our palace in London.
You will find that a back bedroom on the third
flight cost only £72 16s. 10d. That for a back room on thes
third flight is surely cheap enougb. There is, in addition1
to furnishing the back roomon the third flight, an amounta
of £69 ls. id. for furnishing the dressing-room in connec-a
tion therewith, making a total amount of £141 17s. 11d., orc
in our currency a little over $700. Then there is the left(
front bedroom on the third flight, the furnishing of whicht
cost $385. Everything is stated with the greatest par-
ticularity so that no one can misunderstand. The furnishings
of a back bedroom on the second story cost £142 18s. 9d.,v
and the dressing-room in connection only £72 19s. 3d., or1
together £285 18s., or in our currency $1,075. Sarely thata
is most economical; surely it is not extravagant that ther
farnishing of a back bedroom on the second flight shoulda
cost only $1,075. The furnishing ofthe front drawing-room1
cost 82,181, and that sum does not include a great manyL
nic-nacks which appear in other parts of the account. The s
dining room cost $81,170 and so on. All this is sui ely notE
too expensive for the honor and dignity of being represented e
at the English court by se distinguished a gentlemana
as ho who formerly presided over the Departmont oft
Railways here. When ho was here, and we were all glad toi
see him and sorry to lose him, lie posed as an apostle ofi
temperance for the last year or two. It was quite proper e
that a Minister of the Crown should be so, and that hei

Mr. 0AnoNr (Euron).

should carry out his principles in every respect. There
must be some mistake in regard to this account. It states
that there were furnished 36 port glasses, 36 sherry glasses,
36 claret glasses, 36 champagne glasses, 48 tumblers, 4 quart
decanters-for water not for whiskey-4 pint do.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Any corkscrews,

Mr. CAMERON. There will be a great deal of cork-
screwing in this account before we get through with it.
There are two claret jugs, eight plain handled carraffe setts,
two plain do., two claret jugs, engraved and flat-sided.
Some are round and some are flat-sided. There are in all 22
decanters and twelve or fourteen dozen of wine glasses, You
wiil find in the account that there are provided for this
ambassadorial establishment bins for the purpose of receiv.
ing, until they are old and mellow, and fit for mon of taste
to drink, the wines that are bought for keeping up the social
element in the Ambassador's establishment. There are
wine bins to contain 84 dozen bottles, and one dozen
small zinc labels so as to distinguish the claret
and champagne. Everything is done with the utmost
regularity and the greatest order. We have reason to be
proud of the manner in which we are inaugurating our
mission to the court of St. James. The thing is done in
style. You will find, I am sure, Mr. Chairman, that if you
had this account printed and. distributed amongst your con-
stituents in the great city of Halifax, and especially among
the farming element, how delighted they would be after
the hard labors of the day are over to sit down ani read
about 84 dozen of wine, 36 champagne glasses, 36 port
glasses, 36 claret glasses, with all the etceteras in connec.
tion with the interesting feast in prospective. Not only is
our Ambassador supplied with these things, but with every
other thing which human taste, human ingenuity, or human
skill could imagine. lere we have in the account of Miss
Reynolds, and I observe that our Ambassador bas
bought a great many things through Miss Reynolds, among
other things a fry basket, an omelette pan-wrot, an oval fry
pan, a tin baking shell and a York pudding tin. I suppose
it is quite right that our Ambassador occasionally visiting
that charining portion of England, Yorkshire, should want
to know something of it, and he gets, therefore, a York
pudding tin. In addition, he gets a copper sauce-pan, a
fish-kettle and a sauce-pan and steamer. Now, I suppose it
is all right, but why the Canadian Government should buy
brushes and whisks for our Ambassador in England, is one
of the things which no man can find out. Then we have a
set of skewers, a flour dredge, a funnel, a sugar dredger, a
box of larding pins, a dust pan and a red cake-tin-but I
am out there, i give it up. Then we have a tin tea-pot and
a square canister and a cook fork, and we have farther, a
chamber pail and two foot baths. These are all tin, Mr.
Chairman, and I hope you are paying great. attention,
because they are of great importance. Then there are two
wood spoons and a dozen wood spoons and four more wood
spoons, and six more of them and a rolling pin. Now,
what on earth is he going to do with a rolling pin ? Surely
he is not going to come in contact with any European
autocrats so that he may be required to use a rolling
pin. Thon we have a hair sieve and a wood pail,
and a clothes horse and a decanter drainer. Further, we
have to provide him with quilts, with bed rugs and with
blankets, and there are so many of them that we are quite
sure that he will be kept warm enough. Then we provide
hi mn with shades to keep the glare of the gas light or of the
electricity from bis delicate eyes; there is a red dagmar shade,
a frame shade, a silk shade, and a frame for that silk shade,
the whole amounting to £9 16s. Now there is another
interesting item here, and I think perhaps it is the most
interesting of all in this long account, an item which
gratified and pleased me beyond measure when I road it. It
is under the hoad of dresing room adjoining the bed room
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of our Ambassador, and it is for a child's cot. I was not
aware that our Ambassador was in that line of business just
now, though I suppose that we may congratulate hon.
gentlemen opposite upon the interesting event which is
likely to take place, otherwise a child's cot would not be
purchased. I dare say the First Minister knows something of
this matter, because I have no doubt the news would be
communicated by wire to him across the ocean. Then
further oa we find a carriage, and though it does not say
what kind of a carriage, I judge it must be a baby's
carriage, which, as a matter of course, would follow a child's
cot. It only cost 3s. 2d., a very small sum, but it is
a very small article. Now, if it is the-caso that it is a
child's carriage. I think we have reason to congratulate
ourselves, should it be a boy, that we are bringing up a man
who will at some future day occupy the important position
of second Ambassador for this Governinent. The amount is
large--several thousand pounds; in tact the whole expense
connected with the High Commissioner, the purchase of
that building and furnishing it, including the wine bins and
the wine glaeses, and the child's cot and the child's carriage,
come to over $43,000. I do not think in the present con-
dition of affairs, with the enormous drains on the public
Treasury, that we are in a position to continue this
sort of thing much longer. My own opinion is that
it would be a good thing to dispose of our building
ard seli the furniture, including the wine bins, and the
wine cllarg, and the glass, and the child's cot, and recall
our present Ambassador and not appoint anyone to succeed
him. So far as the people are able to judge the services of
that Ambaýsador they have not so far been of practical utility,
and it seoms to be a solomn farce to aak the country to pay
an outrageous bill of this character in order to maintain a
little spurious dignity of that sort. We have accomplished
nothing so far by keeping him there. When the Minister
of Finance wants anything done, he does not trust it
to the Hligh Commissioner. When the First Minister wants
anything done, when he wants any interviews with the Colo-
nial Secretary or the Imperial Government, he does not en-
trust it to our Ambassador. We have saved nothing in the
way of exçpene, and we bave added enormously to the cost
by the payments we have made on acecount of this building
and the furnishing of it. Sir, there are many items, thore are
thousands of dollars which no sensible man, paying the
money out of his own pocket, ever would have incurred
and that no Government who had really at beart the
prosperity and interest of his country would have
sanctioned or asked the sanction of Parliament. I have
only mentioned a few articles and I challenge any man, any
supporter of the Government, to sit down and read that
account and feel it to be otherwise than I have felt it to be
-an absurdity from beginning to end, that we have estab-
lished an Ambassador at the Imperial conrt at such enor-
mous cost. I do trust that this folly and this nonsense will
end, that the property will be disposed of, and that Sir
Charles Tupper will be called from his mission, and be
replaced. by nobody else.

Pot Office and Finance Departments-amount
required for balancing and computing interest in
depositors' accounts-Post Office Department,
$1,450; Finance Department, $1,000............... .52,400 00

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I notice that there are
items in contingencies charged to the same accounts. Are
they to be continued ?

Mr. BOWELL. I am not aware. The explanation I
have received of this is, that at the end .of each year it is
necessary to balance all the accounts, which has to be done
very rapidly, necessitating the employment of a number of
officers for that purpose.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What I say is that you
will find in the contingencies of 1884 that about 82,500 is

charged for a similar service. It is quite clear that if we
are making an extra charge for that, we should not have
the same amount in the contingencies which we have juat
passed. There ought to have been a corresponding reduc.
tion.

Mr. BOWELL. I will make enquiries as to that.

Committee rose and reported progress.

Sir HECTOIV LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Mqtion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 12:50 a.m.,
Wednesday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAY, 8th April, 1885.

The SPEÂiCER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

FIRST RE A DING.

Bill (No. 121) to amend the Act 45 Vie., cap. 41, respect.
ing the sale of railway passenger tickets.-(Mr. Woodworth
for Mr. Patterson, Essox.)

PUBLIC DEBT OF CANADA.

SirRICHARD CARTWRIGIIT (for Mr. CHARLTON) asked,
Gross amount of the public debt of Canada on March 31st,
1885? Net amount of the public debt of Canada on March
31st, 1885 ?

Mr. BOWE LL. Gross debt on 31st March, 1885,
$257,118,336.97; netdebt 31st March, 1885, $192,129,009.00.

STEAMER LANSDOW E-COMMUNICATION,
P. E. I. AND MAINLAND.

Mr. JENKINS asked, Is it the intention of the Govern.
ment to send the steamer Lansdowne to assist in keeping
up communication between Prince Edward Island and the
mainland ?

Mr. McLELAN. Enquiries have been made on the sub.
ject, and it is under consideration.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-REJECTED LAND
OUTSIDE RAILWAY BELT.

Mr. BLAKE asked, fas the Canadian Pacifie RIailway
Company rejected any land outside the railway belt ? If
sO, how many acres in southern Manitoba, and how many
elsewhere ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They have rejected, or
rather objected to some lan outside the railway bûlt. I
will send the hon. gentleman the paper.

GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY - LIST OF SHARE-
HOLDERS.

Mr. MITCHELL asked, Whether in view of the answer
made by the General Manager of the Grand Trunk Railway
Company to the Order of the House, requiring that a list
of the shareholders of that company be laid before this
House, it is the intention of the Government to cause an
Order in Council to be passed, under the provisions of the
Act 44 Vie., chap. 24, requiring the Grand Trunk Railway
Company to give the Government the information demanded
by this louse ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, The matter is now
under consideration.
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LIQUOR LICENSE ACT.

On the Notice of Motion for Committee of the Whole to
consider the following resolution :

That in the opinion of this Bouse such portions of the License Act
of 1883, and the Act to amend the Liquor License Act of 1883, as the
Supreme Oourt of Oanada bas declared to be ultra vires, should be buyi
pended unlei and until the smre shall be decided by the Judicial
Committee of the Privy Council to be intra vires of the Parliament of
Canada.

Mr. CAMIERON (Huron) said: This is a very important
motion, that will elicit a good deal of discussion, and, as we
only sit to-day till six o'clock to dispose of Notices of Motion,
it will be quite impossible that it can be disposed of. I am
aware that there are a large number on both sides of the
louse who propose taking part in the discussion, and I

desire to get the honest and independent sense of the House
upon the proposition that is laid down in this motion, and I
think it would be better if hon. gentlemen would consent to
allow this motion to stand until Monday. It will then be.
the first Order of the Day.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It will not be an Order of
the Day.

Mr. CAMERON. If the discussion is entered upon to-
day, and not finished by 6 o'clock, it will not be reached
again this Session, because tbe hon, gentleman bas given
notice of taking every Wednesday, and therefore it could
not possibly bo reached, and I think it is desirable that the
opinion of the House and full and free discussion should be
bd upon this question. I have asked the Government to
allow the matter to stand until next Monday, with a view
of having that full and free discussion and an independent
expression of opinion upon the subject. I have asked them
to take the same course as was taken last year when the
late lamented Mr. Houde submitted his motion to the House.
I believe the Government gave him a day for the discussion
of it, and the discussion was proceeded with and the sense
of the flouse taken upon the question. I ask the Govern-
ment in this instance to do the same thing, and allow the
matter tostand until l1,onday, when we can have a full
discussion of the question, and the sense of the House taken
upon it the same day, instead of discussing the question
piecemeal and with a chance of having no expression of
opinion from the House at all upon the subject.

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD. Well, let it stand.

THE CANADIAN AGENT AT PARIS.

Mr. BERGERON moved for:
All papers concerning the appointment, instruction and salary of Mr.

Fabre as Canadian agent at Paris (France), and the reports from that
gentleman to the Government, since hie appointment.

He said: This is a very important question, and I beg the
indulgence of the House to say a few words upon it. This
Parliament bas been working for many years to obtain as
much as possible immigration, and this country bas spent lots
of money for the purpose. In fact I may say that the con-
struction of the Canadian Pacific Railway was only under-
taken with the intention of bringing into the North-West as
many immigrants as this country could bring into it.
I may say that the National Policy, which was inaugurated
by this Government in 1879, was not only for the purpose
of restoring our finances and giving employment to our
workingmen, but also because we relied upon immigration to
this country. It seemed to me a few years ago that one coun.
try in particular had been overlooked by us as a source of
immigration, and that was France. That great country had
ignored, for one hundred years, that 60,000 Frenchmen had
been left on the shores of the St. Lawrence and had been for-
gotten by old France. A few years ago a gentleman now
sitting in this fHouse, the hon. Secretary of State, being
thon Prime Minister of Quebec, renewed commercial rela-

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD.

tions with France. He called to his assistance a gentleman
who was perfectly well fitted for the service, and appointed
him agent in France of the Province of Quebec. The
Dominion Government then took advantage of the occasion
to appoint him likewise agent for the Dominion of Canada,
and ho bas since occupied that double position. When Mr.
Fabre was fh-st appointed ho knew perfectly well the
immense task he assumed. le had a small salary, ho
had heavy expenses to meet, and a great deal of work to do.
Stili, with a degree of patriotism which I am happy to
acknowledge in him, ho accepted the position. At first he
was not known in Paris; indeed Canada was ecarcely
known in France. I remember that only three years
ago, when I was travelling through that country, 1 met
many men of education who, when I told them that I was
a Canadian, did not know what I meant. They called us
Americans, and were quite unaware that people speaking
French were living on this continent. Mr. Fabre, by his
work, by his energy, by his lectures delivered before all the
great institutions in France, has made Canada known in
that country. Ho bas been a great auxiliary to the Eng-
lish Ambassador at Paris, Lord Lyons, and ho has also been
of assistance to our High Commissioner in England-to Sir
A. T. Galt and to Sir Charles Tupper. Mr. Fabre bas de-
livered lectures before the Commercial Association of
Geography, in Paris; before the Polyglotte Institution ;
before the Colonial and Maritime Institution of Studios; ani
about a month ago ho made a tourin the northern provinces
of France, delivering lectures, making Canada everywhere
known, and doing an immense amount of g>od to this
country. In recognition of his services, France app-inted
him a Knight of the Legion of iHonor, which is considered
in that country, as it is in every country, a great honor.
He bas attracted the attention of France, of Belgium, of
Switzerland, to this Canada of ours, and bas done a great
deal to attract from those countries to Oanada the cia-s of
immigrants which we most need, that is, farmers: and ho
has done all that for a very small remuneration. It is not
my intention to beg anything for him from this Parliament,
but it is my desire to draw the attention of the
members of this House to the fact, that a man who does a
great deal of good to this country should be so remunerated
that other countries will sec that we know how to appreci-
ate and reward patriotic service. When Mr. Fabre was
appointed by the Quebec Government, ho was granted a sal-
ary of $2,000, and the Federal Government gave him $2,000
more, with an allowance, I think, of $500 for contingencies,
which would make a total of $4,500 received from Canada.
At first, his office was a very small one. I visited it and
found it in a poor locality, which did no honor to this
country. Still, ho did the best ho could with the means at
his disposal. In that office there were maps of Canada and
representations of the products of this country, agricultural
and minerai. To that little office people came from all
parts of France to get information about Canada. Now,
every hon. gentleman here knows that the old Bourbons
and Orleanists of France, those who do not share the opin.
ions of the Republican party, are anxious to leave that
country. Those having property, and particularly those
having children, do not want to live in a country where, at
any moment, they expect another revolution. They
wish to find a home for themselves and children
in a country where the institutions are stable,
and where they are sure to live in peace. They
go to Mr. Fabre's office to get information. A great many
of them have already made settlements in the North-West,
and our agents consider these people as the best immigrants
we could get. Later on Mr. Fabre had to enlarge his office,
but ho had to do so at his own expense, and at a sacrifice
on his part. I would now like to impress upon the Govern.
ment and the House the duty of assisting him in a more
substantial manner, and of giving him an office more in
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harmony with his position as the representative of a great
country like Canada. It was always a wonder to me that
we left him to pay the expenses of such an office. I cer-
tainly think we ought to pay him such a salary as will
enable him to render those services to Canada that we
expect of him. Mr. Fabre has been invited, as I said
before, to visit different parts of France and deliver lectures.
Well, Mr. Speaker, he had either to go at his own expense
or to accept money from the different societies who had
invited him to speak to them. I say that the representative
of Canada in France, or in any other country, ought to
have his expenses paid by us; he must not be dependent
upon the people among whom he is living. He must be
able to say that the Canadians are proud of their represen-
tative, and are not willing that he should be dependent
upon foreigners for maintaining hie station in a proper
manner. I should be sorry to see this question looked at
from a party point of view, or from a sectional point of
view. This is a Canadian question, it is a national ques-
tion; and I believe this Government would be doing its
duty to the country by giving Mr. Fabre a salary which
would enable him to do honor to the position he occupies.
Sir, no one in this Hlouse can deny that immigration from
France, from Belgium, from Switzerland or Holland, would
be among the best that we could get from any part of the
world with which to settle the millions of acres of land that
we have in the North-West. Unfortunately, the recent
troubles in the North-West may prove a temporary check
to immigration, but that is another reason why theC Govern-
ment should have educated and capable gentlemen like Mr.
Fabre, who will be able to convince Europeans that this
little insurrection in the North-West is not serious, that it
will soon be suppressed, and that people going there will
receive some of the best land in the world, and will be in a
position to educate their children, and to become Canadians,
and help in making this country one of the most prosperous
not only on the continent of America,but in the whole world.
I do not intend to trouble the House further on this subject.
I shall be glad if some other hon. member from any Pro-
vince or of any party will support this motion and press
upon the Governmerit the demand which I make, to put Mr.
Fabre in a position to do, as we expect him to do, as mach
good as possible to Canada.

Mr. ÇASEY. The hon. gentleman who has just taken his
seat has passed a most eloquent eulogy upon our agent in
France, and has urged very strongly from his point of view
the granting of a higher salary to that gentleman than he
now receives. He told us in opening that Mr. Fabre had
shown great patriotism in accepting this position at the
quite inadequate salary attached to it. I do not know how
the facts may be, from my personal knowledge, but I know
it was generally understood for some time before Mr. Fabre
was sent to Paris, even during the existence' of the rate
Goverment whon Mr. Fabre was supporting that Govern-
ment, that he was very anxious to get this appoitment,
and instead of accepting it with reluctance and from feelings
of patriotism, he seemed to be very glad to get it, and the
appointment and salary attached seemed to be rather
a favor conferred by the Government on Mr. Fabre
than a favor conferred by Mr. Fabre on the coun-
try. It, perhape, would hardly be fair to draw a
hard and fast conclusion from the circumstances,
but still the circumstances themselves are worthy of being
remembered, that during most of the time when the Liberal
Government was in power Mr. Fabre was a supporter of
theirs; that he was appointed by that Government to the
Senate; that he remained for a considerable time their sup-
porter; that later on he grew cool in bis allegiance to them;
and immediately after the present Government came into
power he accepted a position under that Government and
became one of their warmest supporters. But what I have
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to deal with particularly is Mr. Fabre's conduct and achieve-
ments as immigration agent in France. The hon. member
for Beauharnois (Mr. Bergeron) has pointed ont that
France has been too long neglected as a field for immi-
gration. There was a great deal of force in that assertion.
No doubt a very desirable class of immigrants could be
obtained there. We know already from the French ele.
ment amongst us what class of immigrante could be obtain-
ed, what hardy and enterprising men have come to Canada,
and that in the north of France particularly, where Mr.
Fabre is laboring, the population comprises a vast number
of people who would prosper in this country. It is certain
that very desirable immigrants could be obtained from that
region. But I do not know that the efforts of our agent so
far have been crowned with the success that one would have
expected from a gentleman of his eloquence and ability act.
ing for.immigration purposes amonga population with whom
lie is so much in sympathy. I have not seen the immigra.
tion report for this year; I do not think it has been brought
down. In the last report I have read I saw a statement
that Mr. Fabre succeeded in obtaining one immigrant from
France in return for 84,000 a year salary, and the expenses
of his office. That was not a very startling degree of success
it will be allowed. I was astonished at his small success
until I came across a copy of a most interesting paper pub.
lished by him in Paris called the Paris-Canada, an "Inter.
national Organ for Canadian and French Interests "-as it is
described-" director, Hector Fabre ;" published at the offie
of the Canadian Agency in Paris. The object of the
publication is to promote the interest of immigration to
Canada and closer international relations between France
and Canada. It may be taken, therefore, that it shows
clearly and fully Mr. Fabre's methods. I have been very
much struck with a few passages in this paper, which Ipro.
pose to read to this House, and then it will not seem to hon,
members so astonishing that Mr. Fabre has only achieved
the brilliant success of sending one or two immigrants a
year to this country. The article from which I
shall read is a report of some of the lectures delivered by
Mr. Fabre in the north of France. The report is taken from
a local paper, the Libéral de Cambrai, but it is printed here
by Mr. Fabre himself with approval, and may be accepted
as a correct report of the proceedings on that occasion. I
may say that the whole effect of those lectures, and the
whole direction of them, was to show that the popula.
tion of Canada is essentially French. He declares that
the population is almost entirely French, and that the
French language prevails throughout Canada. I will make
a quotation in regard to that point later on. But he draws
no distinction between those parts of Canada where French
is spoken and the other parts of the country. This, of
course, is on account of his overflowing patriotism, because
lie has been so much impressed with the glories of the
French part of Canada that the rest seems quite small in
his eyes. But it is not to this I referred when I said that
this paper removed my astonishment at his want of suc-
cess. Before coming to the question of climate and
resources of Canada I muet quote what he says about the
character ofthe Canadian people generally. I amtranslating
as I go along, and perhaps the translation will not be very
elegant English. He says:

'' After more than a century since the loss of Canada to France
most of ber people have preserved their French manners and speak
French in preference to English. But in their contact with the English
the French have become wiser, and the bent of their minds bas become
more practical, so that while France since 1761 has passelI through
numerous revolutions, no revolution has troubled Canada. Ths Cana-
dians, far from criticising bitterly each act of their Gavernment,willingly
recognise that the art of governing is essentially difficult. One has even
sometimes seen Canadians refasing liberties that were oftered to them
by their rulers."

Now, I do not think in this extract that our worthy repre-
sentative in Parie correctly pictured the feelings of Cdna-
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dians. We have seen acts of Governments bitterly criticised
from time to time, and it is a fact that we in Canada
have never heard of Canadians as a people refusing
liberties offered to them by their rulers. The whole drift
of the passage is to create the impression that the Cana-
dians are a peculiarly docile people, easily governed, and a
people who find no fault with their rulers. I am not at all
sure that the right hon. the leader of the Government could
give that character to the people, or that he could even say
that the French Canadian people are so easily ruled and so
Bure to refrain from finding fault with their Government as
Mr. Fabre represesents them. He goes on to state that :

" The Oanadians are very prolific and there is no family which
has less than eight or ten children. The number of these often amount
to 25 or 30. One does not know in Canada what a marriage portion
(dot) l. All marriages there are made from inclination."

These are very interesting details, and they will no doubt
be found very useful to intending immigrants! He goes on
to pay a high compliment to the dress of the Canadian
people. He says:

" The costume of the Canadians is.that of the French. They dress
themselves with the same good taste (recherche) as the latter."

It appears he has even taken note of the fashions in Canada,
and feels it incumbent on him to explain to his French
relatives that the people in Canada follow the fashions quite
as closely as the people who live in Paris! He continues:

" They especially hail Frenchmen with great kindness, beg them to
settle in their midst, and if ouricompatriots are not married, offer them
im-nediately the hand of a Canadian girl without dower (sans dot)."

This is a hospitable custom of the people of Canada with
which we have not yet become acquainted. I am not
aware that it is the invariable habit to offer to young
Frenchmen who settle in Canada the hand of a Canadian
girl, without dower, as he says, although the offering of that
hand, even sans dot, should be sufficient inducement for any
young Frenchman to settle amongst us. He goes on to
speak further of the intense French patriotism which existe
in Canada. He says :

"If the French flag floats no longer in Canada our national spirit
still reigne there very forcibly. The English flag for more than a~cen-
tury has replaced ours there, but England exercises over Canada only
an apparent sovereignty. l reality Canada is absolutely independent;
her Parliament, her fanctionaries are independent. 1** * By force
of tenacity Canadians have conquered their complete liberty."

WeI, these statements are probably not very far from
expressing the real state of things, but at a time when hon.
gentlemen opposite make it a grievance against some of us
on this side to assert that Canada is practically independent
in her actions, or that she should have a greater measure of
independence in some respects than she now has-at such a
time I think it proper to call the attention of the Govern-
ment to the fact that their agent in Paris is practically
preaching the independence of Canada. He goes on to say:

" Thanks to its fecundity the Canadian population has doubled during
the last 28 yeare. The Canadian is honored for having many children.
Mr. Fabre even cites the case of a candidate for Parliament who was
refused the suffrage of hie lellow citizens, because he had no children.
' We wish,' said these latter *that our representatives should prepare the
future of oui children, and what care will you have of that future if you
have no children yourself?' Tbis candidate only obtained a few votea."

Seeing that such is the disposition of the Canadian peo-
ple I think it is very strange that the hon. member for
Beauharnois (Mr. Bergeron) ever obtained a seat in this
House ! Speaking of the climate he says that :

" The climate of Canada is very cold during the whole season of winter.
Eight or ten feet of enow then cover the soil from sight during seven
monthe, and often the temperature descends to 15 degrees below zero."

He also speaks of the ice palace at Montreal, and adds:
" At Montreal one also sees for three or four months in the winter a

railway built on the ice for a length of six kilometres."

Some of these statements are correct, but others are far from
correct. The statement that eight or ten feet of snow covers
the ground is so absolutely incorrect that it might have

r. CA&SET.

been made by any Cockney Englishman who only knew
this country by hearsay, or by any American immigration
agent who wished to divert immigration from Canada. It
is an absurd and scandalous statement for an agent to make
who seeks to attract immigrants to Canada, and I think the
Government should see that the man they pay su highly,
and from whom they expect so much, should make his state-
ments at least approximately correct in giving an account
of our climate. We must recollect that we are paying
for the publication of these statements in France. We
not only pay for the lectures, but perhaps we pay for
the publication of this papar. I do not know
whether it is a private speculation of Mr. Fabre's or not,
but, at ail events, it is a publication avowedly under-
taken for the purpose of attracting immigrants to this
country; and when we find this paper, published as the
official organ of the Canadian Immigration Agent.at Paris,
stating that our soil is covered with 8 or 10 fet of snow in
winter, we cannot help feeling that something is wrong.
This paper, which is our official organ, goes on to quote ail
the compliments which have been paid to Mr. Fabre himself,
It says:

" The lecturer ie a younger M. De Lesseps. His slightly tinte face is
very sympathetic, his glance briglit, and under his elightly grey mous-
tache are sculptured spirituelle lips."

This is ail very nice in the way of compliment, but I do not
know that this sort of thing will do very much to attract
immigrants to this country. Then in the same lecture ho
goes on to deal with politics. When urging that France
should establish more liberal relations with Canada,

"'Other neighboring people,' uaid he, 'whom you have obliged, do
not keep the same good faith with you,' an allusion perfectly wellunder-
stood to the disposition of Italy."

Now is it a becoming or a decent thing that our agent in
France, representing this noutral country of Canada, should
make political allusions "perfectly well understood " to
questions of this kind in dispute between France and a neigh.
boring country, and mix himself up with the international
politics of Europe? We expect immigrants to come to us
from Italy as well as from France, and I think it is the duty
of our agent to keep himself free from any such allusions.
But this gentleman should have a thorough knowledge of
the country and should be a gentleman of intelligence and
education, as the hon. member for Beauharnois (Mr. Ber.
geron) said. Let us see how clearly and intelligibly ho
explains the position of Canada. He says:

" Even in the Englilh Province of Ontario, groupe of electors-French
Canadian electors he speaks of-sometimes hold the balance of power
in a constituency. One may estimate at 1,400,000 the number of
Canadians speaking French. Towards the North-West, the Province of
St. Paul is called Little France."

It appears that Mr. Fabre is not only thoroughly instructed
in the geography of this country, but ho knows something
of the eography of Canada which we do not know our.
selves, fbr I do not think we knew that we had such a Pro-
vince in the North-West as the Province of St. Paiul 1 Fur.
ther, speaking of the progress of Canada, ho says that:

" Canada, which is called 'Dominion,' in English, attached to herself in
1867, all British Columbia, that is to say, ail that part of North America
which does not forni part of the United States."
So we have a new definition of British Columbia. If our
late friend from that Province, who objected to its being
spoken of as a sea of mountains, were amongst us now, ho
would no don Ut be charmed to know that the Canadian
agent in Paris represents British Columbia as comprising :

" Al that part of North America which does not form part of the
United States 1"

This is a very amusing statement, and may cause a laugh here,
but I do not think it is the sort of statement we should
expect from our representative in Europe. Going on to
speak of Manitoba, ho says:
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" Winnipeg and its suburb, St. Boniface, the capital of the new

State of Manitoba, is building up, is becoming peopled, and is being
illuminat.ed by electricity."'
Thon ho goes on to give a lot of other interesting details as
to the hospitality of Canadians :

" One may make alliances there-(marriage alliances). Declara-
tions of love may there be made on the tribune.''
He then proceeds to urge :

" That France should interest herself, and make haste to renew the
bonds which formerly united Canada to the mother country ; she can-
not fail in finding by this means glory and profit."
I do not know what Mr. Fabre means by saying that
France should try to renew the bonds which formerly
united Canada to the mother country -whether he means
that Canada shou'd again become a dependency of France,
or whether this is a more figure of speech. I think the
latter is probably the case, but he should express himself so
that bis meaniug could not be misunderstood. Thon he
goes on to speak of the system of jurisprudence and the old
seigneurial system established in Canada. In speaking of
the seigneurial system, ho says :

" This organisation, created by Louis XIV, was a chef-d'euvre
of political invention, and has resisted English domination."
Now, I do not think our friends in Lower Canada were so
well satisfied with the system established by Louis Quatorze
as ho imagines ; for they abolished it and the country as a
whole bas had to pay for the demolition of that system which
Mr. Fabre lauded so higbly before bis French audience. I
do not intend to trouble the House with any more quotations.
The paper is nearly altogether taken up with these reports
of lectures, in addition to which it contains some extracts
from French papors referring to Canada, something about
the inauguration of the statue of Sir George Cartier, and an
article on the Bell Farm in the North-West, and that is all.
If this paper is to be taken as the official organ of Mr.
Fabre, I do not think it does credit to his administration of
the office which ho holds.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). The first part of the obser-
vations of my hon. friend who has just taken bis seat were
not very relevant to the motion before the Chair; but they
afforded the keynote to the whole of his speech. It is per-
fectly evident that the attack just made on Mr. Fabre has
originated in the fact that that gentleman, when concerned
in Canadian politics, thought fit to change his political
allegiance-that, having become disappointed, I presume,
with the mal-administration of the former Government,
which he had at first supported, he thought fit to withdraw
lis support from that Government. I do not think there is
anything in those extracts which my lon. friend has read,
to show any very great ignorance, though there may be
one or two exaggerations or trifling errors. The statement
that there are seven or eight feet of snow in Canada is
unfortunately, as in our present experience, often too true,
and i do not think it is likely to have any deterring effect on
immigration. But to approach the subject seriously, I
do think-and I say this as a representative from an
Ontario constituency-that our French fellow-countrymen
have a perfect right to have a reasonable portion of the
money devoted to inducing immigrants from Europe to
come to Canada, expended with the view of procuring
settlers from old France. Having a large French population,
as we have in Canada, comprising the bulk of the
population of one Province, I think it is as little as they can
reasonably ask, that some fair portion of the publieoxpen-
diture on immigration should be devoted to inducing their
fellow-countrymen from France, people who speak their
own language, to como to Canada; more particularly, as
my hon. friend admitted, as there is at present a feeling in
old France among those disappointed with the system of
political and social affaire in that country, in favor of seek-
ing a new home on tiis side of the Atlantic. I think it is

right and proper that all reasonable encouragement should
be given to this movement, and that Mr. Fabre, while in
Paris, should be enabled usefully and efficiently to carry on
his exertions with the view of securing immigration from
France to Canada.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am very much pleased
that my friend the hon. mover of this resolution lias brought
this subject before the House. The Hon. Mr. Fabre, though
not the direct representative of Canada in France, was
appointed by the Province of Quebec as its agent in Paris;
and we thought, as was communicated to Parliament at the
time, that we should avail ourselves of bis presence
there, in order that, when required, ho might dis-
tribute information about Canada. Mr. Fabre could not, of
course, in the beginning be so useful as ho is now. He bad
at first to feel his way. He had to make acquaintances, and
become known to the leading men there, the men in power.
As we know, unfortunately the men in power change very
rapidly in France; and I have no doubt that owing to a
change in the Government of the day, he found that he had
to make new acqaintances in order that ho might obtain
certain information that ho could not obtain otherwise.
However, I mrust say that for the moderate salary Mr. Fabre
bas received, ho las given good value to the country. He
has shown that ho understood his position; and notwith-
standing the sneers of my hon. friend opposite, I have no
doubt that it will be recognised all over the country that Mr.
Fabre has given in work and in information dollar for dol-
lar for all that he as received from this Government as
well as the Quebec Government. It is as well that I should
answer the len. gentleman opposite on one point. He says
that this paper, Paris-Canada, shows what Mr. Fabre, repre-
senting our interest, is doing over there. Well, I have read
that paper perhaps more than the hon. gentleman has
been able to do, and J must say that it has
done very good service to the country. I must
say that all in all that paper has done and is doing
very great service to the country. More than that, Mr.
Fabre is publishing that paper at hie own cost and on hie
own respousibility. The country is giving no more to that
paper than to subscribe for it. For my part, I have sub-
scribed to one copy for my Department and to one copy for
myself. The country pays for one and I pay for the other,
and I suppose there are a few other copies sold in the
Departments. Mr. Fabre las shown great patriotism-I use
that word because it has come up just now, and it is in this
instance a good word--in risking his money, for I have no
doubt he is not well off in that way, and risks the little he
has in trying to establish this paper in Paris and giving the
benefit of its influence to his native country. I muet say,
moreover, that Mr. Fabre last year and this year bas added
largely to his influence and to his value in France by the
numerous lectures he as been giving all through France.
He has disseminated and is disseminating information, good
information and true information, about this country all
through France. The hon. gentleman says that Mr. Fabre
succeeded in obtaining one immigrant last year or two yearn
ago. That may be a very fine thing to say in order to raise a
laugh, and I would be the first to laugh at the joke, but the
hon. gentleman knows that the result of the action of Mr.
Fabre in Paris should not be valued on the success he may
have had a year ago or two years ago. The influence he
exercises, the information ho disseminates, may have their
results later, perhaps this year. This information is given
throughout the country. When Mr. Fabre goes through a
number of towns and cities in France, ho does not reach the
paysan, the farmer, the uneducated man in the country. No;
but he reaches the educated classes in the towns and the
educated classes in the country parts also. He
reaches the gentlemen farmers, the wealthy men who live
in the country and come to town. I am very much pleased
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to hear an educated man like Mr. Fabre from Canada giving received the very small sum we could give him by
them information about that Canada of which they have encouraging his book. Mr. Fabre, on the other hand, we
heard something, to which they attach great importance, thought should be encouraged. Whilst in Paris, we gave
and in which they interest themselves a great deal more than him the small sum of $2,500 and the Quebec Govern-
did France for nearly a century. The hon. gentleman quotes ment gave him 82,000. The hon. member for Beauharnois
as an instance of the little value of Mr. Fabre's mission, the (Mr. Bergeron) thinks that Mr. Fabre is not paid
fact that in his paper, in one of his lectures he speaks of 7 sufficiently. That may be. Ail I can say is that that
or 8 feet of snow. matter has been brought before the attention of the

Mr. CASEY. Eight or ten feet. Government and it is now receiving the attention of the
Government; and having said so much, I do not intend to

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentleman I am follow the hon. gentleman in all the remarks he made about
afraid, though he knows French well, bas not become such Mr. Fabre and his actions in Parliament. Let me add
a French scholar yet that he is able to see the drift of the that if we always had officers who would be as zealous as
speech. The hon. gentleman may have to look deeper and Mr. Fabre has shown himself to be and is showing himself
tee what he can flnd under the 8 or 10 feet, and he will to be, we should be lucky to have them and to pay them
find there a great deal more than he thought there was. well. There is no objection to the papers coming down.
The hon. gentleman finds very great fault with Mr. Fabre
because he las written in that paper, which belongs to him Mr. LAURIER. It seems evident that the Government
and which lie publishes on his own responsibility, about the have changed their minds since last year as to the services
relations between France and Italy. It is a great fault, he which are rendered by Mr. Fabre in Paris. The hon. tlie
says, on Mr. Fabre's part that being the agent of the Cana- Minister of Public Works has said that the question involv-
dian Government in Paris he should take any interest in ed in the motion of my lon. friend from Beauharnois (Mr.
party politics. Bergeron) is now engaging the attention of the Govern-

Mr. CASEY. I did not say party politics. ment. The hon. gentleman did not say whether the Gov-

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentleman will ernment would grant it, would entertain it favorably or
see that Mr. Fabre being the editor of that paper has the unfavorably, but at all events he said it was now engaging

responsibility of that paper; and if he writes in it in a way their attention. It is within the recollection of every one

that is not proper, of course those who have influence over of us that last year the Government, by the mouth of the
him may fnd fault with him ; but I do not see that Mr. hon. the Minister of Publie Works, stated in this House
Fabre has committed such a crime any more than the hon. that last year would be the last year that Mr. Fabre would
Fgrelas himed woula ife on ret an te s -n. be in the employment of the Government in Paris in hisgentleman himself would if the on. gentleman was speak- present capacity. We ail remember that last year, on aing of polities. But the hon. gentleman lias become very questionpu ymho.fintemmbror'Il (.
particular just now about Mr. Fabre. Why, does he not put by my hon. friend the member for L'Islet (Mr.
remember that at one period there was in London a direct Casgrain), the hon. the Minister of Public Works distinctly
agent of Canada, appointed by my hon. friends on the other stated that Mr. Fabre would not be continued in his office
side whilst they were in office, that that gentleman was Mr. this year. Now it would appear from the remarks of theaid whls thy erein ffcetht tat enlemn as r.Minieter of Public Works that the Governmeut in this
Jenkins, that he was a member of Parliament, and a mem- instance have cliaged their views, and that, thougl ast
ber of the Imperial Parliament in opposition to the Govern- year they believed M . Fabre's services were not such as
ment of that day, and made speeches and took part in ail they bevediMr. Fabre pres were ths as
the debates of the ouse, hammering, if I may use the word,position, this year
at the Government of the day ? Yet nobody found fault they have changed their minds. It is evident that Mr.

.t thatoFabre's agency at Paris as an immigration agent has
not been a success, and I believe it cannot be a

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman success, because it is my firm conviction that the
could not have been here. French people do not emigrate, and that it is use-

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentleman thinks less to attempt to bring anything like a French
it is a very good thing in the case of Mr. Jenkins, but Mr. immigration into Canada. I have followed with some
Fabre must not say a word, though not the agent of Canada, attention the course of Mr. Fabre, in France, and I think
for he is the agent of the Province ot Quebec, and we make his endeavors have not been in the direction of an immigra-
use of him for disseminating information through France tion agency, tut that lie las endeavored to establish in Paris
for us, as a lecturer, or as an immigration agent. The a Canadian agency after the pattern of the London agency,
hon. gentleman has not a word to say about the action of HIe has endeavored to play the part of our commissioner in
Mr. Jenkins at that time, but finds fault with Mr. Fabre, Paris after the manner of Sir Charles Tupper, in London, and
because he is determined to find fault with that gentleman. I bolieve lie described himself so in one of his lectures.
Mr. Fabre may not be a friend of the hon. gentleman, and I Yes, I see that in this paper he is described as "M. Hector
must say that when in this country Mr. Fabre was not Fabre, Commissaire-Général du Gouvernement du Canada à
for many years my friend. le was my political opponent, Paris." As far as I have been able to follow his course, he
and perhaps at the time we were not on speaking terms, 'bas always acted in that assumed capacity, but never as an
but in the position I now occupy I do not mind these things. immigration agent. Now, it may be a fair question, and
I have todeal with Mr. Fabre independently and justly, and one which I would be ready todebate, whether we should
I say that he has done his duty well. He did his duty two not have a Commissioner-General in Paris, as we have in
years ago better than he did it three years ago, and hie s now London, but, if it is the intention of the Government to have
doing better than in the two previous years. To-day he one, let them say so. If it is their intention to have Mr. Fabre
has an auxiliary in Paris, Mr. Gerbié, a French gentleman in Paris, not as an immigration agent but as the representa-
who published here a book, a very good book, in favor of tive of the Canadian Government, let them come before the
Canada, trying to give information to his countrymen House with a distinct proposition to that effect, let thlem
about Canada. Mr. Gerbié received nothing else but say that they want him to occupy the same position and
the encouragement of the Department of Agriculture act in the same capacity as Sir Charles Tupper does in
for a certain number of copies. The book is a London. Then it would be a question to be discussed, to
very valuable one, and Mr. Gerbié las gone to be debated, and to be considered, but I object that Mr.
France, and has been able to publish another edition Fabre, being simply an immigration agent in Paris, should
to be circulated all through France. That gentleman style himself the Commissioner.General of Canada.
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Mr. CHAPLEAU. But Mr. Fabre does not do that. The
hon. gentleman should not be so njust to his friend Mr.
Fabre. Hie should read in the Liberal paper, or in this
paper called the Libéral, and he will see that it is not Mr.
Fabre who says that.

Mr. LAURIER Perhaps ho did not style himself in so
many words as the Commissioner of Canada in Paris, but I
say the whole course of Mr. Fabre has been in that direc-
tion; he las been endeavoring to establish a Canadian
agency in Paris. What las ho done as immigration agent ?
Where is his report as immigration agent ? What bas he done
in favor of immigration ? I cannot see his work, but, if I am
told that hbe has been endeavoring to open an agency in
Paris to give information to Canadians in Paris, and to act
in the same capacity as Sir Charles Tupper does in London,
I think that bas been his aim. He may not have taken the
title; I do not say ho has; but, if he has not, the people of
Paris have understood him to take that title and to have
that position, and have so represented him. Now, if it be
the intention of the Government, and I believe the intention
in Lower Canada bas been to represent him not as immigra-
tion agent, but as representing the Canadian Government at
Paris, if that be the intention of the Goverument, let them
squarely say so, and let them come before the House with a
proposition to that effect.

Mr. CASEY. I desire to make an explanation of what I
said. The Minister took it that I objected to Mr. Fabre's
mixing in party politics. That was not the point; it was
his stirring up ill-feeling between the nation of France and
the nation of Italy, and it was not a writing in what the
hon. gentleman says is bis paper that I read, but a lecture
ho delivered as the immigration agent of Canada, and he
quotes that in his own paper as if it were a correct report
and quotes the title of Commissioner-General of Canada in
his own paper, and therefore I take it he means that to be
taken as his designation.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is a pretty lame way of getting
out of it. After the hon. gentleman had said Mr. Fabre
was styling himself in such a manner, after we have told
him that it is not so, but that it was a quotation from
another newspaper, be gives an explanation which is no
explanation, not of his own speech, but of that of another
gentleman. I am very glad toe see that this little debate has
come before the House. It las shown, it is true, that there is
a little bit of animus on the part of our friends on the other
side, perhaps on account of the versatility, as he used to call
it himself in his witty speeches, the political versatility of
Mr. Fabre. He never concealed it, and every one of his
friends knew that he was never, in the full sense of the word,
a politician. He was a prominent writer, he was a goodj
worker, he was a good Canadian, and he does good work ati
the present moment, at the post which he occupies with
benefit to the country and with glory to himself I must say.
Let Mr. Fabre be called by whatever official name in
France, I can say, and I know it, that Mr. Fabre occupies a
very high position amongst men with wbom it is good and
profitable to associate for a representative of this country.
It is good for a country to advertise itself, and when for its
advertiser it possesses a good writer, an eminent lecturer, a
man of great wit and of great knowledge, it is an advantage,
and notwithstanding the childish criticism of the hon. gentle-
man (the member for West Elgin) who has quoted a Frenchi
paper that he does not even understand, Mr. Fabre occupies
that position in France. Governments pay large sums of1
money to advertise a country. I understand that this1
year the Canadian Pacifie las been spending over1
8125,000 in press expenses to advertise throughout all1
Europe their enterprise, and with it the country generally-j
and we all applaud their efforts. Well, Sir, Mr. Fabre hasi
succooded, without any assistance from the public Treasury,1

in establishing a valuable newspaper in Pario, thereby adver-
tising Canadian interests amongst one of the most impor-
tant nations of Europe. I say it is a profit for us to have
that publicity from which Canada cannot suffer; the more we
speak of Canada in the old country, the better it will be for
us. We have nought to lose by being spoken of a great deal,
because our country is not known as well as it should be, as
it deserves to be. This debate at all events will bring this
before the public. Mr. Fabre in Paris is paid by the Dominion
Government so as to render there those services which his
position as Agent-General for the Province of Quebec puts
him in a position to render to the Dominion of Canada.
When I was Premier of Quebec, as rny hon. friend from
Beauharnois (Mr. Bergeron) has stated, I thought it would
be a good thing to establish trade relations betwcen the two
countries. In doing so, I did not act from a sectional or a
national point of view. Of all those of French origin in this
House, I think I am least teobe suspected of sectionalism.
But, looking at it from a Canadian point of view, is it not
important that our country sbould have trade relations with
a country of 36,000,000 inhabitants ? Have we not proved
it by voting unanimously a subsidy of $50,000 a year for a
line of steamers between the two countries ? In doing that
Parliament has recognised the importance of establishing
trade relations between Canada and a great country like
France. I may say that some of the negotiations
(which I hope will be fruitful) towards establishing a
direct line of steamers between France and Canada, were
commenced, or, at all events, in a large measure, promoted,
by the presence of Mr. Fabre in Paris. I do not, and I did
Dot, intend to speak in detail about Mr. Fabre at the present
time, but it was my intention to do so when the item in the
estimates providig for that gentleman's salary comes
before this Hcuse. But I am forced to answer the remark
of the hon. member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) who tried to
put into Mr. Fabre's mouth words which he never used,
and who has translated into bad English something
which was said in veryýgood French, and which has lost
not only its salt, but even its sense, in the mouth of the hon.
gentleman. For instance, ho has quoted as being said in a
serious manner, as if it were a prospectus for immigration
purposes, that families in Quebec numbered from 20 to 25
children. Mr. Fabre and the reporter of a newspaper
quoted it to make bis paper as lively as possible, by adding
a little pleasantry, did mention that there was once in the
Province of Quebec a Prime Minister who had been given
as a tithe to the priest of his parish, and the tithe then was
not the twolfth, but the twenty-sixth, and that Prime Min-
ister was the Hon. Gedéon Ouimet. Mr. Fabre gave such
an illustration to diversify his lecture, and in order to take
away the monotony of long descriptions of the country
and its resources. It was in the same spirit that Mr. Fabre
remarked that sometimes 8 or 10 feet of snow covered the
ground, but that nevertheless Canadians liked the winter,
which made them vigorous and robust. But he also spoke of
our fine spring, beautiful summer, and large bar.
vests, and though this occurred in the very next
lino, the hon. gentleman took care not to read it.
I do not think there is any great crime in saying that some-
times 8 or 10 feet of snow covered the ground in a winter
like the present, but that nevertheless the climate was
agreeable, that strangers came in the middle of the winter
and enjoyed the Montreal carnival; that notwithstand-
ing these little inconveniences we had most abundant
harvests and rich land cultivated with profit. The hon.
member has been laughing at the words from Mr. Fabre's
lecture that in the Province of St. Paul in the North-West
there was a settlement called "la Petite France." Those who
know the French language are aware that a province means
a region, and it was not Mr. Fabre but the reporter who
referred to that region in the North-Western States which
we caln St, Paul, as ew Franoe. Over in the Stateos there
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is a region which is called Little France, so M. Fabre is per-
fectly correct from a geographical and every point of view.
The hon. gentleman said that Mr. Fabre spoke of British
Columbia as being that part of North America which was
not part of the United States. But that is not the case. He
said that after 1867, Canada had added to its territory British
Columbia, which made the Dominion of Canada comprise
the whole of Northern America, which was not included in
the United States. That is obvious to any person who
knew how to read and understand the French language.
Io it by making such quotations as these that the
hon, gentleman renders justice to Mr. Fabre? I say no.
I say it is beneath the dignity of a member of Parliament
to quote these little pleasantries as the serious opinions of
Mr. Fabre. It is true that paper is called the Libéral, and
a paper of that name may always be allowed to exaggerate
a little. The hon. gentleman found fault with Mr. Fabre
for having, in his lectures, said that the French in Canada
have remained French, and he insinuated that Mr. Fabre's
language was directed against England. Sir, that is a most
unjst attack upon Mr. Fabre, who, in all his lectures, has
been careful to dwell upon the loyalty of French Canadians
towards England, and who has cited the deeds of our fellow-
countrymen in defence of England, in those lines which the
hon. gentleman did not quote, but where ho said that
the loyalty of Canadians of French origin was
equal to that of Canadians of English origin. I
suppose the hon. gentleman thinks that it would
have been a good way of attracting French immigrants to
Canada, for Mr. Fabre, in speaking before a French audi.
ence, to say that in Canada we hated, detested and abhor-
red everything that was French. At the same time my
hon. friend was obliged to admit that French peasantry
would be a good immigration. Everybody knows that the
French peasant is very industrious and frugal, and made of
France the richest nation in the world, a nation, that, after
the Franco-Prussian war, was able to pay five billions of
francs to Prussia, and still remain a rich nation, while
Prussia has become comparatively an impoverished nation,
notwithstanding the millions of money that she exacted from
France. When fr. Fabre speaks to a French audience he
is obliged to say what we are proud to say here, what my
fellow-countrymen of English origin are proud to say, that
in Canada we are descendants of the two greatest nations
in the world, and are happy to live together, contented and
prosperous. The hon. gentleman has made a most unjust
criticism of 1r. Fabre. He ought not to have taken a
word here and there, and base upon it a criticism upon Mr.
Fabre. I am sure that all those who have road that little
paper must have been struck with the amount of labor that
Mr. Fabre has put into it. There is not a single number
of the paper which has not, at lcast, two or three articles-
upon what? Upon the Province of Quebec? No, Mr.
Speaker. The Province of Quebec is tolerably well known in
France; but his efforts are directed ehiefly to making known
the North-West. He explains in his paper that the French
farmer cannot get on so well in the forests of the Province
of Quebec as can the Canadian born farmer, who is accus-
tomed to the country, and to fight against the wilderness of
the forest; and he advises the French farmers, the European
farmers, to go to the North-West where the land is already
clear and ready for the plough, and where they can reap a
harvest the first year. That is the gist of Mr. Fabre's
articles, but the hon. gentleman did not read them in that
light. And, 1r. Speaker, if the hon. gentleman had not
criticised Mr. Fabre in the unjust spirit that he las, but if
he ad fairly quoted from his paper, he would have told us
that without Government assistance, Mr. Fabre is publishing
a paper which is rendering a most valuable service to the
country. I will not refer to the insinuation of the hon.,
gentle man that this Government is probably paying for that1
paper. Mr. Fabre is like osome members of Parliamenti
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whom I know very well-he is not a capitalist. But he had
some friends with him at Paris; one, I think, is a relative of
a member of this House, who invested a little money on the
paper, although I do not think that as a monetary enter-
prise they will not achieve a success. It is published with-
ont any assistance from Canada except a few paltry adver-
tisements about the North-West, part of which are given and
paid for by the Canadian Pacific Railway; but that paper,
published without any assistance from the Canadian Govern-
ment, is sent through every part of that great country of
36,000,000 inhabitants. Mr. Fabre has undertaken a series of
conferences in those provinces from which we can get immi-
gration to Canada. The hon. member for Quebec East (Mr.
Laurier) has told us that the mission of Mr. Fabre as an
immigration agent in France has not been aouccess. I may
point out this: We have had paid agents all over Europe;
we have had a large expenditure for immigrants from dif-
ferent countries who have been sent out by State aid and
by organised societies; but in France no expenditure, or
comparatively none, has yet been made for immigration pur-
poses. Through the efforts of Mr. Fabre the work has been
undertaken. It must be remembered, however, that when
means are scarce we cannot expect to have immediately
large resuits. My hon. friend from Quebec East (Mr.
Laurier) has said that French immigration had been notbing,
and the on. member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) has
declared there had been one French immigrant. The on.
member for Quebec East asked, where are the reports of
Mr. Fabre upon the success of his mission ? At the begin-
ning of this Session the lon. member for l'Islet (Mr. Cas-
grain) asked if the Government had any reports from Mr.
Fabre. I replied that Mr. Fabre made reports from time
to time, as he was advised to do, and 1 told the hon. gentle-
man whenever they were asked for they would bo
placed in the hands of hon. members; and I can
state here that they have been prepared and copied
and are ready to be laid before the louse, and
it will be interesting to every hon. member to see
what care, trouble and labor Mr. Fabre bas shown in pre-
paring those reports. A more gratifying fact than that is
the succezs which as crowned his efforts. The list of those
who have come is to be found in those reports; not a list of
paupers, but of men with means, who will settle in Canada,
and who are at the present moment travelling in this country
in order to determine the best place where they can estab.
lish themselves in business. Look at the registers in the
hotels and see the number of people of French origin
who are travelling in this Dominion. Go and enluire of
those who have had the pleasure of meeting them, and learn
how the interests of our country have been advanced by
the good work of our agent in Paris. I had the pleasure of
meeting not less than a dozen of those gentlemen during
the last three or four months; men cf wealth; not mon who
were ready to throw their money into any enterprise with
their eyes blinded, but men who were ready to take advan-
tage of the great resources of this country. More than that,
if Ion.gentlemen opposite will only ask for the reporta they
will see a list of those who have actually settled in this
country, and they will ascertain, as the Minister of Public
Works said a moment ago, that we have received more
than dollar for dollar, that we have received hundreds of
dollars for every dollar we have expended on the Paris
agency. It is not my intention to speak as to the immigra-
tion policy of the&Government ; I am not in charge of the
Immigration Department, and I have no special power
to speak in a matter of this kind. But if the Gov-
ernment had not had this idea, I, as a member of the
House, would have urged on the Government that these
relations with France should be established. The Paris
agency is desirable not alone on account of French immigra-
ti>n. Everybody knows that the port of Havre is more
used for Qontinental immigration than any other port
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of the continent with the exception of Antwerp. It is
through Paris and Havre that a great part of the
south German, Swiss .and all the Italian immigra-
tion is directed to this continent. A good, healthy advertise-
ment has been given to Canada, and he has largely and as
publicly as possible presented this country in a fair and
proper light. It is not by quotations made from a news-
paper, which the hon. member does not understand, and
in language which ho may be able to read but which he
cannot translate, that we can judge of the work of our agent
in France. I have probably taken up too much of the time
of the House, and I had intended on another occasion to
speak more in detail of the practical results of Mr. Fabre's
mission in France. I thank the hon. member who has pro.
posed this motion for the kind words ho used towards
myself, and especially with respect to our agent at Paris.
Hon. gentlemen opposite, when they were in power,
approved of an agent in Paris. They had a friend of theirs
in Paris, and he did a great deal of good, taking into
consideration the means at his disposa]. I speak of
Mr. Decazes, who, at the time he was there,
was most active and laborious in the discharge
of his duty. No one can say that I am interested in speak.
ing of that gentleman. He was a friend of lon. gentlemen
opposite; but I am willing to give to every one his due and
I am pleased to give this testimony, as he did a good work,
which has been continued by Mr. Fabre in a larger sphere,
though not with more means at his disposal; but possessing
a wider circle of friends, he has been thereby enabled to
extend the boneficial effects of hie work over a larger area
than was covered before.

Mr. CASGRAIN. From the paper which I hold in my
hand I think that the remarks of Mr. Fabre have been well
translated by the hon. member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey)
as far as I can understand, and I think I will be credited
with being able to understand my own language. This
paper assumes one thing, and I willleave it to any impartial

e rson whether or not Mr. Fabre does himself assume that
e is the French Commissioner for the Dominion of Canada

in Paris. It is as plain as A B C to my mind. This paper
which is published under his name, and has at its head his
name as director, contains a quotation of his lecture which
lie has been making in the northern part of France
and at the beginning of the report he says ho las been
compimented by Mr. Rigaux. He Bayae:

"1M. Hector Fabre, commissaire général du gouvernement canadien
à Pais a donné dimanche, dans la salle des cérémonies de l'Hotel-de.
Ville, la conféi once que nous avions annoncée."

He is supposed to be there accrediting himself and he is
exhibited at the meeting as the Commissioner of Canada at
Paris.

An hon. MEMBER. He does not refer to himself in the
report in those terms.

Mr. CASGRAIN. He quotes that title in his own
paper, and it is no use for the Secretary of State to try to
deceive the House, for any person who knows the French
language reading that paper will come to the conclusion
that Mr. Fabre is willing to assume that title, that it is given
to him and he accepte it. But to come to the point as to
the value of the services of Mr. Fabre. It was understood
some three years ago that his mission was only to last three
years ; that was eaid in the House in my presence, but now
his services are taobe continued. They may be very valu-
able, but for three or four past years I have been trying to
ascertain what services he rendered and I never could see any
report of those services. The only service which I could
see he had rendered-and I referred to it in the House
before-was that he had brought one immigrant to Mon-
treal, and how ? This man was a Montrealer and he found
means to stultify Mr. Fabré and get a free pass
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to return to Montreal. That is the only service which
to my knowledge ho has been able to render.
I have frequently asked last year and the year before what
services ho was rendering, and so far as I could discover
they were nil. Perhaps this year he las been doing some-
thing, and perhaps we will see the result of his three years
work, and I would be glad to know that the Dominion of
Canada will receive even a paltry something for the $2,500
which have been paid to Mr. Fabre since he has been in
Paris. For my part I think we might well dispense with
his services, and most likely if the Government persisted in
their former intention ho would not be continued this year
as High Commissioner, as he wants to be styled.

Mr. BERGERON. When I moved my motion I thought
there would be no opposition to it, and I am sorry to see
that the opposition it has met with comes largely from a
certain part of the Liberals of the Province of Quebec. The
last speaker says that one thing strikes him, and that is the
title of Mr. Fabre. Now this is an important matter. It
is a large question, and I am sorry to sec a man sitting in
this House, representing a county in the Province of Que.
bec or any part of the Dominion, so narrow-minded that ho
should attempt, upon a trifle like that, to destroy what
we are trying to obtain, not only for the Province of
Quebec but for the whole Dominion of Canada. I am sorry
to find that such expressions should bc used in this House.
We ought to be above those little party things. The hon.
member for Quebec East (Mr. Laurier), the hon. member for
L'Islet (Mr. Casgrain), and the hon. member for West Elgin
(Mr. Casey), alludel to this question from a party standpoint.
That is not the way it should be looked upon. These
gentlemen say that Mr. Fabre does nothing in Paris, but
the Secretary of State tells them what he has done, and at
any rate these hon. gentlemen could get the information,
they could read the reports of Mr. Fabre if they would ask
for them. Mr. Fabre has made Canada known in France,
He has lectured in the northern part of that country and
is conducting a paper from funds out of his own pocket and
those of his friends; he as been working earnestly and
patriotically, and I am sorry to sec that there are gentlemen
in this House who would get up and epeak against that
work. My motion only tends to ask about his appointment
and his work as immigration agent, and the hon. member
for L'Islet (Mr. Casgrain) says that he does not see why
Mr. Fabre should style himself agent of the Dominion of
Canada. But if we are to talk on that point, I would ask
the House why we should not have an Agent General of the
Canadian Government in France ? Why, should we not
have a man there representing the Dominion as we have
one in London? Are not we enough in the Province of
Quebec-are there not enough members in the Province of
Quebec-since you choose to speak of that subject-is
that Province not important enough in this Dominion
to have an agent in Paris, through whom we
can get immigrants from France as well as from
other parts of the world ? Ie there a man here who
doubts the loyalty of the French Canadians ? If he dos lot
him read the history of Canada and ho will find that a few
years after we passed under the dominion of England, in
1775, when Montgomery came under the walls of Quebec
and asked the Canadians to join the American republie we
refused, and remained loyal to the British flag, although we
had only beon under that flag for a few years. In 1812 the
French Canadians were asked under which flag they would
live, and on the field of Chat eauguay they rallied round and
defonded the British flag. We are not French, but French
Canadiañs; we are probably more Canadians than anybody
in this country, because we have been brn hbere, our
interests are here, and if you want to know whether we are
Canadians or not, go to France and you will find the same
difference between us and the native Frenchmen, that there
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la between a man who is born here of Englilsh parents and out upen what the life and vigor of plante depend, analys.
one who is a native-born Englishman. The discussion bas ing sous to ascertain if they contain these elements of
tended to show one thing, and that is that some people are growth and nutrition, and if not how they oen be supplied,
afraid of such immigration and do not want it to come. I and generally sucl information as will enable them te retain
am sorry to hear the bon. member for Quebec East (Mr. enr young men who are employed in agriculture, in place
Laurier) say that the French do not emigrate; but even if of their seeking, as they now too often do, the professions and
that were the case, it is the best reason why we should trades. The Departmont of Agriculture should be entirely
have an agent in France to induce them to corne here. aiDepartrent of science. 1 daim that agriculture is a
We want to have there a man who knows this country science, and it ought to be made a science se far as legi8ia-
well, and who can place its advantages before the people in tion can make it, se as to raise it to the dignity and rank it
such a shape that they will wish to come to Canada. That deserves as the foremost and most respectable calling
is the reason Mr. Fabre told them that we speak a pure that men enupossibly be engaged in, first in indeendence
French, a great deal better French than is spoken in many and first in point of respectability. It ean do this in many
parts of France. That is the reason he told them that we ways-by isauing :small pamphlets containing scientifie in-
have free institutions-that we are the most free people, formationef every kind as te the nature and constituent ele-
probably, under the sun, because they are not so free in monts cf sous and fertilisors and spreading thom among the
France. He has told them that they cannot go upon the farmers, and in various other ways. I say that the Dopart.
new lands of the Province of Quebec, because they are not ment of Agriculture should be devoted te this work, in place
robust enough; it must be people born here who can opencf the duties it is now performing. lntil recently science
up those lands; at the same time, ho tells them that there was net necessary in order te the carrying on cf agricul-
are fertile lands in the North-West. Mr. Fabre bas been ture. The native femtility cf the soils cf this country was
doing a great work, a good work and a patriotic work sufficient te grow the crops and to withstand ail the attacks
there, and I say that no patriotic member of this House te which they were subjoct; but new, in the eider portions
should say one word against him, but on the contrary cf the varicus Provinces cf the Dominion, the Boit bas
should join hand in hand with us and ask the Government become weli nigh exhausted. I know that in the Province
to grant him the money ho needs to continue the work for cf Quebec, as well as in Ontarie, the sous which formerly
the benefit, not only of the Province of Quebec, but of the produced, largeiy and abundantly, whoat and the stronger
whole Dominion. I hope the motion will pass, and that grains, now produce very littie cf anythiug, except perhaps
the Government will see their way to give it effect. stantod grasses, smail quantities cf cats, etc. Now, Sir,

Motion agreed to. this condition cf things is due te a cause, and that causehas beaun ascertained by science te be the exhausting cf the
MANUFACTURE, INSPECTION AND SALE OF sou cf those elements which go te produce the plants-

FERTILISERS. wheat, bamloy, and aise the stronger grasses. It le the
duty ef the IDepartment cf Agriculture te ascortain exe.ctly

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland), moved that the House on what this grewth depends, and how the différent
resolve itseolf into Committee to consider the following elements can be obtained and given back to the sii, and
resolution:-t distribute that information among the farmers.

That it is expedient to bring in a Bill to regulate the manufacture, We ai know that if the sou is continually oropped and if
inspection and sale of fertiiisers. these crops grow, the scii will ultimately hecome exhausted.
Re said : The right hon. First Minister some weeks ago said We know that wheat takes from the sou a vory great deal
it was desirable that all private members introducing publicannually; we also know, from the oxperience cf the eIder
Bills should makesome explanation upon their introduction. countries cf Europe, that it is impossible, by the meet came-
I desire to mak3 an explanation of this Bill, and in doing fnl husbandmg cf barnyard manures, as thoy are generaily
so I would ask the indulgence of the House for a few called, te keep the sou in the condition neoessary to preduco
minutes while I endeavor to point out its very great impr- these stng grains. Take, fer exmple, an acre f grnd
tance. Since I have had the honor of a seat in this use that prduces 25 bushels f wheat, science telle us that this
we have spent a great deal of time in regulating trade and production takes away fmom that sou se many pounds cf
commerce; we have built up, I must say, a very handsome ammenia, petash and phosphorie acid; and it has bean
superstructure; but in doing this, we appear to have lost ascetained that the quantities taken are 58 lbs. cf ammenia,
sight entirely of the true foundation of ai trade and com. 40 Ibe. potoel, and 28 lhs. cf phosphoric acid. The farmer
merce, that is, the subject of agriculture itself. I regret to des net rern these te the sou, for the greater
say that in this House there is no subject that receives se bulk cf the wheat is sld, and the etmaw that romains
little attention as that of agriculture, an industry, or rather bas but a very emaîl portion cf these elements in it. It cnly
a science, upon which not only is three-fourths of the roquires 50 croe cf wheat te entirely exhauet the richest
capital of this and ainfost every other country invested land cf the elerents necessary for the growth cf wheat, and
but upon which thre-fourths of all the labor of these elements cannct ho returned te the mcil by the returi.
the country is expended. The importance of the ing te it cf the barnyard manure. We know that the farmer
subject I need not point out te the House, as it produces and selle largely cf cattie, and we know the amount
will be conceded by every hon. member to be one of cf phosphate cf lime that le camried off the land annually by
the most important subjects that can be brought before us. the bones and the hlood and the flesh cf animais. These
We are seeking new fields for our agriculturists ; we are are sold and are nover retumned te the soi. Science has
seeking to open up and develop our North - West shown the necezsity cf retumning te the soil the elements
country; we are spending a vast amount of money in that are taken fi-m it annually, and has aise told us where
inviting immigration to this country ; but we are doing these elements can ho produced and pmocured. IL le the
very little to keep the farmers we now have in the country, duty cf the Govemnment te take under iLs wing thie subject
who are honest, industrious, loyal and patriotic, and cf agricultumal fertilisere, which is cf greater importance
to teach them to make agriculture not only profitable, than the subjoct cf manufactures, or than almeet any other
but interesting. In my opinion, the Department of Agri- snbject that caripoesibly engage its attention.
culture ought to be made one in fact as well as lu It is the duty cf the Department cf Agriculture
name, and to be so remodeled that it would devote the te afford our farmers ail the information that can ho possi-
whole of its time to instructing the farmers and in spreading bly given by science in order te enable them te carry on
amongst them useful knowledge, applying science to find their induetry as it eught te ho carried on. The value cf

lMr. BERGZRON.
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fertilisers can only be ascertained by science; no farmer have in the Capelton mines in the Eastern Townships the
can tel, by any knowledge that ho can have, what a ferti- very material, the sulphur ont of which to manufacture the
liser is worth. He has not the knowledge, and if he had ho sulphuric acid, that is used so largely in the manufacture of
has not the appliances to analyse it; he looks to the state to these fertilisers. The Capelton mines a few years ago
protect him, as in the detection and punishment of like were turning out a large amount of native copper ore. I
offences in other things. The adulterations consist of gas found them roasting this ore on the hill side, draughting
lime, that is worth only $4 per ton; gypsum, worth $6 off the salphur in order to get the ore, I suppose, in a
per ton; salt cake that is worth but little, and these are sold condition to smelt. This sulphur requires but a little treat-
to the farmer at from $30 to $40 per ton. In England this ment in order to make the sulphuric acid which is used so
subject has received a great deal of attention. In the different largely in the manufacture of these fertilisers. The Capel-
States of the Union it has also received a great deal of atten- ton mines have ceased to burn and smelt that ore simply
tion, no less than 19 States having passed laws upon the because they have no markets for the sulphur here, although
subject of agricultural fertilisers. The farmer cannot ascer- in that ore in its unsmelted state jthere is, I am told, 40 per
tain by contact, or by sight or otherwise, what the value of cent. sulphur, sufficient to pay the cost of transportation of
a fertiliser is; and before the different States passed laws with the whole of the raw ore to the United States. It is a pity
regard to fertilisers, regulating their manufacture and sale, a that that industry in the Eastern Townships should be to a
vast amount of them were soldat $30, $40 and $50 a ton, which large extent closed up from the very fact that we have no
were not worth more than $3, $4 and $5 a ton; and since these use for the sul phur. We have here phosphate deposits in
laws were passed the manufacture of these fertilisers largely large quantities, the richest phosphates in the known world,
decreased. In North Carolina, for instance, where 130 where they can make a fertiliser that the farmer and the
different fertilisers were manufactured previous to the agriculturist of this country can use to great advantage in
passing of a law regulating their manufacture, the number increasing [his grain production. I have ascertained also
became reduced to 90 after the law was passed, and the that the superiority of the Manitoba wheat and the
article had to be submitted to the test of the analyst. Not only wheat of Minnesota, about which we have heard so
was the great good resulting from this ascertained by the much recently, is due to the very elements that are
analyst himself, but the farmers also bore ample testimony contained in these superphosphates. We find that when
to the beneficial results which followed the prevention of the land is largely exhausted of potash, when the land
the manufacture of spurious fertilisers; and so far as this is largely exhausted of phosphoric acid, it produces a soft
country is coneerned it is of special importance that we quality of grain, and in the Province of Quebec the older
should pass a similar Act; for this reason, that in the different portions of which have been so thoroughly exhausted that
States where these laws exist the analysts only test they can scarcely grow wheat there at all, and in Ontario,
the fertilisers that are offered for sale in those States, and thus where we used to grow our flinty wheats, out of which the
do not prevent the manufacture of spurious articles for sale best quality of flour was made, we find the potash and the
outside. A vast quantity of these spurious articles have phosphoric acid is so exhausted that the wheat has assumed
found their way into the Province of Ontario, and I am told a soft quality that will only make -a second rate of flour.
also in the Province of Quebec and the other Provinces of this We find phosphoric acid and potash, about which we heard
Daminion. What I want to accomplish by this Act is this, so much from the hon. member for Leeds last winter, in
that all the fertilisers sent to this country shall be properly the North-West, in great abundance in the ground, which
analysed, so that the farmer shall know what he is purchas- gives to the wheat in that country its strong char-
ing and what it is worth. To show the value placed upon acter and makes it worth 10 cents a bushel more than
commercial fertilisers where they have been tried largely, the wheat in the Province of Ontario. We want to
I will mention that in England there sre no less than utilise these great beds of phosphates which lie within
5,000,000 acres of root crop grown annually with a few miles of this city, and we want to utilise the
no other fertiliser.than what is known as the superphos- sulphur which is found in the mines at Capelton, in
phate. We all know that the English root crop is unequal- order to give to our land the same quality as the land
ledby any root crop grown in any country, and there are in the North-West and Minnesota, to give greater value
5,000,000 acres of this crop grown annually in England that to our wheat and improve the character and quality
are manured only by these artificial or what are known as of our flour. In view of this, it is very important
commercial fertilisers. England alone produces and uses that an Act of this kind should be passed, and that our
annually no less than $30,000,000 worth of these ferti- farmers should be protected against fraud on the part of manu-
lisers, and the United States use not less than about facturers. It is important to have an Act of the kind I am
$27,000,000 worth annually. This shows how important it introducing, in order to secure the investment of capital in
is that this country should have these articles brought under an enterprise of this kind. You cannot get capital invested
a proper system of analysation and a proper system of pro- unless you protect the particular industry in which it is to be
tection against fraud to the farmers. We find within a few invested, and I believe it is the policy of the Government to
miles of this city a material out of whieh to make these protect industries. It requires all the way from $50,000 to
fertilisers, in our deposits of phosphate, which are the $150,000 to establish a proper manufactory of agricultural
richest in the world. I have taken the trouble to investi- fertilisers. I want to know where the capitalist is
gate the subject, and I find the following result: Canadian who would invest his $50,000 or $150,000 in this
phosphate contains no less than 77 per cent. phosphate of country if ho has no protection. We do not ask for
of lime.; French, contains 75 per cent.; Sombrero, con- protection in the shape of a duty, but we ask that,
tains 73 per cent.; Spanish, 68 per cent.; North Carolina, if the capitalist invests his money in that enterprise, a man
whose vast possessions of phosphate are known all over the alongside of him shall not bc allowed to sell sand while ho
world, gives only 57 per cent.; and Charleston 53 per cent. sells his good article. Such competition would either com-
-so that we have in Canada the richest deposits of phos- pel the honest manufacturer to close his factory or sell a
phate of lime in the known world out of which to make spurious article. The only way in which youe can get that
these fertilisera that are of incalculable value to our agri- protection is by providing that the manufacturer's production
culturists in this country. The Government ought to take shall be under an inspector, that samples shall be
this matter into their hands and encourage the manufacture taken of the article and sont to the public analyst and
of fertilisers ; the Govern ment ought to offer a bonus to these analysed, and the result published by authority of the Gov-
manufactures as they did in the manufacture of iron in order ernment, in this way fraud can be prevented and in no
that our farmers may have a good article in abundance, We other. This is the only protection we require and, inlis
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order to secure the investment of capital in an enterprise
which can be made so vast and so great in this country, it
is necessary that a law of this kind should be passed. This
should become a great industry in this country. We should
supply England with her agricultural fertilisera which she
now gets from abroad. We know that the guano beds of
South America are well nigh exhausted; we know that
England, that great agricultural country, must look to some
other source to procure her fertilisera. Where is she to
look but to one of her colonies that has the richest deposit
of the phosphate of lime that is known in the world,
and this within a few miles of here, while at Capelton
is to be found sulphur enough to manufacture all the
sulphuric acid that is required to produce the fertilisera
needed, not only in England, but in the United States
of America. Instead of our exporting this raw deposit
from this country, as we do now, we ought to manufacture
the article ourselves, we ought to be exportera of these fer-
tilisers, and we ought to furnish them to all the countries in
Europe. Now I will not occupy the attention of the flouse
any longer, but before I explain the provisions of the Bill
I am introducing, let me say that I hope that, if I am late
in bringing it before the flouse, it is a matter of such
vast importance that the Government will be good enougb,
in the interests of the agriculturists of the country,
to take it as a Government measure, and push it through.
If there are any of the clauses that do not exactly suit them,
let them remove them, but, in the interests of the agricul-
turists of this country, and I speak of my own county par-
ticularly, where they are large importers of this article, it
is the duty of the Government to place upon the Statute
Book an Act either of this kind or of some other kind that
will secure to the farmer a guarantee that the article he
purchases from a foreign country, the article that he imports,
or the article manufactured in this country is the article that
he pays his money for, and the article which will produce
some good in the soil in which he puts it. The Bill merely
provides for the analysis of those fertilisera, not only those
which are produced in our own country, but those which are
imported, that they shall be properly analysed by the public
analyst of this country. I do not propose to put one new
officer upon the list. I propose to utilise the public
analyst appointed by the Government under the
Adulteration of Food Act. I propose, also, to utilise for
the purposes of this Act the officers of the Inland Revenue,
of the Castoms, and so forth, in order that inspection may
be had and samples for analysis procured. The only object of
the Bill, on the whole, is that the farmer shall be protected
against fraud, not only on the part our own manufacturera,
if we have any, but on the part of manufactuerers of
foreign countries, who manufacture the article, and when
it is analysed by their own analyst and proved
and shown to be unfit for use in their own country, and
(ondemned by that analyst as unfit and valueless, send it to
Canada and sell it to our farmers at $30 a ton, and this
money is carried out of the country. That is the condition
of things that has prevailed for some time and that is now
prevailing, and it is the duty of the Government to take
this matter into their hands, and, if I am not able
to reach this Bill at its second reading and get it
through this Session, I hope the Government will take
charge of it.

Mr. FISHER. I have great pleasure in endorsing the
action of my hon friend the member for Welland. I was
not aware until a few minutes ago that he contemplated any
such action, but I am very glad to see that this Session is
not going to pass without some protection being afforded,
or without sorne hopes that it will be afforded, to the
farmers from the great impositions from which they have
suffered in this respect of agricultural fertilisera. I was
somewhat interested three years ago in the action of myi

Mr. FERGUsoN (Welland).

hon. friend the member for Richelieu (Mr. Massue), who at
that Session introduced a Bill for this purpose,and I regretted
very much indeed that that Bill fell to the ground without
becoming law. I am well aware of the fact which the hon.
member for Welland has so clearly laid before the House.
I know well, too, from my own experience and the
experience of the people of the Eastern Townships, that the
farmers of this country have materially suffered in the past
from the want of such a law A few years ago action of
this kind was taken in varions States of the Union, and I
believe that in consequence thereof we have suffered more
than we did before that action was taken. This action
protected the farmers of those States, but it has forced the
manufacturers of commercial fertilisers in those States to
make a slaughter of their unmarketable wares in the Dom-
inion of Canada. I was a little frightened, perhaps, when
the hon, gentleman alluded to the necessity of protection in
regard to this matter, but when I learned the kind of pro-
tection lie desired I was glad to be able fully to sympathise
with him. I believe it would be a great advantage to us if
we were protected from the importation of the wares which I
have alluded to, as being sent into this country in con-
sequence of laws of this kind having been passed in varions
States of the Union. However, if these fertilisers were
subject to analysis by our public analysts, and the manu-
facturers were obliged to put on their packages the same
brand which our own manufacturers are obliged to
put upon their packages, I do not think there would
be any necessity for any further protection on our part. The
protection which farmers need in this matter is simply the
protection which people need in every case where adultera-
tion is largely practised. We have laws against the adultera-
tion of our food, against the adulteration of our drinks, and
it is but right and fair, I think, for the agricultural com-
munity, that we should have laws against the adulteration
of so important a factor in their business as are com-
mercial fertilisers. They have special need of protection,
because a farm.er who invests money in an agricultural
fertiliser does so trusting to the honesty of the manfac-
turer; he does so without being able in any way to test the
quality of what he buys. He applies it in the spring, and
he does not become aware of the quality of the article until
his crops begin to grow, or until the fall, and thon if the
article proves to be bad, it is too late for him to remedy the
evil from which ho has suffered. The result is that ho
needs protection more than any other class of the commun-
ity against the adulteration of an article which he is
obliged to buy on trust. I was very glad to hear my hon.
friend from Welland (Mr. Ferguson) allude to the phosphate
deposits, and to the necessity of encouraging the manufacture
of agricultural fertilisers in our own country. We have, as ho
says, abundance of this important material which is so much
needed in all the agricultural operations carried on in a scien-
tific manner; and we have also in this country the arti-
cle of sulphur for the manufacture of phosphoric acid, a mater-
ial which has to be applied to the raw phosphate in order to
make it available as a fertiliser. I regret indeed that this
matter has not been attended to long since; I regret that
measures were not sooner taken to utilise the sulphur which
was wasted in the copper mines at Capelton, near Sher-
brooke. When I was in the neighbarhood of those mines a
few years ago I remember well seeing the vegetation all
along the valley in which they are situated completely
destroyed by the sulphur fumes escaping from the mines.
Mr. Speaker, this measure comes now at a very opportune
time. In times past, in our country, we have been able to
avail ourselves of what appeared to be at the time the inex-
haustible natural fertility of our soil. To-day our North-
West is boasting of its fertility; but we know now that in
the eastern parts of the country, and in the North-West
too, to a less extent, that virgin fertility of the soil
is, after all, but short-lived. In England, and in the
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old countries of Europe, the farmers have found
that they require to use the best and most scientific
methods in order to restore to the soil the nutritive
elements which are withdrawn from it by the pro-
ducts that they take away off the soil ; and we find too
in the older parts of Canada that we must adopt a new
system of agriculture, and take advantage of that scientific
teaching which such gentlemen as the hon. member for
Welland and others, who are well informed in these mat-
ters, are able to assist us with. Feeling, as I say, that the
time has come when the farmers must trust more to this
stock fertiliser, I think it is absolutely necessary for the
prosperity of agriculture in our country, that the measure
before the House should be made law this Session, if at all
possible; and I sincerely trust the Government will take
the request of the hon. member for Welland into consider-
ation, and push the matter to a conclusion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As we have a few
minutes before six o'clock perhaps, with the consent of the
House, we might consider the resolutions in Committee,
and have the Bill introduced at once.

Motion agreed to, and resclation considered in Committee
an 1 reported.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland) moved for leave to intro-
duce Bill (No. 122) respecting agricultural fertilisers.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read first time.
It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Reocess.

THIRD READING.

Bill (No. 40) further relating to the Central Bank of New
Brunswick.-(Mr., Weldon, for Mr. Temple.)

BRITISH MEDICAL ACTS,

Mr. LANDERKIN. Before the Orders of the Day are
called, I wish to direct the attention of the Government to
a return brought down in obedience to an Order of the
House, made on the motion of the hon. member for Corn-
wall (Mr. Bergin), a lew days ago. I have not had an
opportunity of conferring with that hon. member, as I have
not seen him for some days. I observe him in his place to-
night. As 1 take a deep interest in this matter, I should
like to know from the Government the particulars in res-
pect of this return, which I will explain. The return was
ordered on February 3rd, 1885, in the following terms:-

" For copies of all correspondence between the Federal and Ontario
Governments and the Imperial Government, on the subject of the Im-
perial Act, 21-22 Victoria, Chapter 90, known as the British Medical
Act, 1858; the Imperial Act, 31-32 Victoria, Chapter 29, known as the
Britiah Medical Amendment Act, 1868 ; the Imperial Act 41-42 Victoria,
Chapter 33, known as the Dentists' Act, 1878; and the amendments
proposed to be made thereto, during the present dession of the Imperial
Parliament."

I notice that in the return brought down there is no corres-
pondence between the Federal Government and the Ontario
Government. I want to ask the Government if there is no
correspondence on the subject between those Governments,
and if this is a full return of all matters enquired into by
the hon. member for Cornwall. 1 understand there is cor-
respondence, and I should like to direct the attention of
the Government to the matter, because it is very important
that our medical men should be placed on an equality with
respect to practice, with the medical men of the mother
country. While I have the highest respect for the medi-
cal men of the old country, I believe our medical men are
fully entitled to reciprocity with them in the matter of
practice, and I would like to ask the Government if there
is no correspondence on this matter.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot speak on the
subject. If the hon. gentleman had mentioned it before, I
would have made some enquiry. Was the return brought
down lately ?

Mr. LANDERKIN. I think a day or two ago; but I
only got it this moi ning.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the hon, gentleman
will put a notice on the paper, I will answer it.

Mr. BLAKE. I have heard from another source that
there bas been correspondence between the Ontario and
the Federal Government; and, indeed, the action of the
Government on the motion indicated as much as that cor-
respondence had taken place between those Governments,
otherwise they would not have acceded to the motion.

Mr. BERGIN. I may be permitted to say in regard to
this matter, without entering into any further discussion
upon the question than is absolutely necessary to satisfy
the enquiry of the hon. member for Grey (Mr. Landerkin)
that the papers were submitted to me as a member of the
Printing Committee, and I asked that only that portion
should be printed which was necessary to show the House
and the country that every necessary step had been taken
to secure the object which the medical profession of this
country, not of Ontario alone but of the whole Dominicn,
had in view, and the only correspondence necessary to the
public was the later correspondence which shows that the
Imperial Government had agreed to the representations of
this Government, which, in the first instance, were made
several years ago in common, I think, with the Loeal Gov-
ernments, for we applied to both Governments at the time,
and I have been urging it year after year ever since. I say
the Imperial Government had agreed, when the Imperial
Medical Act should be brought before the Imperial Parlia-
ment, to amend that Act by adding the words "subject to
any local law," which, in the opinion of the Minister of
Justice here is quite sufficient to answer all the purposes
we sought. I asked the opinion of eminent legal men on
both sides of the House and ont of the House, and tbey all
agreed that the object will be accomplished by the intro-
duction of these words. It is well known to the medical
profession that the local Government yielded at once to the
arguments adduced, and that they in the pursuit of their
duty represented the matter to the Federal Government,
who at once entered into correspondence with the Imperial
Government. We did not think it was necessary to print
everything, and I cannot say at this moment whether all
the correspondence with the Local and t:e Dominion Gov-
ernments was brought down, but I do not think it was.
But there was enough brought down to show that what we
desired was agreed to by the Imperial Government, that
they felt that that Act was a violation of the principle of
constitutional Government which we enjoy under the British
North America Act, and that, as we had a right to expect
and as we felt they would do, they would amend it in the
sense we asked for.

Mr. BLAKE. I looked cursorily at the print sent down
to us and if it be correct, from what the hon. gentleman
says, that the print is only a portion of the return, I think
it should have expressed it, because the print does not
appear from my cursory perusal to be a print of the portion
brought down, but of the whole return. That is one point.
The return purports to be a return of all correspondence
between the several governments and it is printed as a
complete answer, but the hon. gentleman in the course of
his remarks said he did not think it was all brought down,
so that there are two points to consider.

Mr. BERGIN. I have not perhaps expressed myself very
happily, and possibly I am somewhat to blame in this
matter, because I obtained confidentially, in the course of
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my negotiations with the Government, the correspondence
which I knew had been going on, and the Government very
naturally gave me the balance of it. I think the leader of
the Opposition, had he scanned that return as closely as
usual, would have seen that it did not contain the Bill pro-
posed to be introduced by the Imperial Parliament, but
merely I may say, an index of that Bill with the proposed
amending clause, which would have shown it was not a full
and complete return.

CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT AMENDMENT.
On the order for resuming adjourned debate on the pro-

posed motion of Mr. Bergin, that the Bill (No. 65), an Act
respecting factories be read a second time.

Mr. JAMIESON moved :
" That all the words after "that " be left out for the purpose of

inserting "order of the day for second reading of Bill (No. 93), an Aet
farther to amend the Canada Ternperance Act of 1878 be now read,'
instead thereof.

Hle said : In making this motion I have only a remark
or two to make. 1 do not think the bon. gentleman
who is in charge of the Factory Bill can very well
object, or say that this is an Act of discourtesy on my
part, because bis Bill was brought before the House in
almost a similar manner. I mentioned this matter a few
days ago with a view of having this order placed higher on
the paper. In fact, I made a motion to that effect, but under
the rules I could not well succeed, and I am now pursuing a
course which is, I believe, in keeping with the rules of the
House and consequently I am now in order. I may say
that it is my purpose to press this motion, and I mean no
discourtesy whatever to the hon. member for Cornwall
(Mr. Bergin). The fact of the matter is that I was much
delighted with the able speech which he delivered the other
night in introducîng bis Bill to the House. In that way he
has had bis innings, and I think it is now time that I and
other lon, gentlemen interested in the legislation
which is proposed by the Bill now in question,
ehould have an opportunity. For my part I am
much interested in the Factory Bill. My constitu-
ents are interested in it, and I wish to make some remarks
upon, it. But I have not yet been able to digest the able
speech he delivered, so as to come to a conclusion as to
whether or not it is constitutional, and I think that the
IHouse should have more time to deliberate upon that ques-
tion. One remark as to the measure which is now brought
before the louse, or which will be before the House in the
event of the present motion being adopted. I had the
honor the other day of explaining the provisions of the
measure, and I do not think it advisable on this motion to
go into any general discussion of the merits of the Bill. I
will simply confine my remarks to some reasons why I
believe the Bill should become law. The Bill was framed
by the Legislative Committee of the Dominion Alliance. I
suppose it is known to most hon. members that the Dom-
inion Alliance is a body constituted out of and representing
the different temperance organisations of the country, and1
other prominent gentlemen who take part in temperance1
work and the promotion of prohibitory legislation.
After having had an experience of the working of the
Canada Temperance Act in many municipalities, they
have come to the conclusion that the amendmentsi
proposed by this Bill are necessary in the interests ofi
the law, in the interests of the community, and in order(
that this Act, which lias been now adopted I believe(
in some sixty counties and cities in this Dominion, shouldj
have at least fair play. Now I think it is due to that bodyi
of temperance men and to the temperance people of this1
Dominion to say, and I am warranted, I believe, in saying
that the majoriîty of the people of this Dominion are in
favor of the Canada Temperance Act and in favor of pro-
hibition, and I trust that the House will sec its way clearî

Mr. BiRIN

to adopt the motion which I have just placed in your bands,
and which will have the effect of bringing up the consider-
ation of this important measure this evening. I fear unless
this motion carries, unless we have an opportunity of dis-
cussing this measure this evening, unles in fact it receives
a second reading this evening, we will not have another
opportunity during this Session. Now, Sir, I believe that
this is a necessary piece of legislation-perhaps the most
important legislation that is now on the motion paper, and
I think it ought to be brought up for consideration at once.
I may say that we do not propose to interfere with the
principles of the Canada Temperance Act at all. There are
some Bills, I believe, on the paper that have this object in
view, but we propose to leave the general principle of the
Canada Temperance Act alone for the present. We simply
want a little fixing up in order that the Act, where it as
been adopted by the people, may be more properly enforced
than it has been in the past.

Mr. BERGIN. I regret very much that my hon. friend
bas thought proper to introduce this motion. 1 have no
doubt that he las introduced it in perfect good faith, and
with the very best possible intention, but I fail to see in
what way he is going to benefit the cause of temperance by
attacking a Bill which is sought for by so large a portion
of the community; a Bill which affects the future of the
youth of this country, and more particularly when he must
know that by this motion he is placing the best friends of
temperance in tbis House-men who do not yield to him or
to any other man living in their devotion to the cause of
temperance-in a position which will compel them to vote
against a Bill which they believe would be in the interest
of temperance, and which, if pressed to a vote, will result
in his measure being defeated, and one of the most benefi-
cial additions to the Canada Temperance Act being rejected;
and, as a consequence, all he expects to derive from the
measure he proposes will be prevented solely by bis Act.
I shall not detain the fouse by going into any discussion
on the principle of the Bill, but will content my-
self with pointing out to the bon, gentleman the
irreparable injury which is almost certain to
ensue from his motion. No friend of temperance
who desires to benefit the working classes of this country,
who is pledged to support this Bill to regulate factories, or
who takes any interest in the measure, can possibly support
his motion; and I do not thiuk the hon. gentleman is acting
fairly towards the friends of temperance in this flouse, who
support the Factory Bill, by putting them in the position of
opposing any amendment to the Canada Temperance Act.

Mr. IVES. I not only think that the bon. member
who last spoke has cause to complain. but I think other
hon. members in this House whose Bills, many of them of
very great importance, occupy a place on the Order paper far
above the Bill which the hon, gentleman who proposes
this motion is interested in, have cause to complain also.
Now, the Order paper in the ordinary course of things should
be followed, and I take as a rule of this House that it must
be under very exIraordinary circumstances that we adopt a
motion like that of the bon. member for Lanark (Mr.
Jamieson), to take an Order from the bottom of the paper and
place it-at the top, and thus displace the whole order of pro-
coedings. If we encourage that practice,the result will be that
one-balf of the time of this House which is set apart for the
discussion ofPublic Bills and Orders, will bespent in fighting
over motions for precedence. Now, the Bill which the hon.
member proposes to displace is a Bill on the subject of facto-
ries, which we are all agreed is a matter of very great impor-
tance; and although the subject of temperance is also one
of very great importance, my hon. friend would not say, I
presume, that the substantive question whether we are to
have factory legislation or not, is not as important as a
small amendment to the Canada Temperance Act. The
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question is not between the Canada Temperance Act and
the Factory Bill, but between factory legislation this Session
and a minor amendment to the Canada Temperance Act,
which the hon. gentleman told us the other day was not at
all important, which -ho tells us to-night does not affect the
principle of the Canada Temperance Act in any way to
make it either botter or worse, but is somothing to help the
machinery. Therefore a small piece of legislation to help
the machinery of the Canada Temperance Act, ho regards
as so much more important than the factory legislation, in
which the whole country is interested, that ho wants to
take it from the bottom of the Order paper and place it at
the top. I do not agree with that proposition, and I am
not prepared to vote for the motion. I think the principle
is a vicious one, and if adopted in this case, will lead to
other motions for changes in the Order paper, and to the
waste of valuable time in discussing matters of precedence
in this House.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). There are a great many
reasons why I think the motion of my hon. friend from
Lanark should not pass. In the first place, this House
departed from its ordinary rule in allowing the Factory Bill
to have precedence. It was thought that the time set apart
for it would have been sufficient to allow it to be disposed
of; but last week there was not time for the debate to be
concluded. The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills)
raised a very interesting question of constitutional law, as
to whether that Bill was within our juriediction or not. It
was thought desirable that the question should be deferred,
in order that the House should have an opportunity of
considering the important point raised; and at a late hour
of the night, I think well on to twelve o'clock, on the motion
of a member of the Government, the debate was adjourned.
Now, the House has departed from its ordinary rule, owing
to the special urgency and publicimportance of the Factory
Bill, and with the concurrence of the Governmont, in
allowing that Bill to assume the first place among the
Public Bills and Orders; and this motion of the hon. mem-
ber for North Lanark gives the go-by to that decision, and
proposes to give what ho himself says is an insignificant
and unimportant Bill precedence over the Factory Bill.
Then my hon. friend says that the hon. member for Corn-
wall and Stormont (Mr. Bergin) bas had his innings, and ho
wants to have his now. I think that is an undignified and
improper way in which to speak of my hon. friend from
Cornwall. My hon. friend did not introduce that Bill for
any self-glorification, in order to have an opportunity of
airing his views, or, as the hon. member for Lanark says,
to have his innings. He introduced a measure of great
public importance, affecting the lives and interests of the
youth of this country, a measure far more important in my
opinion than the trifiing amendment to the Scott Act,
which the hon. gentleman for Lanark proposes. I think
my hon. friend should have abstained from using that
expression in reference to my hon. friend from Cornwall.

is motive in introducing this Bill, and the zeal ho has
shown for the welfare of the factory operatives of Canada,
deserve some other expression than that ho has had his
innings. But it is the case with my hon. friend from Lan-
aik and those who act with him, that they want to have
their innings. They think the Canada Temperance Act is
paramount in importance to any other measure that comes
before this House. I disagree with them. I expressed myi
disapprobation of that Act when it came before the House;
I repeat that disapprobation; I think it is unconstitutional,i
and should not be on the Statute Book, and I decline to givej
precedence to the Bill of the hon. member for Lanark over,
the other important Bills which precede itontheOrderpaper.1
Now, one would suppose it was more important that thisg
Bill of my hon. friend from North Lanark (Mr. Jamieson)i
should be given precedence than that every other Bill on

this Order paper should be considered. He says himself it
is not one affecting the principle of the Scott Act, that it
only affects certain minor details as to the administration
of it. But there are a number of Bills on the Order paper
which do affect the principle, which will elicit the opinion
of this House as to whether in mattors of principle it ought
not or ought to be amended; there is one Bill in particular,
of which I have been asked to take charge, in the absence
of my hon. friend from Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy), also on
this paper, and before the Bill of the hon. mem-
ber for Lanark (Mr. Jamieson). I say that the Bill, of
which I am in charge, in the absence of my hon. friend, is
of far more importance than the technical amendments of
my hon. friend from Lanark, and far more deserving of
having precedence. Then there is the Bill of the hon.
member for Toronto (Mr. Small) also affecting the principle
of the Act, enunciating the principle that compensation
should be given. That question is far more important than
the question of the amendment in detail of the provisions
of the Canada Temperance Act. When that question of
compensation was before the House, it was postponed by a
majority in this flouse on the ground that the time had not
arrived for the discussion ofit. The time will arrive, when the
Bill of my hon. friend from Toronto comes before the flouse
to discuss this question, which, I submit, is infinitely more
important than the proposed amendments in detail of the
hon. member for Lanark. If I go through this Order paper
I find in it questions of great public importance which it is
an injustice to the hon. gentlemen who have introduced the
Bills to postpone for what my hon. friend in his own con-
tention said, is only a mere matter of detail, not affecting
the principle of the Canada Temperance Act. Is a matter
of detail in the working of the Canada Temperance Act a
matter of such overwhelming importance that we are to
violate the rules of the flouse, that we are to set aside our
precedence, and introduce perfect chaos into our proceed-
ings, in order to get these minor amendments put on the
Statute Book. What would be the result if this motion
were carried ? Why, every hon. gentleman who has a Bill,
every hon. gentleman who bas a fancy, or who has a
crotchet about any particular legislation, will think that
his particular crotchet, that his particular Bill, is the most
important thing on the records of Parliament, and that ho
must have an opportunity of having his "innings," to use
the classical expression of my hon. friend, and of ventila-
ting his particular crotchet or driving his own particu-
lar crank. It will be introducing perfect chaos
into our proceedings, it will be a violation of all order, it
will be a dangerous precedent, one we ought not to follow.
For these reasons I will certainly oppose the amendment of
my hon. friend. If ho had in common fairness worded his
resolution so that the whole subject of temperance logisla-
tion should come before the louse I might be disposed to
support his motion on the ground that a question of
principle affecting the Temperance Act, and not questions of
detail, should be discussed and deserved to have precedence.
But, whea my hon. friend admits himself that it is only a
matter of detail, that there is no question of principle
involved, when ho seeks to get an advantage for that par-
ticular little baby of his own, when hoeseeks to thrust for-
ward into full growth what is at present a baby, so young
that it will stay young until the end of Parliament unless
ho succeeds in giving premature age to it; when ho
seeks to give premature and undeserved age and respecta-
bility to his own little baby, hoeis asking what this House
ought not to grant. I have understood the reason ho
gives for claiming this-I think ho used this reason
when ho introduced the Bill-is, that ho had been de-
layed by the action of the Government in introducing it. He
did not mention this to-night, but as ho, I think, suggested
it on a former occasion, I shall venture to answer it. What
ho did say was, that in order to insure the carrying of this
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Bill, ho asked the Government to take charge of it and make
it a Government measure. He asked the Government to
give him an advantege. The Government required time to
consider a proposal of that kind, and they kept him, he
said, a fortnight without giving him an answer, and that
was why ho did not introduce the Bill sooner. But it was
bis own fault. The House was open to him.

Mr. JAMIESON. I did not make any reference to that.
I am sorry my hon. friend went into the matter. It was
another member of the Hone made it. It was correct
enough, but I did not make it.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I will withdraw the state-
ment as regards my hon. friend from Lanark, but if another
member stated it in the course of the discussion, it is
quite proper for me now to reply to it. I hope my hon.
f.iend will accept my personal apology to him for having
charged him with giving that reason, but as it was stated
on the floor as a reason I will answer it. The hon. gentle-
man might have introduced his Bill early in the Session,
but ho asked the Government to take charge of it and put
it on the Order paper as a Government measure, if they
thought it was a matter of such paramount importance that
they sbould do that. But ho waited of his own accord a
fortnight to get his Bill into that position of seniority; and
because he chose to delay a fortnight ho asks the fHouse
to relieve him from the consequence of his long delay and
dilatoriness. The fact that ho asked the Government"to take
charge of it was no reason for not introducing it sooner.
Bis hands were not tied, ho could have introduced it the first
day of the Session if ho thought fit, but ho did not introduce
it, and not having thought fit to introduce it at a sufficiently
early period to enable it to be discussed, he now asks
the fHouse to depart from its rule and to give his Bill an un-
merited precedonce; ho asks the House to have it considered
oit of its turn and thereby postpone the consideration of
other Bills. With al respect to him and his Bill, there are
far more important measures than that with which hoeis
charged to be considered by this fouse.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). There are some members, 1
dLre say, who have reason to complain of the motion of my
hon. friend from Lanark (Mr. Jamieson), who asks that this
BIll be given precedence over other legislation, but amongst
thse [re certainly not the hon. member for N orth Victoria
(Mr. Cameron), nor the hon. member for Cornwall (Mr.
Bergin. The Bill of the hon. member for Cornwall would
not have its present position on the Order paper, except by
the favor and good will of the House, who gave it a proced.
once to which it was not entitled. I am not aware that the
h n. member for North Victoria was then of the opinion that
to give that Bill preccdence over other Bills would reduce the
proceedings of Parhiament to a chaotic state. I am not aware
that ho protested strongly against the Bill of the hon. momber
for Cornwall and Stormont getting precedence over other
Bills. Hon. gentlemen who had Bills on the Order paper
the second day of the Session, and over whose Bills this
meaf ure of my hon. friend from Lanark is now asked to be
given precedence, might have some grounds of complaint,
but certainly the hon. member for Noith Victoria bas not.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I was not there at the time
that motion was passed.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). To say this Bill is not entitled
to precedonce because it is a question of detail is entirely
feside the question. The hon. gentleman knows quite well
that, if my bon. friend's motion succeeds now, as I trust it
will succeed, ho can move that the clauses of the McCarthy
Bill which bas been introduced this Session ho added to this
Bil and so with the clauses of the other Bills, so that there is
no injustice in that respect in consequence of the Bill of my
lon. friend taking precedence. Of course it is a departure

Mr. CAMEaoN (Victoria).

from the usual practice. There are 37 Bills on the Order paper
before the Bill of the hon. member. Some of them of the
greatest possible importance affecting the whole Dominion.
I have two Bills, perhaps two of the most important Bills
upon the Order paper, one respecting the representation of
tho people of the North-West Territories in this Parlia-
ment, and the other respecting the election of members of
Parliament, both of which I look upon as Bills of the
greatest possible consequence. If the motion of my hon.
friend carrnes, those Bills will not be disposed of this Ses-
sion, and no other Bills will be disposed of this Session,
because I observe that the First Minister has given notice
that every hour at the disposal of private me mbers in dealing
with public Bills shall be assumed by the Government, so
that no other Bill can be proceeded with this Session,
if the hon. gentleman succeeds in his motion, as I sup-
pose ho will. It is only because this Bill is of the first
possible importance to the interests of the whole country
that Parliament would be justified in the slightest degree
in rolaxing the ordinary rale that every Bill should be taken
up and discussed in its proper place upon the Order paper.
It is entirely beside the question what the hou. gentleman's
views are as to the constitutionality or the propriety of the
Canada Temperance Act of 1878. That law is in force. It
is the law of the land to-day, and under that law a large
number of counties in the Province of Ontario and other
Provinces, in fact in the whole Dominion, have seen fit to
adopt the provisions of that Act, and to adopt them not by
bare majorities but by overwhelming majorities. I say that,
while we have that law upon the Statute Book, it is the
bounden duty of Parliament to see that it is carried out in
the strictest possible way, in order that those people who
are in favor of the temperance movement and who sustain
the temperance cause shall not be checked in their move-
monts by technical defects in the Canada Temperance Act
of 1878. The hon. gentleman belittles the provisions of
this Bill. The Bill is short.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I quoted the introducer.
Mr. CA MERON (Huron). The Bill is short and simple,

but the provisions are not insignificant. I am not aware
that my hon. friend from North Lanaik (Me. Jamieson)
justified his position on the ground that these amendments
were insignificant. I understand that they are few in number,
and, although they affect very important issues, still they can
be very easily dealt'with and can be summarily and speedily
disposed of by Parhiament. It appears to me that, if other
members are willing to waive their rights-and I for one,
in the interests of the temperance cause, ara willing to waive
my right to proceed with my Bills-there is no reason
for the hon. member for North Victoria to complain. AI-
though the Bill is not all I would like it to be, although it
does not go far enough, although its provisions are not
stringent enough, although, in counties where the Scott
Act has been adopted and is in force, there are ways by
which it may be evaded which Parliament ought to rectify,
still I am prepared to support the motion of my hon.
friend upon the ground, upon the sole ground, that it is
an important Bill, and that the people of this country have,
to a large extent, approved of the Temperance Act, and
have carried it in many counties. I am prepared to sup.
port it in order that, in counties where the Scott Act pre-
vails and in counties where it will prevail very ehortly, the
principle of temperance may have fair play and may have
justice, and that people shall not escape the violation of the
law upon purely technical grounds. It is to cover these
defects that my hon. friend moves his Bill, and I shall give
it my cheerful support, whatever my views may be as to
the effect of the Temperance Act ultimately upon this
country. In order that the people of the country may have
an opportunity of testing the Temperance Act in its inte-
grity, I am willing to support the motion of my hon. friend.
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Mr. SCRIVER. I must say I was a little surprised at
the warmth displayed by the hon. member for North Vic-
toria (Mr. Cameron) in discussing this question. As my
hon. friend who has just taken his seat says, I do not know
that he, personally, has any special right to complain that
an attempt is made to give precedence to this Bill. That
attempt can only be justified on the ground of the great
importance of the Bill itself. The hon. member for North
Victoria, I think unintentionally, somewhat misrepresented
what the mover of the motion said on this subject. Hie did
say that the amendments did not affect the principle of the
Act,-but he did not say they were not of great importance.
I may tell the hon. member for North Victoria that not
only the experience of representatives of counties where the
Scott Act has been passed, but the deliberate, careful
opinion of the legal adviser of the Dominion Alliance is to
the effect that these proposed amendments are absolutely
essential to the successful working of the Act in counties
where it bas been passed. We know, those of us who have
had parliamentary experience here, that, in the present
situation of things, and in view of the motion the Premier
has made, if this proposed Bill is not given the position
which this motion proposes to give it to-night, it will be
practically impossible to pass it this Session. I may remind
my hon. friend from Cornwall (Mr. Bergin) and those who
feel special interest in his Bill, that his attempt to get
legislation on this subject this Session is by no means his
first attempt. If it possessed the importance which he and
the member for North Victoria seek to give it now, I won-
der he as allowed it to remain in abeyance so long as he
has. i remember very well that three or four Sessions ago
the hon. gentleman introduced a Bill similar in its provi-
sions to the one now before the House, that he supported it
in an eloquent specch, that he gave reasons as strong as
those he as given now for passing the Bill forthwith, that
the interests of the operatives, especially the youthful oper-
atives, would be seriously prejudioed if the Bill were not
passed then, and that, after making that speech, at the
request of the leader of the House, he withdrew his motion
and suffered the matter to lie over for a Session.

Mr. BERGIN. Would the hon. gentleman inform the
louse when I made that speech? I should like to know.

Mr. SCRIVER. I cannot state the exact time, but it was
several Sessions ago.

Mr. BERGIN. I must inform my lon. friend that I never
made a speech on the factory question in this House until I
made it last Wednesday night..

Mr. SCRIVER. Perhaps my memory is at fault as to
that, but it is not at fault as to his moving the second read-
ing, and I must be strangely mistaken in the remarks.

Mr. BERGIN. I must again remind my hon. friend that
he is mistaken. I never moved the second reading.

Mr. SCRIVER. The hon. gentleman will not deny that
he introduced the Bill, and that, at the request of the
Government, he suffered it to lie over.

Mr. BERGIN. I told the Bouse that a week ago.

Mr. SCRIVER. Of course I will not persist in a state-
ment which lias been contradicted by the hon. gentleman,
but I am sure my memory is not at fault in so far as stating
that he introduced the Bill at that time and did not press
it, but allowed it to lie over for another Session, and that
was some three Sessions ago. So I do not see that he can
complain of the course taken by my lon. friend who las
moved this motion to-night. I would appeal strongly to all
the members of this louse who are desirous that the Scott
Act should have a fair trial in those counties which have
recently passed it by such triumphant majorities, I would
appeal to them now earnestly to vote in favor of the motion
of my hon. friend from Lanark.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton). I certainly do not see
any very powerful arguments in the remarks of the hon.
gentleman who has moved this amendment or of those who
have supported it. I do not understand that there is such
great urgency that the rules of the House should be put
aside for the purpose of discussing this measure ; there are
half a dozen Bills on the paper before this one of greater
public importance; and I submit that there is perhaps no
Bill in the hands of a private member of more importance
than the Bill in the hands of the hon. member for Cornwall
and Stormont (Mr. Borgin). The question involved in the
Factories Billias been agitating the public mind for a number
of years, and those who have any knowledge of, or connection
with, the manufacturing districts of this country, know
perfectly well that that measure is eagerly looked for by
the operatives in all the manufacturing centres in the
Dominion. Therefore, if the argument is good that the
Bill of the hon. member for Lanark (Mr. Jamieson)
should have precedence because, if it is not read now,
it cannot be read this Session, it means just this, that if the
other Bills are not read now, they cannot be read this Ses-
sion either; and so it becomes a question as to whether this
Bill of the hon. member for Lanark is of more importance
than all the other Bills. I submit that is not the case.
We have had the Scott Act in force now for seven years.
It has been working well, although the machinery, perhaps,
might be made to run a little more smoothly by the amend-
ments now proposed; yet I cannot see that that is evidence
of such urgency as to induce the fHouse to break through its
rules merely for the purpose of accommodating the lon.
member for Lanark and those who are in favor of his measure.
I believe there is only one precedent in the Parliament of
England which could be cited in favor of this proposition,
and in that case the matter was of the most urgent neces-
sity. Now it cannot be said that this matter is of such
urgency tht it should take precedence of other Bills that
are certainly of as great importance, if not greater, and
especially the Factories Bill, I happen to be the promoter
of a Bill myself, which I think is of very great importance.
It las been before the flouse for two or three Sessions, and
has been referred to a Special Committee, which lias reported
in favor of it, and under these circumstances I do not see
why my Bill shouild be cut out and left aside merely to give
an opportunity to my hon. friend to discuss his Bill to-ni ,ht.
I agree with the hon. member for North Victoria (Mr.
Cameron) in his remarks as to the desirability of discussing
the whole question involved in the Scott Act. There are two
or three Bills on the paper, one by the hon. member for
Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy), another by the hon. member for
East Toronto (Mr. Small), in which the question of temper-
ance is involved, and I think they should all be considered
together if the Bill of the hon. member for Lanark
is to come up at all; and at all events that it should not
have precedence over other Bills. If it is to be allowed
in this case, why should not any other member, who has a
Bill which he considers of great importance, take up the
time of the House by making a motion similar to that of
the hon. gentleman, and so keep up the discussion from
hour to hour, frittering away the valuable time of the House
and the country, in order to gratify the ambition of the hon.
gentleman who may have such a Bill in charge?

Mr. CASEY. It is contended that this Bill should have
no precedence over others which deal with the question of
temperance, because it is a question of detail, as it is called.
Now, I think that is just a reason why it should have prece-
dence-because it does not involve the principle of temper-
ance. It is simply a measure to make a law, which bas
been for years in operation, workable, for it is main-
tained by the supporters of this Bill that the law in its pre-
sent shape is not workable, and that contention seems to be
supported by the best authorities, that, as a matter of fact

1885. 943



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 8,

the Scott Act, withont the amendments proposed in this Bill,
is unworkable, at all events, and it cannot be carried ont in
its entirety. Now, I think, seeing what large portions of the
Dominion have decided to try the experiment of the Scott
Act, and that other large portions are likely to follow their
example, it appears to me that they should not be left any
longer in uncertainty, and that if this experiment is to be
lairly and properly tried, the Act must be made workable.
For that very reason, because it is intended to give effect to
legislation which we have already supposed we had given
effect to, I think this Bill should have precedence over the
Bills relating to new matters, such as total prohibition, or
compensation, and for that reason I shall support the
amendment.

Mr. BERGIN. I rise to a point of order. I think the
amendment is one which cannot be considered by the House,
because it is contrary to every rule of order. It is a rule
of the Flouse always to discuss the principles of a Bill at its
second reading, and the vote taken on the second reading
decides whether the Flouse approves or disapproves of the
principle of the Bill; and the rule is, that in case of an
amendment, the amendment must strictly relate to the Bill
which the House, by this order, has resolved upon consider-
ing. Now, the amendment of the hon. member for Lanark
is, that all the words after "thatI" at the foot of the motion
be left out in order to add-what, Sir ? An amendment to
the principle of the Bill ? No; but that the order be that
" Bill No. 92, an Act further to amend the Canada Tem-
perance Act, 1878, be now read instead thereof." The rule
of the flouse is that where an amendment is made it shall
be that the word "now," for the second reading, be struck
out, and the words "this day " three, four or six months be
added. Now my hon. friend has moved, not that this Bill
be not now read a second time, but that Bill No. 92, to
amend the Canada Temperance Act, which has no relation
whatever to the Factory Act now before the Hoùse, be read
the second timo. Therefore, I say the amendment is out
of order, and I ask for your ruling upon this point.

Mr. SPEAKER. It is laid down by May and other author-
ities, that the Huse may proceed to the other Orders of
the Day when engaged in discussing an Order; or a par-
ticular Order may be superseded by the Flouse agreeing to
an amendment that the House do proceed to another Order
of the Day. It is laid down in the last edition of May, p.
302:

" And on the 19th May, 1852, on resuming an adjourned debate on
the Colonial Bishoprics Bill, an amendment was made to the question
for the second reading, by leaving out all the words after " that the,"
and adding "other Orders of the Day be now read." A question has
also been superseded by an amendment for reading a particular Order
of the Day."

This is equivalent to the previons question, and no amend-
ment to this amendment can be allowed. It is a mode
which the House has adopted for giving the preference to
a particular Order of the Day.

Mr. M ACDONALD (Kings, P.B.I.) I do not intend to
delay the House with any lengthy remarks on this matter,
but I wish to say that the Scott Act has been in force for
some time; that many counties have adopted it, and that
in my Province it has been adopted in all the counties. It
appears to be necessary, in the view of temperance people,
that certain amendments should be made in the Act in
order to make it workable. If those amendments are not
made, the Act will get into dierepute, and the delay that is
occasioned by not getting those amendments inserted in the
Act will have the effect to which I have referred. It
appears, moreover, to be necessary that these amendments
should be introduced to-night, in order that they may go à
forward this Session, and therefore I think it is the duty of s
the temperance men in the House to support the motion.

Mr. CAsy.

No doubt, the Factory Bill and other Bills on the
Order paper are important measures. But I do not
think they are more generally important than the Canada
Temperance Act. The Factory Bill, of course, affects a
cortain class of the population; but I consider the Scott Ac t
and the amendments required, affect a larger number of the
people even than the Factory Bill, important as it is. I
trust, therefore, that the temperance mon in the House,
while considering the importance of other measures, will
see the necessity of supporting this measure. If the Factory
Bill is of the importance that several hon. gentlemen state
it to be, and which the House generally believes it to be, I
think it is the duty of the Government to take hold of such
an important measure and see that it has precedence over
other measures.

Mr. SCRIVER. With the permission of the House I
should like to say a word or two by way of personal expla-
nation. I stated that the hon. member for Cornwall (Mr.
Bergin) moved the second reading of the Factory Bill several
years ago and made a speech. His recollection is evidently
at fault, as he denied having ever moved the second reading
of the Bill or made a speech thereon. I refer to ilansard
of 1881, page 1099, which has the following :

" Mr. BE RGIN moved second reading of Bill (No. 6), to regulate the
hours of labor in workshops, mills and factories in the Dominion of
Oanada."
Remarks were made by several members, and while the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Bergin) did not make the elaborate
speech for which I gave him credit, ho spoke and concluded
his speech, as follows:-

" I concur entirely with the Government in the suggestion "-

The suggestion was to withdraw the Bill.-
" And under all the circumstances, I consent to withdraw the Bill."

Mr. BERGIN. I suppose I may also be allowed to make
a personal explanation. I was not aware that when an hon.
member rose to his feet and accepted the suggestion of the
Government to withdrag a Bill upon the understanding that
the Government would thomselves introduce a measure, that
he was making a speech. Although it thus appears in Ran-
sard, I think the hon. the Minister of Public Works will
remember that when I rose to my feet with the intention of
moving the second reading of the Bill, ho stood up and before
I had time to say anything, ho said ho hoped the hon.
member would withdraw the Bill and leave the matter in the
hands of the Government, to which I consented. If that was
moving the second reading, and making a speech in support
of it, then I was not aware that it was so regarded.

Mr. SCRIVER. Hlans2rd says you moved the second
reading.

Mr. FOSTER. I intend to make a few.remarks as to
why precedence has been asked for this Bill. I think the
House may congratulate itself on the good .natured discus-
sion which has taken place, and which has not been marred
by any introduction of acerbity, unless it was a little thrown
in by way of spice, by the hon. member for North Victoria
(Mr. Cameron). I had to admire the skilfulness with which
the hon. member for Cornwall (Mr. Bergin) rose to defend
an imaginary attack upon the Factory Bill. I beg to
assure him, and I think I can in the name of the hon. mem-
ber who moved this Bill and in the name of ail who have
this legislation at heart, that they had no intention at all
of attacking the hon. gentleman's Factory Bill. A great
many of us, I can only now speak for myself, have as much
at heart the interests of factory labor as has that hon. gen.
tleman himself. It must not be supposed, if this motion
passes, that it will entirely take away the possibility
of that hon. gentleman arriving at his Bill, because discus-
sion on it stands first on the Order paper, and when this is
disposed of his motion can be taken up. There are grounds
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why it is asked that precedence be given to this Bill. They should be taken into account. The hon. member for North
are these. IL is quite truc, as the hon. gentleman says, Victoria (Mr. Cameron) catches up the hon. member for
that there is no intention of raising a discussion upon Lanark (Mr. Jamieson), and in a very dignified way, takes
or initiating legislation with respect to the principle of him to task for saying that, after the Factory Bill had been
the Canada Temperance Act; but it does not at ail follow discussed for a night, it was only fair that the Temperance
from that, that what is proposed in this Bill is not of Bill should have its "innings." In doing this he so far
importance and not strictly necessary. We believo that ft>rgets his assumption of dignity and parliamentary
it is. It is not simply some littie trifling amendments decorum as to speak of the proposed Bill as my hon.
to be made to the Bill in order to render it more workable friend's "little baby," and of his "driving cranks," and
than at present, but it is intended to do away with diffi- so on. How are the mighty fallen! And in five minutes
culty which stands directly in front of the working of the afterwards, ho raises his opinion against the judicial
Bill. There happened to be in the legislation of 1893, a opinion of the Privy Council of Great Britain, against
clause which, according to the interpretation of the Supreme the opinion of our own Supreme Ciurt, against the
Court of New Brunswick, entirely takes away the proce- highest legal opinion in the Empire, and ho declares
dure and penalties of the Canada Temperance Act. If that in his opinion this law is unconstitutional, and that
that be a good rendering of the law, as we must take it to we should not meddle with it. I think Parliament will
be now, if there is no appeal from it, it is in take the opinion of the law Lords and the opinion of the
the opinion of the temperance people of very Supreme Court of Canada, and will rest upon it the question
great importance that the difficulty should be removed; of the constitutionality of the Act and will not be deterred
and when I speak of the temperance people I do not speak from making these changes in the Act until the hon. mem-
simply of the mover of the Bill and myself, but of those ber for North Victoria (Mr. Cameron) comes to the belief
many thousands and hundreds of thousands in this country that they will be constitutional. More than that, there is
who have so far liked the Canada Temperance Act as another fact which it is well to bear in mind. My hon.
to adopt it and endeavor to have it carried out in their friend says that there is a Bill by the hon. member for
counties and cities. It is chiefly to remove that difficulty North Sinmcoe (Mr. McCarthy) which is of equal import-
and to make the Act workable, which under the decision ance with this, and that it should b put to the front. I
of the Supreme Court of New Brunswick would not use bis own argument. The hon. member for North
be workable, that this Bill is introduced. Of course Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) had that Bill, as a private Bill, in
I well know, that it requires a good reason to disturb his charge. Ho was here at the beginning of Parliament,
the course of the Order paper. But the Order paper or shortly afterwards, and why did not he have bis Bill
is not like the laws of the Modes and Persians, and any introduced and put forward on the notice paper into a posi-
hon. member has a perfect right to move that precedence tion where it could be taken up earlier ? My hon. friend
be given to a measure, and it is then for the flouse to used that argument against us, and we can use it against
decide as to whether he is right in his contention or not. him, that heshould not corne here and ask Parliament, under
That can be done, and it certainly i not an arbitrary pro- his own argument, to give the Bill of the hon. member for
ceeding. Some think this is not a Bill which ought to North Simcoe (Mr. MoCarthy) a lift towards the top of the
have precedence over others that are on the Order Order paper. That Bill interferes with the Canada Tem-
paper. While not belittling the importance of other Bills perance Act, and within the last few weeks there have been
upon the Order paper, we believe there are reasons which laid on the table of Parliament nearly 100,000 names signed
can be given to show that this Bill is one as important as to petitions asking that the Canada Temperance Act should
any, and more important than most that are thore. In the not be weakened, but rather that a prohibitory law
first place it is necessary, in order to carry out the good be passed by this Parliament-asking in direct contraven-
faith of Parliament, which was shown first in the enact- tion of the Bill of the hon. member for North Simcoe (Mr.
ment passed in 1878, and which was equally shown by McCarthy) which would decidedly weaken that measure-
making the law stronger in 1883, under which two pledges asking by implication as well as explicitly for the very
the people on 71 different occasions have corne up to vote hegislation which is embodied in the Bill of the hon. mem-
on this Act and carried it in 59 by large majorities. Of ber for North Lanark (Mr. Jamieson). I have no more to
those counties and cities which have adopted the Act- say in the matter. I am not bore to discuss the principle
over 40 will be under its operation from lst May this year- of the Bill, but I am here to see this measure judged in a
and are looking to this Parliament, and a population of one fair and equitable way, as a measure which Parliament
million and a half of people are asking this Parliament, to do might well put to the head of the Order paper, and to which
its simple duty in the premises-keep its faith and take it might devote an hour or two of time in order to give
away obstructions, not which the people placed in the way, to a million and a-balf of people, who have adopted the Act
but which Parliament placed in the way of the &ct, and in good faith, an Act which will prove workable in their
undesignedly too. if it was unfortunate that Parliament hands. And it is in the interest of law and order. It is
so acted, if it appears from the promises given and the dis- not a contest between the hon. member for North Lanark
cussion in Parliament that the Canada Temperance Act (Mr. Jamieson) as a temperance man, and the hon. member
should not be interfered with, that there should b for North Victoria (Mr. Cameron) as a champion of the
no retrograde legislation, that the Act should not be other side. It is the peoplo's wish, the people's interest,
impaired but strengthened by the legislation of 1883; the people's law. On the very next discussion which
then, if Parliament made a blunder, as in the opinion of comes up, wbat will the hon. member for North Victoria
the Supreme Court of New Brunswick it did, and unwit- (Mr. Cameron) say? fHe will say, look at the Scott Act;
tingly eut away the machinery and the power from under it does not work; and yet ho stands hero and obstructs
that Act, it is in the carrying out of the good faith which cvery motion which is made towards rendering that Act more
should subsist between Parliament and the people, that tbey workable. He endeavors in the first place to take every
should remedy that evil, that they should remedy that mis- bit of ground from under the Act, and thon he turns around
take, and should give to the people what was asked for and and taunts the friends of temperance with the statement that
what was supposed to be given-a fairly workable Act. the Act does not work well. Al we ask for, ail the temperance
That is ail we ask for, and we appeal to those present, on people ask for, is that Parliament should carry ont its
fair and equitable grounds to give us an hour of their time, pledged faith with a view of giving thern a Canada Tem-
and we will have the matter remedied as thé people wish it perance Act with its difficulties moved out of the way, an
tg be remedied. Thore is another oonsideration which Act which is made workable, and if under those conditions
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it proves a failure the temperance people will be the
first to move for the abolition of that law. AIl we ask for
is fair play and no favor, and let us see whether or not the
Act will be workable. I trust Parliament will, and I think
I can trust the members present that they will, give the
request of the hon. member for North Lanark (Mr. Jamie-
son) a fair consideration and will deal justly-not by him
or by me, but by the people of this country, and in the
interests of good law and order.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I protest very strongly
against even the suggestion that the refusal to take an
order out of its place without notice is in any way an indi-
cation of unwillingness to pass a Bill to which the Order
relates. That is not the question we have before us at this
moment. It is not a question of whether we should amend
the Scott Act or not amend it. The simple question we
have to deal with is whether it is desirable to establish-
because it is really establishing a precedent-whether we
are to-establish a precedent by which any persan having a
great interest in a measure, and having considerable public
opinion at his back, may come to this House and move as an
amendment to a motion for a second reading of the first
order to take up an Order a long way down on the paper
and thus give his measure precedence.

Mr. FOSTER. The precedent bas been set already.

may be said to be on that point-no one
objects to the discussion of the question, and all would be
glad to see such an Act passed, either by this Parliament if
it is within its competence, or by the Local Legislatures. So
we are not hore discussing a question raised, as these prece-
dents which*may be cited were raised, for the purpose
of getting rid of a question by not having a direct vote upon
it, but we are here for the purpose of taking up a question
which no one when he came into the House, except those
who are interested in the question, and arranged for this
method of bringing it up-excepting those, we have not had
the slightest intimation that we were to discuss this ques-
tion. Now, I have no hesitation in saying for one that I
should be very glad indeed to assist in any legislation which
would give the Scott Act eflect. I have no hesitation in
saying that I have grave doubts as to whether the Scott Act,
in its ultimate results, will prove as satisfactory as its best
friends hope; but I have no doubt whatever of the propriety
or the wisdom of taking away from them the opportunity of
saying that it would have succeeded if Parliamenthad given
the necessary machinery to enable it to succeed ; and I should
have no hesitation whatever in giving the necessary ma-
chinery that may be required for the purpose of effecting
the success of the Scott Act. But in this particular case
what have these hon. gentlemen been doing ? The only
clause in this Bill which I regard as important, which I

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Where? think justifies an interference-with the ordinary raies of
Mr. FOSTER. In the Factory Bill. Parliament, although not snb an interference as we are

asked to-day, is the sixth clause, which is madle necessary
M. WHITE (Cardwell). I was just going to say that the by the decision of the Suprere Court of New Brunswick.

hon. member for Huntingdon (Mr. Scriver) and other hon. Lt la really Vhe only clause which may be said te be a new
members have referred to the Factory Bill. Now, the differ- feature. Aithe restof the amendmentswerejustasmuch
ence between the action of this hon. House in relation required from the day the Act began to ho put iu force in
to the Factory Bill, and the action proposed to be taken here is Vhe counties where it was adopted, as Vhey are at the pre-
this : the Factory Bill was not taken out of its order, or taken sent day. That cannot, of course, be said in reference to the
up for discussion at that time. The House took it out of is sixth clause, which is occasioned by a difficulty that bas
order and ordered that it should be the first Order for a sub- arison in consoquonce of the interpretation by the courts
sequent day, thereby giving to members notice that on of tho Act passud by this Parliament commonly known
that subsequent day that subject would be taken up as the as the lcense Act of 1883. But that decision
first order, so that every one coming bore came with the was given beforo the fouse met. We have passed somo
knowledge of what the proceedings were teobe. This is an public Bis in the hands of private members. It was com-
entirely different case. This is a case in which we came in petent for hon, gentlemen Vo have brougît in VIe Act
after dinner with an Order paper before us, prepared to dis- immediately after the fouse met, if they thougît preper.
cass the questions that were upon that Order paper, in Lhe They were not moved Vo do iL util the organisation-a
order in which they are placed, with a motion-not to give very respectable and creditahie organisation, and one
this precedence on a subsequent day, not to ask Parliament entitled Vo the very greatost consideration-the Dominion
in view of its great importance to fix it as the first Order on Alliance, met bore, and determined wbat was Vo be done in
a particular day, when we could ail come bore and discuss this matter. But any hon, gentleman, feeling strongly on
it- but it is a proposai that we should take it out of its place the subject, and knowing wbat lad eccurred in New Brns-
and go on with the discussion now without any notice what- wick, conld bave introdueod bis Billou the very first day
ever to the House that any such intention existed, or that of the Session. It was noV done for some ime afterwards,
any such proceeding would be taken. I venture to say that however, and now, because the Bil was laVe in being intro-
you wilI scarcely find a prodecent for that. It is true, Mr. duced, we are asked Vo adopt Vhe precedent-because it is
Speaker, that you -have decided. and decided quite correctly, a precedent of a very serious charactr-of aking the
that the motion is in order. But the cases to which you measure ont of iLs order, and, witbont notice, of prooeeding
refer, I venture to say, or the use which has been made of immediately witb the discussion of a question which the
this power, has not been so much for the purpose of taking fouse could not bave lad any idea was geing Vo ho discussed
up another question as for the purpose of getting rid of the at hs ime at ail. For that reason, I shah vote against
questions first on the Order paper. You have just describedVtemotion.
the motion as practically a motion for the previous question,
which is simply a question of whether the question on the Mr. LANDRY (Kent, N.B.)«I consider hs question
Orders shall now be taken up, and the Hotise, under these one of very great importance indeed-of sncb importance
circumstances, may have taken it up, not with a view of as te induce me to offer a fow obserrations upon it, even at
giving precedence to the particular order which was not on hs late bour, and after se mucb discussion. I amnsnrprised
the Order paper in that place, but with a view of getting rid, at the arguments mace use of by Vhe hon, gentlemen who
without a direct vote, of the question which was the question are opposed te Vhe present motion, and more particularly ut
properly first on the Order paper. Now, I do not under- Vhe remarks made hy tIe bon. member for Cardwell (Mr.
stand that any one in this House is anxious to get rid of te White) ; for, as a rae, that hon, gentleman is very logical,
discussion on the Factory Act. I venture to say that and Vo my mmd le bas always beon very convincing. But
whatever our opinions may b' as to the power of 1 this evening, whether or net iV was that ho could net use
Parliament to deal with that question at all-and 1egic on tint question, bis arguments have struck me as
I suppose the only difference of opinion among us boing very illogical indeed. Risays w. shah b. Stablish-

inrarFyrTuls.
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ing a precedent. I think, from your ruling, Mr. Speaker, ifis
evident that the precedent has long been established; and the
hon. gentleman who makes the motion is acting, not by the
courtesy of this House, but in the full exercice of his righits
as a member of this louse, in making this motion and
getting the views of this House upon it, whether they may
be adverse or favorable to him. Therefore, on that point
my hon. friend is not very logical. What does he
say ? He says we are establishing a precedent if
we vote favorably to the motion, and he does not
deprecate the precedent that was established the
other day when the hon. member for Oornwall (Mr.
Bergir) managed to get his Bill at the top of the Order
paper by a motion which was at that time entirely irre-
galar and out of order, and which, if any hon. member of
this House had taken objection to it, would not have been
entertained by this House or by you ; you would at once
have ruled it ont of order. And yet we did not hear the
hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White) or the hon. member
for Victoria (Mr. Cameron) say a word about that motion,
or suggest that we were establishing a wrong precedent
or that it was unfair to the other measures standing
higher on the motion paper. It is not parliamen-
tary to attribute motives, and therefore I am not
going to do so; but the effect of the hon. gentleman's
argument is to kill this amendment. It is not for
fear of establishing a precedent ; or, rather, I should say,
the effect will not bo to prevent a precedent being
established, but to kill the amendment. And I do not com-
plain of that; I do not say that it is an uniair way of acting.
If I were opposed to temperance legislation, and to
legislation which would render workable this Act which
has been adopted in some 59 constituencies in this
Dominion, I dare say I would take the same course, and
attempt to kill the Act by any means I could; but it seems
to me that 1 would use the argument frankly and honestly,
and would say: I am opposed to the passing of the Act, and
will throw any obstacle in its way that I can; I will try to
kill it in any way I can. But that is not the argument the
hon. gentleman used. His argument is that we are estab-
lishing a precedent, which I am pointing out is not a pre-
cedent at ail. According to my view, it is not at all the
question as to whether this Bill is more important than the
Factory Bill or not. The question is simply this: s it of
sufficient importance that this House should consider
whether it should become law this Session or not ? If it is,
and if we should not allow another year to pass by, with a
law on the Statute Book which bas been adopted by so
many constituencies who are desirous of working it out,
and are not able to do so on account of some defects in its
working, this is the only time it ean b put before the
House with the hope of its.becoming law. Put it off to-
night and you kill it until another Session comes along.
Therefore, if we desire to see the Canada Temper-
ance Act enforced where the people have adopted it, and
where it cannot be worked out efficiently without this
amendment, then it seems to me that it is the duty of
this Parliament, which has made this law, to see that it
works properly; and it appears to me it is their duty to do
so this Session, and not to put it off to another time. If I
understand the routine of this House, the passing of this
motion will not remove the Bill of the hon. member for
Cornwall from the position it occupies on the Order paper,
for it will come next, and therefore will not be delayed
very much. The only question is, shall this amend mentheb
made law this Session ? If it is to be, this is the proper
time to vote for the amendment, and if not, to vote against
it. 1, myself, believe the amendment to be opportune; 1
believe it to be important. In the Province of New Bruns-
wick 1 think I am safe in saying, there were upwards of two
dozen cases before the Supreme Court, and sirmply because
of the absepce of this amendment, all the convictions for

selling illegally were quashed, and the people concerned
have been so emboldened, where the Canada Temperance
Act has been adopted, simply because there is no machinery
to carry out the Act, that they are selling as much as be.
fore. Now, it is not in the interest of the Province nor of
the Dominion that that state of things should exist. It is not a
state of affairs that should exist. Either that law is correct or
it is not. If I were of the opinion of some hon. gentlemen, I
would move to have the law repealed at once, for that would
be better than to have it in an unintelligible state in the
Statutes; and believing it to be the duty of Parliament,
when a law is on the Statute Book, to make it as nearly per-
fect as possible, I think it my duty to vote for the amend.
ment of my lon. friend.

Mr. FISHER. I do not intend to enter at any length
into this question, because the opposition aroused on the
part of some of the opponents of temperance, has been
effectually met by my hon. friend from King's, N. B. (Mr.
Foster), and other hon. gentlemen who have spoken on this
subject ; but I cannot lot pass one or two incorrect asser-
tions which were made by the hon. member for Cardwell
(Mr. White) a few minutes ago. That hon. gentleman
implied that this question had been sprung on the House
to-night without notice. In that he stated what was absc-
lutely incorrect. A fortnight ago it was asked that this
Bill should be given precedence by placing it second on the
Orders in the notice paper. Objection was taken to this
by the hon. member for North Victoria (Mr. Cameron),
and the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives).
You, Mr. Speaker, ruled that the Bill should not be given
precedence on the Order paper as objection was taken, but
you advised my hon. friend for Lanark (Mr. Jamieson), to
take the course he ias to-night taken, and it was well
understood that when the debate on the Factory Bill was
concluded, this measure would be brought up. I hold,
therefore, that the hon. member for Cardwell
(Mr. White), cast an insinuation against the tom.
perance people who have brought up this question
to-night, which has no foundation whatever. The lon.
gentleman also asked why it was that this clause was not
brought up the very first day of the Session, since, he said,
the decision of the New Brunswick Supreme Court had been
known a week previous. In that, again, the hon. member
for Cardwell was incorrect, bocause the decision of the New
Brunswick Supreme Court was only given three weeks
after the Session opened; and as soon as that decision was
given the council of the Dominion Alliance introduoed into
their amendments this additional amendment, required in
consequence of that decision. It is most important for the
efficient working of the Scott Act that the confusion which
might arise between the McCarthy Act and the Scott Act
should be effectually and forever set at rest. I may add
that a somewhat similar confusion existed in regard to the
Dunkin Act, in consequence of which, in my own county,
it was found absolutely impossible to enforce that Act;
and it is therefore of the greatest importance that
any doubt in the working of the Scott Act sbould
be settled once for all. I speak feelingly en this
question, because a few months ago my own county
adopted the Scott Act, believing the procodure under it
was absolutely clear and decided, in substitution for the
Dunkin Act which was faulty in this respect, and now I
think it is important the Scott Act should be amended in
such a way that doubt should no longer exist. I wish
also to refer to another point. The hon. member for North
Victoria (Mr. Cameron) credited to my hon. friend from
Lanark (Mr. Jamieson) some words that fell from myself
the other evening when this question was up for discussion.
I then said one reason why this Bill should be givea prece-
dence was, that it had been before the Govern ment for no
less than a fortnight awaiting their decision. As the hon.
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member for King's, N. B. (Mr. Poster) said very well, the
other Bills which related to the Scott Act are in the hands
of private members, and it is their fault if they were not
pushed, but this Bill being in the hands of the Committee
of the Dominion Alliance, the Dominion Alliance,
desirous of getting the suppor-t of the Government to
insure the passage of this measure, decided to ask the
Government to take it in charge. It was not the place
therefore of the hon. member for Lanark to proceed until
the Government had given their decision, so that he might
not, by any action of his, prejudico the passing of the Bill
or the Government's decision in the matter. It was on that
account alone the delay occurred in the introduction of the
Bil. The hon. member for North Victoria invoighed in
most eloquent terms against the horrible innovation to be
made in our procedure should this measure be given prece-
dence. One would suppose, on hearing the first part of his
speech, that this was the sole reason for bis opposition, but
a little later it leaked out that ho had a little Bill of his own
which he did not wish to have interfered with. Nor in
that do we find the only true ground for his opposition, for
the hon.gentleman bas always been noted for his opposition
to temperance legislation; and it is curious to see how
jealous to-night about the procedure of the House are those
hon. gentlemen who are decidedly opposed to temper-
ance. I cannot help thinking it is thoir opposition to
temperance rather than their zeal for the privileges of the
louse which actuates them in their opposition to this

motion.

MÉr. MoNEILL. I have but a few words to sayon thie ques.
tion. For my own part, I am not personally ir favor of sncb
legislation as the Scott Act. I have not been able to satisfy
myself that those who support such legislation will derive
from it the beneficial results that they expect, nor have I
been able to discover that such results have accrued in
places where similar legislation has been in force. But,
while I hold that view, 1 cannot shut my eyes to the fact
that by the law of the land legislation has been practically
taken out of the hands of the representatives of the people
on this question, and handed over directly to the people
themselves, and that it is for the people themselves directly
to say, yes or no, whether or not the Scott Act is to be put
in force in any part of the country. It is not for us to
interfere in that respect at all. Under those circumstances,
and knowing that a majority of the constituencies in
this Province have pronounced in favor of the Scott Act,
it does seem to me it would be a very great pity if the
representatives of the people in this flouse were to adopt
any course which would in any way obstruct the wishes
of the people in connection with such legislation. It seems
to me it would be a very great pity if wè did not, in
every way we could, facilitate the carrying out by the people
of their desire in this respect. I think that few questions
which could be brought before the notice of this House are
of greater importance than this which is now occupying our
attention. The fact is, that a very large body of the people,
almost everywhere that the question bas been submitted,
have expressed their desire for legislation of this kind; that
these people should be prevented-after we have given
them power under the law to have such legislation-from
having the benefit of this Act, if there be any benefit in it-
the faet that they should be prevented from giving it a fair
trial, owing to some technicalities in the provisions of the
law, is a sufficient reason why we should at once stop in and
give them relief. Believing, as I do, that we are simply
giving effect to the wishes and desires of a large majority of
the people of my own constituency with relerence to this
matter, I will strongly support the amendment proposed.

r. FAIRBANK. As one of the representatives of a
county which has recently paased the Scott Act by the
largest majority by which it has been passed in any county,

Mr. FIsVugz.

a majority of some 3,000, I should be remies in my duty, I
think, if 1 did not ask this House to give my constituents a
fair opportunity of carrying out the Scott Act, particularly
as the difficulty which bas arisen is the result largely of
an Act of this Parliament, the result of an Act which was
hastily passed by this Parliament. I remember very
distinctly the way in which the so-called McCarthy Act was
passed. I was one of the few who were sitting bere between
three and four o'clock in the morning when tha, Act was
going hastily through. It is a matter of record that it
passed the other branch of the Legislature before the
amendments made in this House were printed. It
is not to be wondered at, under such circumstances, that
some things appeared in that Act which it was
not intended should be there, and tbat is one of the difficul.
ties in the way of carrying out the Scott Act. It is not the
principle of the Act that we are to discuss to-night. It has
stood upon the Statute Book for seven years. The people
supposed it was workable, but it is found that it is not
workable in some particulars. We are now asked to remedy
those defects, and on the part of my constituents I should
not discharge my duty if I did not ask the House to enable
them to carry out the Act, not to leave them in the position
of having the fiddle without the bow, give them the whole
instrument, see the tune they will play, and, if you do not
like it, change it afterwards.

House divided on amendment of Mr. Jamieson, p. 940.
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Mr.JAMTMON moved second reading of Bill (No. 92)

further to amend the Canada Temperance Act, 1878.
Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). Of course, after the decision

of the House as to the question of giving precedence to this
Bill, I do not purpose resisting the consideration of the
measure any further than in what I think is a legitimate
and proper manner in accordance with the merits of the
question. The Bill before the louse proposes a number of
amendments, some of them of trifling importance, others of
them of more serious importance. The principal question
under the Bill, I think, is that which bas been rendered
necesary, as it is stated, by the decision of the courts in
the Lower Provinces. If I am correctly informed, the
decision of the Supreme Court of the Province of New
Brunswick was to the effect that the clauses of the Scott
Act were in fact superseded, so far as the queE.
tion was before the court, by the License Act, passed
two years ago. Now, I understand that a decision to
the contrary effect bas been given in the Island of
Prince Edward by a court of competent jurisdiction there,
and that the question is under appeal from one or other of
those decisions. If that be so, I think that, as a matter of prin.
ciple, we ought not now to interfere with the decision of the
ultimate Court of Appeal, and that more particularly we
should not do it in a g ay which declares that the intention!
of the Act was different to that which the courts have
decided that it is. I had hoped that my hon. friend who has
charge of the Bill would have given some statement of the
differeLt provisions of it, because it is very difficult to under-
stand it without examiriing it clause by clause with the
original Act, inasmuch as it proposes, in what I think a
rather objectionable form, certain verbal amendments refer.
ring to particular clauses and particular lines of the Act pro-
posed to be amended, and it requires some time and atten-
tion to understand in reality the scope of the Bill. I should
be glad il my hon. friend in charge of the Bill would before
the discussion closes favor the House with some general
statement.

Mr. JAMIESON. I will do that in Committee.

Mr. CAMERON. I think it is desirable that, before the
Rouse votes on the principle of the Bill, it should know
what ppinciple is involved in it.

Mr. JAMIESON. I explained the Bill on the first
reading.

Mr. CAMERON. I was about to say that I heard my
hon. friend give a very short and cursory explanation on
the introduction of the Bill which was quite unintelligible
to members of the House because they had not the Bill
before them, and, without the Bill before them, it was
impossible to understand the explanation he them gave.
I should be glad if, before the motion for the second reading
i put, he would give a more extended and intelligible
explanation of the clauses contained in the Bill. The only
clause I have specially considered is that which proposes
to deal with the decisions of the courts in the Lower Pro-
vinces. That, I think, is a matter of principle and one upon
which we ought not now to interfere with the decision of
the courts, until it has been actually and finally determinedi
what the true interpretation of the Act is, and I am not
aware that it is a matter of such urgency that we(
should immediately dispose of it. My principle reason,(
however, in rising to speak on the present occasion,9
was in consequence of the remarks which my hon. friend
from King's, N. B. (Mr. Foster) and some other mem-
bers of the House, made during the discussion on the
motion which hais just been carried, in reference to my r
personal position in this matter. I was spoken of as
being, as it were, the head and front of the opposition to
temperance; I think the hon. gentleman from Brome (Mr. J

Fisher) spoke of me as the leading opponent of temper.
ance. Now I totally disclaim any such position. I shall
not yield to any gentleman in this fHouse in hie desire to
see temperance enforced and the temperance cause strength-
ened in this House and in the country; but we differ about
the means by which it is to be attained. My hon. friends
opposite think it can only be done by a system of total or
partial prohibition. Now, upon that point we join issue. I
think that total or partial prohibition is, if I may use the
term that was employed to-night, unconstitutional. I do
not mean to say that it is not within the constitutional
power of Pariament to pass such an enactment if it
sees fit, but that it is legislation of a kind which no
Parliament ought to paso, that it is social tyranny, party
tyranny, that it is carrying the principle of government
by majority into a matter in which government by majority
ought not to be enforced. I think that the majority of the
people in any constituency have no right to dictate whether
the minority shall, if they choose, drink spirits, or beer, or
wine whether they shall smoke, whether they shall play
cards, or do anything else that many people think very
wrong, very immoral, and very improper things, but which
are not in thomselves offences against society. I think,
it is not within the proper powers ofa rmajority to dictate a
rule to the minority on those points. I think, however, that
the cause of temperance and sobriety amongst the people
should be enforced in all possible ways by legitimate and
proper legislation. I think if the gentlemen who are so
devoted to the cause of temperance, were a little more judi.
cious in the means they employ to promote that cause
greater public advantage would result. I think that a strin.
gent license law well administered is quite within the func.
tions of any legislature having jurisdiction over the subject,
and that it would be infinitely more effective in promoting
the cause of temperance than this kind of prohibitory legis.
lation, which I think is tyrannical and improper. I think
that in our experience in the Province of Ontario, the License
Act.which was in force there many years did a great deal
of good. I think the habits of the people were improving.
I am quite sure that it is within the knowledge of all of us
who are old enough to carry their mem'ries back 20 or 30
years, that there is far more sobriety, far less intoxication,
far less drinking going on in the country now than formerly.
People have come to look upon drinking from a very dif.
ferent point of view. They look upon it now a
being derogatory to a man to indulge excessively in
drink. Formerly it was considered no discredit toa man,
now it is considered a disgrace and disparagement to be
addicted to drinking, or toabe een in public in a state of
intoxication. I believe public opinion, and a judicious
license law, properly administered, would do far more to
benefit the cause,the cause of temperance,than all this prohi-
bitory legislation against which there is a large minority, at
least, of the people arrayed, who feel that they are tyran nised
over, who yield an unwilling consent to the law, who have
no respect for it, and violate it without scruple on every
occasion when they can do so without being punished. I do
not think it is desirable that a law which bas not the good
will of the majority of the people, should be attempted to be
enforced and thrust down the throats of people when there
is a large majority protesting against it, and depend upon
it, ià will not succeed in its operation. I know that is the
opinion, and we have heard it expressed in this House,
of many of the most consistent temperance men
and total abstainers in this flouse and elsewhere in public.
The question will probably come up-I am afraid that this
Session is too far advanced for it to come up at present-
but it will come up on some other occasion-whether it is
right and proper that the Canada Temperance Act should
be brought into force where there is a baru majority of the
people in favor of it. I do not think it is right that any
law such as this-should be enforced until it has such a large
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majority of the people in favor of it that it can be effectively
carried out. The number of people who have voted in
favor of the Scott Act in every constituency in which it has
been carried, has been a small minority of the electors. I
think my hon. friendq opposite cannot point to a single
county in whieh the Scott Act bas been carried by a
majority of the electors. They cannot even point to a
single county in which, I believe, it has been carried by
two-fifths of the electors; they cannot point to a single
county in which it has been carried by such a maj>rity as
to indicate that there is a strong current of opinion in favor
of it. It is carried by the apathy and abstinence from
voting of the opponents of it, and by the active energy of
its advocates, more particularly of the clergy in many dis
tricts, and persons put in action by the Dominion Alliance
and other associations who make it their business to try to
bring it into force wherever it is proposed. I have
looked at the statistics of the number of voters
in many counties where it bas been carried, and I have
found that a very small number of the qualified electors
vote upon it, a number far less than the number who vote
at any parliamentary election. I looked the other day at
the statistics of the united counties of Northumberland and
Durham, with which I am somewhat acquainted. The
total electorate in those two counties is 22,000, and the
total number of persons who voted on the question was only
9,000, and only 5,500, or less than one-quarter of the quali-
fied electors, voted in favor of the Act. That, I believe, is
a fair sample of the numbers who vote for the Act. I think
I am correct in the statement that it is the abstinence of
the opponents, and the energies of the supporters of the
Act, which have led to its being adopted by a bare majority,
and that legislation carried by a bare majority will neces-
sarily remain a dead letter, and cannot and will not be
effectually carried ont. I think that the discussion which
we have had on other occasions in this flouse and elsewhere
has shown that the Scott Act is not, and has not been,
enforced where it has been adopted. I think that the
hon. members from Prince Ed ward Island will bear
testimony upon that point. If there is any part of the
country in which the Act cai have a fair trial it is
Prince Edward Island, because it is in force throughout
the island. The island is an isolated territory; it can only
be reached by water; it is in fact a Province by itself.
Yet 1 think the members from that island will bear testi-
mony to the fact that, practically and substantially, the
Canada Temperance Act in that island is a dead letter; that
it is not, and cannot, be enforced ; that there is more drink-
ing and worse liquor drank now than there was before the
Act wa uin force; and that a License Act rigorously adminis-
tered would do infinitely more to prevent the evils of intem-
perance than thé Canada Temperance Act has done in that
island. I think the same applies elsewhere. That, however,
is a su bject that, at this hour of the night, I do not propose
reopening. I have made these remarks for the purpose of
putting myself right and disclaiming the position which bas
been thrust upon me without any justification, of being an
opponent of temperance. It is true that 1 opposed the pase-
ing of the Scott Act when it was introduced in 1878 in this
flouse. As I opposed it then I oppose it now, upon the prin-
ciple that I think it is improper legislation; that I think it
is not properly within our functions; while I do think it is
within our functions to pass a rigid License Act that can be
properly administered, and that some of the evils which
flow from intoxication might properly be legislated upon.
Every kind of legislation which can be adopted which will
have the effect of repressing the evils of intemperance I
will heartily support. But upon principle I am opposed to
this kind of legislation, and therefore I am opposed to the
principle of this Bill ; and I thought it better on the motion
for the second reading to state my opinions and to enter my
protest against an amendment to the Act, as I did against

Mr. CAÂXMON (Victoria).

the original Act. I think there are many amendments
which might be raised of far more importance than the
amendments as to details which the hon. gentleman pro-
poses. I think, for instance, that the Bill which I was
asked by the hon. member for North Sincoe (Mr.
McCarthy) to take charge of, is one which should be
passed. It is a monstrons wrong and a parliamentary
wrong done by the povisions of the Scott Act, which is
sought to be reedied in that case. To provide that a
manufacturing distiller or brewer should not be allowed to
se!l in the county in which he resides and whe-e the Scott
Act may be in force, when all manufacturers outside can
sell to persons there, is a wrong to him and to all
of that class. At present this provision is work-
ing absolute ruin to many men. I know cases
where men have invested $50,000, $60,000 or $70,000
in breweries in counties where the Scott Act is now
in force,-small breweries which do only a local trade, and
the effect of the existing state of the law is that these mon
have been hopelessly ruined and their property for.
feited. I say that kind of legislation is a parliamentary
wrong whieh ought to be remedied. I also think that in
order to be consistent, in order to do justice and right, if
we do carry either total prohibition, or partial prohibition,
such as is covered by the Scott Act, we ought to provide
compensation. Parliament should not take away property
and rights which are acquired under the law as it existed,
and not give compensation. It is a parliamentary wrong.
That is a question, too, which will arise under a measure
which will come before the House if we have time to reach
it, which I am afraid we shall not have. However, so far
as the details of this Bill are concerned, I shall be glad to
have them explained more at length, eepecially that part of
the Bill which proposes to interfere with pending litigation
by an ex post facto definition of clauses in the Act. For the
reasons I have stated I am opposed to the principle of this
Bill, which I think should not be read the second time.

Mr. JAMIESON. I do not propose, and I trust no friends
of the Scott Act propose, to discuss the general principle of
the Act and its operation in the counties and cities where it
bas been adopted. We have had enough of that in the
country during the contests that have taken place recently,
and I shall not introduce that question into the digcussion
of this Bill. So far as the hou. member for North Victoria
(Mr. Cameron) is concerneJ, he will at all events, on this
occasion, have to submit to the tyranny of the majority. I
do not think it is necessary for me to go into a lengthy
explanation of the provisions of this Bill. I do not know
that I can improve the explanations I made at the time I
introduced the Bill some weeks ago. The firat clause pro.
vides simply that the court and judicial officers and others
connected with the enforcing of the law shall be bound to
take notice of the Act being in force on the fact being pub-
lished in the official Gazette. That is a very reasouable
provision, and one which I am sure will meet with the
assent of the House. It is quite evident the hon. member
(Mr. Cameron) does not want to be enlightened as to the
Bill, or ho would have remained in the House. The second
clause of the Billihas already been explained, and I will
explain it further in Committee. The third and fourth are
similar provisions, and the fifth, sixth and seventh do not
need explanation. I propose that we now proceed to read
the Bill the second time.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I do not propose to discuss the
general principles of the Scott Act, and I entirely concur
with the hon. gentleman that it is not desirable on this Bill
to discuss it. We are dealing simply with a measure for the
purpose of giving effect to that Act, for the purpose of pro-
viding such legislation as may be necessary to secure its
being carried out. I have only one suggestion to offer, and
I think it is one of considerable importance. This 4ct ie
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one of general interest to the mass of the people. Afi want
to know what the Scott Act contains. I get letters, and no
doubt every hon. gentleman gets letters, from different
quarters, asking what the Scott Act is, and what are its
particular features. In a measure of this kiud, which may
be said to bu a popular measure, the operation of which is
assumed to be largely within the power of the masses of the
people, it is not desirable to enact amendments in the form
in which the amendments are proposed to be enacted here.
The first section is perfectly clear. Anyone can quite under-
stand it, and everyone will say it is perfectly roasonable.
The second, third, and other clauses provide that certain
words shall be struck out and certain other words inserted.
The clauses give no intelligent idea of what is meant.
If every hon. member had the original Act before
him, to make a comparison and to annotate, and
in that way ascertain precisely what the clause
means, that is all right; but in an Act of this kind
amending an Act which is designel to give power for the
enforcement of that Act, and as everyone desires to know
particularly what their rights are under the Act, it would
be very much botter if the hon. gentleman in charge of the
Bill would, in Committee of the Whole, introduce a repeal-
ing clause as to the clauses to be repealed and insert new
clauses, so that they could be fully understood by any person
who read them, and thus make it a complete Act in itself.
For the convenience of the House, italics might be used to
indicate what the changes made were, and hon. members
would then know exactly what they were doing. No one
can intelligently deal with the Bill unless ho las a copy of
the Canada Temperance Act before him, and although the
member for King's carries the Temperance Act about him
all the time, and no doubt slceps with it under his pillow, in
order that ho may be thoroughly imbued with its impor-
tance at all times, still we are not all so fortunate. An hon.
member asked me only yesterday where he could obtain a
copy of the Canada Temperance Act. Hie went to the
Distribution Office but found no copies there, and he after-
wards learned it could be obtained from the Queen's Printer
at 10 cents a copy. We ougbt to have for the convenience
of the public, for whose benefit this Act was passed, a
clause repealing those clauses desired to be amended, and
new clauses inserted, so that everyone obtaining a copy of
the new Act will know what his rights are.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I entirely concur in the
opinions expressed by the hon. member for Cardwell (Mr.
White) on this point. I believe that, as a general rule, we
have adopted the system that where a clause is amended the
original clause is repealed, and the amendment made the
subject of re-enactment. If the hon. gentleman will prepare
his amendment in that direction, I am sure it would be
much more satisfactory to the House in dealing with it in
Committee of the Whole, and much more satisfactory to the
public at large. It cannot take but a short time, for the
amendments, although important in one sense, are very few,
and they cover a few words in each case.

Mr. IVES. I rise to propose an amendment. My amend-
ment embodies a proposition which this flouse has alroady
affirmatively declared, and it is in accordance with the
publicly expressed opinion of a gentleman who holds a very
important position in this House, namely, the Finance
Minister. It is an amendment calculated to affirm the
principle that the Act, before it goes into force, should be
supported by an actual majority of the votera in a county.
Now, there is a great deal said about temperance in this
H1ouse. There are certain members of this House who find
it necessary, not only to assert their own temperance
principles, but also to throw some doubt on the motives
and principles of others, and we have huard a speech
to-night which contained some allusions of that nature.
I think as long as we keep within the lines laid down

by the Finance Minister, who is recognised to be the
leader of the temperance party in the House and country,
we are perfectly safe, particularly as the principle he has
enunciated on this point have beuen proved by actual
experience to be sound. Now, it is quite evident, not only
in Canada, but from the experience of our neighbors to the
south, that in order to enforce this law it is necossary that
the public sentiment of the locality in which it is adopted,
should support it, and support it strongly. It is true that
the temperance people are zealous and active, but I am
sorry to see that their zeal and activity are, as a rule, dis-
played in a more remarkable degree in obtaining the pas-
sing of Acts than in seeing them enforced afterwards. They
seem to satisfy themselves in the majority of cases when
they cause the Act to be adopted in a county, but thoir
zeal very often cools and their subscriptions fall off after.
wards, and it frequently happons that they leave the law
entirely in the hands of the authorities to enforce. On the
other hand, those who are interested in the liquor traffic,
have a constant money interest in violating the Act, and
the result is that on the one hand the Act is supported by
sentiment only, without a money interest, and on the other
hand the violation of the Act is supported by a direct
money interest, and uÀess a large majority of the people
within the county are in favor of the enforcement of the
Act, it bas been in all cases that I have observed, a perfectly
dead lutter. Now, I mustgive the hon. gentleman who moved
the Bill, the hon. member for King's (Mr. Foster), the hon.
member for Brome (Mr. Fisher), and other hon. gentle-
man who are most prominent in advocating temperance
legislation in this House, the credit of being sincere and of
intending exactly what thoy ask. But there is this matter
which is worthy of their consideration: Is it going to fur-
ther the temperance cause in this country to cause the
adoption of the Scott Act on the wave of the present excite-
ment, in such a large number of counties, without, at the
same time, making provision for its enforcement. Is it not
possible that the temperance people in passing, or procuring
the passage, of the Scott Act in so large a number of the coun-
ties, in the past few months, have undertaken a larger task
than they will be able to perform, and that the reaction
which must follow from the fact that the Act will not be
enforced in many counties, will operate against the
Scott Act, against the cause of temperance, and will
actually retard instead of advancing the interests which
we must suppose these hon. gentlemen have in view. I
believe that such will be the case. I believe the Scott Act,
now that this contagion is passing over the country like a
prairie fire, bas been adopted in counties where not only
the majority of the people do not support it, but where a
large majority of the people are opposed to it, and that for
that reason i think it will ba found that it will be a dead
lutter in many counties where it is adopted, and the result
will be a reaction such as has occurred in many of the
United States, and the cause of temperaneu instead of
being advanced will be retarded by the course which has
been adopted. I propose an amendment which is simply a
second affirmation of a principle which las already beuen
adopted by a large majority in this House-not of this
Parliament, but of last Parliament-a principle which I
huard the present Finance Minister declare that he fully
concurred in and approved. I move in amendment to the
second reading:

That aIl the words after "that," to the end of the question, be struck
out, in order to add thei following: "In the opinion of this flouse the
Oanada Temperance Act should not go into operation except in such
counties as have adopted it by an actual majority of the votes upon the
votera' lists of such counties."

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I would like to ask if the
amendment is in order. The motion is for the second reading
of the Bill. The principle involved if we pass the second
reading, is that it is expedient to amend the Canada Tom-
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perance Act. That is the purpose of the Bill-we affirm
the principle of amending that Act. Now, if this amend-
ment passes, it is a more expression ofopinion by this House.
It is not even a declaration that it shal form part of the
Bill; it is not even a proposal to introduce a Bill to that
effect. The more declaration by this House would not
affect the Bill. If that resolution were passed, we should
have to introduce a Bill-because I think we cannot destroy
the motion for the second reading at any rate-we should
have to introduce a Bill for the purpose of putting this
particular provision in the Act, in order that it might be an
amendment to the Act. An expression of opinion by this
House is of no avail in altering an Act of Parhiament.

Mr..BLAKE. I think it is very questionable whether
the motion is in order. I was not at all aware that it was
to be moved and I have not recently looked at the rulings,
but if I recollect the principle aright, a motion in amend-
ment to the second reading of a Bill should be made in the
shape of a substantive resolution, which shall establish a
different principle of legislation as the proper principle of
legislation from that which is proposed in the Bill itself.
You do not move a negative to the Bill in the shape of a
resolution, but yon propose affirmatively some other princi-
ple as an appropriate principle of legislation over that pro.
prosed in the Bill. Now, the hon. gentleman's amendment,
it seems to me, might be an appropriate one, possibly, to
the Canada Temperance Act when it was before the House
in the shape of a Bill to be read the second time, as indicating a

rinciple of legislation different from that proposed in theBill.
Bt the Bill before us to-night is a Bill to amend the Canada

Tem erance Act in some particulars, not one which has
anything to do with the question of the numbers whose
votes shall be necessary to bring that Act into operation,
That is the law as it stands. It is untouched by the pro-
posal before us; and the amendment the hon. gentleman
proposes is an amendment directed to the establishment of
a different principle of legislation from that of the Canada
Temperance Act, and I doubt very much whether it is in
order to the second reading of the Bill. Of course, after
the hon. gentleman's affirmation in favor of temperance,
really his object is merely to strengthen the Jaws in favor
of temperance, but that object will be very far from being
accomplished by this amendment being carried, because the
result will be that ho will not have the amendments to the
Canada Temperance Act carried. He will practically defeat
this measure, which is, I am sure, the farthest from his
thoughts.

Mr. IVES. I wish merely to reply to the question raised
by the hon. member for Cardwell and supported by the hon.
leader of the Opposition. I have abstained from insinua-
ting sny hon. gentleman's motives, and I will not now
insinuate that the hon. gentleman who has just spoken has
more in view the votes of the supporters of the Scott Actt
on some other question than on the question of temperance.
I will not insinuate that, although he has insinuated that my
object was not to support the principle of temperance. I
quite agree that upon the second reading of a Bill, a motion
hke the one I have had te honor to move, to be in order,
must attack the principle of the Bill, unless that Bill is an
amendment to another Bill when the motion made will b
in order if it attacks the principle of either the amending
Bill or the Bill proposed to be amended. That is the
exception to that rule, and in this case, under the excep-
tion to the rule, my amendment is clearly in order,
as attacking the principle of the Bill proposed to be
amended. But it also attacks the principle of the Bill
now before the House. That Bill proposes amend-
monts in a certain line. This amendment proposes the
substitution of another amend ment to the Bill proposed to
be amended, in the place of those proposed in the Bill
which the hon. member for Lanark ske should be road the

MIr. WmTn (Cardwell),

second.time. What the result may be does not affect the
question at all. There is no relevency in the argument that
the amendment would have the effect of defeating the
second reading of the Bill. The question is, does the amend-
ment attack the principle of the Bill now before the House,
or of the Act which the Bill now before the louse seks to
amend ? If it does, as I understand the leader of th Opposi-
tion to admit, so far as the Bill to be amended is concerned,
then I maintain that the amendment is in order.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I think, on looking at the
authorities, that the amendment is in Qrder, as it contra-
dicts the principle of the Bill which is now before the
House. It is stated in May:

"It is aiso competent to a member to move as an amendment ta a
question, a resolution declaratory of some principle adverse t), or differ-
ing from, the principles, policy, or provisions of the~Bill,

I think this amendment is in order.

Mr. WITE (Cardwell). Thon it is a negative to the
motion for the second reading.

Mr. BLAKE. Under these circumstances, after the ruling
you have made, this is a proposai to negative the second read-
ingofthis Bill. Now, if we were engaged in the discussion of
the second reading of the principal measure of which this is
an amendment, the question the hon. gentleman proposes to
raise, not indeed in the form ho raises it, but in some form
or other-might be open to very serious consideration. Tho
question of the degree of public support in any locality,
which is essential to the real vitality and to the effective
operation of a measure of this description, ii one carofully
to be considored on all occasions. 1 entirely agroe, and
have heretofore in this House expressed my agreement,
with those who say that unless there is a very considerable
preponderance of public opinion in a locality, it is extremely
unlikely that a measure of this description will bo effectu-
ally supported. But we are not now considering the second
reading of the Canada Temperance Act at all. It was passed,
it appears, from a statement made, not in this Chamber,
but in the Opera House in Ottawa, with the consent of both
parties sometime ago. I perceive that the leader of the
Government, who is not in his seat to.night, stated before
a large body of people, who do not entertain the m->st
friendly feelings towards the Canada Temperance Act, that
ho supported it; it was passed under the Administration of
my hon. friend from East York (Mir. Mackenzie); so that
we have the best assurances that the leaders of both
political parties at that time sustained the measure. It has
been on the Statute Book fur some years. My opinion with
reference to that measure is, that it is the duty of the
Parliament of this country to give it a fair and reasonable
trial-to give it the opportunity of being put in operation,
according to its terms, in the counties in which the voice of
those who the Legisilature so unanimously, with the assent
of the leaders of both political parties, agreed should be
adequate in order to its being put in operation, and to give
that opportunity for the period which the Legislature pro-
vided it should be enforced in order that it might be
fairly tested. My hou. friend's proposed amendments
are amendments directed to the discharge, I will ha'rdly
say of the discretion, but of the duty of the legislature
which brings such an Act as this upon the Statute Book.
In every great pioce of legislation of this description there
are necessarily some amendments to be made, because it is
almost impossible to frame a Bill, involving so many details
of execution, so perfectly as to foresoe and outwit the
difficulties which are sure to be occasioned by the obscu-
rities of verbiage or the subtleties of interpretation or the
contradictions of the different courts. Now, without pledg.
ing ourselves to every word and sentence of these proposed
amendments, as I understand their general scope, they are
dsigned to carry out the obyious and plain intent of the

952



COMMONS DEBATES.

Legislature wheu it passed the Act in question. They are
amendments necessary to have that fair trial which I
bespeak for it, which I think it is entitled to have; and it
was in that view that some time ago, when the hon. mem-
ber for North Lanark proposed the introduction of the Bill,
that I suggested that the Government should facilitate its
consideration: and it was in that view that I was amongst
those who voted that it should beread the second time to-
night. I say it is important that the Temperance Act
should have a fair trial. If you find after that fair trial that
the voice of a larger majority than those who vote for it
in the different counties is essential to its practical opera-
tion-if such is the result of such practical experience as we
have agreed to give, unless, of course, we recall our agree-
ment which we are entitled to do-thon it will be time
enough after that for the hon. gentleman to propose his
change. But, as I said on the question of order, the present
proposal is one which prevents us from remedying these
admitted defects, it prevents us from giving it the fair trial
to which any legislation of this kind is entitled, and at the
same time it does not accomplish the object of the hon.
gentleman, because it is not even the first stop towards the
introduction of an amendatory measure in the direction ho
wants. You pass the resolution, and the second reading of
the Bill is defeated; the resolution stands there and no Bill
is introduced to give effect to it; so that you lave the
Scott Act defective in the parts in which it naturally
requires to be amended, and defective in the part in
which the hon. gentleman says it requires amendment.
There is difficulty with reference to the hon. gentleman's
proposal besides that. I will ask hon. gotlemen who are
sitting here, whether on the side ofthe minority or majority,
I would ask particularly those who say they represent an
overwhelming preponderance of the popular vote of this
country, to sum up the vote and to ascertain how many of
them would fulfil the conditions which the hon. gentleman
proposes for the expression of popular willin this particular
case. How many of them would undertake to pol aun
absolute majority of the votes on the voters lists of the
counties they represont ? Is that which is deemed amply
sufficient to direct the public affairs of this country not to
be deemed sufficient in this case? What becomes of the
boasts of hon. gentlemen opposite that they represent the
overwhelming force of public opinion? Are these boasts to
be held good in the case of all political questions, all
parliamentary questions, and all governmental questions;
but in this particular case that test would break
down. You hear boasts of a great political victory
when there is a majority of 50 or 60 or 70, as
there was the other day in the county of Northumber-
land, bocause a majority of 38 or 39 became a majority of
80. Hon. gentlemen opposite say in that there was a plain
indication of the public sense and feeling of this country.
Is it so? Hon. gentlemen opposite say yes, but they object
to anythiug les than an absolute majority of the whole of
the electors of the West Riding of Northumberland being
sufficient to decide whether the Scott Temperance Act
should be put in force or not. They have one law and one
measure. We hear a great deal about a majority of 70 in
the one case, but that majority would be considered of no
account in the other. This proposal I believe to be in
substance if not in form, in practice if not in words, a
proposal to render the operation of the Scott Act impossible.
Such are the difficulties to get the electors to the poll; it
would be practically impossible for any person to poll an
absolute majority of all the registered electors in any
district in favor of the question. You compare the majorities
with the minorities, that is the ordinary test you apply to
matters of popular election. We are engaged to-night in a
business which it is the duty of Parliament, that has passed
by unanimous consent an important piece of logislation, to
undertake, namely to remove difficulties in the way of that
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Act being carried into practical execution. For my part,
I would give my support to any measure essential to give
the Canada Temperance Act a fair -trial in this country, and
I heartily oppose this amendment, the result of which would
be not merely to defeatýthe Bill, but to establish a principle
of legislation which I conceive would be utterly unwork-
able.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Having twice in this House
voted in favor of the principle of this amendment, when
moved lu amendment to the Bill before the House, I desire
to say a word or two to explain the reason why I intend to
vote against it to-night. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Blake)
who bas just spoken commenced by declaring that this is a
peculiar kind of legislation, that it is a law which requires
for its successful operation that there should be a large pre.
pondering public opinion in its favor in the localities
where adopted, and ho admitted ut the start it was a fair
question whether there should not be something more than
the mere majority of votes cast, whether there should not be
something to indicate that prepondoring sentiment in order
to justify the Act going into operation. If that is the
case, I do not see where comes iu the argument based upon
the election of members of Parliament. Members of Parlia-
ment must be elected, and it does not require a preponder-
ating sentiment in a county in order to jusify the election
of a member to Parliament or to carry out the ordinary
operations of constitutional Government, in so far as those
depond upon the election of members to the luse. Having
admitted in the first instance that this is a peculiar law,
a law requiring a large prepandorance of public sentiment,
I cannot sce how the hon. gentleman can object to the prin-
ciple of the amendment on the grounds that members of
Pariament could not be elocted in this way. It seems
to me that if we wore deahing with the question of
amecnding the Act itsolf or the enactment of the Act
itsolf, apart from the particular amendmonti in th Bi.l now
before the House, it might be a question whether the
majority of the whole of the votes on tue voters' lists shoald
be required to put into operation the Act, or whether three-
fifths of the actual votes should be the majority required for
the adoption of the Act. I entirely agree in what the han.
gentleman has said iu regard to the amendment, that its
effect would be to negative the motion for the second read-
ing of the bill. This bill is to provide the machinery
necessary to give effect to the Scott Act. That Act is a
law of the country, which some 50 counties in Canada
have already adopted, and which from the point of view
even of those who are opposed to the Act or who have
doubts of its successful operation, should have the oppor-
tunity of having such a fair trial as will enable the people
te determine by actual experience whether the law is to
have permanent application in the country. For that
reason we ought not to negative the bill, and although it
may appoar inconsistent on my part, I propose to vote
against the amendment, reservng the right te discuss al
amendments as they are proposed when they come up in
Committee of the Whole.

Mr. MILLS. It seems to me that whether we approve
of the principle of a simple majority or of the principle
requiring something more than a simple majority before
putting this Act into operation, it is clear that the House,
unless it desires to defeat the measure altogether, should
not pass the amendment put into your hands. Now, take
an ordinary voting list; if this amendment is carried there
will be no neocessity of voting against the proposition to
adopt the principle of the Temperance Act in any constitu-
ency. All that it would be necessary to do would be for
those who were opposed to the Act to remain at home, and,
unless there was an actual majority of ail the names upon
the votera' list recorded it would not come into operation;
tliere would be no object in taking a negative vote at ail.
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If you look at any voters' list you will see that almost every
property owner has -his name entered for every separate
and distinct piece of property. I took up the other day a
voters' list for a town in the west, and I found that some
property owners were on it as many as thirteen times. I
was told in one town where the Act was adopted that, if
they were to take the name of every property owner upon
a petition in favor of the Scott Act there would
still be an apparent majority in the constituency against
the Act, because the names of the parties appeared
so often upon the voters' list on account of the
number of different pieces of property for which they were
assessed, so that a man who might be the most ardent
supporter of the Act, not being able to record bis vote in
favor of the Act for every piece of property ho owned, would
appear to be fourteon or fifteen times against the proposi-
tion which he supported. That would be the effect of the
proposition the hon. gentleman has submitted to this House.
You carry it, and, unless you had an overwhelming majority
of the votes recoided in favor of the Act, those who would
fail to vote and those whose names were on the voters' list
more than once would be always sufficient to defeat the
measure. Then, supposing this amendment carried and a
real majority of the voters supported the Act, how are you
to determine whether there has been a real majority or not ?
You look at the voters' list, how are you to know, without
a scrutiny of some sort and an investigation, whether the
name of John Brown or Thomas Jones that appears half a
dozen times represents different parties or the same party.
It seems to me that it is perfectly preposterous to think
that such an arnendment, if adopted and made a part of the
Cana-da Temperance Act, could be put into practical opera-
tion. It would require an extraordinary investigation in
every case to determine whether there had been an actual
majority of votes polled or whether there had not.

Mr. WATSON. If this amendment passed, it would
effectually kill the Canada Temporance Act in Manitoba,
bocause probably not one-third of the names that appear on
the voters' list represent actual residents in the Province,
and it would be impossible to pass the Act. Changes are
required to make the Act more workable. It was passed
in the county of Marquette four years ago, it was declared
to be in force, but some hotel-keepers thought they could
sell liquor independently of the Canada Temperance Act.
They attempted to do so, they wore brought before a jastice
of the peace who convicted them, but it was found that the
Act was unworkable there, and the justice of the peace had
to pay heavy costs for convicting parties illegally under the
Canada Temperance Act. It is of the utmost importance
that, if it remains on the Statute Book, legislation should be
passed by this House to make it workable.

House divided on amendment of Mr. Ives, p. 951.
YEAi:

Messieurs
Bain (Soulanges)
Baker (Victoria),
Bergeron,
Cameran (Victoria),
Oarling,
Desjardins,

Allen,
Alion,
Armstrong,
Auger,
Bain (Wentworth),
Baker (Missisquoi),
Béchard,
Bell,
Benoit,
Bernier,
Blake,
Bl ndeau,

Mr. MILLS.

Dodd,
Dupont,
Hall,
Ives,
Kranz,
McGreevy,

NSAY:

Patterson (Essex),
Pruyn,
Small,
Tassé,
Weldon.-17.

Messieurs
Dickinson, Macnmter
Dundas, McMillan Vaudrenil),
Fairbank, McGraney,
Farrow, McDougald (Pietou),
Ferguson(Leeds kGren)McLelan,
Fisher, McNeill,
Fleming, Massue,
Forbes, Mills,
Foster, Montplaisir,
Gault Paint,
Geogrion, Paterson (Brant),
Gillmor, Platt,

Bourassa, Gordon,
Bourbeau, Grandbois,
Bowellt Hackett,
Bryson, Harley,
Burpe, Hay,ameron (Hluron), Heseon,
Cameron Cnverness), Hickey,
Cameron (Middlesex), Hilliard,
Campbell (Renfrew), Holton,
Caron, Hemer,

artwright, Hurteau,
Casey, lunes,
Caggrain, Irvine,
Catudal, Jackson,
Cochrane, Jamieson,
Cockburn, Jenkins,
Colby, Kaulbach,
Cook, Kilvert,
(Jostiga.n, King,
Cuthbert, Kirk,
Daly, Landry (Kent),
Davies, Langelier,
De St. Georges, Langevin,
Uesaulniers (Mask'ngé),Macdonald (King's),
Desaulniers (St.M'rice),

Pope,
Rinfret,
Robertson (Shelburne),
Scriver,
ShakespeaMe

aSokerville (Brant),
Somer.ville (Brute),
Springer,
Sproule,

Sutherland (Oxford),
Taylor,
Trow,

Vanase,
Wallace (York),

Wi~te (Gardwell),
White (iastings),
Wilson,
Wood(Brockville),
Wood (Westmoreland),
Woodwortki.-109.

Amendment negatived.

House divided on motion of Mr. Jamieson for the second
reading, p. 949.

Y&AS:

Messieurs

Allen, Dickinson, Macdonald (Xing's),
Allison, Dundas, Maemaster,
Armstrong, Dupont, McOrane
Auger, Fairbank, McDougal (Picton),
Bain (Soulanges), Farrow, McLelan,
Bain (Wentworth), Ferguson(ueeds&Gren)McKullen,
Baker (Missi, quoi), Ferguson (Welland), MoNeil
Baker tVictoria), Fisher, Mills,
Béchard, Fleming, Montpiir,
Bell, Forbes, Paint,
Benoit, Foster, Paterson (Brant),
Bernier, Gault, Platt,
Blake, Geoffrion, Pruyn,
Bourassa, Gillmor, Reid,
Bourbeau, Gordon, Rinfret,
Bowell, Grandbois, Robertson (Shelburne),
Bryson, Hall, Scriver,
Burpee, Harley, Shakesper
Cameron (Huron), Hay, Somerville (Brant)
Cameron (Inverness), Hesson, Somerville (Bruce)
Cameron (Middleser), Hickey, pnger,
Campbell (Renfrew), Hilliard, Sproule,
Cartwright, Holton, Stairs;
Casey, Homer, Sutherland (Oxfoid),
Casgrain, lunes, Taylor,
Catudal, Irvine, Trow,
Cochrane, Ives, Vail,
Cockburn, Jackson, Vanasse,
Colby, Jamieson, Wallace (York),
Cook, Kaulbach, Watson,
Costigan, Kilvert, White (,gtAqwl)l
Cutibert, King, White (Raotings),
Daly, Kirk, Wilson
Davies, Langelier, Woode(rookvin),
De St. George@, Langevin, Wood(Westaponlnd",
Desaulniers (St.M'rice),Lesage, Woodworth.-108.

NAYs:

Messieurs

Bergeron, Dodd,
Blondeau, H rteaI
Camaron (Victoria), Krana,
Carling, McMillan (Vaudreuil),
Desaulniers(Maski'ngé)Massue,

PateTRso (Essr),
Pope.
Tasué
Weldon.-15.

Motion agreed to, and Bill r,04 th,:>anant4tne

House resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committeo.)
On soution 2,
Mr. CAMBRON (Victoria). I wish to repeat the objec-

tion which my hon. friendfrom Cardwell (Mr. White) raised
to the form of the Bill, and whicb I had previously pointed
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out. I have been tryig in vain, after some minute careful
attentön, to undersfamd what the effect of this second clause
is. I have id a copy of the original Bill before me, and
even iith it witlk>ut the whole being written ont consecu-
tivelj, it la impossible to understand the true scope of the
second clause. I think my hon. friend really ought to have
the Bill YreàM-at any rate, ifat s'ction of it-that it may
be asbitelligble. I woeald like my hon. friend to state,
now that we are in committee, the meaning of the Bill,
which ho decliked todo en thie second reading.

lb. JAMIESON. It seems to me that no confusion can
arise by ahllowing the Bil to stand in its present shape. I
do iot propose at present to make any change in it. Any
persün takin g the íiginal Act and the amendment and read-
ing theni oWr together, can readily understand the change
propoed, in fact it is very simple. I have it here on a
copy of the Caada Temperance Act, and I do not see any
difficulty in colinection with the matter at all. The change
is simply this, that we leave the quantity to be prescribed
by the medical man at his own discretion, simply striking
out the words "l to be in quantities of not less than one
pint ;" and that necesitated a change of two or three other
words in order to make the sentence grammatical. That is
the whore change in that section, with the addition of a
clause prescribing a penalty for every medical man who
gives a crticate colorably. It is simply adopting the law
as it stands at present in the Province of Ontario, and it may
be the Iaw, alse, in some of the othér Provinces.

Mr. EICKEY. I would like to move an amendment to
section 2, in line 15, by adding after the words "incorpo-
rated village," after the word "township " in the 6th line.
I do this because a judge in the county of Dundas held
that he did not think they had power, under the Act,
to give a license in an incorporated village for the town-
ship in which the village was situated, or for a village
separate by itself.

Mr. FISHER. I think we had better not allow this
amendment to pass-not that I have any objection at all to
the amendment in its form or substance, but we have been
contending this evening for the privilege of carrying this
Bill as far as possible with the object of getting it through
all its stages this evening, so that it may have a chan-ce of
becoming law this Session. I believe by the rules of the
House, if any amaendments are made to the Bill to-night in
Comiittee, they canndt % read a second tinre and concurred
in to-night, whereas, if the Bil passes through Committee
without amendment, we iah read it the third tirne and pass
it to the Senate. ithink the amendment now proposed is
really of littie consequence, in a large majority of cases,
although in one or two constituencies it may perhaps
involve a little difmoulty. But if it is r1ally thoughttôbe
absolutely necssary, eould we not make the amendment on
the third reédiag?

Mr. I1ÛSEEY. I have no objection to hold the amend"
ment over, providîng I have an opportunity to move it at a
future tüîe. Blèesides, this is not the only amendment I.
wouil lk te o motoe. I think we ought to have a fair oppor-
tanity to discAs the matter. I do not wish to block the
Bill, by any means; I want it to go through.

Mr. CARERON (Victoria). I think it is an extra-
ordibal proposition that the Committee should abrogate
its poweoitad pass this Bill through the flouse without
one 8iniple word of afteration, although the Bill may re-
quire AïIelhdment in its phraseolog and in its substance;
becaUte its friends tell us plainly that they do not want the
Bill d'l4ydfrot its third reading; that we are not to alter
one afftl ltter of this sacred Bil that has been introduced,
and that it was so perfect that ail our legialative talent can.

not improve upon it. When the hon. member, who sits
besides me, points out that a great injustice and wrong is
done by the former Act, I submit that this Committee
should certainly not abrogate its functions at the modest
request of the hon. member for Brome (Mr. Fisher).

Mr. BOWELL. With reference to the remarks made by
the hon. member for Brome, I am of opinion that he is not
sti-ictly correct in his rendering of what are the rles of
order with respect to amendments. My impression is that
concurrence to any amendments which may be made in
Committee can take place, and the third reading imme-
diately follow. The word "stages" means the first, second
and third readings, and they cannot be taken on the same
day except by a unanimous concurrence of the House. But
an amendment can be moved to-night in Committee, con-
curred in to-morrow or the next day, and the third reading
take place immediately afterwards.

Mr. BLAKE. I think we can concur at once if we please.
The Minister of Customs is quite correct in saying our rule
is that no more than one stage can be taken in one day,
except by general consent, it being understood that a stage
means a reading. But all the immediate proceedinge can
be taken if we please at one sitting, on one day, or the
same day.

Mr. BOWELL. That is what I intended to convey.
Amendments are made, and when they are concurred in the
third reading can immediately take place ; so the objection
taken by the hon. member for Brome te the amendmenit
wbuld have no effect.

Mr. FISHER. If that is the case, I withdraw all opposi-
tion to the amendment. It was offered only in conse-
quence of my desire to hurry the Bill through without loss
of time.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The rule is as follows

Ail amendments made in Committee shall be reported by the Chair-
man to the House, which shall receive the same fortbwith."

So there is no difficulty about the matter.

Mr. COSTIGAN. It must be remembered that through.
out the Lower Provinces most of the villages are not incor-
porated.

Mr. McNEILL. The inhabitants of a village, which did
net happen to be incorporated, might run the risk of dying
of Canadian cholera for want of a littie brandy.

Mr. COLBY. They would fall within a township or
parish.

Mr. FISHER. The only difficulty is where a village
exists in a township, and by the terms of the original Act
it was supposed that the licenses to sell for medicinal pur-
poses would not be given to a village but be given outside a
village, in the township. Generally one license will be
sufflcient for both the township and village, but it is more
convenient to have it in an incorporated village rather than
outside in the township. I believe that is the reason the
word "incorporated village " was inserted. We know the
commissioners are not obliged to give licenses to every
incorporated village or parish, but only where they deem it
necessary in view of the public interest.

Section as amended, agreed to.

On section 3,
Mr. BOURBEAU. J had intended to propose an amend-

ment to the second clause of the Bill in these terms :
That the priest or minister of any religiousi denomination in any

city, town, or parish, be allowed to grant certificates for medical pur-
poses,
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We know that in some places and parishes there is no
modical man, and it is very unpleasant for persons who
desire to obtain some liquor for the sick to be compelled to
travel a great distance to a medical man in order to procure
bis cetifcate.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Ministers are liable to do wrong
as well as doctors. It would be unfair to ask them to
perform this duty.

Mr. FISHER. There is a slight danger in the amendment
proposed. The hon. member for Drummond and Arthabaska
(Mr. Bourbeau) las in his mind solely the priests of his
religion, and in their case I believe no difficulty would
occur. And in that case I believe as a rule there would be
no difficulty at all, because it is clearly understood at all
times and in all cases who those priests are. But I am aware
that there are some sects in some sections of the country in
which it is difficult to define who are the ministers, priests,
or clergymen, and if Vou adopt such a principle as the one
proposed it would bedifficult to say where we should stop.
It is possible, too, that ministers of the Church of England
are easily enough found, and are well known, and no doubt
the same is true with regard to the Methodists and some
other denominations, but there are others-

An hon. MEMBER. The Plymouth Brethren, for
instance.

Mr. FISHER. There are others such as the Plymouth
Brethren and other sects, which will occur to the minds of
hon. gentlemen, in which it would be difficult to say who
would corne under the category and who would not. I
think as a rule where a medical certificate is really
required, it is required after and in consequence of con-
sultation with a medical man, and when a medical man
considers it in the light of a prescription.

AMr. HICKEY moved that the following words be added
to the third section of the Bill:-

Nothing in this Act shall apply to all medicines held, prescribed, or
administered by physicians of regular standing in counties in which
such license is granted.

It is well known that a great many physicians have to
make up their own medicines, and sometimes it might be a
question whether they should have a right to buy wines or
liquors in quantity to make up their tinctures, etc., and I
move this amendment in order to put any doubt in the mat-
ter aside. For instance, we make our wine of colchicumn,
and we must have quantities of wine for that purpose, and
my object is to make it clear that nothing shall interfere
with our being able to do so.

Mr. SPROU LE. I think the amendment is a very im-
portant one when we remember the great differences which
exist in reference to the interpretation of the Bill. It
would be impossible for medical mon to get along in
many parts of the country without having the power
to keep those wines for the purpose of making up their
tinctures and various wines, such as pepsine wine,
wine of ipecac, or any of those drugs which are usually
manufactured from sherry wine or dilute alcohol. Now
the amendment does not touch the principle of the Bill
in any respect. It only says that it shall not apply to
regularly qualified medical men. If we have the power
under the Bill at present, the amendment will do no harm,
and if we have not, this will give us the power.

Mr. BLAKE. Is there any particular instance of incon-
venience which bas arisen? fHas any medical man been
prosecuted, or found himself obstructed in any way, or is it
only a case of tender conscience ?

Mr. SPROULE. I think we have the same right to ex-
ercise our conscience as the hon. the leader of the Opposi-
tion bas, and I think we have the right to make the lan-
guage so plain that it will not be misunderstood. I say that

Mr. Bouann.

although cases have not arisen out of which lawsuits have
grown, still, differences of opinion have been expressed by
men who believe they are intelligent enough to interpret
the law. We have the power to remove this doubt, and I
think we should do so.

Mr. IVES. I believe that doctors of Halton county have
found fault that they have been so restricted in the matter
of prescribing liquor.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). Why does the hon. gentle-
man in charge of the Bill propose to strike out the last
clause of the present Act? Surely, if the thing is so danger-
ous and improper, if a conviction for improperly keeping it
for sale bas been obtained, the forfeiture clause should re-
main in. Then I understand that the other amendment is on
the side of mercy. The present Act provides that the fine
shall not be less than $50, or more than $100, whercas the
amendment takes away the discretion of the magistrate in
the matter. I move in amendment that it be "not exceed-
ing $50 or $100."

Mr. JAMIESON. The reason for striking out the words
in the last section is in order to avoid confusion. Of course
legal gentlemen would not fall into any difficulty in con-
struing the law, but a magistrate who is not skilled in law
might come to the conclusion that simply because the
words "not less than " were in, he would be justified in
exceeding that sum. As to striking out the latter clause it
seems to me it should never have been in. There is already
a searching clause giving power to efficers, after certain
steps are taken, to seize and destroy any liquors sold, but
really the latter part of this 100th section is very indefinite.
It might mean, for instance, that a bottle of liquor from
which liquor had been sold should ho destroyed, or it might
mean that the whole stock of liquor on hand in the place
should be destroyed. We wish to strike it out to avoid
that difficulty. It is a matter of fairness on our part to our
opponents. We think if should be out, and there is certainly
a good deal of nonsense in it.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I agree with you there.
Mr. JAMIESON. As a matter of fact, perhaps, the

whole liquor has been drunk in reference to which the
offence was committed, and we think it would be botter and
clearer if the clause were struck out.

Mr, CAMERON (Victoria). Who is to take the liquor
in respect to which the offence bas been committed, when
it las been drunk ? Who is to get it, and how is it to be
abstracted from the person who drank it ?

An bon. MEMBER. It will be abstracted by natural
process.

Mr. JAMIESON. We cannot consent to the amendment
of the hon. member for Dandas (Mr. Hickey). I never
heard of any difficulty of the kind, and I do not think any
real difficulty would arise. If there was a necessity for an
amendment of this kind we should have heard something
about it. I have no doubt that the medical gentlemen do
not like to be fettered in a matter of this kind, but still we
must preserve the Act in such a way as to prevent abuses
from arising.

Mr. HICKEY. There is some doubt about the matter as
it stands, and if this law contravenes the law under which
medical men are practising I think it would be an injustice,
and that all doubts should be removed in reference to the
matter. It would simply be absurd that physicians should
not have the right to make use of such liquors and wines as
they require in their preparations, and in such quantities
as they may think fit. As the mwember for Grey (Mr.
Sproule) remarked, physicians practising in the country
are obliged to have a large stock. Those physicians who
live in the country are obliged to have large stocks, to keep
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wine and brandy, and to prescribe them, and it is just as
well to bave the matter settled so that there will be no fear
of any difficulty.

Mr. McCRANEY. In reference to the remark that
dropped from the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe
(Mr. Ives), in regard to the county of Halton, I wish to
say that I have never heard a physician complain thaï he
bas not had all the liquor required to compound his medi-
cines, and I do not think the clause the hon. gentleman
proposes is necessary at all.

Mr. WILSON. I cannot conceive that any difficulty can
arise such as the hon. gentleman mentions in reference to
the use of liquor in a physician's ordinary practice, at pre.
sent there are very few physicians who keep either brandy,
wine or other liquors in their offices as ordinary medicines.
I think very few physicians, in fact, make up their tine-
tures and own prescriptions. They are generally prepared
by druggists, and I do not see any reason or justification
for placing the physician in this position, or for allowing to
him the free distribution of liquors, which would, in some
sections, cause a great deal of difficulty, and to a great1
extent, prevent the good effects which the Act is intended1
to have. Therefore, as a physician, I can see no necessity
for the amendment, and I think we had better allow the
Bill to go through as it was originally introduced.

Mr. SPROULE. I must say that my experience differs
entirely from Dr. Wilson's in this respect. I have been a
practising physician for nearly 17 years, and for 12 or 14
years I made my own tinctures and wines, and a very large
majority of the medical men in my county do it at present.
It is not the custom for medical men living in large towns
or in cities to make them up, but those who have to bring
them 20 or 25 miles do. Another reason why they do it is
that when they make them themselves, they know what
they are using; but when the medicines are imported from
a drug store, they are not always of high strength or of high
quality. Mest medical mon in my section of the country
at any rate make their own wines and tinctures, such
as ipecac and pepsine wine, and they are obliged to keep.
diluted alcohol, sherry, port, and other wines, and they
usually keep brandy. They are kept by medical men who
are strictly temperate as well as by those who do not profess
the same principles.

Mr. FOSTER. These amendments became necessary
chiefly from difficulties that arose in actual experience in
the working of the Act. No doctor has stated to-night that
any actual difficulty has arisen in this regard, and so I think
we had better wait until some practical difficulty arises
before we pass this proposed legislation. We have just been
obliged to put in certain amendments to meet the case of
some doctors who might not have professional honesty
enough to be proper in their prescriptions. If to obviate a
difficulty that bas not arisen we open a door by which these
same doctors can dispense liquor ad libitum, we create an
evil greater than the one we are trying to prevent,

Mr. IRVINE. - Although the Act has been four years Mi
operation in my county, I am quite sure, from the expe-
rience we have had of some of the physicians there, we
should not give them any larger power. Of course it would
not do to give any more particulars, because I see the bon.
Minister of Customs is there, and he might publish them;
but I would advise him to take some advice from persons
acquainted with the working of the Act, and I would not
give the physicians more liberty or power than they
have now.'

Mr. BOWELL. It is quite evident that the hon. gentle-
man has as poor an opinion of the physicians of his county
as of the merchants who do the smuggling.1

Mr. IRVINE. It is not of the merchants who do the
smuggling, but of the gentlemen who are paid large salaries
to prevent them doing the smuggling.

Mr. SP'ROULE. I must say that the arguments of the
hon. member for King's, New Brunswick (Mr. Foster) do
not appeal to me with great force. He says we are to
make only sucb amendments as are fonnd to be essentially
necessary. In my county, where the Act is expected to
be in force next year, under this provision the medical
mon would be unable to carry on their business as they
have been in the past.

An hon. MEMBER. Oh, nonsense.
Mr. SPROULE. The hon. leader of the Opposition

may be able to argue a question of law, but he is not
possessed of all the knowledge in this House, and we have
as good a right to know what we are speaking about in our
own professional lino as the hon. gentleman bas in his; and I
say, that if the amendment appeals to our intelligence as
an improvement in the working of this Act, we have the
same right to make the amendment before the Act comes
into force as after it is brought into force and the difficulty
is discovered.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman is mistaken as to the
person who used the phrase. I will not say what I think of
his remarks, but it was not I who said, "Oh, nonsense." I
admit that he has quite as good a right to his opinion, and
to express it just as freely and fully as any one; but I have
not been able myself to understand how any practical diffi-
culty can arise in this contingency. I cannot understand
how a medical man is placed in any position of embarrass-
ment ; it may be so, but I do not see it. Then I asked if
during the ears of our experience of the Act any difficulty
has arisen, b ut I cannot get an answer. I do not say that
a difficulty may not arise; but if no one can point out how
a difficulty can arise, I am afraid we are making difficulties
instead of preventing them, and that there may be more
wine and alcohol and less druge dispensed, than if the
amendment was not introduced.

Mr. HICKEY. That is the very reason, I think, why
this measure ought to carry. This is to say that the phy-
sician can prescribe what he thinks proper, and as unfortun-
ately there are temperance people so fanatical that they
would object to a physician prescribing a small quantity of
brandy, it is necessary that some amendment of this kind
should be passed.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). The words of the clause
contains no exception for medical mon, and in the absence
of any exception the clause would apply to medical mon.
I understand the amendment of my friend to declare that
this clause shall not apply to cases of modical men keeping
liquor for purely medicinal purposes.

Mr. BLAKE. As the Committee now understand from
the hon. member for Dundas, that the purpose of this
amendment is to permit the medical fraternity to keep
liquor not medicated and prescribed for medical purposes,
I have no objection to their prescribing brandy, or port
or other liquor, but the liquor should be bought from
licensed persons.

Mr. FERGUSON. I understand the change is simply to
allow medical men to purchase alcohol for the purpose of
medicinal preparation.

Mr. BLAKE. There is nothing to prevent that.
Mr. FURGUSON. No hon. gentleman will pretend that

any medical man in this country of any standing will keep
brandy and wine for the sake of retailing it to his
customers.

Mr. HICKEY. There are medical men in the country
who live 25 miles away from any place where liquor io

1885. 961



COMMONS DEBATES. APRiL 8,

sold. They have no object in retailing liquor, bar there
should be nothing in this Act to interfere wit1h the advan-
tages physicians require.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). If we give this privilege to
the medical men, the Scott Act will not work as many wish
it to work. Physicians are no better, than other mon,
and they require to be restricted as well as others. They
must have some object in this amendment or they would
not press it so strongly.

Mr. SPROULE. It is quite evident that the hon. mem-
ber never practised medicine and never h ad to find a remedy
at a very out of the way place. I could point out to him
in the countios of Grey and Bruce places where, if he were
located there as a modical man, ho would have to travel
eighteen or twenty miles to got what he wants for medicinal
purposes. Would it be roasonable to restrict the power of a
medical man to prescribe for his patient. It may be all
very well in towns, but when you come to the back country
where there are no drug stores and whore you are several
miles away from any liquor store, it would not be reasonable
to prevent medical men from keeping such liquor as was
necessary to the carrying on of their profession.

Mr. McCIRANEY. No doubt the hon. member for Dundas
is quite sincere, but I am perfectly satisfied if he had the
experience we have had in the county ofHalton, ho would not
move his amendment. No doubt, most of our physicians
are honorable men, but I could take him to a place not a
thousand miles away where, if that amendment should pass,
there would be open shops set up in opposition to 'every
drug store in the town. I feel it to be my duty to oppose
that amendment.

Mr. FISHER. I think I have a point which, if fairly
considered, will dispose of the right of medical men in this
matter. If you will consult the fourth sub-section of section
99, you will find that, where a medical practitioner gives a
cortificate to obtin hiquor as a medicine, he has to have no
interest in the sale thereof. That is considered to be the
safeguard, that ho shall not be interested pecuniarily in the
sale. If the proposition of the hon. member for Dundas
(Mr. Hickey) were carried, that would be of no effect,
because thon the medical practitioner would be materially
interested in the sale of the hiquor. He would be giving a
certificate to bis own patient to buy the liquor from himself,
and would make bis own profit. I have no idea that the
hon. member for Dundas, or any man of his standing in his
profession, would do such a thing, but we know that there
are a number of practitioners in the country who are
influenced by pecuniary considerations, and who have
deliberately set to work to make the Scott Act inoperative.

Mr. SPROULE. I look upon the remarks made by the
hon. member for Brome as a direct insult to the medical
profession. This Act is hodged around enough with
restrictions to prevent medical men giving certificates
improperly. This does not say they are to expose it for
sale or to sell it, but to use it for medicinal purposes. If
they use the liquor for any other than medicinal purposes,
the temperance people should show it, and thon there is a
direct violation of the law, and there is nothing to prevent
a medical man being called to account any more than any
one else. Why there should be a clause to prevent medical
men using what they consider essentially necessary for the
restoration of health seems to me very extraordinary.

Amendment negatived.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). There is another class of pro-

fessional men in the country of whoso interest in this measure
I have heard lately in consequence of lotters I have received
from my own constituency, that is, the veterinary surgeons.
There is no provision by which a veterinary surgeon can give
a certificate to obtain liquor for use in the practice of his pro-
foesion. When I got the letter, and I may say it came from

]Kr. 1B1oKr.

two veterinary surgeons in a county in which the Scott Act
is net in:force, I wrote to Dr. McEachren of Montreal, who
is known te aomu excneedingly good autbority ohn sbjoôts
of that kind. He wrote to the effect that, in the practice of
veterinary surgery, very often they had to use beer and
spirits with cattie, as an absolute necessity, Under the law,
a veterinary amrgen could not give a certiflcate to obtain
that liquor, and therefore he could not get it in that way.
If power were given to him to give a certificate, the diB-
culty would arise as to the cost of the liquor at these ordi-
nary places, where everbybody knows that the liquor
sold, if it be honestly sold, under the conditions of
the Scott Aet, is sold at. a price much higher thah in
ordinary trade when sold for beverage purposes, and, as the
use of it for oattÂe can hardly be said to be the use as a
beverage, and there is not much risk, if it is confined to
that, of its being used as a beverage, I propose to add the
following as the fourth section :-

It shall be lawful for duly licensed veterinary surgeons to have in
their possession, for use exclusively in the practice of their profession,
spirit sand beer, not ereeeding five gallons of each at any one time, pro-
Vided that the said veteqinary surgeons shal be subject to the penalties
prescribed in the Canada Temperance Act of 1878 for selling or other-
wise disposing of such spirits or beer, except as a medicine in the
practice of their profession.

Mr. JAMIEBON. I will certainly not consent to the
amendment in the shape in which it is. I think that, if any
permission or autbority is given to a veterinary surgeon, it
should not be in excess of the authority given to a medical
man, and cortainly that is much more extensive than the
authority which medical mon have. It has been suggested
by some hon. gentleman behind me that, if that passed here,
every old horse and cow in the country would be sick. As
far as I am concerned as having charge of the Bill, I am
decidedly opposed to any wholesale amendment such as
that is.

Mr. WRITE (Cardwell). I am quite aware that there
is a disposition to put down any amendment moved to this
Bill. he hon. gentlemen who have charge of it, and who
are acting in the interest of their own views, and who are,
as they have admitted themselves, not ordinary members
of Parliament, but acting for a committee outside of Parlia-
ment, have taken control of the House. I am making no
charge, they have adnitted it in the House. My hon.
friend from Brome (Mr. Fisher) openly stated that, though
other Bills were in the hands of private members, this was
the Bill of a committee of gentlemen outaide of Parliament.

Mr. FOSTER They are all members of Parliament.
Mr. FISHER. The Legislative committee of the Domin-

ion Alliance are all members of Parliament.
Mr. WHITE. It makes no difference. They are a body

of gentlemen not known to Parliament, whether they are
members of Parliament or not, and there seems to be a dis-
position to reject any amendment that does not come frorn
that committee. I would suggest to these hon. gentlemen
that they cannot complain, at al events since the first vote
on the question of precedence, of any want of fairneus in
dealing with this measure to-night. I think the House has
shown a disposition to assist them in every possible way to
get an Act on the Statute Book which wilt give full effect to
the Canada Temperance Aot. But here is a case in which
there is no provision made. Hion. gentlemen here may
laugh at the idea of all the horses and cows getting sick,
but the farmers in the country, when they send for the
veterinary surgeons, find it a serious matter. If we amended
that and gave power to the veterinai y surgeons to pre-
scribe and give a certificate, the farmers would find that
they would have to pay three or four times the price for
what they have to get in larger quantities than are neces-
sary when it is given as ordinary medicine. If I had
known that this would have come up to-night, I would have
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had Dr. McEachren's letter hre. This liquor hia to be
taken in much larger quantities for cattle than for indi
viduals.

Mr. MILLS. Oh, no.

Mr. WHITE. I admit that the hon. gentleman's capacity
may besuch that he can contradict me. But I am speaking
of medical prescriptions ordinarily given to an individual
as compared with the quantity of liquor that is usually
stuffed cwn theothroat of an animal. Now, I propose that
the veterinary surgeon may have this liquor by him when
the animal is brought to him, and if hoeis found disposing of
it otherwise than in the practice of his profession, thon ho
is to be subject to all the penalties of the Act. I think the
hon. gentlemen will find there is more feeling in the coun-
try on the subject than they have any idea of. The amend-
ment does not in the slightest degree interfere with the
Canada Temperance Aot in so far as the use of liquor by
individuals is concerned.

Mr. FISHER. I think the hon. gentleman attaches more
importance to this matter than the public do. I do not
think his contention is correct in principle or practice. It
is not at all reasonable that a veterinary surgeon should be
placed in a superior position to that of the ordinary physi-
cian in respect to this matter. The hon. member for
Cardwell said that prescriptions for animals would be so
much larger that probably the ordinary druggist would not
be able to supply them.

Mr. WHITE. No; I said they would charge such a price
as would make it a serious matter for farmers.

Mr. FISLIHER. As a matter of faat I think theêdouggists
who hold these licenses would supply the liquors at the
ordinary profits. They are under the sanie rules as the
vterinary surgeons would be, 'and would have the same
competition. In the country parts veterinary surgeons are
few and far botween.

Mr. WHIT. lIn Ontario they are rather nunmerous. In
my constituency there are at least four, which is equal to
one in each towmahip.

Mr. FISHER. At all events, I do not think there is a
veterinary surgeon for every township and incorporated
village in the Province of Ontario whore, under this Act,
a man may ho licensed to sell. There would be just as
mach competition amongst the druggists for the sale of
liqnor for the use of cattle as thore would be among the
veterinary surgeons, and I do net think they would charge
any higher than the surgeons. For myself, I would be
disposed to give veterinary surgeons the right to issue cor-
tifeastoe arties to obtain liquor for siek animale, but I
do not think the veterinary surgeons should be allowed to
keep the liquor themselves. It would be giving them a
greater privilege than we give physicians, and I do not
think they hold a higher position in society than the. ordi-
nary phyeians,

Mr. WHITE. I do not propose to continue; the discus-
sioa. We have seeneuough it know that the hon.gontlmen;
eemmand the House on this subject. If they will consider
Uhatnetioe has been given, and if they will not take the
technieal objection which they might take on- the third
rasding of the Bil.-because we agree in. the general prin-
ciple-I shall withdraw the amendment with the view of
moving it on the third reading, having first agreed with the
hmn. gentlemen opposite as to the form in which it shall be

r BMÂK1. There is no such rule as the hon. gentle-
man supposes, that applies only to private Bills. The hon.

gentleman has a right to move his amendment on the third
- roading.

On section 5,
Mr. HICKEY. I would like to have the producer of

cider, in sub-section 5, section 99, put under a difeeent
eadingthan heis here, and I ntend to move an amend-

On section 6,
Mr. WELDON. I think a vicions principle is involved

here, which is making ex post facto logislation. It is setting
aside the decision of the courts, a practice which is entirely
prohibited in the United States. I doubt whether, after
this Parliament has given civil rights and rivileges to
persons, we have any right by legislation to destroy them.
Under the 92nd section certain rights are given to parties
by Act of Parliament. Parliament may take away those
rights, but whether Parliament can give rights to parties
and subsequently take them away by retroactive legislation
is a matter of considerable doubt. Now there. are many
matters connected with the Scott Act which come under
this category, the Supreme Court of New Brunswick
decided that the 145th section entirely repealed certain por-
tions of the Scott Act. Now, all we have got to do is to
repeal that section. The 141st section provided that
nothing should impair the provisions of the Scott Act, in
general terms; but when the 145th section came in, it
specifically provided in regard to penalties and prosecu-
tions, and that offences under the Canada Temperance Act
should be offences against theLiquorLcense Act, and should
be prosecuted under that Act. The result was that the New
Brunswick court held that the 145th section, being an express
section, cut down the general provisions of the 141st section.
If you eliminate section 145 out of the Liquor License Act
you have section 141 of the Scott Act in full force. That was
quite right and proper, but the Act went on to declare
what was intended by section 141, stating that it did not
mean what the words express. First it is ex-post facto logis-
lation, and a very serious constitutional question might
arise with respect to it; and, second, such legislation
embodies a vicious principle, as it interferes with cases
before the courts. The object of the mover of the Bill
would be carried out by repealing section 145, and reserv-
ing the rights of parties now before the courts. I move in
amendment:

That section 6 be struck out, and the following inserted in its place:
Section 145 of the Liquor License Act, 1883, is hereby repealed, and pro-
vided that this Act shall not apply to any prosecution commenced, and
now pending.

Mr. JAMIESON. Of course there may be, perhaps,
other parties in addition to myself who will have some-
thing to say in respect to this amendment; but as the
amend ment affects the Liquor License Act 1883, in respect
to which there is some litigation pending as to the consti-
tutionality of the Act, I may say that the question was
eonsidered by the committee, and they thought proper to
frame the 6th section in order to avoid any difficulty about
repealing any part of the Act. So far as regards the hon.
gentleman's contention in respect of ex post facto legisla-
tion, I agree with him in the main, if there is any question
of property involved in it. But it seems to me that the
question involved is quite distinct from the question of
property, and there is nothing wrong in allowing this sec-
tion to romain as framed at present. Unless a man has
committed a violation of the provisions of the Canada Tem.
perance Act ho wouId not be convicted, and the question is
whether it is right for this House to permit a party to
escape punishment, when ho has been guilty of an offence
under the provisions of the law, simply on a legal techni-
cality. I believe it was thoroughly understood at the time
the amendment to the Liquor License Act was passed that
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none of the provisions of that Act should in any way impair
the provisions of the Canada Temperance Act, and if a dif-
ferent construction has been placed upon that Act by the
courts, they are not interpreting the Act in accordance
with the intention of Parliament.

Mr. WELDON. There are certain measures framed for
the protection of the public. Every man should be pro-
tected in his full rights; but it is attempted, by this Act, to
declare that for offences committed before the passing of it,
parties shall be liable to fine and imprisonment. Ex post
facto legislation is not applied to cases pending before the
c>urts, except in very extreme cases. The most famous
case is that connected with the publicacion of the ffansard
Debatee, and the right to pass it was very strongly ques-
tioned, not only by the judges, but by the press of England
at the time. That was a very peculiar case, in which the
publishers of Ifansard were sued for libel for reports of the
proceodings of the House of Commons that were published,
and it was discovered that the publishers could not shield
themselves under the authority of Parliament. It was in
the public.interest that ex post facto legi!ation in that case
was passed, and it is the ouly caFe within my recollection
in which pending litigaLion has been interfcred with.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have great respect for the
hon. gentleman, the member for Lanark (Mr. Jamieson),
but I suppose he did not intend that, because his committee
met and framed a bill, this House should take that Bill
word for word. In this case the motion of the honorable mem
ber for St. John (Mr. Weldon) would not destroy the
object which the promoter of the Bill has in view, that is to
say to punish, according to the law of the day, transgres.
sors of the law. But it would have the result of not giving
a retroactive effect to the law. Why should the hon. mem-
ber for Lanark and bis committee try and secure a retro-
active effect for the Bill in regard to cases in which the
courts of law have decided that certain parties in question
have not transgressed the law, and yet under the section as
proposed they would be made liable to fine and imprison-
ment.? I do not think the House would agree to that,
and I hope my hon. friend will consent to the amendment.

Mr. JAMIESON. The hon. the Minister of Public Works
has quite misunderstood my remarks with reference to this
question. It was out of consideration to the Government
that we framed the clause in this way, as it was thuught
that the Government possibly would not consent that any
part of The Liquor License Act of 1883 would be repeaied,
pending subsequent litigation in reference to the question.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. But you are repealing it.
Mr. JAMIESON. I think not.
Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). Certainly you are.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It says:

" Section one hundred and forty-five of 'The Liquor License Act,
1883,' is hereby repealed, and it is hereby declared that the true intent
and meaning of the said Act was and is that the provisions of ' The
Canada Temperance At, 1878,1 relating to offences, penalties and
punishmenta and the procedure relating thereto, were not and are not
affected or impaired by any provisions of 'The Liquor License Act,
1883,' or any Act amending the sane.''

Thorefore, I think, the hon. gentleman in saying that he

Act, and substitutes a clause with regard to penalties under
the McCarthy Act. If we repeal that 145th clause I think
it is understood that there would be no provision for the
prosecution and the enforcement of penalties under the
Scott Act, and it was so that there might bo resinstated
the clause which that 145th section practically repealed that
we addod these words. If the hon. gentleman's amendment
is .such that in the minds of the legal gentlemen of the
House it will not have the effect of doing away with the
clauses of the Scott Act which relate to the prosecution and
the penalties under the Scott Act. I think there will be no
great objections to according it. Our only object was and is
that the mode of procedure in prosecutions under the Scott
Act and the obtaining of penalties, should remain as they
were originally in the Scott Act and should not be changed
as I believe they were under the McCarthy Act.

Mr. IRVINE. I wish to say that the Canada Temper-
ance Act, as passed by the Parliament of 1878, was, per-
haps, as perfect a piece of legislation as was ever enacted
by any Parliament. It stood the assaults of its enemies in
every direction; it stood all attacks on the ground of con-
stitutionality; it stood a fusilade of attacks from the Bench
and the Bar of New Brunswick, and the only ground upon
which it was ever found fault with, was in the case of some
counties, which were not under a License Law, and that was
a condition of things which no legislature could foresee. In
every other instance it was not assailed successfully, until the
lawyers of this legislature undertook, in 1883, by its deliberate
act, to destroy that Bill by adopting the McCarthy Act, and
the Supreme Court of New Brunswick has decided as we
have heard. How has it operated upon us ? Prom
that time until now, the liquor vendors, after a short
interval, have been selling liquor right along. In
the first place the Supreme Court ordered a
stay of proceedings in eleven cases. They were kept
pending in the court for 15 months, and the Supreme Court
refused, or neglected, or purposely delayed giving a decision
and in the meantime the liquor vendors were pursuing their
righteous or unrighteous calling for months. The temperance
people were disappointed by the debiberate action of the
lawyers of this louse, by the consent of this Government.
I have no objection to the amendment carrying, but I think
in fairness and in equity that the loss which the country
has sustained in that direction should be saddled on the
lawyers of the House, or on the Government if they please,
and I hope as honest men they will pay it.

Mr. BLAKE. I understood from the hon. member for
Noi th Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) when the subject was alluded
to, that this addition was inserted by him, at the instance
of the hon. member for King's, N.B. (Mr. Foster), who
was afraid that dreadful consequences would befall the
Scott Act if something was not done to keep that Act all
right, and this was done ex majore cautione as we lawyers
say.

Mr. POSTER. Give it to us in English.

Mr. BLAKE. "For greater caution," I tell the Professor
-so that no ill consequences might follow, and we see what
good consequences have followed it.

Mr. POSTER. I do not think the hon. gentleman is quite
did this in deference to the Government has mistaken the correct. I do not think the bon. member for ]North
mark in showing that deference. Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) stated that I suggested the

clause, but he stated it was put in, in order to
Mr. FISHER. I think the object which the Minister of make sure-a thing which I was anxious to make sure-

Public Works has explained is the object of the framers of that the clauses of the Scott Act should not be impaired. I
the Bill. As I remember when discussing the question the am sorry I was not so able and astute a lawyer as the hon,
object in putting in the rest of this clause further than the member for West Durham (Mr. Blake), I could then have
simple repealing of the section was this: As that section had a legal appreciation of it, and probably would have been
stands to-day it practically repeals all the clause of the Act able to judge as to what would have been its bearing. As
which relates to the prosecutions and penalties under the I did not I had to depend on those who had. Thîat clause

Mr. JAMmISON.
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came before the House ; the leader of the Opposition was
in the House when it was put there, and with his legal
acumen and desire to see the Scott Act kept intact it was
his business to sec that it was not interfered with.

Mr. BLAKE. I made several efforts to keep the hon.
gentleman right; and if my efforts had succeeded he would
not have had a McCarthy Act, and he would not have had
this blemish in the Scott Act at all.

Mr. WELDON. As I stated before, the object is to pre-
vent the Scott Act being interfered with; and 1 am per-
fectly willing to put in a proviso that the provisions of that
Act shall not be interfered with.

Mr. BLAKE. It is quite certain that the Scott Act
answers its purpose; and all we want to do is to make
sure that its original provisions are in full force and vigor.

Mr. WELDON. The interpretation Statute provides:
That when an Act is repealed by a subsequent Act, and the
subsequent Act is repealed, the repeal of the subsequent
Act does not revive the former statute. If that were held it
might impair the Scott Act, or questions might arise with
regard to it, and I propose to change the amendment.

Mr. FOSTER. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the hon.
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) will sec that this
amendment is al right.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not profess to be able to see that it is
all right at a moment's notice. The lon. gentleman and
his friends passed through the McCarthy Act, the provi-
sions of which we are now engaged in discussing, "in the
wee sma' hours ayont the twal'." It was something
like 4 o'clock in the morning when they forced the
McCarthy Act through, and it was impossible to deal with
that clause. But I will do my best to keep the hon. gentle-
man right; I am sorry his guide and mentor is not there;
I will do my best to keep him right ; but I will not b re-
sponsible.

Mr. FOSTER. Another little inaccuracy. This amend-
ment was not made in the "wee sma' hours," but at an
afternoon Session.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). While this amendment is
being prepared, I should like my hon. friend from North
Lanark to give us a statement of the constitution, history,
and procedure of the mysterious body called the commit-
tee that seems to be answerable for this legislation. I have
heard it mysteriously referred to as having been in secret con-
clave either inside or outside of this House. My hon. friend
beside me says they are all members of the House. Then
they had the benefit of the higher wisdom, and more expe-
rienced knowledge of some distinguished members of the
Upper House who were on this committee. There is such
an air of mystery surrounding it that I think the time
might be profitably occupied by the lon. member for
Lanark giving us its history.

Mr. JAMIESON. I have one reply to the hon. member
for North Victoria, although I shall not do as ho asks me.
I see he is a little "riled," and I can understand the rea-
son. HEle was quite indignant at the breach of privilege
attempted here to-night, and at the unconstitutional man-
ner in which we were proceeding; but it occurs to me that
if he had looked in his desk he would have found a motion
similar to the one I made, by which ho was going to place
that little Bill of which he was the foster-father instead of
the hon. member for North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy), at the
head of the paper, when I happened to catch the eye of the
Speaker first; and my Ion. friend's little game was up, and
of course ho had thon to turn his speech upside down.

Mr. CAMERO19 (Victoria). My lon. friend is entirely
mistaken. If I had looked in my desk I would have found
no such paper, and it was not my intention to make a
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motion to put the Bill of the hon. member for North
Simcoe at the head of the paper. I did, however, under-
stand from my hon. friend that he proposed to let the Bill
of the hon. member for Cornwall be disposed of before the
temperance matter was discussed, and I thought it was
hardly proper that he should have forced that discussion
on, and therefore defeated the Factory Bill. But in order
that we may profitably occupy the time, I shall move that
the following section be added to the Bill now before the
louse :-
Sub-section five of section ninety-nine of "The Canada Temperance

Act, 1878," is hereby repealed and the following is substituted therefor :
5. Provided also, that any producer of cider in the county or city,

or any licensed distiller or brewer having his distillery or brewery
within such county or city, may thereat expose and keep for sale such
liquor as lie may have manufactured at such distillery or brewery as
aforesaid, and no otherj and may sell the same at such distillery or
brewery, but in quantties of not less than ten gallone, or in came of
aie or beer, of not less than eight gallons, at any one time, the sane to
be wholly renoved and taken away in quantities of not less than ten
gallons, or in the case of ale or beer, not leos than eight gallons at a
time.

The object of that amendment is to remove the gross injus-
tice which the distilling and brewing interests are subject
to in counties in which the Scott Act has been brought into
force. Any outside brewer can sell in quantities of 10 gal-
lons and upwards, while those living in the county and
buying barley from the farmers of the county, cannot sell a
drop. The result is that the smaller brewers have been
absolutely ruined in those counties in which the Act has
been passed, because, if they cannot sell in their own county,
they find it impossible to sell at all. If the advocates of the
Scott Act, inside or outside of Parliament, wish it Vo be
enforced and to command the respect of the people, they
should endeavor to see that it is placed on a foundation of
equity and justice, and fairness to all. The present provision
of the Act is most unfair to a large class of the community.
It is working ruin to a number of most respectable men who
have invested their money in these smaller breweries, and I
ask the advocates of the Act to remove that gross injustice
under which these men are laboring.

Mr. WELDON. I propose to amend this clause by add-
ng the following :-
Section 145 of the License Act of 1883 is hereby repealed, provided,

however, that this Act shall not apply to any transactions heretofore
commenced and not pending, and provided that notwithstanding the
repeal of the said section, the provisions of the Canada Temperance Act
of 1878 are hereby revived and declared to be in full force, and as valid
and effectual as they were prior to the passing of the License Act of
1883.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). It requires a little time to
appreciate the force and effect of that amendment, and I
would suggest that my hon. friend should bring it up on the
third reading. I do not want to be reproached hereafter, as
some have been with having beenhere when improper
legislation was passed and with not having corrected it,
though a lawyer.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. 1 think this goes much
further than the hon. gentleman said in the first instance.
If the hon. gentleman stated that after the repeal of this
clause, the promises of the Act of 1878 were revived in
so far as they related to this clause, I would understand that,
but he takes advantage of the amendment to declare that
the provisions of the Canada Temperance Act of 1878 are
hereby revived and declared in full force and are as effective
as they were previous to the passing of the Liquor License
Act of 1883, so that by this amendment he repeals the
provisions of the Act of 1883. I do not say that is his
intention, but I must say this goes much further than ho
explained to the Committee. This is an important amend-
ment and it would be botter if the hon. gentleman would keep
it for the third reading, and put it on the Notice paper so
that we may see the eftet ofit on the Act of 1883.
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Mr. WELDON. My feeling would be to continue the
amendment as I first proposed, because I am satisfied that
the 141st section keeps the Scott Act in force, but I do not
wish ,to do anything to interfere with the Canada Temperance
Act of 1878.

Sir HECTOIR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentleman stated
to the Committee that this clause was a repeal pure and
simple, and had no retroactive effect, but it goes much
further and I would ask the hon, gentleman to give notice
of it.

Mr. WELDON. I will adopt the suggestion of the hon.
gentleman.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). This clause should not be
accepted in full. We ought not to legislate as to the practical
intent and meaning of the Act contrary to what the courts
have said is the true intent and meaning, and as the hou.
member for St. John (Mr. Weldon) is going to propose an
amendment, I submit that the words after the word " repeal"
be struck out.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The clause might be adopted
by leaving out all after the word "repealed."

Mr. FISHER. If that ls done on the understanding that
the amendment will be moved, I have no objection to it.

Section agreed to as amended by striking out all after the
word "repealed."

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I renew the motion I made
that sub-section 5 of section 77 be repealed. The clause I
read is the first clause of the Bill introducel by the hon.
member for North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy), and my object
is to formulate the principle that these distillers and
brewers, more particularly the brewers in counties where
the Scott Act is in force, should not be placed at
the disadvantage under which they now labor. I
see that my hona friend (Mr. Fisher) is shaking his head.
I suppose he is the mouthpiece of the wisdom of this secret
tribunal, which dictates to this House what shall and shall
not be passed, and I presume decided against this unfortu.
nate clause. But in the name of what is fair and right, in
the name of legislation which is worthy of this louse, I
ask this Committee to seriously consider this question, and
not refuse to do justice to a large class of the community. I
know of two cases-one that of a gentleman who invested
$55,000, and another that of a gentleman who invested over
865,000 in breweries near Barrie and Port Hope, both of
which passed the Scott Act. The breweries did a local
business, and every dollar invested will be lost and
destroyed by the passage of the Act. Yet there is no com.
pensation to them, while brewers in the adjoining county,
where the Scott Act is not in force, can come in and sell
liquor in these counties in which the Scott Act is in force.
What sense, what right is there lu allowing a brewer lu the
town of Belleville or Whitby, lu which the Scott Act is not
in force, to sell his beer to be used in Northumberland and
.Durham, the adjoining two counties, where the Act is in
force, and in which the brewers there cannot sell their
liquor. You take away the trade and business and property
of the brewers in the counties in which the Scott Act is in
force, and give it to the brewers in other counties, in which
the Act is not in force.

Mr. JAM1ESON. The hon. gentleman might as well at
the outset ask us to repeal the whole Canada Temperance
Act as to consent to this amendment. It is not necessary
to go into an elaborate argument again to-night. I would
say although it is an apparent anomaly in the law.

Mr. CAMRON (Victoria). It is a roal anomaly.
Mr. JAMIESON. It is not a real anomaly. The framers

of the Canada Temperance Act knew what they were doing.
It is a pro ition laid down by prohibition and temperance1

Sir OOR LANGEVIN.

mon that drunkenness prevails in proportion to the facilities
for getting the drink. If men have to go ontside for liquor,
they will not likely get it so often as if they got it at
home, and to open the door that the hon. gentleman asks
would entirely destroy the efficiency of the law.

Amendment negatived.
Mr. BOURBEAU. I think this is the time for me to

move the following amendment :-
That in addition to the persons mentioned in sub-section 4 of section

99 of the above recited act, the following persons may grant certificates
for medical purposes :-The priest or minister ministering to or in charge
of the city, town, village or parish in which the person to whom tue
certificate is to be granted resides.

As I said awhile ago, in many parishes, especially in the
county of Arthabaska andi Drummond, where the Tem-
perance Act has been adopted, there is no medical man, and
it would only be doing justice if this amend ment should be
adopted. We know the clergymen are surely the persons
that will see that the certificate is given only to those who
require the liquors for medical purposes. I think they will
take care that no certificates are granted for the bad use of
liquors. They have charge of their community, they proach
against intemperance, and I think there is no fear that they
would grant certificates to persons who would make a bad
use of them ; so I do not expect that there will be much
opposition to this proposition, and I hope it will be adopted.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds and Grenville). I think this
proposition contains in itself a good reason why it should
nOt be adopted. It imposes new functions on the clergy-
man. It authorises him to grant a medical certificate,
which he is incompetent to do in his capacity as a clergy-
man, and it should not be adopted. I can understand that,
in some isolated districts where there are no villages and few
doctors, priests-and clergymen might be useful in that capa-
city, but to make it general, to apply it to the more thickly
settled districts of the older Provinces would practically
vitiate the whole Act.

Mr. BOURBEAU. I would have no objection that it
should apply to parishes where there are no doctors.

Mr. McNEILL. I think it would be very advisable to
have some amendment such as that proposed in country
places where there are no medical men. In my own riding,
I can think of a very thriving village which is removed
some 22 miles from any place where there is a medical man,
and people in that neighborhood are entirely without the
means of getting certificates. I think this is only reasonable
and right.

Mr. BLAKE. Would not my hon. friend consider that
the reason why the village is thriving is that it is 22 miles
from a doctor ?

Mr. McNEILL. I will not pronounce an opinion upon
that. I must leave the hon. gentleman to form his own
opinion.

Mr. FERGUSON. That is one reason why I especially
object to this clause. It is contendeqd even by many medical
men that alcohol in its various forms is a poison, and I
think that placing the power and the right of prescribing
in the hands of an unskilled person as to the nature and
character of the disease and the remedy, is an unsafe pro-
coeding.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). I would favor this amendment
if the wording of it covers the idea that has been expressed.
Perhaps there may be something in the objection of the
hon, gentleman who has just taken his seat. That clergy-
men as a rule may not have the medical skill and know-
ledge necessary to be able to prescribe at all times what
may be exactly required, but the House might rely upon
this, that they would never prescribe unless they bond de
believed it was necessary. They might alse rely upon this,
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that a clergyman would be the last person to whom an
individual would apply unless he really required the
certificate, because ho would know that he would
get a refusal. The hon. gentleman has said they might
not know the exact quantity to prescribe. I have
known a case where a medical man prescribed,
and I had my doubts as to the quantity. A
gentleman in good health came from a county where the
Scott Act was not in force, into one where it was in force,
ho came there to practise his profession, in fact, ho came
before the courts. When he was in the city, he remem-
bered that the Scott Act was in force, and that ho had for-
gotten to bring something with him. He met a doctor
and told him he had forgotten to bring what he was in the
habit of taking, and asked him to give him a certificate,
and he called a boy to take it to the place where it was dis-
pensed. I think I can prescribe for you," said the
doctor, "let me see your tongue, all right, go to your lodg-
ings and I will send you what is required." In a short
time, the boy came to his lodgings with a gallon jug, and,
to the man's utter astonishment ho had to pay for it, and
he said he did not think he was so bad as that. That shows,
I think, that medical men also may prescribe a little more
than is necessary.

Mr. FERGUSON. I see through the difficulty, le had a
bad tongue-he was a lawyer.

Mr. LANDRY. The tongue was no botter the next
morning. I think it was a little worse.

Mr. HICKEY. I think this would be a very strange
amendment to insert in this Bill, which says that medical
men who have studied their profession shall not prescribe
unless for medicinal purposes. I think it would be very
strange to allow any person else, no matter how good he
might be, to give prescriptions. No doubt there are many
good persons besides clergymen who might prescribe.

An hon. MEMBER. Lawyers.
MrI. HICKEY. Yes, even lawyers. But, if it is limited

at all, it should be confined as narrowly as possible; and, if
the gate is to be opened at all, why not give the power to
every good and sincere person in the community ?

Amendment negatived.
On section 1,
Mr. BAKER (Victoria), I wish to move an amendment

to this clause by which persons in British Columbia may
avail themselves of the Canada Temperance Act whenever
they may desire; I have been asked to move this amendment
to allow them to do so, so that no legal technicality may
stand in the way. As we have decided that the Canada
Temperance Act discussion shall have priority over all other
legisiation this evening, and inasmuch as my Bill claims
priority of attention on the notice paper to that of the hon.
member for Lanark, I think my amendment cannot be
objeeted to. I voted against the amendment of the hon.
member for Lanark, it is true, but I did so, not because I
was averse to temperance legislation, but because I was
opposed to giving it precedence over all the other Bills on
the paper. I move this amendment:

Wherever in the Canada Temperance Act, 1878, and the Aets amend-
ing the same, the word "county " is used, such word shall, when
applied to the Province of British Columbia, be regarded as meaning
an electoral district therein, in accordance with the divisions of the said
Province for elections, members of the House of Commons of Canada-;
and for the purposes of the said Canada Temperance Act, 1878, and
amending Acte, each electoral district within the said Province of
British Columbia shall include every town, township, parish and other
division or municipality, exoept a city, within the territorial limits of
such electoral district, and also within a union of electoral districts
where united for municipal purposes; Provided always, that whenever
the said Province shahl have been divided into counties, and a regular
municipal organisation established in each of such counties, the said
Act, as amended, shall apply to the said counties; And, the notice pro-
vided for in otion six of the said Act shall, so far a it relates to

British Columbia, be deposited in the reglstsy offices in the respective
electoral districts, or in the sheriffs' offices in such districts.
It does not affect in any particular the Canada Temperance
Act; it simply opens the door to British Columbia to
adopt that Act.

Mr. POSTER. If I remember rightly that is similar
legislation to that granted by this Parliament to Manitoba.

Mr. BAKER. Nearly word for word.
Mr. HICKEY. I beg leave to move:

That section 5 of section 99 of the Act first above cited is hereby
amended by striking out the words "introducing cider into the county
or"

If the Act covers it, I am satisfied, but as it seems to me
doubtful, I would like to bave the matter settled. I think
it is too bad that a person manufacturing eider cannot sell,
to a neighbor.

Mr. COLBY. The object of the hon. gentleman's amend-
ment is to remove the supposed penalty clause for the sale
of unfermented cider. If I rightly understand the Act there
is no penalty for the sale of unfermented cider. The Act
simply prohibits the sale under penalties, of intoxicating
liquors. It is a question of fact for the court to decide, in a
given case, whether the liquor sold is intoxicating or not.
f it is proved to be unfermented liquor, if the alcoholie

fermentation has not commenced, then I think there is no
penalty whatever under the Act; and if that be the object
of the hon. gentleman's amendment, I think it is wholly
unnecessary.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). In the county of Stanstead,
when this matter was discussed, I think my hon. friend
stood alone among legal men as to the interpretation of this
clause. There were documents circulated in that county
by legal gentlemen of his own and adjoining counties,
declaring a differentinterpretation of the Act. As I under-
stand it, it is simply to remove all doubts on the subject.
I have no doubt whatever that my bon. friend's legal
opinion upon that question carried the Act in Stanstead
county.

Mr. FISHER. There is this objection to the proposition,
that if this change is made in that section, fermented eider
could be sold in counties under the Scott Act. The object
is to prevent eider of an intoxicating quality from being
sold in those counties. I think the opinion of the lon.
member for Stanstead is probably a correct one, as it is at
least in accordance with common sense. If so, the object
of the hon. member for Dundas is obtained under the Act
as it stands, while if the proposed changes were made, I think
there would be serious danger of intoxicating liquors being
sold under the name and in the shape of cider.

Amendment negatived.

On section 8,
Mr. WELDON. I would call attention to the general

form by which any person eau lay an information. At pre-
sent, under the Act, information can be laid by the collector
of Inland Revenue or by any person. I have no objection
to the information being laid in a general form when it is
laid by the collector, but it is giving too much power to
any other person to lay information in a general form. I think
any other person than a collector should be required to lay
information under oath. As it stands any person could
make information and put a party to a great deal of expense,
and he could not be indicted for doing so.

Mr. JAMIESON. I cannot see the necessity for the
change suggested. It is admitted as a general principle of
law that, when a man is to be deprived of his liberty, infor-
mation must be laid on oath ; but in cases under the License
Act or the Canada Temperance Act the firat process is tg

1885.



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 9,

soue a summons. The same reason as has been urged might
be applied to other kinds of litigation.

Mr. WELDON. The Act very properly provides that
information may be laid by a collector of Inland Revenue,
but where it is laid by any other person the protection
should be given of a statement made on oath.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. As it is very late I would
suggest that the hon. gentleman give notice of bis amend-
ment for the third reading of the Bill. There is a good
deal of force in the remarks he has made, and it is hardly
fair that a respectable person, perhaps a leading man in the
place, should be taken -before a magistrate on a warrant

ecause some one says he las been selling liquor against
the law. This siatement should be made under oath, so
that if it is not true the party may be prosecuted for his
acts. I think it is a protection that should be
given to the citizens, because the individual may be a
more informer without possessing any reason for
filing the information against the person in question. A
man does not like to be dragged in that way before a magis-
trate, and be told that it is an error and you can go home.
There is a good deal of force, I repeat, in the remarks made
by the hon. member for St. John, but I think he had better
give notice of his amendment and bring it up on the third
reading of the BilL

Mr. JAMIESON. This form is taken from the McCarthy
Act.

Section agreed to.

Committee rose and reported.

Mr. JAMIESON. I desire to enquire whether the Gov-
ernment will not afford facilities for the third reading of the
Bill ere long.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN.
can take place on Monday.

I suppose the third reading 1

RETURNS ORDERED.

Return giving the names of all persons to whom round net fishing
licenses were granted during 1884 to fish in that portion of Lake Erie
under the supervision of William Prosser, Fishery Warden; also a state-
ment in detail of the amount received for each of sucb licenses with the
name of the person from whom received and the total amount received
during the said time.-(Mr. Lister.)

Copies of all correspondence and contracts entered into relative to
the purchases of Tug-barges, Dredge and machinery used on Red River,
a detailed statement of the cost of the.same, the time when the worà of
dredging was commenced and discontinued, the quantity of dredging
completed and the depth of water drawn by the Government Tug Sir
Hector.-(Îr. Watsoan.)

Return showing the date of completion of the main line of the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway from Winnipeg to Brandon, from Brandon to
Moose Jaw, from Moose Jaw to Calgary, the dates on which each section
was opened for traffic, the dates on which such section was inspected by
the Government engineer, with all Orders in Council, papers and cor-
respondence affecting the tariff rates for passengers and freight upon
such line, not already brought down.-(Mr. Watson.)

Statement of all sumo entered in the public accounts of Canada as
having been expended for railways, canals and navigation in British
Columbia, the North-West Territories, Keewatin, Manitoba, Ontario
Quebec, New Brunswick, Prince Edward Island, Nova Scotia proper, ana1

Cape Breton Island up to the lst Jannary, 1885 ; also, the superficies and
population of each of the said divisions of Canada respectively.-(Mr.

'anasse.)

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 2:25 a.m.,
Thursday.

Mr. JAMIESoN.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

THURSDAY, 9th April, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PUAYRs.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I rise to state that there
is no information received by the Government at all con-
firmatory of the sensational reports about the advance of the
Indians north of the international boundary. I have a mes-
sage from a reliable source at Calgary, a gentleman who
has a great deal of information, and he does not believe in
these reports, and thinks they are got up by interested
parties.

ENQUIRY FOR A RETURN.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to ask whether the Govern-
ment, as they stated yesterday that they bad the subject of
the return from the Grand Trunk Company under consider-
tion, are in a position to state now whether they have
arrived at any conclusion, and what that conclusion is.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We had other matters
before us to-day, and I think my hon. friend must allow
that to stand over till Monday, as Saturday is a dies non in
the House, to give us an opportunity of taking the matter
into consideration.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 113) respecting proofs of entries and books of
accounts kept by officers of the Crown-(from the Senate).-
(Mr. Chapleau.)

FURgISHING OF MAIL BAGS.

Mr. JACKSON asked, Are the mail bags used for carry-
ing mails furnished by contract or otherwise ? If by contract,
when will the present contract expire, and what is the
contractor's name, and where his residence or post office
address ?

Mr. CARLING. The mail bags were let by contract,
based upon the lowest tender, to S. & E. Borbridge, Ottawa,
terminable at the will of the Postmaster-General.

PATENTS ISSUED AT PRINCE ALBERT,

Mr. BLAKE asked, What is the number of patents issued
to settlers in Prince Albert, North-West Territory, and the
neighborhood, in each of the years 1882, 1883 and 1884?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. During 1882, 10 patents
were issued, covering land in Prince Albert and district;
in 1883, 75; in 1884, 161.

'MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the present Minister of the
Interior was absent from Canada in the year 1883, or in
the year 1884, and if so, for what period of time ? And
what Minister discharged the duties of Minister of the
Interior during such absence ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The present Minister of the
Interior was not absent from Canada after he became
Minister in 1883. In the year 1884 he was absent from the
24th May to the 16th August, and during his absence the
Prime Minister discharged the duties of Minister of the
Interior.
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Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman has not answered all

my question. I asked whether the present Minister of the
Interior was absent during the year 1883. I did not say
after he became Minister of the Interior, because it is weil
knowù that the hon. gentleman was discharging the duties
of Minister of the Interior before he became Minister; and
my question generally was, whether he was absent in 1883,
and for how long?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not know, I bave not
got the arswer. I have given the ans wer that was furnished
to me, and I will get further information if the hon. gentle-
man requires.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-LAND REJECTED
IN RAILWAY BELT.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. leader of the
Opposition, yesterday, asked a question which I can answer
to-day. It was:

"Has the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company rejected any lands
outaide the railway belt? If so, how many acres in sonthern Manitoba,
and how many elsewhere?"

My answer is: The area of land rejected outside the rail-
way belt in southern Manitoba is 40,9i0 acres; elsewhere,
110,080; altogether, 151,040.

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS ON WEDNESDAY.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Does my hon. friend speak for his
whole party ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes. I will say that my party is
unlike any other party in the House-they do not differ
among themselves.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). On this matter my
allegiance is somewhat divided, because I agree with the
hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell). I have
a qualified, divided allegiance. Of course my primary alle-
giance is to the leader of the Government, but I have a
secondary allegiance to the leader of the Independent party;
and in this matter I must say that I sympathise with the
remarks of my leader in front of me (Mr. Mitchell). Of
course it is usual at this period of the Session that Wednes-
days are taken from private members, but this Session I
think it is very desirable that further.time should be allowed
for the disposal of public Bills and Orders. The character
of the business of that class is such that I think insufficient
time is given to the discussion of it in this House. A great
many of the most important questions affecting the good gov-
ernment of the country are brought before the House under
that class of business. I grant that there is some foundation
for the statement that members in charge of Bills of
that kind do not press them with sufficient energy
during the earlier period of the Session. But that is
unavoidable from the character of the business. Business
of that kind requires that public opinion should be passed

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that for the remain- upon it; members require an opportunity of consulting
der of the Session Government measures should take their constituents, as weIl as other parties, on these
precedence, after Routine, of all other business on Wednes- measures; and it is quite impossible for a member who has
day. charge of a Bill oftliat kind, satisfactorily to himself or bis

fellow members, to bring it up at an earlier period of the-Mr. BLAKE. Of course, if Government decides to pre- Session. For these reasons I think that on the whole thesent this motion, there is no use in resisting it; but it seems public advantage would be better secured ifithe Government
to me that, having regard to the quantity of business in the were able, consistently with the proper despatch of the
hands of private members, and the character of some of it, business of Parliament, to leave to the private members
it is unfortunate the hon. gentleman should propose that Wednesdays untouched, for the disposal of public Bills andGovernment business, which has been so much delayed up Orders to the end of the Session.
to this time, should take possession of all the days, practi.
cally, for the consideration of Bills. When Thursday was Mr. CAMERON (Huron). it is not the fault of
taken some time ago the hon. gentleman promised that private members that this kind of business does not make
thore would bc a fair opportunity for the disposition of greater progress. A good deal of the fault lies on the
public Bills in the hands of private members, but thei shoulders of hon. gentlemen opposite and the officials.
assumption of Wednesday as well does not lead one to the For instance, on the 5th February last I introduced a very
conclusion that that opportunity will ccur this Session. important Bill, in the passage of which I was sure to have

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The lion, gentleman says the sympathy of many members on the other side of the
Government business was delayed. IT has not been delayed Honse, and it was only printed in French the day before the
this Session longer than usual for many previons Sessions. Easter recess-nearly two months after. Now, it is utterly
But while the Government business is delayed, independent impossible for me to reach that Bill, and move its second
members who are not members cf the Government, have reading this Session. And so with one or two other very
been pressing their measures. I think, if you look back important Bis; they have been delayed so long in the
you will fmd that public measures have been disposed of printers' hands that it is utterly impossible to dispose
very fairly from time to time, at the instance "of members of them during this Session of Parliament. If the hon.
themselves. However, Government will give every oppor- gentlemen take the following Wednesdays we shall have
tumity, as we have given on previous occasions after taking no time at all to dispose of public Bills. The fault does
possession of most of the working days of the week, to not lie with private members but with the Government.
members to press their measures. Mr. IVES. The hon. gentleman might have had his Bill

Mr. MITCHELL. I agree with the leader of the disposed of last night.
Opposition for once in my life. I have always opposed the Mr. MILLS. If the observations of the First Minister are
Government taking almost the entire time of the Session at fair to the House, lie ought to propose a change in the rules
the latter part of it. I think they should not have taken uf ihe House. We ought to know that every day of the
Wednesday so soon, because there may be important week for the first five or six weeks belongs to private
questions that private members may have to bring up. I members, and every day of the week for the remainder of
have one myself that I propose to bring up, if the action of the Session belongs to the Government. That, however, is
the Government is not satisfactory. 1 am pleased to hear not in accordance with the rules of the House for the con-
the Premier say that he will give an opportunity to private duct of publie business. There are certain days that belong
members to bring up important matters; and, of course, I to the Government. It is no part of the duty of private
have to be satisfied with that pledge. The Government is members to find work for the House dnring those days;
so strong that I shall have to be satisfied in any case. But that is the duty of the Administration which has called us
I would like to see one additional day kept for the use of together. It~is not for private membersto determine when
private members. the House shall meet. They have no opportunity of deter
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mining the particular time; the Government decides that
matter. The Government calls us together at its own con-
venience, and it announces to us a certain legislative
policy for the Session. We suppose when it puts certain
words in the mouth of Ris Excellency, indicating what
measures the Government intend to propose, they bave
deliberated on those measures and are prepared to submit
them to the House for its consid eration. We have been here
several weeks. On those days allotted to the Government for
the discharge of their business, the Government brought
nothing before us. And now, when the Session is drawing
neair the close, when private members have voted for cer-
tain papers, the submission of which alone will enable the
members to proceed with the business in their hands, then
the Government propose to take possession of the whole
time, so that the business which private members are com-
petent to discharge, when the material is placed in their
possession, cannot be discharged, because they are notgiven
an opportunity of doing so. That is the course the Govern-
ment has taken. The First Minister announced very early
in the Session that the Government intended to exhibit ce.
tain propositions for the consideration of the House, which
up to this moment have not been laid before it; and mem-
bers have had no opportunity of consulting their constitu-
ents upon those questions, and the views of the public,
which would enable the flouse to discharge its duties
more efficiently, cannot be obtained in consequence of the
course that has been pursued.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the hon. gentle-
man has not looked at the rules of Parliament lately.
Formerly, it is true, Tuesdays and Fridays were reserved
for Governrent measures, and 'f there were not sufficient
Government measures on the paper to occupy the time, the
flouse adjourned. But when the hon. gentleman's leader
(.Mr. Blake) was .in the Government he had the rules
revised, and admirably revised, if I may use the expression,
and it is provided that after the Government business on
Government days lias been transacted, or if there is no
Government business on the paper, then Notices of Motion
and public Bills and Orders are taken up as on other days.
That fact is known to every hon. member, and the paper
will show whether there was much or little business. The
hon. member for Huron (Mr. Caneron) complained of the
delay in printing Bills. The Government have no control
over the printing ; that is under the control of the House.
I really think the delay in the printing of the Bills las got
to be a crying nuisance. Perhaps it may be said there has
been delay in the translating office. I believe there is a
very efficient staff of translators, and that the work is done
thoroughly and well. But the on. gentleman knows that
occasionally some hon. members who have charge of Bills
are absent on business, in some cases on public business.
and in other cases on private business, and naturally their
Bills are postponed till their return. Sometimes they make
an arrangement with the good-natured leader of the flouse
to allow their Bills to be postponed.

Mr. SPROULE. I think the hon. member for Bothwell
(Mr. Mills) was in error when he said we should under-
stand that the first five or six weeks of the Session are to
be taken up with private Bills and after that the Govern-
ment takes the whole of the rest of the time; that this is
the tenth week of the Session, and if that is the principle to
be followed it is better we should understand it. I think
this principle has obtained ever since I entered the ouse
seven years ago. The fault does not lie in the Government
taking the days too early, but with members having private
Bills in charge. It is unfair to the large majority of mem-
bers who remain here to attend to their legislative duties
to find that other members in charge of Bills are absent
from the House and their Bills are allowed to stand from
day to da until the Session is nearly drawing to a cloee,

MrULt.

when they grumble that they are unable to get their Bills
through. If they deem it more important to attend to
professional duties elsewhere than to their legislative duties
here, and in consequence they find themselves unable to get
their Bills through the House, they have no reason to com-
plain. In the interest of those members who remain con-
stantly in attendance on their legislative duties, and who
wish to see the Session carried through, I hold that the
business should be taken up at the proper time.

Motion agreed to, on a division.

ENQUIRIES RESPECTING RETURNS.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the Orders of the Day are called I
desire to call once more the attention of the House to the
fact that numerous papers moved for and promised have not
been brought down. It is useless giving a list of them. I
have called the First Minister's attention not less than
twelve or fifteen times to the papers connected with the
railway aid grants, and with that aplomb and pleasant
manner which he meets, and sometimes evades, enquiries,
he promised they would come down immediately; but
immediately has not yet arrived, although he has had for a
long time a proposition with respect to this matter on the
paper. Our experience is that frequently papers come
down incomplete and we have to call for further papers. I
have two or three times called attention to an Order made
on March 7th, 1883, with respect to the claims of settlers
in Prince Albert and neighboring territory, to which no
response has as yet been vouchsafed. The hon. gentleman
promised a considerable time ago to bring down papers in
connection with the claims of settlers in that territory.
There are more recent papers than those covered by the
Order of March, 1883, and the hon. gentleman promised on
the occasion of the serions character of the North-West
troubles becoming known that they would be brought down.
We certainly had reason to expect ther earlier than this
day.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I must acknowledge that
there are a great many returns which have not yet been
brought down. One great difficulty is this: Officers of the
Government have no right to, and do not, exercise their
own discretion as to the comparative importance of the
returns asked for, and they go to work and prepare those
returns in the order of their receipt. There is only a cer-
tain staff-which is considerably incrceed during the
Session-but they take up the Orders according to their
dates-according to the date on the paper, and as I under-
stand it is only when special attention i8 called to a par-
ticular return that that order is departed from. Several
times, as the hon. gentleman truly says, particular returns
have been asked for, and whenever I am so asked Iimme-
diately write a note to the Department in which that matter
rests to expedite the return. During the Baster recess I
got from the Clerk of the House a statement of every return
asked for up to that time, and the time when the return
was ordered. I also got from the Secretary ofState a state.
ment of the different Departments which have been called
upon to furnish returns, and it of ten happens that several
Departments have to be called upon to furnish information
covered by one motion. I have gone over thenr myself dur-
ing the last few days, and I have again called the attention
of the different Departments to these returns.

DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST-PERSONAL
EXPLANATION.

Mr. CARON. Before the Orders of the Day are called I
claim the indulgence of the House for a few moments with
reference to a matter personal to myself. Mr. Speaker, I
have had the honor of occupying a seat in this loue since
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1873, and during the whole of that period I am safe in say-
ing I have never taken up the time of the House with any
matter personal to myself. I should still have adhered to
that rule, which I have laid down for myself as a public man
if I had not to bring under your notice an article which has
been published in a newspaper called the Blecteur, published
in the city of Quebec, where I was brought up and where I
have lived for so many years-an article in which personal
allusions are made to myself and attacks of the grossest
possible nature made against me. I would not have noticed
the article-I should have followed, as I stated, the rule I
have observed up to the present time-but the Electeur,
scurrilous as that sheet may be, is the reputed organ of the
Liberal party in the city of Quebec, and as such t consider
it myduty to make a few remarks in reference to the
charges which have been levelled âgainst me. The
article is headed "The Minister of Militia at the
Bar of Public Opinion." It begins by making the
grossest possible attacks against me personally. It
reflects upon the incapacity displayed by the Minister of
Militia in the management of the Dopartrnent during the
trying time through which we are now passing. These
remarks I do not intend to notice, as I am perfectly willing
to leave to a fair and impartial public opinion; to leave te
Parliament and the country, the manner in which, during
these eventful days, the business of the Department has
been administered, through the skilful officers under my con-
trol. But, Sir, the articles goes on to state that I inspired
an article which has already come before this House at a
previous period, the article, reference to which has been
made by my hon. friend the member for Montmagny (Mr.
Landry), who is now absent from his seat, and aiso my
hon. friend the member for Montreal East (Mr. Coursol).
It was an article which appeared, Mr. Speaker, in another
newspaper published in the city of Quebec, called the
.Nouvelliste. I am charged in this article of L'Electeur as
having inspired that article, which, as has already been
stated to the House by my two hon. friends to whom I
have referred, remarked that the volunteer force of
Canada should not have gone out to take part in
the troubles which are now agitating an important
portion of this Dominion. That article also made some
injudicious and reprehensible remarks against two hon.
members of this House, Col. Ouimet-because I speak of
him now as the commandant of the battalion which was
one of the first to go to the front, one of the first to be
ready to take the part which it was entitled to take, and
which it knew it should take in repressing any disorder
which existed within the territory of Canada; and also to
my hon. friend Lieut.-Col. Amyot, who was one of the firsti
to come into my office, after returning from Quebec, where
he had been conducting his business as a professional man,
and to tell me: If you require the 9th we are ready, and we
will be ready within 48 hours to goto the front, and I cani
take this occasion to say that what Col. Amyot stated he
carried out. He was very quick and expeditious in prepar-
ing his battalion, and I arn glad to say that I have heardj
to-day the best possible news of him and his men. I wish1
to take this opportunity of stating that I knew nothingi
whatever about the article which was published in the1
Nouvelliste, that I heard of it merely when it camej
up here and was read by my hon. friend, who took the1
first possible opportunity of disavowing it, because he
had been supposed to have such a connection with thei
paper, that he-the hon. member for Montmagny (Mr.i
Landry)-might have been supposed, if he had net taken1
the first opportunity of disavowing it, to have written that1
article. Ican say that I disapproved of it, and every friendi
to whom I have had an opportunity of mentioning theE
matter must be prepared to state what expressions I usedi
in qualifying that article. Hlowever, the article to which I
refer, after making this allusion to my having inspired thati

article in the Nouvelliste, goes on to make charges so
serious in their character that it is impossible for me, con-
sidering my own personal honor, considering my position
as a public man-and I believe the reputation of every
public man must be of importance to the country-it is
impossible for me to allow any such charges to pass without
expressing my complote denial of the charges which have
been made against me. Sir, the charge is made against me
that when the Grand Trunk Railway Company of Canada
sold to the Government of Canada that portion of
its line between Rivière du Loup and Point Lévis,
that, at that time, acting professionally as the legal adviser
of the Grand Trunk Railway Company, I received a very
large consideration from the company to use my influence
on behalf of that company to secure the purchase of that
line by the Government of Canada. Mr. Speaker, I wish +o
state most emphatically that never from the Grank Trunk
Railway Company or from any other company have I re-
ceived a single farthing, except that when acting profession-
ally I received what every professional man is entitled by
law to charge for his services. At no time have I ever
received any other consideration than I was fairly entitlel
to charge as a member of a large legal firm in Quebea, for
the services which that firm was rendering. But, Sir, the
article goes on to say that not satisfied with receiving that
large amount of money from the Grand Trunk Railway
Company, I kept for myself a sum of $ 10,000. which had
been destined by the Grand Trunk Railway Compay for
another member of Parliaient who had also undertaken to
use his influence on behalf of that company. Well, Sir, the
charge is really so ridiculous and absurd that I would not
have noticed it had it not been publishod in the Liberal
organ of the city of Q'uebec. The article goes on to state
that since I have occupied the position of Minister of Militia
and Defence, the contractors who were furnishing provisions
to the batteries stationed at the Citadel in Quebec, also fur-
nished for my own private use and for the use of my
family, beef and other provisions intended for the batteries,
without charging me for such. Mr. Speaker, I can state
to you that I have never to my personal knowledge in any
way had one single transaction with any person who has
been a contractor under the Department of Militia and
Defence for providing beef or any other article to the bat-
teries or any other corps. I may isay that ever since I have
been Minister of Militia and Dafence I have been living in
Ottawa, and it would be very hard to suppose that the most
accommodating contractor would consent te send those
provisions up to me here, over and above giving thema to
me without any charge. But I am also charged with hav.
ing rented a store in Quebec belonging to the Department
of Militia and Defence, to the Electric Light Company, in
which I hold stock. In that case, as in very many others,
we had an unoccupied store in Quebec, which was not a
residence or a place in which a person could live. There
were no windows in it; it consisted merely of four stone
walls; and several gentlemen in Quebec called upon me to
ask me to allow the Electric Light Company to occupy that
building for a certain time at a nominal price, is the
company were merely making an experiment ars to how the
light would work in Quebec. In the usual way of business
and through the ordinary channel of the Department
I consented to let the Electric Light Company have the use
of that store at a nominal rental, I believe,$10or 820 a year,
resumable at notice given by the Department. The matter
was transacted through a regular lease which passed through
the Department like every other lease connected with mii-
tary property in Quebec. Now, knowing my responsibility
in the position I occupy here, I beg most emphatically to
state that these charges are absolutely and teetotally untrue
and false, and that they are a most infamous slander and a
gross lie against my character. I know these words are
very strong, but I wish to apply all the strength of their
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meaning to the article which has just been published. I am
perfectly willing to stand by the statement which I have
just made to the House, and which I know will go to the
country; and if any gentleman in this House chooses to
take the responsibility of these charges, I am perfectly
willing to stand any investigation that may be ordered by
the House to establish their truth or untruth. I beg to
apologise to the House for having detained it s) long.

DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTHI-WEST--TRANS.
MISSION OF SUPPLIES.

Mr. MULOCK. Before the Orders of the Day are pro-
ceeded with I would take the liberty of calling the attention
of the Minister of Militia to a matter to which he will per-
haps give some attention. I have just returned from the
West, and I have learned that a great many of the friends
of the volunteers who have gone to the North-West are
extremely anxious to forward to them articles that would
add to their health and comfort. But a practical difficulty
is in the way; they do not know how to send the articles.
The volunteer s are of course on the wing, and there is no
one to whom ordinary people can send any articles; and I
have been asked on behalf of the Mayor of Toronto to see
if the Government would make arrangements to appoint
some person at the most convenient point in the North-
West to receive articles and have them sent to the proper
persons. I am satisfied that such an arrangement would
promote the liberality of our people, and add to the comfort
and health of our soldiers.

Mr. CARON. This matter has already been brought
under the consideration of the Dopartment. We have had
several most liberal offers from well disposed people to send
up articles to add to the comfort of the militia force during
the campaign; and we are just preparing a scheme which 1
think will save a great deal of bother to those who wish to
send those articles to our volunteer force, and which will
make them absolutely sure of being conveyed to them, and
their receiving them.

Mr. MULOCK. I would suggest that when the scheme
is perfected the utmost publicity should be given to it.

Mr. CARON. Yes, it will.

SUPPLY.

House again resolved itself into Committee of Supply.

(In the Committee.)

Civil Government.

Department of the Interior......................... $110,705 00

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is an increase in
the Department of the Interior of $3,621. The deputy
head has the same salary as last year and the secretary of
the Department has a statutory increase of $50. As regards
item 3, Mr. Lindsay Russell, surveyor general, with the
salary of $3,200, was superannuated at the close of the
fiscal year 1873-74. He was appointed as deputy head at a
salary of $3,200, but it was thought better, and on account
of hie extensive knowledge of the North-West, to return
him to the office of surveyor general, and he retained the
salary of deputy head. He bas been replaced by Mr.
Edouard Deville, as surveyor general, with the rank of
chief clerk, and whose salary at present is $2,250; that is to
say, $100 more than previous to bis promotion. Mr. Deville
will rise to the maximum salary of a chief clerk but not to
the maximum of a deputy head.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is it necessary that he
should retain the title of surveyor general ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes; because he is the 1
head of the body of surveyors. k

Mr. CARON.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In that case the hon.
gentleman will find that the rank will involve increased
expense to meet the dignity of the office.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, because Mr. Russell did
not draw the salary of surveyor general, but of deputy
head, the office to whichi he las been appointed. With
reference to the third item, Mr. Goodeve, who has been
acting as chief clerk of the patenting branch since the
superannuation of Mr. Andrew Russell on the 1st of January,
1883, was confirmed in that position on the 1st of -January
lasti, his salary being the minimum of a chief clerk, $1,800.
The estimates of 1885-86 provide for the statutory increase of
salary for the half year from January to Jaly. Mr
Goodeve has been in the service of the Department since it
was created in 1873, and for three years previously was in
the Department of Secretary of State for the Provinces.
H1e is an excellent and experienced officer, and successfully
passed the promotion examination prescribed by the Civil
Service Act. As regards item 5, on the reorganisation of
the Department of the Interior in July, 18D3, Mr. William
Mills, then Accountant of the Department, was placcd in
charge of the ordnance and admiralty lands, with which
branch of the service he had been long connected, and Mr.
J. A. Pinard, his assistant, was made accoantant of the
Department. Mr. Pinard has proved himself a very skilful
accountant, has devised a scheme of keeping the books and
the accounts which has been eminently satisfactory to the
Minister of the Interior, and in view of the importance of
his branch of the work and of the efficiency
with which it is conducted, it las been decided,
if ho qualifies by passing the examination required
by the law, to promote him to a chief clerk-
ship. It may be added that the accountants of
all the other Departments of the public service having large
monetary transactions occupy a similar grade. With refer-
ence to item 6, Mr. C. H. Beddoe, the assistant accountant,
will at the same time be promoted to a first-class clerkship
vice Pinard. As regards, item 7, during the past season Mr.
P. B. Douglas has been promoted to a first-class clerkship
in the Department with the title of assistant secretary; and
Mr. Henry Kinloch ias aiso been made a first-class clerk.
These gentlemen both attained the maximum of the second
grade some years ago; and, both on account of their effici.
ency, and the importance of the duties with which they are
charged, the Minister of the Interior thought it expedient
to promote them. These promotions were provided for in
the estimates of last year. Item 8. During the past year
there were several promotions from the third to the second
class, all in the usual course and after the clerks pro.
moted had passed the examination provided for in the Civi!
Service Act. The names of the gentlemen promoted are
Mr. F. S. Checkley, who is in charge of the school lands,
Mr. N. O. Coté, who is the assistant of the registrar of cor-
respondence, and Mr. A. L. Jarvis, who is acting for the
present as private secretary to the Postmaster General. Mr. T.
G. Rothwell, a barrister, who has been employed temporarily
in connection with the granting of titles by homestead,
preemption or purchase, and who ias been paid for this work
at the rate of $1,100 a year, has been put upon the perma-
nent staff at the salary he was then receiving. It is not
improbable that the gentleman in charge of the ordnance
and admiralty lands, who bas seen long public service,
may be placed upon the retired list very bhortly, in which
case his assistant, a young gentleman from western Canada,
Mr. Keyes, who was appointed by Mr. Mills, will be pro-
moted to the grade of second-class, provided he passes the
requisite examination. Mr. Keyes is an excellent and trust-
worthy clerk, who las made himself acquainted with the
ordnance and admiralty lands. An assistant clerk at $1,100
has been placed in the estimates to provide for this contin-
gency. The Minister of the Interior did not avail himseolf of al]
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clerkships of the third-class provided for in the estimates
of last year. Many of those who are engaged in work
which would fall to officers of this grade are only temporar-
ily employed, and, as the business of the Department has
increased so rapidly within the last few years, the Govern-
ment has thought it desirable, in case the increase should
not be maintained, to have as much of the clerical work as
possible performed by temporary clerks. There were Il
third-class clerkships, in addition to the existing staff, pro-
vidod for in the estimates for the current year. Two of
these clerkships were filled up by a transfer from the Sec-
retary of States Department of two clerks who, while in
that Department, had been engaged in preparing
Dominion lands patents, and their transfer became neces-
sary on account of that part of the work of the Department
of the Secretary of State having by the Dominion Lands
Act of 1883 devolved upon the Department of the Interior.
Four temporary clerks (P. T. Buchanan, II. A. Turner, F.
C. Capréol and O. H. Lambert), all of whom had qualified
under the Civil Service Act, were placed upon the perman-
ent list; and the Minister of the Interior merely asks that
the remaining four clerkships be allowed to stand as in the
estimates of last year. It will be observed that by the
changes which have been made in the higher offices of the
Department, and after making the accountant a chief clerk,
there is a decrease of $1,150 in the estimates for 1885-86 as
compared with the estimates of 1884-85 in respect of all the
officers above the grade of first-class. In the first-class
there is an increase of $300, which is made up entirely of'
the statutory increment. In the second-class there is an
increase of $1,750, $1,100 of which is caused by the pro-
vision already referred to for promotion in the Ordnance
Lands Branch, and the remainder by statutory increases.
In the third.class there is an increase of $1,025, all of
which is made up of statutory increments and the difference
between the salaries estimated for the clerks transferred
from the Department of the Secretary of State, who were
put down at the minimum of their class, and their actual
salaries, which were well on to the maximum, on account of
their length of service in the other Department. An addi-
tional messenger at the minimum salary of $300 is provided
for; and one statutory increase of $30 for a messenger already
on the permanent list who has not yet reached the maximum.

Sir RICIIHAIRD CARTWRIGHT. With respect to what
the hon, gentleman has said, we shall all be glad to hear
that the doctrine of employing parties who are occupied
in merely clerical labor is making its way into the Depart-
ment of the Interior as well as elsewhere, but here we have,
deducting the messengers, about 58 gentlemen employed at
a salary of about $67,000. That would give not very far
short of $1)200 apiece for each of the 58 men employed in
this Department, and it is quite clear that, when these gen-
tlemen grow to the head of their classes that expenditure
will be very largely increased. Making a rougl estimate,
I should say that, according to the ordinary rule of statu.
tory increases, we would have ultimately to provide $80,-
000 or more for these 58 parties. Now, there is no doubt
in my mmd that, although it is'quite right that the super-
ior officers should be highly paid, here is a very pertinent
illustration of the enormous expense at which we are con-
ducting our Government departments. In an ordinary bank
employing that number of hands, I venture to say you
would find that the total averages would in all probability
not exced $700 or $800 all round. There would be a large
number employed at very small salaries, and a few of the
superior officers would be, no doubt, as they ought to be,
well paid. It is not so much what is being donei
hore as what will be done. For instance, these 30 clerks4
will undoubtedly advance to $30,000, the next will advance1
to 818,000, and the next to 618,000 also, and so on. I am
not sufficiently conversant with the details of the Depart-1
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ment-hon. gentlemen behind me are more conversant with
them than I am-but I think it will be found that the very
great number of chief clerks and first-class clerks employed
hero, and the very great number of third-class clerks, are
going to inflict upon us a total expense for this branch
which is considerably ont of proportion to what private
parties or private corporations would be called upon to pay
for anything like the same service.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is quite true, and it
is quite open to the Government and to the House to con.
sider an alteration in the system, but the system has been
deliberately provided for by Parliament. I do not think
that the statutory increase will have an effect to such an
extent as the hon. gentleman apprehends, because, in the
first place, a good many drop out, and the new ones that
come in come in at the minimum salary. Then again,
whenever any of these mon prove themselves specially
qualified, they are sent on to the North-West, where, after
being trained here, after gaining a knowledge of the system
of the land granting department and alt in connection
with the business of the Department, they are employed
as agents or other officers, so that there is a con-
tinua[ or a steady drain from the head office here,
and it is filled in from bolow with clerks at the minimum
salary. The subject of the amount of the salaries of the
civil service has often been discussed mu Pariament; it has
been discussed ever since I have been a member of Parlia-
ment. We have always heard a great deal of the high
salaries paid in comparison with those paid to clerks in
private establishments. That is true, but it is to be also
remembored that the service in the public service is
peculiar in itself, that it does not qualify any of the gentle-
men who go in there for general business, to b, employed
if they leave the Department, it does not qualiy them as a
general rule; on the contrary, it rather disqualifies them
for generai business. They are attending to one branch,
very many of them all their lves, like the pin.makers making
the head of the pin, and they grow old in the habits of the
office without acquiring any additional knowledge which will
give them a fair chance to enter into competition with young
men who have been brought up in mercantile or financial or
banking institutions to be generally useful, and are employ-
ed either in the institutions in which they commenced their
education or in other public services. The whole aim of
the civil service system, from the examination upwards, is
to make it a profession, that, when a man enters into the
civil service, ho may expect to live in it, to get
his living there, to be promoted thore, and to
look altogether to the public service as the means
of supporting his family. It is only by having that
system that you will have good and efficient officers. When
a young man enters into the civil service here he may look
forward, if ho does his duty, if ho shows himself a competent
and good and honest officer, to get on by degrees and to
retire when his usefulness is gone on a reasonable pension.
That is the systom adopted deliberately by Parliament. Of
course, it is open to attacks. We may do away with the
superannuation system, we may lower the salaries, and we
may say we will employ you as long as you are good for
anything, and, when you get old, we will do as a bank
might do-but the banks do not do it-as a merchant or a
shopkeeper might do, we will get rid of you by paying you
up to the last day of service. That is one way, but I do not
think it is a way that would promote the respectability or
the efficiency of the civil service.

Mr. CASEY. I am afraid the hon. gentleman draws an
ideal picture of the civil service when ho says young men
enter it knowing that, if they are industrious and attend
to business, they will get on and attAin to higher
positions, and will retire on a good pension. I do not
think that has been the experience of the service. I do
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not think young men are impressed with the idea that they
can rise in the service by industry and attention to business.
I am strengthened in this belief by the experience of several
deputy beads of Departments-in fact by nearly ail who were
examined before a committee on this question of which
I was chairman in 1877, and also before the Civil Service
Commission appointed by the right hon.gentleman himself.
I remember one case in particular where the deputy head
of the Post Office Department, being examined by myself,
was asked why banks and other private institutions were
able to get a better class of young men at a lower salary
than those who could be obtained for the country's service
at a higher salary. He said it was a fact that the banks
could obtain a higher class of young men for a lower salary
than the publie service could obtain, and the reason was, in
his opinion, that young men entering the civil service could
not count upon promotion for merit, that they must wait,
at al events, for promotion by seniority, under the very
best arrangement; and that in most cases promotion was
due rather to political favor than to the merit of the indivi-
dual. He gave an instance, the case of an hon, gentleman
who is now a member of this louse, who had entered
bis own Department, and had been a most active and
useful member of the civil service; but findimg that
he had no prospect of early promotion, that he
would bave to remain a number of years at a small
salary, getting only the increment of $50 a year, he resign-
ed and went into a profession, and bas since made himself
a position in the country, and in this House, infinitely better
than he could have made, probably, during the whole course
of bis life in the civil service. The deputy said that the
reason why young men preferred taking a lower initial
salary in the bank was that they had a prospect of promo-
tion by merit, knowing that if they kept to work and showed
business capacity, they would rise strictly according to
merit, and not by mere seniority or favoritism; and it was
for that reason the public service could not obtain an equally
enterprising, business-like, and industrious class of young
men, as those obtained by the banks and other institutions
of the country. I have no doubt at all, from my own
observations, that bis remarks, the result of long experience
in the service, are coi rect; and that as long as the present
system of appointment and promotion for political reasons,
or even by seniority alone, exists, the same grievance will con-
tinue; and that we cannot get as active and efficient men
in the civil service, even for larger salaries, as those
obtained by private institutions.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman
speaks about political favoritism. Well, I suppose that all
Governments, as long as they are Governments, are charged
with political favoritism. So far as I know, I think our
skirts are just as clear of that as any Government I ever
knew. I will mention just one instance in the Department
of which I am the head. I took a gentleman who was a
very considerable junior to the other officer. He was well
known to me, and all his antecedents were Liberal-were
Gritish, if I may use the expression without offence. But
he was recommended to me as a first rate officer, and he is
now deputy head of the Department of the Interior-I mean
Mr. Burgess.

Mr. MULOCK. He changed his politics, did he not ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Not that I am aware of.

I consulted two gentlemen, that is, Colonel Dennis, in the
first place, and Mr. Lindsay ]Russell in the next, and they
both declared him to be one of the best officers in the
Department. I consulted them as to who should be their
successor, and they both recommended Mr. Burgess, and ho
was appointed accordingly. and without the most distant
reference to lis politics. I do not know what his politiesg
are; I never asked what his politics are. I do not know1
whether he has found out the early error of his ways, or-

Mr. CAsLY.

whether he adheres blindly to those errors. Al all events
he is not blind in any way as an officer; ho is not blind to
lthe exigencies of the Department, and ho does bis work
faithfully and well.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGRT. My object in calling
attention to the matter was partly this: The only way in
which we can, by any possibility, prove the present system,
is by testing it, and it is in a case like this that the test
occurs. The hon. gentleman knows that this Department,
being comparatively newly organised, affords a better test
of the pr actical working of our present system. le did
not gainsay the correctness of my position as to the expenses
of the Department. I think he will find in the course of
two or three years that the figures will approximate very
closely to the sum I named.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It may be.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I want to ask him

another thing. I have seen it stated that a considerable
number of appointments have been made in this Depart-
ment from persons not natives of this country. Is the hon.
gentleman aware how far that is the case?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, I cannot speak of
that. The only one that I know myself, as Minister of the
Interior, and speaking from recollection, is a gentleman
who would be called English-or an Irishman, rather; he
was born in Ireland, and that is Mr. Lambert. After ho
came out hore he married a good Canadian, a neice of Chief
Justice Walbridge. Hle bas been in the country a long
time, and I think he fairly earned lis footing, and is a very
good officer. Whether there have been others since last
year, I cannot say. I can ascertain if need be.

Mr. MITCHELL. I feel, in justice to myseif, that I can.
not allow this vote to pass in silence, while I feel that I
have great personal grievances against the Department-
and I have heard it reported, publicly and privately, that a
great many grievances exist against the administration of
the Department, and I believe, myself, it is not very well
administered-yet, as it is the Department that may pos-
sibly be charged with some responsibility in connection
with the troubles in the North-West, I must say that in the
presence of a great uprising such as is taking place, and of
the great efforts made by the country to put that down, it
would be out of place for me to criticise the Department
just now. I shall reserve any criticism I may have upon
the past conduct of the Department for a future occasion
when that trouble is over.

Mr. MILLS. I do not at all agree with the observation
the hon. gentleman bas just made. On the contrary, I think
that wlien there are difficulties existing in the North-West
Territories, when there is an Ind!an uprising, and when a
considerable portion of the population have taken up arms
against the Government, and when the press which
supports the Administration are undertaking to
excuse that revolt against the Government; while
others say that the Government itself is at fault,
that it has not done justice to these people, that it
has disregarded their represntations-I say when all that
is the case it does appear to me that the House would be
derelict in its duty if it did not carefully consider the
matter now before it. It is certainly an extraordinary
position to take to say that because there is an
appearance of a very serious defect in the administration of
the affairs of a particular Department, and when that defect
is so serions that a portion of the population have taken up
arma in consequence of it-to say that we should not
enquire into such a condition of things, is a doctrine to
which I cannot give my consent. I think it is the bounden
duty of the ouse carefully to consider everthing relating
to this matter. I am not going to discus, at this moment,
the condition of things in the North-West. What we have
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before us are the estimates for this particular Department
of the Interior, and I think, looking at the condition of
things, that in the estimation of the country, at all
events, and in the estimation of that portion of the country
the people of which are specially interested, the affairs of
the Department have not been satisfactorily administered.
I am net fnding any fault with the officers of that Depart-
ment. This House does not hold the officers of the Depart-
ment responsible for the defects of the Administration ; this
flouse holds the Government of the day responsible. An
attempt is, however, made to shift the responsibility from
the shoulders of the Administration to the particular officers
in charge. It is the business of the officers, no doubt, to
attend to their administrative duties; but the policy of the
Department, the promptness or delay, the complaints of
injustice or of unsatisfactory action in the administration of
the affairs of the Department rest with the Administration.
It is the Government that is responsiblo. The hon. gentle-
man may speak in high terms of the officers of the Depart-
ment. I am not going to dissent from the opinion he as
expressed. But I say, here are facts we see before us, that
the expenses of the Department have enormously increased,
and that the affairs that come properly under its attention
are not satisfactorily administered by it. I look at the vote
which the hon. gentleman asks, and I find 64 clerks and
messengers. Whon the hon, gentleman came into power in
1878 there were 21 clerks and 4 messengers in this particular
branch. The hon. gentleman tells the House there has
been enormous increase in the work of the Department.
There has been some -increase, I admit, and the
extent of it is shown in the reports brought down.
I call attention to this fact: that the estimates we have now
before us are wholly misleading with respect to the expen-
diture incurred in carrying on the affairs of that Department.
The hon. gentleman proposes to take a large vote on capital
account. He asks for a large sum for making surveys and
for the administration of Dominion lands, which was
formerly included in the ordinary departmental expendi-
ture. What do I observe in the appropriation which the
hon. gentleman asks? That 830,000 of that sum which ieh
asks to have voted on capital account is to be expended in
conducting the ordinary affairs of the Department. The
hon. gentleman asks for 869,305; but besides that ho wants
$30,000 more. He proposes to take out of the vote for
Dominion lands $30,000 to pay clerks and for other expen-
ditures connected with the inside service. If the lon.
gentleman claims there has been an increase in the work
of the Department-and I am not disputing it-I say it is
covered by this amount of $30,000. He proposes to take that
sum for the additional expense and the additional work. He
proposes to pay more out ofthis than for the additional work.
fie proposes to pay for that portion of the work formeriy
charged to the ordinary management of the Department ;
and I say there is nothing in the business of this country
to warrant this very extraordinary growth in the
expenditure. I take the hon. gentleman's report or the
report of his colleague the Minister of the Interior. I look
to the number of homesteads, the number of patents issued,
and I turn to the report of the territory of Dakota, and what
do I find ? Six times the number of homesteads, six times
the number of patents issued, more than six times the addi-
tion to the population every year ; and yet we do not find
the cost of the administration of the lands in that territory
one-fifth of the expenditure of this Department. I ask
how does it happen that we expend bere $20 for the same
amount of work which on the other side is done for $1 ?
That is the condition of things. The hon. gentleman has
referred to the extraordinary growth of the Department. 1
can turn to the reports of a certain railway in Illinois and
show him that the railway company located a larger
number of men on the lands appropriated for the construc-
tion of that railway, issued a larger number of patents in
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one year, and did it at one-fortioth of the expense incurred
in connection with this Dapartment. Yet we are told, with
an Indian war upon our hands, with the population taking
up arms against the Government, because they are not satis-
fied with the administration of affairs ; when we see
this condition of things, that people of the North-
West are not allowed in some places to cut a
stick of firewood with the thermometer at 30 degrees
below zero, without permission from the Department
that we ought not to criticise these proceedings. It
is not extraordinary that you should have such a state of
affairs, but it would be extraordinary if this committee
were to act on the principle mentioned by the member for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) and allo w the vote for this
Department to pass without discussion and consideration-
because such a state of things lias been produced by the
mismanagement of hon.gentlemen opposite. The hon. gentle-
man promised us a few years ago to accomplish most extra-
ordinary things when he took charge of this Department.
He told us that hundreds of thousands of people would
settle in the North-West, that millions of revenue would be
derived from the settlement of the country and that the
people would be relieved from the extraordinary taxation
which had been incurred. Our taxes were to be reduced,
our expenditures were to be lessened, our population was
to increase and the wealth of the country was to be enhan-
ced. We were to expend a large sum of money in the con-
struction of the railway, but that would be returned to us
by the large population that would flow into the country
and the revenue which the railway would derive
owing to that settlement. And now what have
we as the result of those extraordinary promises?
Have we a large population? Have we the country
settled ? Have we that condition of things which
the hon. gentleman promised would be the resuit of his
policy in the North-West. The only thing at all corres-
ponding with his promises is the extraordinary growth in
the expenditure of the Interior Department. The number of
clorks las been increased from 21 to 58; in the police
branch from 2 to 6; in the Indian branch from 13 to 33;
yet when it is remembered that the police branch and
the Indian branch were parts of the Department of the
Interior a few years ago, the Department has no more to
do to-day than it had seven or eight years ago. In fact,
there is less to do because there are no Indian treaties to
negotiate and no special compensation for that service
required. There are, moreover, none of the extraordinary
difficulties of transportation to-day there were seven years
ago. Yet in every case the hon. gentleman has increa.sed
the public expenditure, and there las been no corres-
ponding amount of work to justify that increase.
I do not complain, Mr. Chairman, that the hon. gentleman
proposes to pay those who are in the Department well; I
believe that is the cheapest way of doing-to employ com-
petent, industrious young men and pay them fairly for their
services. I believe the country is better served in that way
than in any otber way. But here you have a Department
crammed to repletion, overflowing with men. Why, Sir, he
has not begun to account for ail those employed in the
Department. You have twenty odd thousand dollars for
contingencies, against six thousand eight years ago. You
have $68,000, against something over $28,000 eight years
ago, and in addition to all this yon have $30,000 takea out
of a fand charged to capital account to pay for the extra
clerks employed in connection with the management of
Dominion lands. Now I say that is an extraordinary con-
dition of things. The hon. gentleman has not explained to
the flouse how many he proposes to pay out of the sum
which he charged to capital account. He lias shown here
thirty thousand dollars to be taken out of that sum. Here
are sixty-four clerks and messengers, but how many more
are there ? Are there sixty-four more ? Have we 128 or
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130 engaged in this particular service ? The work has
increased, but the work shown by the hon. gentleman does
not warrant this extraordinary expenditure. I say, Sir,
that the expenditure is far beyond what it ought to be, and
that the condition of things in that Department is extremely
unsatisfactory.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman has
evidently favored us with an undress rehearsal of what he
is going to favor us with by-and-bye, against the sins of the
Department of the Interior and the sins of the Government.
I am glad to hear that the hon. gentleman is in good wind
for that laudable purpose. However, I shall not be drawn
away from this vote by entering irto any discussion on that
point; we will hear enough of it no doubt, and at full length
and with all the hon. gentleman's usual vigor and candor.
The matter I am trying to account for is the increase since
the vote of last year, and I have explained the items which
increase it to a small amount, aL.d I daresay the committee
will except the explanation.

Mr. CASEY. The right hon. gentleman has not answered
that part of my hon. friend's remarks that related more
particularly to the expenses of the Department. To be sure
he has pooh-poohed in a very clever way that part of my
hon. friend's speech which referred to the general policy of
the Department, and under cover of that little attack he las
slipped out of explaining the tremendous increases which my
lon. friend pointed out have really taken place in conducting
the headquarters staff which we are now discussing. It bas
been pointed out that the increase of the cost of the staff is
not shown by the estimates before us, that a large number
of clerks, I suppose extra or temporary clerks, have been
paid, or are to be paid, out of moneys voted nominally for
another purpose-for Dominion lands. No doubt,
out of contingencies, that particularly elastic reservoir
of funds, other clerks will be paid. Now the right
hon. gentleman owes to the committee an explanation
of how much is going to be paid out of these two other
sources for clerks employed in the Department of the
Interior, whether permanent, extra, or temporary. And I
think not only he but ail other heade of Departments owe
it to the House to put the estimates in such a shape that
the real increases from year to year, and the real cost
from year to year, can be seen at a glance; that they should
take each estimate under its proper head instead of under con.
tingencies or somewhere else. They should take the estimate
for temporary clerks, as many as they expecttorequireduring
the year separately, and they should be held responsible for
that estimate in the same way as for other estimates, and
should not be allowed to greatly increase the real cost of the
headquarters staff of their Departments without that increased
cost appearing on the face of the estimate. I hope the right
hon. gentleman will reconsider his determination to give no
information on the subject, and will explain to my hon.
friend who asked the question the point as to which he
sought information. It can scarcely be claimed that this
information as to the employment of clerks is like some
other information lately asked for and refused, of such a
confidential nature that the Government is justified in refus-
ing it at the present difficult crisis.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I was not in when the
items were discussed; was there an explanation with refer.
ence to the Geological Survey?

SirJOHN A. MACDONALD. There is a difference of
$966, altogether statutory .increases. I did not, however,
call attention to the mounted police. You will find the
details on page 12, and although it is under my charge, as
President of the Council, the account is kept in the Interior.
The comptroller gets the same salary; a first-class clerk
has a statutory increase of $50, a second-class clerk the
same, and there is g messenger $800. The latter is merely

Mr. MILLS,

a nominal increase as a matter of account. Formerly there
was a man employed for the police, called a messenger, and
he was paid as such.

Sir RICHARD CXARTWRIGHT. How are you in the
habit of employing the comptroller now?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. White, the comptrol-
ler, is specially employed by myself in all communications
connected with Indian events in the North-West, and mat.
ters of that kind. We treat him as a confidential officer. He
communicates with me on all such subjects.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon, gentleman
gave us to understand in another place that Mr. White had
other duties.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is so.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What I wanted to know

particularly was whether any arrangement was made under
which Mr. White spends a certain definite time in the
North-West, or is ho regarded as having his principal place
of residence here ?

Sir JOHN A. MIACDONALD. His principal place of
residence is here; but for the past three years he has made
a tour every year in the North-West, to the great advan-
tage of the force and the promotion of economy. There
has been a very large decrease in the cost of supplies,
showing his judicious management.

Mr. MI[LLS. With which Department is the govern-
ment of the North-West Territories now connected-with
the hon. gentleman's own Department or the Department
of the Interior? Of course, communications are had with
the Secretary of State, but the general supervision of the
governmont of the North-West Territories is, I suppose, in
some Department.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONA LD. The hon. gentleman
knows that Mr. Dewdney holds the appointment of Lieu-
tenant Governor of the .North-West Territories, and as such
I suppose like other Lieutenant Governors he has to do with
the Prime Minister. As Superintendent of Indian Affairs
he communicates with my Department.

Mr. BLAKE. I should suppose that as Lieutenant Gov-
ernor of the North-West Territories he would be under the
departmental control of the Minister of the Interior. That
would be my notion of the»case. If not, there is no par-
ticular Department in Ottawa that is really responsible for
the management of affairs in the North-West Territories.
If that is the state of things, it would be important to know
it. I fancy there must be some Minister who is responsible
for the administration of affairs in the North-West Territor-
ies. Of course, the relation of the North-Mest Territories
to this Government is entirely different from that of the
different Provinces. The Provinces are not under the
control of any Department in any sense as to their
policy; and the Lieutenant Governor of a Province, I pre.
sume, communicating formally to the Secretary of State,
really communicates to the Government as a whole. But I
should be suprised to learn, in reference to the North-West
Territories-the settlement of which, the policy as to which,
the payment for the maintenance of the Government of
which, are all with this Government-that some Minister
or other was not actually or practically responsible. The
hon. gentleman says that Mr. White visits the North-West
yearly; therefore ho visited it last year; may I ask at
what period last year ho visited it, and about what time lie
spent there.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot say, but I will
get the information. I consider that as Lieutenant Governor
of the North-West and Keewatin, Mr. Dewdney is under the
direct charge of the First Minister, who is responsible to
the House and the country in that regard;
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Mr. MILLS. May 1ask whether the Lieutentant-Governor tion. There are many teachers in the couutry high schools

of the North-West Territories sende the First Minister the teachers and others who are well qualified to do this work.
estimates for local improvements or other expenditures ? Mr. CHAPLEAU. This question was discumsed the otherThe hon. gentleman knows that they have no sources of da. My hon. friend wii have an opportunity of discussingrevenue in the North-Weet Territories, and I would ask tha question, which has already been discused, wben the
whether it is directly with him or with the Minister of the Bisu of th civil service cores before the ouse. It w
Interior that such communications are had; and also discussed alo the other day. As to the salaries the resolu-
whether any arrangement exists to show what iabilities the tions passed the other day provided that sacb examiner
Diteo e itheyrg wol becomea dfthe beroieny Provice shall receive $600 each per year instead of $300 as formerly.it seems to me they would become a debt of anY Province There ie also $500 to pay te the élerk whom the Goverrnen t

that might be formed out of the Territories. ave appointed in conformity with the Act of last Session.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The estimates, if con- That increase with the increased cost in advertising and
nected with land, are forwarded, I take it to the Minister of sub-examiners makes up the additional amount required.
the Interior. Mr. IVES. If the bon. member for Grey (hfr. Landerkin)

had been here when this matter was discussed instead ot
Mr. MILLS. Are those for roads and bridges? being in West Northumberland he would know more about

Sir JOHNLý A. MACDONALD. Anything of the kind it than ho appears to know. He would know that another

would come to the First Minister. But, as the hon. gentleman on thi-saidenhas taken ail the care
man well understands, the relations of all such persons with
the Department of the Interior are so intimate that I may Mr. LANDE RKIN. This item was not before the House
say the Minister of the Interior and myself consult and act whon I went away. It is before the House now, we are
together before taking any important steps. considering it, and I do not want any suggestion made

from the hon. gentleman who holds a highly dignified
Department of Railways and Canals.......$46,500 00 position in this House by reason of his oonnection with the

Mr. POPE. Questions were asked about two items. One Minister of Railways, and on this account presumes to

had reference to Mr. Dixon. le was promoted last year dictate to us,
from a second to a first-class clerk, and in accordance with that Some hon. MEMBE RS. Order.
promotion lis salary bas been increased from $1,375 to Mr. LANDERKIN. The hon. gentleman bas no right to
81,550. With regard to the law clerk, there was undoubtedly dictate to me when I speak, I am speaking te the item
a mistake made in calling him the law clerk; but he issO before the louse, and i will not allow him or any other
called in the Department, and hoeis the lawyer Of the hon. member to dictate to me. I am not discussirg any
Dopartment. He looks up all the leases as far back as 30 item not before the House, in Northumberland or any other
or 40 years, and draws up all agreements which are sub- place.
mitted te the Minister of Justice. As first-class clerk he Mr. CJIAPLEAU. I bave net conplained of the hon.
has received $1,800. I was asked the other night how longe
ho had been in the Department. He was appointed a first- gentleman's question. M hon. friend was absent the other
class clerk, at $1,000 a year, on the 15th of June, 1860, day, doing, I suppose, public service in West Northumber.
His salary was increased in October, 1860, te $1,200, and land; and if ho was poorly paid there, he was paid as the
in January, 1862, te $ 1,400. Under the Civil Service Act examiners are under this Act.
of 1868, bis salary was increased by yearly instalments Mr. LANDERKIN. The hon. Minister thinks t obe
of $50 up te the let of July, 1876, when it witty. Decidedly ho looks like a witty gentleman; ho had
reached the maximum of $1,800, and since 1876 there better try it on. I did not ask him in the way of hanter,
bas been no increase in bis salary, although ho is one of the but for information. I do not desire any banter, I know ho
most important and hard-worked men in the Department. is a clever man, ho was once Premier of Quebec; I believe
It is now proposed to ask the House to vote to increase that ho held a distinguished position there, but i am not asking
salary to $2,000 for the present fiscal year, with $50 him to display any wit or ability bore. I am simply asking
increase for the following year. These are the only him for information.
changes except the statutory increases. With reference to Mr. CHAPLEAU. The hon. gentleman is ungrateful; I
the objection of the hon. member for West Elgin, it is well was just defending him from my hon. friend from Richmond
taken, and I propose to alter the item to chief clerk. and Wolfe.

Amount required for salaries for Board of Exam- Sir RICHARD CARTWIGHT. The tender mercies of
iners and other expenses connected with the SrRCIR ATRGT h edrmriso
Civil Service Act........ ........... $6,000 00 the wicked are cruel sometimes. The Committee ought to

know what salaries these gentlemen have. When we are
Mr. LANDERKIN. Who are the examiners under the asked te give an additionai sum of money we ought to know

Act? Are they appointed from the civil service or outside ? what the salaries of these gentlemen, with the additional
and what are the salaries? $600, are.

Mr. CEAPLEAU. The examiners are Mr. DoCelles, Mr. C IAPLEAU. The hon. gentleman, I hope, was not
Dr. Thorburn and Mr. LeSueur. The two former are in the also absent the other day, I have said the salaries of the
service, the latter has been superannuated. examiners were previously $300, now they are $600, which

Mr. LANDERKIN. Is the bon. gentleman doing right makes an increase on the two examiners of $600. Last
to the educational interests of the country in not selecting year we had by statute authority to appoint a clerk. He
from the educationalists of the country examinera ? Is it fair has only been appointed two months ago at $500, which
te select men who are receiving high salaries in the service makes a total increase of $1,100, and the remainder of the
and neglect the teaching interests of the country? difference between the estimate of last year and the esti-

mate of this year is explained by the increase in advertis.
Mr. IVES. School marms? ing and in sub-examinerp.

Mr. LANDE RKIN. Yes, and they could teach you for a Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I asked for the sums
long time. I think ther eought to be a change in this direc- total that were paid to these three gentlemen.
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Mr. CHAPLEAU. Mr. LeSueur $81,000, Mr. DeCelles $300J
and Mr. Thorburn $300.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What salarieshbad they
al ready?

Mr. CIIAPLEAU. In their official capacity ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIT. Yes.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I do not know exactly. Mr. Thor.
burn has about $600, I think, and the Acting Librarian, Mr.
DeCelles, has, I suppose, $2,400.

Mr. MULOCK. I understand the Secretary of State is
asking the House for a vote of $6,000 for the purpose of
carrying on the civil service examinations of this Dominion.
I am still of the opinion that I expressed on a former occa-
sion that the system he is adopting is an unsound one, and
that further as a matter of expense the amount here asked
is far in excess of what it should be. Last year there were
about 1000 candidates examined for the civil service, which
is the highest number we have had for the last three years.
I did not direet my researches further back than that. I
had the exact statistics on this subject here a little while
ago, but in a moment of confidence I went away and left
therm on the desk, and, when I came back, all my statistics
were gone. It shows me the danger of coming down into
the dangerous proximity of my friends here from the other
side of the louse. However, the particulars that I did
once possess, showed that the total number of candi-
dates examined in the civil service last year was 1,000, and
I did also have amongst other collections at that time a list
of the subjects on which these young men were examined,
and they were as elementary subjects as it is possible for
any person to be examined in-the three R's in fact-and
nothing more. For that work, it is proposed to aEk the
country to pay $6,000 the coming year, and we may be
perfectly sure that, if there should be any increase or the
slightest apparent excuse for it, next year we shall be asked
for something further, and we shall be told that this year
we voted $6,000 to examine a certain number, and that
number bas increased or is likely to be increased, and we
shall be asked to vote more. To consider how much it costs
to carry on the civil service examinations, I will trouble
the House while I give some particulars in that respect.
In the Province of Ontario there are conducted the inter-
mediate examination, which are of a higher order than the
examinations here, the subjects are more advanced and the
examinations are more thorough. These examinations are
conducted in the Province of Ontario only by competent
examinera, and the paper I have before me gives me what
I am told is the number and the cost of these examinations.
There were examined during the year 1884, 6,075 candi-
dates. These were examined somewhat in a manner accord-
ing with the system which I foreshadowed when the
resolutions were being considered. No person in that Pro-
vince lias ventured, no matter what his political views were,
to criticise the scheme in force in that Province. Occasion-
ally there have been errors in the practical working out of
that scheme, but that the scheme itself is a sound one and
is capable of being properly worked out in the best interests
of the country has been admitted by the friends of my hon.
friend the Secretary of State in the Province of Ontario, as
well as by all on the side of the Government. Now,
the scheme so approved of and now being worked out costs
what? Last year they examined 6,075 candidates, and the
gross cost to the Province for that examination was the
sum of $6,079,17, or an average of about a dollar per head.
That includes salaries, expenses and printing and all other
incidental expenses.

Mr. BOWELL. By whom were these examinations made?
By the Inspectors?

Sir R uOAD CaTWRIaT.

Mr. MULOCK. No. The system, as I understand it,
that prevails in Ontario is this: There is a central com-
mittee who are called the examiners; they are five in
number, and they are persons of education, persons who
have had practical experience as teachers, and perhaps have
been promoted to this position.

Mr. RYKERT. The municipal councils pay part of that.
Mr. WHITE (Ronfrew). The municipal councils pay the

examiners.
Mr. MULOCK. The statement I.have includes the gross

amount.
Mr. WHITE (iRenfrew). Including the amount paid by

the municipal councils?
Mr. MULOCK. Yes, the amount paid by, the whole

country. When it is paid by the people by their municipal
council, that is paid by the country. I have this given to
me as a correct statement of the gross cost.

Mr. RYKERT. Where did you get it from ?
Mr. MULOCK. I got it from the member for Bothwell

(Mr. Mills.)
Mr. RYKERT. That does not prove it.
Mr. MULOCK. He told me he got it from the Minister

of Education.
Mr. CHAPL EAU. If my hon. friend would allow me, I

would suggest that we are going to discuss that question
when the Bill on the civil service comes up, and the system
of examination might be discussed thon. There is a fair
opening for a difference of opinion as to the system, but at
the present moment we are only comparing the estimates
of last year with the estimates ofthis year. I am in a posi-
tion a little like that of my hon. friend. He says he has
left his bill of pai ticulars in another place, and I have also
some little particulars which I have not before me at the
present moment. I intend to give my friend the full oppor-
tunity of discussing it when the Bill comes up in a day or
two, when the whole system of civil service examiners will
come up. At all events, if we are not now going to change
the system, and, if the Bill remains as it is, we have to pro-
vide for this expenditure.

Mr. MULOCK. Perhaps, thon, the Secrotary of State
would allow the item to stand over until the scheme is pro-
vided for. We are rather putting the cart before the horse
now.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. If we are to change the system, wo
will discuss it. If not, we must pay, and the expenditure
put there is the Iowest figure at which it can be put. My
hon. friend has stated that in the Province of Ontario
6,000 students have been examined for $6,000. I dare say
that, if all the examinations for the Dominion were in
the same Province our examiners would examine 6,000 can-
didates for entrance into the civil service for the sum of
$6,000 or thereabout. The cost is great because the exami-
nations have to be carried on over seven different Provinces,
and, as you will see in the report of the Auditor General,
part second, page 40, the cost is in a great measure for the
different examinations in different parts of the Dominion.
I eau say no more. The salaries have been discussed.
They are as low as they can be, and, unless we change the
system, and that is what my friend was discussing, we
cannot make the items different or the figures lower than
they are.

Mr. MULOCK. Do I understand that the item itself
stands over ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I did not say that.
Mr. MULOCK. Then we muet discuss the item. It is

clear that, if the system is not approved of on which this
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estimate is based, the work we are doing to-day will all be
rendered nugatory. Would it not be the more logical way
te proceed first by debating the system, and then provide
the cost to carry ont that scheme ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It makes no difference. If the Bill
did not pass, the money voted would not be expended.

Mr. M ULOCK. We must go on with the item thon. On
what principles are we asked to day to spend $6,000 te
conduct a work that can be as well conducted, and I submit
much more efficiently conducted, by a different scheme and
at a very much less cost ? If Iwere asked to supply evidence
I could give yon the evidence of the cost of conducting
other examinations, and it is perfectly clear that, if the
matter of expense is considered at all by the House, the
present scheme, on which the flouse is asked to vote this
money is, as a mere matter of expense, a totally
unnecessary scheme. The Secretary of State says the
Auditor General reports that a large portion of this expense
is occasioned by reason of these examinations being con-
ducted in seven different Provinces, and I suppose he means
to say the examiners are obliged te travel and have
expenses in connection therewith. Now the scheme that
has been foreshadowed here will save all such éxpense. The
Post Office is the only medium of communication, and a
most efficient one, and it costs no more te send documents
from one end of the Dominion te the other than from one
to wn te another.

M r. BOWELL. Doe3 the hon. gentleman refer to the
expense of the Central Board in Toronto, or does he include
in that $6,000 te which he has referred, all the expenses
attending the examinations in each city, town.and county in
the Province ?

Mr. MULOCK. No, nothing except what l8 in this paper.
Mr. BOWELL. I could not understand the hon. gentle,

man.
Mr. MULOCK. I have here the questions and answers

which were submitted te the Minister of Education for the
Province of Ontario. My hon. friend, the member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) handed me the paper a few moments
ago. The first question is this:

"fHow many teachers are up for examination in a year ?
A. In 1884 there were in all, fjr intermediate, second and third

class standing, 6,075,-"
That word "teachers," I think, should mean candidates.

"And for firat-clas, 100; total, 6,184.
"Q. Who examined the papers ?
"A. The central committee of examiners, five in number, prepare the

questions and have oversight of this work. ;They examine the first-class
answer papers; but have under them sub-examiners. l 1884 there
were 55 sub-examiners, who examined the answers of the 6,075 candi-
dates named abore."
The next question, "fHow long does it take ?" is not matorial,
but the last question is:

"What does it cost?
"A. The central committee for these and other duties "-

What they are I do not know-
" Received, l 1884, a total salary for the five members, of $1,550. The

three presiding examiners, in 1884, received for their services a total of
$100. The 55 sub-examiners were paid, in 1834, at the rate of 68J cents
per hour for examining and valuing the 68,039 papers of the 6,075 candi-
dates; total, $6,079.17."

Mr. CHAPLEAU. That is only for the sub-examiners.
Mr. JAMIESON. And not for the local authorities.

Mr. MULOCK. If you take the number of hours you
can work that out.

Mr. BOWELL. Does not that mean the amounts paid
by the Local Government simply ?

Mr. McMULLEN. There were no other items of expen-
diture connected with the examination.

Mr. BOWELIL. The hon, gentleman is laboring under a
misapprehension.

Mr. MULOCK. If the Secretary of State will allow this
matter to remain over until after six o'clock, I think I can
get more information on this point.

Mr. CHUAPLE AiU. We will have that for concurrence.
Mr. MULOCK. I think we had better have it now. I

think the Minister of Education is in Ottawa. i will
assume, however, that this report is correct.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I assume it, too.
Mr. MULOCK. And being so, I would like Io know on

what principle the Dominion should have to pay six times
more than the Province ias to pay? The Province can
examine their candidates for about $1 per head, and you
propose here to charge the Dominion $6 per head. As a
matter of expense, I think it is quite in order to compare
the costs. As a matter of schemes, since the Secretary of
State desires the scheme to be considered at a later date, I
will not make any more observations now.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman bas rend the actual
cost of the examination of upwards of 6,000 persons wh >
were applicants or candidates for teachers' certificatos.
When the hon. gentleman, the other day, made an estimate
of the expenditure necessary for these examinations, I stated
that it was an extravagant estimate, that I had had myself
many years exporience in examining teachers, as a momber
of the Board of Public Instruction, and I was satisfie t that
the length of time that the hon. gentleman stated was taken
for this purpose, and devoted to the examination of papers,
was altogether beyond the time actually required. I, there.
fore, addressed a note to the Minister of Education, at Tor-
onto, to know how many candidates appeared during the
year for examination for teachers' certificates, what length
of time it took, and what was the actual cost; and I received
this paper which my hon. friend has read to the committee,
as a statement on those varions points. Now there is another
cost incurred in the matter. A notice is given that the
examination of teachers will take place at a particular
place.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman does not agree with
the hon. gentleman who preceded him. I understood the
hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock) was discussing
the relative cost of this system and the other, but in the
figures he produced, he stated that it included all the exami-
nations for the high schools, that is, passing from the
common schools to the high schools.

Mr. MILLS. The Minister of Customs is mistaken. My
hon. friend did not say that.

Mr. BOWELL. That is-the way I understo>d him.
Mr. MILLS. Here is a single examination for a teacher's

certificate, and the number of papers upoir whieh each
candidate is examined is far greater than the number the
Secretary of State proposes to submit to each candidate who
seeks a certificate as a member of the civil service. The
examination is far more intricate, and the amount of work
required in the examination of the papers of each candidate
is greater than it is in this particular case. Now, the hon.
gentleman informed us a few days ago that about a thon-
sand candidates appeared during the year, and he proposes
to take 66,000 as a basis for the examination of this thousand
candidates, that is $6 a head. Now, in Ontario there is
a very much more intricate examination, an examination in
which there are a greater number of papers submitted, an
examination which must occupy the attention of the
examiners a longer time in examining the papers
than in the civil service examination for C.nada.
That teachers' examination, as my hon. friend has
shown, costs $1 a head, and the Minister proposes
this examination shall cost $6 a head. Now I say that is
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wholly unnecessary. I say the examination here can b
conducted at about the same cost as in the other instance
The bon. member fbr Cardwell (Mr. White) shakos his
bead, but I am satisfied it can be done. There is no diffi
culty about the matter at ail, as concerne the examination
of the papers and the time. Of course, in the printing of
the examination papers, the cost of printing papers for the
examination of 1,000 will be nearly as great as for 6,000.
But the amount of cost for the preparation of the examina.
tion papers, is very trifling; it is not a very large fraction
of the expense. lt is the system that is adopted by which
the cost is incurred. Here you have competent persons
acting as sub-examiners. The papers are ail sent to the
central board for examination. But what do you propose
to do here ? You propose to send particular examiners to
various points, and to incur the expense necessary to send
those parties from Halifax to Vancouver, and having
incurred a large expense in that way, of course
you require a large appropriation. But I say that
is an unnecessary expense. It is not necessary that
the principal examinerâ should leave the Capital. They
eau examine the papers here as well as elsew-here.
There are, no doubt, advantages in having ail the papers
examined by the same parties, because two examiners might
not place the same value on an imperfect answer. It is
important, therefore, that the central examiners, whoever
they may be, should examine ail the papers; but I say the
appropriation asked for this service is attogether beyond
what is actually required, and I am perfectly satisfled that
men thoroughly competent to do the work can be found to
examine all the papers for one-third of the amount the hon.
gentleman asks in this vote.

Mr. CIAPLEAU. I would defy the hon. gentleman if
he were at the head of this Department, to make any reduc-
tion in the cost of conducting the examinations. I am
satisfied it has been brought to the lowest possible figure,
and if he will look at the detailed statement in the Auditor
General's report I think he will be satisfied on this point.
It is a very easy matter to say that the work could be
performed at a cheaper price. It is true we have exami-
nations of thousands of pupils in universities and colleges
in Quebe3, and that they cost nothing. But we cannot
do that here. Wo have examinations in ail the Pro-
vinces. We are obligod, for example, to advertise that
examinations will take place at certain dates. If we did not
do so the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) would be the
first to ask why these examinations had not been advertised
to take place. The cost of the advertising, moreover, has
been reduced to the lowest figure. I need not mention that
hundreds of accounts have been refused because the cost
of advertising las been eut to the lowest figure, as I have
stated; nevertheless it amounts to 81,100. The sub-
examinera have not charged exorbitant prices. In Ontario
the cost was $418; Quebec, $136; Nova Scotia, $61; New
Brunswick, $139; British Columbia, $71 ; Manitoba, $71;
Prinee Edward Island,;869; making a total of $967. Ail the
travelling expenses, of which the hon. gentleman has
áttempted to make so much, amounted together to only
$394. The salaries are, as I have said, exceedingly low.
The necessary expenditure for printing reaches $4J8, which
brings the amount up to $1,661.84. Unless the system is
entirely changed from that which exists at the present
time--and I do not suppose Parliament is disposed to
change the system-and examinations are placed on some
other basie, the expenditure necessary to conduct the
examinations for the public service lu a manner satisfactory
to ail the Provinces in the Dominion cannot becut lower
ihan the present figure, unless examinera can be got to do
the work for nothing.

Mr. VAIL. It must be remembered that this amount is
iable to be inereamed from time to time. The hon. gentle-

Mr. MILLS.

e man the other day had a certain amount for travelling
expensels in the scheme. There is no reason why anyone
should be allowed travelling expenses in connection with
this business. There are sub-examiners who are quite com-

i petent to do all the work that is necessary outside head-
f quarters. I do not understand why the examinations can-

not be conductel in a manner like that followed at the
universities. There the persons in charge merely superin-
tend the work and see there is no unfairness, and the
papers are afterwards submitted to the examiners. I sub-
mit there should be no travelling expenses allowed, because,
as the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) has stated, all
the work connected with examining the papers can be
done at headquarters. It can be done for a lower sum than
that named. I am willing te trust the Secretary of State
and depend on his assurance that ho will net spend any
more money than is absolutely necessary. The safer
system, however, is not to vote more money than is noces-
sary.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. At the beginning we were obliged to
send the central examinera te different points te get the
system in working order.

Mr. VAIL. There was no necessity to do that, because
it was a very simple matter in ail the Provinces. I know
ail about the system of examinations for the Gilchrist
Scholarship, which have been conducted for a long time.
The examiners are paid $5 per day; there are two of them
and they occupy from two to three days. That is the whole
expenditure, and there is no reason why a similar economi-
cal plan could not be introduced in connection with examin-
ations now under discussion.

Committee rose; and it being six o'clock, the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recess.

House again resolved itself into Committee of Supply.

Mr. BOWELL. When the House rose the hon. member
for North York (Mr. Mulock) had read a statement of
expenditures connected with the examinations of teachers
in the Province of Ontario, and from that ho argued that
the cost which was being incurred in the civil service
examinations is altogether out of proportion. It was quite
evident, however, after he had been speaking a few
moments that he was confusing what are called the
promotion examinations for the high schools with the
examinations for teachers, and it was not until the
hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) rose that we
ascertained exactly what the hon. gentleman meant. But
when he informed the House the sourco from which lie
obtained his information, it appeared te me that it was hig hly
proper we should have the official documents by which te
verify those statements. I wish the House te understand
distinctly that I have no reference to the hon. member for
Bothwell, who furnished the lion. gentleman with thatstate-
ment. If the hon. gentleman will turn te the Public
Accounts of Ontario, from which the figures ho gave te the
House were obtained, he will find that the total expenditure
connected with the examinations te which' ho referred
amounted te nearly $12,000 instead of $6,000. Under the
heading of what are termed departmental examinations for
18S4, the year te which the hon. gentleman referred-the
head office in Toronto cost $2,900, and for sub-examina-
tiens to which the attention of the House was oalled by
the hon. gentleman, was $6,979.93. Thon, if the hon. gentle-
man had gone just a little further and addel te these
sums, as they have done in the PublicAccountsthe contingen-
coies attending the departmental examinations, he would have
found that the total sum was $11,946. It will beobserved that
whoever furnished the hon. gentleman with his figures, only

976



COMMONS DEBATES.
took from these Public Accounts the amounts which were paid
to the different sub-examinors throughout the Provinces,
for giving the papers to the teachers attending the exami-
nations during the time the teachers were employed, and
transmitting the same to the city of Toronto. That
is all they do. But he might as well have gone further,
and told the louse that the whole machinery is prepared by
the educational department in Toronto, and that in every coun-
ty, and almost in every riding, there are inspectors who act for
them and are paid by the Ontario Government for the work
they perform; and that these same gentlemen receive salaries
paid by the county councils, or the city or town councils in
the various municipalities. I find here the name of the
gentleman occupying the position of inspectors in the city
and county in which I reside-Mr. Mackintosh for the
county, and Mr. Johnson, who is the city inspector. These
are the gentlemen who constitute the board, and, as I said a
moment ago, receive the papers from Toronto and hand
them to those who are seeking to be school-masters and
mistresses; and after the examinations they are transmit-
ted for final adjustment to the city of Toronto. Those
who have been connected with the educational sys-
tem of Ontario know that formerly they did not receive
even that much. The boards of examiners were com-
posed of the inspectors of the different cities, the chairman
of the common school board, and the chairman of the gram.
mar or high school boards, with one or two others selected
for that purpose in the different counties.

Mr. MILLS. The grammar school boards.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes, the grammar school boards; but in
our town we had a joint grammar and common school board,
hence I was confounding it, because being a member of both
the school boards myself, I was a member of the board of
examiners. At one time it cost comparatively little. All they
were paid was a small amount per diem to cover neocessary
expenses. It must be borne in mind that while the Secre-
tary of State is asking for $6,000 for the present year, he
has to organise a system to carry on these examinations,
while in Ontario they have their system perfected for them
throughout the whole school system, and the school inspec-
tors of the different sections of the Province. If you turn to
the Public Accounts you will find that the total expenses con-
nected with the board of civil service examiners in Ottawa
did not amount to the sum asked for this year but amounted to
between $4,000 and 85,000. I do not say the hon. gentleman
misstated the figures designedly, because it was evident that
he was reading a paper furnished to him, and that he had not
thoroughly investigated the question, or I certainly believe
he never would have made the statement.he did, with refer-
ence to the expenditure connected with the educational
system of the Province of Ontario.

Mr. MILLS. What does the hon. gentleman say the
expenditure is?

Mr. BOWELL. The total expenditure of the depart-
mental examinions in Toronto-that is the board in
Toronto-was $2,900, and the amount which was paid to the
different inspectors throughout the Province was 86,979-63.
The contingencies are composed of printing, stationery,
books, maps and an amount for type, type for printing the
examination papers, etc., making the total amount, adding
these departmental contingencies, to $11,946.

Mr. MILLS. Does the hon. gentleman say that that is
the cost of the examination of teachers alone, not including
the cost of the examination of the students of the high
schools ?

Mr. BOWELL, I will again read the statement. Itsays
departmental examinations, services of the chairman of
the board of examiners, etc., $2,900. Then under the head
of services as sub-examiners the amount is $6,976.63; and
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the balance is contingencies, attending the office, travelling
expenses, etc., in connection with the examinations, making
a total of 11,946, instead of $6,000 as stated by the member
for North York.

Mr. McMULLEN. There is another point in connection
with the matter which has not been touched upon. We
find that the pupils, those applying for examination as civil
servants, have to pay a fee of 82 a piece. Now, in conne.-
tion with the matter, there were something like 1,000
examined this year, which would amount to $2,000, added
to the amount here set down as the sum spent in connection
with the examination of civil service officers. The hon.
gentleman states, that in Ontario they have spent in all
$12,000 for the examination of pupils-those applying to be
examined.

Mr. BOWE LL. I said nothing about papifs.

Mr. McMULLEN. You said there were $12,000 spent
by the educational department under this head. Now,
taking that as a fact, it las already been stated there were
6,000 examined, which would be an average of $2 a piece
altogether. Now, under the examination of civil servants,
there has not been quite 1,000 examined, and they have got
to pay a fee of $2 a piece for the privilege of being exam-
ined, and, in addition, we have $4,900 spent. That is, in
ail, about $7 a piece for the examinations they have under-
gone, while the pupils under the school system of Ontario
are examined for $2 a piece. I think it is unreasonable,
and unfair, and unnecessary that such an amount
should be spent, and if a proper course was adopted
whereby the sum expended in this way could be
restricted, there is nothing the prevent the high
school touchers in the Dominion being employed in the
discharge of this duty and the sum thereby largeiy cut
down. If the papers were prepared in Ottawa, under the
guidance of a board here chosen for the purpose, and these
papers were sent out to those appointed to earry out the
examinations there is nothing to prevent teachers of a cer-
tain grade throughout the Dominion discharging the duty of
examiners, and then the papers could be returned to Ottawa
and investigated just as they are now when they are returned
to Toronto. We contend that it is highly important in the
initiation of a system like this, that a propor basis should be
arranged, whereby money should not be frittered away and
expended uselessly. We believe that before this item passes
wo should have had before u the Bill which the hon. gentle-
man has introduced for the purpose of arranging the civil
service examinations, so that we might see whether the
House was prepared to say that this Bill proposed the best,
cheapest, and most convenient way of carrying on the
examinations before we went on with the item. But under
the circumstances we are pressed to consent to the passage
of this item before we have discussed the question of
whether it is the best and most economical mode of ro-
ceeding with the matter. I contend that it is highly
desirable in the initiation of this system that we hoauld
carefully criticise the whole operation of the system, and
decide whether it would not be more in the interest of the
country that another systeum should be adopted, and that
those teache res throughout the Dominion, whose services can
be easily secured for this purpose, could not be secured and
a less expensive mode of conducting tly business inaugurated.

Mr. HESSON. The hon. gentleman says that the 82 a
head that is paid by the applicants for examination is in
addition to the $6,000 now asked for the purposes of that
Department. Now, the hon. gentleman ought to know
better. The matter has been discussed iere before; the
whole question was debated long ago, and at one time it
was expected that the examinations would be self-sustaining;
but, after a trial, the gentlemen engaged in that work ascer-
tained that it was very heavy and that they were inade-
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quately paid. I remember that the hon. Secretary of State
stated in the House last year that in all probability the
Government would loose the best men on the board, as they
could not afford to give their time to it. Now, my hon.
friend has stated over and over again that the work cannot
be done for less. I am satisfied that he does his best to keep
the cost down to such a figure as not to be a serious charge
on the resources of the Government. The hon. gentleman
o ite made the mistake of supposing that the $2 are in
add tion. They go into the Consolidated Fund, and
the whole cost is 86,000. Now, what the Minister
of Customs disputed was the statement made by
the hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock),
that it had cost only $1 per head to examine
6,000 in Toronto. Now, it turns out that he just stated
about half the cost; it turns out that he did not include all
the expenses connected with that examination. The hon.
member for North Wellington (Mr. MeMullen) knows that
over and above the charge made to the Ontario House, the
inspector of a coun.ty is paid to a considerable extent out of
the county funds ; ho knows that the towns throughout
Ontario also contribute; and knowing all tihis, I think it is
a pity that the hon. gentleman should be so much in the
dark in reference to this whole question. If hon. gentle-
men opposite can show that the work can be done any
cheaper than it is, I think they will deserve the thanks of
the House and the country.

fr, McMULLEN. The inspector of the county of
Wellington gets a yearly salary from the county for the
duties devolving upon him, and amongst them ho is sup-
posed to discharge the duties of examiner when the exam-
mations take place at the different grammar schools
throughout the county.

Mr. RYKERT. What is the name of your inspector ?
Mr. McMULLEN. I think there are three inspectors for

the county. Mr. Clapp is the inspector of the north riding,
and he gets $1,200 altogether for his services as inspector.
If ho is not able to attend the examinations, ho bas the
power to appoint substitutes, and the county has to pay
them, but the inspector is supposed to perform the duties
himself.

Mr. BOWELL. Does helget any remuneration from the
Ontario Government ?

Mr. McMULLEN I do not know of any remuneration
that ho gets from the Ontario Government. I am not certain
of that; I only state what I know. Now, even admitting
that the 82 per head goes into the Consolidated Revenue
Fund, after all, the cost of the civil service examinations is
very much in excess of the cost of the examinations in
Ontario. If the examinations in Ontario are conducted for
$2 a head, on the Minister of Oustoms own figures, the
Government ought to be able to conduct the examinations
here at very little more. I also notice that a very large
amount is expended for advertising; very nearly $1,000 was
expended last year, of which I think about $450 was
expended in Ontario. I cannot understand why such a large
amount should be required for that purpose.

Mr. COCHRANE. I would just say, in reference to the1
examination of public school teachers, that the inspectorso
are paid so much per register. The hon. gentleman should1
have known that. They are paid $5 a register by the
county and $5 a register by the Government as inspectors1
of schools, and for any other services they render, they are1
paid 83 a day and travelling expenses; and very often theyt
do not attend the examinations at all. For instance, in the1
county I represent there are three examinations going on ats
the same time. The inspector attends one, and ho appointsE
substitates for the others, who get $3 a day and so much perc
mile for travelling expenses.

]Er. HEosoN.

Mr. FOSTER. I notice that hon. gentlemen opposite
are making free use of the comparison per capita. Because
there is a certain number of candidates in Ontario, and a
less number in the civil service examinations, they make
a comparison of the costs per capita, as if that was a fair
method. Does it not strike these hon. gentlemen that if
only one-half the number came up in Ontario teobe examined,
the very same machinery wouldbe necessary, but the per
capita charge would be doubled, or very nearly so, unless
the examiners are paid by the paper ? I understand
they are not paid by the paper, but by the day.
if an examiner is paid $3 a day for superintending an
examination ho can just as well superintend fifty as
twenty-five, but the number will make a great difference in
the per capita cost. Therefore I say the per capita method
of comparison is not a fair one. In this matter, it seems
to me there are just three considerations. In the first place,
who shall be the examining board ? Do you propose to have
as an examining board a set of men who shall be changed
from time to time? Do you propose to have one board in
one Province and a different board in another Province?
Or is it not a botter system that we should have a per-
manent board for the whole of the Dominion and not one
for each Province? No doubt the one uniform board is
the proper examining body if you are to have a uniform set
of questions put to all candidates in all parts of the Dom-
inion. The next consideration is as to who shall examine
the answers sent in. Hon. gentlemen will, I think,
agree with me that the men who ought to examine
the answers sont in, should ho the men who have set
the questions and who therefore, understand best
the drift and purport of the questions. For this
reason, I believe we cannot do better than to have one board
of examiners, who, in the first place, will set the questions,
and in the second place examine and adjudicate on the
answers sent in; and that, I understand, is what we have,
namely, one board of civil service examiners. The next
question is, can yon get the same machinery as that which
hon. gentlemen say they have in Ontario; can you get that
as a uniform machinery throughout all the Provinces, and
can youget it at as cheap a rate and as efficient as the present
system ? You may have a very good system in Ontario,
and a system which provides for these intermediary exam-
inations, and it may be possible to attach the civil service
examinations to some of the boards comprised in that sys-
tem, but the question arises, are these boards uniform
throughout the Dominion? I think they are not, and
you will come across a difficulty the very moment you
go from one board of examiners to another. The question
next arises, who shall be sub examiners, or shall we have
any ? I hold we should not; I behieve that what we want
is sub-inspectors, who, after the board prepares the uniform
questions and sends them out to all parts of the Dominion,
will see that the papers are properly guarded, and that the
candidates are properly looked after while they are answer-
ing the questions, and who will return the papers to
the central board. The only real question, therefore,
seems to be as to who shall be the sub-inspectors, as to
whether they shall be the teachers of high schools, or teach-
ers of other schools; or as to who are most available for
the work. Will you get a high school teacher
or college instructor to do the work for- less pay than
the sub-inspector you have now, and can you rely on get-
ting either at the time and in the place you want him for
the two examinations per year or the extra examinations.
My opinion, is that there is no better or cheaper method
than that of having one board of examiners who shal
prepare the questions and send them out, and then having
sub-inspectors to look after the examination of candidates in
each place and see that the papers are sent baok to the
central board; and I hold that central board ought teobe
permanent, because the longer they engage in these ex.
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aminations the better they will know the wants of the
departments and the best mode of getting at the com-
parative merits of the applicants. Every year they will
come to a better standard of judgment and set more suit-
able questions, so that we may get what is the best set of
questions to test what we want for the service. Until
hon, gentlemen opposite can show that they can get a
unilorm and constant, and at the same time cheaper
machinery than the one we have, I cannot see that we
can botter things by changing.

Mr. CASERON (Middiesex). In reference to the school
examinations that are held in Ontario, and which have been
so frequently referred to, it is evident from the discussion
that has taken place that two different examinations
have been verysaiy confused. There is, in the first place,
the entrance examinations to high sch'>1, which take
place at the different high schools; then there is the inter-
mediate and the teachers examinations which proceed conse-
cutively once a year, and which are held under the auspices
of the Educational Department in Toronto. It is to the
latter that the hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock)
addressed himself, and in dealing with that I have this to
say, that I take it-and the Minister of Customs has estab-
lished it as correct-that the figures given were really what
the cost of these examinations is, and it will need but a
slight tracing of the mode of procedure to establish that.
In the first place, the advisory bDard at Toronto prepares
the questions. The questions are then distributed over the
Province to the different high schools and collegiate insti-
tutes. Local inspectors of examinatious are appointed, and
the papers are returned after the examinations are held.
Tho forty-five or more gentlemen, whose names appear on
the list and are included in the $6,000 of expenditure,
are, in many cases, the school inspectors in the different
municipalities. From their capabilities in that direction they
are called upon to examine these papers, and the result is
that the cost of these examinations and the amount paid to
these gentlemen appears in the public accounts of the Pro-
vince of Ontario in their name, and is included in the $6,000,
which is the estimated cost of these examinations. Now, in
addition to that, as I have stated, there is an entrance
examination.

Mr. BOWELL. What did the hon. gentleman say is
included in the 86,000

Mr. CAMERON. The amount paid to the different
inspectors of schools throughout Ontario, whose ser-
vices are called for the purpose of examining all these
papers.

Mr. RYKERT. No.
1fr. CAMERON. I am speaking of a fact that is

within my knowledge. I say again that the amounts
that appear in the Public Accounts of Ontario as
having been paid for these examinations-the amounts that
are embraced in this $6,000, as 'paid to these inspectors of
schools-are paid to them for the examination of those who
present themselves at what is termed the intermediate
examinations and for teachers' certificates. These
gentlemen are called in to aid the board in Toronto
on account of the number of papers, and the number
of candidates that present themselves for examination.
The number of candidates was given earlier in the debate,
but I may state besides that last year the number of papers
that each candidate had to handie was fourteen; and conse-
quently the total number last year must have been some-
thing in the neighborhood of 100,000. It took these forty-
five extra inspectors something like thirty days to go over
them, showing the vast amount of work that was done for
this 6,000. i may state an additional fact in connection
with this matter, There is an uentrance examination to high
schools in Ontario, and that examination is a more rigid

one than the first examination under the Civil Service Act,
and is, I believe, equally rigid with the preliminary 'exa-
mination for the Civil Service. That examination -takes
lace at the high sochools, and is the one which is paid for
y the different counties in Ontario. It has nothing to do

with this expenditure. It has nothing whatever to do with
the examination of the teachers.

Mr, BOWELL. That is just what we say.

Mr. CAMERON. The examination of teachers ap-
peared in the Public Accounts, and is, I presume, the
amount that was given by the hon. member for North
York (Mr. Mulock), but the examination for entrance into
the high schools is paid by the counties. Each county is
required to pay the cost of that examination, and this fact
is made particularly prominent in my mmd, because the
counties in the Province of Ontario have been endeavoring
to establish a different system of payment within the last
year; and if the educational department in Toronto has
not consented to a change, it has the matter under con-
sideration, the change being in the direction of allowing 75
cents for each candidate examined for admission to the
high schools. I know from personal knowledge that this 75
cents means the cost of examining the pupil who presents
himself as a candidate for promotion from the publi schools
to the high schools, and if it be the case that the preimin-
ary examination before the civil service examiners is only
equal to that for entrance to the high schools, it is scandalous
that $6,000 should be expended by the civil service exam-
iners, or equal to 86 a head, when the Province of Ontario
is able to obtain the same service at the rate of 15 ets. a head.
Gentlemen will ask: How does it happen that the examina.
tion for school teachers is more expensive ? It is readily
understood. There are some sixteen papers-fourteen at
least-that have to be examined for every candidate that
presents himself for a teacher's certificate. The hon. the
Minister of Customs was prepared to say that the entire
cost of examiners was much more than $6,000 a year. I am
prepared to admit that, but he neglected to state that the
second class, and the third class and intermediate ertificates
are not by any means the only certificates whieh these
examiners are charged with the examination of. We know
that the first class examination, which is entirely different,
which embraces a smaller number of candidates though a
much greater number of questions, is included in the cost
which he has given, and I have no doubt that the statement
from the Department, giving 86,000 as the cost for the inter-
mediate and third class examinations, representing 6,000 can.
didates, is practically the amount which it costs to the Pro-
vince of Ontario. That being the case, it occurs to me that it
would be by no means an impropriety if the board of civil ser-
vice examiners or the Government admitted the intermediate
examination from Ontario, or that for third class cer-
tificated teachers as equal to that before the civil service
board. If the Government is desirous of economy in this
matter, there would be perfect propriety in doing that.
There is no question that the examination is equally rigid;
it must be more so when we recognise that the examination
for entrance to the high sehool is equal to the preliminary
before the civil service board; so, if the Government is
disposed to husband the public resources in this particular,
they have every opportunity, because the people of Ontario,
offer them the facilities without any expense whatever.
There is another matter to which I would like to draw the
attention of the Committee. At one of the examinations
which took place in Ontario during last May, there were very
serious proteste made by those who presented themselves.
Some of the candidates said, praotically, that the examina-
tion waa a farce; that really, if the honor of the candidates
did not stand in the way of it, there was no diffieulty In
copying to the full extent from the papers of those who
were disposed to allow the use of them. If that state of
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affairs exists, and I have it from a candidate who passed the
examination-

Mr. BOWELL. Is not that a complaint that is made
even in the university ?

Mr. CAMERON. It may be; I cannot say as to that;
but one of the gentlemen who complained of this laxity had
passed his examination for the intermediate before the board
of examiners appointed for that purpose, and had taken a
certificate, and was prepared to show the difference between
the examination as conducted for a teacher's certificate and
that for the Civil Service, and he said that, comparing them
together, the one was a perfect farce compared with the other.
That is his statement; I do not give that by any means on
my own authority ; but if we are expending so much money
for such an expensive farce as that man represents it to be,
it is time that a closer examination was had into it. There
is still another fact. We know that a number of gentlemen
have taken certificates throughout Ontario before the differ-
ont boards. We know, besides, that a number have failed,
even with the examination as light as it was. I know of
instances where those who presented themselves failed to
pass even the preliminary examination, but it was a
fact which was within the cognisance of everyone who
passed it, at any rate, and which necessarily made them
considerably chagrined over the matter, that, while some of
those who failed to paso received appointments from the
Government, those who did pass received none. It cer-
tainly is a grave censure of the administration of the Civil
Service Act if that is the case. Gentlemen will say it is
impossible to get into the Civil Service without passing the
examination ; but there are a lot of appointments in the gift
of the Government outside of the civil service, and it hap-
pens in this particular instance that this was the case. But
the fact remains that the man who failed in his examination
received an appointment which tho very beat among those
who passed would have been glad to have accepted after
having passed the examnation.

Mr. BOWELL. Does the hon. gentleman speak from
his own personal knowledge ?

Mr. CAMEBRON. I speak from the knowledge that that
man's name does not appear among those who passed that
examination, and he appears in the Public Accounts to-day
as a public servant.

Mr. POSTER. As a member of the Civil Service ?

Mr. CAMERON. He is in the employment of the Gov-
ernment. I gave the Committee definitely to understand
that I reserved that statement ; I did not make it appear
that he was a member of the Civil Service, but it was an
appointment in the gift of the Government, and he is to-day
in the employment of the Government.

Mr. POSTER. The hon. gentleman would not surely,
because a man failed to pass in the examination for the
Civil Service disqualify him for every position outside of
the Civil Service.

Mr. CAMERON. If it amounts to anything, it ought
first to be for those who passed the examination.

Mr. FOSTER. So it was.

Mr. CAMERON. How does he get the position ?

Mr. BOWELL. We do not know. If you will tell us
who ho is, we may be able to tell.

Mr. CAMERON. At all events, his friends will not claim
any special qualification for him. l'he fact remains that
for 15 cents per head we are obtaining equal value to what
is costing us here $6 per head, and it is a fact, on the
authority of those who have undergone the examination,
that the local inspectors are derelict in their duties so far as

Mr. CAxmonz (Middlesex).

securing the result of merit to those who passed the exami-
nations creditably, and I should be very glad, indeed, if I saw
any indication on the part of the Government of changing
a system which gives very little publie satisfaction, and
looks as if it were an expenditure of money solely because
friends are to be benefited.

Mr. FOSTER. The honi gentleman understands the
question of the examinations, ·evidently, by what ie has
said. Will he outline to the louse how he would propose
to conduct the Civil Service examinations on his plan? We
are discussing generalities entirely, and, if he would state
something definite to the House as to how he proposes to
do it we should have something before us to consider.

Mr. CAMERON. I had no idea of being called on thus
early in my legislative career to assume the duties of Secre-
tary of State, and, until I feel I have greater responsibilities
in that direction, I think I may safely leave it to the hou.
gentleman.

Mr. BOWELL. I wish to correct the references of the
hon. gentleman to what I stated. I made no reference
whatever to any particular class of examination. I simply
read the amount that is paid by the Ontario Government
for this service, which 1 think I explained, as I understood
it, to include them all, and I simply read it because I found
the hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock) in his state-
ment included only one branich of it, and that was just
about half.

Mr. CAMERON. Then, of course, the hon. gentleman
will notice that there is no difficulty--his contention and
mine tallying. I have merely gone into details to show-

Mr. BOWELL. I have no objection to his doing that,
but 1 do not wish to have him putting il into my mouth.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. gentlemen in Opposition in
drswiug a comparison between this examlnstion and the
examination of teachers Ontario, are mpst unfair, because
the items which go to make up the expense there are not
included in their calculation st all. What are the items of
cost in reference to the examination here which the Pro-
vince of Ontario has not to bear, as shown in the report of
the Minister of Education ? They are, first, the buildings
that are used. These have to be hired by the civil service
board for that purpose. These buildings in Ontario are ut
the disposai of the Minister of Education for holding this
examination, so there is no cost there. The next item of
expense is advertising. Now I may say with reference to
that point*·that it was brought to my attention by a friend
of the hon. gentleman opposite who claimed that it wa3
unfair that these examinations should be held in different
parts of the country without being extensively adver-
tised so that their friends could have an equal oppor.
tunity, with the friends of the Government, in going up
for examination. For that reason I urged upon the Secre-
tary of State the importahce of advertising all over the
country so as to give all classes fair play, and then
no objection could be taken to the system. I am sure that
had any other system been adopted, the hon. gentlemen
who are now opposing this expenditure would have been
the first to condemn it and say it was done for a political
purpose. The next item of expense is for travelling. They
seem to overlook the fact that in every county there are
three inspectors who remain at their homes and have only
a few miles to travel to the county town for the purpose of
holding these examinations, and their travelling expenses
are very little ; whereas in this case the civil service
board have to send their men over a country extending
4,000 miles, to visit several different Provinces, and to rent
buildings in which to hold the examinations. Now these are
expenses in connection with the civil service examina-
tion which are not taken into account in the comparison
with the Province of Ontario. There they have a class of
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mon who are employed for another purposa, and the Min-
ister of Education avails himself of their services for a short
time and pays thiem a trifling amount for it. They are com-
petent men who arealways ready to do their work, and this
is a part of their duty; whereas the civil service board are obli-
ged to employ men for this special work; and it is well known
that if you. employ men for a short time who require special
fitness, you have to pay them a higher price than to men
who are engaged in what you inay call their life work. Now
the hon. gentleman says that this examination costs $6 a
head as compared with 75 cents a head for the school
teachers in Ontario. J am sure that the hon. gentleman
must know better, because if ho was- fair in his calculation
-and it should be his duty, both to this House and to the
country, to make a fair comparison-he should take into
account the items of expense that are incurred in the exam-
ination for teachers which are not included in the report of
the Minister of Education; and if he had done this lie must
see that it costs more than the sum he has given to this
louse. It represents only a fraction of the expense; whereas

the Civil Service examination represents all the expense, and
it represents special expenses that must be met that
are not at all chargeable to the Ontario Government.
Now I say that, considering the large amount of
territory gone over, the number of pupils examined,
the classes of men that are employed, the wages that must
be paid, the expense for advertising, for rent, and other
neJàssaries to carry on this examination over the whole
country, a very large sum is required, and it sho2ld not be
at all compared to the expenses incurred in the examination
for teachers in the Province of Ontario. There is no fair
ness in the comparison, and no possibility of showing the
direct expenses incurred in the teachers' examination. If
a fair comparison were made, and all the expense taken
into account, I think we would find that the examination
under the civil service board is equally as cheap, and
equally as efficient, as the examination of teachers in the
Province of Ontario.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman who has just taken
bis seat, has told the Committee that the civil service
examination is necessarily more expensive than the examin-
ation for teachers in te Province of Ontorio; that the
Government have not the necessary machinery, nor the
local appliances, that they have in Ontario. The hon.
gentleman reminded me of a story that is told by Dean
Ramsay, of an old Scotch clergyman who said that he saw
a procession coming towards him with flags and a band of
music. Ho was on horseback, and as his horse was very
wild, he rode rapidly forward until he saw a soft place in
the road, where he waited for the procession as ho knew
his horse would throw him, and he wanted a soft
place to fall in. "Well," said his friend, " why did
you not get off your horse, when you were so certain
that if you remained on the horse he would throw
you ?" He said tha reason was; he never thought of it it
never occurred to him. And it does not seem to have
occurred to the hon. gentleman who las just taken his seat,
that if there is an advantage in using local appliances, this
Administration may use them as well as the Local Govern.
ment. There is no difficulty whatever. Surely the hon gentle-
man, in advising the Government with regard to the number
of appointments in his own county, and pressing upon the
Government to find places for a great number of his friends,
.could -certainly recommend to the Government some party
who would be competent to act as sub-examiner in his con-
stitueney; and if he declined to do so, probably the gentle-
man who opposed the hon. gentleman at the last election,
might be wiiling to give the information, There is no dif.
ficulty in finding local parties who are competent, and
there is, therefore, no necessity for the Government to
ineur these large travelling expenses in sending, parties

from Ottawa to distant portions of the Dominion. Thon,
the hon. gentleman read from the public accounts of On-
tario, various sums which, he says, were all expended in
connection with these examinations, amounting to nearly
812,000.

Mr. BOWELL, I said in -connection with the board.
Mr. MILLS. Yes, for the purpose of examination,

because if it is not connected with this board for the pur-
pose of this examination, then it has no relevancy. i find
here amongst the items that the hon. gentleman read, one of
$750 for printing. I apprehend that is simply to cover
the expense of printing the papers that are used. It is a
liberal sum, no doubt, and in all probability includes the
cost of printing for the Normal School and the Model
School examinations as well. But if the hon. gentleman
had looked into these papers he would have seen, bosides
the sums le mentioned, one of 8383.52 to Blackett Robin-
son for printing. Does the hon. gentleman suppose that
this $750 was expended in the printing of examination
papers alone ? Then, there is a sum paid to Warnock &
Co., for bookbinding. Does he suppose that bookbinding
is a necessary part of the examination ? le will see sumo
paid for maps, for furnihing, for plumbing. Doos he
suppose that is a necessary part of the examination ?
Then, there are certain sums paid for lumber, for coal, for
a caligraph and various other purposes.

Mr. BOWELL. I suppose that was to furnish the rooms
that the gentlemen occupied for examination purposes.
That item may stand against the rooms rented for exami-
nation of the candidates hure.

Mr. MILLS. I have here the charges for the Normal
School examination and the Model School examination,
which are included, and I have no doubt that the statement
which I read to the House, and which the lon. member for
North York (Mr. Mulock) read to the House, fairly repre-
sents the actual cost of the examination of these candidates,
separate from those other expenses that are mentioned in
the Public Accounts. The hon. member for King's, N.B. (Mr.
Foster), said it would cost just as much to conduct exami-
nations for 2,000 students as it would for three
times that number; in fact it would eost no more to examine
a large number than a smali number. I do not agree with
the observations made by that hon. gentleman. No
doubt so far as the chairman of the board is concerned
it matters not to him whether 50 or 100 candidates
present themselves for examination; but that formsaa very
small item of the expense. The principal
expense incurred is in examining the papers after
the work of the candidates is over. I find
there were 68,039 papers put in by 6,075 candidates, some-
thing over 11 papers per candidate. It is the examination
of those papers that takes up the time and forms the princi-
pal part of the expense. It was the statement made by
the Secretary of State during the discussion of this matter
in the House previously, that induced me to make enquiries
into the matter, because the time mentioned by the hon.
gentleman was so utterly at variance with my own experi-
ence in examinations. 1 made enquiries of persons con-
nected with tho Education Department in Ontario in order
to know whether so great an amount of time was consumed
in the examination of papers as the hon. gentleman had
stated to have been consumed by the Civil Service Board of
Examiners. I found that the impressions which I had
formed were borne out by the facts. I have no doubt the
hon. gentleman made a perfectly candid statement to the
louse, and I would not for a moment wish anything elise
to be inferred from what I say; but he was misled, and the
parties could not take the time mentioned by
him to do this work, if the parties charged with
the examination devoted themselves to this particular
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work. Yon have only to examine the blue books laid on the
Table of this House containing the examination papers in
order to perceive the elementary character of the questions
submitted and the necessarily brief answers required to be
made, and to show that the examination of a single paper
connected with the examination of candidates for second
class certificates would equal, in many cases, the examina-
tion of the whole series of papers put in by a candidate
who submitted himself to the Board of Civil Service Exam-
iners. I say that being the case, the labor is very much
lightened. They would get through with the papers of the
candidates in the same period of time. W hat the
Minister has to consider in presenting to the louse a
scheme of Civil Service examinations, and what the
House las to consider in examining the scheme the
Minister may present, is as to what machinery should
be, employed for the purpose of conducting those
examinations and how to give candidates the least possible
inconvenience and involve the public in the least possible
expense. I say it is by utilising the examiners, as far as
Ontario is concerned-and I have no doubt it is the same
elsewhere-already engaged in the work. What do we do
as regards the voters' lists, or the qualification of votera ?
We avail ourselves of the provincial machinery and of the
appliances which the Provinces possess. We believe that
to be the best course and we have acted on it. We can pursue
a similar plan with respect to Civil Service examiners. We
can do that in Ontario, Quebec and the Maritime Provinces.
There are persons appointed to examine teachers, and they
could examine the Civil Service candidates. If the Govern-
ment do not choose to employ them, others can be obtained,
and at ail events there is no nccessity of rmaking a large
expense in connection with the examination papers. Those
papers can be returned to Ottawa, and be examined here
by those who have prepared them and who are beat qualified
to decide the value of the answers given. If this is done I
am satisfied that it will be unnecessary to provide a large
expendituresuch as that which the hon. gentleman proposes.

Mr. HESSON. The hon. gentleman is continually
directing attention to the fact that the expenditure in one
city in our Province in connection with a similar matter, is
less than the expenditure in twelve different cities extend-
ing throughout the entire Dominion.

Mr. MILLS. Do not the examinations to which I refer
extend throughout Ontario?

Mr. HESSON. The Civil Service examinations have
been held at Charlottetown, Montreal, London, St. John,
Halifax, Winnipeg, Victoria and other places, and the
examination to which the hon. member for Bothwell has
referred, is simply an examination for one Province only,
and occurs only once in a year; whereas here, there are no
less than two examinations and two special examinations.
But the Civil Service examinations, as I have pointed out, are
held in twelve different places throughout Canada, and it is
therefore unfair to compare the cost of conducting them
with an examination held in one city in Ontario. The hon.
gentleman evidently did not take into consideration the
expense of conducting examinations at the different places
to which I have referred. The hon. gentleman simply took
into consideration the expense of holding an examination
in one Province, though le ought to have known that it is
provided that examinations should take place at twelve
different points. Attention has also been called to the
fact that all the examination papers have to be sent
here. The hon. gentleman is unfair in considering
the number of candidates who have presented themselves.
lon. gentlemen oppos5te have stated that the number was
less than 1,000. liere is the report of the Civil Service
examinations. At the May examinationa 594 candidates
presented themselves, and their papers had to be examined,
whether the candidates qualified or not. At the fall examin-

Mr. MILLs.

ation there were 545 candidates, making a total of 1,139.
Here again we see how hon. gentlemen opposite have used
figures in order, if possible, to make ont a strong case
against the Government. They have declared that the
expense was $6,000. I do not know what the estimate was,
but the expenditure last year was 84,000, and the number of
candidates was 1,139, and a special promotion examination
brought the number up to 1,147. The hon. gentleman was
therefore not fair in his statements. Now the hon. gentle-
men are not fair; in the course of this debate they have
been unfair in every case, because on the one hand they deal
with the actual expenditure, while in the other they take
the estimate which may not be spent, which was not spent
last year, the sum expended being only $4,600. I think
hon. gentlemen should at least place the case honestly and
fairly before the House wien they undertake to make
complaints.

Mr. TROW. Did I understand the hon. gentleman to say
that the examinations in Ontario were confined to Toronto
alone-that that is the onlyï examination ? Does he not
know that the examinations are held in over forty different
places ?

Mr. HIEISSON. Not for teachers.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Yes, for teachers.
Mr. HESSON. I speak subject to correction, but my

recollection is that they are examined but once a year, and
that they are examined in Toronto.

Some hon. MENBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. IIESSON. I speak subject to correction, but I

believo I am stating what is absolutely true. My rcollec-
tion is that formerly there were two examinations held in
a year, but now there is but one, and that the candidates
present themselves in Toronto.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). From what the hon. gen-
tleman bas just stated, it is quite evident that he does not
know what he is talking abodt. Anyone who knows any-
thing whatever of the subject, anyone who has the most
rudimentary knowledge of the system of examining teachers
in Ontario, knowi that the examinations for third-class can-
didates, and the intermediate examinations, which are the
examinations which have been irf question, take place in
every high school in the Province, and there are some 105
or 106 in the Province of Ontario; and that, in addition to
that, the Government of Ontario have allowed, under special
circumstances, facilities for holding them outside the differ-
ent high school districts, consequently the comparison tells
very largely against the Civil Service examinations, and
shows that they are much more expensive than they ought
to be in comparison with the examination of teachers in
Ontario.

Mr. RYKERT. The point in dispute before recess, which
was raised by the hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock),
was the accuracy of a statement furnished to him by the hon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills). By that statement he
endeavored to show that the Ontario system of examination
is not so expensive as that of the Dominion. I understand
that during~the recess that statement was to be revised by
the Minister of Education, who was in the city. I take it
for granted that the hon. member for Noruh York (Mr.
Mulock), the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) and
the hon. member for Wellington (Mr. McMullen) were
wrong, because they now admit that instead of the expendi-
ture boing $6,000, as shown by that statement,' it is
upwards of $11,000. The hon. member for North York has
evidently satisfied himself that he is mistaken. I find, in
following up the expenditure of the Province of Ontario,
that the amount, as reported last year, was something like
the amount stated by the Minister of Customs for the
precoding year. I find that the expenditure in Ontario last
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year was 810,198, while the expenditure in the Dominion
was $4,661. The expenditure for the examiners themselves
in the Dominion was $1,625, as against $2,300 in the
Province of Ontario; and the sub-examiners received from
the Dominion $967, while those in the Province of Ontario
received $6,193. The travelling expenses in the Dominion
were 8394, and in Ontario $198. Advertising in the Dominion
was $1,153, and in Ontario $637. The cost of stationery
in the Dominion was $498, and for the Province of Ontario
$880. But hon. gentlemen will recollect that although the
expenditure for the Dominion was $4,661, the amount
received from fees was $2,052, so that the actual expendi-
ture in the Dominion was $2,609. The hon. member for
Wellington (Mr. McMllen) has stated that the inspectors
were net paid by the Province of Ontario, and ho gives the
name of Mr. G. B. Platt. Now, I find by the report of the
Province of Ontario that Mr. G. B. Platt received $102.75,
se that the hon. gentleman will see that ho was again mis-
taken. In fact, whenever quotations are made by hou.
gentlemen they are always reckless and random statements,
and when they are confronted by the public documents they
seek te cover themselves by some other means. The hon.
rmember for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) has found great fault with
the system of examinations proposed by the Dominion
Government, and ho thinks that the system in the Province
of Ontario is far superior. Well, it may be a question, Mr.
Chairman,which is the botter mode of examining teachers and
examining these civil servants, but still at the same time the
course adopted by the Dominion Government is on the whole
the less expensive. If the hon. gentleman will look at the
expenditure in the Province of Ontario he will sce that it is
net only confined te what is in the Public Accounts, but they
iust recollect that there is a machinery behind all this

which costs a large sum of money. Special examiners are
paid. These men are employed by the year as examiners
for that very service, and they receive extra sumas from the
Ontario Government for that special purpose, and so when
yen corne te consider that the whole plan of the Dominion
Goverment will only cost 86,000 that is, for examinors,
secretaries, clerks, and all other expenses and compare that
with Ontario they will see that it is far more economical,
bocause al! these papers which are p'roviled fo- the oramin-
ation in the Province of Ontario have te go from the
educational department through the hands of many selected
officers, and that bas net been taken into account by the
hon. gentleman. If you come te consider the actual expendi-
ture on the part of the Dominion Government and make a
comparison with the expeuses in Ontario, you will find
that the former is the less expensive. If hon. gentlemen
would endeavor te separate the two questions, that
is the system of examination and the cost of the same,
they will find that it is will be far botter in discussing the
matter in the Committe. In thediscussion which took place
a few nights ago on the resolutions of the Secretary of State,
the whole matter was discussed by the hon. member for
North York (Mr. Mulock), who offered some valuable sugges.
tions te the Government. Whether they will be adoptec or
net I do net know, but that questioni was different from the
one which is before us to-night. The question is whether
the money shall be voted, having already, by the resolutions,
adopted the principle. The greater part of the discussion
to-night has been entirely foreign te the question. But when
the hon. gentleman seeks te compare the expenditures in the
Dominion with those of the Province of Ontario, it is always
one of the best arguments in support of our view of the
question, because in every instance an examination of the
documents shows that the Province of Ontario is far more
reckless than the Dominion in these matters of expenditure.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Will the Socretary of State inform
us how long it took the examiners to get through the
examinations last seson ?

Mr. CHIAPLEAU. I do not know how many days tbey
were engaged for the examinations we are now discussing,

9 th at is the outrance ezaminations. I only weut to say that this
discussion bas been carried to a great exten,' and I do not and
cannot object to it. Enquiry was made how much was spenton
sub-examinations ; and the suggestion was put forward that
those sub-examinations-that is, the examinations of candi-
dates entering the service-might as well be made accord-
ing te the system which prevails in Ontario, and that that
system was cheaper. Well, Mr. Chairman, the system in
Ontario may be very cheap. I do not obj3ct to their sys-
tem; but I say it is not cheaper than the one we have here.
The hon. momber for Wellington (Mr. MeMullen) always
compared the $6,000 we spent here, with what has been
spent for the greater number of teachers examined in
Ontario. This is not fair and it cannot be the question. The
question of examining only the young men who are enter-
ing the service is not the whole of the Civil Service system
here. Those hon. gentlemen have forgotten that the Board
of CivilS ervice examiners comprise ail examinations for
promotion'in the differetit departments; and these are as
important and cost as much money as the others, for they
have taken at least one-half of our expenditure bore.
That expenditure after all is only $4,000, if you take into
account the $2,000 paid by the candidates; and out of this
$4,000 at least 82,000 is expended for promotion examina-
tions, leaving about $2,000 in ail for the examination of
candidates. I am at a loss to know the meaning of hon.
gentlemen opposite, or what they want to arrive at. Do
they want the board of examiners teobe differently con-
stituted ? Do they want the system to bc applied here that
prevails for the examination of teachers in Ontario? It
cannot be se. The hon. gentleman for Bothwell (Mr. Mills)
said it would not be right that the papers should be ex-
amined in any other manner than by the central board;
and this Board bas to do with all the examinations in the
Civil Service, including those for promotion. If those hon.
gentlemen were in my place they would have the same
system; they would have this board as we have it; and
the only question that may reasonably be raised is this:
Who should be chosen as sub-examiners? After all,
the cost of the sub-examiners has not been so great as my
hon. friends have said. The entire coast for the sub-exam-
iners in the whole seven Provinces of the Dominion, includ-
ing the cost of the rooms they occupy and their travelling
expenses, is only 8934. Surely, in the 'face of that state-
ment, if we are told that the board of examiners bore have
been extravagant, it is a calumny upon those gentlemen.
The hon. member for Middlesex (Mr. Cameron) made a
suggestion that we should accept the certificates which are
given at the intermodiate examinations as qualifying young
men to be candidates for the Civil Service. I cannot agree
with him. The certificates of colleges and even of uiiver-
sities cannot be accepted, because a young man may have
taken his degree in a college, and still may not be qualified
to be a good civil servant, for he must necessarily be
acquainted with certain subjects which are not always tanght
in these institutions. For instance, arithmetic is not suffci-
ently .taught in a great many of the higher institutions of the
Province of Quebec; and young mon must have a training
in arithmetic before they can be examined for entrance to
the Civil Service. Another point raised by the hon. mem-
ber for Bothwell, was that the papers published as being
the examination papers of last year, contained questions so
insignificant, so easy and plain, that it should not have
taken all the time said to have been taken to correct them.
Last year we heard a great deal to the effot that these
examinations were too difficult, that the papers should not
be tolerated, and that young men might deserve te enter
the Civil Service for other qualifications than the ability to
decipher all these problems. Well, these are the papers which
my hon, friend finds too simple. ln conclusion 1 would say
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that the members of the board of examiners we have are the attempt to make the hon. gentleman understand
perfectly qualified.Onofhelisutginmeaoe what we mean, and I therefore wiIl not attempt to explainperecly uaifid.One of them has just given me a note u
in answer to the statement made by the hon. member for further our views on this matter. But the hon, gentleman
North York. Tzat gentleman, Dr. Thorburn, has been in lis last remarks brought up a new point whicli1Imust
twenty years principal of the Collegiate Institute in Ottawa; notice, fe noted the suggestion made Vo accept sehool
he understands the position perfectly well, and he says it is teachers' certificates and cotiege degrees instead of the
preposterous to say that we could for the money we ordinary qualifying certificate of the board of examiners,
spend adopt the system of examination in Ontario and but said it was found to be impossible to do so, because
apply it to the Civil Service. It would not work, and it questions lad to be asked for admission into the service
would certainly cost double the amount of money of the about matters which were fot tauglt in the colleges and
system we have adopted. Certainly, nobody will say that were not required from candidates for teachers certificates.
$5 a day for sub-examiners for a couple of days' work is too Ie gave us ne hint as to what those mysterions questions
much ; and we say it is not extravagant, since the entire were.
expenditure for the whole of the year throughout the whole Mr. CIAPLEKT. 1 did not say that; I said that we
Dominion has amounted toonly $934 in all. The suggestion found in many instances candidates for examination for
which I told the hon. member for North York might admission to the Civil Service who lad certificates in higl
perhaps be adopted was the appointment of teachers as sub- institutions in the Province of Quebec who had hardly, for
examiners to reward them in the not very remunerative instance, any notion of arithmetic, and I said we could noV
profession they have embraced. We have done that to a take certificates of higl colleges and universities because
certain extent in the past, and the board may peThaps con- sometimes they had not given Vhe necessary teaching Lo
tinue the practice in a still larger measure in the future. some-of these branches, sueh as arithmetie.
But we cannot reduce the expenditure to a lower point than
it is at now. Mr. CASEY. The lon. gentleman did make the remark

Mr. VAIL. This discussion has taken a wide range, for eter to as well as that li has just quoted, and I took
which the Secretary of State is somewhat to blame, becausè
if he had contented himself with the amount taken last year, Mr. CHAPLEAU. The hon, gentleman did noV take
the discussion would have been confined to a very narrow down my words for li could not remember them.
limit. But in consequence of his statement the other day, Mr. CASEY. I was very particular Vo note lis words at
when he moved the resolution on which to introduce his Vhe time but may not have understood exactly what the
Bill, that it would be necessary to provide a certain amount hon, gentleman meant. Perlaps I was not able to trans-
for the travelling expenses of the central board, he las led us late exactly lis sentiments into my language, but wi11 try
to believo he contermplated a change in the present system. in future to reproduce them more accurately.
Now, I admit that you must have a central board. You .Ir. C1IAPLEAU. Tle next time I will speak in French
must have men to prepare the papers and to examine them
when they come in; but it is not necessary that these men and VIe hon, gentleman may tIen understand me.
should travel at all. The papers, when prepared, ean be Mr. CASEY. Probably Islould understand him botter
sent ont to the several districts by mail. The gentlemen whom then. fe admits that li stated, or at al evente liesays li
the Secretary of State calls sub-examiners are nothing more meant, that college graduates were often deficient in a
than inspectors. They are merely required to be present knowledge of arithmetie, that arithmetie, as 1 understand
during the writing out of the papers, to see that no unfair hum, was noV tauglin the higher colleges and schools. Well,
means are used, and that the questions are properly worked I suppose it is not tauglt in the higler colleges because
out. The expenditure for that outside service need not be one is supposed to know aritîmetic before one goes there,
large. The bon. Secretary of State says that it is $934, which but J dan assure Vhe hon, gentleman that whetler
I think is large enough. It is quite right that a person who colege graduates always know arithmetie or not, liemay
acts as inspector should be paid a reasonable amount; I do take it for granted that any eue wbo obtains a teadher's
not say that $5 a day is too much, because it is some incon- certiflcate in Vhe Province of Ontario, and no doubt also
venience to these people to attend, and it is right that they in the Province of Quebec, must know aritîmetic much
should be paid a little more for two days' services than a man more thoroughly Vlan ean ho ascertained by VIe test of the
who is regularly employed. The business of the central board Civil Service examinations. I will not say 80 much for the
is to make out the papers and to examine them after they college graduates> for I do not know tIat I am prepared to
come in, and there is no necessity for incurring any additional face a very severe examination in arithmetie myself but I
expense over the amount that las been provided heretofore. ean speak for Vhe common edhool eachers as being uni-
Iad my hon. friend confined himself to that amount, I would formly very fair proficients in that brancli.Let ne see
have found no fault; but as he bas asked over a thousand what are the papers whidl impose a higler test upon Vhe
dollars increase, we are bound to enquire into the reasons of candidates for the Civil Service Vlan le required Vo obtain a
the increase. This year we are asked to vote $6,000, next year teaclers certificate. I have lere the papers for preliminary
another $500 or $1,000 will be added, and so it will go on examination for admission to Vhe service. They contain five
until this service will become a considerable tax upon VIe tests. The flrst je Vo eopy a littie extract one and a hall
country. ic long, as a test of penmanship. The next je the test

Mr. CIIAPLE AU. Perhaps my hon. friend is not aware of ortlograpby, giving an extract in which a number of
of one fact, that the great expenditure to which he objects is words are purposely misspeit for the candidate Vo correct;
redued for e examiners and the secretary. For the third is penmanhip again for a biger grade of candiwolueearfor Vw examinandtionsIe he travFoelln dates; the lourth is orthography for a higler grade ofwhole year, for two examinations, the whole travelling candidates. Now, we coeo e paper on arimte,
expenses amont to the enormous sum of $300.about as ard a paper as would be put at e examination

Mr. CASEY. The lon. the Secretary of State las given for entrance Vo one of the bigler classes of our common
up in hopeless despair the attempt to understand what we edhoole. There is one question in a4dition,' a number of
are driving at on this side of the House in reference to this pretty long sumeVo le added ogeher; there is another
question. If that be the case with him ater the long dis- question in subtraction, another in simple multiplication,
cussion we have had, a discussion which has seemed to and one in the multiplication of two large nuubere together,
those of us who have heard it, in so far as we have heard'and the flfth and last question je Vo ake Vhe produot of
it, to be a clear and logical discumsion, we will have to give both multiplications, mu]tiply it )y 2e and divide iV by
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10,864. Even a college graduate, it seems tome, ought to be
able to work out that paper with some degree of credit to
himself. Thon follows a test of reading. For the quali.
fying examination, the final and highest required, we have
a paper on English grammar. The first question requires
the plural of certain words and so on, seven very easy ques-
tions, such as would ba very naturally put to the higher
pupils in a common school. Then there is an exorcise of
transcription, then a paper on arithmetie, and a paper on
geography consisting of 8 questions, and thon there is a
paper on history.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton). Is there anything about
the Province of St. Paul ?

Mr. CASEY. No; that is only put in the edition of
Canadian geography intended for publication in France by
M. Fabre ! There is also a paper on composition, and that is
all required for the qualifying examination.

Mr. FARROW. That is not the qualifying paper.
Mr. CASEY. Probably the hon.gentleman knows botter

than the Civil Service Examinera who have made out these
papers. The paper I have is headed: "Qualifying Exami-
nations, Civil Service of Canada." I have given you a cur-
sory idea of the test required for the candidates for admis.
sion to the Civil Service. Probably it is high enough;
probably you do not require a test of very high education
as a preliminary for admission into the Civil Service; but I
think it is absurd to assert, on looking over these papers,
that a teacher's certificate or a college degree, is not as
good a test of ordinary education as that furnished by an-
swering these questions. The promotion examinations,
of course, are different. They are, and must continue to
be, principally compiled by the departmental officers;
they cannot be compiled, as a general rule, by the
board of examiners, for these gentlemen have
not the special knowledge necessary for what
is required by each Department. The heads of the
Departments must assist in preparing those papers.
While I am speaking of promotion examinations, I would
like to ask a question which may come in here as well as
anywhere else; that is, whether the examinations which
have existed for some time, in the Inland Revenue Depart-
ment at least-I do not know whether they did in any other
-for promotion within the Department, are continued ? I
mean special promotion examinations conducted by the head
of the Department.

Mr. CIIAPLEAU. In the newspapers my hon. friend
may have seen an advertisement for a technical examination
n the month of August in the Inland Revenue Department.

Mr. FARROW. The hon. gentleman who has just
spoken said that the examinera ought to know whether the
paper was a qualifying examination paper or a preliminary
examination paper. The hon. gentleman was reading from
the preliminary. It is No. 3 of the Civil Service of Canada,
preliminary examination in arithmetic, page 7.

Mr. CASEY. Thon I read the second arithmetic paper
also, with the statement that it was for the quahfying
examination.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The hon. gentleman has passed
through the preliminary and the qualifying examination.

Administration of Justice.........g. 541,320 00

Sir JOHN A. M&CDONALD. The only alterations in
this vote from the vote of last year are two statutory
increases of $50 each to two clerks, and two statutory
increases of $30 each to two messengers, and $150, which
is the rental for a room for the judge of the Vice-Admiralty
Court of St. John. Judge Watter shas for a long time been
complaining that ho has no room in bis capacity as judge
of the Vice-Admiralty Court, and on enquiry it was thought
by the Minister of Justice that ho ought to have this room.
This makes $310 in all.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is only one
point I would ask the hon. gentleman, that is as to the sum
for allowances in British Columbia and elsewhere. Once
or twice ho intimated, I think, that ho hoped to reduce
those, but they remain at the same figure. Was the money
all spent, does ho know ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The order which was
adopted, I think by the hon. gentlemen opposite, in the
early times has not beon altered. The vote f last year, I
believe, bas not been all spont. It is hoped that, when the
railway is finished, and other railways are being established
through that country, the cost of travelling will not be so
great as it is represented to be.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I know at one time
the expenditure was very heavy, nocessarily. They had to
carry all kinds of things with them. But year after year
we have been hearing that it was going to be reduced, and
there is no visible sign or symptom of it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I fancy there will not be
any material decrease as yet.

Dominion Police........ ......... $16,500 00
Sir JOHN A. M&CDONALD. There is an increase of

$1,500 there. The chief cause of the increase is the fact
that the Government bas increased the pay of the majority
of the force by 25 cents per diem, thereby placing all the
constables on the same footing, $1.50 per day after six
months' service. Before this, there were two Constables at
$1.50, one at $1.40, and the remainder at only $1.25, though
they were performing the same duties. I have a table bore
showing the rates of pay to the principal police forces in the
country, from which it will be seen that the pay of the
Dominion police is the same as that at Ottawa, Hamilton
and London, and less than Chatham by 10 cents, Toronto
by 40 cents, and the Ontario police at Niagara Falls by 50
cents a day. The duties of the force have been added to
greatly during the past two years, owing to the removal of
some of the Departments outside.

Mr. CASEY. I read all these preliminary papers before Sir RICHARD CAITWRIGHT. What is their present
the hon. gentleman paid any attention to what I had said.1nunber?

Mr. FARROW. The hon. gentleman said it was a
qualifying paper, when he read a preliminary paper. You
said that one amount should be multiplied and divided by
another and that that was a qualifying paper. It was a
preliminary paper.

Mr. CASEY. I did not say that paper was a "qualify-
ing " paper, but the last'one I read was such, and not a
" preliminary " one. I read the paper the hon, gentleman
is now quoting some time, I suppose, before he was paying
any attention to what I said.

Mr. FARROW. I was paying attention all the time.
124

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Twenty-five; it is increased
by five men.

Penitentiaries.

Kingston Penitentiary ............... $... $98,570.17.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I observe that in the
Kingston penitentiary a new appointment in the shape of
an engineer was made. What is that for?

Sir JOHN A. XMACDONALD, It has been long repre.
sented by the late warden, and I presume by the present
one, that an engineer was wanted for the purpose of attend-
ing to the heating and the engines, and the steam machinery
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at the penitentiary. From time to time, they employed
convicts, but it was considered that it was not at all safe-
and one can well understand it-that that practice should
be continued, and so an engineer was appointed for the
purpose of attending to everything of that kind in the peni-
tentiary.

Sir RICHARD CARTWR1GIT. Do you recollect the
name of the party who has got this position ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He has not been ap-
pointed. This is the salary for next year, in order to make
the appointment.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is that to supply
power to any parties who are employed there, is it for car-
rying on any works in the penitentiary, or what is it for ?
I do not recollect at the moment seeing any engine room
there.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That I cannot speak of.
There is the ordinary heating apparatus, and I fancy all the
machinery run there is run by steam power. I remember
the carpenter's shop used to be when 1 visited it some time
ago, and there was also the machinery in the cook shop and
the furniture shop. I think they all had steam power from
the engine rooms.

Mr. BLAKE. My hon. friends both forget the grist mill
that the House decided to establish in order to save the
expense of having flour for the penitentiary ground by the
mills of the country. Probably he is to run the grist mill.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I know that was a favor-
ite crotchet, if I may use the expression, of the late lamented
warden, and he told me with a good deal of satisfaction that
it was very successful and had saved money.

Mr. BLAKE. Another plan he had, which I do not sup,
pose the hon. gentleman has yet adopted, was to have a
printing press there to do the printing for the Departments.

Mr. BOWELL. There were no printers there.
Mr. BLAKE. He had several crotchets of that kind

which were resisted for many years, but this one of the
grist mill-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. My hon. friend says
there were no printers there. They were in the peniten-
tiary, and that was the reason.

Mr. BLAKE. I must say, with reference to the hon.
gentleman's old craft, that the warden did not intimate to
me that there would be any difficulty in finding the neces-
sary assistance,

Mr. BOWELL. I understand that, because I know ther e
were a number of lawyers there.

Mr. BLAKE. I was anxious to know what the position
of contract labor was in this penitentiary. Are the locks
still heing made by contract labor?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The contract continues
to 1886.

Mr. BLAKE. Last Session I understood it was about
expiring.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, it is not expiring.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is that the only one

now in operation ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. 1 think so.
Mr. BLAKE. Are the convicts suffering mach under the

operation of this vicious contract system ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They are suffering, per.

haps, from the strength of the looks.
Mr. BLAKE. I was going to ask whether they made

their own locks.
Sir JORN A. MACDONALD.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, I think they do.

Sir RICHARD CA RTWRIGHT. I do not see any state.
ment, that was to have been given, as to the supplies
afforded by the farm. I notice, under the heading of
receipts, that the convict and farm labor are given in detail.
About what amount was received from the farm ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. On page 10 there is an
account. Thore is a charge for seed, manure, labor, and
other things, $4,756.62; receipts $5,883 77, leaving a balance
of receipts over expenditure of $1,127.15-not a very great
product, certainly.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. About how many are
employed ? Does it state there ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, I think not. I see
the hon. gentleman has not read the report, and I have
not.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is your officers who
have put it there, though.

St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary........ . ..... $1,721.40

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The First Minister
might state to us the position in which affairs are there. I
would like to know how far the buildings can be regarded
as completed, whether everything that is required for the
proper supply and guarding of the prisoners is now com-
plete. J remember last year there was a certain portion of
the works that were to have been completed, and a good
deal of expense was incurred on account of the difficulty of
guarding properly.

Sir JOHN A. M CDONALD. The report says:
"The works which are carried on under the supervision of the

Department of Public Works, specially those of the excavations into
the quick rocks of the main sewer, have been pushed on with vigor, and
the laying of the pipes will be terminated, in all probability, towards
the next spring.

" The rotunda could then be built, and the setting down of the steam
boiler take place, so that the system of heating will be apt to become
much more economical, and, at the same time, greatly more commo.
dious.

" The works of the splendid building intended, in the first place, for the
use of a dining hall, and to satisfy to other wants, have progressed
slowly since last fall; and although, in consequence of the adoption of
the system of serving meals in the cells, the edifice is not likely to
preserve its former distinction, and that modifications have thereby
become unavoidable in the distribution of its inside, and that the
windows be of too small dimensions and too few in number, particularly
in case that the construction was eventually put to the use of shops-
the need of which, in every one's opinion, as well as your own, Mr.
Inspector, I believe, is so imperiously felt. However, the works have
been carried on in accordance with the plans first adopted."

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. Is the surrounding
wall completed ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.

Mr. BLAKE. With reference to this penitentiary, so far
as I can judge from the public press, the principal criminal
in it is the warden-at least, hoeis under a constant exam-
ination and interrogation and other inquisitorial tortures.
With reference to the penitentiary, the administration seems
to be in a condition of chronic disorganisation, and the
accounts we have are that it is impossible to restore proper
order and discipline in it. It does scem to me that before
we are asked to vote the salaries of the officers of the peni-
tentiary, some statement should be made as to what its
condition real ly is. I conceive it to be, so far as I cau
judge from the news we have been able to get frcm outside,
and the various statements in the papers, neither moi e nor
less than a disgrace to Cînada that that penitentiary should
be for so long a time in such an almost hopeless condition
of disorganisation, and as I judge to have been, and to be.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I find there is no charge
against the present warden, but that there was, on his
report, an enquiry instituted by the Minister of Justioe into
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the conduct of some of the subordinates under the warden
That report, I understand, has just been laid before tht
Minister of Justice.

Mr. BLAKE. Does the hon. gentleman judge, from thE
report of the inspector of penitentiaries, that the adminis
tration of the penitentiary by its head is satisfactory ? I dc
not draw that inference from the report.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Mr. BLAKE. I draw quite a contrary inference. I

seems to me that this place is cursed by the quarrels o
rival politicians very largely, and by the introduction o:
polities into the question of appointments, the contracts
and so forth. I rather think the rival factions both unite in
one thing, that is in supporting the hon. gentleman, but
the rival local factions in the county of Laval, have thei
faction fights very largely with reference to this peniten.
tiary and its administration ;j and those conflicts which
sometimes happen between representative bodies, a
a whole, are emphasised between the individual mem-
bers of the upper and lower chamber of Canada
in reference to the St. Vincent de Paul penitentiary.
It is a question as to who should be uppermost with respect
to the appointments and administration. There has been a
lack of power on the part of those in office to keep harmo-
nious and under proper discipline and subordination the
general administration of the institution, and there bas
been a condition of insubordination or something approach-
ing to espionage and want of fidelity to the interests of the
institution, which is pretty wide-spread. That is the gene.
ral idea, which may, however, be wrong, because we do not
know the facts. This investigation seems to have pro-
ceeded for months and months, and a report has been laid
before the Minister of Justice. I really think before; the
Committee is asked to vote this salary, we ought to have,
in view of what has been made publie, in view of the report
of the inspector himself, some statement of what the con.
dition of the penitentiary really is. If it is satisfactory,
well and good, Let us see the report. If it is unsatisfac-
tory, what steps are going to be taken to remedy it ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL D. We must have a warden
and he must have a salary, and therefore I fancy we shall!
have to vote the salary. The inspector in his last report
says that the state of the institution is not satisfactory. It
is quite true, as the hon. gentleman says, that the officials
seem to have been at cross purposes ever since the death of
the late warden, Dr. Duchesneau. How that came about,
whether it arose from rival politicians or from rival sections
of the same party, I am not sufficiently educated on the
point to state. The report of the inspector is cortainly not
very satisfactory. It states:

ICertain difficulties represented by the warden to exist between
himself, the deputy warden, chief keeper, and other officers of the staff,
ani employés of the Department of Public Works, led to so much trouble
and unpleasantness as to cali for departmental action. A ccordir gly, in
June lat, you deemed it necessary to order an investigation to be made
into the state and management of this penitentiary, and, for this pur-
pose, G. F. Baillargé, E-q., Deputy Miniater of Puolic Works, and the
InsPectr of Penitentiaries, were appointei, by yot, cnmrmissioners.
The enquiry opened on the 23rd June, and was b(eing continued at the
end of the year, over which this report extends. The evidence promises
to be ver olumninons, and the proceedings are likely to last for several
weeks ending the close of the investigation and the preparation of
the report upon the evidence, which will be taken and submitted to your,
it appears to me inopportune to make any reference, in this document,
to the administration or aff-tirs of this penitentiary. It may be stated,
in general terms, that the administration is by no means satisfactory."
Upon that report 1 have no doubt the Minister of Justice
will act on his responsibility, and if it is found that either
the chief or any of his officers has been guilty of dereliction
of duty, it will devolve upon the Minister of Justice to re-
place them by other and more efficient officers. This report,
I understand, is now before the Minister of Justice. As
soon as he deals with it, we shall be ready to lay it on the
Table so that the hon. gentlemen can see it.

Mr. BLAKE. Will the hon, gentleman lay it on the Table
e before concurrence is asked ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not know that I cn
e do so. I do not think I can bring it down before the Minister
- of Justice deals with it. I shall, however, endeavor to get
o it down before concurrence.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. While trouble existe in regard to
certain matters, it is not of such an extent as may appear to

t the public. There lias been, no doubt, some interference
f from outside which has caused trouble between the two
f officers, whom I know personally, the warden and his
, deputy, who are men quite capable, with a little amount of

mutual forbearance, of fulfilling their duty in an efficient
t manner, with credit to themselves and satisfaction to the
r public. I am afraid some lonal influence or some influence

from outside has been the cause of the trouble. If there has
not been insubordination there bas been some misunder.
standing between those two officers, and it is to be hoped
that the enquiry which has been made will at least have
this good effect, that the misunderstanding which bas
existed between them will cease, and that the same lack of
discipline will not prevail in future. The investigation in
that case will have had a good effect, for I repeat, the
warden and the deputy warden are quite able to fill most
efficiently and for the benefit of the public their respective
duties at this establishment.

Mr. LANGELIER. I cannot speak as to the origin of the
difficulties, but judging from something I read the other day
in a paper supporting the Government-and no doubt the
Secretary of State read the same correspondence-it is due
to outside influence. That paper contained a very flerce
article against a certain member of the other House.
According to the statement contained in that correspondence
the cause of the trouble is this: That the appointaient of
subordigates is more or less controlled by the Senator in
question, and those subordinates, knowing they would be
supported against the warden or the deputy wardeu if any
difficulty arose between them, have become insubordinate.
They do not seem to be afraid of being reported to the deputy
warden, because the power bohind the throne is supposed
Io have more weight than those officers who should have
full and complete control over their subordinates. I only
repeat what I have seen in that correspondence. I saw an
answer made by the member of the other House referred
to, saying that the statements were wrong. But, judging
from the tone of the correspondence, I am inclined to
believe that the statements made in the correspondence
against the Senator in question are pretty weli founded. The
statements seemu to be supported by the report bofore the
House. In fact, it cannot be denied that ever since the re-
moval of Dr. Duchesneau, St. Vincent de Paul penitentiary
bas been in a state of complete disorganisation. We have
seen escapes, revolts; and every year there is talk of an
investigation. The same system, nevertheless, goes on. I
do not know the cause. They may be due to the inoom-
petence of the officers employed-I do not say they are, for
1 do not know the officers-but there is something radioally
wrong in the way in which the establishment las been
managed ever since Dr. Dachesneau left it.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The real difficulty is outside of the
penitentiary rather than inside. The hon. gentleman is
mistaken wben he states that the management of the peni-
tentiary has been very defective since Dr. Duchesneau left
it. I have for it the testimony of the chief officers of the
best managed ostablishmernts in the United States-and
they are not behind us in ihis respect-in which they gave
the highest praise for the manner in which the penitentiary
was generally conducted. I can add the testimoy of an
officer who was well able to judge of such matters, the late
wardoen of the Kingston penitentiary, the late Mr. Creigh-
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ton, who, after a thorough examination, gave the greatest
praise to the general administration of the institution. I
thing Mr. Creighton was a man who perfectly well under-
stood the subject. As I have stated, the hon. gentleman
spoke truly when he said there have been most unhappy
difficulties, but I am confident they are more outside of the
penitentiary than inside.

Mr. BLAKE. If it be true that persons outside the peui-
tentiary are interfering with the appointments, it is quite
easy to understand how it is perfectly impossible to preserve
discipline in the penitentiary. I think the law was very
wise which prescribed, as to certain higher officers in the
penitentiary, that they should be in the nomination of the
Minister of Justice, but as to the rank and file of the officers
-if I may so term them-the guards, etc., they should be
appointed by the warden. I think it was a wise provision,
because the warden is responsible and must be responsible
for the discipline, and in order to a proper responsibility these
officers must be appointed by him. When I had the honor
of filling the office of Minister of Justice, I received-as I
dare say my predecessors and successors received-applica-
tions to forward the interests of those who desired to be
appointed guards and those other officers in the peniten-
tiary. I nvariably declined to communicate to the
warden on the subject of such nominations, but 1 gave
him this general instruction : the law vests in you
the appointment of these officers, and I shall not, therefore,
make any communication to yon as to whom you shall
appoint, but 1 hold you responsible that you shall appoint
good, efficient men; I do not care what their politics'are-
but I hold you responsible for their being good officers, and
in order that you may be so responsible I shall have noth-
ing to say to you as to the men whom you shall put in.
That is the position as I conceive that the Minister ought
to take, because if the Minister exercises that controlwhich
if he chooses to exercise he can exercise, over an officer in
the position of a warden, with reference to those appoint-
rents which nominally are in the warden's gift, it is worse
than useless to put them in the warden's gift. The public
does not know that they are in the gift of the Minister, but
believes that they are in the warden's gift, and so in that
case the warden acts as a sort of sereen or buffer between
the Minister and the public, and there is no real or
proper responsibility. Now, if that should be the
position with referenne to the Minister, a fortiori
should the warden be free from any interference
by political personages however exalted loeally or
generally they may be, as to the persons named for these
offices. He should be made to understand that he is
responsible for having efficient men there and keeping
them there, and he cannot be responsible if he is to be con-
trolled in any way or sense as to those whom he names or
whom he keeps, by outsiders-even by his Minister-but
still more by outsiders. With reference to the statement
of the-hon. gentleman as to the efficiency of the gentleman
now in control, I have not analysed, though I looked at,
the report of last year. I looked at the report of last year,
and although I quite admit that there may be an efficient
officer who may not be able to give a good account of the way
in which lie administers the institution,Imust say that I was
not very favorably impressed with the manner in which the
warden described the mode in which he administered the
affairs of the institution last year. However, it was then a
tolerably fresh appointment,and I thought that owing to that
circumstance he might be somewhat inexperienced in the art
of composing a document of that kind; but unless there is a
very considerable improvement in his method of reportingi
upon his work, I could hardly have expected so flattering1
a certificate of character from the hon. gentleman as he basà
just given that officer. The bon. gentleman observes that1
he hopes a good result will take place from this investiga-<

Mr. CHAPLEAU.

tion, and that the harmony which ought never to have been
disturbed will be restored, that the misunderstanding which
ought never to have existed will now disappear. I hope so.
They bave been eight months in investigating it. Thé
investigation began on the 2lst of June, and it seems that
the report has just got before the Minister. Some eight or
nine months have been consumed in that process of exami
nation which is necessarily itself a disorganising process-
a necessary process sometimes, but a necessary evil; for we
can understand that while these different officers are being
examined as to the conduct of the warden, the deputy, and
some others, and as to their mutual relations-that all that
is calculated to destroy lawful authority, and the influence
and discipline of those who should preserve the discipline
of the institution. I hope that further results than the
restoration of the harmony, which the hon. gentleman
rejoices himself over, will take place within the walls of the
penitentiary.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would like to know
how it comes that the sum of 82,712 is required for uniforms
this year. If you look at the Kingston penitentiary, where
the number of guards and officers is very considerably
larger, you will find that the sum for both years is pre-
cisely the same, namely, $1,249.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. 1 am told that there are
a larger number entitled to uniforms than in 1884-85. One
class of uniforms is required every four years, others every
two years, and another every year, and sometimes it so hap-
pens that they require more in one year of a particular
class, than of another. At all events that is the statement
from the Department, and that this sum is wanted for next
year.

Mr. LANGELIER. How is it that the maintenance of
325 convicts, in the St. Vincent de Paul penitentiary, costs
$30,550, while in Kingston the maintenance of 500 con-
victs costs only $33,18 1, the cost being in one case only $66
per capita, and in the other about $9 1?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It las always been the case
that there has been a difference in the cost of maintenance.
Whether it is from the cheapness of supplies in Kingston,
or some other cause, the cost has always been greater in
St. Vincent de Paul. Possibly the cause may be the more
skilful system which the late warden introduced. But I
know personally that the cost of supplies has always been
lower at Kingston than at any other penitentiary, and that
the tenders have been lower. This same question is asked
and properly asked every Session, and the answer bas
always been the same, that is, that the maintenance
depends on the cost of the supplies and the articles fur-
nished, and that the tenders, the lowest of which is always
accepted, are lower in Kingston than in other places.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGB.T. That is true, but there
were some other reasens assigned, I think. Some state-
ments were made to the effect that owing to the buildings
not being completed, the cost of maintenance was greater
for fuel, etc. But the hon. gentleman has just stated that
the buildings are in a state of forwardness, and will shortly
be completed. Ilowever, i call the hon. gentleman's atten-
tion to this, that the same thing is found with reference to
Dorchoster penitentiary, where the maintenance of 155
convicts is estirnated to cost $9,800, which is as near as
possible what the maintenance of 500 convicts costa at
Kingston.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. When the hon. gentle.
man says that the cost of maintenance was increased from
the unfinished state of the buildings, I think that was for
an increased number of guards who were required to keep
the prisoners under lock and key, and to supply the want
of walls.
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Sir RICrARD CARTWRIGHT. It was not only that,

but that there was not proper facilities for cooking, etc.,
something more was required. I do not see how now-a-days,
when the tendency is to equalise prices [all over, at
Kingston they can obtain the sort of supplies usually given
to these convicts materially cheaper than at St. Vincent de
Paul. It appears to me that the cost of the food ought to
be the same at both places.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It ought to be certainly.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If the same t cale were

applied to Kingston, the cost of the convicts there would be
about 850,000.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. All these supplies are
put up te competition and the contract is given te the lowest
tenderer; and one cannot tnderstand why the contractors
at Kingston, if they find it profitable to get the lower prices
there, do not tender for the other penitentiaries. But it so
happens that they do not.

Dorchester Penitentiary..................................$43,605 00

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The keeping of female
convicts at this penitentiary has been stopped and they have
been sent to Kingston. Therefore the matron and the
deputy matron were both paid off; and on the report of the
warden, and I suppose the inspecter as well, it having been
found that the mason instructor had little or nothing te do,
he was also paid off. These changes have caused an increase
of 8500 im the retiring gratuities. Thore is a decrease of
$1,357 for offleers' uniforms, as winter and full dress uni.
forms are net required for 1885-8. The cost of mainte-
nance is the same as in 1881-8; the removal of the female
convicts leaves the population the same as last year,
namely, 140. In working expenses there is a saving of
$500 owing te the reduced costof fuel. In industries there
is an increase of $1,500, which is to provide material for
starting pail, tub and mat-making.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. As I understand, the
lock contract terminates in a year, and I would like to
know what the hon. gentleman's idea is about employing
these people. They cannot be employed either on the
quarry or the farm, they cannot be kept idle, and the policy
of the Government, judging from the tariffresolution passed
the other night, is not te allow them te come into compe-
tition with free labor. How are you te employ them ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. A good many are
employed on the farm and in the quarries; at present a
good many are employed on the loek contract; and they
make clothing, I believe, for the different officers employed
in other Departments. I am not able te say how they will
be employed when the contract is ended, but they must be
employed.

Sir RICHAERD CARTWRIGHT. It is a question of
some considèrable practical moment to the House, and 1
think people outaide the House would like te know what
the idea of the Government is about it. I know it is a very
troublesome and diffleult question, I am not blaming the
hon. gentleman, but I would like te know.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The policy of Parliament
has certainly been net to allow convict labor te come into
competition with the honest workman, and that is also, I
believe, the feeling of the country generally. The tariff
amendment which was introduced the other day is te keep
out the products of foreign penitentiaries.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Are the convicts mak-
ing clothing for the Indians as they did at one time ?

Mr. BLAKE. In the report last year, I do not know
whether it is in the report of this year, there was a sort of
wail of the wardon that the policy that had been vigorously

adopted some time ago of employ;ng convict labor as much
as possible to supply articles to the Department had been
altered to such an extent that much lese goois had been
ordered by the Government itself .than had been ordered
formerly, so that the supply of articles in the labor depart.
ment has greatly diminished.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I believe, in some of the
articles of clothing for the Mounted Police, it was found the
convicts did not make them sufficiently well for the pur.
poses of the force, but they are employed as much as possible
in making those different articles. I have a statement
showing the several industries carried on in the penitentiary
in Kingston and in the other penitentiaries. There are 27
quarryists, 34 stone-cutters, 23 carpenters, 22 blacksmiths,
52 tailors, 20 shoe-makers, 84 lock makers on contract, and
15 masons, making a total of 280.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGEIT. The proceeds for
quarries are as low as $700; that seems a small figure for
27 men to produce.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They quarry for the pur.
pose of adding to the penitentiary, so that a good deal of
the work is put into the building.

Mr. BLAKE. How many are employed on the farm.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is no fixed num-

ber; they are employed from time to time, as they are
wanted, according to the different seasons and the work
required.

Mr. BLAKE. I merely repeat a suggestion which
seems a reasonable one. It was a part of the view I had in
securing the purchase of the addidional farm, that a great
deal of spade husbandry should be done. I do not beliove
in farm work according to the most modern methods of
saving labor by the use of all sorts eof machines; what I
wanted, was to keep the convicts as much employed as pos-
sible. There is always a supply of convict labor, and there
will be a still greater supply to be kept busy now that this
lock work is about at an end. In the spade husbandry, as
shown in those countries where portions of the ground are
cultivated very closely and a great deal made out of them,
I should expect more profitablo results than from most
other employments, and the work would give good healthy
employment in the open air for a considerable portion of
the year. It requires of course a few more guards where
there are a large number of people out, but by working
them in gangs, that difflculty might be overcome.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not know exactly
whether they are employed in spade labor.

Sir RICHARD CARTWR1IGHT. I do not believe any
of them are so employed.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It would be a very good
opportunity to make market gardeners, but we woul, pro.
hably hear from the market gardener, that we were
interfering with honest labor if we were to put into the
market convict cabbages.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. You muet do some-
thing with them.

Manitoba Penitentiary............... ....... _.......$47,515 96
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is an increase in

salaries of $360, as the warden was obliged to employ an
additional guard in consequence of the increased population.
The blacksmith's salary was reduced from 8900 to $660;
there is an increase in the maintenance of $832 on account
of the increase in the rations, and there was also a large
quantity of convict clothing required in 1884 and 1885.
The working expenses have increased $767 25, as the officers
received fuel and light in addition to their salaries. Miscel-
aneous sums remain the same. In industry the increase is
6840 to provide for broom.making or some such industry.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Of course in the former

years the very heavy expenditure for maintenance was
accounted for in consequence of the enormous prices of man3
articles at that time in Kanitoba, but even lu Winnipeg
itself, the price of everything bas been reduced to a great
degree within the last yea c or so, and it does appe r tha
a charge of nearly $8k6,000 for the maintenance of a 10(
convicts is far too great. What is the cost of the fuel ? lI
that included in mainteuince ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, the cost of fuel is
the chief expenditure; I do not know what the amount is
That will be coming down now very rapidly.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That bas been very
much reduced and I do not think the building has bcot
extended within the last two or three years.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, it has not.
Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. I know that the cost

to people outside the penitentiary, in Winnipeg and vicinity,
has been enormonsly decreased within the last two years. I
am informed by a gentleman whom I saw the other day
from Winnipeg that he was able to obtain very comfortable
quarters there quite as cheaply as in the town of Kingston,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is a marvellous change
and for the better.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes, I always held it
to be a great drawback to the prosperity of the city of
Winnipeg that living was so high: Unless tho expenditure
for fuel be a very enormons part of this charge for mainte-
nance, we have hardly benefited in the penitentiary in the
same proportion as the surrounding country. I think three
or four years ago the charge for maintenance was very
muoh the same per head as it is now, and it seems to me
there ought to be a very considerable reduction there.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly one would say
so. Before concurrence I shall get a full statement of the
cost of the maintenance and the comparative prices of last
year and the next year as estimated, so that the House can
judge of the reasonableness of the charges made.

Mr. WATSON. Coal, and flour, and pork, and beef, and
everything else of that description are fully one-third less
than they were two or three years ago.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Working expenses seem
to be very heavy. What does that practically represent?
They are three-fold those at Dorchester with its larger con-
vict population, and in fact they are almost as large as at
Kingston with its population of 500 convicts.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I suppose, from the
position of the penitentiary, the travelling expenses must be
considerable between it and Winnipeg. I suppose that is
one cause.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Ia there not a railway?
I think there is a railway from it to Winnipeg.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. fHere is the account of
the working expenses of last year. leating, 8$10,543.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Doos that come under
the head of maintenance?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Working expenses.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Thon, if that be the
case, if thore is $10,000 for heating under working expenses,
of course the question of the maintenance of the convicts
assumes a much more serious aspect.

Sir JOHN A. MAÇDOINALD. Looking over the -Public
Accounts and the report of the Minister of Justice, I se.
that the maintenance stands thus :-Rations, 89,334

Sir JoHN A. MAcDoNALD.

i

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is no change in
that.

990
elothing, 82,290; travelling allowance and gratuity, $245;
discharge clothing, $899; bedding, $1'3; interments,
$36; chapels, $35; library, 8114; school, 829; escapes,
$262; hospital, $1,059; making altogether, $13,982.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Io that the estimate
for 1886 or the detailed account of 1884?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The detailed account of
1884.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How many convicts
would that be for ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the same num-
ber. I think the estimate is for the same.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Was there the same
number in 1883-4 ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The estimate is for the
maintenance of 100 convicts, the same number as in 1884-8.
There is an increase of 832.45.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then, if I understand
the Minister correctly, the rations are expected to cost
about $10,000, or nearly so, the food alone.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I should presume so.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Well, that is enor-

mously high in comparison with other places.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONADD. Yes; but I fancv fond is

still high. I think it is considerably higher at Winnipeg
yet than it would be at Ottawa or at Kingston.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then the working
expenses, what were they?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Heating, $10,543 ; lights,
$1,011 ; repairs to buildings, $336; maintenance of
machinery, $30; armory, $112; kitchen, $376; stationery,
$162; stationery office, $141; Queen's printer, 8199; stables,
$1,877; farm, $927.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is there any wall
around that as yet ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, not yet.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I suppose they pro.

pose to build one?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, some time. It will

be a rather expensive operation.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Well, there is a

quarry immediately beside it.

British Columbia Penitentiary............$34,620 70

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Here there is a pretty
heavy additional demand.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The estimate in 1884-85
was for 90 convicts; the present estimate is for 115 con-
victs. There is a large population going in there, brought
in by the railway. Of course, 25 additional convicts is a
very considerable increase. There is an increased estimate
for clothing, bedding and so on under the head of main-
tenance of *2,394; working expenses, $556, a larger
amount required for light and repairs to buildings; new
kitchen utensils wanted. There is an increase of $1,500 for
industries, merely to buy materials to be worked by the
convicts, principally in the tailoring and shoe depart.
ments; and miscellaneous, 8100, to pay postage, freight
charges, etc.

LEGISLATION.

Salaries and contingent expenses of the Senate..457,288 00
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Make thom adjourn en

permanence and come together the last day, when you
want thom.

House of Commons-Salaries .......................... $63,050 00

Mr. DESJARDINS. I desire to know why the salary of
the assistant-French translator has been reduced from 81,700,
which it was last year, to $1,400, which it is this year?

Six JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Committee on in-
ternal economy intend to make a report to the House imme-
diatoly with respect to the expenditure of the House of
Commons, the classification of the officers, and the readjust-
ment of salaries, so that we will notlask for votes to.night
on items 34, 35, 36 and 38.

Publishing Debates....................... ................. $47,100 00

Mr. MILLS. Would the hon. gentleman tell us why this
additional, nearly 811,000, is required for this service-so
much more than last year ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I suppose it is on the
requisition of the Hansard Committee.

Mr. DESJARDINS. Last year it was decided to increase
the salaries of the reporters and the translators, and the
number of the translating staff has also been increased, and
that causes the incroase in this item.

Mr. BLAKE. Has it improved the quality of the
speeches ?

Mr. DESJARDINS. I do not know.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It has the quantity, any-

way.
Mr. DESJARDINS. The character of the report has

improved, and that was the object.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It is becoming a

very formidable item-$47,100. 1 strongly suspect, par-
ticularly as we ar fnot likely to have any very great sur-
plus at our disposal this year, that , strong objection will be
taken to this item, and that those members of the House in
particular who desire to retain the Hansard, may find that
ibis will have to be, notwithstanding the report of the
Committee, very carefully considered. I am quite sure that
a good deal of objection will be taken, and rightly taken,
to a charge amounting to Learly $50,000 on this account.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is certainly large.
Mr. BLAKE. It has swollen so much that I fear it will

burst.
Mr. MoMULLEN. It appears there is something like

$6,000 for the speeches of Senators. I think that is rather
high. I do not believe 25 per cent. of the people of this
country read them.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. To do them justice,
apparently the Senate debates and shorthand reports are
improved by a charge of $6,000.

Mr. DESJARDINS. Well, it is done by the contract
system.

Mr. MILLS. I bolieve, however, that the Senate Sessions
do not average more than one hour a day.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh yes, they do.

Mr. MITCHELL. They have some very stirring debates
in the Senate at times.

Mr. MoMULLEN. One stirring gentleman has left the
Senate.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Are you going to do
anything with this very large staff of reporters ? how are1

they going to be employed during the recess ? Something
was said about that; I[ do not see that anything as been
done. Now, apparently, we have got some 16 or 17 gentle-
men employed in connection with publishing the debates,
and the reportersare reasonably well paid. What are they
supposed to do with themselves during the nine months that
we do not employ them ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am sorry the hon.
member for Cardwell (Mr. White) is not bore. Ho would
be able to explain this item.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Perhaps Mr. Speaker
eau explain it.

Mr. BLAKE. I saw a statement made awhile ago, that
there was a proposal to employ these gentlemen during
recess in connection with the Supreme Court; that there
had been some request by the judges of that tiibunal for
the assistance of shorthand writers in connection with the
discharge of some part of their exalted fanctions, and that
it was thought that their services could be utilised in that
way.

Sir. JOHN A. MACDONALD. I hope it will not have
the same effect-of increasing the length of their judgments
-that it bas here.

Mr. BLAKE. I must say that, when we consider that
this expenditure involves something equivalent to an
increase of a little over a million dollars in the capital debt
of the country, I do not think that we can stand it very
long at this rate. I have always, myself, averred that if
we have reports, we ought to take every means to make
them efficient ; but if it turns out that such a report involves
the expenditure of a sum which, if capitalised, would
amount to over a million dollars, I am afraid that it is
hardly worth the money.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Who bas charge, prac.
tically, of these parties during recess ?

Mr. SPEAKER. They are only employed during the
Session, finishing their work at its close. They do no work
during recess for the Government. Last Session the Debates
Committee recommended the manner in which they should
be employed, and the House adopted their report.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. T know that; but my
recollection of the matter is, that one of the arguments used
for giving the gentlemen $2,000 a year was that it was
intended to employ them in some way or other during
recess. I cannot say from recollection what the intention
was, but it was thought that some reasonable additional
allowance might be made therm during the recess. But, I
think, it was intended that they should be utilised in some
way. The argument, as well as I remember, that was used
with respect to making this allowance to theni, was that our
employing them during these three months practically pre.
vented them from doing other work, and that they could
not employ themselves elsewhere if we eniployed them
during 3 or 4 months here.

Mr. BLAKE. In the first place it was acknowledged on
all hands that we required first-class men. In the second
place, the work was arduous during a great portion of the
Session, and it was impossible to expect that they should
do nine months work after three months work in Parlia-
ment. It seemed to me that that was quite reasonable, and
that after working here at very high pressure for three
months, they must have some rest subsequently. In the
third place it appeared to be impossible to get regular
employment for the fraction of the year that remained.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That was the argument
used.

Mr. BLAKE. Speaking from memory, I think there were
two suggestions. One was that they should be employed at
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a salary of $2,500 a year, it being understood that their
services should be at the disposal of the Government for
the remainder of the year. The alternative suggestion was,
that they should be employed at a salary of $2,000, and be
free to make what they could during the recess. It did not
appear that there was any suggestion by the Gov-
ernment that they would make an arrangement to
utilise their services during the recess, and it,
therefore, seemed to be more oconomical to give thém
$2,000 and let them be frec. But if there does turn out to
be permanent occupation of the character to which I have
referred, and which is mentioned in the newspapers, this
would be the best way of supplying that demand. I do
not know whether the demand is a reasonable one or not.
If service of that kind is wanted in one of the courts I fancy
the services for the remaining period of the year of those
gentlemen could be procured, from the statement they made
themselves, at much more moderato terms than we could
employ any such officials for all the year round. I am not
supposed to be myself complaining that this expendi-
ture is too large, because we debated it, it was the free view
of the House, and as far as we could judge the salary for
the services of first-class men was not unreasonable. My
difficulty is, not based on extravagance in the details of the
vote, but upon the circumstance which now appears to be
clear that in order to procure a satisfactory report an
expenditure of$47,000 seems to be required for the service.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It seems to be a very
large sum, and I believe, with the hon. gentleman, that
there will be a rebellion against ibis sum being expended
for reporting. However, we now have this vote before us.
I understand that the arrangement is that the seivices of
these gentlemen are at the disposal of the Government
during the recess.

Mr. DESJARDINS. On very moderato terms.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Then I see a great deal

in the suggestion of the hon. gentleman (Mr. Blake) that if
we are to furnish shorthand reporters to the Supreme Court
we should utilise them in that way. I will take an oppor-
tunity of speaking to the Minister of Justice on this matter.
I will see to that.

Printing, printing paper and book-binding.........$80,000 00

Sir RICHARD CARTWRLGHT. I observe there is an
increase of $810,000 in this item.

Mr. BOWELL. That is the estimate sent in by the ac-
countant of the House.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I notice that the
amount paid by Mr. Hartney was $68,480, in 1881. There
must be some unexplained cause for such a large increase
bein g required. I cannot see why the expenditure under
this head, for 1886, should be 20 per cent. more than in
1884.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Let the item stand.

To ineet probable amnount required for pensloils to
veterans of war of 1812................ .$13,950 00

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). How many of those old pen.
sioners are alive and how many died last year ?

Mr. CARON. The number calcalated for, is 465 pensioners
at $30 a year.

Mr. VAIL. When was the amount increased to $30 ?

Mr. CARON. Last year. The hon. gentleman must
remember the discussion for I believe he himself asked that
the pension be increased, and it was decided to limit the
amount to $30 hereafter.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). What was the amount actu-
ally aid lat year ?

1j ÂK3-U.

Mr. CARON. $1,500.
Mr. VAIL. I think the hon. gentleman must be dreaming

when he says that I suggested the increase.

Mr. CARON. I am quite certain that I was not dream-
ing, because I believe the hon. gentleman spoke upn this
question and asked that the whole amount should ho redis-
tributed over the pensioners who were alive, and I believe a
question was put on the paper at that time.

Mr. VAIL. I do not see at any rate that the head of the
Departmont was authorised to increase the amount, simply
on the authority of a suggestion made in this House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I remember that a great
deal of pressure was brought by hon. members in the
course of the debate, and that remonstrances were made at
the pitiable sum of $20 being given to these people. Some
hon. members stated it should b at least $50. It was
raised to $25 by Order in Council and afterwards $30 was
fixed as a maximum. The intention was that the amount
should be divided amongst the surviving pensioners, and as
each would drop off it would increase the sum to the sur-
vivors. It was contended very strongly by some hon.
members that $20 would not enable these voterans to live,
and the maximum was finallysettled at $30.

Mr. BLAKE. ILow many were paid last year ?
Mr. CARON. I have notgot that information here.
Mr. BLAKE. I suppose the number is estimated this

year by an actual calculation on their lives.

Mr. CARON. No, it is merely upon the number who
have died during the past year, and allowing for the pro.
bability of the number surviving.

Mr. BLAKE. Of course, the expectation is based on the
idea that some would pass away, and that they would pass
away at an accelerated ratio each year after they bad
reached so advanced a term of life.

Mr. VAIL. Have any been added this year ?

Mr. CARON. I believe a few additions have been made.
When applications are made they are judged by the regula-
tions which are laid down, and if the claims of these
applicants are established, of course they are entitled to be
placed on the list. I believe there were a few additions-
possibly three or four, last year.

Mr. VAIL. Does my hon. friend suppose that with those
amounts granted for the last ton years that there are really
any of these veterans who have not applied before now ?
The great trouble I found was, that there were too many
applying, and we had to scrutinise very closely the papers
to ascertain who were entitled to the pensions. Now, after
these pensions have been granted for about ton years it
seems to me that they should be stopped. I do not think
anybody susposed that they would go on until the present
time.

Mr. CARON. I think Ij can answer my hon. friend by
reminding him that ho himself came to my office and asked
me to place one voteran or two upon that list. The hon.
gentleman acquired experience in that Department which
ho conducted so very well; and benefiting from his expori-
ence I am not quite sure that I did not ccede to bis request
and put one of the veterans whom ho recommended upon
the list.

Mr. VAIL. My hon. friend will perhaps remember that
this application was made nine years ago, before I went out
cf office. This is the third time, I think, that my hon. friend
bas mentioned it, and I hope ho will not forget it next
year. But when he does mention it, I hope ho will tell the
Rouse that fact.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It only shows that my

hon. friend has observed that strict supervision which the
hon. gentleman has preesed upon him..

Mr. VAIL. He as observed it with regard to those
who applied eight or nine years ago, but not with regard to
those who have applied within the lat three years.

Mr. HICKEY. I can testify that the hon. Minister of
Militia observes it strictly now. I applied to him to have
one or two names put on the list, and he wrote to me saying
that it could not be done.

Mr. VAIL. I think it is quite time the hon. Minister of
Militia should stop putting any on. I am quite sure some
have been paid who never rendered any service in 1812,
and I am quite sure that anybody who had any shadow of
a claim would have applied many years ago.

Mr. MILLS. It will be observed that seventy years have
gone by since the war of 1812 carne to an eud, and those
persons would be, I suppose, at leat eightee years of aga
when they entered the service, so that they would be at
least eighty.six years of ago at the present time. Now,
thore were quite a large number of these people in the
county of Kent when this pension was first granted; I do
not know of a single one wbo is now living, and it does
seem to me that the hon. gentleman must be asking for a
very much larger sum than is really needed to pay the pen-
sions to parties entitled to receive them. If he goes on add-
ing to the list it will never come to an end. I believe that
at the last session of the American Congress the number of
persons on the pension list as those who had served during
the Amorican civil war, was larger than it was twenty
years ago. The hon. gentleman has been keeping this list
alive for a very long time, and at a very much greater
strength than we had a right to expect.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of course, my hon.
friend was carrying out the intentlon of Parliament, which
was to grant a gratuity to those persons who had served
their country in the last war. It was myhon. friend's duty
to exercise supervision, but if a man has earned the pen-
sion at any timo, ho ought to be given it. My hon. friend
from Digby (Mr. Vail) says it ought to be put an end to. I
know that there have been applications from people who
have said: I was a soldier, and during most of my life I
never thought of applying, but now 1 am old and unable to
work, and I want the pension. That man should not be
punished because ho remained independent as long as ho
was able, and only applied when he became old. It is
simply a question of evidence, as to who is entitled to the
pension. I am sure my hon. friend has no desire to do any-
thing but justice to these mon.

Mr. TROW. I think it is quite commendable in the
Government that they are taking ip claims, if they are
legitimate. I have no doubt they are thoroughly investi-
by the hon. Minister of Militia, and if they are authentic,
it is perfectly right that these people should be granted the
pension, which is only a paltry pittance. But I am sur-
prised that there are so many. These men must be upwards
Of 90 years of age; and it is certainly an excellent standing
advertisement of the healthiness of this great country that
there are 500 veterans over 90 years of age still living out
of the small number engaged on that occasion. It is some
thing very remarkable.

Mr. WOODWORT. I am quite sure the remarks of
the hon. member for South Perth (Mr. Trow) will be
regarded by both sides of the House as being in the interest
of justice and fair play. My hon, friend the Minister of
Mititia has been attacked by the hon. member for
Digby (Mr. Vail), for lavish expenditure, and for puy-
ing persons who may be imposters; but I am quite sure
that if ho knew the hon. Minister as well as I know
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him, he would not make any such charge against
him. I have been in the Department of that hon.
Minister over and over again in the hope of get-
ting payments made to deserving persons; and while I
always found the hon. Minister of Militia anxious to meet
my views, he guarded every cent belonging to the Treasary
with the most scrupulous tenacity. Everybody who knows
him, knows that there is no more economical Minister in
the Cabinet than ho is-so much so, that 1 have known him
to employ hie days and nights in writing courteous letters
to parties instead of giving them gratuities. I urged upon
him over and over again the claims of one man in Halifax,
Major Guy, and at first ho told me that he was anxious to meet
my views; and when I met him again he said he had spent
nearly the whole day in writing the gentleman in
question a letter-and he writes a very interesting and
courteous letter. Major Guy has that letter yet, which ho
intends to have framed; and he believes to day, from that
letter, that lie las gat that gratuity. So mucli for the
economy of the Department. My remarksare almost
unneccessary after the eulogium pronounced by the hon.
member for South Perth upon the hon. Minister of Militia,
and I do not think the hon. member for Digby will get any
sympathy from this side of the House when he attacks the
estimates of the hon. Minister of Militia.

Mr. VAIL. I am not attacking any body, but last year
I took the trouble to go to the census and I found that there
were only about the sanme number in the whole of Canada,
who were of the proper age to be entitled to this money
which we are now paying to a certain number who are
supposed to have performed service in 1812. I have not the
figures here, but had them last Session in my desk intend.
ing to put them before the Minister of Militia on concurrence,
but at that particular time I happened to be out of the
House.

Mr. CARON. The hon. gentleman looked at the census
too late; ho should have done so when he was Minister of
Militia.

Mr. MILLS. When the ages of those parties were first
reported to Parliament they ranged from 76 to 102. Ton
years have gone by; whether the younger or older have
died we know not, but if the Minister of Militia were to get
out a book giving the portraits of the oldest pensioners and
their ages, many old mon in other countries who are not
prepared to die would come here to live.

Sir JOHN 'A. MACDONALD. Pensioners always live
long.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). If the hon, gentleman were
to cause a paper to be prepared giving the number of
pensioners in each county, we could form an accurate idea
whether the list was correct or not. Everyone sympathises
with the hon. member for South Perth (Mr. Trow) as to
the advisability of dealing generously with these men,
but the question comes up whether some parties may
not have, by persistency or otherwise, caused them.
selves to be put on the list though not entitled to a
pension. The statement of the hon. the First Min-
ister was very plausible, but it looses some of its
plausibility when we remember that those pensioners are
not nocessarily poor men. I remember when the officer of
the Department, Capt. MoPherson, came around in order to
get the names of those entitled to the pension, ho found
the names included those of some of our wealthiest men.
It was not, however, through a desire to make money
that they wished to be put on the list, but because
they looked upon it as a roll of honor, as a record
of what they had done in days gone bye, and pressed
their claims to have their names entered, in order to
show that in their younger days they had fought for
their country. Capt. McPherson attempted to do hie
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duty well, and did it as thoroughly as he could. Taking
into account the egos of some of the applicants and their
inability to give the vouchers of their commanding officers,
as the latter had died, their claims had to be rejected; and
it looks strange that if they were unable to make good their
claims then, they should be able to do so now. We should
see that this roll is really kept an honor roll, by not having
names added to it unjustly. Was there any expense con-
nected with the paying of this money ?

Mr. CARON. No expense whatever.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). There must have been some

expense, because on dividing the amount, $17,852.50 by 30,
it leaves an odd amount of dollars and cents.

Mr. CARON. Last year, I believe, was leap year, and
this difference in cents was caused by the fact that those
pensions were paid in advance, and the reduction which had
occurred, owing to the number of days, appears in the
estimates of this year.

Mr. VAIL. It does not seem to me that because last
year was leap year a man who was entitled to $30 is enti-
tled to a less amount.

Mr. CARON. I am speaking of the decrease for this
year.

Mr. BLAKE. Are they paid by the day or by the year?

Mr. CARON. They are paid by the year, but they are
paid in advance, and the odd number of cents is in conse-
quence of the reduction which was made on account of last
year having the 366 days.

Mr. EDGAR. Does the hon. Minister's salary vary in
leap year from other years ?

Mr. STAIRS. Taking the figures and dividing them by
365 and 366, you will find the explanation as the pensions
must be paid by the day.

Mr. BLAKE. I understood the Minister to say they
were paid by the year.

Mr. CARON. This explanation applies not to the pen.
sioners of 1812, but to the other pensioners.

Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps the hon. Minister will bring
down a table showing the number of persons paid each year
since the grant began, and the number of persons who died
since the grant began.

3Mr. VA[L. My hon. friend from Halifax had better look
over his figures again. Last year the amount paid was
$17,852.50.

Mr. PATERSON. Dividing this payment of $ 17,852.50
by 30 leaves an odd amount, so that there must have been
something paid for postage or other expenses.. I would
ask the hon. gentleman if, in the case of a veteran who was
alive last year, and is being provided for this year, should
die a few days before, would his widow receive the full
amount for the year?

Mr. CARON. The pension ceases when he dies.
Mr. MILLS. There are not many widows left of these

men.
Committee rose and reported.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment

of the House.

CORRECTION OF A DIVISION LIST.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Our proceedings are generally
reported so cerrectly that I do not as a rule take the trouble
to look -over them, but one of my fellow members las
called my attention to an error in the Votes and Proceed-
ings, and I find on looking at the Blansard, that the same

Xr. PATERsoN (Brant).

mistake occurs there. On the last vote of last night, I am
put down as voting "nay " when I voted "yea." The
hon. member for Essex, who bas the same name as myself,
is put down with the "yeas " instead of with thle "nays,"
and I think he voted the other way, and he would probably
desire to be put right. However, I cann'ot speak for him,
but for myself I would like to be put right. I voted "yea"
and I am recorded as voting "nay."

Mr. SPEAKER. It will be corrected.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It is recorded right in the
daily papers, but I suppose the ansard has fallen into
the mistake from having the division list sent in.

Motion agreed to, and flouse adjourned at 12 o'clock.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDAY, 10th April, 1885.

The SpzAKa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs.

DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST-MASSACRE
AT FROG LAKE.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I regret to have to
announce to the House, what I believe is known already,
however, that there has been a massacre, I may say, at Frog
Lake, which is a lake 40 miles north of Fort Pitt. A
telegram has been received from Mr. Dickens, who com-
mands the Mounted Police at Fort Pitt. He says:

" There was a massacre at Frog Lake. The following were killed:
T. T. Quinn, Indian Agent, a half-breed; James Delaney, farm instruce
tor; Mr. Gowanlock aur wife; Rev. Father Forfar, a Priest ; Father
Lemarchand, a Priest, and two other men-I believe they were lay
brethren. Mrs. Delaney is a prisoner. H. Quinn, nephew of the Quinn
who was murdered, escaped and arrived bere yesterdav. The fate of
Mr. Cameron, of the Hudson Bay Company, is unknown. Under Inspector
Dickens there is, at Fort Pitt, 25 Mounted Police."

That is the news which I have received.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Are there any refugees at Fort
Pitt? Did any escape?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am not aware. There
are very few people at Fort Pitt. It is merely a police
station between Battleford and Edmonton, as the hon.
gentleman knows. i believe there are very few people
there. This is all I know about it. Whether they will
hold their own at Fort Pitt. or move eastward towards
Battleford, which is nearer Edmonton, I do not know. I
expect to hear every moment, or very shortly what further
has happened, and I shall communicate it from time to
time to the Hlouse, without delay.

NORTH-WEST MOUNTED POLICE.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the House, on
Friday next, resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to
consider the following resolution:--

That it is expedient that the Governor in Council should bu empow-
ered to authorise from time to time the Commissioner of the North-West
Mounted Police to increase the present number of constables to one
thousand men, and 1o appoint from among them non-commissioned
officers of different grades, and to appoint supernumerary constables not
to exceed in the whole twenty men, and to employ, not to exceed in
the whole, fifty men as scouts'; and that such constables and scouts
should be paid the same rates oi pay as now authorised by law fgr the
present force.

Motion agreed to.
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SUPPLY-RECIPROCITY WITH THE UNITED
STATES.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved that the House again
resolve itself into Committee of Supply.

Mr. DAVIES. Before you, Mr. Speaker, leave the Càair
and the House resolve itself into Committee of Supply, I
desire to call the atteRtion of the House for a short time to
the question which I had the honor of submitting for its
consideration last Session, and whieh I hope I will have
better success with this time-I mean the question of
bringing about free trade relations between this country
and the United States. I had the honor of moving last
year, that, in the opinion of this House, it was desirable
that negotiations should be opened between Canada and the
United States with a view to bringing about reciprocity.
At that time the fishery clauses of the Washington treaty
had still to remain in operation for about eighteen months,
and I thought it very desirable, eminently desirable, that the
Government should take time by the forelock and utilise
those eighteen months before the treaty expired, so that by
the time it had expired they would have negotiated some
new treaty or laid the basis of some new arrangement
whereby the complication@, which necessarily must ensue
if we have no understanding with our American
neighbors on the question, might be prevented. At that
time I called the attention of the House to the fact that the
President of the United States, in his Message to Congress,
had made a suggestion whieh seemed to be in the nature of'
an overture to the Canadian Government, a suggestion to
Congress that it was desirable to appoint a commission
with a view, if possible, to secure the opening to Americans
of the richly stocked fishing waters of British North
America. I thought that would be held to be an offer, or at
all events, a means of opening the way for this Government,
if it desired so to do, to open up negotiations with our
ndighbors to the south. The right hon. gentleman did not
consider it advisable that Canada should move in this
matter. His policy was a policy of do.nothing, a fly-
on-the-wheel policy, so far as trade relations between this
country and the United States are concerned. The right
hon. gentleman took the ground that because some years
ago a commissioner had been appointed by the Canadian
Government to negotiate a reciprocity treaty with the
United States, or to consider the question with commission
crs appointed by the United States, and because our com-
missioner was not successful in his mission, it would bei
humilialing on the part of Canada again to take the
initiative in this matter. That, I think, was almost the
sole ground the hon. gentleman took. It was, however,
pointed out by him that this Government, some years ago,t
did all they intended to do; that they placed an offer on
the Statute Book of this Dominion to the effect that so soon
as the United States Government choose to take the duties
off certain articles therein specified, the Canadian Govern-
ment would follow suit; in other words, they were willing
to have reciprocity on a certain number of specified articles.
That resolution has been referred to more than once in
this House as a resolution which justified the do-nothingt
policy of the existing Government. I submit that no one
who has any acquaintance with the trade relations existing
between Canada and the United States can suppose for a
moment that that resolution contains the basis on which a
fair treaty can be negotiated. I submit that in the position1
of trade now and what it was twenty-five years ago a changev
has taken place that, if we desire a reciprocity treaty with our-t
neighbors, we must offer something different. The fact isr
this: The articles specified in that resolution are articleso
we do not purchase from the United States. We havey
more than sufficient of them ourselves ; they are articlesE
which form the subject of export from this country and not
the subject of import into it, and therefore to say tov

our neighbors we are willing to allow those articles
which we do not in the ordinary course of trade buy from
them to come in duty free, is simply to say that we will not
trade with them at all. I want to emphasise this subject in
this House, which does not take that interest in the subject
which I think it should do, but I want also to emphasise it
in the country at large, and in the Maritime Provinces of
this Dominion, which take very great interest in this ques-
tion, and I desire them to clearly understand that the policy
of this Government is a do-nothing policy, and that the
proposition which they placed on our Statute Book in 1879
contains an offer which they know now, and which they
must have known then, never would be accepted as the
basis of a reciprocity treaty. I submit, therefore, we must
have something different. The requirements of the country
demand it. The condition in which we shall be placed
after the expiration of the fishery treaty articles demande
it, and I shall show before I sit down that the strong com-
mon sense of the people is speaking out with power in
favor of such a treaty. The time is not distant when the
Government will have to listen to it. When we had the
discussion last year we had not the advantage of know
ing what views the British Government held on the
question. We know the British Government are very much
interested, because when these fishery articles of the treaty
of Washington expire, upon that Government very largely
will devolve the expense and responsibility of protecting
our fisheries. We know that Canada has no nayy at
present. We know that we have relied in the past, and
must rely in the future, largely upon the naval assistance
we can obtain from the mother land for the protection of
our fisheries. And we know that if the policy which has
been foreshadowed by some hon. gentlemen is carried out,
what I would call the vigorous policy, the jingo policy, we
must have the assistance of the mother country, because we
have not the vessels of war to carry it out ourselves. Since
the debate took place last Session a return has been brought
down, in answer to a motion moved by an hon. member on
this side of the House, for all despatches and correspondence
upon the subject of the expiration of the fishery articles of
the Washington treaty ; and I desire to call the attention of
the House to those d espatches for a moment. I find that as
early as March 28th, 1883, a despatch was sent by Earl
Derby to the Governor General of Canada, the Marquis of
Lorne, in the following words:-

" My LoRD,-I have the honor to transtnit to you, for communication
to your Government, a copy of a letter from the Foreign Offiee, forward-
ing a copy of a despatch from Her Majesty's Minigter at Washington,
reporting ihat a joint roselution for the termination of the flshery
clauses of the treaty of Washington, bas passed the Senate.

" [ shall, no doubt, receive an expression of the views and wishes of
the Dominion Government in regard to the matter,

"I have, etc.,
"DE RBY."

This was a despatch forwarding the notice given by the
United States Government of the termination of the fishery
articles of the treaty, and his lordship was not content
simply with forwarding to this Government that official
notice, but he went further, and feeling the importance of
the subject, and believing that this Government of Canada
would also feel its importance, he remarks:

"I shall no doubt in due course receive au expression of the views and
wishes of the Dominion Government in regard to this matter."

Well, Sir, so far as I can understand from the correspondence
which passed down to the time that the return was made to
the House, which was thirteen months after Lord Derby
penned that despatch, no expression of the wishes or views
of this Government had been given. His belief that ho
would receive such an expression from the Dominion
Government was not justified by the subsequent facts. In
the following month, in the month of May, Lord Derby again
writes to the Marquis of Lorne, and he encloses a despatch
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received by him from Earl Granville, of the Foreign Office.
In this despath hoe calls the attention of the Government
more distinctly and definitely to the matter, and asks more
strongly for an expression of their views. He says:

" Although the articles in question will remain in force for two years
after the notice is given, your Government, no doubt, agree with me in
the opinion that it is desirable that no time should be lost in taking into
consideration the course which it will be best to adopt in regard to the
fisheries question, on the termination of the articles of the treaty relating
thereto.

"Ber Majesty's Government will be glad ifyour Ministers will favor
them with their views in the matter, as soon as they may be in a position
to do so."

Well, Sir, Lord Derby appears to have taken the same view
of the case which was taken by the Opposition in this House
last Session. We did not doubt that the Government would
agree with us at that time, that it was desirable that no
time should be lost in taking the question into consideration;
but it appears that Lord Derby's views, which we had the
honor to share, were not shared by hon. gentlemen oppo-
site. Now, the enclosure in that despatch contained the
views of the Foreign Office upon this question, and it is clear
that there was no small anxiety on the part of the Foreign
Secretary, Earl Granville, as to the condition of matters
which would follow upon the abrogation of these fishery
articles. He saysa:

" I am to request that in laying this paper before the Earl of Derby
you wild state tha although, after notice is given, two years must still
elapse before these articles cease to have effect it appears to Lord
Granville expedient to take into consideration without delay, what
course it will be best to adopt, with the view if possible, to avoid a
recurrence of irritating disputes in connection with the fisheries ques-
tion, and I ar to suggest that in the first place it might be weil to com-
municate atcopy-ofMr. Lowell's note to the Canadian Gorernment, and
to ascertain ehat views they entertain upon the subject."

Well, this enclosure, which is a despatch from the Foreign
Office to the Colonial Office, enclosed in a despatch from
Lord Derby to the Marquis of Lorne, was received here in
the month of May, and nothing was done, no reply was
vouchsafed, and the irritating disputes which it was sug-
gested might recur did not seem to be of any importance
to hon. gentlemen opposite, and, at any rate, they did not
communicate their views, if they had formed any, to the
home Government. And so the matter remained for some
time, until the month of January last, when Earl Derby
again communicates to the Governor General, the Marquis
of Lorne, his views on the subject, and calis bis special
attention to it. This despatch is dated the 30th of January.
It says:

"Mr LoRD,-With reference to my despatches of the 3rd of May and
of the 28th of December lait, I have the honor to request that you will
move your Government to take an early opportunity of placing me in
possession of their views as to the course to be pursued in consequence
of the approaching termination of the fishery articles of the treaty of
Washington."

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. What date is that ?

Mr. DAVIES. The 30th January, 1884.

Sir. JOHN A. MACDOINALD. You said last January.

Mr. DAVIES. It was January twelve month. The
despatch goes on :

" In connection with this subject, you will no doubt have observed
the suggestion contained in an early part of the Message of the President
of the United States, communicated to the two Houses of Congress on
the 4th of December laIt."

Now that is the last despatch on the subject of any impor-
tance of those which have been brought down here ; at any
rate it is the third despatch calling upon this Government to
give the home Government their views upon the question.
And I find this return which was brought down in the
month of April containing nothing further, so that at any
rate, up the time the return was brought down, which was

Ir. DAVIE8.

just before the House was prorogued, no answer was sent
by the Government to these despatches. Now, it is
quite clear from that despatch, and the House
must recognise the fact, that the English Govern-
ment are fully aware of the possible consequences
of allowing that treaty to expire without taking steps
to negotiate a new one. They are aware of the responsi-
bility which will follow, and they feel perfectly aware of
the irritating disputes-to use the language of the Foreign
Office, which arose before that treaty came in operation, and
are sure to arise when these fishery articles are abrogated.
Hon. gentlemen know-it is a matter of public notoriety;
it is a matter of history; we need not try to keep it quiet
here; every hon. member of the Maritime Provinces knows
-that as soon as the treaty expires, and the Americans
have not by law or treaty the right to fish within the three
mile limit, large numbers of them in following their prey
will force themselves within that limit; nothing will res-
train them, and the result will be that they will either be
allowed to take our fish under the noses of our own fisher-
men or we will have to drive them out by force,
and the consequence of driving them out by force
will simply be a repetition of the disputes which existed
from 1866 down to 1871, when the new treaty came
into operation-such matters as I am sure no lover
of his country desires to see renewed. Now we
have a little more as to the policy of the Government upon
this question. I find that the right hon. gentleman himself-
-and I dare say we may have the pleasure of hearing some
expression of views from him before the debate closes-after
ho returned from his visit to England last year-and I think
he returned in the month of December-was interviewed in
the city of New York by the ubiquitous reporters, and he
gave an expression of his views on this subject. He was
asked by the reporter :

" Has anything been done towards a new reciprocity treaty with the
United States ?"

Mark, we are now down to the end of the year 1884-only
four months ago. The right hon. gentleman replies:

" No. Canada has already made several overtures on the subject
which have not met with a favorable response; now the initiative rests
with the United States. While Canada would like a renewal of the
Treaty of 1854 she must wait for her neighbor to move."

Well, the right hon, gentleman, if he is correctly reported,
has laid down the policy ho intends to follow-that ho
intends to do nothing; that nothing has been done, that the
initiation of the matter must come from our neighbors, but
that so far as we are concerned we wash our hands of the
whole matter. He was further asked the question:

" Has anything been done towards replacing the fishery clauses of the
Washington treaty V

And the hon. gentleman is reported to have said:
" No; the Government of the United States has given notice under

the terms of the treaty of a desire not to continue the operation of these
clauses. They will therefore expire on lit July next, having been in
operation for 12 years. I am not aware, however, that anything ls
being done on the subject."

Such was the language used by the hon. gentleman in the
month of December last, some 12 months after his
attention was called to the importance of forming some
views on the subject, and six months after Earl Ierby's
opinion had been reiterated twice over as to the importance
of his forming some views on the subject. Now, it
will not do for the Government to lie by and to follow
out this fly-on-the-wheel policy. We are now in the
month of April. In three months more the treaty will
have expired. I do not know whether the hon. gentle-
man proposes to negotiate a new treaty during these
three months; I do not suppose he intends to change hie
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policy; I suppose he intends to let the matter drift. However,
I will not express myself too strongly until I hear from him
whether he has changed his views since December last or not.
But I would remind the House that there are many circum-
stances which indicate that this is a favorable time for
entering upon negotiations for a renewal of that treaty. I
think the feeling in the United States, the strong common
sense of the vast mass of the commercial community of that
country is not averse to opening up freer trade relations
between the United States and Canada. It has been said
time and again that the Gloucester fishermen, who are of
course directly interested in this flshery question, directly
interested in keeping our fish out of the United States
markets, and in obtaining for themselves a monopoly of the
fishing business, have expressed a strong opinion against a
renewal of reciprocal trade relations, or against a renewal
of the fishery clauses of the treaty. So they have; but
they form a very small proportion of the people of the
United States, and they are merely looking after their own
private interests. They do not represent the sober feeling
of the vast mass of the people of the United States. Even
in the centre of the manufacturing interest of New England,
Boston, I find that a strong feeling exists that it would be
for the commercial advantage of both countries that freer
trade relations should exist between them. The manu-
facturers, merchants, shopkeepers, shipowners and others,
who in times past felt the bene-fits of the reciprocity treaty
with Canada, are desirous that the old times should return
again, and that they should again enjoy those benefits. At
a large and influential meeting held in that city in the
month of November last, the following resolution was
adopted:-

"Resolved,-That this meeting through its officers address a petition,
to the Massachusetts senators and representatives to Congres. urging
the adoption of a treaty for the promotion of reciprocal trade with the
Dominion of Can#da."

Nothing could be more satisfactory than that. There was
no single dissenting voice against that resolution. It
seemed to be the opinion of those gentlemen that negotia-
tions, if once opened, could be successfully concluded, and
that a fair basis for a treaty could be arrived at between
sensible men-that there was no necessity of either party
sacrificing its dignity and refusing to negotiate, but that
it was desirable in the interest of the trade of both coun-
tries that freer trade relations should prevail. Not only
was that resolution adopted at that meeting, but to show
the House that no strong feeling exists on the part of a
large portion of our American friends against free trade
relations with us, I would just read from the last report of
the Boston Fish Bureau, a very important society, composed
of the leading fish merchants of Boston. In the report,
which was issued in January, 1885, they say:

"The Washington ten years fishing treaty expires on July 1st, 1885.
We hope that some arrangement will be made by Congress if possible
which will be agreeab!e to all parties interested and affected. The duty
on imported fish products from July 1st, at Ileast until some action is
taken upon the same, will be as follows."

And then follows a list of the duties for the information cf
those engaged in the trade. So, you have here in the first
place the express resolution of the Boston merchants,
manufacturers, and shipowners, calling upon their represen-
tatives in Congress to do what they can to bring about freer
trade relations between the two coantries, and you find
that the fish trade of that city itself is not adverse to a
renewal of the fishery clauses of the Washington treaty.
Therefore I say that these are indications showing that we
need not despair if we desire to bring about freer trade
relations, and that we need not hesitate about opening up
negotiations at all. There seems to be a disposition on the
part of our neighbors to deal with the question frankly, and
to treat us on fair and square basis. But I find that in
Congres& iteelf there is a large and very respectable body of

gentlemen, thoroughly conversant with the trade relations of
the two countries, who desire that those relations should be
freer and less trammelled than at present. I would call
the attention of the House to the important fact that in
the month of December, 1883, Mr. Maybury, of Michigan,
introduced into the American Congress a joint resolution
requesting the President to negotiate with Great Britain
for a renewal of the reciprocity treaty of 1854. That reso-
lation was read the first and the second time, and referred
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. Upon examining
the records of that session of Congress, I find that on the
5th of July, 1884, some months after this Parliament had
risen, and some months after our debate had taken place on
this subject, the Committee on Foreign Affairs reported that
resolution. The extract I take from the Journals is as
follows:-

" Mr. Hitt, of Illinois, on behalf of fr. Belmont, New York, from the
Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported back the above resolution,
requesting the President to negotiate with Great Britain for a renewal
of the reciprocity treaty of 1854, which was referred to the House
calendar."

I find also that the language of the sub-committee, to which
that resolution proposed by Mr. Maybury was referred, was
as follows :

"That should the Executive mee fit to entertain propositions for freer
commercial intercourse with Canada such negotiations would be recelved
with favor."

Now, I do not think that any state of mind could be desired
more satisfactory than would appear from the resolution I
have read to exist on the part of our neighbors for entering
upon negotiations for a new treaty. Though I frankly
admit that thore are large sections and large interests in
the United States that would strenuously oppose free trade
relations with Canada, because such would be against their
special interests, and the special trade monopolies they
desire to perpetuate, still the great mass of the consumers
and the majority of the people of that great country believe
that benefits would accrue to themselves as well as to Canada
from the bringing about of freer trade relations than now
exists, and are prepared to give their votes in that direction.
I know that under the old Republican Administration
which has now passed away and been succeeded by the pre-
sent Democratic Government, there was not such a chance
as there is now of bringing about this reciprocal trade.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hear, hear.

Mr. DAVIES. Well, I suppose froin the cheer with
which the hon. gentleman greets that remark ho now
intends to announce his intention of opening up negotiation
with the new President.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We will see.

Mr. DAVYES. I shall be very glad to hear the hon,
gentleman state that he intends to open up negotiations and
to open them at once. Having shown by these resolutions
and these facts which I have given what, at any rato, is the
attitude of a certain portion of Congress and a certain portion
of the American people on this subject, I would like to draw
the attention of the Government to the statoeof feel-
ing which exists in Canada itself. Are the people
satisfied, which is perhaps the most important point
that the Government should go on pursuing the
policy they have followed in the past on this ques-
tion ? Are they satisfied that nothing should be
done ? I think those who have followed the history
of the past 12 months, those who have watched the
course taken by the boards of trade of the several
cities of the Dominion, can come to but one conclu-
sion, that the statements made in this House last Session,
and the fact that the people of the Maritime Provinces,

1885. 997



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 10,

at any rate, look at this question as one of vast importance,
as one which ought not to be dallied with or trifled with,
and shall not, so far as they can help it, are the truthg. I
will call the attention of the Government and the House to
certain resolutions which were passed during the past year
by the Boards of Trade of Halifax ani St. John, the two
commercial centres in the Maritime Provinces. The
Halifax Board of Trade met in December last, the 8th
December, the same day, I think, on which the right hon.
gentleman arrived from England. There were present at
that meeting men of all shades of politics, men of the first
commercial standing in Halifax, some of them I was glad to
see members of this House. The hon. gentleman who fills
the position of deputy speaker of this Ilouse (M r. Daly) was
present, and I find there names, very familiar to those who
know anything about Halifax, of the first merchants of that
city of both sides of politics, and they united, w hich they do
not often do down there, in a resolution that was carried
unanimously by Liberal and Tory, Conservative and Grit.
The following is the resolution, carried unanimously in the
Chamber of Commerce, at a meeting of over 50 of the lead.
ing business men of Halifax, and which is stated in the
report to have been the largest assembly of merchants
gathered in that city for some years:

" Resolved, That this Chamber of Commerce unite with the Board of
Trade in St. Joha in requesting the Dominion Government to take
prompt and effective steps to rearrange a reciprocity trety with the
United States on fair terms, and to make efforts to secure advantageous
trade relations with the Spanish and British West India Islands."

They also passed a second resolution instructing the Execu.
tive Committee to prepare a momorial for the Dominion
Government asking them to take steps to obtain reciprocity.
In that you have a strong resolution which recoived the
unanimous support of all present, and that resolution ex-
pressed their desire, and that the Government should take
prompt and effective stops to rearrange a reciprocity treaty.
This meeting was followed by one of the St. John Board of
Trade. At a meeting held the 25th November last in St.
John, which also was a representative meeting of the
merchants of all shades of politics, the following resolution
was unanimously carried:

" Resolved, That the president of this board be requested to ask the
co-operation of the Halifax, Quebec, Montrealand Ohrlottetown Boards
of Trade and Commerce in petitioning the Dominion Government to at
on ce take active steps towards securing a reciprocity treaty with the
British and Spanish West Indies, andthat in consideration ot the fishery
ireaty about expiring the question of reciprocity with the United States
be reopened."

So bere we have the expressed opinion of the two great com-
mercial centres, at any rate, of the Maritime Provinces, to the
effect that it was the duty of the Government to take prompt
and effective steps in that direction, and everybody who knows
anything of the trade of St. John and the trade of Halifax,
everybody who knows anything of the terribly depressed
condition of the trade of those two cities, cannot b surprised
that the merchants should forward such a resolution and
express the hope that the Government will take prompt and
effective steps to carry it out. So much for the opinion of
Halifax and St. John. The Government, down to the time
I have mentioned, when the right bon. gentleman, Sir John
A. Macdonald, came back from England, held on to their
policy of inaction, and I was of the opinion until just now -
but 1 feel a little inclined to change my opinion from the
cheer the hon. gentleman gave just now-that the Govern-
ment still hod on to that policy, for I find in their organ,
the Toronto Mail-which, I believe, the hon, gentleman
accepts in a general sense as his organ-of March
23rd, an article headed "lReciprocity," which I will
take the liberty of reading to the House. lt was written
for the purpose of showing that it was not desirable that
reciprocal trade relations should be obtained and of show-
ing that it would be suicidal on our part to make the
attempt; and if it does not reflect the policy of the Gov.

Mr,)AviIs,

ernment I hope before this debate is over we will have it
clearly and distinctly repudiated:

" The Reform journals in the Maritime Provinces and in Manitoba
still keep up a clamor for reciprocity with the United States. It is no
use telling them it was the Americans, and not Canadians who abrogated
the treaty in 1854; that twenty years later Canada sued for reciprocity
and was snubbed; and that even now we have a standing offer in our
tariff law for a free interciange of national products."

Very much good it is likely to do us ; it may remain stand-
ing there for the next twenty years and it will produce no
result. It is only intended as a blind to lead the people to
believe that certain hon. gentlemen are in earnest on this
question when they are not in earnest :

" These papers wili have it that the Dominion Government could
obtain a fair treaty if it tried ; and, carried away by this preposterous
idea, they are abusing the Premier as though, in declining to go to
Washington on his knees, he were guilty of a crime."

The endeavor to obtain a fair treaty is denounced as a
preposterous idea. On what grounds ? I say it is not a
preposterous idea. I believe firmly, and I have had oppor.
tunities of conversation with a good mauy Americans
during the past one or two years, that if negotiations were
opened up by the Government, or an agent of the Govern-
ment, with the roal and sincere desire of bringing about a
reciprocity treaty, such a treaty would be obtained within
the next six months. But things cannot be obtained except
by those who desire to obtain them, and the Government
which does not desire to obtain a thing will very rarely
succeed in obtaining it.

" There is only one way of getting it from the Americans that we
know of, and that is through a commercial union. But what would
that involve? In the firdt place it would summarily put an end to
British connection, or at least would give the Americans free admission
to the Canadian market, while British traders would be compelled to
pay our regular tariff duties "-

That does not at all follow-
" and that would surely be regarded by England as notice to withdraw
ber flag from these Provinces. Separation from the mother country
under such circumstances would speedily be followed by annexation,
for what would be our excuse or ground for remaining independent if
in trade and commerce we were practically a State of the Union? This
is the only sort ofreciprocity the Americans would care to discuss."

What has the present Government done since it came into
power ? They have donc nothing except place that one
single resolution upon the Statute-Book in the year 1879, or
at any rate if they have done anything it bas been very
lately and since the returns were brought down to this
House last year in the month of April. Up to that time
they did nothing, nor did they try to do anything. Not
only did they not try to do anything, but they expressed
themselves clearly and distinctly as not willing to try;
they said it would be humiliating to try; they said they
were only standing on' their dignity, and that very excuse
which was offered last year is cheered by the hon. member
for Montreal (Mr. Carran) now. I wonder if he will get
the Maritime men sitting alongside of him to cheer that
remark. I would lke to hear them stand up and tell the
mon they represent in the Provinces below that they bolie.
ved it would be undignified for us to make the attempt.
I would like to see one of them going to his constituents
and telling them he did not want reciprocity. How many
would be roturned to this Bouse? I venture the assertion
that not a man in the three Maritime Provinces could be
returned unless ho expressed his sympathies in favor of free
tracte with the United States.

" We have done ail in our power, and perhaps more than was abso-
lutely consistent with self-respect, to induce them to renew the old
treaty ; and it would be worse than folly for the Government to invoke
another snubbing."

This is the view of the Government organ.
" So long as they decline to negotiate with us except upon the basis

of commercial union or of discrimination in their favor against Great
Britain, we muat be content to look for other markets, first endeavoring
tw secure possession of our own."

998



COMMONS DEBATES.
Now I say, if that is the policy of the Government, it is not
the poliey, I believe, at any rate, of the people of this
country, it is not the policy they desire the Government to
adopt, it is not the policy which is in the interests of the
people of this country, and I mistake very much if the
troubles which will follow the abrogation of the fishery
articles of the treaty of Washington will not be so great as
to make the Government themselves wish they had shown
more desire to treat with the Americans for the renewal of
that treaty and the opening up of free trade relations. I
am not going to detain the House at very great length this
time.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. DAVIES. It seems to be pleasing to some hon.
members. As that seems to please them, I think we will
give them some more. In opening, I remarked on the
importance of the subject to the people of the Maritime
Provinces, and it is not important to a single class alone; it
is important to every class. It is important to the
farmer that grows the produce, it is important to the ship-
owner, the carrier that carries that produce to market, it
is imprtant to the laboring man who gets his living by
the employment given to him by the farmer and the ship-
owner-there is not a class in the community bu was.
benefited when we had those freer trade relations before, or
that will fail to be benefited ogain. And, more than that,
they know it; every man down there knows it and does
not sruple to say so, and those who represent him do not
soruple to say so. Hon. gentlemen will remember well
that, when the advocates of the National Policy sought to
carry a majority in favor of that policy in the Maritime
Provinces, they did so by telling the people: This is the
shortest cut to reciprocity, we know that reciprocity is
nearest-your hearts, that it is the thing you desire the most,
that it will bring you larger trade relations and prosperity,
and therefore, if you follow the advice we give you and
adopt the National Policy, that will bring abort the desire
of your hearts, reciprocity. In that way they carried it,
and up to this day they have never ceased to tell the
people: It is coming, do not be in too much of a hurry, we
have not had time yet. - We know that, during the
last election in 1882, it was the cry:' We have not
succeeded so far, it is true, but we have done a good
deal, we are forcing them, and we shall soon have
them begging at our doors. I only instance that in order
to show that they were aware of the keen desire which is
felt by all classes in the Provinces-merchant and trader,
farmer and sailor and laborer, one and all to bring about
this reciprocal free trade. How could it be otherwise ?
Hon. gentlemen remember that, away back in the year
1852, when the first reciprocal treaty was entered into
between theUnited States and the then British North Ameri-
can Provinces, the trade between those countries was very
small, that it only amounted to seventeen millions. What
was the result ? Let any hon. gentleman who represents
any district in those Provinces be asked the question, and
he will tell you that the result was that the trade of those
Provinces increased by marvellous leaps and bounds, that
the property of that country rose steadily in value, that the
shipping property doubled and quadrupled itself during the
time that treaty was in force, and that all the benefits which
flow from an increased trade and au increased volume of
trade flowed upon the people of these Provinces. It was a
rich time, a time of prosperity, a time which the people
desire to bring back again if possible. They look back to it
with pleasure, and they look forward to a renewal of it with
hope. I may ask, and we do well to ask, in view of the
fact now that we are considering the desirability of reopen-
ing negotiations for a new treaty, what brought about the
abolition of the old treaty ? It was not that the old one
was not advantageous to both countries ? It was

advantageous to both countries. It was felt to be
be advantageous. The Americans knew they had great
advantages, they were not slow to avail themselves of
them, and they appreciated them fully, and our people did
the same; but the treaty was abolished by the Americans
out of political anger at the supposed sympathies of the
majority of this people with secession and slavery. That is
the motive which induced them, I believe, the onc great
leading motive which induced them to repeal that treaty.
They felt: This people in Canada are not in sympathy
with us in the great struggle in which we are engaged.
They are in sympathy with our opponents, they are in
sympathy with the rebels, with secession and with slavery;
and, while that cannot be said to be the case respecting a
very large part of the Canadian people, still it was the case
to a considerable extent, and I believe in Ontario to a very
large extent. Well, in addition to that, they came ont of the
war with an enormous debt, they had to put on enormous
duties to pay the interest on that debt and the expenses of
government, and they felt it was necessary to raise a revenue
to some extent in that way. That was one of the minor causes.
But that has been all changed now. They have gone on
reducing their debt until, during the last seventeen year3,
they have reduced it nearly one-half; and the present
Administration, I think I may fairly say, are more revenue
tariff men than they are protection men. I think the
policy of that party has been gravitating year by year more
and more in that direction, and I think, when the people of
that country returned Grover Cieveland to power, they
did so on the assumption and in the belief and with the
desire that that country wouli speedily return to a revenue
tariff. If that is the case, the old motive which prompted
them to repeal the old treaty should not exist any longer.
There is no class in this country, I believe, but has the
kindliest feelings towards our neighbors in the south. It
should be so; it is so. It is for our interest to trade with them
and to deal with them as much as possible, and any old feelings
of bitterness which once may have existed have passed away,
at any rate, I believe, they do not exist among the rising
generation. Now we have got, or the Governmen t have, if
they refuse to recognise the importance of reopening these
negotiations for a new treaty, to consider the facts that they
will be face to face with in a few months. They will be
face to face, as I said before, with the fact that the fishery
articles of the treaty of Washington will be at an end, that
the fleet of American fishermen will come down to the gulf
of St. Lawrence to prosecute the fisheries for the summer,
they will come about the month of July to remain until
September or October, they will have to recognise
the fact that that feet must be kept out of the
waters or must be admitted under some regulations.
What course are we going to adopt? We had three or
four years before of a state of things when there was no
treaty, that period which followed the abolition of the old
reciprocity treaty and preceded the introduction of the
Washington treaty, what was done then ? We tried the
system of licensing those fishing vessels, and I think one
and all must admit that that system proved a failure.
While we kept the license fee at a merely nominal sum
they took out a license. When we raised it to a large sum, a
sum which was really felt by them, they refused to take
them out, and they ran the risk of being captured. I am
sure the right hon. gentleman does not desire to return to
that state of thingse; I am sure none of his colleagues can
desire to return to it; I am sure none of those who live in the
Maritime Province near the sea fisheries desire to return to
it. It was a constant trouble, a constant irritation, a con-
stant worry-with seizures of American vessels every
few months, bringing them into port, condemning in the
Admiralty Courts, and selling them at auc ion and creating
a feeling of anger, discontent and irritation which, if fol-
lowed out, would be productive in the long run, 1 almose
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fear, of a breach of the peace between the two countries.
Nobody can desire to see that. Well, Sir, what other course
is open to us? We have the other course, which so many
advoeate, of a vigorous policy of exclusion. We know what
that means? We know it means the expense by this coun-
try of hundreds of thousands of dollars. You must man and
fit out cruisers. We have 4,000 miles of fishing coast to
protect, and you must man and fit ont suffmeient cruisers to
cover that ground; and even then you cannot do it unless
you have the assistance of the home Government. We had
their assistance before, but they kept constantly pressing
upon us the great and grave importance of settling those
Irritating questions of the fisheries by means of a treaty;
and that is what we are urging now. Well, Sir, there is the
other course, as I said before, of treaty negotiations. We
can treat to sell our fisheries as we did before, or we can
make them the basis and lever for obtaining further com.
mercial relations with the States; and the latter is the
course, I believe, which everybody who knows anything
about the question desires to adopt. I do not think this
country has derived very much benefit from the pay.
ment of the four and a half millions of money
that we got from the fishery award. It went into
the general revenue and was swamped there; and the fact
of the matter is the people failed to appreciate the benefit
we derived from that sum. Besides that, it is not right, it
is not dignified, that the Dominion of canada should seli a
territorial privilege of that kind for a sum of money. It is
undignified that we should be prepared to exchange it for
money; and 1 do not think it is right; I do not think
the right hon. gentleman himself-in fact I am sure,
if he holds the same views he did in 1871, he would
not desire to form a treaty, the basis of which would be the
sale of the right to fish in our own waters, for a lump sum
of money. I remember that in 1871, the Government of
which he was a member, framed a Minute of Council in
which they expressed that view very strongly, and they
forwarded it to the home Government. They said that all
the people of this country,whose opinion was worth anything,
cntertained the same view-that we desired to make the
i ights we had in these waters, the exclusive right to fish there,
the basis of a trade treaty with the United States, the basis of
obtaining free trade relations, if possible, with that country;
and, Mr. Speaker, that is the only statesmanlike policy.
Now, I say it is of great importance that that policy
should be adopted, and adopted early. I say if it is
net adopted early, you will have the old source of worry,
irritation and discontent on you again. I say you are not
prepared at the present time te protect your fisheries. No
preparations have been made. The Government have not
sufficient cruisers, and they know it well ; I do not know
if they have any cruisers at all ready for that purpose. The
season will be upon us in a few months, and when it does
come, if your fishermen are left unprotected, and the
Americans can come in and fish side by side with yourown
fishermen in your own waters, and then when your fisher.
men are met with $2 a barrel duty upon their fish while the
Americans can get their fish in free-we know that the
result of that must be wrong to our fishermen; it cannot be
otherwise. Now, Sir, this business of fishing we know is a
precarious business, we.know more than that-that so far
as the mackerel fishery is concerned, which is the chief
article of the fishery, the most important fishery done there,
we know that the sole market for the best mackerel
is te be found in the United States. If we bad, as you
have with codfish, markets in different parts of the world,
it would net be of so much consequence to us whether the
Americans excluded our fish from their markets or not;
we would have other markets to go to. But everybody in
the fish business knows that for No. 1 mackerel there is no
market outside of the United States. We can sell the
poorer kind of mackerel in the British and Spanish West

Mr. DAvias.

Indies, but for No. 1 mackerel yon have no market but the
United States. Therefore when they put on this heavy
duty against us we are at a great disadvantage. Our
fishermen now find it difficult enough to fish with
success. An immense deal of money is already invested in
this business, and if they are handicapped in the sale of
their fish it will be, ifnot rainous, at least very detrimental
to their trade. I think the hon. gentleman himself
recognised and appreciated the importance of this subject,
for I find that when ho recommended the adoption of the
Washington treaty, and contended for the very clauses for
the renewal of wbich I am seeking to-day, the hon. gentle-
man spoke as follows :

" They are so anxious to get free admission for their fish into the
American market, that they would view with great sorrow any action of
this Honse which would exclude them from that market; that they
look forward with increasing confidence to a large development of their
trade, and of that great industry; and I say that, that being the case-
if it be t, the interest of the fishermen, and for the advantage of that
branch of national industry, setting-aside all other considerations-we
ought not wilfully to injure that interest. Why, Sir, what is the fact of
the case as it stands? The only market for the Canadian No. 1 mack-
erel in the world is the United States. That is our only market, and
we are practically excluded from it by the present duty. The conse-
quence of that duty is, that our fishermen are at the mercy of the Ameri.
can fishermen. They are made the hewers of wood and the drawers of
water for the Americans. They are obliged to sell their fish at the
Americans' own price. The American fishermen purchase their fish at
a Montreal value, and control the American market."

Now, Sir, I do not quote that speech of the hon, gentleman
because I endorse all he says there. I do not endorse it; I
think, in putting the case, he has used very extreme lan-
guage. I do not think that the consequences will be at all
as ruinons as he depicted; but it would be very disastrou,
and to handicap our fishermen in this way would
place them at a great disadvantage as against American
fishermen; but it would not prove ruinons, it would not
make us hewers of wood and drawers of water for the Ameri-
cans. But if the hon. gentleman still holds the views he held
then, if he thinks it would be so ruinons and disastrous to the
business in which so many millions of money are invested, it
is his duty to take some steps to avert the serions conse-
quences which he predicted. Because the very thing that ho
feared is coming upon us now. The treaty is about expiring;
the treaty, the acceptance of which by the House, ho was
then advocating, is about expiring; the $2 duty is about to
be put on again, and we are about to be made hewers of
wood and drawers of water once more, according to this
view, for the Americans. Our fishing industry is about to
be ruined, and it behooves him to take active and energetic
steps to avert the sad consequence which, he says, will fall
upon our trade from the adoption of this policy by the
Ujnited States, of the imposition of $2 per barrel upon our
mackerel. I would like to call the attention of the House
to a few statistics that I have gathered from the Trade and
Navigation Returns as to the trade existing between Canada
and the United States. They show that notwithstanding
the barriers which each country has erected to prevent
trade flowing as freely as it ought to, notwithstanding that
trade is hampered by the heavy Customs duties imposed on
both sides of the border, still, Sir, that country is the
natural country with which we should trade, and with
which we do trade. Our trade with ,the. United States, in
spite of all these restrictions and barriers, bas reached
enormous proportions. If we take the imports, what do
we find ? We find that of the total importa of dutiable
goods, $32,828,307 come from Great Britain, and $35,796,-
697 from the United States. In fact our imports from the
United States are larger than from Great Britain itsif.
In the face of the high tariff, the National Policy tariff,
we are compelled to go and buy our goods there.
Why? Because it is to our advantage. We are
not fools enough, if it was to our disadvantage, to go
and buy our goods in that market. Of free goods while we
take from Great Britain $10,589,707, we take *14,696,129
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from the United States. So of a total of $108,180,647, thei 8,591,654, the United States took $8,598,216. Of the
gross importa of this country, we imported $50,497,826 from I exporta of the forest, $25,811,157, the United States took
the Tnited States and only $13,418,015 from Great Britain. $9,838,749. Of the exports of animals and their produce,
That shows the importance of the trade; that shows that if 822,946,108, the United States took $6,369,702. Of the
the trade was allowed to run in natural channels it would exporta of agricultural products, $12,397,843, the United
run between this country and the United States. We know States took V7,503,111. Of our manufactures, 83,577,535,
in the Maritime Provinces that is where our market lies. the United States took $1,265,652. Of miscellanoous goods,
Our market for the produce we grow from the soil, the fish $560,690, the United States took $507,691. So of our total
we take from the sea, the lumber we cut from the foarest, exportsa of $77,132,079, the produce of Canada, no less than
is not in Canada. We do not send our produce to you; you 831,631,622 were taken by the United States, showing that
do not buy it from us. The Americans, on the other hand, that is the country with which we naturally deal in spite of
want everything we can grow;from the soil, everything we all the artificial obstructions placed in the way. I have
can take from the sea, everything we can bring from the abstained from discussing several features of this important
forest. It is our natural market; and if you prevent our question purposely, because I know it is not desirable to
people from having access to that market, you are going to say too much if we are on the eve of negotiations with the
bring ruin upon them in the long run. The Finance Min- 'United States. I do not propose to occupy the time of the
ister smiles. Let him go down and look at the deserted House longer, and I shall very much rejoice if I have done
wharvos at St. John, Halifax and Charlottetown, and nothing more than direct public attention to the vast
he will have his answer. It is more serions than ho importance of the subject, and if I succeed in eliciting an
imagines. If my statement is not correct, I shall expression from the First Minister of sympathy with the
expect to hear it denied by some hon. gentleman who repre- resolution I am about to move, and a statement that the
sents the Maritime Provinces. I should like to hear some Government are alive to the importance of the question and
of my friends say whether the remarks I have made in that are about taking stops to do, what I say they should have
connection are true or not; whother it is not true that they done long since, enter upon negotiations with the American
desire, whether it is not natural they should desire freu people for a renewal of the reciprocity treaty with that
trade relations with that country, whose people are willing country. I move in amondmient to the motion now before
to buy at a profit everything we can obtain from the soil, the House that all the words after the word "that " to the
sea and .forest. I find that the aggregate trade between end of the question be left out, and the following inserted
Great Britain and Canada in 1884 was 887,154,242, with the instead thereof:-
United States 889,333,366. I find more than that. I find in view of the early termination of the fisheries articles of the treaty of
to my surprise, it may be known to some hon. gentlemen, Washington, this House is ot opinion that negotiations should be opened
but not to others, that our importa from the United States with the United States of America, as well for the renewal of reoiprocal
exceeded aur exporta ta the United States by na less than pivileges accorded by that treaty to American citizens aud Britis hsub

exceded ur xpora totheUnitd Satesby n les thnPets respectively, as for the openin g up of additional reciprocal trade$11,652,286. The exporta, including bullion and shortreturn, relations between Canada and the United States ; and that in the con.
from Canada to the United States amounted to duct of such negotiations, Canada should ho directly represented.
$38,840,540. The importa from the United States Mr. HACKETT. In rising to make a few observations
to Canada were of the value of $50,492,826, on the important question before the House I desire to aay
showing a balance in favor of importa to Canada that it is not my intention to detain the House, but for a
of over eleven millions and a half That is in the face ofthe short time. The hon. gentleman bas introduced this question
National Policy tariff. You have made the people pay high in a way I am sorry to sea it introduced. The question i
duties, but they ha to have the goods, and so they had to one of great importance to the people of thia country. The
pay for the goods and the duty besides. We cannot ignore people of this country are desirous of having reciprocal
these facts-the fact that the people desire to trade with the trade with the United States, and the Government of this
United States, and in face of all obstacles you have placed, country is dosirous of carrying out the views iof the people
they have traded, to a certain extent, with their neighbors in that direction, and I am sorry the hon. gentleman should
to the south ; and that if we remove these obstacles, we introduce a motion of this kind, at a time when the people's
shall have a return of the trade prosperity which existed in representatives assembled hra are endeavoring to vote
this country between 1832 and 1866. I desire to call the supplies to the Government to carry on the affaira of the
attention of the House for a moment to the exporta. I have country, and that he should endeavour to make a party
said that the Americans buy the larger part of our fià. I question out of it and to make a cry in the country. Coming
turn to the Trado and .Navigation Returns and I find that tf from one of the Maritime Provinces, I may say that the
the exporta of fresh mackerel, value $214,589, the United question is viewed in those Provinces as one of great
States took all, Of pickled mackerel, 95,816 barrels were importance. The people of the Maritime Provinces ali
exported, and 85,214 barrels were taken by the United know that the extension of trade with the United States,
States, of the value of $789,101. The other 810,000 worth that reciprocity of trade with that country, would add
of number 2 and number 3, chiefly number 3, went to the materially to their benefits, and would be an advantage
West Indies ; but they were of very smait value as compared to the lower •'Provinces. But, Sir, the people there
with those shipped to the United States. Fresh herrings consider that the Government of Canada fuel the same way.
were exported in value, 818,373; all went to the United They feel that the Government consiler that it would be in
States. Pickled herrings, of 137,370 barrels, value $539,911, the best interests of Canada to have an extension of the trade
exported, 80,342 barrels, of the value of $300,455 went to the with the United States, and they are quite willing-and
United States. Of smoked herringa, $154,257 worth were I know I voice the sentiments of a majority of the people
exported; $140,560 went to the United States. Of other fresh of my own Province at least in saying-that they are
sea fish, of thevalue of $211,69, all went to the United States.| willing to leave the matter in the hands of the Government,
Other fresh fish, value 830,507; all went to the United 1 and they bcleve that justice will be donc by them. The
States. That is the great market for our fish, and I am 'hon. gentleman has stated that this Governmont is very
very much afraid whun you further hamper the trade by slow in moving in this matter, that in fact nothing has been
imposing duties, when our fishermen are shut out of the done to show that they are desirous that we should have
American markets, our fishing industry will suffer very reciprocity with the United States. Now I take it that that
materially. I find that of the total exporta from the mines view is incorrect. The hon. gentleman referred to the
of this country, of the value of $3,247,092, $2,50â,501 went clause of the Cuastoma law of 1879, in which it is stated that
to the United States. Of the total exporta of our fisheries, certain natural products of the United States should be
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admnitted free of duty into this country, and that certain
natural products of this country should be admitted free
into the United States, and he attempted to show that this
indicated that the Government is unfavorable to reciprocity
with the United States ; because, he says, those articles
enumerated in that list are not brought from the United
States into this country, but we send our products to that
country. Now, I consider if reciprocity could be obtained
on the basis of that list it would be quite satisfactory to at
least the people of my own Province. I will read the list
of the articles to show the hon. gentleman and the HouEe
that in this list is included almost all the natural produc-
tions of the country, and that if it could only have recipro-
city on the basis of those articles it would be quite satisfac-
tory. I find here that :

" Any or all of the following articles, that is to say :-Ani*mals of all
kinds, green fruit, hay, straw, bran, seeds of ail kinds, vegetables
(including potatoes and other roots), plants, treesuand shrubs, coal and
coke, salt, hops, wheat, peas and beans, barley, rye and oats, Indian
corn, buckwheat and all other grain, flour of wheat and flour of rye,
Indian meal and oatmeal, and flour or meal of any other grain, butter,
cheese, fish (salted or smoked), and lumber, may be imported into
Canada free ot duty, or at a less rate of duty than is provided by this
Act, upon pruclamation of the Governor in Council, which may be
Issued whenever it appears to hie satisfaction that similar articles in
Canada may be imported into the United States free of duty, or at a rate
of duty not exceeding that payable on the same under such proclama-
tion when imported into Canada."

Now, Sir, I consider if we could only obtain reciprocity
on that basis it would be quite s'atisfactory, and that the
Government by placing that clause on the Statute-Book of
the country have indicated their willingness to enter into
negotiations with the United States for the purpose of
renewing reciprocal trade relations. Now, the hon. gentle
man has stated that the Republican party was opposed to
reciprocity, but I would like to ask him in what way does
ho consider his resolution, supposing it should pass, would
advance the chances of our obtaining a reciprocity treaty.
We should approach the American people in a business-like
way, for they are a calculating people, and when you ask
them for something you want you must show them that
you are going to give them something in return, and if they
do not consider it to their advantage to have reciprocity
with us, they will not agree to any proposition which is
brought up by a resolution in this House. Now, Sir I
know that last year several treaties were negotiated by tie
American Consuls, the representatives of the United States,
that some 8 or 9 treaties were negotiated by the Republican
party, but when they came to that power which has the
ratification of such treaties in the United States they
were all allowed to drop and not one of them bas
become the law of the country. So you see that in
approaching the United States people you must approach
them in a manly, honorable way, and not go to them as
suppliantsin such matters. Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman
usedastrong argument against himself when ho used the
argument that it would be impossible toobtain a reciprocity
treaty from the Republican party. If any justification
could ho required for the conduct of the Government the
hon. gentleman gave.it himself in using that argument. If
the Government in their wisdom, watching the current of
opinion in the United States for the last year or two, saw
that it was likely that the Democratie party would come
into power, and that they would be more favorable to reci-
procity of trade with Canada than the Republican party, I
say it was wisdom on their part not to make any advances
to the Republican party, but to wait till the Presidential
electiòn was over beforo making those advances. If the
Republican party were opposed to a reciprocity treaty and
the Government made overtures to them and those over-
tures were rejected, and no reciprocity could be had, the
chances of obtaining a reciprocity treaty again would be
very much lessened, and we would be thrown back 10 or 15
years. But the Government instead of doing that, instead of

M.r. HACoKTT.

acting hastily, with greatwisdom and prudence preferred-
so far as I know, and I have no more information on the sub-
ject than the hon. gentleman-preferred to wait until such
times as the people of the United States were cooled down
after the heat and turmoil of a general election, when they
would view with greater coolness a proposition of this
kind, when another party had come into power, and a party
which it is believed are more fav,rable to reciprocal trade
with Canada than.the Republican party were. I am willing,
so far as I am concerned, to approve of the action of the
Government in that respect, and I am certain that the
people will view their action in the same way that I do.
Now, Sir, the hon, gentleman made reference to the great
increase of Irade during the time we had reciprocity with
the United States. Well, there was a very large increase
of trade. It is no doubt beneficial to the people of any
country to have an extension of their trade; the people of
Canada know that, and the people of the United States kuow
it as well; there was a considerable increase of trade during
that period of reciprocity from 1854 to 1866. But I con-
tend, Sir, that if we had a reciprocity treaty now the con-
ditions are not at all the same. The conditions are entirely
changed. At that time Canada consisted of scattered Pro-
vinces which had no central Government, each having a
separate tariff of its own and each workingin its own direction.
But now we have one united, consolidated Canada in British
North America. We have to a great extent increased the
inter-provincial trade amorg our people; commodities that
we were obliged to send to the United States soine years
ago to find a market for them, now find a ready market in
their own country. We know that one cause of the great
prosperity of Canada during the period from 1854 to 1866,
was the Rlussian war. Hon. gentlemen know that about
the time when the reciprocity treaty came into force,
Russia, Great Britain and France were engaged in a great
war. That war added very largely to the business pros.
perity of Canada; many articles produced in Canada found
a ready market in the old country in consequence of that
war; and towards the end of the period the United States
themselves became engaged in a great civil war, and Carada
also found a large market for very many of her productions
in that country. but now it is very different; the condi-
tions have changed; the people of the United States them-
selves produce a great many of the things they formerly
received from us; and, with the exception of the articles
enumerated in this list, we could not now find a market in
the United States for very many more of the products of
Canada. Now, as I said before, Canada bas progressed very
much since thattime. We have opened up avenues of trade;
we have built railways to unite the different portions of the
country; we have deepened our canais; we have improved
our harbors and built lighthouses; and we have done a
great dcal to improve the public accommodation in the
country. Therefere, when we approach this subject, we
should not by any resolution of this House proclaim to the
world that Canada is in any way dependent upon the
United States. I know that there can be no dignity in
trade; I do not say that it would be lowering the Dominion
of Canada at all to make application; but i do not see that
we should by resolution of ibis House proclaim to the
world that it is necessary to the existence of Canada that
the Government should continue to press to enter into
negotiations for reciprocity with the United States. Now,
the hon. gentleman has referred at some length to the
expiration of the fibhery clauses of the Washington treaty
on the 1st of July next. The Washington treaty no doubt
very greatly increased the fishing industry in the Maritime
Provinces. Before the ratification of that treaty the fisher-
men of the Maritime Provinces, in taking their products to
the United States, were obliged to pay a heavy duty
thereon. When that treaty was ratified, they had a
freer market in the United States; and the mackerel
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fishery especially, to which the hon. gentleman has referred,
grew to very large proportions. We know that the fisher-
men of the United States were the parties who called for
the abrogation of that treaty. Canadians were quite willing
to continue under the operation of the treaty; but the
United States fishermen brought such pressure to bear on the
Government cf that country that the Government gave
notice to England that the treaty would cease on the 1st of
Jaly next. Now, several meetings have been held in the
fishing centre of the Unitel States during the last year to
show that the fishermen derived no benefit from that treaty,
but that on the contrary it was a cause of great disaster and
ruin to them. They endeavored to show that under the
treaty the quantity of fish taken by them in Canadian waters
was not of very great importance, and that on the other
hand, Canada had been paid $4,500,000. At a meeeting
held in December last at Gloucester, the principal fishing
town of the United States, letters were read from United
States senators and other gentlemen holding high and
prominent positions in the country, and dissapproving of the
continuance of the treaty. Senator Frye said:

nl bis opinion the provisions of the treaty of Washington were an
outrage on the rights of our fishermen."
Those provisions will expire on the lst of July next. and
he did not want to see a resurrection. Representative
Collins, a very intelligent gentleman, and one of the most
prominent Congressmen from the Eastern States, said:

'' The ishery treaty was a fraud and a cheat upon our people."

Now, Sir, having these statements staring us in the face,
would it not be humiliating for our Government to make
oyertures to these people ? It is the duty of our Govern-
ment not to make any proposal until the people of that
country learn to appreciate the value of our fisheries; and
if you shut them out you should take proper means of pro-
tecting the fisheries of Canada. Keep the Amorican
fishermen beyond the three mile limit, and they will begin
to appreciate the value of our fisheries, and Congressman
Collins will not say to the people of Gloucester that the
fishery treaty is a fraud and a cheat. The hon. gentleman
said that without the assistance of the mother country it
would be impossible for us to protect our fisheries. I con-
sider that that is a slander on the people of Canada.
Canadians have no t only the means but the desire to protect
their fishories; and I maintain that four and a half or
five millions of people on the continent of North
America, free-born British subjects, have the desire
and the will to protect their right, and will not need
to call upon the mother country to send out their fleet to
guard their fisheries. Sir, those fisheries are of great value
and importance to the people of this country; and I hope
the Government will take such means as are necessary to
protect them, and to afford the people of Canada the enjoy.
ment of those rights that belong to them. Sir, we know
that the United States fishermen at present value those
iights. At those very meetings held at Gloucester, resolu-
tions were passed asking the Government to go behind the
treaty of 1818, and to insist on the right of American fish.
ermen to fish in the coast waters of Canada. They con
sider that by that treaty their rights were taken away, and
that it was as great a fraud and as great a cheat as the
Washington treaty; and they passed a resolution asking
their Government to go behind the convention of 1818, and
to insist on the right of American fishermen to
fish within the three mile limit. Therefore I say
that they do appreciate the privilege of fishing in the
coast waters of Canada at the 'present time, and
I hope our Government will take strong measures to
keep them out. We know that since the Washington treaty
was negotiated, the mode of fishing has entirely changed,
and it would not be so difficult now to keep these fishermen
outside of the three mile limit as it formerly was. Before

the treaty came into force, the hook and line was the prin-
cipal apparatus used by the American fishermen ; but now
they have abandoned the hook and line, and have taken to
the purse seine. At that time they had a very excellent
class of fishing vessels, and while fishing within the three
mile limit, if they saw the smoke of a steamer coming to
them, they could at once haul up their lines, and sail away.
But now, there is a differentstate of affairs. In shooting the
seines a great length of time is occupied; and those seines are
of great value. The vessels may lie outside of the three mile
limit, while the boats and seines may be inside, and if they
succoed in catching a haul, it will take a long eme, fully twelve
hours, to get the haul ont of the seine. Therefore, it is not
likely that the American fishermen will risk their boats
and seines by encroaching on the fishing grounds, because
if you have proper steam and sailing vessels to
guard the fisheries, they can easily be detected. If
you make some reprisals upon these fishermen, they will
soon arrive at the conclusion that it will be botter for them
to keep outside of three mile li mit. Therefore I hope the
Government will take active stops to guard and protect the
fisheries of Canada, and to preserve then for the people of
Canada. Another thing that I am very glad to see the
Government are doing, is the placing of duty on fish coming
from the United States. With our large extent of fishing
coast-the hon. gentleman has said some 4,000 miles, and
I believehe is correct-with our hardy and active class of
fishermen, with some of the best fishing vessels that can be
built in the world, we ought to be able to provide our own
people with al the fish they require; with these advan-
tages, the people of the Eastern Provinces ought to be able
to provide the people of the Western Provinces with all the
fish they can consume, botter and at cheaper rates than eau
the United Stntes. A large quantity of the fish now con-
sumed in Western Canada is produced in our own maritime
waters, sent to Boston, and brought from Boston and
Gloucester to Montreal, the great distributing point of the
Dominion; and it must be evident to any sane man that
these fish can be sent much cheaper over our own railways
direct from the place of production and placed before the
consumer at a much lower rate than they can by bringing
them by a roudabout way through a foreign country.

An hon. MEUIBER. Why do they not come by our own
way now?

M1r. HACKETT. The hon. gentleman asks how much
is imported. Nearly a million dollars worth waq imported
last year from the United States, and therefore the people
of the Maritime Provinces will, by the action of the Govern-
ment in protecting their fish, have fall control of the
markets of Canada, and in this way the Government are
carrying out the desires of the people ot the Maritime Pro-
vinces. . The hon. gentleman lastyear brought up a similar
resolution before this House. The idea of the hon. gentle
man last year was the same as his idea this year, namely
to endeavor to decrease the popularity of the Government
in the country. Well, the hon. gentleman had an oppor-
tunity last summer of testing what his resolution could do
in the Maritime Provinces ; ho had an opportunity in bis
own county, the intelligent county of Queen's, Prince Edward
Island, of making this test, when hon. gentlemen opposite
brought out one of the most popular men that could be pro-
duced on their side of politics to contest the county against
my hon. friend (Mr. .enkins). The hon. gentleman at
several meetings appeared on the platform and repeated
almost verbatim the speech ho delivered on bis motion last
year. Ho said that whenever ho rose in Parliament to
advocate the rights of Prince Edward Island, and the Mari-
time Provinces generally, ho always found Mr. McDonald
and Mr, Brecken, and Mr. Hackett opposing him, and ho
added : "If yon desire to show Sir John and lis
Government that they have not the confidence of the
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people, let the electors of Queen's return Mr. Welsh to sup-
port me in Parliament," The hon, gentleman canvassed
the county from one end to the other most strenuously in
favor of his candidate, but the people by an overwhelming
majority placed my hon. friend (Mr. Jenkins) on the floor
of this Parliament to support the policy of the Government.
There the hon. gentleman got his answer. He endeavored
to lessen the popularity of the Government and of my hon.
friend and of myself, but he got his answer from the intel-
ligent people of Prince Edward Island; and should the
opportunity again present itself, my hon. friend will still
find that he is as much mistaken now as he was a year
ago. I arn notgoing to refer to the hon. gentleman's mis-
sionary exorcises during the past week or two in Northum-
berland where he again canvassed the people and received
the same answer that he did in Prince Edward Island. The
hon. gentleman, I hope, will see the futility of his partisan
course. It is not in our interest to be such hide-bound
partisans that we should continually oppose on all occasions
the policy of the Government. The Government of Canada
stands strong in the affection and esteem of the people, and
the hon. gentleman knows that in opposmg that Govern.
ment he is opposing the wishes and the ideas of the people
of Canada; and when Le brings forward a very important
resolution, a resolution pertaining to so important a matter
as that of reciprocity with the United States, he should not
bring it forward in a narrow party spirit. He should have
taken an opportuity of bringing it forward before the
motion was made to go into Committee of Supply; he
should have brought this matter forward in such a way that
it could be honestly discussed, but he did not do that. He
thought proper to proceed in the partisan course taken by
him last Session, and he will find on this occasion that the-
hon. members of this House will meet him as they did
last year, and that the people of this country will view
his action in the same light as they did last year. I need
not refer at any greater length to the hon. gentleman's
speech, but I wish to express my opinion that I am con-
vinced the Government of Canada will do everything possi-
ble to secure the extension of the trade of Canada. That is
a part of the policy of the Government. They will do every-
thing in their power to further this end, and I do not want
to hamper or embarrass them in their action by supporting
a resolution which has no meaning but a partisan meaning,
and which, if carried, would mean a want of confidence in
the Government. I shall therefore have much pleasure in
voting against the hon. gentleman's motion and leaving to
the Government the carrying on of the business of the
country.

Mr. YEO. I am much pleased that this question, which
is of great importance, especially to the people of Prince
Edward Island, Las been brought before the House, and I
hope the Government will deal with it in a practical man-
ner by making every effort to renew the treaty. Not only
do I hope they will do that, but that they will secure for us
botter trade relations with the United States. This is a
matter which affects particularly the people of Prince
Edward Island. It is very true that we, in that
island, can consume the manufactured goods that
you send to us from Western Canada, but we have
nothing that we can send to you in exchange, and it
is a great disadvantage to us that we should have to
send you our gold in exchange for what we purchase. I
was greatly surprised to hear the remarks of the hon. gen-
tleman who has just sat down. I had to look at him twice
before I could really make sure that it was ho who was
giving utterance to them. Why, that hon. gentleman,
when he was running his election in 1878, denounced the
late Government for not making an effort to get reciprocity.
That was the strongest plank in Lis platform; it was that
which helped him most to gain hie olection: that was the
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whole cry he had, in fact against the late Government, and
I was surprised after having hoard him speak so loudly on
the stump to Lis countrymen, that ho should after he had
left that little island for a couple of years, so completely
change Lis opinions. It is possible that this hon. gentle-
man does not intend to return to bis people and ask them
for a renewal of that confidence which he Las so completely
betrayed. He says now we do not want any trade relations
with the States.

Mr. HACKETT. I did not say that; I said that we did
want them.

Mr. YEO. The hon. gentleman denounced the
late Government for being the cause of so many
people leaving the country, for being the cause that
we had no trade witb the United States; and said
let us but come into power and you will see a change.
Let lis party get into power and ho would let them see how
soon ho would vote reciprocity-because it was a great boon
and the source of immense prosperity to the country when
it was enjoyed in the past. Hearing this hon. gentle-
man get up and speak in this way, I could not sit still and
not reply to him. At the same time, I hope as the Gov-
ernment is strong, and, with plenty of supporters at its
back, that it will deal with this question. [have every
faith that it will, and, if it does not, we shall have to oppose
it strongly down in Prince Edward Island.

Mr. BURPER. I must take issue with the hon, gentle-
man from Prince, P.E.I. (Mr. Hackett) in lis statement
that this is an inopportune time, and that it is against the
interests of this country to bring forward resolutions of this
kind. I do not understand with him that it is a vote of
want of confidence. It need not be so uecessarily; the Gov-
ernment can treat it so if they think proper, but I think it
is a question which should be treated fairly on both sides of
the iouse, and, if anything could have made it a party
question, if anything could have introduced [arty politics
into it, it is the speech of the hon. gentleman. The ques-
tion of extended trade relations in the Maritime Provinces
is a burning question, and we offer no apology for bringing
it forward at this time to the attention of the
House or the country. It is a question which will not
keep; it is a question which they are intense upon. We
were told before we went into Confederation, at least we
were told before the National Policy was instituted, by Sir
Charles Tupper that, if we would adopt the National
Policy, if we would adopt a reciprocity of tariff, in less
than two years we would have commercial reciprocity with
the United States. That he publicly declared. Now we have
waited six years, and thero is no sign of it. On the con-
trary, we have every evidence from tIh Governmont, from
the representative members of the Government, and from
their organs, and from the jeers and sneers of tbose who sit
behind them to-day on the earnest appeals of the hon. mem-
ber for Queen's (Mir. Davies), who Las so ably brought
forward this motion, that it is not their intention, that it is
not theiri policy, that in fact it is against their policy to
move in the direction of reciprocity with the United States,
or even extended trade relations with any country. I do
not feel inclined to take up the time of the House, but I
think this question is of such vital importance that we
should review it at some considerable length. I do not feel
inclined to do it myself, but I hope others will. I recollect
that a long time ago, 40 years ago, it was a very important
question in the country, especially in the Province from
which I come, New Brunswick. I recollect, and I have
refreshed my memory since, that in 1847 this question of
trade relations with other countries was prominently
brought before the flouse of Assembly of New Brunswick.
In that year a resolution was passed in that house of Assem-
bly asking the other British North American colonies if they
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would accept free trade with New Brunswick, and an Act
was passed in 1848 embodying those views. Communica-
tion washad with the other Provinces of British North
America, and in 1849 a treaty, a virtual reciprocity treaty
was made between the British North American Provinces.
I believe the whole of them except Newfoundland at that
time. Such then was the interest taken in the extension of
our markets and our trade relations, and it has continued
up to the present time. In 1854, the treaty with the United
States was paesed. That treaty, although it did not extend
to manufacturers, worked favorably and in the interests of
both countries. I do say, and as a maritime man I know
something about it, that it was just as much in the interests
of the United States as in the interests of the Provinces that
that treaty should be continued. It included, among a few
minor things, grain, flour, breadstuffs, animals of all kinds,
meats, seeds and vegetables, fish of all kinds and produce of
fish, poultry and eggs, bides and furs; stone and marble,
slate, butter, cheese and tallow, ores and metals, coal, timber
and lumber of all kinds, manufactured and otherwise, pelts
and wools, cotton ,dye stuffs, and a number of
other varieties of articles. During the continuation of
that treaty trade prospered. It was mutually bene-
benificial to both parties. It was the policy at that time to
extond our trade relations. It has been stated to-day
by the hon. member for Prince, Prince Edward Island, that
it is the policy of the present Government to extend trade
relations with other countries. I would like to see their
policy put into practice. We have been in Confederation
some 18 years, and I would like to sce the first move towards
extending our trade relations with other countries. If that
is their policy they have failed most ignominiously in carry-
ing it out. The fact is that at that time the Province of
New Brunswick, which I know most about, in order to carry
out the trade relations with the British North American
colonies, agitated a railway that they might have com-
mercial intercourse. They also made very large sacrifices
in order to subsidise a railway to the United States in order
that this reciprocity treaty might be carried out. They
also built a road to Shediac and they contemplated the Baie
Verte Canal, all in the interests of extending their trade
relations with their neighbors. At present, in spite, as ihe
hon. member for Queen's has said, of the very high tariff, in
spite of the obstacles placed in the way of our trade with
the United States, we last year exported some $32,000,000
from the Dominion and imported $50,000,000. From New
Brunswick we exported about $3,000,000 and imported
83,095,000, which consisted of produce of the mines,
8100,000; fish, $766,000; animalis and their products,
$410,000 ; agricultural products, $60,000 ; manufactures
$97,000; miscellaneous, $40,000; product of the forest,
$1,547,000. I will just state, with reference to that
item, that about one-third of the amonnt repre-
sents manufactures of the United States that passed
through New Brunswick; so that we actually
exported last year the sum of $3,000,000, in round
numbers, and imported about the same amount. Now, tbis
trade cannot be ignored. It would b3 unlair to ignore it.
The people of the Maritime Provinces are in earnest about
it. In reference to agricultural products, we have no other
market for our vegetables, hay, and other things, except
the United States. Ontario and Quebec do not want
them. In fact they send us agricultural products amount-
ing to over a million dollars per annum, and slaughter them
in our markets. They interfere directly with the agricul-
tural interest of our own country. We have certain surplus
products for whieh we have no other market but the
United States, and we are compelled, notwithstanding all
the obstacles in the way, to send all those products to the
States. This is being felt very severely by us, and I must
say that the state of our trade can scarcely be borne ; and
it cannot exist much longer without serious detriment tc

our people. Now, with regard to the old reciprocity treaty.
We had the privilege of that treaty from 1854 to 1865,
about 11 years, and during that time it proved advan-
tageous to both countries. The causes that brought
about the abrogation of that treaty, I think, were pretty
thoroughly shown by the hon. member for Queen's (Mr.
Davies). The feelings that were aroused in England with
reference to the Alabama trouble, the fact that the Alabama
had been built in, and escaped from, an English port and
had committed depredations on the American navy upon
the high seas, was the principal cause of the il-feeling that
arose between the two countries, which was augmented by
the Mason and Slidell affair. These causes, in my opinion,
principally led to the abrogation of that treaty. That feel-
ing was extended, I may say, also te Canada. There was a
large party in Canada who sympathised strongly with the
Southern States. After the war was ended the Unitel
States had rolled up an immense debt, and they were corn-
pelled to put on enormous duties in order to pay the war
debt. This rendered it necessary te put a high duty on
every article that would bear a high difty, including many
articles included in our reciprocal treaty, in order to meet
the interest on their debt and pay the expenses of Govern-
ment. These were the principal causes, in my opinion
which led to the abrogation of the treaty, and I think that
view is entertained by all parties who have studied the
subject. Well, when Canada found out that the abro-
gation of this treaty was about to take place, a great
deal of regret was felt; there was an intense feeling in
the Maritime Provinces that we could not prosper without
trade relations with other countries, that we could not adopt
the maxim which is continually put forward in this country,
of Canada for the Canadians alone. We felt that we must
have trade, that we had ships, we had lumber and we had
agriculturat products that we must sell to other countries.
We felt that we were a shipbuilding people, and we looked
about to know where we could get a market. A council of
commercial men was called at Quebec from all the British
North American Provinces, except Newfoundland, and that
council took measures to extend trade relations with other
countries, having lost the trade of the United States. In
order to show the deep anxiety of the people that we should
have extended trade, I will just trouble the House for a
moment with reading an extract from the instructions to
the delegates given by Sir A. T. Galt, Finance Minister of
Canada at the time.

An hon. MEMBER. Carried.
Mr. BURPEE. I hope it will be carried. The Mail, the

organ of hon. gentlemen opposite, says it ougbt not
to be carried; they say it is wrong. I will not delay
the House a long time. It is an interesting subject, I
assure you, to the Maritime Provinces, however hon. gentle-
men opposite may be indifferent about it. The several
British North American Provinces appointed delegates to
meet at Quebec as a commercial council, in order to initiato
measures to extend trade with foreign countries, reciprocity
with the United States having been abrogated. Sir A. T.
Galt was then Finance Minister of Canada, and in giving
instructions to the delegates from Ontario and Quebec ho
said :

" The rapid extension of the productive power of Canada in lumber,
cereals and fish, and the early prospects that the great resources of the
Maritime Provinces will equally be brought under a uniform commercial
policv for all British North America, render it, in the opinion of the
Government, most important that an enquiry should be made into the
circumstances and conditions of our trade with the West Indies and
South America, and into the best mode by which it can be developed."

" This subject becomes of the utmost importance at a time when our
important trade with the United States is threatened with interruption,
and will certainly hereafter be continued under different conditions
from those which have hitherto existed.

"Knowing, then, that the countries to which yon are about to proceed
offdr a market for all the surplus products of Briîish North America, and
that they qan afford us l aexchange al the productions of the tropios, 1$
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is most desirable that an effort should be made to remove the artificial
obstructions which exist to free commercial intercourse.'"

Then is laid down the procedure to be followed by those
delegates. 1 will not read the whole instructions, but only
from the 4th paragraph to the conclusion. They were
instructed :

" To procure by reciprocal treaties or otherwise, a reduction of the
duties now levied on flour, fish, lumber, pork, butter and other staple
productions of British North America, in the West Indies, and especially
wiih Brazil and the colonies of Spain."

"5th.-To obtain, if possible from the Spanish and Brazilian author.
ities, a remission of the heavy dues now chargeable on the transfer of
vessels from the British to the Spanish and Brazilian fligs.

So6th.-Tn procure, by negotiations with the proper authnrities, an
assimilation of the tariffi of the British West lia Coloniea in respect
to flour, lumber, fish, and other staples of British North America, a
measure which would greatly facilitate commercial operations and mar
well be urged in view of the assimilation about to b3 made in the tariffs
of Canada anti the Maritime Provinces.

"7th and lastly.-To promote, by prudent legislatioa and a sound
fiscal policy, the rapid development of the great natural resources of
the British North American Provinces, and to preserve as tar as lies in
their power, the advantpge which they now possess, of bein g able to
produce at a cheaper cost than any ot2er country, most of the great
staples which the inhabitants of the tropica must procure from northern
ports.
I read this extract in order to show that the British North
American colonies at that time were alive to this question;
that it is no new question, and that the prosperity of those
colonies depended upon the extension of their trade, if not
with the United States with other countries. Although the
question of trade relations with other countries than the
United States is not directly before the House by this
resolution, yet it is germain to it, and the question which
most appeals to the public mind with respect to this sub-
ject is that of procuring extended markets. I confess that
a home market, if we had it, would be the best market. The
nearest market would be the next best, and the Unitel
States is the nearest market to us and is our best market.
But, failing that market, there are other markets to which
I have referred, and to which boards of trade have directed
attention. Lt may not be out of place at this point to give
an idea of the population of the countries which the dele-
gates were asked te visit in order to effect some commercial
treaty with them. Jamaica and Turks Island have a popu-
lation of 585,536. With respect to Jamnaica it is suid that
one of its leading men, Hon. Mr. Solomon desires to secure
the confederation of that island with the Dominion. I
asked a question of the First Minister on that subject
this Session, and I was informed there was no correspon-
dence. For my own part I do not profess to be very anxi-
ous that Canada should annex Jamaica; but I do feel »nxious
to obtain a commercial treaty with that island. The latter I
infinitely prefer to the former. The Leeward Islands have a
population of 119,000; Windward Islands, 311,000; Trinidad,
1b3,000; British Gaiana, 252,000 ; Frankland Islands, 1,500;
Bermudas, 13,000; Bahamas, 43,500; Brazil, 9,448,00J.
Now, the House will perceive it is of very great importance
that we should have trade relations, if not with the United
States, with these countries. The argument which oper-
ated in past days has greater force at this time. It
is interosting to look at our imports and exports to
and from some of these countries. New Brunswick im.
ports from France goods to the value of 86J,000, while its
exports amount to 83J8,000. From Germany, imports,
$62,000 ; exports, nothing. From the British West Indies
we imported $50,000 worth, and exported $12,000. From
the Spanish WestIndies we imported $233,000, and exported
only $33,000. From Brazil our imports wcre $72,000, and
we exported nothing. British Guiana, imports, $69,030;
exports, 83,030. There is much to b3 learned from these
figures ; the Government should study them, and also
study the resources of those countries, and sec if we can-
not enter into some trade relations that would be mutually
advantigeoas. Now Brunswick exportcd last year goods
to the value of 87,753,000 and imported *6,513,000 worth,1

Mr, BURP!E,

Of this sum, $t,000,000 was with other countries than
Great Britain-with the Spanish, West Indies, France,
Spain and other foreign nations. So the fact is the pros-
perity of our country as a maritime country depends very
largely upon our trade with foreign countries. The dele-
gates to whom I have referred performed their task to the
best of itheir ability, and they reported favorably with
respect·to a number ofcountries with which it was impor-
tant they should enter into closer trade relations. They made
a very exhaustive report with respect to the trade question.
with reference to removing the barriers between the trade
of the different countries and yet nothing was done. I t
was barren of results and I must say that I think the Gov.
ernment of that day was very lax in their duty in not mak-
ing an attempt to extend our trade relations. I think the
reason was this, that just about that time the Confederation
scheme came on. The whole interest of the people of the
country was taken up by Confederation and everything else
appeared to vanish into the shade. Confederation was to
bo theibalm which was to cure all our ills. We were told
that if we only went into Confederation we would not only
have reciprocity, which they héld out as something within
our grasp, with the other colonies, but that it would increase
our intercolonial trade by the construction of an intercolon-
ial railway. Then the Baie Verte canal was spoken of, and
it was said that we had no means of transporting our pro.
ducts to the markets, and the country became fairly initia-
ted to the fact that Confederation would be a cure for all
our evils, that the cities of the Maritime Provinces would
be the Liverpools and the Manchesters of British North
America, that everything would be very prosperous, that
we would have intercommunication between the Provinces
carried out at once, an I that an intercolonial tracte would take
the place of the foreign trade. This appears to me to be the
only reason for the want of effort on the part of the Govern-
ment in not endeavouring to carry out the instructions of the
delegates :with regard to reciprocal trade with foreign
countries. Ilowever, that scheme failed to. It was said
then on every platform that a union of the Provinces by an
Act of Parliament would be a sham unless we became com-
mercially united, and we were told that means wouild be
taken to give us facilities for carrying on this intercolonial
trade. But the commercial railway which was promised us
turned out to b- a military road, turned out to be double
the mileage that a direct road would have been ; turned out,
so far as facilitating intercolonial trade almost valueless.
This is very evident from the statistics of the trade of those
Provinces. According to a paper furnished by Mr.
Fairweather of the Board of Trade of St. John, which I
presume is more or less autbentic, the import trade from
old Canada to Nova Stotia and New Brunswick is $ [2,000,-
000, or according to a report of this flouse furnished two
years ago about 818,000,000. Which of the two is correct
I do not know. Mr. Fairweather also states that our exports
to old Canada all told, are ab>ut $t,272,000. However, I
examined these figures, and I beg to differ from them.
l the first place they are made up largely of cotton, sugar
and iron. He says there is exported from the Maritime Pro-
vinces to Canada $1,695,722 worth of sugar ; 8766,000 worth
of cotton, and $474,000 worth of iron from Nova Scotia.
Now the fact is that these are not our natural products, and
the benefit to the Maritime Provinces from these exports is
very small indeed. It was stated by an hIn. member net
long ago that the amount of benefit represented by the
sugar which is refined in that Province would be less
than $300,000; cotton, $400,000; red granite, $53,899;
grindstones, $6,000, and finnan haddie, $82,000. Now, while
New Brunswick last year imported from the Upper
Provinces, in round numbers, about $5,000,000, we
exported to them less than $40,000. These figures show
that, althougli the Upper Provinces have received some

I benefit from this interoolonial trade, so far as New Bruns.
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wick is concerned, it is an entire failure. The agricultural
products which we send to the Upper Provinces, amount in
ail to about 824,000-in wool, S 10,000, and in canned goodq,
$14 000-while they send us $1,450,OO worth of agricul-
tural products. Now, if that is what is meant by inter-
colonial trade, if that is the benefit we derive from Confede-
l ation, an d if we are thankful for it, we are:certainly thankful
for very small favors. Now, J think I have shown that
Confederation, with regard to giving us a market in Canada
instead of in the United States, the West Indies, Brazil, and
other countries, bas been an entire failure.

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

After Recess.
CONSIDERED IN COMMITTBE-THIRD .READINGS

Bill (No. 72) respecting the Ontario Pacific Railway
Company.--(Mr. Rykert.)

Bill (No. 77) to incorporate the Hamilton, Guelph and
Buffalo Railway Company.-(Mr. Kilvert.)

Bill (No. 69) respecting the Huron and Ontario Ship
Canal Company.-(Mr. Tyrwhitt.)

Bill (No. 62) to amend the Act to incorporate the Bank
of Winnipeg.-(Mr. Watson.)

Bill (No. 75) to incorporate the Canadian Pacifie Employés
Relief Association.- (Me. Gault.)

Bill (No. 115) to amend an Act to incorporate the Sisters
of Charily of the North-West Territories-(From the Senate.)
-(Mr. Desjardins )

DOMINION DRAINAGE COMPANY.
Mr. HAGGART moved that the House resolve itself into

Committee on Bill (No. 28) to incorporate the Dominion
Drainage Company.

Mr. EDGAR. I really do not think that this is a -Bill
which the House ought to pass. It has appeared in several
shapes before the House and the Private Bills Committee
already, and bas been printed and reprinted and changed
several times, and it now comes before us simply as
a Bill to incorporate a drainage company-a simple
company for the drainage of land. Surely, if there is
any one subject more than another which ought to be
left to the Local Legislature, this is one. It can be in
no sense considered a trading nor a manufacturing com-
pany. Although those reasons have been often given for
the assuming by this Parliament of jurisdiction to incorpor-
ate companies which might have been incorporated by a
provincial legislature, still they do not exist in this case at
all. It simply deals with real estate within the varions
Provinces. The second section provides that•

"The company shall have power to contract with the Crown or with
any private person, firm or corporation, for the drainage of their lands
and to supply or furnish all dredges, excavators and other implements,
labor and materials requisite for such work, and to construct all canals,
with lockage if necessary, that they may require to construct lor effect-
ual drainage, and to build and prosecute such work to completion."

The third section provides that:
" The company may receive, in payment for such work, in addition

to money and ordinary securities, real estate, which may or will be
reclaimed by drainage."

And then again the fourth says:

"The company may hold such real estate received in paymnent, as
aforesaid, and reclaimed by them, or rmay purchase swamp and over-
flown land for the purpose of draining and reclaiming the same, and
they may sell and convey such lands and take and hold mortgages
thereon in part payment."

And there is a power to issue debentures upon these lands.
Now, that surely is entirely limited to subjects which unqueE-
tionably and undeniably come within the local jurisdiction. It

is not alleged that it is an inter-provincial drainage werk
that is to be undertaken, or an international, and it is not
alleged that this is a work for the general advantage of
Canada. If it should prove to be competent for us, as I do
not think it is, to pass this Bill at ail, it certainly is not
expedient for this Parliament to keop on asserting its rights
to legislate on matters over which the Local Legislature in
each Province has absolute jurisdiction. A Bill was bofore
this House onue before fr the purpose of incorporatin a
dyking and drainage company in Nova Scotia. In 1879
this Bill was introduced and met with a gopd deal of op-
position on the ground that it related te matters over which
the Local Legislature of Nova Scotia had jarisdiction. Mr,
Plumb, who was then a member of iho louse, objected to
it, and ho said :

"IHe knew nothing of the local legislation of Nova Scotia, but ho
thought that any such le gislation brought in here ought to be chal.
lenged in !te inceptiori. This woul d be cited sas a precedent if allowed
to passhere. Be thought al s uchmatters should b deait with by the
Local Legislatures."

Thon Mr. Vallée said:
"The House had no right to pass the Bill, because the object was of a

Provincial character."

The leader of the Government said:
"IHe agreed with his hon. friend (ifr. Vallée) that this Bill was not

within the province of this Pariament at all. It was a local Bill in
every way. It was a matter that ought to be passed by the Legislature
of Nova Sco tia."

It was contended indeed in that case, that because it affected
some lands upon a navigable river, that would give jurisdic-
tion, but it was the opinion Of these gen tlemen I have quoted
that it did not. Mr. McDonald (Pictou) said:

"If this was land covered by the Provincial jurisdiction, the parties
would have to apply to the Local Legislature for incorporation."

The Minister of Public Works said:
"I He thought the Local Legislature should incorporate the company,

and then, when they wanted to build a bridge over a navigable river,
they could come here as a corporate body and ask for the power."

The order was discharged and the Bli withdrawn. There
are other reasons against this Bill, wbich I do not raine, but
I would ask the Government what view thoy take of the
matter, and whether they think this is a proper subjoct for
our legislation.

Mr. HAGGART. The object of the Bill is to form a
drainage company. A lot of gentlemen in Ontario wish to
be incorporated to form a company for the purpose of drain-
ing lands in the North-West Territories or in Manitoba or
in the Province of Ontario. They have been advised that
this House is the proper place to corne to in order to give
the company its existence. I am not, of course, thoroughly
posted upon the law on the subject, but it seems to me
extraordinary if this House could not give the company
existence for the purpose of draining lands in the North.
West Territories, as there is no other House to go to. Thcre
bas been objection several times to Bills of this kind being
introduced here, but as a raie I think they have passed.
It seems to me quito an anomaly that you eau go to any of
the United States, to Indiana or to Pennsylvania or to New
Jersey,as we have heard that a company te build the Canadian
Pacifie Railway got its existence there, or even to the Sand-
wich Islands for a company to get its existence, and that
this House cannot give it. We are asking no powers which
interfere with any of the rights of the different Provinces.
We simply ask that the company shall have its existence
for the purpose of constructing works and draining lands
in the North-West Territories, Manitoba, or any part of the
Dominion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think I must ask my
hon. friend te allow this to stand over. My attention bas
only been called te it at this moment, so I would not like to
express an opinion on the nonce. I fancy at ail avents the
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Bill has vitality as far as the North-West is concerned, if
not in regard to the rest, and, if my hon. friend will allow
it to stand over for another day, I will look into it.

Mr. HAGGART. The Bill was submitted by the Chair-
man of the Private Blls Committee to the Minister of
Justice, and he reported that the Bill was within our juris-
diction.

Mr. WELDON. At that time the Bill stood in a different
position from what it does now. There is another matter in
regard te this Bill, a matter of policy. It is a question if
parties should corne here who could get incorporated under
the Joint Stock Companies Act. Two years agothat question
was raised in the Private Bills Committee, and a resolution
was introduced to check parties coming to this House for
ivcorporation when they could get incorporated under the
Joint Stock Companies Act. While the House may have a
right to pass a Bill affecting the Dominion at large, it is a
questionable policy where it is a matter properly affecting
the Local Legislature, and, while the company would have
the right as to the North-West Territories, I doubt whether
it bas in regard to the différent Provinces, which is a
matter for the Local Legislatures.

Sir JOHN A. MAC DONA LD. That is very likely. One
can see that, if a large eompany with a large capital and a
body of shareholders and directors, with machinery specially
adapted for this purpose, wished to operate in al[ the Pro.
vinces, it would be much more convenient to have one
company with one charter, oie entity, using ail their
machinery and ail their capital, than to be driven to have
half a dozen separate corporations, with separate liabilities
and separate establishments in every way. It is more con-
venient, of course, to have one incorporation. That is,
however, a mere matter of convenience. The question is,
whether, constitutionally, this Act is within the power of
this flouse or not. I think it had better stand over,

Mr. BLAKE. I quite agree with the hon. gentleman as
to the propriety of allowing it to stand over until Monday,
but I suggest to him that the inconvenience which he fears
would follow from provincial incorporation, would not in
fact follow. In any one of the Provinces this company may
be incorporated, and, if it carries on its operations outside
the Province as a trading company, as a corporate entity,
that must b dependent upon whetner by the comity of that
Province it is permitted to do so. It is not incorporated, it
is true, for any other than a provincial purpose. No Pro-
vince can incorporate the company expressly to operate in
any other Province, but it is incorporated to operate in the
Province, and, if it chooses to go outside and operate outside,
it is just in the position of a foreign corporation in the
United States which, if it came in here to operate, would
depend upon the comity of this country.

Sir JOHN A MACDONALD. By legislative act.
Mr. BLAKE. I do not think it would necessarily follow

that there would be separate incorporation, but of course if
it did follow, that would be simply a question whether 1 his
was one of the consequences of ours being a Federal and
not a Legislative Union. You cannot have the blessings of
a Federal and Legislative Union altogether with the same
constitution.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is quite true.
Mr. IVES. As Chairman of the Private Bills Committee,

I am glad the leader bas asked that this Bill shall stand till
Monday; and I think even a longer date might be fixed for
the adjournment, ae I am desirous that a precedent should
be established in this case. As Chairman of that Committee
I may say that there is hardly a Bill comes before it,
except, perhaps, divorce Bills, where this question is not
raised. The Bills which come before our Committee are
miscellaneous private bills; as a rule they have more or
les a provincial purpose in view, and more or less are

Sir Joux A. McDonLD.

obnoxious to the charge of being encroachments upon the
rights of Provincial Legislatures. We have had a good deal
of time spent in that Committee discussing the question
whether these charters were in the powers of this
Parliament or not, and I am desirous that the question
should be looked into by the law officers of the Crown,
and that iu this particular case a precedent should be
establishad that will be our guide in future. If this
Bill is not within our power, certainly the labor of
the Private Bills Committee will be very considerably cur-
tailed, because three-fourths of the work we have to do,
besides adjtudicating upon divorce Bills, is upon Bills of this
character; and if this Bill is not within our power a large
number of other Bills that corne before us are certainly not
within our power.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment
of the debate.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
SUPPLY-RECIPROCITY WITH THE UNITED

STATES.
Mr. BIJRPEE. Before we separated at six o'clock I had

been endeavoring to show that the qaestion before yon
to-night is of very great importance to the whehole Dominion,
and particularly to the Maritime Provinces. With them it
has been a subject of interest for a long time, and in their
case delays are dangerous. In 1847 the Legislature of New
Brunswick took action in the matter, and conferred with
the otber Provinces. In 1854 we had a Reciprocity Treaty
with the United States, which continued 11 years and
gave satisfaction to both countries. It was not repealed
because the commercial advantages were not equal in both
countries, but on account of sentimental and political reasons.
I showed that after we had been threatened with a repeal
of the Reciprocity Treaty with the United States, the
British North America colonies took vigorous action, and a
commercial council was called in order to devise means to
secure trade relations with other foreign countries, and an
exhaustive report was made by them on the subject which
never has been acted upon. After that it was supposed
that the intercolonial trade which would take place after
Confederation would supply the place of the trade we had
lost with the United States. One of the principal argu.
monts in favor of Confederation was that it would give us a
market in the Dominion for our surplus products. I think,
Sir, I have sufficiently proved to the House that this expec.
tation has failed-at ail events, so far as the Maritime Pro.
vinces are concerned. Although it may have given a market
in the east to some of the products of the west, yet the
markets of the east have not been benefited by any markets
that the west have furnished us, to any appreciable amount.
That having been the case, it became evident to the Mari.
time Provinces that their wants had not been supplied. We
were then asked to accept the National Policy as a cure for
ail our ills. The National Pohoiy promised us a home mar-
ket and intercolonial trade; and I think I need not take up
the time of the flouse in provingthat this pohicy las entirely
failed as regards the Maritime Provinces. A home market cer-
tainly involves an increase of population; but if yon take
the Census of 1881, you find that instead of keeping
our own population, our natural increase, which ought to be
about 20 percent. in ton years,has been, so far as the Maritime
Provinces are concerned, ouly 12 or 12J per cent. in the
last decade; while in Ontari and Quebec the natural
increase has not by any means been maintained. This
shows that our home market las not increased, because
nothing can give us a home market except an increased
population. But the Government say that they have done
al they could in order to bring about reciprocity. They tell
as that in 1879 they placed upon the Statute Book aun offer of
conditional reciprocity with the United States in respect
to certain articles. I would be willing to submit to any
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business man, whether that was the proper course for any
Government to take in order to bring about reciprocity with
the United States. Their action, in my opinion, is a sham
and a farce, got up to make a portion of the people believe that
the Government have done all they could in the matter.
It is well known, by the statements in the organs of the
Government, and by their own inactivity in the matter that
they are individually and collectively opposed to reciprocity.
They are building up a system and a policy under which
it is almost impossible to enter into any reciprocal trade
with foreign countries. I say, Mr. Speaker, that that Act
of Parliament is a farce, and was passed in order to furnish
an apology for the inactivity of the Government. A man
might just as well put upon his ledger an entry that he is will-
ing to buy a certain article of a certian person, if the terms can
be agreed upon; but would such a'man expect that custom-
ers would go and trade with him without his first making
known to them his willingness to trade ? You might just
as well expect that a man would become rich by such a com-
mercial policy as to expect that a Government would obtain
reciprocity by putting on their Statute Book a conditional
arrangement which, if taken notice of at all by the United
States, will be rather a barrier to their making any approa-
ches to the Dominion of Canada to renew a RociprocityTreaty.
But the Government and some of their supporters appear to
think it would be beneath their dignity to make approaches
to the United States. They say it would be beneath them
to go on their knees and ask the United States to renew the
Reciprocity Treaty. I do not understand that sort of dig-
nity, that a business people, dealing with another people-
an emphatically business people-should think it beneath
them to go and ask them to enter into closer trade relations,
which would be beneficial to both parties. I cannot under-
stand the objection raised by hon. gentlemen opposite, on that
point. Why, our Commissioner in England does not think
it beneath his dignity to seek to secure commercial treaties
with foreign countries He did not think it beneath him to
apply to Spain and France to enter into closer trade relations;
and why, then, should we have any different feeling in regard
to the United States? We are neighbors, and we are both
business people. It would, moreover, be a mutual advantage
to have a Reciprocity Treaty. I cannot understand why ex-
ception is made in their case and not in the cases of other
nations. The truth is that the fiscal policy adopted by the
party irr power is opposed to reciprocity treaties with other
nations. They shout "Canada for the Canadians;" and
if that is their cry, why should we not close our
canals, tear up all railways leading to the United
States, and adopt other measures which would effectu-
ally keep this country for the Canadians. I do not,
however, think this matter requires further argument. I
admit there would be some difficulty now in securing a
Reciprocity Treaty with the United States. But what are
Governments for but to act for the people and to overcome
difficulties when they present themselves ? I thoroughly
believe if we possessed the power of making our own
treaties, independent of Great Britain, we would have a
very much better chance of obtaining reciprocity with
other nations. The circumlocution and red-tape and all that
sort of thing interferes and renders us liable to lose favor-
able opportunities to secure treaties. If we had the power
of making our own treaties, I repeat, and sending our own
Commissioner, we would have a very much botter chance
of accomplishing that very desirable object. I believe the
fiscal policy adopted by the present Government is one of
the principal hindrances to securing a commercial treaty
with the United States. But there is another diffleulty in
the way, which is one of a serious character, and that is
our increasing debt and our increasing tariff. I believe one
of the principal factors that induced the United States to
withdraw from the treaty of 1854 was their war
debt. They found that they would have to impose
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very high duty on almost every article, and they
wished to collect a revenue from some of the articles that
entered their country from these Provinces free of duty. We
are getting rapidly into that position : our enormous bur-
dens almost preclude our allowing, to any great extent,
articles from the United States to come in duty free.
However, we might have a Reciprocal Tariff, that is to say,
that certain duties should be charged by both countries, an
equal and a lower tariff. The present time is a most
opportune one to renew the Reciprocity Treaty. The Fishery
Treaty will expire in July next. Already that part of the
subject has been fully discussed, and discussed in very
much botter ternis thsn I could, by the hon. member
from Queen's, Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies.) The
diffliculties that may arise at the close of the Fishery
Treaty, make it very desirable that we should en.
deavor to secure a treaty with the United States,
giving them the use of the fisheries of the Domi-
nion in exchange for their admitting froc of duty to their
markets, certain commodities of which we have a surplus.
I think it is a feeling of false sentiment which is thus put
forward as an excuse for not making an application in that
direction. We have in the Maritime Provinces a large sur-
plus produet for which we have no other market than the
United States. We export to the United States a large
quantity of agricultural products. They do not want those
products in Canada, and we have to seek a foreign market
for them. The United States is our; nearest market. The
fiscal policy of this Government obstructs and handicaps
this trade. We are compelled to send them to the United
States, obstructed and handicapped as we are by the policy
of the present Government. There is a feeling of uneasi-
ness in the Lower Provinces which, I believe, the people of
the Upper Provinces scarcely realise. In order to illus-
trate this point, I will take the liberty of reading what has
already been quoted in this House in a former debate, to
show the feeling of uneasiness and earnestness with which
the people of the Lower Provinces refer to this matter. I
refer to a resolution passed by the Board of Trade of St.
John, which is as follows:-

" Resolved, That the boards of trade of the Maritime Provinces, and the
Local Legislatures and Governments of Nova Scotia, Prince Edward
Island and New Brunswick be requested to take such steps as to them
may seem right for the pressing upon Parliament and;the Government at
Ottawa the need there is that the foreign and Intercolonial trade of
these Provinces should not be allowed to be injured by such adverse
action as can be avoided, and that such steps should be taken by the
Maritime Provinces as may enable them to exercise more influence at
Ottawa upon the course of legislation and executive action than hitherto
we have been able to and that as far as this board has power te express
its opinion, it declares, irrespective of political parties, that since the
union of these Provinces the just expectations of the Maritime Provinces
have not been realized, and dissatisfaction with the union has become a
general sentiment among the people, who desire a remedy, under, rather
tan against, the constitution, and whose loyalty to the tJrown and res-

pect forthe laws of the country is the only reason why stronger and
.nore unmistakeable action has not been taken in the matter."

Now this resolution, strong as it is, bas been virtually en-
dorsed by the board of trade of the city of Halifax. I can
say for myself that there is nothing more common there
than to hear these sentiments expressed every day-to hear
it said that we must have a market for our surplus at almost
any cost. I believe, sir, that the people of he Maritime
Provinces are as loyal as any in the Dominion, and I believe
it would be their very lat resort to take any step outside of
the Constitution, and it is in order that we should take every
means in our power inside of the Constitution, in order to get
what we conceive to be our rights that this resolution has
been moved to-day. Now, on this point I may say that I well
recollect attending a lecture in the city of St. John thirty-
five years ago, given by a gentleman well known in Canada,
Mr. D'Arcy McGee. He said he had lived in Ireland, that
he had lived in Canada twice, and in the United States
once. In Ireland he said ho had been au Irish rebel and
that under similar circumstances he would be so again,
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but that in Canada ho was as loyal a man as any in British
North America, because ho considered our constitution to
be the best in the world. Now I believe the people
of the Maritime Provinces echo that sentiment and
they go still further. They believe that the Consti-
tution of British North America is a liberal and a
good Constitution-the best Constitution in the world, or
one of the best. Yet I must say that since Confederation it
has been very much strained. I must complain that the
political action of the party in power has been such that
they have strained that Constitution to an unwarrantable
extent, to such an extent as in some degree to undermine
the sentiment of loyalty among our people, I have board
hon. gentlemen opposite say that all the discontented people
were among the Grits, but I can tell them that there are as
many people who hold annexationist sentiments among the
Tories of New Brunswick and a good many more, than
there are among the Grits. I have hoard them openly
express those ideas, and give as their reasons for holding
them that we are not having those markets for our surplus
products that we should have. Now, Sir, I said that our
Constitution had been strained and it may not be out of
place for me to say in what respect that has been the case.
Take for instance the appointments madeunder our system;
they are al! made on political and party grounds. When
we went into the Confederation one half of the Senate was
supposed to be Liberal, and one-half Conservative, and we
had a very efficient Senate when we entered into the
Union. But such has not been the case since that time,
for the appointments to the Senate have all been political,
and measures in the Senate are now entirely considered
from a political and party standpoint. Much dissatisfaction
has been created in the Maritime Provinces at least, if not
in the Dominion on that account. I am sorry to say that even
the appointments of the Government to thejudiciary bench,
whose character should always be upheld, are made on politi-
cal grounds, that they are given to political partisans and
more on the ground that they are partisans than for their fit-
ness to discharge their duties. I say that these things, that the
appointments generally of this Government have weakened
the Constitution in the minds of our people and have created
still more uneasiness than that which is created by the con-
dition of our trade relations. Now I am very much obliged to
the House for the patience with which they have indulged
me; andbhoping that the Government will not consider this

country, when they are in sncb a glorious minority as they
are. I would not have offered any remarks to-night were
it not also that last year, after a similar resolution was
voted down, the occasion was taken by the Reform press of
the Province of Nova Scotia, to which I belong, to assert
that we were derelict in our duty in this House in not
voting for the resolution of the bon. member for Queen's.
The hon. member, in making his remarks to the House,
told us there was no better time for reciprocity than now.
He stated last year that there could not be any more favor-
able time than then, and he says the same this year. Well,
the hon. gentleman did not sit in this flouse in 1878, but I
believe an uncle of bis did of the same name. I believe the
senior member for Prince county sat in this House in 1878;
and when the hon. member for 1berville (àlr. Béchard),
and the hon. member for L'Islet (Mr. Casgrain) asked the
hon. Prime Minister of that day (Mr. Mackenzie) whether
ho intended to prosecute negotiations with the United States,
what was his answer ? I quote from the Hansard of 1878:

"Mr. BCHARD enquired, whether a treaty of commercial reciprocity
between the United States of America and Canada is at present in ques-
tion between the Governments interested.

" Mr. MAOKENZIE. There is no such treaty at present in question
between the Governments interested. The Government of the United
States has made no proposition to us; but when the Government of the
United States makes any such proposition we will of course give it'due
consideration."

The hon. member for Queen's was not here thon; he
was down on the tigbt little emerald isle by the sea-
safe at home; but he had an honored relative here, a very
able man too, and I do not find in the debates that ho rose
from lis seat to say a word. The bon. member for Prince
county was here, and ho said nothing. There was no reso-
lution moved at that time; hon. membersopposite accepted
the ipse dixit of the then Premier and obeyed as they always
did obey. Thon, on the same day:

" Mr. CASGRAIN enquired, whether the 'Government bas taken or
intends to take any steps to renew or make a treaty of commercial reci-
procity with the United States, under the sanction of the Imperial
Government.

" Mr. MACKENZIE. The answer I gave to my hon. friend from Iber-
ville a moment ago will apply to this question. I may just say, how-
ever, as the question is put here categorically, that we have not taken
any steps in this relation; but, as I have said, we will be prepared,
when an y steps are desired by the Government on the other side, to
take sueh steps as to carry out our well-known views on the subject."

a party vote, hoping that they will not ask their supporters Why, Sir, this question was settled as far as they were con-
to vote down this resolution, hoping that they will not con- cerned by their Premier, and every man eyed without
sider it a vote of want of confidence, but that they will use raising lis voice against it. Last year, wlin a similar
every means in their power to bring about a Reciprocity resolution was moved by the lon. member for Queen's, who
Treaty with the United States at as early a date as'possible, crtuinly is not a kite fiyer, wlo certainly was sincore, the
I shall new resume my seat. Premier answered in almeat the same words us Mr. Mac-

kezie used in 1878; and that there was a respnsive thrill
Mr. WOODWOIRTII. I would net, Sir, have offered a eveknd by hie words ail through this couutry, has been

word te the ouse lu explunution of the vote I intend te, showuby ie byeolections which have taken p lace since-
give, and in accordance witl the vote .1 gave hast yar, were in the hon. member for Qeon' own couty laet autumn,
it net that a similyr resolution te the one propesed to-nigPt and in ulmest ail of the Maritime Provinces; and the nswer
by theon. member for Queeu', P.E.[. (Mr. Davies), was given by the Premier of this countryabnendoraed by
proposed by him last year almost word for word, and were the people. What more, Sir? I will read an extract from a
it not that lis speech of last year in ansard is almost Liberal paper, edited and published in Hants county, Nova
identical with the speech he delivered here-this afternoon. Scotia, by Mr. T. B. Smith, whom the hon. member for
Yet that resolution of last year was voted down by a very Digby (Mr. Vail) well knows as baving been a supporter of
large majority in thi fHouse. For what reason ? For bis in the Nova Scotia Legislature for years when he wa
the same reason we will vote it down to-night, not . leading the Government there. Mr. Smith is a liberal yet.
that reciprocity is not desirable on fair terms, but because, i He started the paper in December last, when ho published
when this House is moved by the proper authorities into his prospectus, a column and a-balf long, setting forth what
Committee of Supply, the hon. member for Queen's takes ho thinks about polities, and showing how liberal hoeis, as
the opportunity of moving that we do not go into Supply, usual. He touches on the question of a Reciprocity Treaty,
but that we pass a resolution that le ha concocted. Why, and I quote what ho says as showing that tire young men
Sir, if the Government acceded to a proposition like that, of this country, be they Liberal or be they Tory, have the
they would be unworthy of the confidence of a majority same ideas in regard to asking or begging for reciprocity
of this House for a moment ? It is not for him or from the Uni'ed States that the Premier of this Goverument
the gentlemen acting with him to guide the affairs of this bas, and the Premier of the last Government had :

Mr. BURPEE.
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"U conclusion, we may os wehare in favor of reciproety with the

United States, but wiII oppose the bringing of it about b>' any other
than by means honorable to our country. We will advocate the ask-
ing for reciprocity, but we trust our country will never beg for it.''l

Now, we have to-night the same resolution that we had
last year, moved by the same hon. member; we have the
same speeches made, the same old ground gone over to
show the desirability of a Reciprocity Treaty, although the
hon. member got his answer in lis own constituency, when
ho said to the electors of Prince Edward Island: if you
believe in Sir John Macdonald and bis policy in re-
gard to not sending a delegation to the United States,
vote for Dr. Jenkins; if you do not believe in it,
vote for Mr. Walsh, and send him to the Flouse.
They took him at his word and voted for Mr. Jenkins. I
do not believe that there is another gentleman in Prince
Edward Island who, after having got the rebuff which was
given the hon. gentleman last year by the overwhelming
vote on his resolution, I believe there is not another gentle-
man in Prince Edward Island, who, after having been dis-
counted by his own friends in his own county, as the hon.
gentleman was when he.put the issue to them, would come
here again, while the votes of the people and their speeches
had hardly died away from bis memory, and propose again
the same resolution in the saie words that he proposed
last year and again ask us to vote upon it as we are going
into Committee of Supply. I am in favor of reciprocity with
the United States; but I join the Liberal spirits of the
country, I stand side by side with the young mon of the
country, and I say in response to both Premiers of this
country, the late Premier and the present one, that we will
not go down on our knees to the Americans; that when
they ask us to enter into a fair Reciprocity Treaty, we wil
meet them half way, but we will not send again any delegate
as the leader of the last Government did, when ho sent the
late lamented George Brown to Washington, and have him
come back here without any Reciprocity Treaty but with the
knowledge that he had been humiliated in going there and
begging reciprocity from the United States Government.
We will not send any more such delegations. However
desirable a fair Reciprocity Treaty may be, we will not send
any delegation to the United States or open negotiations
with them until we know that we will not receive a slap in
our face, as we did when we sent the Hon. George Brown
there. The advantages to our people down by the sea, the
advantages to the Maritime Provinces of reciprocity with
the United States, are obvious. Everybody knows them;
there was no need for the hon. member for Sunbury (Nr.
Burpee), to spend an hour and a half in telling us about
them ; it was not necessary for the hon. member for Queen's,
Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies), to take an hour and a
half to dilate upon them; there was no need for the
hon. member for P. E. I. (Mr. Yeo), to speak of them;
but these gentlemen could not lose an opportunity to
draw the long bow, and they put the brightest side of the
advantages so far as we are concerned. We all agree that a
fair Reciprocity Treaty would be advantageous, but we do
not agree, and Canada, by a three-fourth vote will say, thati
the advantages are not all on our side. The advantages are
on the American side as well as ours. We have shown ouri
neighbors that we can live without them; we have shown
them that Canada is not to be a slaughter market for their
goods; and we will show them that we can protect our own
fisheries within the three mile belt, and will not allow the1
Americans to fish in our waters without adequate remune-
ration, and when the American people say, as I bolieve they1
will, for it is in the interest of both countries that there
should be less duties between them, that there should be1
a lighter tariff-when they say they are willing to enter into
reciprocity, we will meet them; but so long as they keep up
their high tarif, we will have to meet them on their own
ground. Canada las endorsed this stand over and over

again, and we will not ask them while they have the high
tariff they have now to ive us a treaty which* will certainly
be one-sided and not fair to Canada. I would have not
made these remarks to-night had I not been charged over
and over again by the Reform Papers of Nova Scotia with
having voted down the proposition for reciprocity. I did no
such thing, I voted down the theory that a member of this
flouse can constitutionally rise and propose a resolution like
this when we are about to go into Committee of Supply.
We will vote such a resolution under such circumstances
down, for we have too great a respect for the Government
of the day, we have every confidence in the administration,
in their intelligence and their industry; our Premier is alive,
and well alive, to the interests eof Cnada ; ho will not allow
an opportunity to get reciprocity on fair terms with the
United States to pass unimproved ; but he will, we believe,
performi his duty without any loss of dignity to Canada, and
not in the manner in which some hon. members think it
ought to be dono; and I am confident that the majority of
the people will endorse the stand we on this side of the
House take.

Mr. K[RK. This being a question of very great import-
ance to the Province from which I corne, I beg leave to ask
the indulgence of the louse for a brief space while I make
a few observations upon it. Hon. gentlemen opposite who
have spoken on this question have made little of this
resolution, and say that a member of the Opposition should
not have made a motion in reference to this matter. The
hon. gentleman for Prince county, P. B. I. (Mr. Hackett),
complained that the mover of the resolution (Mr. Davies)
made a party question of it, and said he should have
brought it so as to secure an honest vote on the question.
Well, I wonder why the hon, gentleman should think that
a vote cannot be given honestly on this question. I can
assure him that every hon. gentleman on this side of the
flouse who votes for it will vote honestly, but the hon.
gentleman himself feels that the way he will vote upon it
will be dishonest. He cannot vote against that measure
without giving a dishonest vote; and he will not vote for
the measure, not because he does not believe in reciprocity,
but because ho believes more in the Government. He puts
party first and principle next.

Mr. WOODWORTHI. I understood the hon. gentleman
to say that I could not vote against this resolution honestly.

Mr. KIRK. I have not referred to the hon. gentleman ut
all. The ion. member for Prince county, Prince Edward
Island (Mr. lackett) believes the Government will do all
they can to obtain reciprocity. I have no doubt that the
hon. gentleman believes in that Government and will vote
for thom every time. In that ho is not to be blamed, but he
cannot blame other hon. gentlemen, if they have not such
implicit faith in the Governmont as he has. I believe the
conduct of the Government, so far, has not been such as to
inspire the confidence in the people of this country with
regard to their policy in this matter. We were told last
year when this question was before the flouse that they did
not intend to move in the matter, and it was hinted to us
that we should not have brought it up, that we ought to
speak with bated breath, that it would not do to tell the
United States that we wanted a Reciprocity Treaty, but that
we should show them that we can live without it; that we
are independent and it would be humiliating to our dignity
to move in the matter. We are a great people, they said,
and therefore we must not bow our knees to the United
States. But we do not intend to bond ourknees, we do not
ask this flouse to beg for reciprocity, we simply believe
that it is the duty of the Government to make over-
tures to the United States Government and see if it
is not possible to obtain a Reciprocity Treaty with
the United States which will be in the interest of both that
nation and our own. That is all we ask, and I do not think
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it would b beneath the dignity of any Government, no
matter how great, to go to the United States and ask them
to negociate a treaty which would be in their interest as
well as in our own. The hon. gentleman quoted a law
enacted by this Parliament in 1879 which provides that
when certain articles shall be made free in the United States
our Government shall have power to make them free here,
and in this way he says we are in a position, whenever the
United States are willing, to obtain reciprocity. I look
upon that Act, so far as it goes, as simply absurd ; the pro-
position to wait until the United States approach us for re-
ciprocity, the proposition that we must wait until they
reduce the tariff on the articles enumerated, is simply
absurd. It would be botter if that Act were not there at
all; it is almost an insult to the people of the United States
to have it·on our Statute Book. The hon. gentleman says we
must go to the United States in a manly way and not as
suppliants. Who proposes to go in any way other than a
manly way ? Who proposes to go as suppliants ? This
will not be the first time we approached the United States
with the view of negociating a Reciprocity Treaty.
I can remember when both parties, when all parties in this
Dominion were favorable to a Reciprocity Treaty, and also
to approaching the United States Government in order to
obtain that Treaty. I remember full well that, when the old
Reciprocity Treaty of 1854 was about to be abrogated, when
the action of the Washington Congress pointed to the fact
that they intended to notify the British Government of the
abrogation of that Treaty, the Government of Canada felt
great con cern in regard to the matter, and passed resolutions
asking the British Govern ment and the Governments of the
other Provinces to approach the United States Government
in order to prevent them from giving notice of the abroga-
tion of the Treaty. I will read for the information of the
House a Minute of Coun-il which was adopted by the Gov-
ernment of Canada, which included Ontario and Quebec, in
1864, in reference to this matter, an Order in Council which
was recommended to the Governments of the other Pro-
vinces, and which was approved of by them and forwarded
to the British Government, and action taken upon it. This
is a "Copy of a Report of a Committee of the Honorable the
Executive Council, approved by Ris Excellency the Gover-
nor General, on the 19th February, 1864," and I believe the
right hon. gentleman who is the leader of this Government
and this House, was a member of that Government, if he
was not the actual leader of it:

" The Committee of the Executive Council deem it their duty to
represent te Your Excellency that the recent proceedings in the 0ongress
of the United 8tates.respecting the Reciprocity Treaty have pxcited
the deepest concern in the minds of the people of this Province."

That is of Quebec and Ontario.
" Those proceedings have had for their avowed object the abrogation

of the Treaty at the eariest ossible moment consistent with the stipula-
tions of the instrument itself. Although no formal action indicative of
the strength of the party hostile to the continuance of the Treaty has
yet taken place, information of an authentic character as te the opinions
and purpose ofinfluential publicmen in the United States has forced
upon the Committee the conviction that there la eminent danger of its
speedy abrogation unlesa prompt and vigorous steps be taken by Her
Majesty's Imperial advisers te avert what would be generally regarded
by the people of Canada as a great calamity."

This Government of which the right hon. gentleman was a
member, if not the leader, declared it would be a great
calamity if that Reciprocity Treaty was abrogated.

" The Committee would specially bring under Your Excellency's
notice the importance of instituting negotiations for the renewal of the
Treaty, with such modifications as may be mutually assented te before
the year's notice required to terminate it shall be given by the American
Government, for they fear that the notice,.if once given, would not be
revoked, and they clearly foresee that, owing to the variety and pos-
sibly the conflicting nature of the interests involved on our own aide, a
new Treaty could net be concluded, and the requisite legislation to give
effect to it be obtained, before the year would have expired, and with it
the Treaty. Under such circumstances, even with the certain prospect
of an early renewal of the Treaty, considerable lossand much incon-
venience would inevitably ensue. It would be impossible to express in
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figures, with any approach to accuracy, the extent to which the facilities
of commercial intercourse created by the Reciprocity Treaty have contri-
buted to the wealth and prosperity of this Province, and it would be
difficult to exaggerate the importance which the people of Canada
attach to the continued enjoyment of these facilities."

Yet, in the face of this declaration made publicly to the
world, these hon. gentlemen come here to-day and say we
must hold our breaths with reference to the advantages to
this country of a Reciprocity Treaty with the United States.

I Nor is the subject entirely devoid of political significance."

I want hon. gentlemen to pay attention to this paragraph.

''Under the beneficent operation of the system of self-government
which the later policy of the mother country, has accorded to Canada,
in common with the other colonies possessing representative institu-
tions, combined with the advantages secured by the Reciprocity Treaty
of an unrestricted commerce with our nearest neighbors in the natural
productions of the two countries, all agitation for organic changes las
ceased, all dissatisfaction with the existing political relations of the
Province has wholly disappeared."
I wonder if the fact that we have no Reciprocity Treaty with
the United States, that the trade relations with that country
are in the condition they are, has anything to do with the
dissatisfaction which is existing in the Province of Nova
Scotia to-day, as we see demonstrated by the discussion and
the resolutions which have just been passed in the legisla-
ture of that Province :

" Although the Committee would.grossly misrepresent their country-
men, if they were to affirm that their loyalty to their Sovereign would
be diminished in the slightest degree by the withdrawal through the
unfriendly action of a foreign Government of commercial prIvileges,
however valuable these might be deemed. They think they cannot err
in directing the attention of the enlightened statesmen who wield the
destinies of the great Empire, of which it is the proudest boast of
Canadians that their country forma a part, to the connection 'which is
usunally found to exist between the material prosperity and political
contentment of a people, for in doing so they feel that they are appeal-
ing to the highest motives that can actuate patriotic statesmen, the
desire to perpetuate a Dominion founded on the affectionate allegiance
of a prosperous and contented people."
Now, in the face of that report, adopted, as I have already
said, by the Government of Canada, setting forth the great
advantages of a Reciprocity Treaty with the United States
and pointing out publicly, as this did, the evil results of
the abrogation of that Treaty, how can these hon. gentle-
men to-day come forward and complain if we ask the Gov-
ernment simply to approach the United States Government
and ascertain, if possible, whether a Reciprocity Treaty can
be negotiated or not. But I perceive that a change has
come over the spirit of the dream of those hon. gentlemen
opposite. Reciprocity is not now their policy. Protection
is their policy, and Reciprocity and Protection do not
berong to the party in power they cannot go together.
Their cry and thoir policy is "Canada for the Canadians,"
and they set out in 1878 to retain Canada for the Cana-
dians, and they imposed upon the people of this country
a tariff which bas vastly increased the taxes of the
people of this country whilst it has not kept Canada for
the Canadians. They have by the National Policy vastly
increased the taxes of the people, but yet they have not
kept the markets of this country for the products of this
country, as they promised they would. It is for that
reason we find it necessary to ask that trade relations
be renewed with the United States and other countries,
in order that this country may be able to sell its products
in other markets, because we have not a market in our own
country for our produce. The hon. member for King's,
N. S. (Mr. Woodworth) spoke of the position taken by the
leader of the late Government, the hon. member for East
York (Mr. Mackenzie). He said that the hon. member for
East York, when he was leader of the Government, took
the same position the present Premier does, he refused to
enter into negotiations with the United States Government,
but thought the United States Government ought to come
to us. I think the condition of things has very much
changed since thon. It was only sbortly before, that the
Hon. George Brown had been to the United States endeavor-
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iug to negotiate a treaty, in which he had failed. The
Fiehery clause of the Washington Treaty had only run a
very few years, and could not possibly be abrogated for five
or six years further, and consequently, now that the
fishery clause of the Washington Treaty .is about being
abrogated, it changes the condition of affairs altogether.
I want to know from the hon. member for Kings, N.S.,
(Mr. Woodworth) where he is to have a market for his fish
after the Fishery clause of the Washington Treaty is abro-
gated ? I find that last year we exported of fish from the
Dominion of Canada $8,591,654 worth. Of that Nova Scotia
exported 85,316,057. Now, I want the hon. member for
Kings, or any other hon. member in this House, to show
where Nova Scotia is to find a market for her fish if the
United States market is closed against us. We send of this
$5,000,000 worth, $2,145,622 worth to the United States.
Close the market of the United States and what will you
do with the fish? Canada cannot take it; Canada does not
require it. The whole of Canada imported last year only
$800,379 worth, the Maritime Provinces included. Quebec
and the other Maritime Provinces imported $100,000 worth
of that, and we know that the Maritime Provinces and
Quebec are fishing Provinces; they catch enough of fish for
their own use. But there is a certain kind of fish that the
Maritime Provinces and Quebec import. Notwithstanding
that they export so much, still they import a certain kind
of fish which they do not and cannot supply for themselves.
Now suppose we send all the fish to Ontario, that Ontario
requires. She only requires, or only required last year,
$700,000 worth. Suppose Nova Scotia should send to Ontario
all the fish she required to import Nova Scotia would still
have $5,000,000 to export. Where is she going to send it?
Therefore the market, so far as Ontario can afford one for
flish, is a very small matter to the Maritime Provinces. The
hon. member for King's, Nova Scotia, quoted from a news-
paper which, he said, was published by a Liberal from Nova
Scotia. But what did it amount to ? That paper simply
took the position we take. The editor declares in favor of
reciprocity; and ho says: We will ask for reciprocity, but
we will never beg for it. Who wants to beg for reciprocity ?
We do not want to beg for it; we simply ask that this
Government approach the United States Government for
the purpose of obtaining a treaty. Now, Sir, as I said
before, when this National Policy was introduced, we were
promised that we should have the markets of this country
for the products of this country. We were to have the
markets of the Maritime Provinces for the farmers of
Ontario. Flour, which was imported into the Maritime
Provinces previous to 1878, was to be displaced by Canadian
four after that policy was introduced. Now, Sir, what are
the facts? fHow has this National Policy dealt with flour ?
In 1878 we imported, all told, into this Dominion 314,520
barrels of four. The Opposition of that day, who are the
Government now, proclaimed over the country, that the
Ontario millers were being injured in consequence of the
fact that the Maritime Provinces were permitted to im-
port so much flour from the United States, and they set
about to remedy it. How have they remedied it ? Do the
Maritime Provinces not import flour to-day ? Why, I find
we imported last year 531,188 barrels. How is this? We
imported nearly twice as much flour last year as we did in
1878. Yet we do not hear a word from the Government or
their friends about this fact. Why do they not stop this.
evil ? Why do they not carry out their promises to the
Ontario farmers ? An hon. member says we want cheap
flour. Yes, and this is the way to get it with a vengeance
-put 50 cents a barrel upon it. Suppose it was 60 or 70
cents a barrel, the Maritime Provinces would still continue
to import it from the United States, because it is more con-
venient for them, and cheaper in the long run, in conse-
quence of the carriage, than to get it from Ontario. Sir,
the importation of flour is still increasing. Between the

lst of July, 1884, and the 31st December, we imported
379,453 barrels of flour. That is, we imported more flour
in the last six months of last year than in the whole year
previous to 1878. Yet, the hon. gentlemen opposite,
when our friends were in power, fairly wept because
we could not get the Maritime Provinces market for
the Canadian millers. We have not got it now. Matters
seem to be worse in that regard than before. Yet the
people of the Maritime Provinces have to pay dearer for
their four, they have to pay 50 cents additional for every
barrel. Then again, the coal owners and miners in Nova
Scotia were promised the markets of Ontario for their coal.
It was said if we only put 50 cents a ton upon coal we would
command the markets of Ontario for the Nova Scotia coal.
It is claimed that the 60 cents a ton that has been placed on
bituminous coal has been a great boon to the coal interests
of Nova Scotia. Well, Sir, a few days ago I received the
report of the Coal Mines Department of Nova Scotia, and
what does it reveal ? It reveals the fact that the annual
average increase for 20 years previous to the date of the
National Policy, was greater than it has been since. I find
that in Nova Scotia, between 186 L and 1870, the increased
sale of coal was 2,527,510 tons, representing the increased
sale in 10 years, or an average increase annually of 252,751
tons,

Mr. PAINT. That was owing to the American war.

Mr. KIRK. The hon. gentleman can find an explanation
very readily. From 1871 to 1880 the total increase of coal
sales amounted to 2,450,080 tons, or an average annual in-
crease of 245,008 tons. How has it been since 1879? We
hear a great deal of boasting about the great increased output
of coal, and sales of coal in Nova Scotia since 1879. What
has been the annual increase since then ? The National
Policy has been in operation since 1879, and during the
subsequent four years, the total increase was 306,388 tons,
or an average annual increase of only 76,597 tons. Yet I
have shown that the average annual increase, of the twenty
years previous to 1879, was 250,000 tons, while since the
National Policy was introduced it has only been 76,597.
Now, what has the National Policy done for the coal
interests of Nova Scotia? Why everyone knows, who reads
the papers, that the coal industry of Nova Scotia was never
in so depressed a condition as it is to-day. The coal miners
have sold coal cheaper this spring than ever they did since
they began operations in the Province of Nova Scotia, yet
these hon. gentlemen boast that great benefit bas been done
to Nova Scotia in respect to the coal industry. What bas
it cost the Dominion of Canada to obtain this great reduc-
tion ? We know that last year there were 36,473 tons less
coal sold in Nova Scotia than in the year previous,
y et the National Policy is said to be doing great things for
Nova Scotia coal mines. What do we pay for this increase,
1 should call it a decrease, for it is an increase not worthy of
the name? It is costing the Dominion 81,105,171. We pay
that amount in duty annually for the privilege of sending
Nova Scotian coal to the western part of the country. I
maintain that even if it were true that the National Policy
is the cause of the whole of this increase of 76,597 tons,
the duty we pay would reach the full value of the
Increased outport of coal at the pit-head. That is not
all; and I may say here that I do not complain of this
next matter to which I am about to refer. We know
in order to aid the coal miners of Nova Scotia, the charge
for carrying coal over the Intercolonial Railway to Mont-
real is cheaper than that charged for any other commodity
carried over that line. I am told-I do not know it for a
fact-that coal is carried for one-eighth of a cent per ton
per mile over the Intercolonial Railway to Quebec, and that
other goods are charged one cent per ton per mile. If that be
true, we are paying rather dear for our coal trade. We know
that when we had the old Reciprocity Treaty in force the coal
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mines of Nova Scotia and all other industries prospered as
they never prospered since. The quantity of coal raised and
sold in Nova Scotia in 1861 amounted to 326,429 tons, of
which we exported to the United States 204,457 tons. In
1866, the last year of the Reciprocity Treaty, we sold 55S,520
tons, of which we sent to the United States no less than
404,252 tons, or more than two thirds of the whole quantity.
The quantity exported has been diminishing year by year
since that time, until last year we sent only 65,515 tons to
the United States. I maintain that if a Reciprocity Treaty
could be arranged with the United States, Nova Scotia coal
would be exported to that country as it was under the old
treaty; and it is for that reason I feel anxious for a renewal
of the treaty. I also feel anxious that the Government
should take some steps to prevent, if possible, the abroga-
tion of the Fishery clauses of the Washington Treaty. The
condition of affairs since last year even has changed. I think
the present is a very opportune time for the Government to
approach the United States and endeavor to obtain a
renewal of the treaty. A revolution bas taken place in
that country since the resolution on this subject was intro-
duced into this House last year by the hon. member for
Queens, P. E. I. (hir. Davies), and the Democratic party,
which is said to be favourable to a Revenue Tariff policy,
is now in power, and it will likely favor negotiations with
this Dominion for reciprocal trade. That is another reason
why the Government sbould make a vigorous effort to
secure the object we so much desire. There are many
other articles besides coal which we trade with the United
States. Notwithstanding the very high tariff that prevails
both in the United States and in this country, we carry on
a very large trade across the line. Our total exports, exclu-
sive of bullion to the United States, amounted last year to
the value of $86,521,185, of which $31,631,222 was to the
United States. The figures which I shall read will show
that every Province of the Dominion is with the United
States equally interested in obtaining reciprocal trade
relations. The exports of the respective Provinces were as
follows -

ONTARIO.
Ontario exported, total........................... ...... $23,735,055

. "g " to United States......................19,570,215

Produce of the Mines............................ $ 141,071
"i Fisheries . ... 282,442
"i Forest ..... ,..... ............. 7,597,049

Animals and their products.................4,161,460
Agricultural products,......................... 6,363,341
Manufactures..................................... 644,306
Miscellaneous articles........................... 382,345

QUEBEO.
Quebec exported, total .......... ........ .................. $32,424,707

" " to United States......... .......................... 4,384,077

Products of the Mines................. $283,824
"g Fisheries ............. 70,071
"g Forest......... ...... 1,528,897

Animals and their products .................. 1,207,600
Agricultural products........................... 907,512
Manufactures ....... ........... .................. 312,743
Miscellan>eous articles........................... 74,430

NovÂ SCOTIA.
Nova Scotia exported, total............... .. ....... ....... 59,406,971

"i "i to the United States ...................... 3,379,611

Produce of the Mines.................$ 585,174
fi MFisherie. .1

.0LVIU........ ...... ......

"i Forest ......... ...... ........
Animals and their productsa..................
A gricultural products......... .................
Manufactures............... ......
Miscellaneous articles..............

208,652
165,617
122,000
146,451

6,900

NEw BRUNswcI.

New Brunswick exported, total......................$6,655,402
" ci to the United States.................. 2,006,782

Mr. KIRK.

Produce of the Mines.........,................. $ 79,716
Fisheries ...................... 766,353
Forest .......................... 5t7,969

Animals and their products ........ ,......... 410,822
Agricultural products...... ........ .......... 63,558
Manufactures...................................... 97,751
Miscellaneons articles......... ........ 40,358

PRINCE EDWARD IsLAND.
Prince Edward Island exported, total. ............... $1,309,639

C c" " to the United States......... 467,854

Produce of the Fisheries..... ........ $196,001
Animals and their products ........ ........ 190,846
Agricaltural products ......................... 32,297
Miscellaneous...................................... 2,793

BRITISE COLUMBIA.

British Columbia exported, total......................$3,075,177
"d di to the United States,............ 1,691,767

Produce of the Mines............... ............. $1,416,714
"i Fisheries............... 114,370

Animals and their products ........ ...... 155,702

MANITOBA.
Manitoba exported, total...... .................. $722,730

"i "i to the United States............................ 328,949

The total imports and imports from the -United States
were as follows:
Canada imported, total............ ................................ ..... $108,180,614

" from the United States........................ 50,492,826

Ontario imported.................. $40,332,245
"g "i from United States... 23,888,9j7

Quebec imported..................... ......... 43,026,172
4 " from United States. ... 14,352,973

Nova Scotiaimported........ ............... 9,183,346
"i "g from U. S.......... 3,957,754

New Brunswick imported...... ... ......... 6,513,924
" from U. S...... 3,098,292

British Columbia imported................4,040,335
d from U. S.... 2,307,612

Manitoba.imported.. ....... 3,768,851
" " from United States.. 3,140,685

Prince Edward Island imported.......... 829,032
" " " from

United States...... ......... ..... 259,844

North-West Territoriesimported from
United States ,........ ................ 486,739

Now, Sir, in conclusion I would say that the Dominion of
Canada is not the only party interested, that each Province
in the Dominion is equally interested in a Reciprocity
Treaty. The United States is quite as much interested as
we are, and therefore I can see no reason why the United
States should not be willing, and I believe they would be will-
ing, to meet this Government half way if this Government
were willing to meet them. Now, I have no desire to keep
the House for any length of time on this question. All I
have to say is that the proposition laid down by the hon.
Premier, when he was advocating his Protective Policy, has
not been fully carried out. I maintain that the relations
whieh exist between these Provinces of the Confederation
are not such as they should be, and why ? Simply because
the National Policy which imposes tremendous burdens on
the people is distasteful to the people and is extremely bar-
densome to them. I find that the Premier, when advo-
cating his policy, said this:

"Formerly we were a number of Provinces whieh hai very little trade
one with the other, and very little connection exeept a common allegi-
ance to a common Sovereigu, and it is of the utmost importance that
we should be allied together. I believe that by a fair readjustment of
the Tarif we can increase the varions industries, which we eau inter-
change one with another and make this union a union in interest, a
union in trade and a union in feqling. We shail then grow up rapidly
a good, steady and mature trade between the Provinces, rendering us
independent of foreigu trade."

Now, Sir, the figures I have quoted show that we have not
been rendered independent of foreign trade. It shows, Sir,
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that the foreign trade was quite as great as it ever was,
notwithstanding the high protective tariff, and I maintain
that this high protective policy has created dissatisfaction
in the minds of the people, especially in the Maritime Pro-
vinces. I maintain that that dissatisfaction is growing
deeper and deeper every day, and even now, or only a few
days ago, we find that the Province of Nova Scotia at any
rate, is acting on the advice which was given by the hon.
Minister of Finance, and which was quoted in the House
already. The Nova Scotia Legislature has in effect resolved
that

" The time has come for this Province to address the Sovereign
with an explicit declaration that unleas relief be obtained, separation
from the Empire and the independence of Nova Scotia will be desirable
and inevitable."

Mr. CAMERON (rnverness). It is not my intention at
this late hour to detain the flouse for any length of time.
But I desire to say a few words with reference to this ques
tion, particularly because my hon. friend from Guysboro'
(Mr. Kirk) has referred to a commodity in which the
people of the island from which I come are very muchl
interested. The late Government sent a delegate to Wash-
ington with a view of obtaining reciprocity, and that
delegate failed. The present Government since it attained
power, refused, and very properly refused, to send a dele-
gate to that quarter because they felt, as any reasonable
Government would feel, that they would also fail. But in
1879, they placed a law on the Statute Book upon which
they could act at any time that they found that the
American Government was disposed to reciprocate trade
with us. It bas already been quoted, but Bs it is of such
importance, it will bear quotirg again. The clause is as
follows:-

" Any or ail of the following articles,-that is to say : Animals of all
kinds, green fruit, hay, straw, bran, seeds of all kinds, vegetables (inclu-
ding potatoes and other roots), plants, trees and shrubs, coal and coke,
malt, hops, wheat, peas and beans, harley, rye, oats, Indian corn, buck-
wheat and ail other grain, flour of wheat and flour of rye, Indian meal,
and oatmeal, and flour or meal of any other grain, butter, cheese, fish
salted or smoked), lard, tallow, meats (fresh, salted or sa:oked), and
lumber, may be imported into Canada free of duty, or at a less rate of
duty than is provided by this Act, upon proclamation of the Governor
in Council, which may be issued whenever it appears to his satisfaction
that several articles from Canada may be imported into the United
States free of duty, or as a rate of duty not exceeding that payable on
the same under such proclamation when imported into Canada."

This enactment, Sir, placed on our Statute Book the means
by which this Government could at any time obtain reci-
procal trade with the United States on fair terms. Either
a reciprocal free trade or a reciprocal trade on any other
terms which may be considered fair by both Governments.
But, Sir, my object in rising now is to refer particularly to
the subject of coal. I was astonished to hear my hon.
friend from Guysboro' (Mr.Kirk) speak of the smal1 increase
in the output of coal in Nova Scotia. Of course, not repre-
senting a coal district, he was liable to err, and ho failed to
give the figures from the returns correctly, as I can show fromi
statistics I happen to have. Ie stated that the annual out-
put ofcoal in-Nova Scotia during reciprocity was 558,520 tons.
The annual output of coal never increased beyond 600,000
tons during the existence of the Reciprocity Treaty ; but we
find that in 1884 the output of coal in the Province of Nova
Scotia was 1,200,000 tons, or more than double what it was
in 165 under reciprocity. From these figures my hon.i
friend will perceive at a glance that he must have been
mistaken in bis figures. When I state that the output of
coal from the itland of Cape Breton alone is to-dayj
equal to the output from the whole Province of Nova1
S3otia during the time the Reciprocity T reaty existed,,
the hon, gentleman must certainly conclude that he
bas failed to quote the figures correctly. The out-'
put under reciprocity in 1865, as given by himself wasi
558,520 tons, while the output from Cape Breton alone in1
1884 was 531,220 tons, which is nearly equal to the output;

fro m the whole Province at that time. But, Sir, the price
of coal depends upon the cost of producing it, the cost of
transporting it and the scarcity of the article. These three
elements always combine to fix the price of any commodity
in the market. The reason the coal interest of Nova Scotia
ws so prosperous during the existence of the Reciprocity
Treaty was simply that the price of coal in the United States
was very- much higher than it is at present, and that the
facilities for the distribution of coal were very much inferior
to what they are to.day. In the New England States in
1865, at the termination of the Reciprocity Treaty, there
wers only 3,048 miles of railway available for the distribu-
tion of the coal of Ohio and Pennsylvania, while in 1883
the mileage of railways in the New England States was no
less than 6,118 miles. Therefore the mileage of railways
in those States since the abrogation of the Reciprocity
Treaty in 1866 has doubled, and the facilities for distri-
buting that commodity throughout the country have corres-
pondingly increased. Consequently the competition that
we have to meet in the United States in the article of coal
has very materially changed since that time. I find, Sir,
by a late sale of coal, under contract to the Grand Trunk
Railway Company, during the month of March last, the
disposition of the coal was as follows:-

"On Saturday night Mr. Joseph Hickson awarded the contract for
the supply of the 375,000 tons of coal required by the Grand Trunk Rail-
way Company. Of this amount 250,000 tons is to b) delivered at the
Suspension and International Bridges, 55,000 at Detroit, 20,000 at
Sarnia, 20,000 at Brockville, and 30,000 at Portland, Maine. The con-
tracts for the supply at liitgara were awardei as follows: 100,00 tons
to Messrs. Bell, Lewis & Yates, of Buffalo; 130,000 to the New York,
Lake Erie and Western Railway, and 20,000 to the Rochester and Pitts-
burg Railway. The coal te be delivered at the International Bridge
was aold at the fellowingrates: lump, $225; lump and nut, $220 run
of mine, $2,05. At the Suspension Bridge the same kinds of coal ietch
$2.40, $2.35 and $2.20 respectively. The Detroit and Sarnia contract
was awarded te the Cleveland, Loraine and Wheeling Ilailway. The
prices were $2. 05 at Detroit and$2. 20at Sarnia. The coai for Brock-
ville is to be furnished by Messrs. Bell, Lewis & Yates at $3.50. While
the contract for Portland, Maine, was secured by the Chesapeake & Ohio
Coal Oempany at $3.50."

I can assure the hon. member for Guysboro' that if the
coal owners of Nova Scotia lhad been brought into competi-
tion, during the existence of the Reciprocity Treaty, with
American coal at Portland and Boston at $3.50, the pros-
perity of the coal mines at that time would not have been
so great as it was. But the fact is that instead of compet-
ing with coal at that figure, as they are obliged to do to.day,
the coal was placed at that time in the markets of the New
England States by the American coal owners, and therefore
by the Nova Scotia coal owners as well, at the very hand-
some figure of $10.37, being three times the value of coal
placed now at Portland. That is the reason the coal inter-
ests of Nova Scotia was so prosperous at that time.

Mr. KIRK. You are talking about greenbacks.
Mr. CAMERON. There were no more greenbacks at

that time than there are now, and even if there were, the
price would have been much greater than it is to-day. The
transportation of coal from Pennsylvania and Ohio to the
eastern States in 1865 cost $4.26 a ton, but the
carriage of coal now from these coal districts to the New
England ports cannot exceed $2 a ton. Now, supposing
we had to-day a Reciprocity Treaty with the United States,
it would be utterly impossible for the coal owners of Nova
Scotia to place their coal in the American markets at $3.50.
I an assure the hon. member for Guysboro', however, that
all parties in Nova Scotia are favorable to reciprocity, but
they are only favorable to it on fair terme. When the
Americans admit our fish free of duty I have no hesitation
in suggesting that we should aliso admit the fish of the
United States free of duty into Canada; but while they
impose a duty of $2 a barrel on our fish I hold it to be a
wise policy that we should also impose 82 a barrel on fish
coming from the United States. One-ided reciprocity is
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no reciprocity at all. While my hon. friend from Guysboro'
seems to be willing that we should open our markets for
the products of the United States on condition that
they would open us their markets for our pro-
ducts, he fails to show us the manner in which we
could attain that end. The people of the United States
have a keen eye to business, and they will hereafter, as they
did before, refuse to grant us reciprocity, except on such
terms as will be advantageous to themselves; and the more
we advocate a Reciprocity Treaty with the United States,
the more we endeavor to convince ourselves of the necessity
of reciprocity, the less willing they will be to grant it to us.
1, therefore, while quite willing to advocate reciprocity, a
free interchange of all commodities, the natural
products of the soil, the mines, and the sea, with the United
States, I think it is the duty of this Government to protect
the products of the soil, the sea, and the mine, in the same
manner as that in which the United States protect their
interests. This is the only reciprocity I am willing to
accord; and I have not the slightest doubt a large
majority of the people of Nova Scotia realise the necessity
of having a reciprocity of tariff, if they fail to have recipro-
cal free trade.

Mr. WELDON. With regard to the proposition put for-
ward by my hon. friend from King's, Nova Scotia, (Mr.
Woodworth) who attacked the mover of this resolution for
dictating the course this Government should follow, my
hon. friend must have forgotten many instances in which,
while hon. gentlemen opposite were in Opposition, they
endeavored to advise the Government led by the hon. mem-
ber for East York (Mr. Mackenzie) as to what course they
should take. My hon. friend will not forget that in the
case of the Hon. Letellier de St. Just, the Premier then
moved a resolution dictating the course which the Govern-
ment should adopt.

Mr. WOODWORTH. You voted it down.
Mr. WELDON. Exactly as hon. gentlemen opposite will

do this resolution ; but that did not prevent them from
giving their advice to the Government of the day; and I
think that if my hon. friend is in favor of reciprocity, he
would not, in voting for this resolution, vote against the
Government. We have an instance in 1883 of this, when
in a matter involving the commercial relations of this
country with other countries the hon. member for Laval (Mr.
Ouimet) now with his battalion, and the hon. member for
Montreal East (Mr. Coursol) voted for the resolution of my
honorable friend from West Durham (gr. Blake)with regard
to commercial treaties. As regards this question, as has
been stated already by other members of the Maritime Pro-
vinces, there is no action of this House, no motion made in
this flouse which will excite more interest and engage more
attention, which is of greater importance to the Maritime
Provinces than the one proposed by the honorable member
for Queens, P E.I. (Mr. Davies). I had occasion some years
ago, in my place in this House, to speak of the state of trade
in the Province and the city and county which I have the
honor to represent. I was then charged with having depre-
ciated my county and Province ; in putting forward the true
position of the trade and commerce of the country I was
taunted with recreant to my duty and false to my constitu-
ents. Therefore, on this occasion, in referring to the depressed
state of the Maritime Provinces, and more particularly with
regard to the Province of New Brunswick, I shall not con-
tent myself with giving my own assertion, but will quote
the language of the President of the Board of Trade in St.
John, a body which represents all shades of politics. This
Board has declared without regard to political feeling, our
desire for reciprocal trade with the United States, which we
feel to be almost of vital importance to us, and the necessity
of obtaining which every member of the Maritime Pro-
vinces, if true to the interests of those Provinces, should

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness).

urge upon the Government, irrespective of political feeling,
as a matter of importance to those Provinces. On that
occasion the President of the Board of Trade said as
follows :

" To improve the commercial and manufacturing interestu of our
city, is a matter that may well occupy the earnest and careful thought
of our best citizens. Our trade and manufactures are depressed, and it
is no satisfaction to be told, 'So are they elsewhere.' Confederation
has not given to the Maritime Provinces or to our citizens extended
markets or the greater prosperity anticipated."
And so it is. I do not wish to go over the grouni taken
by other hon. members, but I must say I think the picture
drawn by the hon. member for Sunbury (Me. Burpee) with
regard to the position in which we were before Canfedera-
tion and that in which we have been since, is not by any
means over drawn, and that the promises that have been
made to us have not been carried out.. On looking over the
report of the manufactures of this country, and referring
specially to that portion dealing with the manufacturing
interests of St. John, I find it is bolstered up by put-
ting in persons who can scarcely be called manufacturers
at all, such as butchers, dentists and others; and yet they
only made out 4,800 men employed in the factories in St.
John, while before Confederation we had nearly 7,000 em-
ployed in those industries. While the Treaty of 1854 was in
force, our trade rapidly increased with the United States,
and American capital flowed in to develop our industries,
our mines and our forests; but when that treaty ceased,
matters changed, and although we were told that the Natio-
nal Policy would give us a remedy and that foreign capital
would again flow in, this prediction has not been in any way
fulfilled. With iegard to the Maritime Provinces and the
relative geographical position in which we are with regard
to the United States, the products of our forests and our
mines and our agricultural products are those which are
required by the United SLates. The Provinces of Ontario
and Quebec can never bu large consumer s of our products,
because we live in the same zone and produce the
same articles; and therefore to the country to the
south of us, we must look for a market for what
we have to sell. Not only that, but there is a large branch
of industry in connection with our commerce which depends
also on the United States. I mean our shipping industry.
It is not only those large vessels of 1,000 and 1,500 tons
which have been built in New Brunswick and Nova Scotia,
and bear the flag of our country over every sea, carrying
the riches of India and the southern climes all over the
world, to which we must look; but we have also a larga
class of small vessels which produce a large amount of
money. I allude to the small schooners employed in the
coasting trade in this country and the United S ates. In
St. John last year, nearly 700 vessels of under 100 tons
each were registered, and those vessels are employed
almost entirely in the trade of the United States and the
Maritime Provinces. During the existence of the Treaty,
they were engaged in carrying cargoes not only from the
Maritime Provinces to the United Status, but in. bringing
return cargoes; while today, owing to the National Policy
many of those vessels have to be laid up, and those which
take freights are obliged to come back without a return
cargo, thereby diminishing the profits and earnings to which
they are entitled. The hon. gentleman who preceded me
addressed the House on the subject of our mines and fish-
eries, but with regard to an important branch of industry
in the Province to which I belong, it is very important to
consider the peculiar position in which a portion of that
Province is placed. You are aware the river St. John is a
treaty river. A number of its sources are in American
territory, and under the Ashburton Treaty of 1842 that
river waa thrown open to both countries by an article of that
treaty. I will read the article, to show what is the position
of the river St. John. The article referring to the river
St. John in the Ashburton Treaty is as follows:-
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" In order to promote the interest and encourage the industry of all

the inhabitants of the countries watered by the River St. John and its
tributaries, whether living within the Province of New Brunswick or
the State of Maine, it is agreed that the navigation of the said river shall
be free and open to both parties, and shall in no way be obstructed by
either; that ail the produce of the forest, in loge, lumber, timber,
boards, staves or shingles, or of agricultnre (being the produce of Maine)
shall have free access into and through the said river and itas said tribu-
tariesrhaSing theounroce within the 8tate of Maine, to and fron theeeaortatthemoth f te aidRierSt. John, and te and round the
falls of the said river, either by boats, rafts or other conveyance."

That opened the lower waters of the River St. John within
the Province, now in the Dominion, to the lumbermen of
the State of Maine. The lumber of the State of Maine
comes down that river and is sawn in St. John in mills
owned and run by Americans, and that is shipped to the
United States and goes in free of duty in competition with
our lumber. The amount of American lumber shipped from
that Province to the United States is of the value of
$992,000, against a little over half a million of New Bruns-
wick lumber. That is ttie position in which we are placed.
It had the same effect to a certain extent as the Treaty of
1854 in bringing American capital into the country from
which we get the benefit, though the Americans themselves
got the greater benefit, while our lumbermen are handi-
capped by the excessive duty. As bas been pointed out with
regard to the product of the mine and the fisheries, so with
regard to the product of the forest, we look with anxiety to
this Dominion Government,to the Government whose duty it
is to endeavor to bring about a position of affairs similar te
that which existed under the Treaty of 1854, or even the
minor advantages received under the Treaty of Washington
of 1871. My hon. friend fron King's (Mr. Woodworth)
taunted the mover of this resolution with the election which
took place in his county last summer, when a supporter of
the Government was elected in opposition to the wishes of
my hon. friend. It is true the election terminated in favor
of the Government, but I think it is equally true, as I am
informed and I speak subject to correction, that it was
declared that to elect the candidate supporting the Govern-
ment was more likely to assist in bringing about reci-
procity, than to elect a candidate favored by my hon.
friend from Queen's (Mr. Davies).

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Quite true.
Mr. WELDON. I believe that, so far as the Provinces

are concerned, there is but one feeling in regard to this
question, to endeavor by ail means to have the trade
between the Lower Provinces and the United States untram-
meled. The policy of the United States has changed, the
treaty of 1854 was abolished by the American Government
under cireumstances of irritation. They had gone through
a war in which they had felt, rightly or wrongly, some
irritation against Great Britain and the people of Canada
or of the Provinces, and it was under those feelings that
they put an end to that treaty. The treaty of 1871 was
subsequently made, and two years ago they gave notice to
abrogate it, which notice will expire in 1885. At that
time the republican party, the protectionist party, was in
power, and were carrying out a policy to some extent the
same as that put forward by hon. gentlemen opposite.
Since that time a great change has taken place, and I
think, with all due deference to the hon. member for
Prince, P.E.T. (Mr. lackett), that we should be in no humil-
iating position if we chose to enter into negotiations
with the United States for the purpose of getting
a renewal of that Treaty. Within the past two years the
United States have changed their policy. They are endea-
voring to imitate other nations in extending their foreign
trade. Even the nations on the continent of Europe are
endeavoring to extend their trade. Germany is waking up
to it, and a Commission is now sitting with a view to
getting the trade of central Africa opened. Germany
is also trying to extend her possessions to Australasia.
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European nations are endeavoring to extend their trade,
and the policy of the people adjoining us, the people with
whom we deal and with whom we desire to deal, has been
very much altered. In the report of a committee of the
Chamber of Commerce of New York, I find the follow-
ing:-

re Clearly this treaty" (@peaking of the Spanish treaty, to which I will
refer hereafter) Ilmuet be judged of, not only as a whole, but also as an
integral part and epecimen or that American policy which the Presi-
dent in his late annual message has revealed as the commercial policy
of his Administration. That policy has been foreshadowed by the trea-
ties with Hawaiian Islands and with Mexico. It is now further exem pli-
fidd by the convention with rpain for its West India Provinces, and it
wilI undoubtedly be embodied in the treaties with st. Domingo and with
several central American Republics. The controlling aim of that policy
and of theese treaties is the extension of our commerce with the other
portions of the American Continent and the adjacent island by granting
them and obtaining from them specific concessions not ofrered by the
general laws and customs tariffs of the contracting countries. The
general idea of such a policy, we all know, is nota new one ; but never
in the history of the United States as any such distinct proposition been
made for ado pting it, and for departing from the policy hitberto followed
by the United States of maintaining uniform conditions for our trade
with the whole world, asisnow submitted to the decision of ournational
Legislature by theese treaties."

These treaties are being made by the United States, and
with countries which deal far less than we do with the
United States. The exports from the United States to the
Hawaiian Islands are about $3,500,000, and the imports
nearly $8,000,000. The exporte to Hlayti and to San
Domingo are $4,000,000, and the imports $3,800,000. The
exporte to Mexico are $12,100,000, and the imports
89,000,000. The exports to Cuba are $10,910,000 and the
imports $57,181,000. The exports to Porto Rico aro
82,224,615, and the importe $6,890,000. To Canada the ex-
ports are 846,411,000, and the imports from Canada into the
United States 839,000,000. Ours is the largest importation
into the United States of any of the countries I have refer-
red to with the exception of Cuba, and the bulk of our
combined trade is greater than that of either of those couui-
tries with which the United States Government have mado
treaties. It seems to me that, if countries with which a
smaller trade ise concerned have been able to enter into
these negotiations with the United States, it may be
presumed that they will not be disinclined to do
the same thing with us. I see no impropriety, nor do
I see that there is any loss, either in dignity or position
in the endeavor to secure the benefits of free 'commer-
cial intercourse with other nations. With regard to the
remarks of the member for King's, as to the statement by
the hon. member forWest York (Mr. Mackenzie) in 1878, in
reply to the question put by the hon. member for Iberville
(Mr. Béc-hard) and the hon. member for L'Islet (Ur.
Casgrain) that he did not then intend to open negotiations,
it must be borne in mind that that was the year after the
failure of the negotiations by the Hon. George Brown at
Washington. Of course there was thon a fair reason why
we should decline immediately to enter into negotiations
again. Bat a long period of time has elapsed since then, and
we find that there has been a change of policy in the United
States; that Congress has not been afraid to approach this
question; and, as pointed out by the hon. member for
Queen's, are solution was introduced into Congress by a
representative from Michigan in December, 1883, requesting
the President to open negotiations, which resolution was
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs; and in July
last, just before the close of the Session of Congress, that
committee reported the resolution requesting the President
to open negotiations, and we find that committee going on to
say that they believed the negotiations would be favorably
received by the country, and they believed that the feeling
in the larger communities of the United States was in favor
of reciprocal trade. It is true that the hon. member for
Prince referred to the expressions of Senator Fry of Ma*n>,
and also to Representative Collins, I think from the same
State. But we muet remember that the feeling in Maine has
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always been hostile to reciprocal trade relations with Canada,
because they feel that Canada would become a competitor
with them in furnishing the Southern markets; and so they
oppose reciprocity, even at the expense of their sister States.
But if we are to wait, as the hon. member for King's, Nova
Scotia (Mr. Woodworth) desires, until the United States peo-
ple make the first move, I think we shall have to wait many
years, because you will alwaysIfindgin that great country a
certain party ready to oppose reciprocal relations. But I
believe, when we see the position thatthe Americans hold
towards us now, the friendly feeling that bas been developed,
and when we find that a great politicial change has taken
place in that country and that the party which lias hitherto
advocated a revenue tariff, or free trade, has now attained
to power, I think, under those circumstances, it would not
be derogatory to us, either as a portion of the British
Empire, or as the Dominion of Canada, that our Govern-
ment should take steps to open up negotiations with
the United States for the purpose of renewing the
treaty. I am satisfied that the mother country would not
object to our doing so. We find further, that the
United States are prepared to make overtures to other parts
of the British Empire with regard to a treaty. I find in a
newspaper the correspondence between the Foreign Office
of Great Britain and the Government of the United States
in relation to forming a treaty to control the trade of the
British West Indies. In a letter from Earl Granville to the
Hon. Sackville West, dated 25th October, 1884, he states
that the British West India colonies are willing to abolish
the duties on bread, biscuits, butter, cheese, corn, meal of
all kinds, flour, lard, lumber, kerosene oil, meal and oil
cake, on the condition that the United States reduced the
duty on sugar at least one-half. Some of the colonies were
also willing to abolish the duty on hams, meats, shooks and
staves. The lion. Sackville West wlote to Earl Granville
on 20th November, 1884, that the United States desired a
wider basis for the treaty. That shows that the United
States does not consider it undignified to enter into those
negotiations to secure a wider basis for the treaty. The
paper goes on to say:

"I Aso that the advantages conceded to the United States should notbe conceded gratis to any third porties under the favored nation clause.On December 4, Hon. Mr. West forwarded to Earl Granville, Secretary
Frelinghuysen' hdraft of a counter treaty, in which the United Statesagree to abolish the duty on sugars under grade of No. 16, lu the
letter accompanying the draft, Secretary Frelinghuysen insisted upon theexclnsion of third parties as indispensable.

lo Sir John Lubbock estimated that the proposed treaty would cause aloBs of revenue to the United States of £2Y500,000 yearly, while the
colonies would only lose £180,000.''

That shows that the United States, so far as regards-the
dependencies in the West Indies, are willing to enter into
negotiations with reference to the West India trade. Now,if they obtain that trade, in what position shall we be
placed ? If that Spanish Treaty made with Mr. Foster is
ratified by Congress and becomes law, what position we will
be placed in las already been pointed out in this House on a
previous occasion. We will then be, to a certain extent,driven out of the ports of the Spanish West Indies, and if
the British West India trade is aiso throw open to the
United States, the position of Nova Scotia with regard to
the fisheries will be a very unfavorable one. It has been
pointed out by the hon. member for Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk)
that we exported 8à,000,000 worth of fish, nearly one-half
of which goes to the United States. Nearly $1,000,000
worth goes from the ports in those Provinces to Cuba
and Porto Lico; while to the British West Indies we
send in the neighborhood of $200,000 worth. So that
nearly the whole of our exports of fish goto the United
States and the British West Indies, and if we are shut out
from those markets the hon. member for Guysboro' bas
pointed out that we shall have no other market. Ontario
and Quebec can tak ebut a smali quantity of our fish, andi

Mr. WELDON.

our position, bad as it is now, will then be doubly worse.
Then, I find that the Government have not taken any steps
with regard to this treaty. This appears by the
remarks made by the Prime Minister in New York last
December, from which we gather that no steps have been
taken to initiate negotiations for the purpose, either of
rene Ning the treaty, or of renewing the fishery clauses of
it. It seems that the Finance Minister went to London
prepared to take part in the negotiations thon going on
betweenGreat Britain and Mexico, and he asked that the

Dominion should be included in the treaty which was
being made between those two countries. We find in the
paper that he said this :

I Sir Leonard Tilley wrote Mr. Ansell just before the close of the last
Session that the Government had intended to take a vote for the ex-
penses in connection with promoting a new treaty, but as he thought
nothing would be definitely concluded before the next meeting of the
House Le deferred it. It is now believed here that the Finance Mlinister
has exerted himself while in England in favor of this grand movement,
and that his arguments on behalf of the Dominion have produced the
initiation of the negotiations, which it is earnestly hoped will be cou-
summated in a much desired Reciprocity Treaty."

If then the dignity of the Dominion was not endangered, and
there was ne humiliation in endeavoring to negotiate a
Treaty with Mexico, there would be much less danger and
much less humiliation in considering our relations with the
United States, and there would not be any loss of dignity
on our part. Now with regard to the trade of the Mari-
time Provinces. As I said before, no action of this House
can excite more interest among the people there. As a
member from the Lower Provinces, I feel that I cannot too
strongly urge upon this House and the Government to use
every effort to place us in a position in which we can
open that trade and procure us the benefits of
its markets, which are the natural markets of our country.
The hon. member for Prince charged that it was a slander
to say that we would appeal to the British Government for
the protection of our fisheries. He admitted that we have
4,000 miles of coast lino. If we look back to the past we
shall sec how the fisheries were protected. If the Dominion
is compelled to bear tho expense necessary to secure the
adequate protection of our fisheries and to keep the
Amoricans outaide the three-mile limit, it will require one-
half of the revenue of this country. We find that $50,000
are already demanded for the protection of our fishories, and
I am satisfied that will go but little way in protecting tho
smallest portion of those fisheries. We shall be obliged to
call on the British Government to protect thim with her
fleet, or if we are to equip a fleet it will strain our ro-
sources, and even then will not be thoroughly efficient. I
may here refer to the fact that the position is entirely
altered from the position when the hon. member for Queen's
(Mr. Davies) introduced a similar resolution last Session.
The hon. member for King's (Mr. Woodworth) said it was
the same resolution and the same speech. The hon. member
for Queen's (Mr. Davies) on this occasion used arguments
ho could not use on the former occasion, because ho was not
aware at the time that the Secrotary of State for the Colonies
had urged, not once or twice, but three times on the Domi-
nion Government to give their views on this subject, a
request which in itself implied that they desired the Domi-
nion Government should do so. But they did not do so. I
further point out that the hon. member for Northumberland
(Mr. Mitchell), in 1871, ho being at that time at the head
of the Department of Marine and Fisheries, sent the follow-
ing instructions to Dominion cruisers, with respect to the
three mile limit:-

" The limits within which you will, if necessary,exercise the power to
exclude United States fishermen, or to detain American fishing vessels
or boats, are for the present to be exceptional. Difficulties have arisen
in former times with respect to the question, whether the exclusive
limite should be ineaanred on lines drawn parallel everywhere to the
coast, and describing its sinuosities, or on lines produced from headland
to headland across the entrances of baye, creeks or harbors. Her
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Majesty's Government are clearly of opinion that, by the Convention ot
1818, the United States have renouneed the right of fishing, not only
within three miles of the colonial shores, but within three miles of a
line drawn across tbe mouth ofany British bay or creek. It is, however,the
wish of Her Majesty's Government neither to concede, nor for the pre-
sent to enforce any rights in this respect which are in their nature open
to any serious question. Until further instructed, therefore, you will
not interfere with any American fishermen, unless found within chree
miles of the shore, or within three miles of a line drawn across the
mouth of a bay or creek which is less than 10 geographical miles in
width. In the case of any other bay-as the Bay of Chaleurs, for
example-you will not admit any United States fishing vessel or boat,
or any American fishermen, inside of a line drawn across at that part of
such bay where its width does not exceed ton miles."

I find as follows:_
" This reassertion of the headland doctrine 'did not seem to meet the

approval of the Home Government. June 6, 1870, Lord Grenville tele-
graphs to the Governor General: 'Her lXajesty's Government hopes
that the United States fishermen will not be, for the present, prevented
from fishing, except within three miles of land, or in bays which are less
than six miles broad at the mouth.'1"

The instructions were modified. The seizure of American
vessels has been a source of irritation and trouble, and in
case of seizures being made, we shall not be called upon to
answer for them, but the American Government wili look
to the Court of St. James and hold the English Government
responsible. If this be the case, the Imperial Government
will insist that we shall follo w their instructions; and I do
not think that that Government would, unless the case was
very serious, endanger their diplomatie relations, and dis-
turb the peace and harmony which bas prevailed between
the United States and England on any question as to fish-
ing rights. There is another point with respect to this mat-
ter, to which I alluded a short time ago, and I still press
it on the attention of the Government. It is as regards
our right to negotiate our own commercial treaties.
If such were granted, it would not separate us from the
Empire. If we ask it and it should be granted, instead of
creating differences between us and the mother country, it
would only bind our connection still closer. If it is true, as
is stated in the newspapers, that Newfoundland has asked
and been conceded this privilege-it was so stated some
time ago, and I did not see it contradicted, though the poli-
tical differences in Newfoundland may have interrupted
it-it is an important concession : at all events we find Sir
Ambrose Shea appointed to negotiate with respect to the
fishery clauses of the Washington Treaty, and the bon.
member for Digby (Mr. Vail) says he bas gone on his mis-
sion. low much more strongly he would have been fortified
if there had been a deputation from the Dominion of Canada
to support Newfoundland on that occasion. If that colony
gains the point, in what position shall we be placed ?. They
will have control of the United States market, and we
shall not. I feel strongly on this point because I
am satisfied the American people will meet us in
a friendly spirit and give us fair play. The old feel-
ings with respect to the South have passed away, and
1 repeat that I speak feelingly because I represent a city to
whose relief, in ber hour of ruin and destruction-at the
time of the great fire, the Americans came, sending money
apd provisions for our relief. They showed to us at that
time that blood is thicker than water; that they did not
forget the Province was peopled from New England. I feel
that a similar spirit will be displayed by them in the event
of approaches being made to them with respect to recip-
rocity, and that they will be willing to open their markets
to us as we shall open our markets to them. On the
occasion of the Washington Treaty discussion, Sir Charles
Tupper, in a debate in 1872-and I think it was a singular
speech from a gentleman who assisted to place the taxation
of the Dominion at so high a rate-used the following
language:_

" While in 1854 American fishermen were able to compete with Cana-
dians, because they had no high taxes to pay, and the.cost of outfit was
much less than at present, the war and the burdens it had left behind
had mo changed their position i4 relation to this question, tht every

Canadiau fisherman who had the fish in the sea at his eown door, with ail
the advantages of cheap vessela and cheap equipment, if he belonged
(as no one doubted) to the same courageous and adventurous clas as
the Americans, would enter into the competition with an advantage of
40 or 50 per cent. in his favor."

That, I am afraid, has been taken away. - -
" Who would say that the Canadian fisherman was deserving of any

consideration, if he was not able, with that premium in his favor, to
meet the competition not only of the United States, but of ail the
world ? Why, then, instead of the treaty surrendering our fishermen
and fisheries to the destructive c>mpetition of the foreigner, the result
would be-and mark his word, the facts would soon show it-that the
American fishermen who employed their industry in the waters of
Canada would become like the American lumbermen who engaged in
that trade in the valley of the Ottawa, they would settle upon Canadian
soil, bringing with them their character for enterprise and energy, and
would become equally good subjects of Her Majesty, would give this
country the benefit of their talents, and their enterprise and their
capital."
Now, Mr. Speaker, I apply the same remarks in this case.
I believe those were the fruits of the Treaty of 1854, and I
believe if a similar treaty was negotiated those fruits will
result, and instead of the millions, which were promised,
would be brought in by the National Policy, that
money will corne in by the negotiation of a treaty similar
to that of 1854. I believe those treaties are beneficial to
both countries, that they would not only give us better
trade relations, bnt that they cultivate kindly feelings of
Christian liberality between these two nations. These
treaties have not merely the effect of improving our trade
relations, but that they have moral and social effects of
incalculable advantage to both countries. And I cannot
conclude better than by using the language which was used
by an honored and departed friend of mine-one of the most
eloquent of men-in concluding his remarks before the
Commission with regard to the Treaty of Washington. He
said:

" On the day that the Treaty of Washington was signed by the high
oontracting parties, an epoch in the history of civilisation was reached.
On that day the heaviest blow ever struck by human agency fell upon
that great anvil of the Almighty, upon which in His own way, and at
Hie appointed time, the sword and the spear shall be transformed into
the plough-share and the reaping hook."

Mr. JENKINS. I wish to make a few remarks on this
important question-and they shal be roally few-first,
because I think this question has been brought before the
flouse at a most inopportune time and in a most objection-
able form, and secondly, because I think the discussion in
this House, in a party spirit, of a question which may at any
time become the subject of difficult and delicate negotiations
with another Government, will only tend to weaken the
hands of this Government and embarrass them in bringing
about what hon, gentlemen of the Opposition seem so anxious
for-a change in our trade relations with the United States.
Now, my hon. colleague may be sincere in bringing this
motion forward, but I think his sincerity would have been
more manifest and'palpable if he had brought the motion
forward in a form in which it might be discussed on its
merits, instead of in a form in which it is tantamont to a
vote of want of confidence in the Government, as a
challenge to the loyalty of the supporters of the Govern-
ment, and of the people who sent them here, as an invitation
to break up a Government which has the full con fidence of the
people of this country, a Government which has two-thirds
of the representatives of the people supporting them, and a
Government which I fully believe has and deserves the
confidence of the people. And for what purpose have they
invited us to break up this Government and support a
Government which at its best was unable to bring about the
very object the Oppoition now pretend to be so anxious for.
We know very wel that the late Government when it was at
its strongest and best, made au endeavor to briug about this
change in our trade relations with theUnited States, and that
they got a most humiliating rebuff. And we are to upset
this Government which las the confidence of the people,
and put a party whioh has not the congdence of the people,
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a party that at its best was never able, os this Government
has been, to carry on the business of the country and
develop its resources. It must be in the memory of all,
the easy and rapid way in which this Government lifted the
country out of the slough of despond in which it was left
by its predecessors. I think this House can never for a
moment think of entertaining a question of this sort in the
form in which it has been brought before us. I am as
desirous of seeing a reciprocity of trade with the United
States as any man, and I fully appreciate the advantages to
this country of reciprocity with the United States, but Sir,
much as I would deplore any occurrence which might check
that feeling of cordial amity which is growing daily
between this country and the United States, I am not pre-
pared to see the Government approach the United States
and beg for reciprocity. We know, Sir, that it would rot
only be futile but undignified. We know that the
Americans are a very astute and shrewd people. We know
that if we want to approach them and obtain any change in
our trade relations with them, we must not go there beg-
ging and saying that this change is absolutely necessary,
that it is of vital importance to our existence. That is a
very wrong way of obtaining reciprocity. But our Govern-
ment must go prepared to show that reciprocity of trade
between the two countries is for the benefit of both. If
they can do that, I believe there will be no difficulty in
obtaining reciprocity, but until then we would only get, as
the late Government got, a humiliating rebuff. Why, Sir,
what do they say in the United States? Here is a letter
from Congressman T. B. Reed, to his constituents:

" The fact that Canada, on the one hand, is by large meetings urging
the renewal of the Treaty, and that our people, on the other, with at
least equal earnestness, are protesting against such action, is an inter-
esting commentary on the decision that we owed five and a-half millions
for a privilege we don't want and they do."

When the Reciprocity Treaty was abrogated in 1866, the
idea that many men held was that our trade was doomed
and that we were effectually ruined; but those predictions
have been falsified. The abrogation of the Reciprocity
Treaty and the initiation of the National Policy have made
us a more independent and self-reliant people, and in that
respect have worked to our advantage. And I believe we
can still do without reciprocity, and that we will do without
it, great as its advantages would be ; and Sir, until we are
able to do without it, it is quite certain that we shall never
get it. Now, Sir, with regard to the fisheries, I think it
behoves the Government, at any or every expense, to use
such means as will protect our people in the rights of their
fishing grounds. We must let our American friends know
that they cannot bave their cake and eat it. They must
either give us free trade in fish or keep off our fishing
grounds; and if the Government use efficient measures, and
I have no doubt they will, I am quite satisfied that the
loss of our fish in the United States will produce
such a scarcity and so increase the price, that our
people will scarcely feel the duty, if it is put on. It is
very well known that to the Canadian fishing grounds the
Americans are largely indebted for their catch of mackerel,
and if they do not have the use of those grounds, there must
be a scarcity. The United States consume mackerel largely,
and without our fish they cannot get on; so that I take it
that even if there is not a renewal of this Treaty, our people
will not suffer to the extent that some hon. members
imagine. My hon. colleague brought this question forward
last Session, and his object then was very clear, as it is now.
He did not bring this question forward in the ordinary
way ; ho brought it forward in such a shape that ho knew
that the supporters of the Government could not vote for
it, because ho wanted to place them in a false position
before the electors. He wanted to have it to say that when

Now, Sir, I think that shows, as far as this part of the United ho brouglt forwurd the subject of reciprocit?, we voted
States is concerned, that the prospects of a Reciprocity ugainat it, while ho voted for it. Thut has been the object
Treaty are not so bright as our friends seem to think. Ieofmy hon. colleague, and I think it ta mest unfair and dis-
believe, Sir, and I think the opinion is general, that under ingenieus, when ho goos before the people of our Province,
the recent change in the Government of the United who are unacquainted with the usages of this Parliament, to
States our chances of reciprocity are botter, but the endoavour to make themn believe that those who vote
only way to get reciprocity is to be in a position against this rosolution are opposed to reciprocity, while ho
to show that we can be without it. We know-every is in favor of it. I do not think the vote on this occasion
man who knows anything about the trade and com- will bear that significance ut ail. It will show thut the
merce of this country knows, that in 1854, when we had supporters of the Govorument are true to the policy of the
reciprocity with the United States, everything was booming.prty that sent them here, and that they are not se simple
But it was not to reciprocity alone that that was due. It a8 to ho ontrupped into giving a vote tending rather to
was due to the fact that a great Buropean war was break up the Government thoy were sent hore to support
going on at that time which made provisions of all sorts than to bring about rociprocity.
high. That was to a great extent the reason why recipro- M. DAVIES. bar, bar.
city was such advantage to us, and afterwards we know
that a civil wur in ae United States carried on that boom. M. JENKINS. The hone gentlemanays hear, beur.
We know that ut that time outs, the great staple of Sir, I feel satiafied that I ean go to my constituants and
tIe Lowor Provinces, were sixty and eigbty cents a bushel justify the vote I arn geing to give to-night. I arn not
in the marketsofNew York. What is the catie nowo? In afraid to meet my hon. cohleague on the hustinga. I admit
Chicago oats lastyear wire 25 cents, and they were delivered that my Iou. friend has a great deal of eooquence and is
in New York free of expense on board slip at 32 cents. We veryfluent; but there are other qualities in a politician
mumt not expect, even if we get reciprocity, that it is gr)ing besides fluency; a itte judgment and a hitte weight are
to be of that groat benefit that iL was in LIe olden limes. requird. I wil not say thut my Ion. colleague is deficient
Flore bas been a great change in the productions of the in those quaities-I louve te, the bouse te judge. My hon.
UJnited S:ates. At that lime they produced very littie collague think ie wil o able tte y this game a second
oats, but nýow they produce Lbern largely and can grow time; but it won't work; it is a trap that will ho very stale
them more cheaply than we cau in Canada, and therefore in at t e next eection; the people wiltr eot tho tken in a
thatmatterwemuatnetexpeouchpgreataarvantagts. My second time. They were not ltogetber taken in before; if
Ion. colleague a said that reciprecity would atinulate be they lad been I would net he hore to-nigt. I ar bore as a
ahipping intorest. Now, Sir, as far as wooden ahips are pretest againat this vote.
concerned iL will net have any effeet wliatever, because even DAIS fluar
supposig we ad recprcityf trade wit eUnited M. DAVIES. Hear, hear.
States a large quantity of that trade would ho carried on Mr. JENKINS. Yes, the peoplembave sent me heae.te
through steamers, andnth a wooden vessels, and therefore SIpretest againat the form in whih my hon. clleague as
take ithat fe decdence of shipping in the mater ofwoden broug t this matter hefore the fouse. Net that te people
vessres ee a gtura t cihoand ne trade relationscan affect it tarehnot anxious for reciprecity; tbey know t ben l of

.Mr, JENKxNS,
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it, but they are not quite so green or so simple as my hon.
friend supposes; and, I am sure, after the lesson they have
had, that they will not be taken in a second time.

Mr. FISHER.. •In opening a few remarks on this ques-
tion, I cannot refrain from alluding to one or two observa-
tions that have fallen from the last speaker. It is quite
possible that a great many members of the House who sup.
port the Government may be afraid that if they voted for
such a resolution as this, they would hurt the Government.
They do not seem to reflect, that by not voting for it, they
may hurt their country. But my hon. friend who bas
preceded me seems to feel, that notwithstandi ng that ho
thinks a good deal of reciprocity, and would do a great
deal to secure it for the people ho represonts, still, because
ho is devoted to the hon. gentlemen on the Minis-
terial Benches, ho dare not to vote for the rosolu-
tion. That, I think, is the key-note of the whole
discussion to-night. Why do hon. gentlemen acknow-
ledge that reciprocity would be a good thing ? They are
obliged to acknowledge it, because they know that the
country wants it, and would do a good deal to obtain it ; but
they will not support a motion in that direction simnply
because it comes from a member of the Opposition. Hon.
members who have supported the Government in this dis-
cussion have alluded to a standing offer of reciprocity
made by our Government to the Government of the United
States. I refer to that clause in the statute of 1879, which
was quoted by the hon. gentleman who comes from the
Island of Cape Breton (Mr. Cameron). Sir, I would like to
ask the Government if that clause bas ever been officially
communicated to the Government of the United States. I
would like to know whether, because a clause happons to be
incidentally inserted in a statute, that this is to be regarded
as a diplomatic offer to a foreign Government. I would like
to know if these gentlemen are assuming that they made
a standing offer to the United States Government, while
they, in fact, never did so. Unless they can show that this
is a diplomatic offer, and has been communicated officially
to the United States Government, their whole contention
falls to the ground at once and forever. We are accused
also of trying to embarrass the Government, because my
hon. friend the member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) bas intro-
duced bis motion on going into Committee of' Supply. Sir,
if we h've to introduce these motions in favor of reciprocity
in this House, it is in consequence of the inaction of the
Government. If the Government would do something, it
would not fall upon us to do it; but it is because the Govern-
ment, in their responsible position, fail to do their duty to
this country that the members of the Opposition have to
call them to account ? This is the only reason the members
of the Opposition have had to bring this matter before
the House a second time. It is not because we wish
to embarrass the Government; it is because we
want reciprocity, and for no other reason whatever.
The hon. gentleman says we are obliged to show the
United States that we can do without reciprocity, and that
is the only way we can obtain reciprocity from them. The
Reciprocity Treaty with the United States came to an end in
1866, and from that time until the end of the year 1875 we
did without reciprocity, we showed the United States that
we could do without it, we showed them that during those
10 years we progressed very fairly and well; and I believe
the hon. Mr. Brown, who went t> Washington in 1875
to try and Legotiate a treaty with the United States, showed
ve y clearly to the representatives of the United States that
C nada could do without reciprocity, that Canada had done
without reciprocity, and had progressed very well without
it, but at the same time, without any faIse sentimentality, ho
said plainly and frankly to the people of the United States;
we have done well without reciprocity, but we can do botter
with it; you also have doue well withont it, but you can also

do botter with it; and ho established that clearly from the
figures of the trade and navigation returns of the two coun-
tries. I believe that if we sent a deputation to-day to the
United States to try ard enter into negotiations with the
American Governmont, we could show a similar result, we
could show clearly that Canada bas, within the last two
decades done well without reciprocity, that we are
doing well without it to-lay, but that we could do botter
with reciprocity ; I think at the same time we could show
clearly and strongly that while the United States have
done well without reciprocity, they would also do botter
with it. The United States themselves think so. It is
absurd for hon. gentlemen opposite to say that the United
States do not want reciprocity. How is it that they have
endeavored to negotiate reciprocity treaties with other
countries? How is it they negotiated one with the Sand-
wich Islands ? How is it that only a year ago they nego-
tiated a Treaty with the Spanish West India lslands and
another with a country of which at the moment I
do not remember the name? And these two treaties
were only dropped in consequence of the result of
the elections in the United States last autumn ; in con-
sequence of the knowledge that a change was going
to take place in the Government of the United States; but
if the United States wish to negotiate those treaties with
much smaller countries than Canada, why should they con-
sider that they would net be benefited by negotiating a
treaty with us ? I believe the secret of their objocting to
negotiate a treaty of reciprocity with us is to be found in
the inauguration of the protective policy of which hon.
gentlemen opposite boasted so much in 1878. I believe it
is in consequence of that policy that the United States
bave not since been willing to negotiate a treaty with hon.
gentlemen opposite, and I am confident they will find it
more difficult to negotiate such a treaty than would
other hon. gentlemen did they hold positions on the Treasury
Benches. I believe this country would be much more
likoly to obtain reciprocal trade relations with the United
States if hon. gentlemen on this side were in office. To-day
a new GovernimOnt bas come into power in the United
States, a Government which appears to be in favour of freer
trade relations, a Government which is not so wedded to
the protective policy that bas held in the United States for
agreat many years back, and I belleve that this year will be a
favorable occasion for our Government to endeavour to open
negotiations in this matter. I think that our Fishery Treaty
with the United States having come to an end, is certainly
the strongest reason to be urged that we should even at this
late hour, do our utmost to obtain reciprocal relations with
our neighbors. So far in this debate, hon.gentlemen from
the Maritime Provinces have held the floor, but I would not
have it thought for an instant that this question is only one
that affects the Maritime Provinces. The question of
a ]Reciprocity Treaty affects the whole Dominion, from
the Atlantic to the Pacific, as it also affects the
whole of the United States from the Atlantic to
the Pacific; and coming, as I do, from the Eastern
Townships, representing a section of the country
which bas just as great interest in reciprocity as bas Nova
Scotia, New Brunswick, or Prince Edward Island, I feel it
my duty bore to express my opinions on this question. I
cannot speak perhaps with so much authority for the
other parts of the Province of Quebec, although
I believe that all over the Province there is a
strong feeling in favor of reciprocity, but I am positive that
among the Eastern Townships, in the English speaking
portions of the Province of Quebec which border on the
States, that feeling is strong and universal, a feeling which
does not simply exist among the Liberals but bas an equally
strong hold among the Conservatives. It is a feeling so
strong that no gentleman need show himself on a hustings
in the Eastern Townships to-day who is not prepared to
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express his intention to do all ho can to secure reciprocity
with the United States. It may be that his political
allegiance may prevent him from doing anything, but ho
must at all events profess his readiness to do something or
lie will have little chance of being favorably received.
Some hon. gentlemen who were bore in 1878 may remember
that an bon. gentleman in this House, thon representing a
neighboring constituency to my own, I allude to the hon.
gentleman for Stanstead (Mr. Colby), made a speech on
the Tariff during which ho alluded particularly to the ques.
tion of reciprocity; and I believe ho was the originator of
that famous phrase which has since often been quoted: " If
we can not have reciprocity of trade, lot us have rociprocity
of tariff." In that speech ho gave as one of the great
reasons why we should have a protective tariff
in this country that it would force the United States
into giving us reciprocity. That was six years ago. Hon.
gentlemen opposite have been on the Treasury Benches
ever since and what have they accomplished? Have they
obtained for us reciprocity? No, they have not; they say
they cannot get it, they say that they cannot go to the
United States and get anything. Ras thoir protective
tariff brought them any nearer to that goal of reciprocity ?
No, it bas not; and what is more it bas not got for us any
of the things which were to make up for the want of recip-
rocity. One great reason why the people of the Eastern
Townships want reciprocity is that it will give them local
markets for their produce. We, in the Eastern Townships,
are not blessed with wide stretches of prairie but are obliged
to do our husbandry on a smaller scale. We have to engage
in mixed husbandry, and the things we raise and sell are
those which are peculiarly adapted to a local market. As
a matter of fact we do still export a great quantity of our
products to the American markets, and were it not for the
tariff of the United States we would enjoy a much greater
advantage in those markets than we do now. At the
time we bad reciprocity we had those markets
almost as completely as if we belonged to the United
States, but to-day unfortunately for ourselves and in
consequence of the peculiar position in which we are, owing
to circumstances of a peculiar nature which I am not
going to discuss just now, we have to pay the duties imposed
on our produce on their going into the Tnited States. The
result is that on our side of the lino we cannot obtain such
high prices as those which are obtained in the market to the
south of us by the American farmers. At the time, however,
that the protective policy was introduced, it was held out to
us that if we did not get a Reciprocity Treaty we were going
to have local markets built up among ourselves v hich would
accomplish all the good a Reciprocity Treaty could accom-
plish. Where are those local markets? I happon to know
pretty thoroughly the border towns of the Eastern Town-
ships, and I know that we have no such markets as were
promised. It was said that everywhere a local manufac-
tory was established the farmers around would get higher
prices for their products. Well, I can state one fact which
I know of my own knowledge that will show pretty clearly
such is not the case. To-day in the village of Magog, where
the print works which were built up by bon. gentlemen
opposite are in existence, the produce of the farm is sold at
exactly the same prices as in the village of Knowlton where
I live, where there is no manufacturing of any kind whatever.
And why is that the case? Simply because any one of the
townships through that part of the country can supply and
more than supply all the manufacturing people that there
are in any of those villages and towns. In the towns of Sher-
brooke and Coaticooke, where there is a larger manufactur-
ing population than in the village of Magog, the prices of
agricultural products have not been raised at all en that
account, simply because the number of the farmers around
them is so great that the moment their prices rise there is
an influx from all the neighboring country into that village

Mr. FIgza

or town and the prices go down again at once. I know as
a matter of fact that, two years ago, when soma 200 people
were at work in the village of Magog, building the manu-
factory there-quite as many as will be employed in the
manutactory, more than are now employed-farmers from
my neighborhood took their potatoes and pork to Magog,
hoping to get a higher price, owing to the promises which
had been held out by hon. gentlemen opposite, and
they brought them back and sold them in Knowl-
ton instead, because they could not get a higher price,
but on the contrary the prices were decreased, so
great was the influx of those mon with their pro-
duce to that place. This is a fair instance of
the local market which protection bas built up in the
rural portions of this country, and it is of a piece with all
the fallacies which underlie that policy, and among them is
that which was put forward by the hon. member for Stan-
stead (Mr. Colby), in his speech in 1878, that by means of
that reciprocity of tariffs, they were going to bring about
a reciprocity of trade. They have not done that and they
could not do it, and I think they were very foolish in su,-
posing that they could do it by any such means. We are
accused of going hat in hand and bogging for reciprocity
from the United States. It is nothing of the kind. Such a
thought is as far from us as from the hon. gentlemen oppo-
site. I have yet to learn or to think that a diplomatic
negotiation with a foreign power can, in any sense or in
anyway, be considered as derogatory to the power which
commences it. I understand very well that the lon.
gentlemen opposite may not desire reciprocity. Their
whole policy has been such as to lead them entirely in the
opposite direction from reciprocity. They have announced
it necessary as a part of their policy to retain Canada for
the Canadians, that they should build up our manufactories
and our people here by means of a protective policy,
and we know perfectly well that a reciprocal tariff
is a great blow at any protective policy. We
know that the facts shown in favor of reciprocity would tell
against the protective tariff, because, although reciprocity
may not be tso great a boon as free trade, still it would be
a step in that direction, and, were it successful, as even the
hon. gentlemen opposite themselves acknowledge it would
be, it would necessarily weaken their arguments that protec-
tion is a good thing for the country; and that I believe
to be one of the great reasons why the Government opposite
are so much opposed to commencing any attempt to bring-
ing about reciprocity. At this late hour in the evening, I
will not go into some figures and details of our trade rela-
tions with the United States which I have prepared and
which I intended to bring before the House. I think I have
shown shortly that the accusations which have been hurled
against us in consequence of our motion this evening are
not founded, and I think I have also shown pretty clearly
that the policy of the Government is not to get reciprocity,
but to work as much in the contrary direction as they can.

House divided on amendment of Mr. Davies, p. 1001.

YEs :

Messieurs
Allen,
Armstrong,
Auger,
Bain (Wentworth),
Bernier,
Blake,
Bourassa,
Burpee,
Cameron (Huron),
Cameron (Middlesex),
Campbell (Renfrew),
Cartwright,
Casey,
Catudal,
Oharlton,
Oook,

Fisher,
Fleming,
Forbes,'
Geoffrion,
Gilligor,
Gun,
Harley,
Holton,
Innue,
Irvine,
Jackson,
Kiag,
Kirk,
Landerkin,
Langelier,
Laurier,

Mclsaac,
McMullen,
Mille,
Mulock,
Paterson (Brant),
Platt,
Ray,

Rinfret,
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Springer,
Butherland (Oxford),
Sutherland (Selkirk),
Thompson,
Vail,
Watson,
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Davies,
De. St. George3,
Edgar,
Fairbank,

Lister,
Livingstone,
McCraney,

NAYs :
Messieurs

Abbott, Dupont,
Allison, Farrow,
Bain (Soulanges), Ferguson (Welland),
Baker (Victoria), Fortin,
Barnard, Foster,
Beaty, Gagné,
Bell, Gigault,
Benoit, Gordon,
Bergeron, Grandbois,
Bergin, Hackett,
Blondeau, Hall,
Bourbeau, Hay,
Bowell, Hesson,
Burns, Hickey,
Cameron (Inverness), Homer,
Cam pbell (Victoria), Harteau,
Carhng, Ives,
Caron, Jamieson,
Chapleau, .Jenkins,
Cimon, Kaulbach,
Cochrane, Kilvert,
Colby, Kinney,
Costigan, Kranz,
Coughlin, Langevin,
Curran, Lesage,
Cuthbert, Macdonald (Kirgs),
Daly, Macdonald (Sir John),
Daoust, Mackintosh,
Dawson, McMillan (Vaudreuil),
Vesaulniers (St.MA'rice),McCallum,
Dickinson, McDougald (Pictou),
Dodd, McLelan,
Dugas, MeNeill,

Amendment negativedà

Weldon,
Wilson and
Yeo.-58.

Massue,
Moffat,
Paint,
Patterson (Essex),
Pinsonneault,
Pope,
Pruyn,
Reid,
Riopel,
Robertson (Hasting),
Rykert,
Shakespeare,
Smali,
Smyth,
Sproule,
Stairs,
Taschereau,
Tas,é,
Temple,
Tilley,
Townshend,
Tupper,
Wallace (Albert),
Wallace (York),
White (Cardwell),
White (Hastings),
White (&enfrew),
Wigle,
Wood (Brockville),
Wood (Westmoreland),
Woodworth and
Wright.-98.

Mr. SUTHERLAND (Oxford). The hon. member for
South Perth has not voted.

Mr. TROW. I paired with Colonel Williams in the event
of my not succeeding in getting another pair for him. The
hon. member for L'Islet has not voted.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I paired with the hon. member for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell). I was voting for the
amendment.

SUPPLY.

House again resolved itself into Committee of Supply.

(In the Committee.)
To meet expenses in connection with the care of the

Archives ................................................ $6,000 00

Mr. POPE. The money expended on this item is for the
purchase of books and the copying of books, in London and
Paris, and printing and binding the same. Stationery is
also added, as well as the salary of Mr. Marmette, who was
at the time in Paris, and to whom we gave $4 a day. He
bas returned to Canada and is now occupied in this parti-
cular business.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I suppose you have
employed this money in obtaining copies mainly of some
historical books. What historical works did Mr. Marmette
succeed in procuring for us during the past year ? And
what is he going to be employed on this present year ?

Mr. POPE. In the present year, state papers relating
to the events immediately succeeding the conquest of 1759
and 1760, down to 1791, when the Provinces were divided;
also the papers from that date relating to Lower Canada,
and the same for Upper Canada, up to 1811. That is for
the coming year. Also copies of state papers relating to
the operations of Amherst, Howe, Wolfe, etc., and the
events which preceded the taking of Quebec. Also, in
Rome, important documents have been selected and copied,
although not yet received. At Quebec a large amount of
work bas been done, th-esult of part of whieh will be

found in the report of 1884. At Windsor, Sandwich and
Detroit, registers from about 1704, and important docu-
ments relating to the early settlement of that territory, are
in course of being copied, many of them being already
received and bound. Some of the papers, as I said before,
are copied in Rome, and some few in Paris.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What papers in Rome
do you expect to become possessed of ?

Mr. POPE. I could not tell the hon. gentleman.
Mr. CASGRAIN. Have you any idea of the cost of

these papers in Rome ?
Mr. POPE. No; there is not much to do there.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What officer has charge

of the work at Rome ?
Mr. POPE. I cannot say. Of course there is no officer.

There is only a copyist employed,
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Of course, I take it

for granted that if you are spending money in Rome
you are doing it through some particular channel. Who is
responsible for it ?

Mr. POPE. I am doing it through some particular
channel. The Pope, ofcourse, is at the head of that, and
the Pope is at the head of this.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGH. I hope
Pope knows more about it than this one.

Mr. BOWELL. Order.

the other

Mr. BLAKE. One knows everything and the other
knows nothing.

Mr. POPE. That is complimentary, as usual.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Although the hon.

gentleman was good enough to inform us that he was under
the direction of His Holiness, he did not state that either
His Holiness here or His Holiness there is doing the work.
Who is doing the work in Rome for us ?

Mr. POPE. Well, I cannot say. There are only copyists
doing work there.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGEIT. What papers are you
obtaining from Rome-?

Mr. POPE. I am obtaining some papers that Mr. Marmette,
who quite understands the value of papers, bas suggested
should be copied, as they relate to the early history of this
country.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What are they ?
Mr. POPE. I cannot tell the hon. gentleman what they

are.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Surely, if the public

money is being spent by direction of the hon. Minister for
the purposes of obtaining copies of certain documents in
Rome, he ought, before he allows public money to be ex-
pended, to be in a position to tell us what these documents
are, and -how they come to affect the history of this country.
That is his business, before he comes here to ask us for
money, he should tell us what the money is te be spent for.
I can understand, of course, that there may be, in the pos-
session of some great societies at Rome, documents which
affect the early history of this country-I suppose it may
be in connection with the society of the Propaganda, or
some of those great religious societies which, in early years,
employed missionaries in this country. I can quite under-
stand they may be of great importance, but we ought to
know what they are; we &ught to know what the hon.
gentleman wants to get the money for, and what he pro-
poses to give us for our money.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is a new theory that
when we are collecting antiquities and archives, a Minister
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who orders the collection must know what they are all
about.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No, but he ought to
know where they are.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That pretension is absurd.
Mr. Marmette, who is doing the work, is a gentleman of
education, an archæologist, specially employed for the pur-
pose of examining documents, both at Paris and at Rome,
and making researches in the proper quarter for documents
and papers connected with Canada, or relating to the history
of C anada. Now we know that in Rome there must
be a great many papers, instruments and documents, and
books of great interest to Canada, connected with the early
ecclesiastical history of Canada. We know, from the Rela-
tions des Jésuites, what they have done. I have no doubt that
there are in the records there a large number of documents
largely relating to Canada. I have no doubt, also, that at
the Vatican itself there are a great many instruments and
documents connected with the ecclesiastical occupation and
early settlement of this country, when Canada was con-
sidored as in partibus infidelium, and afterwards, when it was
laid out, as it is now, regularly as a Christian country.
And is it to be supposed that my hon. friend, or any Minister
having charge of the collection of documents of this kind,
should be obliged to know all about them ? I wonder what
Lord Palmerston knew about the collections made by Mr.
Kanitzsky? Why, of course, these gentlemen are employed
for the purpose of collecting such papers and such books,
and we must trust to them as experts. I have no doubt the
results will be that we will have-and we are doing it now,
early in the history of Canada-a collection of documents
of very great importance to Canada.

Mr. CASGRAIN. That may all be very truc, but we have
not yet received explanations in regard to the cost. I can
furnish the hon. gentleman with more information than he
bas given to the House. I think the person who volunteered
his services was Archbishop Taschereau of Quebeo. lis
presence in Rome was used in order to obtain access to the
Library of the Jesuits, and it was through his instrumen-
tality that the work was entered upon. That is the fact so
far as my information goes, and it will not be denied by the
other side ot the House. There is no doubt as to the value
of the documents ; though they are not very numerous, yet
there are some documents of interest in relation to the early
history of Canada. What is the amount likely required to be
paid for continuing those researches, and what has been
said ?

Mr. POPE.
$6,000 a year.
64,000 more.

The sum placed in the estimates has been
For the year of which we are now speaking
The whole vote has not been expended.

Sir RIC Ie ARD CARTWRIGHT. It is perfectly absurd
for the First Minister to talk, as he as done, about the im-
possibility of giving the Committee information in regard
te these matters. Here is a small vote, $6,000, for which
we are t: get information in London, Paris and Rome. You
may spend a very considerable amount to very little pur-
pose in making enquiries in the old libraries, which are of
immense extent, and where there are immense masses of
ail kinds of books, unless the work is carried on under some
definite rule, and with some particular object before you.
What I want to know is, whether the money was being
distributed in London, and whether it is a definite clas of
information that the Minister of Agriculture expects to
get; because, unless this is being done in some regular way,
the amount, although it is not a very large sum, will be
i hrown away. I know quite as well as the lon. First
Minister, that there are documents of very considerable
value there; but it was quite evident the Minister of Agri-
culture, unless the First Minister has since coached him,
did not know anything about them himself.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.

Mr. CASEY. It was very kind of the Premier to come
to the assistance of his colleague and suggest what never
apparently occurred to himself, the nature of the docu-
ments that might be copied at Rome. But it was very
unkind of him, on the other hand, to say that it was absurd
to imagine that the Minister should know what was being
done. That was an unwarrantable slight on the hon. gentle-
man. I think the Minister of Agriculture is quite capable
of understanding the value of documents of this class if he
would have a few minutes conversation with the gentleman
directly in charge as to what was going on, what documents
were being copied and at what cost. It would not be asking
too much from the hon. gentleman to request him to bend
his powerful mind in that direction for half an hour before
he comes down with the estimates, so that Le could give the
Committee a general idea of what interesting historical
records are being obtained. We have this annual vote
for our Archives. We have no statement that I know of as
to the nature of the documents copied from year to year. It
should be in the report of the caretaker of the Archives, but
I have not seen the report for this year. I have not, in
fact, seen the report of the Department of Agriculture in
which that would be contained.

Some lon. MEMBERS. It is down.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.

have spent half an hour on that.
Hear, hear. You might

Mr. CASEY; It is not my Department. I am not paid
to look at the report of the caretaker of the Archives.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You are.
Mr. CASEY. If part of my indemnity is paid for looking

at the Archives 'Report, if it is my duty to see that report
immediately it comes down and make myself thoroughly
familiar with it, thon surely to a greate r extent it is the
duty of the head of the Department, under whos e direction
it has been prepared, to have some acquaintance with it. It
has been shown that the hon. gentleman does not know so
much about it as a member of the Opposition. He has been
asked as to official documents copied in Rome, and he does
not pretend to know anything about the matter. He had to
resort to his leader to ascertain what the documents might
be, and to receive information from this side of the House as
to what bas been done in his own Department. I must
say it is a very ridiculous exhibition of incompetency in
connection with the estimates. I know these are strong
words to use. I do not expect very full and detailed explana-
tion from the Minister in question, but in a matter of this
kind, which, I repeat, he could have learned in half an hour s
conversation with the proper officer, it is too bad we should
be treated to such answers as he as given to-night. Ir
appears from the information we have in the Public Accounts
that last year $1,643 were spent by cheques drawn by the
High Commissioner of Canada in England in connection
with this service. As this is a very considerable sum,
probably the Minister of Agriculture may be prepared to
give some information as to how this money was spent, as
to whether it was all for copying, what the documents ard,
and so forth.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Carried.
Mr. CASEY. No, not carried yet. I want an explana-

tion. It is the Minister's duty when a question is asked to
answer it. If the hon. gentleman persists in treating the
House and independent members of the House in this
way-

Mr. RYKERT. You.

Mr. CASE Y. Yes, me ; and I can tell the hon. member that
I am an older member of this flouse than is the hon. gentle-
man who attempts to sneer at me. If the Minister continues
to treat with studied discourtesy hon. members, and to
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refuse to answer questions, I can only put it down to ignor.
ance,

Mr. LANGELIER. I must say that this kind of work
requires a great deal Qf care. The Government of Quebec
have been publishing, during the last two or three years, a
very important collection of documents concerning the old
history of Canada, and especially of the Province of Quebec.
They have published three large volumes, well got up, and
which do great credit to the Department which las prepared
them. But I call the attention of the Minister of Agriculture
to these volumes, on account of this fact: when the first
volume was published people well acquainted with the old
history of this country pretended that the documents were
not complete, and not only that they were not complete,
but that they were garbled and inaccurate. A long discus-
sion went on, and I may briefly state the result. It was
contended that the inaccuracies to be found in those docu.
ments were intentional on the part of the Government:
that some changes had been made in order not to displease
high ecclesiastical authorities. After a good deal of discus-
sion it was ascertained that the cause of the inaccuracies
and of the lacunes in the documents was due to this fact:
the proper place had not been gone to for the documents.
They had been obtained from some public department in
Paris, and copied by a gentleman in Boston. And the
Government of the Province of Quebec sent to Boston to
have them copied again, and the gentleman who prepared
them for the Massachusetts Government said the documents
were correct as far as they went, but, of course, as he said
in explanation, he went to Paris to copy these documents
for a particular purpose, and he only copied those por-
tions which were useful to his purpose and lie left the rest,
not with any bad intention or tor the purpose of publishing
inaccurate documents, but simply because lie did not require
to publish the rest. It is important that those who go to
Paris or Rome to copy documents should go to original
sources, and not copy second-hand documents which have
been copied by some one else, or otherwise we are likely to
]ose our money. I do not say that this is the case, as I have
no information to that effect, and I have no reason to doubt
from the information given by the hon. gentleman that the
documents will be copied from really original sources. I
simply call attention to the importance of getting these
documents from original sources and not taking second-hand
copies. Whilst I am on my feet I wish to call the atten-
tion of the Government to another matter. I see by
the Quebee papers that the Government of that Province
are going to continue the publication of these papers.
They are about now to begin the publication of a most
important series-the archives cf Le Conseil Souverain de la
Nouvelle France. The value of these documents it is almost
impossible for any one to conceive who has not seen a por-
tion of them. They contain all the acts of the Governments
of New France, almost from the time of the settlement of
Canada until the cession of this country to England. As I
have said already, the Government of Quebec are going to
commence the publication of these documents, and I would
ask if it would not be possible to make some arrangement
with the Government of the Province of Quebec, by which
this Government would have the opportunity of distributing
these documents as they are published by the Government
of Quebec, for they have not only reference to the Province
of Quebec, but to the whole of British North America. The
decisions of that council refer to all the acts of the Govern-
ment and its Administration, and the judicial decisions which
were rendered at that time are to be found in these
archives. Some of those documents, I am informed, refer
to some portions of the North-West with reference to the
Coureurs des Bois. I think it would be a good thing if the
Dominion Government could make some arrangement with
the Government of Quebec, in order to distribute to those
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who receive such documenta as are published by the Gov-
ernment of Canada, those which are to be published by the
Government of Quebec, for they are of very great impor-
tance.

Mr. POPE. I can only say that I receive the suggestion
of my hon. friend in the same kind and gentlemanly spirit
in which he has made it. I have had some little corres-
pondence with the Government of Quebec about this mat-
ter, and I hope we will be able to make some arrangement
of the kind, and that we will be able to send Mr. Brymner
down to look over them. With respect to copying from
copies, there is nothing surer than the fact which the hon.
gentleman has stated. It is utterly impossible to avoid
mistakes if these letters are copied from copies; but we
get no letters except those which are taken from original
sources. We have those papers in London examined by two
specialists-two gentlemen whose business it is to examine
every single one of thiem and see that they are correct be-
fore they are bound, so that I think our papers will prove
to be correct. With respect to what the hon. member for
Huron said, it is possible that I may have mentioned the
matter to Mr. Marmette, though it has passed from my mind;
but I will endeavor to get the information.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How much do you
mean to apportion to the service at Rome ?

Mr. POPE. It is a very small amount-I canno say at
the moment how much, but I will ascertain.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. My reason for asking
is that where there are voluminous archives to be examined
the assignment of a very small sum is practically thrown
away. I do not think the hon. gentleman will find that
these documents relating to the early history of Canada-
with which we are going to charge ourselves chiefly-are
separated carefully. I think a considerable amount of
research would be required in order to get at the informa-
tion he wants, and that is my reason for calling his atten-
tion to the matter. I know that is the case in these old
libraries. I have had occasion to hunt mysolf for documents
in similar places, and I know that a small sum of money
soon disappears. I have had some doubt whether we can
expend advantageously the sum of $6,000 in four or five
different directions I think, last year the hon. gentleman
talked of extending his researches in New England. Was
anything done in that direction ?

Mr. POPE. From the work we are doing, and having
these parties engaged particularly in London, who are
accustomed to this. sort of work, I was advised by the High
Commissioner that the sum we had at our disposal for obtain-
ing information with reference to the early history of
Canada was not enough. Of course, these I speak of are
something in connection with copies which have already
been made. My attention was first drawn to this by the
Abbé Verreau, and he first went to Paris, and afterwards
visited Rome and looked over them. It is true that the
selection of these documents requires the greatest possible
care, and you have sometimes to go through very volumin-
ous documents to pick out a very little. It was first the
suggestion of the Abbé Verreau, and afterwards Mr. Mar-
mette gave his observations.

Mr. BLAKE. As to the absurdity of asking the infor.
mation which my hou. friend asked, the Minister of Agri-
culture bas relieved him because he bas promised very
properly to give the information which the First Minister
declared it was impossible to give. The First Minister
said we must have the documents before we can talk over
tbem, and it was absurd, he said, to demand the character
of the documents, but now we are going to know in a
general sense what we are going to get. The hon. member
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for Huron did not ask the hon, gentleman to repeat or read
the contents of the papers, or even to be conversant with
them, but he asked the general character of the papers
which have been ob'tained.

Mr. POPE. We have not got them ail.

Mr. BLAKE. Of course we understand that with
reference to the Haldimand collection. But when we are
told that you are going to documents existing in the
libraries of the Jesuits and the Propaganda we want to
know something of the general line in which you are
working, in order to have some idea of what the processes
of investigation and acquisition may be. I was delighted to
hear this statement of my hon. friend from Megantic (Mr.
Langelier), and I am quite sure the hon. gentleman will
arrange that we should have the benefit of those documents,
which must be of the highest value not to the Province
of Queb c exclusively, but as appertaining to almost the
whole of Canada and to a country much more extensive.
And I dare say, when the hon. gentleman publishes these
documents, that in the archives, the locality of La Nouvelle
France will be ascertained, as well as the locality of the
Province of St. Paul, about which there appeared to be
some obscurity the other day in the discussion which took
place in the House.

Mr. CASEY. As the hon. gentleman chose to retire Into
what I suppose he considered a dignified silence in answer
to my question about the expenses in London, perhaps he
will not object to receive a little information on this point
if he will not give any. I find that the expenditure for
copyists last year was $2,023, while books, maps, etc., only
cost 81,714, and the stationery and binding apparently
trifling sumas. This comparatively large expenditure on
copying would naturally be expected when old documents
were to be copied; but the question arises, who did this
work, which has been so frequently referred to, of looking
through the documents and deciding what should be
copied ? I see that Mr. Marmette is down for a salary
and living allowance. Do I understand that he was in
charge of the work of selecting what was to be copied ?

Mr. POPE. No; Mr. Brymner himself made the selec-
tions to be copied in London.

Mr. CASEY. Mr. Brymner went to London for that
purpose ?

Mr. POPE. Yes. He went twice to London.

To meet expenses in connection with pre-
paration of Criminal Statistics........$4,000 00

Mr. BLAKE. Willthe lion. gentleman explain what pro-
gress le is making in this ?

Mr. POPE. The hon, gentleman will rhaps receive
earlier than usual the statistics for 1883-. Al that we
have for 1883-84 are already compiled ; but the returns
come in slowly, and they cannot be published until they are
nearly all in. But we are making fair progress, and we are
improving this year over last year. We are much farther
in advance now than we were at this time last year.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman can hardly have failed
to observe some rather serions criticisme on the results of
those statistics which have appeared from time to time,
seeming to indicate that the infoimation he has received
can hardly be reliable. Some of the result oseem to be so
extraordinary that I cannot but fancy there must be some
carelessness in the preliminary preparation of the informa-
tion. Of course, I quite understand that in the iniLiation of
a system of this kind, 3 ou have to train the people as you
get them, and it is only by degrees that you eau approach
perfection and accuracy; but per:.ction and accuracy will
not ho attained unless there be a system at the head office
for watching the resulta from the different quarters, making

Mr. BLAKE.

a test, and communicating with those officers whose returns
appear to be abnormal, with the view of getting them righted
from year to year. That is one point I would like to ascer-
tain, whether such enquiries have resulted in finding the
cause of some of these extraordinary inaccuracies, or whether
we are to assume that they are not inaccuracies. Another
point is this: I suggested to the hon. gentleman last year
that the value of these papers very largely depended upon
his getting each year, in easy and plain form, a comparative
statement, not of all the details, but of a considerable portion
of them, that would enable us to ascertain the rise and fall
of crime from year to year at a glance.

Mr. POPE. I was not here last year to hear the hon.
gentleman's remarks; but I did observe some criticisms,
and I instructed Mr. Layton to carry out the system in tho
direction suggestod as far as possible. As for errors, it is
entirely impossible for me to entirely remove what the hon.
gentleman calls errors. There may be a great many arrests,
and there may be a great many warrants issued more than
there are detections; a great many may be arrested this
year who are tried next year; so that the figures cannot be
got to agree exactly. I have instructed Mr. Layton to
correspond with the officers so as to have the statistics as
correct as possible.

To meet expenses in connection with Dominion
Exhibition. ... ... .............................. $10,000 00

Mr. HALL. I would like to ask if this sum or any
portion of it is already pledged to anyparticular locality.
My object in asking is to call the hon. Minister's attention
to the fact that we are establishing an exhibition building
on a large scale at Sherbrooke; and as we expect that
Sherbrooke will shortly be on the short lino railway between
the Canadian Pacific Railway and the Maritime Provinces,
it would be a very desirable locality at which to hold the
Dominion Exhibition."

Mr. POPE. I must say that it is not applied to any par-
ticular place. As usual, there have been a good many
applications, but nothing bas been settled. The programme
that will be carried out will be the same as formerly, as far
as possible, that is to assist the people in bringing in their
products as cheaply as possible.

Mr. BLAKE. The programme has rather varied.
Originally, this was a grant of $5,000; then there was a
particular occasion in which it was increased to $10,000
for some special reason. The exhibition was to have been
held in the city of St. John, and it was alleged that owing
to the distance or the very special character of the exhibi-
tion or otherwise, an increase was necessary. Having once
got up to 810,000, as is the habit of estimates it stuck at
*10,000. Then, the hon. gentleman divided it, and gave
85,000 each to two exhibitions, last year, so that instead of
having $5,000 for one, ultimately increased to $10,000, and
thon carried on normally at $10,000, we have $10,000 for
the two. Is it proposed, this year, to keep this grant for
one place or to again divide it ?

Mr. POPE. It will be kept at one place.
Mr. BLAKE. Is the original system of rotation to be

adopted in choosing the place ?

Mr. POPE. I think that as a rule, the system of rotation
is adopted as far as it can conveniently suit the whole
country. The hon, gentlemen is aware that the $5,000 was
found to be too little to do the service adequately, and I
being a simple and a honest farmer thought my cooperators
in farming had a right to a little more and gave it to them.

Mr. BLAKE. Sometimes these people who are very
simple deceive themselves and fail todeceive the rest of the
world. The hon. gentleman says in the same breath that
he found that he could not do with $5,000 for one place and
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took $10,000, and thon ho divided the $10,000 into two
grants of $5,000 eOach for two principal places, 85,000 in one
place and 85,000 in the other. That is very simple.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria). I gather from the remarks of the
hon. the Minister of Agriculture, that this specific sum of
$10.000 is not applied to any particular place at present, and
that the whole amount should consistently be expended in
one particular spot. I am aware that the Dominion annual
exhibition, has been held in every capital city of the Domin-
ion with the exception, as my ion. friend from Queen's (Mr.
Davies) informed us last year, of Charlottetwon, P.E.I., and
I am informed that Winnipeg has also not been favored in
that regard.

Mr. BLAKE. Nor Quebec.
Mr. BAKER. I hope the hon. gentleman will kindly

take into consideration the claims of a Province that has
already been fourteen years in the Dominion and bas not
yet been blessed with any demonstration of that kind. Of
course the innate modesty, for which the hon. members from
British Columbia are proverbial, precludes the possibility
of our asking for the entire sum; but when you take into
consideration the distance that Victoria is from, the capital
of the Dominion, I think our modesty, feigned or otherwise,
may be overlooked, and the entire sum for the annual
Exhibition of the Dominion be given to Victoria, and the
exhibition held there this year. I think we can guarantee to
give an exhibition which will be worthy of one of the capital
Provinces of the Dominion, and certainly if we have no other
exhibit we shallh be able to give a very large exhibit in the
shape of Chinese, one which will afford, not only many
members of this House, but visitors from all parts of the
Dominion, an opportunity of really seeing what this parti-
cular class of animal is like. But in any case, speaking
seriously, I think that the Province of British Columbia has
some claim to having this vote expended in that section of
the Dominion. We have been told over and over again
that the rapidly approaching completion of the Canadian
Pacific Railway is going to bring us so many and so great
boons that I hope this will be one of them.

Mr. WATSON. I think I followed my hon, friend lat
year in asking for this grant, and I think the hon. Minister
of Agriculture last year promitsed ho would try and give the
question of holding the exhibition in Winnipeg favorable
consideration. I laid before the louse last year the reasons
why this exhibition should be held in Winnipeg. It will be
the means of enabling people from other parts of the
Dominion to judge the products of the country and to see
the country itself, and I think it will be the means of assist-
ing immigration to that country. One hon. gentleman said
that the county ho represented was on the short line, but
we are on the lino of the Canadian Pacific Railway, which
is supposed to be opened this falil, and the people who visit
the exhibition in Winnipeg will be able to take an excur-
sion over the Canadian Pacific Railway. I hope the hon.
Minister will see fit to give this grant to Winnipeg and I am
sure the results will be beneficial.

Mr. BAKER As far as I am personally concerned, I
have not the slightest objection to the exhibition being held
in Winnipeg, as Winnipeg has a priority of claim having
been longer in the Dominion than Victoria, and therefore 1
shall be glad to know that it is the intention of the Govern-
ment to work west, for in that case they will eventually
reach British Columbia.

Mr. BLAKE. We will meet you half way.
Mr. MILLS. The hon. minister might have some diffi-

culty at present to get to either place.

Mortuary Statitic.. ................ .15,000 00

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would like the hon.
minieter to explain in detail what ho is doing and what ho

proposes te do with respect to this subject. Over what ex-
tent of he country doe. thim extend and what number of
people does it embrace? Of course for $15,000 he can get
over no great extent of ground, but I would like to know
what the present arrangement& are.

Mr. POPE. At the conference of physicians, as explained
to my hon. friend the other night, who met here upon this
question, they decided we ought to commence on a small
scale at first, but it will take a long time as my hon. friend
from West Durham says, to get people into the way of
giving correct statistics. We began with the chief cities
of Canada, for instance Montreal, Quebec, Fredericton,
Halifax, St. John, Winnipeg and Victoria; and col-
lected statistics. I do not know whether the hon. gentle-
men has seen the report but the books have been distributed.
Some of these, before they were published at all, had to be
sent back half a dozen times or more. At the time this
was decided upon, it was decided that we should commence
with these principal cities, and extend it afterwards to the
smaller towns with a population of 5,000 or upwards.
Within the last six months several of these towns have
appointed health officers. They themselves appoint the
oicers who procure these statistics. When a town has
appointed the officer and asked to come in for the purpose
of the collection of these statistics, the man it has appointed
health offlcer procures the statistics for us. That is the
invariable course. We expended last year, on the ton prin-
cipal towns that came in, $4,645 of this money. This year
I think it will take the whole vote of 815,000 probably,
because there are so many smaller towns.

Mr. WILSON. low many smaller towns have made
application ?

Mr. POPE. Any town that has appointed a health
officer-and that is a sine qua non-and makes an applica-
tion, if it has over 5,000 population, is allowed to come in.
I have not the number here, but I think that probably ton
or twelve have come in. I think there are 25 such towns
that would be entitled to come in if they appointed their
health officer.

Mr. WILSON. You say that only $4,645 have been
expended in the 10 cities. It is evident that they would
coet more in the collection of the returns there than in the
smaller ones. You have added only six or eight more, and
certainly, if they cost as much as the cities, it is not
likely it would make more than $3,000 or $4,000
additional.

Mr. POPE. There are twenty-five or thirty more
entitled to come in. If I do not spend any more, it will
not go.

Mr. WILSON. Has the city of London applied to come
in?

Mr. POPE. I do not think so. I do not recollect that it
has.

Mr. WILSON. Formerly that was one of the cities em-
braced in this system, but, as I undersrand, the city of
London found that it was not beneficial to remain longer,
and it has refused to appoint a health officer, so, of course,
it is no longer under the regulations.

Mr. POPE. We have never had a report from London.
It has never been in.

Mr. WILSON. As, unfortunately, last year the hont
Minister was not here to give us a full account, I should like
to have it now. A number of physicians met in the city of
Ottawa, and after being in council for some time with the
then Minister of Railways, Sir Charles Tupper, they decided
to introduce a system of this kind. The Minister has adopted
this system and, as it has been in operation for a length of
time, I think we are entitled to fu information as to its
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working up to the present. We are gradually increasing seasons and the classes of disease which have caused the
the amount of the expense. most ill-health in a particular way. What is the idea in

Mr. POPE. No, I have reduccd it. short ?

Mr. WILSON. They did not expend the amount they Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman will find the different
formerly took, they expended only a little over $4,000 last diseases classified, and the number of people who have died
year, and now they propose to expend $15,000, soit appears of each disease, or been sick with it. He will find, perhaps
that we are increasing the'expense, and it is no more three or four diseases that have been specially fatal. The
than right and fair that, when the hon. gentleman is intro- real object is to find what diseases are most fatal, and those
ducing something of this nature, he should give full explan. generally prevaihng in the country, as such information
ations and show some reasons for the course he la propos- will be of great value to the medical profession.
ing. I think it would have been better if we had adopted Mr. LANGELIER. I happened to attend that meeting
the system and taken advantage of the provincial boards of of medical gentlemen which took place here two years ago,
health, and worked in unison with them. He might have and I remember that a very important question was raised.
had some scruples, some objections, to adopt that system as It had been proposed by all the gentlemen at that meeting
far as the Province of Ontario is concerned, but I think to have a Bill pass by this Parliamnt-and I think the
their alTangement has been very efficient and their collec- draft of it was already prepared-for the purpose of obtain-
tion of health statistics has proved to be very successful as ing vital and mortuary statistics, and at the same time to
far as a system of this kind can be. It would therefore take measures for the preservation of the public health. An
have been much better for him to adopt some means, where- objection was made by Sir Charles Tupper that this Parlia-
by he could have worked in unison with the provincial ment had not jurisdiction, and I think that objection was
boards, and we would have had better results. The well taken. Sir Charles Tupper, speaking in the name of
Minister ought to give us a little more explanation as to the Government, promised that some correspondence should
the working of this system, so that we may understand it, be had with the Imperial Government in order to have our
and that we may be in a position to see the results he is Constitution amended. Ie pretended that there had been
likely to produce from the expenditure of this large amount some misunderstanding in the original draft of the British
of monoy. [f ho can succeed, I would be the last to object North America Act; that by the draft the public bealth had
to a vote of this kind. It would be a good thing if he could been put under the control of the Dominion Parliament, but
show that the people of Canada are a long lived peopl3, a when the draft in question was passed into an Act by the
hardy people, and a people likely to live to an advanced British Parliament, this provision had been lett out. It is evi-
age. I think he would promote immigration if he could dent that this point, relating to civil rights, fell under the
prove that and send it forth to the world, but, jurisdiction of the Local Legislature. I would like to know
with the meagre information we have, I think we are not whether any steps have been taken, as Sir Charles Tupper
justified in voting $15,000 at this time. promised, to secure from the Imperial authorities an amend-

M. CASGRAIN. I desire to make a suggestion to the ment to our Constitution ; or whether the Government
minister. There is one fact in this country which baffled have abandoned the idea of amending the Constitution in
all the tables of insurance companies. It is the fact of so that particular ?
many militia men having survived the ordinary length of Mr. POPE. I do not know that any steps have been
life. taken in that direction.

Mr. PAINT. Pensioners. Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon, gentleman
Mr. CASGRAIN. Yes, of course. I mention this because answered only one-haîf of my question as to the heaith

I had to study the subject when I was connected with a life statistics. I wanted te know ,whether it was a part of the
insurance company, and it is a fact of such importance that business of these officers to make what one may cail a
it baffles all the calculations of insurance tables. I have no report of the characteristics of the year, 80 to speak.
doubt that thore may be a few cases of fraud among the Mr. POPE. I do Dot know.
pensioners, but that ingredient would not be sufficient to Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIT. The point is one not
show the wide divergence there is between the insurance much attended to, but it may ho considered important by
tables and the survivorships of those pensioners. It would be medical mon. Lt is admitted, I believe, now-a-days, that
a matter of easy work, I think, to collect the statistics as diseaes are changing from tine to time. Certain
to these pensioners, ascertaining their birth and their classes of diseases are much more dangerous and
age, and following them to the day of death, because, if you fatal from year to year than they used to ho;
look at the insurance tables, the age at which it ceases to and others less se. These are iargely affected by
operate does not go beyond 80, and all your pensioners the climatic positions and other conditions which would
to-day are over that age. Therefore, if any of these men naturally snggest themacives to a medicai man. I
called upon an insurance office to get the insurance, they wanted to know whether, besides a bare record ef
would all have been wiped out by the ordinary table, and the causes of death, anything of the nature of a detailed
the fact is that there remain some 565 out of 28,000 militia report as to the healthy or unheuithy condition of particu.
men all round. This shows the longevity of this conntry lar localities, was submitted te the Minister; or whether, as
to be far beyond that of any other country of the world. yet, ho has confined himself to mortuary statistics in the

Mr. MILLS. Some of these are not the samne men as strict sense of the word.
they were ten years ago. Mr. POPE. The report will be in the direction indicated

Sir RICHARD CAIRTWIRIGHT. What domS the hon. by the Hon, gentleman. Each medical officer expected,
gentleman do with these heaith statistios ? Dses ho require at the end of the year, to make a report upon anythig ex-
from these fficers simply statements of the number of; traordinary in is oclity, and th wha to be publised.
persons who die and the cause of the death, or is it These returns are made monthly, and I hope to be able to
intended aise te trace the progress of disosâe in theso cities publish them monthly. 1 think 1 would have been able te
and tewnsr? publish them from the fist of this year, buto have net been

able te get the iast volume ready for distribution, although
Mr. POPE. Yes, it i8. it is complted. I do not complain f the Queen's ters,

SirRICARDCÂRWRIHT.Ândte send in but there has been some difficulty in getting th e voume

SirrRICARDACARWRAGHT.TheGpoitisde not

reports showing the sicklinQ or health of particular !otsdY h
Mr. WiLisoit
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is Dr. Playter's

litle journal; that might, perhaps, be utilised..
Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman did not understand me,

I hope to get a monthly report made of each of the places
But you cannot do that at first, although I thirk I would
have been able to do it if I could have got the printing
done. Some of the reports come in such an incorrect form,
that I have had to send them back, and that has _delayed
publication.

Mr. HICKEY. I think the Minister has explained a
great point in this matter. There are statistics of very
great importance to the medical fraternity, and to the
public at large, but of very little use unless they can be
given to the people as soon as possible. As he says, if they
could be published monthly, so that the public could get a
knowledge of the existence of certain diseases, it would be
of the utmost importance, but these statistics would be of
very little use unless they can be quickly circulated in
order that the hyzienic and vital inferences can be drawn
from the facts collected.

Mr. WILSON. Does the Ministersend outany forms?
Mr. POPE. Yes.
Mr. WILSON. Could ho tell uswhat-these forms are?

It appears to me, according to the item, that the greater
portion of the expense is in reference to the collection of
the death records and existing diseases. I think it would
be well to send out a blank form embracing all the subjects
that have been spoken of.

Mr. POPE. We always do that; but although it is so
simple a thing, we find that the returns are made so incor-
rectly that we have to send them back five or six times,
perhaps more, before they come in correct.

Mr. PAINT. I would like to see some plan adopted
whereby we might obtain, if possible, correct returns at the
end of each month, of the births and deaths throughout the
Dominion. It will be information that will ho read and
looked upon with as much interest as a great deal we
receive. I hope someplan may be devised whereby that
result can b reached.

Mr. BLAKE. The system which the hon. gentleman
has adopted is, as I understand him, one which is only
applicable to urban populations, and not to the rural por-
tions of the country. Does ho think that is satisfactory as
a permanency ?

Mr. POPE. Perhaps not; it is only done as a trial.
Mr. BLAKE. It is a trial after a plan which will never

give satisfaction, because it gives you no reasonable idea
which you can communicate to the public as to the average
duration of life and the condition of health throughout
Canada as a whole, because you are dealing simply with
urban population, which have special types of disease, and,
at ail events, special modes of life very different from those
of the country. We have some conditions tending to life
and others to disease existing in cities. Our sewage
arrangements, and arrangements for water conveniences,
and so forth are very often the machinery for the intro-
duction of disease into our houses, as we know very 'yell.
My difficulty with the hon. gentleman's plan is not merely
that it is confined to urban populations, but it is one not
capable of expansion to the whole country ; so if it doos
succeed with the urban population after ail, ho has not done
half his work. What is the hon, gentleman doing ? So far as
I can gather almost the whole of the work is connected
with mortuary statistics.

Mr. POPE. We get the several diseases.
Mr. BLAKE. Diseases from which persons were sup-

posed to have died. Does the hon, gentleman obtain the
duration of the illness ?

M r. POPE. No.
Mr. BLAKE. You get the deaths from fatal types of

. diseases which have occurred ?
Mr. POPE. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. I must say it seoes to me that a plan

which, in its nature, is confessedly applicable only to one
part of the population is one that really ought to be aban-
doned, and the hon. gentleman ought to work on lines
which, even although ho may, from motives of economy,
apply them for the moment only te one class of the popula-
tion, would ultimatoly be capable of expansion to
the whole country. If the suggestions made by the hon.
gentleman and by the hon. member for Dundas (Mr.
lickey)were carried out,he would ho very largely trenching

on local matters. We have, of course, a right to deal with
statistics; but when we talk of engaging in the collection
of figures, and the publishing of them monthly, with a
view te iforming the publie and the medical fraternity as
to the condition of the public health, we are rather engaging
in matters connected with the public health than with the
publication of statistics. If the hon. gentleman proposes to
adopt that system, I do not see why hoeshould not act on
the suggestion of the hon. member for Elgin (Mr. Wilson),
and endeavor to cooperate with those now actually engaged
in that work. For some time in the Province of Ontario
they have been engaged in carrying out, under difficulties
such as those which the hon. gentleman says attend the
initiation of any plan of this kind, a system for obtaining
a record of the public health. Maps are published monthly
in alarming colors, which show the waves and zones of
disease over the Province, and they make a man disposed
to lave it altogether. Their plan is in its nature-I do not
know whether it is capable of being well worked out-but
it is in its nature different from that of the hon. gentle-
man. It is to be applied to municipalities. The municipa-
lity is the unit, and appoints the board of health and offi-
cers, and the plan is one which will ultimately deal with the
whole question. It seems to me that the hon. gentle-
man ought to call a halt and decide whether his scheme is
one which, so far as it has advanced, is likely to prove really
useful or not. I say that a plan which deals only with the
city and leaves out the rural population is'one which will
not answer. We should adopt a plan capable of being ap-
plied to the whole country, although you may begin with
the population of a certain section of the country and see
how il works and how much it costs. When the bon.
gentleman proposed the vote some years ago ho gave no
explanation in regard to it, because, ho said, it was only ex-
perimental. Now that it has been in operation for several
years the hon. gentleman thinks ho should not give an
explanation because the working out of it lies in the futurei
The system bas been established in a certain way and to
a certain extont, but it does not seem to me, from what the
hon. gentleman bas said, that it is likely to be such a
system as we ought to make permanent in this country, and
I think, therefore, the hon. gentleman ought to perfect
a plan applicable to the whole country, if we are to go into
it at alil.

1Mr. POPE. It would involve a very much larger expen-
diture of money than I would feel disposed to ask, until we
had tried this experiment. A very large body of influential
mon pressed this matter upon me and the Government
decided to give it a trial. We have hardly had a chance to
give it a trial yet, and I cannot acoept the hon. gentleman's
proposition.

Mr. BLAKE. I dare say a body of very influential gen-
tlemen pressed the hon. gertleman recently te expend
public money, and ho may have yielded to that pressure.
But we want to know whether that body was right or
wrong, and whether the plan which the body of influential
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gentlemen proposed and to which he yielded is one likely
to be satisfactory to the country at large. Are we to be
told that a system of mortuary statistics which the hon. gen-
tleman frankly admitted is, in its essence, a plan inapplicable
to the whole rural population, is one which is to be made per.
manent ? I do fnot care how infinential those gentlemen are,
I say they were wrong, and that they should have
devised a plan which was susceptible of expansion to the
whole community. The First Minister has said we are a
rural population with the prejudices of a rural population.
Amongst those prejudices is this: if there is to be a system
of mortuary statistics, it should apply to persons living in
the country as well as in towns. You cannot get such
general results as are useful otherwise. To what end shall
we appeal ? To the agricultural populations of other
countries for particulars with respect to longevity and
public health if we do not get the statistics of that class of
our community?

Mr. POPE. You must creep before you walk.
Mr. BLAKE. I do not think this is creeping, bocause the

plan is incapable of being applied to the whole country.
The hon. gentleman said it was inapplicable to the rural
parts.

Mr. POPE. I did not say so.
Mr. BLAKE. I understood the hon. gentleman to say

that his plan in its nature was inadmissible as to the rural
parts. Can he form any idea of what it would cost to apply
it all over ?

Mr. POPE. It would cost very largely.
Mr. BLAKE. How largely ?
Mr. POPE. I could not say now, and surely the hon.

gentleman could not expect it. I f ancy, however, it would
cost five times the $20,000.

Mr. BLAKE. I should think so-more than that. Has
the hon. gentleman con idered the suggestion of my hon,
friend from Elgin, which I suppose must have been pre-
sented to him, as to attempting to cooperate with the pro-
vi ncial authorities as far as they have established systems
of this kind ?

Mr. POPE. My impression is that it would be quite
impossible to collect through that machinery-unless they
were more careful than they have boen-anything which
would give accurate statistics,

Mr. WILSON. Through what machinery are you col-
lecting them at the present time in towns and cities ? Ia it
not the same machinery which is used in the Province of
Ontario? What is the system the hon. gentleman is adopt-
ing, and what are the results of that system ?

Mr. POPE. They are very good.
Mr. WILSON. They may be very good, but it is evident

that the hon. gentleman is the only one who has any know-
ledge of it ; none of the rest of us have.

Mr. POPE. I will se that you are educated to it.

Mr. WILSON. I think what the hon. leader of the Opposi-
tion suggested is the better system, and that the hon.
gentleman would do well to cry a haît and get some other
scheme. He stated that it may be a foolish scheme, but I
think it is very evident that lis scheme is a very foolish
one, and until ho gets a little more wisdom than he has
displayed in this scheme, we had botter save the money.

Mr. SPROULE. I do not see any difficulty in extending
the scheme, provided there was more money given. I was
one of the committee who waited on the Minister of Agri-
culture and pressed the matter on lis attention, and I believe
it was the general opinion of all the medical men of the
House that it was both practicable and useful, and so far

Mr. BLAKE.

as the expenditure of a small amount of money has
been able to do it, it has been productive of good results.
I do not see any difficulty in extending it in Ontario,
where we have vital statistics collected by clerks of munici-
palities, but to act in cooperation with the organisation
which exists in Ontario would be very difficult, because I
believe there is no disposition on the part of that organiza-
tion to work in harmony with this. They seem to contend,
in the first place, that they have not the authority, and in
the next place that they are not inclined to associate them-
selves with this organisation and carry out the work on the
same principla that it is being carried on here. The one
involves a very large number of officers who must be paid,
and the other a very small number. Possibly a little more
experience would be useful, so that the reports might be
given monthly instead of quarterly. I think the only diffi-
culty now is the small amount of money voted, and I believe
a portion of it is expended in keeping up sanitary journals,
which is an important matter, because they are distributed
all over the country to sanitary commissioners, medical mon
and others, and they are found especially useful in cities
and towns where great defects in drainage and other sani-
tary conditions produce a great deal of sickness and disease.
I think the expenditure has been used very wisely, and it
only requires a larger expenditure in order to develop the
scheme and make it still more useful.

Mr. BLAKE. We are getting more information. The
hon. member for Grey says that a portion of the money was
expended in keeping up sanitary journals. I should like to
know if this is correct.

Mr. POPE. Is there anything wrong in that ?

Mr. BLAKE. What has that to do with mortuary statis-
tics, which is the nominal purpose for which the money is
voted. The hon.gentleman is amending the Constitution by
an executive act, and not doing what his late colleague pro-
mised to do-to go home to the Imperial authorities for that
purpose. What have we to do with subsidising sanitary
journals?

Mr. POPE. Anything for the public good.

Mr. BLAKE. Yes, but we should work it in our own lines,
and I do not sec how the hon. gentleman defends the subsi-
dising or keeping up of sanitary journals from a vote for
mortuary statistics. How much is paid for the sanitary
journals ?

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman does not seem to be
aware how much is paid. Last year $600 were paid to Dr.
Playter for services and 400 copies of the Journal, but how
much of that went for services and how much for the copies
of the Journal perhaps the Minister may know. The ques-
tion I was about to ask is, what las been done with the 400
copies of the Sanitary Journal ? Who gets them ? I have
been getting a copy of that journal some time back and I
have some idea that perhaps they might b distributed by
the Government, but I got a bill for it the other day so I
did not get any of this money, and perhaps others may be
in the same position. I would like to know who gets these
400 copies of the Sanitary Journal, and what services doos
Dr. Playter give in addition to the Journal ?

Mr. SPROULE. Part of the duties of that gentleman, as
I understand, is to publish the information through the
Sanitary Journal. If it were to be published in other papers
some of them would not publish except as a matter of
expense, and it would not get as prominently before the
public as through a publication of this kind, which is devoted
to matters relating to the public health. I believe the
gentleman who runs that journal is one of the parties who
assists in collecting this information all over the country,
and he distributes the journal to responsible officers who
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have in charge the public health, and to other prominent
men I presume like my hon. friend from Elgin.

Mr. BLAKE. But my hon. friend from Elgin has got
a little bill for lis copy of the Journal. Now what is the
diitribution ?

Mr. POPE. I cannot tell you what the distribution is
now, but I will bring the information down.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman in answering me a
little time ago, said it would be impossible to utilise the
provincial system because it was so defective. The hon.-
member for Grey (Mr. Sproule) has voluntereed, as volun-
teering is a very common thing in these days, and in the
course of the information by which le has assisted bis
general-in-chief, he has added to the explanation of the
Minister, and be has said that there will be great difficulty
in acting witn the provincial authorities, because of the
want of harmony which would prevent the Minister and
them from conserting measures for cooperation in this
laudable purpose. I am glad that statement did not pro-
coed from the Ministerial benches, and I do not suppose it
will be endorsed by hon. gentlemen. It would be a bad day
for Canada, when because it happened that a provincial and
central Government did not entertain the same views in
politics, it would be impossible for thom to cooperate cor-
diallyin any matter of the description, and I repudiate
any such notion as at ail pervading the provin.-'
cial politics of the Province from which I come. What
the hon. gentleman said was "such an effective plan;"
but I am not quite sure that he was very well qualified to
criticise. I do not know the relative merits of the two
plans in their execution. The hon. gentleman has pointed
out that he made bis blanks as nice as perfect, and as
simple as possible, so that it would be almost impossible for
the wayfaring man to go astray; yet he had to send them
back as much as six times to get them corrected. 'I suppose
some difficulties will exist on the part of those engaged in
these tasks whether their seat of operation should be at To.
ronto or at Ottawa; therefore I do not see why a conference
could not be had with the provincial authorities, not of On-
tario alone, but of any Province engaged in the work ; and
if the work is to be done by both, why it should not result in
greater efficiency and greater economy as well. I think
that is a practical and reasonable suggestion. I must say
that I hope my hon. friend's efforts at education will be
more successful on future occasions than they have been to.
night, when ho endeavors to educate my hon. friend from
Elgin; and I would 'recommend my hon. friend to learn
before he tries to teach.

Mr. SPROULE. Perhaps I failed to make myself under-
stood by the hon. member in reference to the difficulty of
carrying out the system by the provincial officers. I did
not mean to convey the idea that there was any conflict
between the Provincial Government and the Dominion
Government. But those persons, understanding that they
were officers under the Provincial Government, recognsied
that they had a specific duty to discharge, for which they
were paid by the Provincial Government; but if they
assume part of the duty belonging to this Department, they
must occupy the same position as any other officers. Con-
sequently, it would be of no great benefit for the Dominion
Government to avail itself of that organisation to collect
this information, because it might as well collect it from
independent sources, because it would cost the same
amount.

Mr. CASEY. I think we understand the matter now.
The hon. volunteer assistant to the Minister of Agriculture,
or the medical adviser to the Department, whichever may
be lis functions, las, I think, made it clear that the incom-
patibility is not between the Provincial Government and
the Dominion Government so much as between the two

medical organisations which are connected with those two
Governments. There is a Provincial Board of Health and
a Dominion Board of Health, and it would be almost
too much to expect two organisations of doctors to
work in harmony about a question of this kind;
but it is not too much to expect that the Dominion
Government should accept the provincial statis-
tics and make use of them. The bon. member
for East Grey (Mr. Sproule) says that there is no object in
getting these statisties from the Local Government rather
than from independent sources, as they would cost the same.
This is absurd. The statistics collected by the Local Govern-
ment are published, and ail we bave to do is to use them.
So that we would get them for nothing. But what is
suggested is that by this Government cooperating with the
Provincial Government and contributing something towards
the collection of those statistics, they could be made more
accurate and full than they are now, and for a much smaller
sum than we are now asked to contribute towards the work.
The bon. Minister of Agriculture thinks the local statistics
are not reliable. It seems to me that the local stati>tics
muet ultimately be, if they are not now, tho mostreliable. In
all probability they are more full and reliable now than those
collected by this Government. The system is botter and longer
organised, and the Local Governmont has, what we have
not, the power to direct municipalities and municipal officers
who are under its control and subject to its direction, to grant
the information required. It can compel the giving of the
returns, which the Minister of Agriculture can only ask
for. I think this Governmont should confine itself to
the publication of classified statistics for the Dominion,
taken fron the statistics collected by Provincial Govern.
ments which undertake this work. It is only mortuary
statistics that we get. It is a misnomer to, call them
health statistics. We do not get any sanitary information
in the documents published by the Department. Sanitary
statistics are very different and more generally useful, and
they are collected and distributed by the Local Government,
and this Government might take advantage of its labors in
that respect, or supplement its expenditure upon them, and
so get more complete returns. As to spending money for
the publication of annual returns, I think it should be con-
fined to mortuary statistics, as it is now; and that we should
not be taking money for the collection of sanitary statistics
which is not used for that purposo. I do hope the Minister
will be able to recall to his mind what he has done with
the 400 copies of the Sanitary Journal. He told us he did
not know, but surely he ought to have his deputy
here to give us these little details, instead of relying
on the chance assistance of some supporters, who
may not give very accurate information. The bon. member
for East Grey (Mr. Sproule) stated that sanil ary matter pub-
lished on behalf of the Dominion Government would obtain
much widericirculation if published in a journal entirely
devoted to such matters than if published in the ordi-
nary newspapers, in which case, moreover, the Govern-
ment would have to pay for their publication. Well, it
seems that instead of paying the Mail or the Gazette, or some
otherl paper of large circulation, we are paying this little
paper in Ottawa which muet have a very emall circulation,
that perhaps does not go into the thousands, but is only taken
by medical men, or by those who take a special interest in
sanitary matters. We are paying the same for having the
information published in this journal as would secure its
publication in more widely circulated journals. I am not
attempting to decry the paper. As a sanitary journal, it is
a very fair one; but the information published in it on
behalf of the Department is very small, and we are paying
$600 for it. I think the hon. Minister should furnish the
information what has been done with the papers.

SirJOHN A. MACDONALD. He said he would bring
it down.
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Mr. CASEY. I did not hear him.
Mr, MILLS. I do not see why the Government should

take an appropriation for this purpose at al]. They have
not the machinery for getting such information. They
admit the information they collect only refers to a few
cities, and they cannot extend the system to the rural dis-
tricts without incurring an expense they do not feel called
on to incur. Why not leave to the local authorities the
collection of these statistics ? They have the machineryi
and will do the work more fully than the Government can.
We have quite enough enterprises on which to expend the
revenue of the country, without undertaking a matter which
can lead to no satisfactory result.

MKr. PLATT. Some few years ago I had the honor, of
pointing out to the lon. Sir Charles Tupper some of the
difficulties which confronted the inauguration of this-sche me,
and I suggested that some kind of cooperation should be
had with the provincial authorities. The House was then
told it was only an experiment and that the Government
wished to avoid criticisms until the result was known.
Two years have elapsed and we are at much as ever
in the dark. The sanie difficulties which confronted
us then confront us now, and I do not see that the
progress made within the last two years warrants us
in coming to the conclusion that for many years to
come this system will extend to the rural districts, and
until it does there will be serious objection against it.
I also pointed out that it would be a grievance to the Pro-
vince of Ontario to be taxed for duplicating in parts statis-
tics which that Province had procured itself, and which
are much more satisfactory to the people and to the profes-
sion of that Province, than the statistics collected by the
Dominion authorities. I do not wisi hastily to pronounce
on the scheme; but if it is to extend only to the cities and
to the larger towns, and is only to contain the statistics
given in those voluminous reports placed in our hands, re-
ports which prove conclusively that the printing absorbs
the greater part of the grant, we must conclude that the
scheme has proved a failure, and that the money voted is as
good as thrown away. As far as Ontario is concerned, all
the work that is done by this system, and a great deal
more, is done for that Province by its own authorities. We
have health statistics and mortuary statistics; we have
monthly reports of the different diseases in particular
localities, and a member of the board visits every locality
where there is any infectious disease. I do not know what
is done in the other Provinces; but so long as one Province
is expending a large sum of money in doing this work, and
is doing it very successfully, it is not fair that it should be
taxed for duplicating any part of the work that it is doing
and paying for itself.

Colonial Exhibitions.............. $40,00 00

Mr. FISHER. What arrangements have been made to
represent this country at these exhibitions ?

Mr. POPE. The arrangements, generally speaking, for
the Antwerp Exhibition are under the charge of Sir
Charles Tupper. Mr. Fabre, of Paris, will also be one of
the representatives of Canada at that exhibition, They are
the only representatives that I know of at this moment,
except those employed by Sir Charles Tupper himself. We
get 1,019 metres for which we have to pay $5,000. They
are in a very good place, situated between the United
States departments and those of Great Britain. In London
we have 64,000 square feet for which we pay nothing, but
we are asked to co-operate with the other provinces and
with India in guaranteeing a fund to meet the expenses, if
there should be any. It is not supposed there will be any.
So far as the London Exhibition is conoerned, all the exhibits
that are sent to Antwerp are expocted to go to London

Mir. CAsEr.

also, and I have no doubt a great deal more will be sent
there. I shall have to make more arrangements in London
than we made in Antwerp.

Mr. LANGELIER. la it proposed to send out some one
to collect the exhibits of the Antwerp Exhibition ? That
was done in 1876 for the Philadelphia Exhibition. The
Minister of Agriculture at that time, the lamented Mr.
Letellier, took the trouble to go through the country him-
self to encourage the people in sending exhibits there to the
exhibition, which was a great success for this country. Is
it now proposed to d1o the same thing ? Will the Minister of
Agricultere himself, or some other member of the Govern-
ment, or somebody representing the Government, see the
manufacturers and insist on their sending their exhibits ?
It would be better to have no 'exhibition than to have an
inferior one.

Mr. POPE. I agree with the hon. gentleman that we
ought to make as good a show as possible, and that we
ought to make a good show or none at all; but so far as the
Antwerp Exhibition is concerned, our time has been very
limited. We have been pursuing exactly the same course
as that which the hon. gentleman intimated. The manu-
facturers have been visited by a gentleman whom we sent
ont, and we pay the expense of sending exhibits to Antwerp
and of returning them if not sold. Every effort that could
be made has been made.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman informed me that Mr.
R. R. Pringle, who is a celebrated missionary, known to
most members of this House, has been employed for this
work at $1 or $5 a day and $3 a day for expenses. How
long has this gentleman been employed and how much ha s
he been paid? I suppose ho may have refreshed hie mem-
ory on these points.

Mr. POPE. No.
Mr. CASEY. le lias not? He does not know how

much has been paid to this returned missionary? I wanted
to ask if he knew how long lie las been employed and how
much as been paid him. I know he was employed during
a period when his services would naturally be expected to
be required elsewhere, because an election was going on in
the constituency in which he resides, and it was not to be
expected that he could tear himself away from his duty to
his party and his country, which he fulfils so admirably in
every election in the county of Northumberland that he
should devote himself to this service without ample com-
pensation.

Mr. FISHER. The Minister of Agriculture alluded to
his having sent gentlemen around the country, and he Baid
he had sent to all the manufacturers. Are we not to have
other exhibits besides manufactured articles ?

Mr. POPE. Yes, of course we are.
Mr. FISHER. They were sent round to other places,

were they sent generally to obtain these exhibits ?
Mr. POPE. As much as they could be.
Mr. FISHER. When were they started out on this

work ?
Mr. POPE. I stated the other day that it could not have

been more than six or eight weeks ago when they started.
Mr. FISHER. It was only at that time, then, that he

decided to have a Canadian exhibit at Antwerp and to do
this work, or was it an afterthought?

Mr. POPE. It was no afterthought. We intended to do
it, and we are doing it.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). This is a matter of sch
great importance that I think the Minister might depart
from the rule he seems to have adopted to-night of being as
brief as possible. It is a vote of $40,000, and it is of
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moment, not only because of the amount of money involved,
but because of the great interest at stake. Anyone can
understand that if we are to have an exhibit at Antwerp or
at any other international exhibition, the amount of $40,000,
large as it may be, is a secondary consideration to the
character of the exhibit we are to make. The honor and
credit of the country are at stake. The questions which
have been put are pertinent questions, and they should be
answered.

Mr. POPE. I answered thom.
Mr. PATERSON. Not with that directness which might

have been expected, and, if the answer which the hon.
gentleman has given be the correct one, I am afraid it
would tend to prove that the $40,000 is to be voted not to
make it redound to our honor -and credit as a Dominion,
but for something that will tend I fear in the other direc-
tion. That a complote collection of exhibits such as would
do credit to us can be got together in a few weeks is more
than you might expect, and, if it is true, as the Minister
says, that these gentlemen have been engaged in this work
only three or four weeks, I hold there is culpable neglect
on his part.

Mr. SPROULE. He said five or six weeks.
Some hon. MEMBBRS. Six or eight.
Mr. PATERSON. Then ho bas given different answers.

Which is the correct one?
Mr. PERGUSON (Welland). Six or eight.
Mr. PATERSON. Then another gentleman on the other

side is wrong.
Mr. RYKERT. And you are right, of course.

Mr. PATERSON. The member for Lincoln says I am
right.

Mr. RYKBRT. Yes, yon are always right.

Mr. PATERSON. I am not often wrong. I find that,
on the 15th November, the Government charged the Minis-
ter with the duty of attending to this. The Minister tells
us that ho allowed weeks and months to elapse before he
took the firet initial step to send ont his agents to make the
collection. Is no explanation due to the committee with
reforence to that? Le the Minister in a position to say that
he has secured a collection of exhibits that will do credit to
this country ? He ought to be in a position to tell us that.
In his report it is stated that the exhibits, in order to be in
their place by the lst May, should be ready for shipment
to Antwerp not later than the 1st March. On the 16th
March his secretary says they hope to have the first ship-
ment some time during the month. The lst March had
passed and the l6th March had passed, and he only
promises that by the 31st March he will have the
first shipments of exhibits made to be put in posi-
tion by thel st May. I think we are entitled to
an explanation on this matter, and I think we are not
unreasonable in asking that this item should stand until
the Minister can give the information, because it is a matter
of very great importance indeed, and ho ought to be in a
position now, when the exhibits were to go on the 1st
March, to lay before the committee a detailed statement of
the number of exhibitors, the kinds of manufactures that
are to be sent, the kinds of cereals and minerals and other
exhibits that are to be procured by purchase. We are bound
to know that. We would like also to know this. Ie has
appointèd three agents to collect these exhibits in Ontario.
I would like to know how their work was divided up, and
how it was accomplished. R. R. Pringle is one of them.
Whether hoeis now in the employ of the Government or not
I do not know, but it was reported that ho was employed in
other work.
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Mr. RYKERT. H[e did very good work.

Mr. PATERSON. And the member for Lincoln thinks
it is right and proper that a gentleman, employed to collect
exhibits in which the honor and credit of this Dominion are
at stake, may neglect that work to run up and down the
country and to go and advocate the claims of a particular
candidate. We see what his ideas of patriotism are. We
see how ho thinks the interest of the country may be for-
warded, by his remark. Another gentleman is Mr. Wright,
who, 1 should judge from my knowledge of him, would be
not an unilikely person to go to the manufacturers and to
induce very many of them, as ho is a gentleman who stands
well with the manufacturers and might have some influence
in inducing them to enter into the exhibition, and would do
it as any other gentleman perhaps might be able to do it.
I know, however, that ho did not get through making his
enquiries until some time after Parliament met, and what
the result may be I do not know. There is another, a Mr.
Leith from Bowmanville, whom I do not know. I would
like to know how the work of these gentlemen was appor-
tioned, whether they were working in different parts of
the Province, the time being short, whether different
districts were' allotted to them so that more work
could be accomplished ? Two gentlemen were also appoin.
ted for the Province of Quebec, and I should like
to know if their territory was allotted to them, if one took
the eastern part and the other the western part of the
Province? There is only one agent in the other Provinces,
but I should like to have some idea how they are going on?
I do not make these remarks in a fault-finding spirit at all,
but I think, as I have said, the Minister ought to depart
from what has characterised his answers to-night, extremo
brevity, and go into some more explanations on this matter ;
and, if it is not at his hand, 1 think it is not unreasonable to
ask him to allow it to stand, so that on another occasion ho
mi htive us the information which I think even ho him.
sel an those who support him might admit to be a fair and
reasonable request.

Mr. GILLMOR. I do not see how the Minister can be
brief when the questions are being put by the hour. I
would like to know who is appointed in New Brunswick to
collect articles for this exhibition.

Mr. PATERSON. Mr. W. T. Best, of St. John.
Mr. FISHER. I was about to ask the Minister who were

appointed for Quebee.
Mr. POPE. 34r. Stevenson, of Montreal, and Mr. Desjar.

dins, of Quebec.

Mr. BLAKE. J think reallywe have not had a sufficient
explanation of the circumstance. The hon. gentleman has
himself stated that they were doing as well as they could
in the short time they had, six or eight weeks. Well,
why is it that there are only six or eight weeks ?
The suggestion of withdrawing was given a long time
ago. The decision of the Government was, I think,
delayed a very considerable time. They reached a
decision as long ago as the 15th of November, and the hon.
gentleman says ho had only six or eight weeks. But why
was it that there were only six or eight weeks to perform a
work which requires a considerable time ? Why was so short
a time taken for this work. There is only one explanation
that occurs to me-that the Government was so very much
engrossed in settling the difficulties and discontent in the
North-West during the last failland winter, that consequently
this effort to be reproesented at a peaceful exhibition may
have been postponed awhile in view of these other arduous
duties.

Mr. POPE. J think that six or eight weeks will do very
well. I think these gentlemen have been very energetic
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and have woll attended to their business, notwithstanding
what the hon. gentleman said.

-Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I have not said they did not.
I was only asking.

Mr. POPF. As to the division of labor they are called
here to make their own division of territory, and they do it
themselves. And so it was in Quebec and the Lower Pro-
vinces. As to the articles that are going to be sent, I cannot
tell what they are.

Mr. TROW. Are there any arrangements with the rail-
way or steamboat companies with reference to a reduction
of fares?

Mr. POPE. Yes, and also for ocean rates. As I said
befbre, the Government pay the freights there and back
again between London and Antwerp, and after the London
exhibition is over th ey are brought back here. They can
exhibit at both. If they sell at Antwerp they undertake-to
supply the place of the article in London if we pay the
freight over. If they pay the freight over, they agree to
put the same, or a similar thing, into the London Exhibi-
tion.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Why was nobody
appointed for Manitoba ? If there was one thing more than
another for which this exhibition vote would be of use, it
would be calling attention of the Province of Manitoba.

Mr. POPE. There was already a collection in England;
we accepted a collection made by the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way which was botter than we could provide.

Mr. PATEESON (Brant). This exhibit must be shipped
now, according to the instructions.

Mr. POPE. I intended to say to the hon. gentleman
that the exhibition was delayed for a month after the time
it was to be opened.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Certainly the hon. Minister
could not know that the exhibition was going to be delayed
a month when he delayed his preparations for it. He had
very little time for his agents to collect these exhibits, and,
I would liko him to say in definite terms whether it bas
been reported to him that tbey were successful in their
mission, and whether ho has reason to believe that there
will be a creditable exhibit made.

Mr. POPE. That is a fair question. I say it has been
reported that they have been fairly successful. They have
found there was a little reluctance in some quarters, and a
good many that had intended to send to London were
finally induced to send to this. I have no doubt the London
Exhibition will be far superior to the Antwerp Exhibition,
but it has been reported they have been fairly successfal.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). That was the impression I
gained. Of course I would not make use of a private con.
versation, but I gathered, in speaking with one of the gen-
tlemen, that ho might have some little fear in his own mind
about the Antwerp Exhibition. He seemed not to havet
much fear about London, and it does seem to me to be more
important that we should make a good show at London
than at Antwerp ; I would like the Minister now to say
why ho delayed, after authority was given to him, so long
in getting to work.

Mr. POPE. I think I have told the hon. gentleman all
I have to tell. I think the time has been sufficient, and
that we will make a good exhibition. I doubt, even if we
had had two months more to work, whether we would have
had a much larger exhi bition, because I found some reluct-
ance to exhibit.

Mr. PATERSON. I say ho had two months more of
which ho did not avail himself.

Mr. Pon.

Mr. POPE. I had twolve months more.
Mr. PATERSON. Then the blmae must rest wholly

with the Minister.
Mr. POPE. Yes, I take the blame, if tbere is any. I

expect to be blamed whether there is any or not.
Mr. BLAKE. I think the hon. gentleman takes a very

great deal of blame, because I conceive that it would be
infinitely better that Canada should not be represented at
the Antwerp Exhibition at all, than to be inadequately
represented; and if there was reluctance to exhibit at
Antwerp, and if there was the leaat apprehension that there
would be reluctance, it was all the more necessary to come
to a conclusion early so as to give full opportunity to over-
come that reluctanoe; and if it existed in some quarters to
look to other quarters for exhibits. It is one thing to
decide you will not exhibit; it is another thing to under-
take to exhibit; but when you do undertake to exhibit you
are bound to make it a success. The hon. gentleman says :
I take the blame, although I am obliged to admit that I
found reluctance; I am obliged to admit the London Exhi-
bition will be much larger than at Antworp, still I have
been fairly successful. When a Minister says, I have been
fairly successfal, ordinary people will place a very different
interpretation on the meaning of those words.

Mr. FISHER. I think the hon. Minister, indeed, las
assumed great responsibility, and I think the words of his
leader, last Session, in reference to the Forestry Exhibition at
Edinburgh, will bear me out. It was suggested that Canada
should be represented at the Forestry Exhibition, and when
the matter was brought to the attention of the leader of the
Government by some o bis own supporters in the House, he
gave, as an excuse, that it was too late to make an appropriate
exhibit for the Dominion of Canada at the Forestry Exhi-
bition which was not to open until the lst of August, although
it was then at the beginning of April. The Minister of Agri-
culture now tells us that some six or eight weeks
ago, he began to make some arrangements for Canada
to make a creditable exhibition at Antwerp, which
was to open on the 1st of May, and I think it requires
but little arithmetic to show that the views of the
two members of the Ministry do not at all agree.
In fact the Minister of Agriculture is condemned out of the
mouth of his own leader. I regret very much that this
should have taken place, because I know a great many peo-
ple in the country are anxious that Canada should be pro-
perly represented at that exhibition, that it is almost as
important that the Dominion should be well represented at
Antwerp on the continent, where we are now making
efforts to have Canada become known as a field for immi-
grants, as that we should be well represented at the Colonial
Rxhibition in London. I desire also to enquire if the
W,000 inclades the expenses to be incurred at the London
Exhibition in 1886, or whether it is expected to cover only
the preliminary expenses for that exhibition ?

Mr. POPE. This vote is for two exhibitions, and I do
not suppose it will meet the whole expenses of the two.

Mr. FISHER. Has the hon. gentleman an estimate of
what will be expended at Antwerp alone?

Mr. POPE. My own impression is that it will coet from
$25,000 to $30,000.

Mr. FISHER. The other $10,000 or $15,000 are intended
for preliminary expenses of the Colonial Exhibition.

Mr. BLAKE. Will the London Exhibition cost a very
large sum in exces of the gross sum of $40,000 ?

Mr. POPE. It will cost considerably over $40,000, I
presume; but a good deal of work will be already done.

Mr. BLAKE. We understand that, so far as exhibits
exists, they will be sent from Antwerp to London, and
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there may be some storage expenses in the meantime. But
there is, I understand, a considerable amount of extra
material which the hon. gentleman expects to send to
London. Does ho expect that $10,000 or 815,000 more than
the $40,000 will be required?

Mr. POPE. Yes, more than that. I would not be sur-
prised if it costs440;000 or $50,000; and I would not be
surprised if it did not cost that sum.

Mr. BLAKE. $40,000 or $50,000 in all ?
Mr. POPE. Yes. That is irrespective of the risk on

the guarantee.
Mr. BLAKE. That is the whole amount will be from

880,000 to $90,000?
Mr. POPE. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. Apart from the risks on the guarantee ?
Mr. CASGRAIN. I have heard the name of Mr. Fabre

mentioned as one of the commissioners. Will ho receive
any additional salary for that extra work he is going to
perform for the benefit of Canada, or is he going to act as
Iligh Commissioner or agent without additional salary ?

Mr. POPE. HRe is acting under the High Commissioner.
Mr. CASGRAIN. Doos he get any additional salary for

this work ?
Mr. POPE. Eis expenses, of course, will be paid ; any

additional expenses he is put to in any way.
Mr. CASGRAIN. Only his expenses. I am very par.

ticular about this gentleman, because my attention las been
drawn to him specially, and I do notthink he is doing much
for bis money. If ho is going to receive two distinct
salaries, perhaps the committee will not be very willing to
grant him an additional sum.

Mr. POPE. I will not say that he ewill get anything
more, but his expenses will be borne at any rate, and he will
be fairly treated, as he should bo.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Does the Minister know
whether the exhibits have gone ?

Mr. POPE. Yes: I think a portion of them went on
the 1st of this month.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Can the Minister give us
any idea as to how many manufacturers are taking part?

Mr. POPE. I was told by the gentlemen who were
collecting the exhibits that a good many of the manu-
facturers were sending over woollens, cottons, agricultural
implements and so forth. I was told that a good many
were sending, and that there would be a fair exhibition.

Mr. BAIN. There is one other side to this question, as
to which I desire some information. While the manu-
facturers are making a respectable exhibit so far as manu-
facturing industries are concerned, I infer from the fact that
the Manitoba collection is being sent there to show the
agricultural resources of the North-West, that the ulterior
object is if possible to secure increased immigration from
the continent to the Dominion. Are any special arrange-
ments being made for our agents to take charge of that
branch, to interview visitors and give information with
special reference to Canada as a field for immigrants, and to
distribute literature ? In a word, what arrangement has
been made?

Mr. POPE. I was requested by the High Cmmissioner,
who thought it was a first-rate opportunity to distribute
French and German pamphlets upon four or five different
subjects, to attend to this matter. They will be, first, as to
-minerals; second, as to fisheries; third, as to the agricul-
tural capabiities of the country, and thore are one or two

other subjects which I forget. Mr. Dawes will b specially
charged with this matter. Mr. Dawe3 speaks French,
English and German, and the other gentleman speaks
English and French; and Sir Charles Tupper wrote to me
that he probably would have to employ three or four other
peuple; some to take care of the exhibits and others to dis-
tribute literature.

Mr. BAIN. There will be no obstruction placed by the
Governmont in the way of reaching parties by that means ?

Mr. POPE. No.
Mr. TROW. Are those pamphlets already published,

translated into the languages of which the hon. gentleman
has spoken, and ready for distribution ?

Mr. POPE. Some are published, some are being published,
and they will all be ready in a very short time for shipment.

Mr. MILLS. Are they Bray's pamphlets?
Mr. POPE. I have not heard any braying of any

consequence.
Mr. WATSON. Is any particular person who is acquainted

with the country going with the Manitoba exhibit? Is Mr.
Begg to be in charge ?

Mr. POPE. Yes.
Mr. WATSON. Is theCanadian Pacifie Railway Company

to be paid anything for allowirg thoir exhibit to be dis-
played ?

Mr. POPE. I hope they will be, but we do not pay any-
thing.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT . I observe the state-
ment is made that Sir Cbarles Tupper has secured for the
Dominion a spaco of 10,090 metres between the English
and German sectionis, and opposite the French section.
That is a space equal to nearly 110,000 feet.

Mr. POPE. A metre is something over a yard.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes, it would be about

110,000 square feet, and I recollect well that on one or two
occasions, particularly in the Exhibition in 1851, when the
American Government secured an enormous area in a very
advantageous position, and the result was very bad. The
area was very indifferently filled, and the consequence of
having a much larger area than they were able to fill was
that, of all the nations represented there, the Americans
made a poor exhibition, not so much on account of any
intrinsic defect in the exhibits as on account of the fact
that the space was not well flled. I think this amount of
space is more than we are likely to fil for the amount of
money the hon. gentleman intends to expend.

Mr. MOMULLEN. Can the hon. gentleman give us any
idea of the number of these pamphlets, and where they have
been printed ?

Mr. POPE. I cannot now, but I will get the infor-
mation.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It would be well for the hon.
gentleman to give us the number of exhibits, and something
to give us an idea of these exhibits.

Mr. POPE. I will give what I can get.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Surely these agents will

report to the Minister when their work is completed. There
should b no doubt about that.

For collecting and compiling agricultural, in-
dustrial, and other statistice in Manitoba and
the North-West Territory, and aiso for
acquiring and compiling such statistics else-
where................................. $20,000 00

Mr. FISHER. I see that this vote of $20,000 has not, as
far as I can make out, been expended by a great deal, and I
would ask the hon. Minister of Agriculture how it is that a
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greater interest has not been displayed in this matter by
the Department.

Mr. POPE. That money is expended in this way. In
the first place we pay to the Provincial Government of
Manitoba for collecting those statistics about $3,000. Then
this year we have collected these statistics all over the
North-West, as far as we possibly could which we have
never been able to do before. They have not yet been
compiled because it was only about a week or ten days ago
that we recoived those from Manitoba. We also made
arrangements with the Government of Ontario that we
would give them free postage for the literature they were
sending out, and they were to furnish their statistics. Those
have not yet been received, though I presume we will get
thom before long. Of course it is impossible to tell what
will b3 the expense of collecting in the North-West. Then
in those Provinces where they do not collect statistics we
have made an attempt to collect them through the post-
masters, the inspectors being those through whom we work.
The expenses of that service have not yet come in, but I am
sure it will consume the amount of money asked for. I do
not know what the result will be as it is an experiment in
some respects.

Mr. WATSON. Are the postmasters under the control
of the Local or the Dominion Government ?

Mr. POPE. The Dominion Government.
Mr. WATSON. And the Local Governmont gets about

83,000 f>r collecting them in Manitoba ?
Mr. POPE. When I say the Local Government, I mean

Mr. Acton Burrows, who I understood collected them for the
Local Government.

could be distributed all over the country. Of course if the
information could be obtained in every part of the Dominion
the results of the bulletin would be much more satisfactory
than they are, when this information comes from only one
Province. Mr. Blue, in the evidence he gave before the
committee last year, said this was one of the difficulties
he found, that the area of the Province of Ontario was com-
paratively so small that proper deductions could not be
drawn from the information ho received; but that if that
information could be received from the whole Dominion,
the deductions which could be drawn from it would be very
beneficial to the agricultural clas, and the results
of such an experiment would be much more valuable.
I was in hopeà last Session that the Department of Agri-
culture would take some steps towards acting on the report
of this committee. The committee asked Mr. Blue about
the expense of this work. He stated that in the Province
of Ontario the expense in the first year was a little under
$8,000. Now, when I first saw this vote of $20,000, and
when I looked in the Public Accounts and found that only
some $3,000 had been spent it seemed to me that the Minis-
ter of Agriculture had not been taking advantage .of all his
opportunities. It seemed to me that although Parliament
had given him authority to spend this money on agricultu.
ral statistics, etc., ho had not taken the trouble to extend
the system over the Dominion, although the money voted
would have been sufficient to enable him to do so. I think
I am not blaming the hon. Minister of Agriculture too much
when I say that ho has been neglecting the agricultural
interests of hie country. When I look at the expenditure
of the Department of Agriculture I find that a very large
part is devoted to immigration and some portion to statistics,
but that a very small portion is devoted to agriculture; and

--- - L- - 1 * -- - -- -- q l q l

Mr. WATSON. He is Deputy Minister of Agriculture. Yeu wo nave Uns large vote for agruluzuai purpuwe wui
he has not takon the trouble to expend or te, try te expnd,

Mr. FISHER. I see the item refers to the collecting of notwithstanding that the committee appoiuted by this
statistics elsewhere, and I suppose that some circulars flouse last year took a great deal of pains te obtain aIl the
which were distributed-very slightly I am sorry to say- information possible ou this subject. I wonld like to ailude
through my own county for the farmers to fill up are part to one or two things in the report as showing that the work
of the system to which the hon. gentleman has alluded. I of that committeo was pretty thorough. The eommittee
arn sorry t see that the Minister lias not undertaken more issued a large number of circulars containing the following
in this direction. Last year a Select Hommittee was ap ouquestion y
pointed by the House to enquire what might be done to
assist the agricultural industries of the country, and the "Would the establishment of a Central Bureau, having for its object

ag by the collection of information upon ail matters relating to agriculture,committee asked for, and presided over by one of the and having a skilled staff capable of giving advice, makhng experiments,
supporters of the Minister of Agriculture, prepared and noting the improvements effected in other countries that might be
and issued an elaborate report, but it was issued so late advantageously introduced into the Dominion, be a benefit to our agri.
in the Session that I dare say many members hardly cuituriste?

looked at it. Since that time I believe the report has been To that question there were 211 affirmative, and only 74
circulated largely through the country, the whole edition negative or doubtful answers as to the establishment of a
having been distributed by members in their consLituencies. Statistical Bureau. As to the establishment of a Central
I have in my hand a copy of that report, and I find that the Bureau, we received 256 affirmative 'answers, and only 62
Government are strongly recommended, among other things, doubtful or negative. We also asked a question as to the
to take stops to collect agricultural statistics. The commit- establishment of an experimental farm and the appointment
tee who drew up that report examined many individuals of an entomologist. On the latter point, I was a little sur-
who are concerned in agriculture throughout the country, prised to see, we obtained the fewest favorable answers,
and especially one who bas been largely concerned in the because when examining gentlemen brought before the
collection of agricultural and other statistics in the Province committee, and discussing the question of entomo-
of Ontario. I refer to Mr. Blue, who is the secretary of the logical researches in the country, we learned that a
Bureau of Industries in that Province. That gentleman great deal had been done to help the agricultural
recommended very highly indeed the adoption of a system community. But unfortunately the results of these
such as that which is in operation in Ontario, and explained enquiries had not been diffused. The labors of the
that it would not only be of great benefit to the other entomologists had been, comparatively, not utilised,
Provinces but to the Province of Ontario itself which has although if such a bureau as I am speaking of had been
under its Local Government a pretty efficient system. The established, very great and beneficial results might have
results of that system have been very marked in Ontario. ensued from these researches to people in the country who
As hie stated in the evidence ho gave before the com- raise fruits, grains and roots. I will read you the answer
mittee, the results have been satisfactory in every sense. which came from the Hon. Mr. Joly, of Quebec, in answer
I have myself been fortunate enough to see the bulletins to that question:
which the Bureau of Industries issue, and I know they con- IYeY; with good and Intelligent management snob a fm vould
tain a great deal of information which would be very much render great servie. It is not eany for ur farmer to mate such
to the advantage of the farmers of this country, if they experimente, even if they were willing and able to risk them, but they

Mr. FisumB,
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would watch them with much interoot and wonld net b. slow in appre
would watch them with much interest and would not be slow in appre.
ciating the results and benefiting by them."

Mr. Saunders, chemist, public analyst, orchardist, etc., o
London, Ont., says:

"Such experimental farm eor stations should be established in ever
Province of the Dominion, but the Dominion Government should hav
some central establishment, as at Waahington, in the United States
where young trees and plants might be grown and sent by mail to b
tested in all parts of the Dominion. Such an establishment should be
managed by a council or board of managers apart from polities, an
have a revenue to support it derived from a donation of public land
for this purpose, as in most of the United States."
I wonder if that is one of the reasons why the inister
of Agriculture bas not attended to the business. Perhaps
if iahadIbeen a matter of political preferment, it would have
been attended to. Not only had he a vote which he mighi
have devoted to this purpose, but, according to the Act of
1868, constituting the Department of Agriculture, there is
a distinct provision that the Minister of Agriculture may
establish a Bureau of Agriculture. Mr. John Lowe, the
Secretary of the Department of Agriculture, before the
committee, stated:

" There has been no special vote for the general purposes of agricul-
ture, except for quarantine and inspection.'
The following are the conclusions which the committee
drew from the evidence they had before them:-

" That the Government take into earnest and favorable consideration
the advisability of establishing a Bureau of Agriculture, and an experi-
mental farm in connction therewith.

e oThat thi rBureaube formed in connection with and under the
supervision cf the preseut Departm,'nt of Agriculture.

" That the objects aimed at in the establishmnent of such Bureau and
farm be as follows3:-

" 1. To conduct such experiments in the introduction and culture of
new varities of seeds, plante, trees, &c., as will most efficiently aid in
the advancement ot Canadian agriculture; to institute experiments
with regard to the comparative value of fertilisers, the proper testing of
seeds as to vitality and purity, and the healthy preservation and pro-
ductive conditions cf plants and animais.

"2. Te make careful investigation into the origin, distribution and
habits of insects injurions and beneficial, and the contagious and other
diseases to which animals and plants are subject, in order to arrive at
tfie best method of destroying and counteracting thema.

"43. To study the qualities of the varions breeds of cattle and other
domestic animals, with the view of reporting on the best means of
Improving them ; of protecting them from parasites and epidemic
diseases, of feeding them for the market, and on the treatment of milch
cattle.

" 4. To initiate and carry out a convenient and comprehensive sys-
tem of gathering the latest and most useful information, statistical and
otherwise.

oth5. To publili and send to the press and the varions agricultural
and horticultural societies of the Dominion, at different periods of the
year, bulletins giving the results of trials made on the experimental
farm, and whatever other information the Bureau may consider use-
ful, either mi the prevention of the ravages of insects and of contagi-
ons diseases among animais, concerning improved methods of culture
that have stood tet 1 or for the special advancement of any line of
agricultural pursuits.'

The last two or three sections of that report distinctly
recommend the Minister of Agriculture to do what I say he
has not dne. Of course, I quite understand that it is in
thepower of the Government to act upon such a report or
not, just as they please, but they must accept the respons;-
bility before the agricultural community of having neglected
their intereets. Mr. Blue, in recommending the way in
which this work should be done-and I would recommend
the Minister of Agriculture to read this report if ho bas not
done so-among other things said that for a couple of
months extra clerks are employed to carry on the work of
issuing bulletins, and a larger staff of clerks have to be em-
ployed to tabulate the returns. Mr. Blue is very well satis-
flied indeed, with the number of returns ho las received in
answer to the questions he bas distributed throughout the
country. I think, from that testimony, there is no ques-
tion but that this kind of work cf obtaining statistics
can be easily and satisfactorily carried on, in
the business-like manner for which the hon. Minister of
Agriculture is noted. If it is done in the manner in which he
seeme to be collecting exhibits for the exhibition in Antwerp

I au quite understand it may net do a great deal of gocd to
the farmers cf the country, but that will not be the fault

fof the cemmittee that recommendcd the. report
Committee rose and reportcd progress.

-

FIRST REAIDING.
1,

Bill (No. 123) te, amend the Act iutituled An Act respect,
d ing Offences against Utce.Persen-(from the Smnte).-(Sir
18 John A. Macdonald.)

r Sir JOHN A. MA.CDONALD moved the adjeurnment of
4the flouse.

9 Motion agreed te, and the flouse adjeurned at 2:45 a.m.,
tSaturday.

H1OUSE 0F OOMMONS.
MONDÂY, l3th April, 1885.

The SPzAKER took the Chair at Threec oclock.

PRAYERts.

CHLNESE IMMIGRATION.

Mr. CHAPLEAU moecd fer beave te intreduce Bill (Ne.
124) to rostriet and rogulate Chinese immigration into the
Dominion of Caniada.

Mr. BLJAKE2. Explain.
Mr. CIIAPLEAU. This Bibi, as the title explaine, is te

restrict and regulate Chinese immigration jute the Dominion
cf Canada. The first provision cf the Bill je for the
imposition cf a tax cf so much par head uponench Ohinese
immigrant entering the iDaminion.

Mr. BLAKE. What je the amount?

Mr. CIIAPLEAU. That is Ieft blauk; the intention is
te, loave the sum to be dletcrrnminecl by thoeflouse. The sec-
ond provision is with respect te the numbor cf Chinese to,
bc carriod on any vesse!. It ii provided that the number
cf Ohinese to e botarried on uny vossel coming iute auy
port cf Canada shall be limited t a o person per ten tons
on the tonnage cf the vassel. This, cf course, will compre..
bond other passengers and tho crew ini the persons te hoe
carried by the vesse]. carrying Chinese immigrants. The
balance cf the Bill cevers details as te, the manner cf laudinig
sucli passengers, the restrictions te be impoeod upon the
master cf thc vessal bel oro landing sncb passengors. For
instance, the wholc cf the amount duo on suc h Chînese
immigrants is te hoc paid in advanco te, the offleer appointed
by the Goverument te control Chineso immigration. There
are additional regulutione with respect te quarantine, and a
mpecial certifleate cf beabth je tu bc obtained bofore the
landing cf sueli immigrants lu auy port cf the Dominion.
The payment is te b. made ut sncb port wherc cadi
Chinese immigrant ehal enter Canada; that doe net apply,
as the B3ill wilJ show, te eue part cf tic Dominion, but to
cvery part, and by whatever means cf entry the immigrant
inay select, cither by water or baud. The fo e ste b. paid
te, the Cnstoms lieuse at the frontier or, if more ceuvenieut,
at the ucxt Customes house in Uhc Dominion. Thon there je
a clause which wil pply te, the Obinese resident iu the
Dominion. They wili be required te rogiistor with the
officer uamed in the Bili thoir actual domicile in the
Dominion, and this will amount te à kind of conus during
the twelve menthe followin- the Bill being put in force.
There are othor clauses for the purpose cf rogulating the.
differont efficere. Thore le a clause aIse with roispet to
Chines e ntering jute any secret socicty, having réerono

1885e 1087



COMMONS DEBAUS. APRIL 18,
ta the trial of criminal offences. The otheré
matters of detail iWhich will be explained wh
comes up for the second reading.

Motion agreed te, -and Bil red the first time.

clauses are
Len the Bill

RNSOLVBNCY.

Mr. EDGAR. Béfbre the -Orders of the Day are called,
I 'may bpen itted to ask the First Minister what the
intentions of the Government are with respect to dealing
with4ho qluestion of isolvency ? It will be remembered
that early in the Session a large committee was appointed,
on the motion of the First Minister, to consider this subject,
Ahd'I Mn omate th:tthe committee gave considerable lime
and attention to the work before it, and succeeded in
reporting a Bill. I -hope the Provernment will not allow
the labors of the committee to be altogether thrown away.
As the business of the Monuse now stands that cannot be
read unless it is placed on the Government Orders. I think
that was done in 1878 in the case of a Bill providing for the
winding up of insolvent Fire and Marine Insui ance Com-
panies, and in the case of another Bill dealing with Insol-
vency introduced that year. I think, therefore, that the
members of the fHouse shoul obe informed what the Gov-
ernment propose to do in the matter.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As a matter of fact I was
not aware until the hou. gentleman mentioned it that the
report was made.

Mr. EDGAR. It was made last Tuesday.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I understand that the

Bill is now in the hands of the printers.

Mr. EDGAR. It has been printed.

&rk JORN A. MACDONALD. If the hon. gentleman
will repeat the question again I will be able to inform him,
as I have not even seen the report yet.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THIE NORTH-WEST.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I may as well now
inform the House, that there are no further news from the
North-West that would interest the House, except the fact
that Mr. Dewdney,the Lieutenant Governor, accompanied by
the Rev. Father Lacombe, missionary to the Blackfeet,
have held a meeting with the great band of the Blackfeet,
headed by their chief, Crowfoot. Father Lacombe says they
had a most enthusiastie reception, that the Indians pledged
their loyalty to the utmost extent, and I have received a
telegramn signed by Crowfoot which I will read. It is not
in Blackfeet:

-Pao BuuLÂoXPOT CossIj, VIA GLEIIonN, N.W.T., lth April, 1885.
"On behalf of myself and people I wish to send through yon to the

Great Mother the words I have given to the Governor at a council held
at which all my minor chiefs and young men were present. We are
agreed and determined to remain loyal to the Queen. Our young men
will go to 'work on their reserves and will raise all the crops we can,
and we hope the Government will help us to sell what we can't use.
Continued reports and many lies are brought to us, and we don't know
wbat to believe, but now that we have seen the Governor and heard
him speak we will shut our ears and only listen to and believe what is
told us through the Governor. Should any Indians corne to our reserve
and ask as to join them in war we will send them away. I have sent
messengere to the Bloods and Piegan who belong to our treaty, to tell
them what we are doing and what we intend to do about the trouble.
I want Mr. Denny"-

Mr. Denny was formerly an officer of the Mounted Police
who settled up there, and while amongst them ho acquired
their confidence. They enquired for him to go there and I
sent him there.-
"I want Mr. Denny to be with us, and al my men are of the same mind.
The words I sent by FaLher Lacombe I again send: we will be loyal to
the Queen whatever happens. I have copy of this, and when the trouble
s orer will have it with pride to show to the Queen'a oMceru; sud we

Mr. CHAPLEAU.

leave our future in your hands. We have asked for nothing, but the
Governor has given us a little present of tea and tobacco. le will tell

ou what other talk we had at our council. It was all good-not one
il word.

"CROWFOOT."

ENQUIRIES FOR RETURNS.

Mr. CHARLTON. I would cal the attention of the
First Minister to the faet that a certain return I moved for
with regard to timber licenses; I would ask him whether
I May expect it this Session.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I believe that all returns
ordered are in active progress.

Mr. CHARLTON. Perhaps the hon, gentleman could
inform us what degree of progress has been made ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot say as to that.
During the recess, as I have already mentioned, 1 called
the attention of the different Departments to these returns,
and I asked them to hurry them up as much as possible. I
fancy they are making considerable progress.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I notice in this connection that since
the House met there have been 282 returns ordered by the
louse, and up to the present time only 126 have been

brought down. There was one brought down on Friday,
which makes 127. In the Session of 1877,220 returns were
asked for during the Session and 196 were brought down,
all but 34, and the House only sat 79 days, whereas in this
Session we have already sat 74 days. I wish to draw atten-
tion to that fact, whieh shows that we have not anything
like the same percentage of returns brought down, up to
this period of the Session, that we had in that Session. In
the Session of 1878, 152 returns were ordered, and all were
brought down but 30, that Session having lasted 9-f days.
Under theise ciicumstances I certainly hope that some
further pressure will be brougbt to bear on those who have
the preparation of these returns, so that we may have them
brought down. In my humble opinion it is atterly impos-
sible for the Opposition to discharge the duties devolving
upon them, of examining into public affairs, without the
information asked for in these returns. There is one on
the rates of freight on the Intercolonial Railway, and the
amount of coal carried over that line, which I should like
to have; also another in connection with the amount of
money paid to the several printing and publishing con-
panies in this Dominion within the last year. There were
two passed -on the 6th of February which have not been
brought down, although this is the 13th of April, and I
certainly think it is time that the Government should
bestir themEelves in this matter if we are to gât the infor-
mation.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think if the hon.gentle-
man were to ask his hon. friend the member for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), why the number of returus
brought down is numerioally less than in those year', he
would be able to give him the answer. It is the case of
the rabbit in the fable. The rabbIitsaid to the lioness: "I
have 20 young ones, and you have only one." "Ay," said
the lionees, " but mine is a larger one." They weiêe small
in those days, but when the hon. iember for Norfolk asks
for returns they are all lions, so that there cannot be so
many.

Mr. CHARLTON. With regard to the size of the returns
I wish to say to the right hon. gentleman that that is not
my fault. The policy of the Government and the fact that
they are rewarding so many of the Government's friends,
their eousin@, their aunts, their nephews, and their brothers,
are to blame for the voluminous nature of those returns. I
may say that I waded through those returns with almoet
infinite labor and I find applications from friends of the
Government in very part of the Dominion, and I am sure,
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Sir, that any criticism with regard to the voluminous,
character of the returns does not apply to me.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I was not criticising; I
merely sa7you are a lion.

Mr. McMULLEN. I would ask the Minister of Fisheries
when I may expect the return which was ordered by the
louse in 1884, with regard to the amount of money

received for rentals of rivers and streams. This informa-
tion was required in connection with an offeoer in his own
Department, as to whom a very serions charge has been
mentionpI in this louse in connection with his duties, and
the hon..gentleman promised that the return would be
brought lown at once. It bas not, however, been brought
down, though it is now 14 months since it was orderedL
There is also some correspondence with the Auditor General
and the Deputy Minister of Fisheries with regard to this
whole question. I wouild like to know wha we ma&yexpoct
them.

Mr. McLELAN, I think they have been brought down.
I certainly laid the return the hon. gentleman refers to on
the Table a fortnight or three weeks ago.

fr MedMULLEN. I enquired of the proper officer, and
he said it had not been brought down.

Mr. McLELAN. I will make enquiry about it.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. First Minister has not yet brought
down the promised papers with reference to the North-
West.

Sir JOH* A. MACDONALD. Which papers ? There
are a good many.

Mr. BL4KE. The papers the hon. gentleman promised,
distinguisbing them from those whieh were ordered by the
House-in connection with the half-breed claims.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They are being prepared.
I wilI have them down in a day or two.

Mr. BLAKE. I would call the hon. gentleman's atten-
tion also to those returns with reference to the half-breeds
which were ordered by the flouse in 1883, and which have
have not yet been brought down.

Mr. EDGAR, There were five papers which I moved
for early in the Session in connection with railway matters,
not one of which has yet been brought down. I do not
want a " lio.n" return.

]iRBOR AT RED POINT,
| 1SLAND.

PRINCE E DWARD

Mr. McDONAL D (King's) asked, la it the intention of
the Government to place a sum in the supplementar esti-
mates to construct a breakwater at Red Point, ing's
County, P.E I., during the oeming summer, with a view to
make said place a harbor of refuge for vessels and Ashing
boats ?

Sir HIECTOR LANGEVIN. An examination was made
of this proposed worksome time ago, but it was not sufficient
on which to base an estiinate. Most likely during the
coming summer another examination may be made in order
to arrive at an estimate.

DOMIlOION BUILDING IN OHARLOTTETOWN.

Mr. DAVIES asked, Have the Government accepted any
tender for the construction .of the new Dominion building
in Charlottetown ? If so, whose tender, and what is the
amount of it ? What are the names of the other tenderers,
and the anounts of their respective tenders ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Fourteen tenders were
received. The lowest tender was that of Mr. T. C. Connor,
of Moncton. The contract bas not yet beeq entered jnto,
and therefore it would not be in the public interest to give
the figures now.

LEASE OF MILITARY STOREHOUSES AT QUEBEC.

Mr. LANGELIER asked, Wbether application bas
been made to the Department of Militia and Defence for
the use of the military storehouses near St. John's Gate,
Quebec, for military purposes by a volunteer corps ? Why
the Government have refused to comply with the said
application ? Whether the said building is let to the Que-
bec and Lévis Electrie Light Company; and, if soe, for what
purposes, for what yearly rental or remuneration, and for
what period of time ?

Mr. CARON. No applications have been made by any
volunteer corps for the use of the military storehouse at
St. John's Gate, Quebec, for military purposes. This build-
ing has been let 4e the Quebec and Lévis Electric Light
Company The lease is a yearly one, resumable without
notice at any time when required. The rent is $10 per
annum.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Do you want a " rabbit" SAL OF THE JRIVIÈRE DU LOUP BRANCH TO
return ? THE GOVERNMENT.

Mr. MILLS He wants a truthful one.

Mr. LANGELIER. A return was ordered on the 2nd of
March la for copies of all advertisements for tenders, etc.,
for fog-h9rns aLd letter-box fronts, from lst January, 1884,
te 31sL January, 1885. That return has not yet been
brougVt dQwn.

Sir HEOTOR LANGEVIN. It is prepared, and will be
bronght down in a day or two.

SIIINGLE SIIAVINGS IN THE MERSEY RIVER.

Mr. FORBES asked, Wben will the correspondence in
relation to throwing shingle shavings, etc., into the Mersey
River, Queen's County, N.S., asked for February 17th,
1825, bebrought down ?

Mr. McILAN. I am told in the Department that it
went to the£Dpartment of the Secretary ofStatafor registra-
tion. I suppose it will be heo at the next sitting.

Mr. McMULLEN asked, Whether any communication
has been received by the Goverpment from Mr. Hipkson,
General Manager of the Grand Trunk Railway informing
them of a misunderstanding now existing between himself
and the Honorable Mr. Mitchell, member for Northumber-
land, regarding alleged services claimed to have been
rendered by the honorable member in connection with
the sale of the Rivière du Loup Branoh of the Grand Trunk
IRailway to the Government?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. By no posibility could
we have any such communication. What have we got to
do with any correspondence or any difierence between the
Grand Trunk Railway and Mr. Mitchell? The question
ought not to have been put. It is a wagte of the time of
the House.

LAND IMPROVEMENT FUND.

Mr. SPROULE asked, Has there been a settlement of
the " Land Improvement Fund " with the Ontaria Govern-

1885. ioa5



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 13,

ment; if not, what is the cause of the delay, and when is it
likely to be settled ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The question of the Land
Improvement Fund was brought up at a meeting of the
Treasurers of Ontario and Quebec, held at Ottawa last Nov-
ember. The Dominion Government stated that they were
ready to close the matter if they had the nocessary
authority. The Treasurer of Quebec stated that as the question
was a legal one, he wished to consult his colleagues, and it
appears from the report of the Budget Speech of the Treas-
urer, recently delivered before the Quebec Assembly, that
the question had been submitted to the Attorney General of
Quebec, for consideration, and it is still before that Govern-
ment. It is expected that a decision will shortly be arrivedat.

KINGSTON MILITARY COLLEGE GRADUATES IN
THE MILITIA.

Mr. KIRK asked, How many students have graduated
from Kingston Military College ? How many of these at
present occupy positions in the active force ? How many
are at present with the volunteer force in the North-West
and what are their names ? What positions or rank do these
hold in the force now under arms ?

Mr. CARON. A very short time ago a return was
brought down giving all the information the hon. gentleman
now seeks. In any case, if he finds the return incomplete,
he will have to put a notice on the paper, because it is
impossible to answer a question of that kind without bring-
ing down a return.

IMPROVEMENTS ON THE OTTAWA RIVER.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew), asked, Will the report of Mr.
Guerin, chief engineer of the survey of that part of the
Ottawa lying between Mattawa and the head of Lake
Temiscamingue be laid before the flouse?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There was a special vote of
Parliament for this survey, and the report of Mr. Guerin
with that of the chief engineer will be brought down.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew), asked, What is the estimated
cost of the proposed improvements at Mattawa, Mountain
Rapids and Long Sault respectively.

Sir ILECTOR LANGEVIN. A dam at Mattawa of a
sufficient height to create a continuous navigation to the
foot of the Long Sault, a distance of 32î miles, would cost
$2,594,000, and the advantages to be derived from its con-
struction would be practically nil, because the obstruction
caused by the Long Sault would still remain. The length
of the Long Sault is 7j miles, and has a fall of 53J feet;
and a dam at the Mattawa, to be of sufficient height to
obliterate the Long Sault, would cost 84,500,000. A dam
at the Mountain Rapids would obliterate the Long Sault
and make a continuous stretch of navigation to the bead of
Lake Temiscamingue, a distance of 94 miles, and, adding
the distance up the River Blanche, namely, 30 miles, a total of
124 miles. The cost of the structure is placed at $2,100,000.
A dam at the head of the Long Sault for the purpose of
converting Lake Temiscamingue into a reservoir and raising
its level 15 feet above its normal height would cost 81,045,-
500, supposing the project for which the dam would be
constructed to be practicable, namely, the discharge of the
impounded water during a low stage in the Ottawa for the
benefit of the mills at the Chaudiere, city of Ottawa.
Father Paradis' scheme for lowering Lake Temiscamingue
21 feet, and building a dam at the Maple Rapids to obliter-
ate the Mountain Rapide and the remainder of the Longi
Sault, is estimated to cost 62,656,500.

Mr. SpaouLi.

CANADA TEXMPERANCE ACT.

Mr. JAMISON. I would like to ask the consent of the
Government and the House to the third reading of the Bill
to amend the Canada Temperance Act. I find-4hat unless
I get the consent of the Hlouse I will be obliged to pursue
the course I pursued the other day; otherwise the Bill can-
not be read the third time this Session. I do not want to
be placed in the position in which I was placed the other
night of strangling or killing a very important measure for
the purpose of reaching this one, and I think it will facili-
tate the despatch of business very much if the Government
and the House would at this stage consent to the third
reading. If not, I will be obliged to force my way to a
higher place on the paper, and I want Io avoid that if pos-
sible.

Mr. IVES. We ought to be much obliged to the hon.
gentleman for his willingness to spare the other measures
before the House if hoe is allowed to do so.

PROHIBITION OF SPIRITUOUS LIQUORS.

Mr. BEATY moved the following resolutions:-
(1.) That having in view the evils resulting from the ready access to,

and excessive use of spirituous liquors, as beeraps, it la expedient,
with a view of diminishing those evils, that a legalative enactment
should be had of a prohibitory rather than a restrictive character.

(2.) Tht prohibting the importation manufacture, sale and use of
44spirits " known under the names brandy, gin, run, wliiskey and high
wines, or other distilled liquors, for purpose other than for exportation
for use out of Canad medicinal, chemical or mechanical uses, is advis-
ablc as a partial remedial measure.

(3a) That au heretofore the distillation of "spirits" has been a lawful
business, it is deemed but just that some moderate compensation for
injury to real property and plant should be made without regard, how-
ever, to prosoective profita or remote damages.

(4.) That it is expedient to declare drunkenness from the exeessive
use of intoxicating liquors, to be a criminal offence, punishable with
imprisonment, in cases of persons repeating the offence.

(5 ) That an Act based on the said resolutions should be passed, not
to come inte force until the expiration of twelve calendar month, or
until after the close of the next Session of Parliament.

He said :-The necessity of introducing a question of this
kind before Parliament is manifest from the very great
interest which is taken in the temperance question all over
the country and the number of Bills which have been
introduced into this Parliament for the purpose of dealing
with this important question. The manifeet evils which
exist in this country arising from the excessive use of
intoxicating liquors do not require a temperance lecture in
this House for the purpose of demonstrating them. When
we look at the number of counties all over the coun try
which are trying to adopt a remedy for the purpose of
relieving the people of the serious and injurions resalts
flowing from the use of intoxicating liquors, we can readily
sec that it is a subject of special importance. Heretof are
the discussion has largely been on twogrounde, that of total
prohibition and that of what may be termed local
prohibition. We all understand total prohibition to m an
the prohibiting of the use of all kinds of intoxicating liquors
including malt liquors and wines. Local prohibition, as
adopted under the Canada Temperance Act, is simply an
Act prohibiting the sale or barter of intoxicating liquars
in the counties or municipalities which adopt the Act. The
character of the prohibition which I propose in these
resolutions I will call, for the purpose of convenience,
partial prohibition, because it is not total, and is wi ier
than local prohibition, and because it does not prohibit ho
use of a certain class of intoxicating liquors. Itprohibits
the use of that class which is usually known under the head
of spirits, and would allow beer and ale and wine to be used,
as at present, under the licensing system. The question is
whether this would be a practical solution for the time, at
all events, of a difficult question. I think no one for a moment
that underatands the nature and effect ofintoxicating liquors
will doubt that spirits are chiefly the immediate cause of
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intoxication and of the violence, misery and ruin which result
from their excessive use in this country. It has indeed
become a saying that whiskey is the ourse of Canada. Now
whiskey involves the general idea of a large amount of
alchohol being used ; and when we consider the intoxication
of the people at large, we find that it is traceable directly
to the excessive use of alchohol. Alchol we know is found
in larger quantities in spirits and in smaller quantities in
beer and wine; and the question arises, would it not be wise
to prevent the ready access of the people at large to spirits,
to prevent the easy opportunities for obtaining spirits, so
as to meet, to some extent at ail events, the difficulties and
the injuries which result to the country from the use of
intoxicatingT1quors. The object which I have in view in
prohibiting spirits is to prevent the people at large from
obtaining spirits readily whenever they choose, so that the
intoxicating effects might not be seen or felt by them.
Every person who has observed the course of this evil,
especially in the cities and I suppose in the country as well,
knows that men coming from work, will, on passing a hotel
rush in tired and weary, with empty stomachs, and thirsty,
for a drink of alcohol; and as tavernkeepers have
explained to me, they will close their hands around the
tumbler so that the bar tender may not see the quantity
they drink, a quantity generally from an inch to two inches
in depth of whiskey in one drink. The result is that the
man who is tired, and who perhaps has had no food,
becomes naturally almost immediately drunk. Now, if, on
the other hand, lie had not that easy access to whiskey and
could only obtain beer, he might have taken two, three or
even four glaises, and, as I am told -I know nothing about
it myself, having never drunk enough beer to become intox-
icated-wouild not get drunk. I am told by those who deal
in liquors, tavern keepers and others, that a person who
drinks beer will get sick before he will get drunk. 1 do
not however dispute the fact that a person can get drunk
on wine and beer. I think people can and do, but I think
it is a self evident proposition that a person will
more readily get drunk on spirits than on ordin-
ary beer or wine, and that is the point I make
in this matter. It is an important point to deter-
mine how far legislation of this character ought to go.
While I am probably as strong an advocate of temperance
in every sense as any person in this House, I am not an
advocate of what is usually termed sumptuary legislation, I
am not an advocate of legislation for the purpòse of regu-
lating the bevôrages or the food or the clothing or thesocial
customs of people, or any question of a quasi-religious or
quasi-moral character, unless there is the greatest demand,
unless there is an absolute necessity for it; and, when any
legislation of that character is had, it should not go further
than the evil complained of, it should not reach further than
it is possible to reach in the first instance, it should be taken
at ail events stop by step, and should not, for instance, go so
far, as in this case, as total prohibition until we try a remedy
of a more moderate and partial character. Now, if we can
allow the people at large to have beverages which contain
the minimum of alcohol, we may diminish the evils which
result from the beverages which contain the larger quantity
of alcoho, and, in doing this, we accomplish this good, at
ail events, that we enable persons to obtain that which for
the most part they are accustomed to-a large number of
people at ailevents-and at the same time we deprive them of
that which we know, when they take it, deprives them of their
reason, of their property, of their health, and of all the
advantages which their families should derive from them.
The great evils which.are arising from the excessive use of
intoxicating liquors ail over the country are the only justi-
fication why any legislation should be had in a matter of this
kind, and the possibility of moderating them by legislation
can be the only justification. No person would legislate, I
think-I tortain1 would not for one propose to legislate-

lai

for the gentlemen, for instance, who are in this House, tor
the class of gentleman who are represented in this House,
but there are persons who, from their circumstances in life,

fhave not the usual number of luxurios which gentlemen of
this class have, and their luxuries are, it may be their beer
or their pipe, it may be their tea or their coffee. When we
talk of legislating on subjects of this kind wo must remember
that the time may come when even those gentleman who
now enjoy a pipe of tobacco may find legislators proposing
that it shall be taken from them. I have heard such things
proposed, and I have also heard it proposed that tea and
coffee should be taken from persons, because they are a basis
on which rises up that character of nerve which ultimately
demands a stronger stimulant than is to be found in tea
and coffee. We do not , know, therefore, how far
this kind of legislation may go. It is advocated
now upon some platforms that tea and coffee and
tobacco should not be allowed to be used in the
general sense. It has not become so extensive an
advocacy as against intoxicating liquors, but this may be
the result in a short time, and we may be asked to legislate
in that direction. We should thereforo proceed carefully
and cautiously, and not extend our jurisdicLion in matters
of this kind beyond the necessities of the ca-e. Therefore,
and that is the primary idea of this logislation, wa should
direct our legislation to ardent spirit, to prevont their
manufacture, their importation, their sale, thoir purchase,
their u-e. This wouild have a striking effeto upon the
country at large. It involves in it the usual d ificulties to
have it enforced, that it is impossible to carry out a purpose
of this description, that no person can be compelled to cor-
fine himself to the ue of tho more moderato liquoirs when
it may ba possible that lie can roach the liquors containing
the stronger elements of alcohol ; but, whatover argumcnt
may be used for the purposo of promoting what may bo
termed total prohibition may also be used, I think with
greater force, at ail events with equal force, when wo ask
that a proposition of this kind shall be adopted. Whatever
arguments may be used against prohibition have less force
when used against partial prohibition, because we leave
with the people something to use, we leave men some
strong drink, though not so strong as to injure them
at first use. One effect on this large class of the commu-
nity which I suppose in legislating we cannot ignore, or
which we should not ignore, would be that the hotel busi-
ness, for instance, could still be carried on quite as effec-
tively as at the present time. There are thoso hotel keepers
-and they have spoken to me since they heard of this pro-
position-who say they would be delighted to have a law of
this kind, becanse it would relieve them from that class of
whiskey spongers who wili, when they have access to the
whiskey, get drunk, no matter what any person can do.
There are those then, and I think there are a very large
number of hotel men all over the country, and I have met
them, especially those who may be termed the respectable
class of hotel men, the responsible class, those who have
property, who say: We would be delighted not to be obliged
to sell whiskey or spirits because our neighbors do, we
would be delighted to have this prohibited, because we could
carry on our business, and, as I have been told, could make
as mach or more money by houses of entertainment which
had only beer or wine to sell, than under the present state
of thinge. One tavern keeper of the responsible character
told me that he made no money out of spirits, out
of whiskey particularly, unless le adulterated it.
Others, on the other hand, say that a large pro-
fit is made out of whiskey. It is a disputed
question, and I suppose those who make a large
profit put in the cheap article of water, or it may be some-
thing worse, to make it go a long way. The effect of legis-
lation of this character would be not only to allow the
houses of entertainment or hotels to be carried on, and I
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think carried on with greater ease and success in the gene-
rai than they are at the present time, but it is a proposition
that not only the hotel keepers can endorse and I think to
a large extent would endorse and sanction, but it is one
which the temperance men all over the country must sanc-
tion also. What I claim is that no temperance man can
consistently oppose legislation of this character. If he is
an advocate for total prohibition, if he is an advocate for
local prohibition, he must also be an advocate for partial
prohibition, because it goes in the direction of his principle,
it goes in the direction of his advocacy, it goes in the direc-
tion of his practice. No consistent temperance man, there-
fore, can oppose this. fHence we have a large body of peo-
ple, two bodies of people in fact, endorsing this system.
and all the moderato men-the mon who drink their beer or,
it may be, their wine at table, and use it simply as a
beverage in connection with food-they would also endorso
this proposition. In connection with thissubject Iam happy
te say that only last week, in the city of Toronto, a very
large meeting was held, in which Mr. Goldwin Smith pre.
sided and made a speech, along with other gentlemen of
distinction in that city, urging the very principles which
theso resolutions involve, and pressing upon the attention
of the citizens of Toronto the necessity of legislation of this
character. I have had the honor of presenting-as other
hon. members of this House have presented-within the
last few weeks, petitions asking that legislation should be
had prohibiting the sale of spirits, and preventing the
adulteration of neers and wines. There is probatbly, no
greafer difficulty in regard to the whole question than the
adulteration of these beverages, whether spirits, or beer and
wine, and whatever legislation might be had of a pro-
hibitory character, there is no doubt whatever of the absolute
necessity of some legislation of the strongest and most
stringent character against adulteration. Now legislation
of this kind would affect property only in the very least
degree. It would' not deprive the hotel keeper of
his property, it would not deprive the brewer, or the dealer
in beer or wine, of their property or interfere with them.
Besides, I know that in my own city, of the corner
grocers who sell beer, wine and whiskey, I do not think
there is one-fifth-pobsibly not one-tenth of all of them,who
would noL be delighted if they were prohibited from selling
spirits. I have conversed with many of them, and I find
they do not object to sell beer or wine in bottles or sealed
packages; but a large number of them do object, except for
the purpose of keeping their custom, as they cati it, to sell-
ing spirits, which they have to deal out in pints or quarts,
from barrels, and hand it to women and children who take
it to their homes to drink; and they would be only too
glad to give up this system if all their neighbors were
obliged to give it up too. But when you ask them to do so
voluntarily, their answer is: If I give it up and my neigh-
bor continues to sell, he wili get a large share of my
custom; therefore [1must carry it on the same as he does;
I must continue to sell spirits as well as my neighbor
although I would much rather not do so, and would be
delighted if we were all prevented from doing so. Now, it
is also well known that the violence and crime
which proceeds from drunkenness are caused by the
use of spirits, and not by the use of bee- and
wine. I suppose that very few would dispute the point that
much the largest number of crimes of violence, of assaults, of
maiming and murder, arise from the excessive use of spirits;
there is a great deal in human nature, of course, but the
principal cause is the use of these strong liquors. Now this
evil, so particularly marked and manifest, is the one which
I wish to reach. It is generally admitted that if people
were only able to use beer and wine, drunkenness would be
reduced to a minimum; and on this point I have only to
appeal to the experience of others, who have told me that
those who drink beer do not become violent, but they becomej
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sleepy, and after sleeping off the effects, they are as good-
natured as ever. However, I cannot say how that 1s experi-
mentally, but it is said to be the fact with reference to the
use of beer. Whether that is the fact or not with reference
to the use of wine I do not know; at all events, few people
in this country drink wine. They cannot get it on account
of the price, and they consequently could not drink a suffi-
oient quantity to make them drunk, because they could not
afford to buy it. Now, as a matter of fact, we have in this
country a growing interest in the wine trade. I am told
there are not les than about 4,000 acres devoted to grape
culture in the Province of Ontario; while we know
that in France there are not les than 5,000,000
acres devoted to grape culture. When I visited
France, so far as i could see, in that country
and others which are called wine growing countries, and so
far as I have been able to gather from the testimony of
others, there is much less drunkenness than in those coun-
tries where gin and whiskey are the common beverages.
Now in reference to this question I am told by a certain class
of persons that the proposition I make will not accomplish
the desired effect; that it has already been tried in Eng-
land and failed. But as I understand the matter, it has not
been tried in England. What was done in England was to
reduce the licenses, or rather to allow beer houses to sell
free, while the gin palaces, as they are termed in England,
were allowed to continue to operate as actively as before.
Now that state of things is very different froin the one my
proposition contemplates. I am quite satisfied that in Eng-
land the experiment of affording every facility for beer
drinking and setting up of beer houses, while the common
use of spirits is permitted, has not produced the results
which we claim my scheme would produce. But this pro-
position strikes at what I call the root of the evil, and it is
a moderate way of attacking that root; it is not a revolu-
tionary way ; it does not clash with the common
sense of the community at large; it does no vio-
lence to the rights of property, and it does not
shock the ideas which people usually entertain as the
proper sphere of legislation. This proposition reaches
a wider class, and would secure larger support. Being
endorsed by a greater number of persons, there would be a
stronger probability of its being effectively enforced, if it
became law. It would also affect property, generally, much
less than any other system that can be proposed that would,
in any degree accomplish the end desired. It would, at
least, disturb property to a very much less extent than total
prohibition,-it would disturbproperty even much les than
local prohibitory laws, such as the Canada Temperance Act ;
and it would not disturb trade or commerce to the same
extent. I believe there are only nine distilleries in the
Dominion of Canada, and the produce of two of them equals
that of all the others besides. The Toronto distillery and
the Windsor distillery, I think combined, produce as much,
if not more whiskey, than all the other distilleries
in this country. Now it is true that these nine
distilleries, so far as their manufacture is concerned, would
be to some extent disturbed by legislation of this kind. But,
probably, there is no other manufacturing industry in the
country which, according to the value produced, gives
employment to so small a number of men as distillers.
This proposition would not affect the breweries; nor would
it affect the important business of the manufacture of native
wine; it would not affect the employment of capital in this
direction. I have been told by persons well informed in
this matter that hundreds of thousands of dollars have this
year been withheld from being invested in the culture
of grapes in Ontario, because of the possibility of
a law like the Scott Act, which prevents the use
of native wines, being adopted throughout the Province.
This shows how these different laws affect property, trade
and commerce ; and a proposition of this kind would not go
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to the same extent, because it would not be so wide and compietely alter human nature by logisiation and to remove
large, while at the same time it would materially promote'those evil passions which, to a certain extent, are hereditary
the securing of the beneficial results which we all hope to or are acquired by mon by soma artificial meaus. I think
obtain. Now, the social effects of this would not be so the difflculty of enforcinglaws in this country have been
striking as total prohibition, and yet its effects upon the usually of two classes. The first difficulty which, 1 think,
social customs of the people would be of a very striking is at the root of the non-enforcement of laws of this kind is
character, and I think, so far as my observation goes, they this: Take the local option law or the Canada Temperauce
would be of a most beneficial character, and that is what we Act. Whatever value I may attach to legisiation of that
aim at and hope for. If we were able to accomplish a result character, I think that when wo throw into the bauds of the
of this kind by legislation, and prohibit spirits all over the people the adoption or rejection of measures of tiis kiud, we
Dominion, prevent their importation, manufacture, sale, are humiliating the legisiation of Parliament. 1 would
purchase and use, we would certainly accomplish a great take the responsibility oflegislating in this direction to any
result in respect of temperance. There are two bodies of reasonable exteut and press that legisiation on the country,
extremists in respect to this subject. There are those who aud if it went from this louse down to tho people as a law
think that intoxicating liquors should be freely sold, or at adopted by Parliament it would have the sanction of the
all events not restricted beyond the licensing system ; and fanctionaries of the land rom the highost to the lowest in
there are those who favor preventing all sale and use of administering the law, and it would have, to a large
intoxicating liquors. There stands between these two extont, the fear of the people in respect to it. But
extreme bodies a great body of the people, so far as I have I do net wondor that the Canada Temperance Act is uot a
heard, and so far as I can gather from all quarters, who are success in some counties at ail evouts, because when a law
willing to endorse such a proposition as I have submittod, 18 enacted by a vote by ballot those who opposod 1V natu-
because they believe it to be moderate and reasonable, and rally go te work and do nil they can to frastrato the carry-
because they believe it will be effective. Legislation in ing out of the law, and thus show that they held correct
this direction has not usually proved effective; it certainly opinions in regard to it, sud that the law cannot ho a suc-
has not proved conclusively effective. We know as regards cess. That is a mest naturai and reasouabie thing to lip-
Maine, that there are those, advocates of the Maine liquor pen, and it does happeu as a mattor of fact. As to the
law, who think that the law has been to a large extet Canada Temperance Act itse it is a woak iaw, however
effective; while there are those, on the other hand, who much it ray have been effective in prometing temperauce
deny that it has been effective or has produced any good sentiment and in agitating the country; the law in itself, I
resuits whatevor.Lu Iowa and ]Kansas aud other States say, is weak and defective, which no one eau doubt. Why ?
where total prohibition lias been put into force we fid that t is dese ive and weak beuse it simply prohibits thesale
it is stated to lie a failure ; aud, at the same time, I am of liquor in a particlar county. The 99ttbection prohibits
quite prepared to admit that there are many advocates of the sale; but you can purchase as mucli liquor as you pleaso
the total prohibition idea who declare it has produced out of the ceunty and bringit lin. A man can go on t of the
ominently beneficial effects, as I certaiuly think in some county where the Act is lu force, and bring i 100
directions it las doue. But as we have not total prohibition, sallons of whiskey nd drink it with lis noighibors.
the question is, whether we should net go forward step by That is a flagrant defet l the Canada Temper.
stop rather than adopt the extreme temperance view aud auce Act. It doos not moot the whoie requirements; it
accomplish a great rovolution by a single Act of Parlis. dos not meet every difficuity. It las its use sud
ment. If it is found, after a trial of logisiation of this it may prevent abuses in soma directions; but it does n t
character, that it doos net produce benoficial resuits we can accomplish the fuil re t. n addition te hitsndorsoe-
either advsce or retire. Weeapgo forward or go backward ment by public opinion and the sanction of the administra-
iu legisiation of this kind. We can go forward and tors e the law in every respect wn ought to have a moans
prohibit strong ale sud streng wine. If we determine et reachinglose parties ho are guilty cf vilatin g tho
to go backward we could retire tothe position wo occupy iaw. Every person knows that scarcoy an yo e, noe 
to-day; but at al eveuts we wouid have had oxperienco may say, ever keeps a hotel or suls liquor except for the
and have either demonstrated the utility et logisfation of purpose of making money; they doe nt do it for the love of
this kiud or demonstrated its inutiiity, sud in either case it. If wo can reach by the use of meney, the persous
we would holu a botter position to know wlaV ouglit to ho gadity of violating the law, thon we can te a large extent
done for the purpose of ridding the country of the great have the faw euforced; a d my idea of enforcing suca
evils and misery which rosait from the excessive use ef lsw is, that one preperty of a man guity of breaking the
iutoxicating liquor; sud we would have this exprionce te law souid hosforfeited, as wae do in the case of swhnggalrs.
fail back on, which the country lias noV had up te, the pro- If ai man smuggies property te the vaine of $50,000 or
sent time. A vory important iuquiry wouid naturally sug- 8100,000,asd his good are seizod becase ho dooset a
gost itsetf iu regard te logisration of this description, daty, ho does net meet with sympat oty. We s ou rcyopt
whether wi have local prohibition or total prohibition- the samn e principle here, a ud provide that, in cases of
how can it lie euforcod? If it canuet lie eforced, it is use- violation re laws of this class, the property co Ie gauilty
less te p suclegisiation. There is, indoed, groat danger parties sha lie forfeited aud coniacated o the Crown.
iu making laws whidh cannet ho euforeed. I think, how pn d that the man who brings aboat the detection Af those
evor, most laws eau hoe enforced, sud Cws can certainly ho who violate the law shold have, as in It e case t asmugglig,
enforced if tbey have the support of public opinion sud are one-third of tha net proeeds eftie property. Now, thoer
endorsed by the mass of the people. Thora are, of course, is net a respectable htel keeper un Canada, there is netsu,
laws whidh have existod for many hundrds of years lcer- owner of sac a htel as the Ruisell, the Union or the
tain contries sud have noverbeen succossfuly carried eut. Windsor, t anhs city, or the Queen's or the Rossin in
While we have the law, thou sha t nt kil , thor are pmr- Toroto,or any other hotel of that kid, that would ever
sons who kil . Whle w have the law, thou shan t not steai oe guilty cf the violation of Vh e iaw under sud ycircum-
there are persons wio steai, wathougli andeminbnt law- gtances, because lu that case there would always o on
yer, who was aise a jdge, inlprosectihg a criminal case who would go sud drink the whiskey and would tn1
codemnedthie crime sud said it had been de eubedy harotnd sud inform on tVe hotel keepr,'when they kew
th.aders from Mount Sinai sudtad be e the law of Jppor that th y wou d make severa rthous;nd dollars by tho

Canada ever sinc. Peole have gone on committing the prcean. Some paople in talkigVis matter over with me

rime sud beai convicto.r Lt isnet possible, therforo, to have said, that is a great hardship; w c a hardship which
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should not be inflicted on any man. I ask why should not
a man who is guilty of a violation of any law have any
punishment inflicted upon him which is necessary to
enforce the maintenance of that law? His only remedy is
not to be guilty of an infraction of the law. He can simply
let it alone. lie need not violate the law, and if ho does
violate it ho must suffer the consequences. If a man com-
mits murder he may be hanged, and he knows it; if a man
steals ho may get imprisoned and he knows it. So if a man
violates a law of this character ho knows that his property
may be forfeited, and therefore the way of roaching an
enforcement of the law is to appeal to him upon the same
motive which induces mon to carry on business-to make
money; to say to him if you violate the law you will lose
money. Then if a man should violate a law of this kind
who bas not enough property to punish him in this way, ho
should be punisbed by imprisonment-by being sent to
prison with or ithout hard labour; and in doing this you
would put such a bane upon such a violation of the law that
you would undoubtedly secure the maintenance of the law.
The law would enforce its own purpose because those hav-
ing occasion to break the law would be afraid to do so. Then
another point arises in connection with this matter at this
time, and that is the question of compensation. Now, if I
had to express an opinion upon that subject I would say,
that my great difficulty in supporting the Scott Act and
which prevented me from supporting it with any great
cordiality, though I never opposed it, was that it did not
provide for any compensation. J think it an unfair and an
unjust and an unreasonable thing that any individual
person should bo obliged to give up an interest which ho
has under the law, for the purpose of bonefiting the public
without being compensated. The extent and nature of that
compensation is another question, but the principle of com-
pensation should never be doubted by any Parliament in
this country; it should never be thrown to the winds or
destroyed, because if we allow such a communistic doctrine
to be laid down by Parliament and to be thrown broadcast
as seed among the people, that property may be confiscated
at the will of a majority, I think we would soon find that
our property is held by a very loose title. We should
never touch private rights. They should be sacred as lib-
erty is sacred to the law-as a person's own body is sacred
to the law, and the principle of compensation is one which
should never be assailed by any Parliament. But there may
be questions-when the application of the principle may
become important-as to determining how far and to what
ext ont this compensation should go. Supposing that spirits
were prohibited, the first to b affected by it would be the
distillers. Should notthey be compensated ? I or you may
not drink whiskey, or we may not smoke tobacco,
but is the man who manufactures that tobacco or that
whiskey to be legislated out of his proporty - without
being compensated ? I would not consent to the
destruction of the principle of compensation, which should
never be assailed, at all events, by any Parliament of
this country. The application of that principle, and how
far it should go with the wine distillers of this country, if
they were stopped to-morrow, how far they should b
re-imbursed for the depreciation of their real estato, or the
destruction of their plant, is somcthing that should b
delormined in a general way, and left to the ciroumstances
aLd incidents which surround the question. Therefore I
would propose, as I have proposed by the resolutions, that
the trade being lawful, and one which has been recognised
by law for hundreds of years, if we come to destroy it for
the general good, the nine individuals who may own this
property and who are engaged in the business of distillation,
should have such a compensation as is fair and reasonable.i
They should not be allowed large compensation; they
should not be allowed remote damages or anything of that
kind, but they should be fairly and moderately recompensed
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if their business is done away with for the sake of the great
good which it is hoped will follow. In this connection
there probably comes up a more difficult question, and
one which I do not know that I should discuss, because it is
a question which belongs to the Finance Minister. If
legislation of this character were adopted,the Finance Minis-
ter will find his revenue reduced by about $3,000,000. Now
that is a serious question at the present time. This kind
of legislation should have been introduced a few years back
when we had thousands of dollars of surpluses, because thon
we would have been able to have dispensed with the
$3,608,000 which was the amount of revenue which we
realised from spirits last year. Now at least $3,000,000
of that would be at once lost to the country, and therefore
this is a very important question as an objection to legisla-
tion of this character. Without this question of revenue to
confront, I do not think there would be any difficulty felt
in legislating in this direction, by any person in this Par-
liament or throughout the country; but here is a practical
and serions difficulty in the fact that three million dollars,
or some such amount of revenue, bas to be provided in
some other way. I suppose the majority of this House
might be prepared to say that the Finance Minister is equal
to the emergency-that ho is able to meet the difficulty. If
I remember correctly, a speech which ho made in London
two years ago, ho said the difficulty in Canada was not with
reference, o the revenue, but the chief difficulty was with
reference to obtaining the sanction of public opinion; and
that if public opinion was in accord with this kind of logis-
lation, and the revenue was reduced, ho could meet the
emergency by an adjustment of the tariff in a way which
would not hurt the great interests of the country. There
are many things from whieh we could obtain a revenue;
and ho could, at all events, change the relations of this
matter, so that this revenue could be derived in some rea-
sonable way. One way in which I would propose to do
it, if it is found that license legislation is within our
juriadiction, is, that the hotels should themselves con-
tribute by licenses a large share of this revenue,
with the view of also limiting the number. The principle
upon which license can b charged to them at all is that they
have a monopoly of the trade in the locality in which they
carry on business, and that they should pay something extra
to the State for it. But that is an important question ; and
how far it can be met I leave to be determined by those
who botter understand the financial condition of the country
and the mode of taxation than I do. There is no doubt also
that if spirits were prohibited, there would be a larger quan-
tity of beer and wine drunk inthe country, and consequently
increased receipts of both excise and import duties ; so that
in that way the revenue that would b lost by prohibiting
spirits would be made up. There is is a consideration which
temperance people dwell upon very strongly, wnich we hear
of on almost every platform, and which I think cannot b
ignored or set aside; that is, what the criminal administra-
tion of the law costs by reason of drunkenness. I cannot give
the statistics, but I will mention one fact. lin the Province
of Ontario, there are 12,000 criminals sent to prison, ofwhom
9,000 went there because of the excessive use of liquor. Now,
if it could be assumed that not 9,000, but 6,000 out of
the 12,000 were sent thore because of the excessive use of
spirits, what a large saving would result on that account;
and that would help to make up for the revenue which would
be lost by reason of legislation of this kind, to say nothing
of the general advantage which would result to the country
from the prevention of so much crime. Now, the only
other point which I will call attention to particularly is the
case of the drunkard. Whether it is reasonable or unrea-
sonable, I have a well-founded conviction that one of the best
remedies for the evils of which we complain is that drunk-
enness should be made a crime.

An hon. XEMBER. No.
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Mr. BEATY. And that if the hon. member who says no
should get drunk, of which I have no expectation, ho should
be punished for doing that which ho knows, as an intelli.
gent, rational being, ho ought not to do. Now, that is the
way to meet this difficulty. Why, for instance, should a
stigma be placed upon a boy or a youth who steals a jack-
knile, and ho be sent to prison, and that stgma be made to
rest upon him perhaps al his life, while, fhe g9ts drunk,
the worst result perhaps is that his friends laagh at
him. Surely it is a serious matter thaat a woman
who is brought to the verge of starvation becauoe
of a drunken husband should be sqnt to gaol
for stealing a loaf of bread, while the husband, whose drunk-
enness has produced this result, is allowed to go scot-free.
Drunkenness is a crime; it is a thing that ought to be
stigmatised as a crime; and what would be the effect of so
doing ? I do not know that the effect would be very great
on those who now get drunk; but the effect on the rising
generation would 1e very beneficial. If children were led
to believe that drunkenness caused a man to be sent to
prison, just as stealing doos, would they not look upon it in
a different light from what they do now ? Instead of mak-
ing game of a drunken man on the streets, they would tell
a police constable and have the man arrested and sent to
prison, for the reason only that ho was drunk, not that he
was disorderly or did some violent net. I say that arrest
would impress upon those children an idea of drunkenness
which they cannot have now, so long as drunkenness is
looked upon mecly as a social folly, which persons may
get into and may get out of in the best way they can. lt
certain ly seems to me that the offence of drunkenness should
be made a crime, although I think punishment, or imprison-
ment,should not follow, except for a repetition of the offence.
In the city of Toronto there are hundreds, certainly dozens,
of persons who would be only too glad if they could have
their own relatives taken before a magistrate for drunken-
ness and sent to gaol, where they would know they would be
sheltered and protected, and could not commit any violence,
as they now çan, upon their wives and children. There are
hundreds of people all over this country who would be glad
to have that power, for the sake of themselves and their
relatives and for the sake of society. And why should a
man be permitted to get drunk and do violence to his wife
and children while ho himself goes free ? To illustrate this,
I may state that the other day a member of Parliament
told me of a poor man whose two daughters were sick of
typhoid fever. He had not the means whereby to obtain
the services of a medical man, and ho sold a cow, and with
the money be got drunk. Instead of buying nourishment
or obtaining medical assistance for his sick daughters ho
went home and began abusing bis wife. The daughters got
out 'of their beds to protect their mother, and both of them
died two days afterwards, while that man was allowed to
go free-he was only drunk. Not only d id the two daughters
die from the effect of the exposure ho caused them, but the
wife also became sick. I say that, under such circumstances,
that man shouldobe punished. Although this is called a
Christian country, it is eaid that this kind of legislation
should not be pressed on the attention of Parliament. But I
say if we have any duties to discharge to our fellow men,
we should strike at the root of this matter, and put the
stigma of a crime and a disgrace upon an offence of this
kind, just as we do upon theft. We should charge this
matter right home, and protect the helpless wives and
children of those who get drunk. Suppose your neighbor
is drunk in his house; ho may set fire to his house and burn
up yours. What can you do ? At present you have to sit
by and look on helplessly, whereas you ought to be able to
bring the power of the law to bear to prevent your
property being destroyed because of that man's folly. There
is no reason why this legislation should not b tried, at any
rate. I do &ot propose it, because I think it is in aevery

rospect acceptable, but because it is most reasonable
and fair and practical; and if it is reasonable and fair
and practical, it must be successful. Therefore, I ask the
consideration of the House to these resolutions.

Mr. JAMIESON. i must apologise to the hon. gentle-
man who has moved these resolutions, and I think it is due
that I should apologise to the House for disturbing the order
of business, but I find that it will be impossible to obtain a
third reading of the Bill to amend the Canada Temperance
Actwithout displacing some order. I trustthe hon gentleman
who has made so able a speech as that which we have just
heard, will not feel offended or take it as any met of disrespeot
te him or to the principles of his resolution, although i do not
agree with those principles, that I should move an amend-
ment to his motion. HelHas made a very able speech; ho
lias taken an opportunity of placing his views before the
House and country, and I have no doubt the people will
carefully consider the views enunciated by him and the
measure which these resolutions foreishadow, and that por-
haps by next Session the country and the members of this
House will be prepared to pass upon the question. flow-
ever, I do not think that the hon. gentleman should expect
us, at this stage of the Session, to discuss the resolutions ho
has submitted to the House and to pass upon them ; and
even if we did, I do not think the hon. gentleman really
expects that anything practical can come of it, because it is
too late in the Session to base any Bill and carry it through
the House on those resolutions, 1 therefore beg to move
that the louse do now pass te Publie Bills and Orders.

Mr. BEATY. I should judge that is out of order. A
motion of that kind should not b put while a measure is
being discussed; the hon. gentleman should have waited
till the discussion was over.

Mr. SPEAKER. According to parliamentary rule and
practice,it is always in order to move the pevious question ;
that the question be now put, or that the HRouse pass to
Public Bills and Orders, or to ask for a particular order, as
the hon. gentleman who moved this amendment did the
other night.

Motion agreed to.

CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT OF 1878.

Mr. JAMIESON moved the third reading of Bill (No. 92)
further to amend the Canada Temperance Act of 1878.

Mr. WELDON moved:

That the said Bill be not now read the third time, but be referred back
to the Committee of the Whole, with instructions to make the follow-
ing amendments:-To add the following words at the end of the sixth
section: Provided this Aet shall not apply to any prosecutions or pro-
cedings heretofore commenced and now pending; and notwithstand-
ing the repeal of the said section, the provisions of the Canada Tem-
perance Act of 1878, relating to offences, penalties and punishmente,
and procedure relating thereto, shall, as to all prosecutions and pro-
ceedings commenced after the passing of this Act, be in full force.
And to add to the seventh clause the following words: Provided that
where the information or complaintis laid by any prson other than
the collector of Inland Revenue, the iinformation shal be laid upon the
oath of the party complaining, substantiating the information.

Mr. JAMIESON. I certainly object to this addition to
section 7. I do not see any reason why there should
be a departure in this case from the general rule. For
inetance, under the Act which we passed two years ago, it
is not necessary that information should be laid upon oath,
nor is it necessary, as I understand it, under the law at
present in force in the Province of Ontario. And even in
any proceeding under the Summary Jurisdiction Act, where
it is the intention to issue a summons, it is not required
that the information should be upon oath. I should like to
know N hy the hon. gentleman would contend that a pro-
vision sh3ould be adopted ln this measure which lias not
been adopted in oonnection with other measures; and, iu
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addition to that, I think hoeis a little wrong in reference to
the officor. It will be recollected that, by an amendment
to the Liquor License Act, if not by the Act itself-I
cannot charge my memory with it now-the enforcement
of the Scott Act is placed in the bands of the inspectors
appointed by the Board of License Commissionerr, and it is
not now to be enforced by the Inland Revenue oilicer. I
understood the hon. gentleman was going to make a slight
change in the other amendment.

Mr. WELDON. I have stated that.
Mr. JAMIESON. For my part, I feel decidedly opposed

to the second clause which the hon. gentleman proposes to
add. I do not think it is necessary, and therefore I object
to it. In the other case I had no objection that this Bill
should not be made retroactive.

Motion agreed to, and the flouse resolved itself into Com-
mittee.

(In the Committee.)

Amendment to section 6 agreed to.
Mr. WELDON. The second amendment I propose is, that

where the collector of Inland Revenue has not laid the in-
formation, it shall be substantiated by the oath of the per-
son who lays it. I propose to add to the collector of Inland
Revenue, "or the Inspector of Licenses," as under the
Liquor License Act of 1883 that officer has a right to initi-
ate prosecutions. Under the Canada Temperance Act of
1878 the collector of Inland Revenue has the right to prose-
cute; and, as far as officials are concerned, there is no objec.
tion to their laying the information in the ordinary way,
but I think it is a serious matter when it is laid by other
individuals. What is the schedule here ? Schedule O of
this present Act is:

" The said informant says he is informed and believes that X.Y. un-
lawfully did sell intoxicating liquor."
And so forth. It is simply the ipse dixit of the individual
that he is informed and believes. While I presume an
official, acting in his official capacity, would not do anything
improper, it leaves the power to any individual to make a
complaint on his information and bolief; and, no matter
how much expense and trouble ho may put the party to,
there is no remedy. And it is important, bearing in mind
the different offences enumerated by this Act. The 7th
section of this schedule is:

" That X. Y., being a medical man, unlawfully did give a certificate
to obtain intoxicating liquor for other than strictly medicinalpurposes."

A person having a grudge against a medical man might
simply go to a magistrate and say he is informed and
believes that this medical man gave a certificate improperly,
and ho would be put to a great deal of trouble to prove
that it was given for medicinal purposes. I contend that,
where an individual, other than Iho officials, chooses to make
a complaint, ho should substantiate that by his oath, so
that, if it turns out either that ho did the thing maliciously
or without any provocation, proper proceedings for perjury
could be had against him. I think a strong distinction can
be made between this and ordinary cases, where a party
lays a charge for assault, because generally these are
personal matters where the party is personally interested,
and i take it that, in these cases, no other person can make
the complaint; but, as the Canada Temperance Act now
stands, any person can go before a magistrate and make a
statement that he i informed and believes that so-and-so
committed an offence against the Act. Immediately, that
person is obliged to defend himself and to put himself to a
large amount of trouble, and we know that, independently
pf the costs which might be awarded to him, he would
not be compenseated for the trouble to which ho is put. It
is for these reasons that I move that amendment.

M. JAiTESON.

Mr. FOSTER. Would the hon. gentleman who moved
that be willing to put the word in the plural, because
thero is a chief inspector and sub-inspectors. The sub-
inspector, certainly, should have the same rights as the
inspector.

Mr. WELDON. I have no objection to any person who
is qualified by official authority.

Mr. FOSTER These officials are appointed under the
law, and the sub.inspectors are responsibe to the inspector.

Mr. WELDON. I have no objection.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. It is proposed to amend the 7th sec-

tion of the Act by adding thereto the following proviso:

" Provided, that where the information or complaint is laid by any
other person than the collector of Inland Revenue, or the inspector or
sub-inspectors of licenses, the information shall b'laid upon oath of the
party complainant uubstantiating the information."

Mr. FOSTER That is preferable to what it was before,
and yet I have the same objection as my hon. friend who
has charge of this Bill, to having that put in. Of course
you may say that such an information ought to be under
oath; but what ought to be and what is found practicable,
are not always the same. There are a great many places
where liquor will be sold under the Act, and where it will
be well known that liquor is sold, but where it would pro-
bably be very difficult for a person to be so sure of it as to
take his oath to the information he might wish to lay. 1
think you will find that it will very seriously cripple the
enforcement of the law; and we do not wish that the enforce-
ment should be crippled. If it is not the practice in other
laws, I do not see why it should be the practice in this. If
we have a law at all, we want one that can be enforced ;
and I have not found, in practice, any difficulties arising in
counties under that law, as it at present stands.

Mr. SPROULE. Then why want the amendment?

Mr. FOSTEIR. It is not my amendment; it is the
amendment of the hon. member for St. John (Mr. Weldon).

Sir HECTOR LANG EVIN. This question came up the
other day in committee, and the committee seemed to be
very favorable to this amendment. The faot is, it would
be a great deal botter, when a party is not able to make his
information under oath, that the information should not be
laid at all, than that the liberty of the subject should be
infringed upon. A person might desire to lay an information
meroly for the purpose of annoying a neighbour, or a medical
man, as in the case already cited; and if he is a man of straw,
without any means, ho can make his declaration without
substantiating it by oath, and the man informed against is
obliged to go before a magistrate and stand his trial on the
charge of an offence which has not been committed. It is
a great deal botter that one or two offenders should go free
than that informers should be allowed to annoy citizens,
and perhaps cause them to be punished for no offence at all.
But if a man takes it upon himself to go and take his oath,
y ou have some guarantee ot the truth of the information,
because no man will make an oath of that kind without
having before his eyes the fear of punishment for perjury.
Besides, the informant may be a man of straw-without
means-and therefore you cannot reach him; whilst, if he
were obliged to make his affirmation under oath, he could
be punished in case ho was found to have committe I per-
jury, or had laid the information merely for the purpose of
annoying a citizen.

Mr. FOSTER. I appreciate that view of the subject; but
there is this which lessens, to some extent, the danger tho
hon. Minister apprehends. The person must lay the intor-
mation before a responsible party, who is a magisti ate-
a stipendiary magistrate-or before two magistrates; and if
the .informant is a man of straw, whom the magistrate
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believes to be desirous morely of annoying a person, he will
not take his information.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. How is the magistrate to
know that ?

Mr. FOSTER. The magistrate always sits in the juris-
diction in which the offence is committed, and consequently
the informant and witness must be woll known to him.

Mr. JAMIESON. My principal objection to this amend-
ment lies in the fact that it is an innovation; that it is not
required in any license law that I know of, and J do not
know why we should make a departure in the case. The
hon, member for St. John (Mr. Weldon) cited the caseeof a
party who might be assaulted, and he said there was a dis.
tinction botween that case and the case of a party laying an
information for an infringement of the license law. Well, I
think the reason is much stronger for requiring sworn
information in a case of assault than in a case of violation
of this Act, because in the case of assault a warrant can be
issued, and if a warrant is to be issued there must be infor-
mation on oath; but in this case, where there is only a
summons in the first instance, I do not see why we should
require that the information should be upon oath. As I
said the othor day, it is a principle of law that a man should
not be deprived of bis liberty unless upon sworn informa-
tion. Now, in this case, the first proceeding will be the
issue of a summons, and to require sworn information before
a proceeding so simple as the issue of a summons would be
what I consider an innovation, and I do no see why, in
respect to this Act, wa mhould depart from the general
rate.

Mr. WELDON. I consider the whole Act an innovation
-but, of course, thatis not a subject for discussion now. A
man lays an information for assault when the offence is com-
mitted against himself, but in this case it is a breach against
a statutory law, which does not affect the informant; ho
chooses to lay an information in a matter in which he has
no personal interest whatever. And if you read the schedule,
you will find that he may go before a single magistrate, and
not before a stipendiary magistrate; but when the question
is to be adjudicated it must be before two jastices, and one
justice may issue the sammons. The complainant bas got
to say: I am informed that so-and-so did sell in violation of
the Act-and I took the case of a medical man who granted
a certificate for other than medical purposes, but merely
becauss some vioious person chooses to do that, the party is
brought before a magistrate and ut to great annoyance
and expense by a man of straw, who cannot be reached and
punished. The Act bas provided that certain officials have
that duty imposed upon them, and it is their duty to take
action when their attention is called to a violation of the
Act; it is a safeguard and a protection which will enable
the Act to be carried out. But if we leave the matter open,
we leave parties liable to be made subjects of vexations
proceedings and of blackmail, and allow the Act to be used
for purposes which were never intended.

Mr. FOSTER Thore are different parties named to
enforce the Act. By the law, those appointed are the com-
missioners of Inland Revenue, but more especially the
inspectors and sub-inspectors. But suppose we get inspec-
tors and sub-inspectors who will not do their duty, then the
law, if it is to be enforced, must be enforced by private
parties; and you are taking away a powerful weapon if yon
refuse to allow this to b done. If the Government will
guaranteo that good inspectors will be appointed in all cases
to carry out this law, thon we might accept that assurance;
but it may happen, if another Government should get into
power, that inferior inspectors might be appointed, and so
we must have this provision to guard oursolves against thatc
danger.

Mr. HESSON. I think the provision is a very dangerous
one, and that individuals might travel through the country
and improperly lodge complaints and make money out of
the action. A person should be compelled to make an
affirmation under oath; if not, very serions injustice may
be done different parties. The Bill is not safe without the
proposed amendment, and I feel that it ought to be per-
mitted to be inserted by those supporting the Bill.

Mr. MACDONALD (Queens, P.E.l). We have had the
Act in operation in our Province for some time and have
never known the case of a man being blackmailed. The
fact is, that the adoption of th is amendment will very much
hamper the successful carrying out of the Act, and it would
be a mistake to adopt it. We know that information is
often laid against persons, by reason of the fact being known
that certain parties go regularly and get grog at a certain
house. While a man may not be able to swear positively
that these men get grog there, the case is proved by the
persons visiting the house regularly being called aswitnesses.
It would militate against the successful carrying out of the
Act if this amendment should be carried.

Mr. MILLS. The friends of temperance in Parliament
can have no desire to have an innocent party troubled with
unfair prosecutions. The amondment made by the hon.
member for St. John (Mr. Woldon) simply requires that a
man should swear that ho has been informed and believes
certain facts. I can see no possible objection, unless the
party happons to be one opposed altogether to taking an
oath, to bis being required to make such an affidavit. It
seoms to be a reasonable proposition, and one, I think, which
the louse will cordially sustain.

Amendment agreed to.
Committee rose and reported,
Mr. JAMIESON moved the third reading of the Bill.
Mr. BOURBEAU. Beforo the Bill is read the third

time, I b to move:
That in addition to the pereons mentioned in sub-section 4 of sec-

tion 99 of the Canada Temperance Act -of 1878, the following persons
may grant certificate3 f>r medicalI prposes: The priest, or any duly
ordained clergyman minieteing to or in chiarge of the village, parisn or
township in which the person to whom the certificate is granted
resides, and where no medical man resides or can convenieutly be found.

I think this amend ment should be adopted, bocause it is well
known that in some parishes there are no modical men. In
the absence of modical men, I think this power should be
granted to priests and ordained ministers. In my own
county there are parishes 18 miles distant from any doctor,
although they are large parisbes, with a population of about
2,000 people. In those cases it would be ot great advantage
if the people were allowed to go to the priests and ministers
and obtain certificates. There is no danger that the priests
or ministers would abuse their power. It has been stated
in this House that certificates have been granted by doctors,
in counties where the Scott Act has been adopted, so that
the same person was able to obtain Lhree or four bottles of
whisky in a single day, under a certificate obtained from a
medical man. 1 am satisfied that priests or ministers would
not give a certificate under which such a quantity of liquor
could be obtained in one day. I hope this motion wil be
adopted.

Motion agreed to on a division.

(In the Committee.)

Amendment (Mr. Bourbeau), agreed to, and Bill reported.

On motion for concurrence in the amendment,

Mr. BURPEE moved that the amendment be not now
concurred in, but that the Bill bereferred back to the Com-
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mittee of the Whole, with instructions to strike out the said
amendment.

Mr. IVES. I do not see upon what possible ground the
amendment can be objected to. The statement made by
the hon. member for Drummond and Arthabasca (Mr.
Bonrbeau) is strictly truc. There are, in sections of this
country, numbers of places of large population where no
medical man resides, and is it to be said that it is necessary
that liquor should be dispensed for medicinal purposes, and
at the same time no facilities given for those people to
obtain it. There are cases where, I presume, a medical
marn would say that the procuring of spirits was a matter of
life 'and death, and yet it is to be said that you are to
goýtoa medical man, to the nearest village, which perhaps
may be eighteen or twenty miles away, and that modical
man may at the time be a long distance in another direction,
so that the life of the patient may be lost, simply because
the temperance people are not disposed to extend the prin-
ciple of their own Act. This is not an innovation, but
simply tan extension of the principle; and unless it can be
established that the priest or the minister is a person less
fitted for judging as to what is a suitable occasion for giving
a certificate, then I say there is no possible objection to
adopting the amelidment. I am not prepared to take that
position, and I believe a necessity exists for such an amend-
ment. I believe it is not an innovation of the law; I believe
it is merely an incident of the law. It is merely to enable it
to be carried out in places where medical men do not live,
and I cannot understand why it should be objected to.

Mr. PLATT. I should like to know just where the
medical profession stand, with respect to this matter. If we
are to grant certificates simply upon moral responsibility
rather than upon professional responsibility, I, for one, should
prefer to be relieved of that responsibility altogether. I
think the presumption is that medical mon grant cortifi-
cates-I do not like the word; I would rather say
prescriptions-because they know liquor to be negessary in
a particular case, just as any other drug; and I do not know
that this Parliament has any power to grant to priests and
ministers permission to prescribe medicines, and not to any
one else. This amendment would destroy the whole
intention of the Act. The Act means, as I understand it,
that upon a medical man's prescription-not upon his
certificate-liquor may be used in case of sickness; and I
do not know that any other profession would claim to have
the same knowledge as the medical profession in that par-
ticular respect. I, for one, would rather see the privilege
extended to ministers and magistrates, and everyone else,
and the medical profession relieved of the responsibility
entirely, than to divide the responsibility in the way pro-
posed.

Mr. BURNS. As I understand the amendment, there. is
no intention of ignoring physicians; but it is simply
intended to make provision for cases where the services of
medical men cannot be obtained. Such cases are numerous.
In the Province from which I come, it very often happens
that no medical man is to be found outside of the shire
towns. Some of the counties are very large, and people
residing at a distance of 60 or 70 miles from a shire town
certainly should not be compelled to go to a physician living
at that distance, in order to obtain a certificate from him;
and I claim that, in many cases, the clergyman of the dis-
trict is filly as competent as a medical man could be to
determine whether a case requires the use of spirituous
liquors or not. I think it would be a mistake if provision
were not made in the law to enable those gentlemen to
grant certificates. They are very often not only the spiritual
advisers but also the medical and legal advisers of their
parishoners, and are generally in a better position to know
their wants than anyone else, and should have the privilege

Mir. Burni.

of granting certificates. Holding that opinion, I shall vote
for the amendment.

Mr. CASEY. There is certainly a great deal of force in
the remarks of the hon. gentleman for Prince Edward
(Mr. Platt), and they would be absolutely conclusive if it
was proposed to give concurrent jurisdiction to doctors and
clergymen. But I do not so understand the amendment.
It is to allow spirits, in cases of absolute necessity, to be
obtained otherwise than by a doctor's certificate, where the
doctor's certificate is not obtainable. I am quite willing
that the spirit of the Act should be carried out, and that
spirits should be regarded as a drug and should not be
obtainable any more easily than any other drug; but we
all know that in districts where a doctor does not reside,
if there is a drug store, it is easy to secure a drug without
sending for a doctor; and I do not know why it should not
be possible in those cases to procure alcohol, as any other
drug. I speak quite impartially and freely in this matter,
because there is no part of my own county where this amend-
ment could possibly apply, as we are fully supplied with
doctors; but we must recognise the fact urged upon us by
representatives of districts which include portions of the
backwoods, who say that the amendment is necessary for
their districts. I think we can grant this relief without
violating the spirit of the Act, without taking alcohol out
of the category of drugs, and without the least fear that the
clerical profession, either as a body or individually, will
abuse the privilege granted by this amendment.

Mr. BURPEE. It is proposed that in certain back
districts the privilege of granting certificates should be
extended to ordained clergymen. The fact is, that in some
back districts there are neither doctors nor clergymen.
Shall we enlarge the privilege to schoolmasters in, those
cases? If wo open the door, we cannot shut it The
wording of the amendment is very vague-" where doctors
cannot conveniently be found." Although 1 am satisfied
that the majority of clergymen in this country would carry
out the Act quite as well as the doctors, I think it is a
dangerous door to open, and instead of being an improve-
ment to the Act, the amendment would destroy its meaning,
and I think it should not be carried.

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

After Recess.

Mr. SPROUL. This amendment, I think, is very much
needed, for various reasons. One of those reasons is, that it
may occasionally happen that a license will be granted to
some person to sell liquor in a township where there is no
medical man at all, where the only medical man to be had
may live several miles away, and yet there may be minis-
ters and priests within a short distance of where this liquor
is sold. Now, for the purposeof allowing persons who may
need to use liquor, in casesof emergency, on short notice, to
obtain it, I think it is necessary this amendment should be
agreed to; but when we consido- other features of this Act,
other restrictions in it, we find reasons outside of this, which
makes this amendment espeially necessary. The hon.
member for Cardwell (Mr. White, when this Act was under
consideration last Friday, drew attention to the fact that the
veterinary surgeons of the country could not get liquor of
any description to use. Now, theroeis no provision by which
they can got liquor at all. The only provision for the sale
of liquor to any person, professionally or otherwise, is
specified in the first sub-section of the Canada
Temperance Act, "when it is used for medicinal
purposes," and that clause also says it shall be only used
under certain regulations. What are those ? "IProvided,
also, that the sale of intoxicating liquors, for exclusively
medicinal purpses, shall be lawful only by such druggists
and other vendors as may be appointed by license from the
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Lieutenant-Governor in Council;" and then such intoxi-
cating liquors, for medicinal purposes, must be removed
from the promises, and such sale to be made only on the
certificate of a medical man, who shall specify that it has
been prescribed to a person for medicinal purposes. Now,
it does not even allow to a veterinary surgeon the liberty
of prescribing liquor; it does not allow a medical man to
prescribe for use by a veterinary surgeon; it does not allow
any other person to give it to a veterinary surgeon; there
is no way by which a veterinary surgeon can get it, unless
he comes under the clause which allows it to be given for
sacramental or for medicinal purposes. In that there is no
necessity to state that it has been prescribed for medicinal
purposes for a person. If, as it appears to be, it is the dis-
position of those who have charge of this Bill not to allow
an amendment to this Act to admit the proprsed clause, I
say it is important it should be extended to clergymen.
What is the object of preventing the clause being amended ?
Is it for the purpose of preventing abuse ?
Abuse by whom ? By the very class of men, above all others,
who are taking the most active interest in the promotion of
the temperance cause, the ministers and priests of the
country, the mon who are entrusted with the spiritual, the
moral and the social welfare of the community; and yet,
strange to say, the temperance mon of this House cannot
entrust them by putting that clause in the Act, because they
fear that abuses will spring up under it. I can only say they
have less confidence in the ministers and priests than I have
From my own personal acquaintanco with the ministers of the
gospel and the priests in my county, I have never known
of a single instance in whih I believe one of those gentle-
men would be inclined to abuse that trust. But we noed
not wonder at the objections, for if they will not allow medical
men to use it in the logitimate practice of their profession and
voterinary surgeons in the practice of theirs, I do not
wonder they carry it further, and make it almost like the
puritanical laws, so stringent that no person could carry it
out. If you make an Act so stringent that it is impossible
to carry it out, in the ordinary course of eventi,
instead of having the law respected you bring it into
contempt. That is the condition of the proposed Act,
as it stands. If there is any legal gentleman or medical
man in this House who, on looking over this measure, will
tell me it is possible to carry it out in its entirety, as it
stands, if not amended beyond the amendments proposed,
ho must understand it differently from what I do. There is
another reason why this measure is defective. Take a vil-
lage ; there may be in it, as is commonly the case in many
of our villages, two or more medical men and a couple of
drug stores. One medical man patronises one store and the
other patronises its rival. One of the druggists has been
fortunate enough to secure the license from the Lieutenant
Governor in Council, authorising him to sell liquor for
medical purposes; the other druggist, if he requires to use
the smallest quantity of liquor in making up a prescription, he
has not the authority to do so, because ho cannot keep the
liquor for sale nor sell it in any quantity; and thus, very
unfairly, the one medical man may be compelled to patronise
the drug store where, perhaps, the interests of the party may
be antagonistic to his own. I think this amendment should
go further; I believe in the interest of the carrying out of
this Act, ministers and priests should have the right, where
medical men are not present, or it is impossible to get them
quiokly, te give a certificate for the purpose of obtaining
liquor. Yo must go further and say that the penal clause
attaching to medical mon should also attach to them, namely,
that any medical man who gives such a certificate
for any other than strict medicinal purposes shall be
liable to a fine in the first instance of $20, and the second
and subsequent times $40. In that you should aiso include
ministers of the gospel, and when yon have done that
you wil only have put them under the same
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restriction as medical men. I have another reason, which
may be regarded as a selfish one, why I believe it is neces-
sary this should be carried, and that is, when the late Dunkin
Act was in force medical men, in the county I represent at
least, found that they were frequently awakened at
unreasonable hours to give prescriptions for liquor in cases
in which they had no interest and where they could make
no charge. The ministers and priests, who are interested in
the welfare of the people, and who are endeavoring to carry
out the Act by every legitimate means, should have the
right to share this responsibility with medical mon, and not
put ail the trouble on the latter, of giving certificates, for
which they can make no charge, and being awakened at
unreasonable hours for the purpose of giving thern. Let
the clergymen share this responsibility. There can be no
danger of abuse arising in their hands any more than in the
hands of medical men. For these reasons the House should
pass the amendment, and also go further, and enable
veterinary surgeons to prescribe liquor whon they see fit to
do so, in the logitimate practice of their profession, and give
them the authority to get it at some liconsed drug store or
any other place.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings), I do not see why the Act
should not be also extended to M. P's. It would be
very useful to them at election times. Are we to understand
that ail these priests are pure ? Are we to understand that
ail these ministers are pure ? Are we to understand that all
these doctors are pure ? Are these mon not liable to do
wrong ? Does anyone mean to say that some priests do not
drink liquor ? Does anyone mean to say that some ministers
do not drink liquor ? No one will deny they do. And do not
doctors drink liquor ? And if ministers, doctors and
priests believe that liquors are good for their own use,
they will not refuse thom to parties who say : "Give
me a certificate to have a bottle of liquor-just one
bottle of liquor." The ministers have preached throughout
the country, they have prayed, they have lectured,
and they have taught the people to believe that liquor
is poison. Thon, if that is so, why give them permission
to give a certificate to allow a sick man to buy poison ? The
doctor says what is very true; if ho is teobe fined $20 for
giving a certificate, why should not a priest or a
minister be fined the same ? It is a diffLicult thing now
to get men to inform, and I am opposed to informers-they
have been the curse of my native country-but whom will
you get to inform against a priest, or against a minister, or
against a doctor, if he gives a certificate? No one will do
so. No one wishes to offend his minister, no one wishes to
offend his priest, no one wishes to offend his doctor, and the
Act will be a dead letter; instead of being a blessing, it
will be an injury to the country. If we are to have a prohi-
bitory Act, let us have one that is perfect, let us have one that
is right and just and in the interests of the community;
but, if we open the door one stop after the other, the beet
thing is to move another amendment, that certificates may
be granted by doctors and priests and ministers and veteri-
nary surgeons and M. P.'s, and very soon we will not
require to have any restrictions whatever. The mover
of this Bill, who has brought it in and got ahead of all
others, is willing to accept this amendment, I believe, that
the priests and the ministers shall have a right to give
a certificate. Where is a priest who has petitioned for it ?
Where is a minister who has asked for it? We can easily
understand why doctors advocate it, simply because it is a
benefit to them in their business.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.

Mr. WHITE. "No ? " I wili be bound to say that, in any
county in Ontario, I will get ten doctors to give me a cer-
tiflcate each for $2 that I am sick. How many civil ser-
vants in this city are walking around the streets who go to
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physicians and give them $2 to give them certificates that
they are sick.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. WHITE. Yes; "hear, hear." Who will deny it ? I

believe the time has arrived in the history of this country
and in the history of this matter when the Government of
the day should take hold of it and submit to the people a
prohibitory Act from one end of the country to the other.
I believe there is a great deal to be said on both sides of this
question. We find first the municipal councils collecting
from the parties who are engaged in the sale of liquors-
taxes; then we find the Local Government collecting from
them-taxes, and then we find the General Government
collecting from them-taxes. They apply this money for
public works, to pay the interest on loans, for public im-
provements throughout the length and breadth of the
country, and they encourage these people to build distill-
eries, breweries, hotels and saloons, and the Local Govern-
ment and the General Government do not say a word in
behalf of these men, and they are getting wiped out on
every side, and the licenses are being taken away from
them and given to priests, ministers, doctors, and horse
farriers, and I suppose to M.P.'s. Why not to M.P.'s ? I
think the parties promoting this Bill should be honest and
sincere end conscientious, and should carry out the Bill as
handed to them, and not accept amendment after amend-
ment. I believe we should not give this right to priests, or
to ministers, or to doctors. I believe we should curtail this
matter, if we are honest to the temperance people.

louse divided on amendment of Mr. Burpee, p. 1047.
YAks:

Allen,
Auger
Bain( (entworth),
Blake,
Bowel,
Burpee,
Cameron (Huron),
Cameron (Kiddlesex),
Casgrain,
Charlton,
Cochrane,
Oockburn,
Cook,
Davies,
Dundas,
Edgar,
Fairbank,

Messieurs
Ferguson (Leeds&Gren.)McOraney,
Fleming, Mulock,
Forbes, Paterson (Brant),
Poster, Platt,
Geoffrion, Somerville (Brant),
Gillmor, Somerville (Bruce),
Harley, Springer,
Hickey, Tilley,
Billiard, Townshend,
Irvine, Vail,
Jackson, Wallace (Albert),
Jamieson, Watson,
Kaulbach, White (Hastings),
King, Wilson,
Kirk, Wood (Brockville),
Langelier, Yeo.-49.

NArs :
Messieurs

Armstrong, Ferguson (Welland),
Barnard, Fortin,
Beaty, Gagné,
Benoit, Gault,
Bergin, Gigault,
Bernier, Gordon,
Blondeau, Grandbois,
Bourassa, Gunn,
Bourbeau, Hackett,
Bryson, Hall,
Burnham, Hay,
Burns, Hesson,
Cameron (Inverneis), Homer,
Cameron (Victoria), Hurteau,
Campbell (Renfrew), Iunes,
Carling, Ives,
Caron, Jenkins,
Casey, Kinney,
Catudal, Kranz,
Golby, Labrosse,
Costigan, Landerkin,
Outhbert, Landry (Kent),
Dawson, Langevin,
De St. Georges, Lesage,
Desaulniers (Muk'ngé),Lister,
Desaulniers (8t.M'rice),Livingston,
Dodd, Macdonald (King's),
Dagas, Macdonald (Sir John),
Dupont, Mackintosh,

Amendment negatived.

McMillan (Vaudreuil),
McCallum,
McCarthy,
McDougald (Pictou),
Mcisaac,
McMullen,
McNeill,
Massue,
Pruyn,
Ray,
Rinfret,
Riopel,
Rykert,
Shakespoare,
Small,
Smyth,
Sproule,
Taschereau,
Thompson,
Trow,
Valin,
Wallace (York),
Weldon
WelIs,
White (Cardwell),
White (Renfrew),
Wood (Westmoreland),
Woodworth.-86.

On motion for consideration of Bill as amended,
Mr. TOWNSHEND moved that the Bill be not now read

the third time, but be referred back to Committee of the
Whole, with instructions that they have power to add the
following clause thereto:-

In any county or municipality where there is more than one registrar
of deeds' office, it shall be sufficient to deposit the notice referred to in
section six of-the Act hereby amended in any one of suoh offices, and
where, in any county or municipality, a poli has been held under the
said Act, which bas resulted in the adoption of the petition, and the
Governor General in Council bas,.by Order in Council, declared the
second part of the said Act to be in force and to take effect in such
county or municipality, the said Act shall be held and is hereby declared
to be in fuill force and effect therein, notwithstanding such notice has
not been deposited in each registrar's office; and it shall not be lawful
to question the validity of any conviction, order or other proceeding had
or taken thereunder, by reason only of such notice not having been
deposited in each registrar's office.

Hie said: I think there can be no objection to this amend-
ment, which provides that, where there arc two registrars'
offices in any county, it shall only be necessary to file the
notice and petition in one, and that in any county where
the Act has already been brought into force and the notice
bas not been deposited in both offices, notwithstanding this
omission the Act shall be valid. This amendment is neces-
sary, in consequence of a decision of the Supreme Court of
Canada, in which the judges decided that the deposit of the
notice in one place is not sufficient. The amendment is to
remove a technical difficulty, and I believe there are several
precedents for that.

Mr. TROW. I do not see any necessity or propriety for
that amendment at all, under the present Act, for the simple
reason that where there are two registry offices only one
petition is necessary to be signed by the aheriff of the county,

Motion agreed to, and the louse again resolved itself
into Committee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. TOWNSIIEND. In the Province of Nova Scot:a,
there are two registry offices in some counties, and I
think almost invariably where the Act has been brought
into force the notice and petition have been deposited,
not with the sheriff, but in the office o the registrar of
deeds; and in consequence of that, under the decision of the
Supreme Court, the Act would not be validly in force
unless the amendment was passed.

Mr. WELDON. It would be well enough to apply it to
future cases but not to cases which have been passed upon
by the courts. I think this is ex post facto legislation, and
unless there is some good reason, we ought not to invali-
date what the courts have done. We would be simply
making laws which affect past rights, and I think they
can only be invaded in case of urgent public necessity.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It invades no rights. Unless this
amendment is adopted the election will have to be gone
over again, and that in some counties where tje Act has
been carried by large majorities, and where the will of the
people has been expressed on the particular question of
bringing the Act into force. If this amendment is not
passed, then, in any county where the notice and petition
have only been deposited in one registry office, it can be
contested. The law will not be in force, and it will not
only involve the failure of all prosecutions under the Act,
but will render it nugatory in future ; and that might
involve the further difficulty of carrying the question
right up to the Supreme Court for final decision. There is
no injustice done to anyone. I do not wish to apply the
amendment to any suit now in court, but simply to say
that it shall be brought into effect in the different counties
where the Act has been adopted.
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Mr. TROW. It can only lead to confusion, where there
are two registry offices and only one sheriff to sign the
petition.

Mr. DAVIES. The argument of the hon. member for
Cumberland (Mr. Townshend) amounts to this: We had an
election in Cumberland county, which was invalidated.
We did not take the preliminary steps to hold a legal
election; we did not file the petitions with the sheriff of the
county, nor in the two registry offices, as the law told us to
do; but we held a voluntary election, which the courts
afterwards set aside, and we now propose to ratify this past
election, which was bad in itself, and which the courts
have declared to be not binding. He says it does not affect
anybody, but surely it affects the interests of everybody
who deals in liquors in the whole county. I think he
ought to show very urgent grounds to justify this retroactive
legislation. I think the principle is very good, but so far
as it is attempted to legalise elections which are really
invalid, I think it should not be acceded to.

Mr. WELDON. It is not only to invalidate an election,
but it is retroactive legislation, and is a proposal to declare
valid proceedings now before the courts.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am quite willing to except any
case now pending before the courts. It is quite proper that
it should not affect existing rights. But in the case referred
to by the hon. member for Queen's, the law has been adopted
by a large majority, and I propose simply to remove what
is, at the best, but a technical objection, and which doos
not touch the merits of the question at all. Wherever the
people have expressed themselves in favor of this Act, they
have a right that it should be put into force. I know that
in respect to Nova Scotia there was an amendment passed
by this Parliament, last winter, or the winter before, to
render the Act effective in another respect. According
to law, this Act could only be brought into force at the end
of ninety days from the expiration of the time for which
licenses were granted. There were no licenses granted at
all in Nova Scotia, and it therefore became a question
whether the Act could ever be brought into force in that
Province. This Parliament amended the Act, and made it
effective in cases where there were no licenses granted.
Now, that was retroactive legislation as much as the pre-
sent amendment; and I base my amendment on the
action of Parliament at that time. That amendment just
as strongly affected private rights as this does. With
reference to the argument of the hon. member for
Queen's, P. E. I. (Mr. Davies), it is well to be wise after the
event, but neither ho nor any one else was aware of any
difficulty until the Supreme Court declared it ; not even
the officers of the Crown suspected it.

Mr. WELDON. I think the case mentioned by the hon.
member for Cumberland (Mr. Townshend) is entirely differ-
eut. There the parties came forward, and it was not
through their fault, but through the fault of the law. Pro-
vision was made in respect of counties where licenses were
in force, but on the other hand, provision was not made for
counties where no licenses had existed. Everybody is sup-
posed to know the law. The law was plain in the case in
question. There were two registry offices. Now, what is
the object of filing a petition in a registry office ? It is to
enable the people in a district to ascertain the nature of the
petition and the names of those who have signeci it. If a
county requires two registrars and two registry districts,
the parties who go to examine the petition go to the regis-
trar of the district, and the parties go to the registrar's
office for the purpose of ascertaining particulars respecting
the petition. If a man has to go to another office ho might
as well file a petition i-n one county for an adjoining county.

Mr. FOSTER. I hope the committee will not forget
that the large body of the people have rights as well as the

few in these counties. What are the facts of the case?
The law says that this notice must be deposited in the office
of the sheriff or registrar, for the purpose of examination
by any person. The object of that provision is, of course,
to allow any who are interested to examine the petition and
see whether the names are bogus or genuine. It is not to
be supposed, and it is not in practice the case, that a very
large number of electors go to the office in order to look at
the names. The attorneys of the two parties generally
go there for the purpose of inspec.ting and finding out
whether it be proper or otherwise. So it is not a difficulty,
on the face of it-it would be in one registry office instead
of two registry offices-on the ground that the people
cannot get access to it, owing to the distance from one part
of the county to another. In the case in question the
notice was given. The people in that county knew where
it was deposited. They knew it was there on deposit
for ten days. All persons who wanted to look at it
had an opportunity of going and looking at it; no rights
were invaded in that particular. The hon. gentleman
says it was the fault of the people. Not exactly
that, because it was not supposed but that if it was depo-
sited in one registry office that would fulfil fully the inten-
tions of the law. In fact, it did so. The people having had
due notice given and the public believing that everything
was correct-as it was, except on a mere technicality-
that all rights were conserved, the people of the county
went up to vote, the victory was won, and defeat was
acquiesced in. The hon. gentleman then comes in and says
we are doing wrong to certain rights, to certain mythical
rights. The hon. momber for Cumberland (Mr. Townshend)
bas certainly done the fair thing by agreeing to except any
one of those cases in which action is now pending. If
there is any case in which an action is not pending, the
amendment applies to that only. It is absurd to talk about
imaginary rights being invaded when the whole people
of the county were acquainted with the real facts, and it is
absurd to go to all the trouble of another election and to
place the Government to the expense connected there-
with.

Mr. DAVIES. The amendment as now proposed reads:
" Provided, that this clause shall not apply to any prosecution hereto-

fore brought or now pending before the court, or in any alleged offence
committed before the passing hereof."

I think if the hon, gentleman will strike out the last two
lines of the resolution ho will improve it, for as it now reads
it doees not make sense at all.

Amendment amended, reported and concurred in.
Mr. JAMIESON moved the third reading of the Bill.
Mr. HICKEY moved that the Bill be not now read the

third time, but that it be referred back to the Committes of
the Whole, with instructions to add to sub-section 4, sec-
tion 99:

Provided, that nothing in this Act shall interfere with the rights or
privileges of medical men in using alcoholie liquors when required and
kept for professional purposes.
He said: After the generous treatment which the House
has given to the non-professional men who have moved
amendments, I think I may fairly hope that this will be
carried without discussion. Being naturally jealous of the
rights of the medical profession, which mean the rights of
the people generally, and especially sick people, I think this
resolution is of great importance. As the law at present is
doubtful in its interpretation, I think the resolution is one
which it would be necessary, in the interests of temperance,
should be carried out. And though I am jealous of the
rights and privileges of the medical profession, I am equally
jealous of the interests which are involved in this Bill. I
have supported it from the beginning, but I think it is only
just to have a Bill which shall go to the people with work-
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able machinery, in the way of amendments, and in such a how small. The license to dispense liquor is granted by the
way that none of its provisions should be of doubtful inter- Lieutenant Governor in Council. In these days of hot poli-
pretation. tical strife, when the power rests with one political party,

Mr.SPROULE. I think this amendmentisonethatis very unfortunately we do find that sometimes political predilec-
much ne3ded. If we analyse the Act, and see the provisions tions warp the judgment, and the privilege may be given to
with regard to medical men using alcoholic stimulants, we parties who are not the best qualified to exercise it. There
must admit that some amendment of the kind is needed. may be one druggist in a township, and ho may be a strong
There is only one sub-section of section 99 of the Canada partisan, allied to the party which bas not the power, for
Temperance Act which makes provision for the use of the time being, to grant a license. In the Province of
liquor by any person for medicinal purposes, and it makes Ontario, to-day, this power to sell liquor will bo granted by
no special provision by which medical men can use and re- the Mowat Government. Suppose two persons apply for a
ceive compensation for it at ail. Section 99 provides: license, one belonging to one party, and the other to the

coiv copenatin fo itat ll.Secton 9 povies: Opposite party. The Act says the hicense shall be granted to
" From the day on which this part of this Act comes into force and a dru ist or to other ersons authorised b the Lieutenanttakes effect in any county or city, and for so long thereafter as the same a . . pe. t

continues in force therein, no person, unless it be for exclusively sacra. Governor in Council. Suppose two druggists apply, and the
mental or medical purposes, shall expose or keep for sale, or sell," etc. license is not granted to either, but to another person
And when for medicinal purposes only under certain re- who is thought by the party granting it to be the most
strictions, which are contained in sub-section 4 of section suitable, but yet is not a druggist ; thon we shall
99 of the Canada Temperance Act- find the medical men sending to these druggists who

" Provided, also, that the sale of intoxicating liquors for exclusively usually make up their prescriptions, but who have
medicinal purposes shall be lawful only by such druggists and other not the power to dispense hiquor. What are the med-
vendors as may be thereto specially licensed by the Lieutenant Governor ical men to do, if we do not allow them to keep or to use
in each Province." the liquor themselves ? They cannot practise their pro-
And thon only on the prescription of a medical man, set- fession by using such remedies as they believe to be the
ting forth that he bas prescribed it for the person therein best for restoring health. I say it is essentially necessary
named. Now, I will give an illustration which, I think, to give that power to the medical profession. Those who
will show how this Act would prevent a medical man oppose doing so say that abuses will arise. Unfortunately,
doing his duty. It provides that only such druggists or such some medical men happen to abuse that trust; but are the
persons as may be licensed by the Lieutenant Governor in great majority of the medical men of this country to b
Council shall be allowed to dispense liquor for medicinal stigmatised and insulted by being refused the right to carry
purposes. If there is only one druggist in a county, and on their profession as they believe best for the heaith of the
the Lieutenant Governor in Council does not see fit to license community, bocause a few happen to abuse the privilege ?
him to dispense liquor, thon he cannot dispense it even If it is abused, is there not redress provided by this law,
under the authority of a medical man. If there are two which declares that a medical man who gives liquor
druggists, and neither bas a license, although a medical for other than medical purposes shall be fined $20
man usually got his prescriptions filled up at either one of for the first offence, and $40 for each subsequent
these drug stores, there is no power by which ho could get offence ? If that is not sufficient, hedge the law around
the liquor or by which the druggists could dispense it. For with what restrictions you like, but only allow the respect-
that reason I think medical men should be allowed the able medical man to use liquor, if he believes it is right to
right, where the circumstances demand it, to use alcoholic use it, or if ho finds that in his locality it is impossible to
liquors for medicinal purposes. When this Act was framed, carry on the practice of his profession without having the
I think it was framed without having been brought to the privilege to use it. If this is not granted, there should be a
attention of the medical profession at all ; for if it had clause to allow the druggist touse it in making up prescrip-
been, I think they would have recognised this defect. tions. But if an amendmont to that effect were moved,
It was only about the middle of last week that the objection would be taken that there was not notice given of
Bill was printed and distributed to the members of it, and it would have to be dropped. When there is a dis-
the House, and 1, as a medical man, felt it to be my position manifested to force this Bill through the House
duty to submit the amendments proposed in the Bill to without any amendments, it is only reasonable to suppose
the medical profession of my part of the country. I sent it that this objection would be taken. Consequently, there is
to them and asked them to look into it, and see if it would the greatest importance of admitting the amendment now
interfere with the use of liquor by them in their professional before the Chair, and I hope the louse will see the necessity
capacity. But only two days, I think, after the Bill was of it. If this Bill had not been changed on the Order Paper,
distributed to this House, a motion was made that it be and we had been allowed the opportunity of consulting the
changed on the Order paper, and it was changed before medical profession of the country about it, I am satisfied
we had time to get any information from these medical that a very strong opinion would have been expressed by
men. It was changed on the Order paper last Friday; it them against the possibility of medical men, under certain
comes up for a subsequent stage this week, and we have circumstances, practising their profession without violating
another motion that it be changed on the Order paper, the law. I may state that Dr. Grant, of this city,
again, for the purpose of hurrying it through; and we a gentleman widely known, and I believe very highly
have not had time to obtain the opinion of the medical pro. respected, as one of the first medical men in
fession as to the restrictions it imposes upon thom in the use this part of the country, when I consulted him,
of stimulants. I have bard from one or two medical men, said that it was impossible to carry out the Act in certain
and they expressly dissent from it, saying that it is impos- circumstances, such as I have mentioned to-night. It is
sible, under the present Act, in many localities, to carry on most unjust to stigmatise the medical men of the country,
the practice of their profession, and to use those drugs which by saying that they are not to be allowed to use any agency
they believe to be necessary for the curing of diseases. in their opinion best adapted for the restoration of hoalth.
if this is the case, why pass this Bill and irnposo restric- In view of the facts, that this Bill has been changed twice
tions that cannot be carried out ? If you make a law so on the Order paper, that it bas been forced through without
stringent that it cannot be carried out, you only breed con- giving us time to consult the medical men of the country,
tempt for law, and if this Bill is passed in its present shape and that it is impossible, at this stage, to introduce another
it cannot be carried out. There is no provision in this Bill amendment, to allow druggists to use liquors in mak-
to allow a druggist to sell liquor in any quantity, no matter ing up prescriptions, it is espeoially important that

,Mr. HICorY.
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this amendment should be carried. Now, I do not 1 by the hon. member for Dandas (ir. Hickey), and there is
think any gentleman in this Blouse has the righit no safeguard whatever. It will undoubtedly lead to abuse,
to assume that because I speak in this way, I am for although the medical profession as a rule is composed of
opposed to the principle of temperance. I think my an honorable class of mon, there are exceptions in it, as in
record in this flouse since 1878 is sufficient to disprove any every other profession It bas come to my knowledge, and
such suggestion ; for since that time, no matter what amend- to that of other hon. gentlemen, that in places where the
ment has been moved in this louse to restrict or impair Canada Temperance Act is already in force, medical men
the Scott Act in any way, I have invariably voted against have been found so destitute of principle as to sit on the
it, and I think I have fairly assisted the temperance party counters in drug stores and sell thoir certificates for 25
of the country in submitting their petitions, and endeavoring cents each. The effect of the amendment would be that
to carry out harmoniously with ihem the provisions of the medical men of that character, instead of sitting on counters
law as it is. I support this amendment, not for the purpose of drug stores and selling their prescriptions, could invite
of lessening the restrictions on the use of intoxicating their friends into their own office and dispense the liquor as
liquor, but because I think it very important that the they thought proper. I do not say that an honorable
medical profession should be allowed to keep and use, when medical man would do that, but by this amendment a door
the circumstance demand it, such alcoholic liquors as they will be opened; it will destroy, to a large extent, the
may consider necessary in the practice of their profession. efficiency of the Canada Temperance Act, and as the pro.

f thi a ue havin char e of it I for one cannot
Mr. IVES. It seems to me there cannot be any logical

objection to this proposition. We purpose to prevent the
use of alcoholic hiquore as a beverage, but the House recog-
nises the necessity of permitting its sale and use for medi-
cal purposes. The machimery which the law has adopted
for enabling the publie to obtain it for medical purposes and,
at the saie time preventing it from.being used as a bever-
age, is to license the druggist to sell it on receiving a certi-
ficate from a physician prescribing it, and the proposition,
as I understand it, is this, that if the physician is safely to
be trusted with prescribing liquor to a third party, so as to
authorise the druggist to sell it to that party, the physician
should also be permittedto mix it himself with the medicine,
and give the medicine to the third party who wants
it. What the doctors complain of is, that under the
proposed law it would be impossible for them to
compound drugs into which alcohol enters, but they
must send to the druggist for the alcohol. It seems
to me there is very little to quarrel about lu this matter.
If the doctors are to be entrusted with the giving of the
certificate upon which the liquor may be sold by the
druggists, surely they can be trusted with the amount cf
liquor necessary to be used iu the mixing of their medi-
cues, and that is all this resolution asks. It is plain, if the
doctors and druggists work dishonestly together, they can
sell a large amount of liquor for beverage purposes; whereas
if they work honestly,twith a view of carrying out the law,
it will be safe to give the doctors the power asked for under
this amendment. I am surprised that the hon. gentlemen
who are lu charge of the Bill are so illogical as to object to
their own custodians in this matter; if they make the
doctors the custodians of alcoholic liquor, if alcohol can only
be given on the certificate of a doctor, why will they not
allow the doctors to handle the liquor ?

Mr. JAMIESON. When I was spoken to, as the party
having charge of this Bill, in reference to the amendment
of the hon. member for Dundas (Mr. Hlickey), I felt dis-
posed, if possible, to meet the views of the medical profes-
sion, which, no doubt, is a very respectable body, next, I
suppose, to the legal profession; but on talking the matter
over with some friends of the measure, we found it very
difficult to have this amendment enacted in such a way as
to prevent abuse. I have listened very attentively to the
remarks of the hon. member on my right (Mr. Ives), in
reference to the doctors being custodians of the liquor for
medicinal purposes, but the hon. gentleman forgot, how-
ever, that a safeguard has been thrown around that. The
doctor, it is quite true, prescribes, and the druggist dis-
penses the liquor, but there is a record kept of every pre-
scription. A book is kept, under the terms of
the Act, in which every prescription is kept,
and any member of this louse can at any time, as it has
been done in the ast, call for a return. Take the case of
permitting the sare of liquor under the amendment proposed

posero s1 me s , ajrq IVLg U tig VI1,> ), , iv Uujaccept the amendment offered by the hon. member for
Dandas (Mr. Hickey). I would lke very well if we could
meet the case of those hon. gentlemen, but I cannot soee my
way to meeting it without opening the door for abuses that
will be very injurious to the operations of the law.

Mr. SPROULE. Under that clause a doctor is fined $20
for a violation of it? Would not that cover your objection?

Mr. JAMIESON. I think not.
Mr. HICKEY. The resolution merely asks that we may

be allowed to use alcohol as a drug, and it scems to me quite
beyond the jurisdiction of' this lHouse to prescribe what
medicines the physicians may use. That is virtually what
the proposed law doclares. It is possible that some medical
man might be so low, so utterly regardless of the principles
of his profession, as to stoop to the practices to which the
hon. gentleman bas referred, but I believe they are very
rare exceptions, if there are any. Still, the House has given
this right to people who may abuse it, because we know
that ministers are often fond of dabbling in medicine and
making use of their profession and position in society to
prescribe and interfere with the doctor's patients; and if it
is the case that physicians cannot be entrusted with this
drug, no other person shîould be. The House bas no right
to say that the doctor must not use coitain drugs, if these
drugs are used in the country at all; if they were prohibited,
of course the medical profession could not object, but as
long as they are in use, medical men should have the right
to use them, as they have the right to use other poisons.

Mr. FOSTER. The main difficulty has been to so guard
the Act that, in counties where it is adopted, it shall not be
open to abuse on account of what we consider to be, and
what by the Act is stated to be, the illegitimate use of it.
What are the facts of the case ? This Act came into force
in 1879, in the first city in which it was adopted. It las
been in foice in more or less cities and counties from that
time to the present, and yet we have not had any voice of
the medical men of these counties before Parliament com.
plaining of a grievance and asking that a grievance should
be doue away with.

Mr. IVES. Have they not broken the law ?
Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend must have a worse opin-

ion of the medical men than I have, to think they have
broken the law.

Mr. IVES. They have used it, and that is a breach of
the law.

Mr. FOSTER. But, if doctors are honorable men, and
we believe them in the main to be honorable men, if they
had found practical difficulties in the way of working this
law, we should have had a representation from medical men
before this Parliament long before this. Therefore, I con-
clude that the practical difficulty has not arisen, and that
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this difficulty which is made so much of by some gontle-
men, is rather imaginary than practical. In the second
place, we may say that there is nothing in the Act which
touches the use of intoxicating liquors. The Act is simply
an Act against the sale of intoxicating liquors, and medical
mon may keep these liquors by them, may use them in
medicating their drugs, in fixing up their medicines, or in
any such way, without, in my opinion, any contraven-
tion of the law, for the law is simply directed against the
sale, and not against the use of intoxicating liquors.

Mr. SPROULE. How can they get them?
House divided on amendment of Mr. lickey, p. 1051.

YEAs :

Messienrs

Baker (Victoria), Desaulniers(dt. Ma'ice), Labrosse,
Beaty, Dickinson, Landerkin,
Bell, Dugas, Langevin,
Benoit, Dundas, Lesage,
Benson, Dupont, Macdonald (Sir John),
Blondeau, Farrow, McMillan (Vaudreuil),
Bourassa, Ferguson(Leeds&Gren),McCarthy,
Bourbeau, Fortin, Pope,
Bryson, Gagné, Pruyn,
Burnham, Gault, Rinfret,
Burns, Gigault, Riopel,
Cameron (Inverness), Girouard, Rykert,
Campbell (Victoria), Gordon, Small,
Carling, Grandbois, Smith,
Caron, Hall, roule,
Casgrain, Hay, Taschiereau,
Cimon, Hesson, Thompson,
Costigan, Hickey, Townshend,
Curran, Homer, White (Cardwell),
Cuthbert, Hurteau, White (Renfrew),
Dawson, Ives, Wood (Brockville),
De St. Georges, Jenkins, Wood (Westm'Ind)-63.
Desaulniers (Maski'gé), Kranz,

NAYs :
Messieurs

Armstrong,
Auger,
Bain (Wentworth),
Barnard,
Bernier,
Blake,
Bowell,
Burpee,
Cameron (Middlesex),
Campbell (Renfrew),
Cartwright,
Casey,
Catudal,
Charlton,
Cochrane,
Cockburn,
Colby,
Cook,
Davies,
Edgar,
Fairbank,
Fleming,

Forbes,
Foster,
Gillmor,
Gunn,
Hackett,
Harley,
Billiard,
Bolton,
Innes,
Irvine,
Jackson,
Jamieson,
King,
Landry (Kent),
Langelier,
Laurier,
Lister,
Livingstone,
Macdonald (Kings),
McOallum,
McOraney,

MeMullen,
MoNeill,
Mills,
Mulock,
Paterson (Brant),
Platt,
Reid,
Robertson (Shelburne),
Scriver,
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Springer,
Trow,
Valin,
Wallace (Albert),
Wallace (York),
Watson,
Weldon,
Wells,
White (Hastings),
Wilson.-6t.

Amendment agreed to; and House again resolved itself
into Committee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. CASEY. This appears to refer to the rights and
privileges of men in the use of alcoholic liquors. We under-
stood it was for medical purposes.

Mr. HICKEY. "Medical purposes " covers the ground.
It is just like any other drug. It is a drug, and we should
have the privilege of using it as a drug.

Mr. McCA:RTHY. Whore is this clause to go?
Mr. CHAIRMAN. As sub-section 4 of section 99.
Mr. McCARTHY. It had botter go at the end of section

99, as an independent sub-section.
Mr. LANDRY (Kent). This proposed section is a

very objectiouable one, and iable to open the way to good
Mr. FosTua.

abuses. By the law, as it stands, medical men are allowed
to give certificates, in the nature of prescriptions, to
patients, on which liquor can be obtained from liconsed
vendors. These vendors are prohibited from selling, unless
under authority of such certificates authorised by law.
They are made to keep a record of the quantity of liquor
they sell, and to keep on file the certificates under which
they have sold. This record becomes a check to unscrupu-
lous medical men, who might be disposed to abuse the
authority given them. Now, if we allow medical men to
sell directly, and dispense from their offices liquors to patients,
will it not have the effect of transferring the sale from
licensed vendors to the doctors themselves. Where a
patient will go and ask for a certificate, will not the doctor
say: I have authority to keep and sell the article myself,
you need not go to the vendor, corne to me and I will
furnish it. In this way, all that doctors will prescribe may
be dispensed by them without record, without check ; and
often, I fear, without almost requiring, as a cure, the
use of liquors. Medical men, if they choose to do
so, will say : We will not give you a certificate ; but come
in ; we are keeping it ourselves under the Scott Act, and we
can use it and seli it for medical purposes; and instead of
giving you a certificate, of which a record can be kept, we
will sell you the liquor ourselves, so that no record can be
kept, and nobody will ever be the wiser for it. It appears
to me that the effect will be to destroy the efficiency of the
Canada Temperance Act to a very great extent. The fact
of keeping a record imposes a check upon those who may be
disposed to sel in violation of the law-although experience
shows that it was not much of a check. The returns
have shown that in some quarters a large number
of certificates were given, upon which a large quan-
tity of liquor was obtained, and in consequence of
that it has been thought advisable to amend the
Act, so that if medical men abuse their privileges they
shall be subject to a fine. But if, after having done that,
this sane Parliament says: We will do away entirely with
the giving of certificates, I think the effect will be very
largely to impair the efficiency of the Act. Of course, I
know that all medical men will not abuse their privilege;
we know that the great majority of the profession are
honest and conscientions men; but there is among them, as
in all other professions, a certain number that will take
advantage of this opportunity, especially if they find that
the Scott Act is in force, and that hotels and saloons are
closed, to furnish liquor directly to an applicant instead of
giving him a certificate. And what check is there? It is
not like the case of a hotel, because a hotel is frequented
by the public; temperance mon go there as well as people
who drink, and they see what is going on; but a doctor's
office is fre luented only by those who wish to consult him
professionally, or for the purpose of getting drink. Now,
it appears to me this is one of the worst amendments that
has been proposed, and will destroy the efficacy of the Act
more than anything else that has been done.

Mr. SPROULE. I think the evils apprehended by the
hon. gentleman who has just sat down are not likoly to
occur at al. There is no medical man who wishes to keep
liquor in his practice if he can do without it.

Mr. DAVYES. There are plenty of them.
Mr. SPROULE. My impetuous friend may know more

about raising "garden sass " than about the practice of
medicine, and he is not very well posted in our line. I
have been in the profession for seventeen years, practising
constantly, and my experience has been that no respectable
medical man wants to keep liquer if he can do without it,
because it is not profitable. If hlie has it, he gives it away
without taking money for it. Therefore, he is not likely to
keep it, and the abuses of which the hon gentleman speaks
are not likely to arise. He referred to the fact that wher
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the Scott Act was in force this privilege bas been abused.
But it was an abuse in reference to giving prescriptions,
and not in furnishing the liquor. Now, you have provided
a penalty, and if a medical man furnishes liquor, except for
strictly medicinal purposes, let him be punished for it, but
certainly allow him to give it where the necessity of his
profession demands it. I can only say that in my section
of the country, where I have associated with a great number
of medical men, it is a very rare exception indeed that one
of them keeps liquor at all, although they keep and sell
their own drugs, in many cases. But they do not keep
liquor, except they are compelled to, either for the purpose
of getting the pure article or for the purpose of having it
by them in case they are obliged to take a long journey.
Then I may say, you are quite willing to entrust temper-
ance men with the right to give prescriptions, yet you are
not willing to trust physicians with the right to use it as a
drug in their own practice. I think that is not reasonable,
because if there is any guarantee to the right use in the one
case, there must be an equal guarantee in the other.

Mr. IRVINE. I had the honor, last year, of stating, in
reference to the passage of the McCarthy Act, that this
country had made a sad retrograde movement; that there
was a time in the history of this country when we had a
Government that was a pride to Canada, a Government
which placed on the Statute Book an Act which is a credit
to the country to-day, an Act which was framed honestly
and in good faith, an Act which resisted all the assaults of
its enemies, instigated by the present Government of this
country. We have to-day, Sir, a scene in this House which
is disgraceful to the Canadian people, which is a stigma
upon the Canadian people. We have to day a Governmont
sitting in the place of those who placed the Canada Tem-
perance Act upon our Statute Book; we have gentlemen
sitting in their place to-day who, by the most covert and
cowardly attacks-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

Mr. CHIAIRMAN. You must withdraw that expression.

Mr, IRVINE. AI] right, Sir, I withdraw it. But it is
true, nevertheless; we have had an exhibition which is a
disgrace to the Canadian people, and I, as a member of tho
Canadian Parliament, feel sorely over the matter. The
Dominion Alliance is a body which deserves publie respect;
it is a representative body, that does not represent the
drunkards that come from the gutters and slums of the
cities, but which represents the religious element, led by
the clergymen, and representing tle men who have built
the churches and chapels and school houses and educa-
tional institutions. I feel proud to belong to that little
band, and that I do not support a Government which has
forfeited all the confidence ever reposed iu them by the
temperance people. They are not representatives of the
temperance element of the country. Temperance men will
be long in forgetting the manner in which they have been
treated. When they approached the Government they asked
them to do-what ? To do what they have done ? They
destroyed the Temperance Act by an Act of their own.
The Alliance simply asked to amend the Act, by allowing it
to remain as it was before the Government Act was passed.
What have they done ? They have placed their unrighteous
band on the Temperance Act and destroyed its principle.
.lon. gentlemen opposite can now do as they please with
that Act; it is their Act and it is now under their own control.
All that there was in the Act is now taken out. I feel
sorely over this matter and depressed. As a member of the
Alliance, 1, with others, sought the interference of the Gov-
ernment in order to save the Act. Although I did not go
with the Committee to wait on the Government-I refused
to do so-I was led to understand that the First Minister
said that the Act ought to be amended and made workable.

We did not want them to do anything except to place the
Act as it came out of the bands of the Liberal Government.
Instead of doing that, they have taken it on themselves to
destroy it. Let hon. gentlemen opposite now lay the une-
tion to their souls, that they have destroyed the whole prin-
ciple of the Act. Nothing is loft that we care for. I do
not care much for the matter myself; I do not desire to say
anything derogatory to bon. members of this House; but
I am sorry the Act was not amended as we desired, and that
the Government have undertaken to destroy it.

Mr. DAVIES. I am satisfied that some hon. members who
voted ln the last division did not thoroughly understand the
meaning of the amendment. The language is so crude and
vague that it does not convey any meaning and will not
carry out the views expressed by the mover. It says :
" Provided that nothing hereafter contained shall interfere
with the rights and privileges of medical men in the use of
alcoholc tiquors when required for medical purposes."
That means nothing. The object of the bon, gentleman, if
I understood him rightly, was to permit medical men to
sol liquors at their dispensaries. That object is not attained
by this amendment. It does not allow them to sell-I do
not know what it allows them to do, but certainly not to sell.
Some bon. members were of the opinion that medical men
should be allowed to use liquor as a drug, in combnation with
other drugs,when they dispense medicine. That isnot attained
by this amendment to the Bill. To hon. members who are
desirous of allowing alcohol to be used as a drug, it will not
be so objectionable, as it is now an amendment intended to
allow the sale of liquors by doctors it will convert
every dispensary into a tap-room. A doctor would be
allowed to sell all the brandy, wine and liquors he chose. I
should much prefer that the selling of wines and liquors be
left in the hands of respectable tavern keepers. To place it
in the bands of unlicensed mer, although gentlemen of
honor and standing, would be to give them exclusive power
over the sale of an article in which there is a large amount
of money to be made. It would pay them to give up their
profession and become simply vendors of liquors; and that
would be the case in some of the country distries.

Mr. HICKEY. Probably my amendment was not worded
as it might have beon, in order to express fully what I
should have liked to have expressed by it. The hon. mem-
ber for Kent (Mr. Landry) raised the objection that some
medical mon were so mean that they would become dis-
pensers of whiskey by the glass. If there is a medical man
in this Dominion who is mean enough to retail liquor from
bis office, as the hon. gentleman described, that professional
man is mean enough to give certificates to enable people to
procure the drug.

Mr. FOSTER. There is a check provided.
Mr. HIICKEY. There is no check. It is a very easy

matter to prescribe, and say that you think such a man
wants a pint or two pints of brandy. It is left to the pro-
fessional man to decide whether the individual requires it
or not. A dishonorable man cannot be controlled by any
law.

Mr. CAS EY. I think the bon. member for Kent, N.B.
(Mr. Landry) bas hit upon the weak point in the proposed
amendment. Granting that medical men are far above the
average in honor and respectability, I do not think this
flouse desires to give them, or any other class, not even
clergymen, the right of prescribing hiquor without some
record of that prescription being kept. We have authorised
clergymen, in some special cases, to give certificates to
enable people to procure liquor. The law already author-
ises doctors to give such certificates. In both cases a
record is kepit. That is a check on the granting of
certificates for liquor, and it has been found to act i nthe
case of Halton. There were some cases of fraudulent pre-
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scribing in that county, but the facts were published and a
return was submitted to Parliament, and the remedy has
been very effective. The reputation of a doctor who per-
sisted in issuing such certificates unnecessarily would be
inevitably destroyed by the record. But this amendment
proposes that instead of prescribing liquor, of which
a record is kept, the medical man may give it in practice
at his own office, without the knowledge of anyone.
As the law now stands, the action of any doctor in prescrib-
ing liquor is a public act, which may be known and probably
will be known to the whole community. There is the
check of publicity, which is the groatest check that can be
imposed on any man. If he fraudulently prescribes liquor
publicly the act will be found out, but if ho does it in the
privacy of his own office it will not be found out, and I do
not think it is the intention of the House to give any person
the opportunity of retailing liquor for any purpose, without
the check of publicity upon his actions. With the utmost
respect for the medical profession, I think we should not give
them any more license in this matter than to the clerical
profession, for instance, upon whom we have imposed a
check of publicity, whon, under certain circumstances, they
are allowed to prescribe liquor.

Mr. JENKINS. I see no force whatever in the argument
of the hon. member for Kent, because if a medical man is
inclined to sell liquor by the glass he can do so now, and
there .is nothing to prevent him from supplying himself
with any quantity; but, under the amendment, he would be
under the control of the law and subject himself to its
penalties. As my hon. colleague has said, the amendment
does not enable the medical man to sli liquor by the glass;
there is nothing whatever which enables him to ell it by
the glass or in any quantity. I feel sure that this amend-
ment can do no harm, even if it can do no good. I do not
think it is called for, but I do not think it can do any harm.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). With reference to what has
been said with regard to this amendment, I do not under-
stand, as the hon. member for Queen's has said, that it
authorises modical men to sell liquor for ordinary beverage
purposes in any form at all. I think there might be a great
question whether we would have the power here to1 interfere
in any way with a medical man having liquor in his posses-
sion, to be used in the preparation of his ordinary medicines,
and the dispensing of them in the ordinary way. For my
own part, if I believed that the effeot of this amendment
was to give medical men the right to soll liquor, simply as
liquor, I should be very much opposed to it, for the simple
reason that apart from the argument used by the hon.member
for Kent, that there is no record kept-there is the other
argument, that if a medical man had a direct pecuniary
interest in the sale of liquor which ho was permitted to keep,
it might induce him to give a great deal more than was at
all necessary, even for ordinary purposes. But I do not
understand that medical men, in the practice of their pro-
fession, now sell spirituous liquors or wines for purposes of
that kind. If, for instance, a medical man recommends his
patient to take a glass of port wine or a glass of ale at his
meals every day, for a while, [ do not understand that he
prescribes and furnishes it out of his dispensary, even when
he is in the habit of dispensing himself. In that case the
patient or his friends simply go to the ordinary place where
he can purchase it, and if the resolutions were adopted that
same course would have to be pursued. The object simply
is, that the medical men may have liquor to be used in the
preparation of their medicines, and may prescribe it in that
sense, and that sense only, to their patients. That is as I
understand the meaning of the amendment, and if I thonght
it went so far as to enable them to keep it themselves in
quantity, with the view of selling it in its form as a beverage,
Iwould ops t.

Mr._AO r,

Mr. BLAKE. I think it is quite clear that under the law
as it stands the medical man is entitled to have, as ho should
have, the power of having in his possession and selling, in
compound with such drugs as prevent it from being used as
a beverage, alcoholic liquor. The provision of the Act is
that no person shall expose or keep for sale any spirituous
or intoxicating liquor, or any mixed liquor capable of being
used as a beverage. Now, in the original discussion of this
matter, when the hon. member for Dundas (Mr. Hickey)
first proposed it, that was the difficulty which was started by
him and the hon. member for Grey.

Mr. SPROULE. Part of it.
Mr. BLAKE. That was the original part; afterwards

we got at a little more, but I will take the part first, as I
do not propose to take the compound now. The first thing
was the compounding. He pointed to ipecac wine and to
antimonial wines, and said he felt scru pies and difficulties
as tc whether ho would be able to sell these wines under
the law as it stood. I say that these compounds, although
containing some alcoholic liquor in them, are not capable
of being used as a beverage, and that settles that point.
Then a little later we got to the point of alcoholie liquor
without compound, which is capable of being used as a
beverage, and is sometimes, I suspect, prescribed, as is the
case of a man who is unfortunatoiy addicted to liquor, who
goes on a spree, and wants something to taper off, I think
they call it; ho may be on the verge of delirium tremens,
and it is necessary to give him a little liquor to steady his
nerves, and so on. There is that class of cases, and others,
in which intoxicating liquors, in the form in which they
are capable of being used as beverages, may be, and
are-I presume, perfoctly honestly-prescribed by modical
mon. Those cases are provided for by the Canada Tom-
perance Act in the 4th sub-section, of the 99th section,
which provides that the sale of intoxicating liquor for
exclusively medicinal purposes shall be lawful only by such
druggists-

Mr. SPROULE. But not by the medical man himself.

Mr. BLAKE. I did not say by the medical men. Only
for medicinal purposes. It is to be, in the first place, removed
from the promises, so that the druggist is not able even to
fill a prescription which is to be drunk on the promises ;
and in the second place, it is to be made only on the pre.
scription or certificate of a medical man, having no interest
in the sale by the druggist or vendor, affirming that the
liquor has been prescribed by the person named. You are
to have a prescription from a medical man, which is a
certificate, who has to affirm that ho has prescribed that
intoxicatiLg liquor for use. Then, the druggist or the
licensed vendor may sell, but ho may not sell under any
arrangement under which the medical man, who has pre-
scribed it is interested in the sale. Now, we know that the
ordinary arrangement is-I do not think it is a very
judicious arrangement-that a certain commission ie pay-
able by the druggist to the medical man who prescibes ;
some 20 or 25 per cent. of the price which the patient
pays for the prescription is really the property of the medi-
cal man, and it was in view of that custom of the profession,
I presume, that this clause was inserted, that prevents the
medical man from having an interest in this particular class
of prescription. Now, you retain that in your law. It is
not proposed by the hon. member for Dundas to eliminate
that clause, so that a medical man now gives a prescription
for intoxicating liquor to be used as a medicine-he gives
a certificate which is in effect a prescription-the patient
goes to the druggist and the medical man will not get his
customary profit or share out of the particular prescription
under this law. And while yon retain that, and retain, there-
fore, the affirmation that it is necessary to prevent medical
men from being subject to the temptation which would exist
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if h. had a profit in the sale of the intoxicating drink which
ho prescribes-while, I say, you retain that, and insist that
that is the law, you allow the medical man to prescribe it
and dispense it himeolf, and take the whole profit. Now, I
say these two things are inconsistent. It would be very
ranch better to allow the medical man to take the profit of
the prescription when it is dispensed by the druggist or
licensed vendor, with all those precautions as to publicity,
as to written prescriptions, and as to the printed .ecord, as
in the case of Halton, of the prescriptions the medical mon
gave; but, you retain that provision that prevents the
medical man getting a profit ont of the prescription, because
you say that would be too great a temptation; therefore, he
shall not have the profit of 25 per cent., but ho may pre-
scribe it himself, and have the whole profit. I think the
Act will be inconsistent in itseolf, if the hon. gentleman's
amendment is endrafted upon it with this clause in it. I
think we had botter strike out the provision that
the medical man shall have no interest in the sale
by the druggist or licensed vendor, and we shall remove
the temptation from him to sell it in order to
get the profit that he is prevented from getting under this
Act. I am afraid that this proposed amendment will pro.
duce consequences very nmuch moroserious than many hon.
gentlemen suppose. The hon. member for Cardwell (Mr.
White) said ho supposed physicians ordinarily prescribed :
Oh, you take a glass of port at luncheon, or something of
that kind-well, they do not drink much port wine in the
country and they do not have luncheon-and, hie says, the
patient goes and buys it at the store. But under the Act
the patient cannot buy it at the store. Ho las to get i
from the druggist or the lieensed vend or, and therefore that
convenient method of complying with the medical man's
advice does not exist in the country districts where the Act
is in force. There are those precautions which surround
the use of liquor as a drug. 1 think they were wisely put
in the original Act, and I think they will be rendered more
than useless by the amendment before the committee; and
if we pass it, we had, better strike out the profit for the
medical man, so as not to subject him to the additional
temptation, by saying to him, if you prescribe and dispense
you may have the whole, but if you prescribe only, you
shall not have the customary share lu the profit.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds and Grenville.) I think the
hon. gentleman is overstating the object sought by this
amendment, In voting for the amendment, I do so, not that
the medical man might derive a profit from the handling
or retailing of liquor, but simply that he might be allowed
to have a small quantity of alcohol in his medicine chest or
saddle bags, to be prescribed to patients in extreme cases.
The other object is that they may be able to retain alcohol
in their office to use in the preparation of drugs, as medical
men have to do when they have to keep a stock prepared
for immediate use. I know that most medical men do not
now prescribe, and the object is simply to allow them to
have a small quantity of alcohol in their offices, in its
original form, for that purpose, and that only; and I
entirely repudiate the statement that modical mon have any
desire whatever to participate in the profit derived from the
sale of liquors. I say it is a contemptible position to place
them in.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). I think medical mon have
a pfect right under the law to use all drugs which are
included in our Materia Medica; and 1 find that in our
materia .Medica we have brandy, rum and wine, all of which
we eau now keep on our shelves, in spite of the Scott Act or
any other Act.

Mr. SPROULE. Under what law ?

Mr. CAKERON (Inverness). Under the Nova Scotia
Act; and I think you can do the same thing if it ie included
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in your Materia Medica, just as you can keep antimony
wine or spirituous drugs.

Mr. HICKEY. The hon. member for West Durham
properly stated a great deal of the case, but what he stated
as to physicians articipating in the profits of druggists is
the exception. First-class druggists and physicians do not
do that business. For myself, not speaking egotistically, I
never received 10 cents from that source in my practice
in my life; and I think that is the rule amongst good drug-
gists and physicians throughout the country.

Mr. SPROULE. I would just like to say a few words on
the discussion which took place on this Bill last week. The
leader of the Opposition said it arose as to the power of a
medical man to mix medicines. That was not my intention,
*2d if I failed to make myself understood by the House 1
skall try to do so now. I have at present in my mind an
instance in which two medical men practised in a village
where there is no drug store. Each of these men keeps his
own drugs. They are obliged to keep sherry wine to make
certain preparations and alcohol to make their tinctures;
and I said that as there was no drug store within ton or
twelve miles, they would have to keep liquor, to attend to
that part of their business.

Mr. BLAKE. They have that right.
Mr. SPROULE. Well, suppose a patient is weak and 1

prescribe 8 ounces of port wine to be given to him, and I
direct that a dessert spoonful be given to him every time
ho shows a disposition to faint, if 1 received any remunera-
tion for that, I could not dispense it. Tho hon. member for
Inverness (Mr. Cameron) says that they have power under
the Pharmacy Act in Nova Scotia. We, in Ontario, have not
such power, because the provision in the Pharmacy Act was
made part of the McCarthy Act, but it is not in the Scott
Act. I take the case of two townships; on the west side
there is a large village, in which there is a drug store, and
on the east side there is a large village, in which there is a
drug store,the intervening space being 24 miles. At the centre
two medicalmen are situated; but thereis no drug store there,
no chance of their getting medicine in the practice of their
profession, unless they send prescriptions a distance of 12
miles. It is to meet such cases that I propose this amead-
ment; fnot for the purpose of allowing medical mon to com-
pound medicines, but when they are away at a distance
from the drug store wbere they get their medicines pre-
pared, they should be allowed to keep alcohol on hand, s->
as to make up their prescriptions.

Mr. BLAKE. The law does not prevent that.
Mr. SPROULE. It prevents their dispensing it.
Mr. BLAKE. No.
Mr. SPROULE. How is the medical man to get it from

the druggist? The druggist has not the right to' sell it to
the medical man, except for manufacturing purposes, under
the certificate of two justices of the peace, and, in addition to
that, on a certificate that it is to be used for manufacturing
purposes. The first clause of section 99 of the Canada Tem-
perance Act does not allow any person, medical man or
others, to sel .it. If a doctor applies to a wholesale man, he
can only got it in 10 gallons; and thon h. has to make the
affirmation that it is to be used, not for medicinal purpobe-,
but for manufacturing purposes ; and after having made tha
affirmation, he cannot dispense it in his own office. Bon. gen-
tlemen who argue against this amendment assume that it is
for the purpose of violating the law and making a profit.
They argue on false promises entirely. It is only introduced
because medical men need the alcohol to carry ont the
practice of their profession, under certain circumstances,
when remote from drug stores.

Mr. FAIRBANK. It was fully understood that the
proposed legislation of this House on the Temperance
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Act would be simply with the object of removing the
obstacles that arose in putting into operation the presen
law, and thus enable the various municipalities tha
have adopted thé Temperance Act to give it a fair trial
While very few counties had adopted this Act, it was
allowed to stand as it was. During the past year, how
ever, a great number have adopted it ; and Parliament, by
its action to-night, proceeds to impair that Act, so thai
those.municipalities that have passed it will find that they
are going to work, not under the original Act, but unde
one considerably amended and impaired. Ever since the
House opened we have been flooded with petitions praying
that the Temperance Act may not be impaired. Are we to
pay no attention to those petitionsa? and to the vast major
ity that have declared in favor of this, Act ? it is
well known that many medical men in their practice
do not find it necessary to use alcoholic liquors at all ;
and where stimulants are required, they resort to others,
which they prepare and which they say have no reaction.
The largest institution in Ontario to-day, the insane asylum
in L mndon, exclules alcoholic liquors from its use altogether
I will not say that any considerable number of medical mon
are in danger of abusing its use, but we do know that there
is danger. We are justified in contending that there will
be instances, should this amendment become law, when
medical men will impair the working of that Act and also
impair the standing of the medical profession, and it is not
in the interest of the medical profession that a doubt should
be cast upon it in this direction. I sincerely trust that these
municipalities that have adopted this Act will be allowed to
give it a fair trial, without being hampered with any such
amendment as this.

Mr. BOURBEAU. I think this amendment has not been
well defined. I understood it to say that the doctors would
not have the right to sell any liquors at al. It ought to be
well defined, and I am glad an lon. gentleman is going to
present a motion in amendment.

Mr. ALLEN. There has never been a question before
Parliament in which the expression of public sentiment has
been so strongly shown as on this temperance question.
The desire of the country is that no amendment should be
made to the Temperance Act, except in the direction of
greater prohibition. In the amendment that has been
made to.night, to destroy the Act, I hope there will be half
a dozen more amendments, which will utterly prevent its
working and place the Scott Act in such a position that
it will be perfectly useless. By that means we will place a
lever in the hands of the temperance people, which will
bring round prohibition quicker than anything else in
Canada.

Mr. McCARTHY. I propose, to meet the yiews of the
hon. member for Dundas (Mr. ickey), that the following
words be added._

Provided always, that duly licensed medical practitoners may dis-
pense intoxicating liquor exclusively for medicinal purposes; but it shall
be the duty of every such practitioner to keep a register of such pre-
scriptions and the names of those for whom they are prescribed, and
make an annual return of all such prescriptions on'the S31t December of
every year, to the collector of Inland Revenue, within whose division
he resides.

Mr. SORIVER. If that is carried, we will have to alter
the Act further. The effect of that would be to render it
unnecessary to give the power to druggists to dispense
medicine. It would place it in the bands of medical men
and give them the profit which it was intended druggists
should have. The end the hona gentleman lias in view
would not be reached by the amendment.

Mr. FOSTER. I can give an instance of what may be,
n probably will be. There is, in a county to which I am
not a stranger, but which I am not going to name here,
where formerely intoxicating liquors wore sold, but where

Mr. FAÀiàaNx.

e now the Scott Act is in force, a certain place where there
t were taverns which are now closed up, and where there is
t a doctor who has but little practice and less principle, and
. who keeps a small drug shop. As the Act stands now, we
s have some chance to get at him if he should violate it; but
- if this amendment is passed he can keep is stock of liquor,
F and any person who comes in and complains of
t a pain in his toe will get as much brandy as he
V wants, and this doctor, who has not enough practice
r to keep him alive, will make a living out of the proceeds

of the liquor he sells. That will be done over and over
again, and this House ought to pause before passing
this amendment. It cannot be passed, in the face of all

- the petitions we have received this year.

Mr. GILLMOR. I have always been extremely anxious
that this Act should be made as nearly perfect as possible,
so that it may have a fair trial. The hon. member for
Grey (Mr. Sproule) repeated, some ton or eleven times, that
no medical man would take advantage of his position to sell
liquor. Now, the Scott Act has been in operation in the
village where I reside for some years, and really a great
deal of the trouble we have had in the enforcement of
the Act, is in consequence of the action some medical
men have taken. That is why I dispute some of the
assertions the hon. gentleman has made. Much of the diffi-
culty we have experienced has arisen on account of the
conduct of some medical men, who will sell prescrip-
tious at 25 cents each, making a business of it, so that every
body who wanted liquor could get it by buying these pre.
scriptions. I am persuaded you will injure the Act very
much if you allow medical men to keep liquor and dispense it.
Now, it is not only druggists, who are appointed under the
Scott Act, but the commissioners appointed by the McCarthy
Act appoint vendors who are not druggists. There is in
the village where I reside one or two now appointed
besides the druggists. The hon. member for Grey says
there are only two drug stores in two counties in Ontario
and they are twenty-four miles apart; that can be remedied
by appointing vendors at convenient points where liquor can
be procured, and there is no need for the physicians to
become rum-sellers themselves. I think it will be very much
to be regretted if this amendment becomes law. I think
it Iwill be taken advantage of. I am somewhat familiar
with professional men, and they are just about like other
men. I do not think the are any freer from vices of that
kind than other men. But I do say it will be most unfortu-
nate if we pass this amendment, because I am satisfied that
some of them will have no hesitation, if they are allowed
by law to keep liquor in their stores, to dispense it for other
than medicinal purposes. I think it will just about destroy
the Aet-that is my impression. Let us give that Act a
fair trial. The people are determined that it shall have a
fair trial, and I think the quicker we can give them a per.
feet law the better. Let them try and carry it out, and see
what they can make of it, and then if it proves a failure it
can be repealed. But until that is done, they will not be
satisfied.

Mr. WILSON. The chief argument urged in support of
this amendment is that the medical profession deem it in
their interest, as practitioners, that they should be per.
mitted to keep hiquor in their drug stores, or in their offices,
in an unlimited quantity. Now, I believe it is the general
practice at the present time, in various parts of the country,
Vouse much less liquor in the medical profession than for-
merly. I believe it is very seldom that any medical prac-
titioner finds it necessary to use spirituous hiquors; and, in
fact, I believe that the statements made here this evening,
as to the absolute necessity of having some alcoholic liquors
at band in case of an emergency, are unfounded assertions
on the part of those who made them. The general
public would faro much botter at the hands of the doctors if
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they would use less spirits than they have heretofore don
I believe no constitution is benefited by alcoholic liquo
but, on the contrary, that every person who uses it, even i
moderate doses, is more or less injured by it. What do w
find some medical gentlemen here this evening saying
That if a person has fainting spells, a wine-glass or desseri
spoonful of wine, when taken often, will overcome it. I ai
not surprised in the least if a doctor gives a patient a table
spoonful or dessert spoonful of wine every few minutes, tha
patient should have very frequent fainting spells. It i
known, if you go beyond a certain extent, spirituous liquor
of any description produce a depression rather than a
stimulation, and, therefore, they are not required. I shal
regret exceedingly if modical men are permitted to use any
amount of liquors that they choose, and be compelled
merely to make an annual return of the quantity of liquor
disposed of, and the purposes for which it is used. Is
there any 1check, is :there any hindrance, to a modical man
using any amount he pleases ? Is there any difficulty in a
doctor certifying that he gave A or B a wine-glass full of
wine, brandy, gin, or rum? He can easily do so and not
violate the law at all. I think the last amendment pro.
posed would have a very pernicious and injurious. effect,
not only upon the Scott Act, but upon the general public,
and I hope those who have any respect for the temperance
Act will vote that amendment down. It has also been
stated that it is necessary for a medical man to keep spirits
in the office in order to make up tinctures. Mr. Chairman,
I believe that 99 out of every 100 ounces of tincture are
prepared efficiently by druggists, and there are very
few cases in any part of the country where it is necessary
that a medical man should keep spirits in his office for the
purpose of preparing tinctures. I cannot conceive any diffi-
culty in the proposition of the hon. member for East Grey
(Mr. Sproule), that perhaps one man might be licensed to
dispose of liquors and another refused. It would be a great
hardship, in his opinion, if a patient could not obtain a certifi-
cate for his spirits. But I do not think any of the difficulties
of which he is so apprehensive would arise. It would be very
easy for the patient to take other stimulants, that would do
him much more good than spirituous liquors. Therefore, I
hope, in the interests of the general public, in the interest
of the morality of the people, and in the interest, not only
of the Scott Act, but of the welfare of the human race, we
shall net see placed in the hands of the medical profession
the privilege of dealing out intoxicating liquors in quantities
such as this amendment would allow them to do.

Mr. McCRANEY. I cannot allow this motion to pass
without entering my solemn protest against it. I look upon
it as one of the most dangerous amendments that have been
presented to this House. In the county I have the honor
to represent we have had an experience in this matter that
few other counties have had. I can see very clearly that
great difflculty will arise if this amendment is allowed to
pass. [know that the large majority of the physicians are
honorable men, but, unfortunately, there are in every
constituency a few mon who use liquor themselves; and in
my own county I know there are those who have declared
that they would do everything in their power to destroy the
efficiency of the Scott Act. This amendment would allow
them to keep liquor and to open, not unfrequen tly, private bar-
rooms. I trust that this House will vote down this amend-
ment, for it is certainly one of the most dangerous that has
yet been presonted to us.

Mr. PLATT. There seems to be, on the part of many, a
strong objection to the ameniment proposed, and unless
there can be something said to show the necessity of it, I
think the House will be justified in refusing to grant it. I
have listened to the discussion and to the arguments used
by the promoters of the amendment; but I fail to see that,
as last read, it gives any advantage or any power to the

e. physician which he does not now possess, except the power
r, to dispense of intoxicating liquors. That, Sir, I think is a
n power that, so far as I know, the medical profession of this
e country have not asked to have conferred upon them. It is
? a power which I do not believe they wish to exercise; and

rt it is a power they do not need in their professional oapacity,
M and for that reason I shall.vote against the amendment.
B-
t Mr. BOURBEAU. When the hon. member for Dandas
s (Mr. Hickey) made his motion, I understood that it gave
s the doctor a right to keep liquor in his house for the sole
a purpose of mixing hie medicines. I voted for it with that
l understanding, but if it was for any other purpose I would

vote against it; but I consider that the motion made by the
hon. member for North Simooe is a great deal worse and
should not be accepted by this House, because it will make
a doctor a real merchant of all kinds of liquors.

1 Mr. LANDRY (Kent). I understood that the original
motion was withdrawn and that this was to take its place.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. No.

Mr. LANDRY. It is an amendmont to the one proposed ?

Mr. CHAIRMIN. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. If that is the state of things, if this amend.

ment of the lion. member for Simeoe (Mr. McCarthy), is to
be an amendmen to that of the hon. momber for Dandas
(Mr. Hickey), I shall vote for that of the hon. member for
North Simcoe in preference to that of the hon. momber for
Dundas, because'it tells plainly what the hon. member for
Dundas wants. The hon. member for North Simcoe said:
I have put into proper language what the hon. momber for
Dandas wants. It 1s an advantage in a Logislature to state
plainly what it hi proposed to do, and therefore I shall vote
for this amendment in preference to that of the hon. mem-
ber for Dundas, but when it becomes the principal question
I shall vote against it.

Mr. LANDRY. I understood that the hon. member for
North Simcoe said he did not intend to propose to move this
amendment as coming from himself, but as embodying what
the others desired, as embodying in proper language that
which the others had failed to do. If that be the case, the
other motion must necessarily be withdrawn, or the hon.
gentleman should withdraw this.

IMr. CHAIRMAN. I can only put the question as it is
before me.

Mr. LANDRY. That is true ; but still I think we have
the right to know what the question is.

Mr. CHAIRM&AN. The original motion is moved byMr.
Hickey, and to that Mr. McCarthy moves in amendment.
The question is on the amendment moved by Mr.
McCarthy.

Mr. SPROULE. As the seconder of the original motion, I
understood that, Mr. McCarthy's was to take its place, that it
w*s not teobe an amendment, but was to take the place and
we were to withdraw the other.

Amendment to the Amendment (Mr. McCarthy)
negatived.

Amendment of Mr. Hickey negatived, and Bill reported
On motion for thira reading of the Bill,
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) moved in amendment:
That the Bill be not now read the third time, but be referred back to

the Committee of the Whole House, with instructions that they have
power to amend the same by providing that voterinary surgeons,
regularly qualified a much, and duly established in practice, may be
authoried co grant certifieates for intoxicating liquors, to be used as
medicine in the practice of their profession.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Lost.
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Mr. WHITE. I believe the gentlemen who are in charge
of this Bill recognise the importance of this, and are pre-
pared to accept the amendment. I may say that I would
have preferred, if the House had not expressed so strong an
opinion in the opposite direction, that veterinary surgeons
might have been permitted to keep on hand a limited
quantity of liquor, for the purposes of their profession, but
the opposite opinion of the House was so manifest that I do
not think it worth while to take up the time of the House
in regard to it. The only question that appears to me to
arise is one as to the description pf veterinary surgeons. I
mentioned, when I was referring to the matter before, that
I had a letter from my own constituency in regard to it,
and that I wrote to Dr. McEachran, of Montreal, on the
subject. The answer I received from the latter was as
follows:-

"I t is true, that in the practice of veterinary medicine, spirituous
liquors are largely used in debilitating disease as diffusible stimulants,
in the form of beer, whiskey, alcohol, methylated spirits, etc., and many
of the country practitioners prepare their own tinctures. Hence, I
believe that an amendment to the Scott Act, making provision for vete-
rinary surgeons, regularly qualified as such and duly established in
practice, being permitted to kee a limited quantity of such for their
use, is desirable and necessary.'
It is quite evident that the House does not agree with Dr.
McEachran as to the wisdom of -their being permitted to
keep a limited quantity on hand, but the procise description
of a veterinary surgeon I have copied from his letter. I
know it has been suggested that only those who hold
certificates from some ordinary college of veterinary surgery
should be permitted to grant these certificates, but those
colleges are of comparatively recent establishment, and there
are, in a good many parts of the country, veterinary
surgeons who were veterinary surgeons before the colleges
were established, in fact, and I think the words used in Dr.
McEachran's letter will amply cover the matter and suffici-
ently guard it. If the amendment is adopted, we can, when
we go into committee, simply add veterinary surgeons to
the list of those who are entitlei to grant certificates. I
aiso suggest that they be made subject to the penal clause.

Mr. DAVIES. The object of the amendment is, no doubt,
to limit iL to veterinary surgeons duly qualified under some
local lIw. In some Provinces, and it is so in Prince Edward
Island, there is no local law on the subject.

Mr. CASEY. There is a very important difference
between the case of the voterinary surgeon and that of the
doctor. In the case of the doctor's prescription it is pretty
certain that the liquor will be drunk by the patient; whereas,
in the case of the veterinary surgeon's prescription, it is not
so certain that tho beer or spirits will go where it is intended
to go. I think it will be absolutely necessary, in all these
cases, to have a license inspector go with the owner of the ani-
mal and see that the liquor is duly administered to the animal
and not drunk, by its owner! This is sufficient to show the
absurdity, under a prohibitive system, of allowing veterinary
surgeons to prescribe liquor. I do not suppose there is any
objection te allowing veterinary surgeons to use tinctures
for animals; but to allow them to issue certificates for
intoxicating beverages for an animal, which liquors might
be drunk and relished by the owner, would be simply to do
away with the law entirely. As I bard a gentleman remark
privately hare: If this amendment passes, every drunkard
in the country will keep a cow, and that cow will be very
sickly !

Mr.JAMIESON. I think if the amendment is to be
accepted it must be simplified in some way, because it is
now entirely too wide and general in its terms. The pro-
vision will have to be confined to veterinary surgeons
holding diplomas for some recognised veterinary college,
because I believe there are a great many veterinary sur-
geons established in practice who do not hold diplomas.
In Ontario, I believe, notwithstanding the fact that we have

Mr. W TBn (Cardwell).

a veterinary college, and those holding diplomas are pro-
tected by law, there is no law on the Statute Book providing
that a man shall not practice as a veterinary surgeon so
long as he does not hold himself up before the publie as a
licensed veterinary surgeon, when he is not. It may be
possible to insert some provision in this Bill with a view
to meeting the case of veterinary surgeons; but the clause
must be much more restricted than that at prosent proposed.

Mr. BLAKE. The practical result of this proposition
would be that a man would go to a veterinary surgeon and
say: My cow is sick and I want a prescription. The veter-
inary surgeon with perfect honesty, would accept the state-
ment. lHe would not require that the sick cow should be
brought to see him, and he would not require that he should
be driven over to see the cow. You know what would
happen. The liquor would not reach the cow.

Mr. IVES. The same argument applies to a prescription
by a physician for a member of a man's family. A man
goes to a physician and says : A member of my family is
ill. The doctor does not drive ten miles to see the indivi.
dual and ascertain whether he is really sick or not. He
takes the man's word for it, and gives him a prescription.
Who is to know whether the man carries the liquor to the
sick person or whether he drinks it himself ?

Mr. FAIRBANK. We have already doubled the num-
ber of persons who can prescribe intoxicating liquors. We
now propose making another addition. If the amendment
before us passes, the number of cows in the country troubled
with hollow heart will surprise us, and in the end we shall
find that so many prescriptions will be given by the various
parties from whom they can be obtained that after a time
it will be said: Look at the quantity of liquor that is used ;
yon are consuming as much under the Scott Act as you did
before.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds and Grenville). I feel that the
remarks of the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr.
Ives) cannot be allowed to pass, as they are calculated to
reflect on the medical profession. I do not know bow pre-
scriptions are given by medical mon in the noighborhood to
which the hon. gentleman belongs. I can assure him that in
my portion of Ontario medical men do not take the responsi-
bility of writing prescriptions for liquors for a man,
unless ho knows that the man actually requires them.
I wish the hon. gentleman to understand that that remark
with regard to the profession does not apply especially to
Ontario. With reference to the amendment under con-
sideration, it is somewhat anomalous in expression. The
law requires that those who prescribe for the human animal,
those who prescribe for a man's child or his wife, shall have
a certain legal status, and I think it is nothing but reason-
able that veterinary surgeons should have some legal status
before prescribing for animals. If you allow the door to be
opened, and allow mon without liconse the right to pre-
scribe for sick cows, you will find that there will not only
be a great many sick cows, but also sick calves, and every
man in the country who can tell a cow from a sheep will be
a veterinary surgeon.

Mr. IVES. I wish to make a personal explanation. I
did not undertake to say that medical men in Ontario, and
particularly in that blessed part of Ontario which the hon.
represents, would knowingly or willfully give such pres-
criptions where they should not be given. What Isaid was,
that medical men might be called upon, as frequently they
have been called upon, to give liquor to a man-not because
he was sick, but because some member of his family was
sick, who might be ton or twenty miles away, and 1 said
the law made no provision for paying the doctor's expenses
in going to see if this particular member of the family was
sick or not, and that it was the practice in Ontario to give
the liquor on the faith of the statement made by
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the individual in such a case. I say that the same objection
applied by the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake)
to the case of a sick cow, would apply in the case of a sici
child.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I wish to make a remark or
two before the motion is put. I notice there is a disposi
tion to treat the whole matter as if it were a good joke; bu
it is well to bear in mmd, ia this connection, the
old adage, that a merciful man is merciful to his beast
We know, and we have the best authorit-y for stating
that liquor is used in certain cases by veterinary sur
geons, and must, in certain 'cases, be dispensed by them
in the trealment of animals. That fact we know-ther
is no question about it. Another fact we know is, thal
under the law as it exists there is no person who can
obtain liquor to be used for that purpose. Now, it seems to
me, though it may be very amusing to refer to sick horses
and sick cows and calves, that we are dealing with a
very serious question, and one, I think, that is worthy the
serious consideration of the House. If there is a disposition
to restrict the amendment in any way, I have no
desire to interfere with that idea. My only difficulty
about restricting it is, that I know there are a
large number of veterinary surgeons-and the remark does
not apply only to my own constituency, but to many others,
so that I have no personal interest lu the matter-there are
a great many veterinary surgeons who have long been in
practice, who are respectable men in their neighborhoods;
who were veterinary surgeons before these colleges became
so numerous and influential, and so generally attended as
happily they are at this moment. When you find that the
practice of veterinary surgery has become so important that
now there are colleges, such as the one in Toronto, attended
by 200 students, and the one in Montreal, which is also
largely attended -I do not know how the matter stands in
the other Provinces-but I say that the members of a profes-
sion which has secured for itself an actual status in the
country to the extent that this profession has, is entitled, it
seems to me, to be able to obtain, in an Act of this kind, that
which all parties admit is absolutely necessary in the prac-
tice of their profession. Now, what is to be
done, wbt particular restrictive words are to be
used, in order to prevent the abuse of such a
provision, is a matter for the House to consider in commit-
tee, if we go into committee; but as I understand the
question now before the House, it is rather the question of
permitting veterinary surgeons to give certificates for the
use of intoxicating liquors to be used in the practice of their
profession. If it is determined to restrict the amendment,
so that it shall enly apply to veterinary surgeons who have
a diploma from a college, then it will be better to have it that
way than not at ail; but it does seem to me that if intoxicating
liquors must be used by these gentlemen in the practice of
their profession, and there is no provision of the law by
which they may obtain it, such a clause should be put in the
Act. I do not think that those gentlemen who are in favor of
the Bill acted quite fairly to me when, as I understood, they
concurred in and accépted this amendment. If they had
raised the objection at that time, we might have sat down
and agreed to some other form of words, but to raise the
objection now, because some hon. gentleman who usually
acta with them thought proper te treat the matter as a
practical joke, is hardly, I think, treating an hon. member
fairly. The point I wish to put forward is te give veterin-
ary surgeons, to whom liquor is as much a necessity in the
practice of their profession as it is in the practice of the
medical profession, an opportunity of using it in that way•

Mr, AUGER. The Scott Act has been passed in several
counties of the Dominion. It las been discussed in several
ways, but we have never heard of the necessity of any pro-
vision of this kind, In Quebec we have had a local prohi-

a bition law for years, and this want has not been felt; there
) have been no petitions from any clasm of persons, from these
lheorse or cow doctors, or anyone else, asking for such a law.

Now, there may be some cases where liquor is used in
doctoring cattle, but I have seen an old man who kept

r horses for racing, and I have seen him take the bottle and
t let the horse amell it alter a race, but ho drank all theit whiskoy himself.
e

Mr. JACKSON. I have owned a large number of horses
in lumbering for many years, having used from forty to a
hundred horses for each winter, and I have veterinary sur-
geons, or men who profess to know considerable about horses,

e looking after them, and to my knowledge I have never had
t any liquor in connection with the foeding of horses. I had

one in Michigan last winter, and ho uses drugs but no liquor.
As far as my exporience goes, I do not think it is necessary,
and I have had experience with a great many horses.

Mr. CHARLTON. I can corroborate what the hon. gen.
tleman at my right (Mr. Jackson) says. I presume I have
had thousands of horses iu use, and I have never used an
ounce of liquor, and I do not believe it is necessary. I
bolieve if this amendment passes it will open the door for
great abuses in tho sale of liquor.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. gentlemen who have just
spoken have given us unprofessional opinions about a mat-
ter as to which they are not supposed to know. I can say,
from my experience, as one who las been either a partner
in or the owner of a drug store for a number of years, that
I have put up hundreds of prescriptions for voterinary sur-
geons, and that liquor has been part of the ingrodients.

Mir. BLAKE. Part?
Mr. SPROULE. The prescription is put up in a quart of

beer or some gin. Now, the graduates of the veterinary
college at Toronto are taught that it is necessary to use
liquor, and they do use it ; and if they do, how can they get
it? Some gentlemen say: We have the Scott Act in force
in our county, and we do not feel the want of this. If there
are any veterinary surgeons in such counties, and they have
been using liquor, they have only been breaking the Scott
Act. What I say l, make the Scott Act so that it can be
observed. Veterinary surgeons will do as they have done in
the past-prescribe liquor for animals in certain cases.

Mr. McCRANEY. I was not aware that the friends of
the Scott Act had accepted this amendment, or were likely
to accept it. I consider that it is a very dangerous one, and
I am not aware that the veterinary surgeons have asked
for this privilege. The more widely you extend the privi-
loge of granting these certificates the more difficult it is to
carry out the law. I consider that it is very unfair to the
Scott Act people of this country to pass a law, and thon by
various amendments to make it difficult to carry it out. It
should be the duty of this Rouse, if we are going to have
the enforcing machinery of this law, to make that machi-
nery the very best kind possible. Let us give the Act a
fair trial, and not try to mutilate it, as has been done this
evening. I shall oppose the amendment.

Mr. MoCARTH Y. The question, I suppose, really is
whether intoxicating liquor is required for the use of sick
animals. I do not think there is any doubt at all that it is
very extensively used, and we have the testimony of Dr.
McEachran that it is properly used for that purpose. If an
animal is ill, how is a farmer to get it? He must either
keep a stock on hand-because there is nothing in the Scott
Act to prevent him keeping a stock, if it is more than ton
gallons-or have some means of getting it in smali quanti.
ties, from time to time, in case of necessity. I would sug-
gest to my hon. friend whether it would not be botter to
provide for a certificate by a justice of the peace, as in the
case of arts and manufactures, than to drive the farmer, who
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perhaps knows as much as the veterinary surgeon, to go and
get it from him. That may be avoided by allowing him to
obtain a certificate on making a declaration before a justice
of the peace. If the farmer finds it necessary to have it, he
ought not to be compelled to keep it in quantities, which
certainly would not be a promotion of temperance.

Mr. McCRANEY. I bave kept hundreds of horses, and
have employed veterinary surgeons, and I have nover
known a quart of liquor to be used.

House divided on amendment of Mr. White (Cardwell).
p. 1059.

Yus:
Messieurs

Bain (Soulanges), Dupont,
Baker (Victoria), Gagné,
Benson, Gault,
Blondeau, GigauIt,
Bourbeau, Grandbois,
Bryson, Guilbault,
Caron, Hay,
Curran, Hickey,
Dawson, Ives,
De St. Georges, Jenkins,
Desaulniers(St. Maurice)Landerkin,
Desjardins, Lesage,
Dagas, McCarthy,

Allen,
Anger,
Bain (Wentworth),
Beaty,
Bell,
Blake,
Bourassa,
Bowell,
Burpee,
Cameron (Huron),
Cameron (Inverness),
Cameron (Middlesex),
Campbell (Renfrew),
Casey,
Charlton,
Cimoay
Cochrane,
Colby,
C ook,
Costigan,
Davies,
Desaulniers (Mask'ngé)
Dundas,
Fairbank,
Forbes,
Foster,

NAYS:
Messieurs

Geoffrion,
Gillmor,
Girouard,
Gordon,
Hackett,
Harley,
Hesson,
Hilliard,
Holton,
Homer,
Innes,
Irvine,
Jackson,
Jamieson,
King,
Kinney,
Kirk,
Landry (Kent),
Langelier,
L angevin,
Lister,

,Livingstone,
Macdonald (Eing's),
McCraney,
McIsaac,

McMullen,

McNeill,
Pope,
Pruyn,
Rinfret,
Royal,
Rykert,
Small,
Sproule,
Taschereau,
Tassé,
White (Cardwell),
Wigle,
Wood (Brockville).-39.

Mitchell,
M >ntplaisir,
Malock,
Paterson (Brant),
Platt,
Ray,
Reid,
Robertson (Shelburne),
Scriver,
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Springer,
Taylor,
Temple,
Townshend,
Trow,
vail,
Wallace (Albert),
Wallace (York),
Watson,
Weldon,
Wells,
White (Hastinga),
White (Renfrew),
Wilson,
Wood (Westm'ld).-78.

Amendment negatived.
Mr. MACDONALD (King's, P.E.I.) moved:
That the said Bill be recommitted to a Committee of the Whole, for

the purpose of adding the following section:-
The last paragraph of section 103 of the first above cited Act is

hereby repealed, and the following substitgted therefor:-In the Pro-
vince of Prince Edward Island, before the stipendiary magistrate for the
city or county town, or before the judge of the county court, for the
county in which the offence was committed.

Sections 104, 108, 109 and 111 of the first above cited Act are herebT
amended by adding after the words, "judge of sessions of the peace,1
wheresoever the same occur in the saiù sections, the words, "judge of
the county court."
le said : This amendment applies exclusively to the Pro-

vince of Prince Edward Island, where actions were permitted
under the Act to be brought before justices of the peace,
and there was also an appeal allowed from the decisions of
the justices of the peace to the Supreme Court, which
caused a great deal of litigation, which was very burden-
some to-all concerned. In order to simplify the matter, it
has been thought better to have the Act amended, so that
these actions shall be tried before the county judge. We
have no stipendiary or county magistrate before whom to
bring these cases. This is the suma and substance of the
amendment, which I think the House will have no objection
to.

Mr. McCAUrIIY.

Mr. DAVIES. I do not know what my hon. friend's
object is in moving this amendment. It seems to me it
will not work well As the law now stands, a suit is
brought before a stipendiary magistrate of a city or town.
There has never been any objection to that; and in the country
districts an action is brought before two magistrates, and
I have never heard any objection to that. The hon. gentleman
proposes to remove the power to try cases froin these
magistrates, and vest it in the county court judges. The
county court judge bas no jurisdiction at all in criminal
cases. No actions for statutory offences are brought
before him. H11e tries simply civil actions for breaches of
account and contract and actions of tort, and
I am quite sure the county court judges would not
wish te have, in addition te their present business, this
thrust upon them. This would not work. In the hon.
gentleman's own county it would defeat the Scott Act,
because the county judge does not live there. I suppose
the hon. gentleman proposes these cases should go before
the clerks of the county court, but even in that case
that would involve travelling a distance of seven or
eight miles, whereas, as it is now, a summons can be taken
out before the nearest magistrate, and justice obtained
speedily and cheaply.

Mr. MACDONALD (King's). These amendments have
been brought to my notice by people interested in the success-
fui carrying out ofthe ScottAct. Theyfind it at present com-
plicated, by bringing the matter before a justice of the peace
and then having the case appealed to the Supreme Court, fo
that it takes six months to reach, a final decision, and the
litigation is very troublesome. With respect to parties
bringing suits and having to go to Charlottetown, wherc the
county court judge resides, that might be an oversight on
my part which could be amended in committee ; but if the
suits were brought befire the clerk of the county court
there would be no hardship, because there are six or seven
county court clerks, and the distance to reach any of them
is just as short as that te reach a justice of the peace. If
the amendment should be made in accordance with the
suggestions I have submaitted, it would meet the views
of the temperance people of the Province.

Amendment negatived.
Mr. GIGAULT. (Translation.) I move in amendment:
That the said Bill be not now read the third time, but that it be

recommitted to the Committee of the Whole, with instructions to
embody therein the provisions of Bill No. 112 of this Bession, intituled,
" An Act to further amend the Canada Temperance Act, 1878."

The Scott Act was enacted for the purpose of consulting
public opinion. As it now stands people can only vote for
or against total prohibition, and from the speeches which
have been delivered this afternoon it appears that there is a
class of voters who earnestly desire to establish a system
for which the Scott Act does net provide. The hon. mem-
ber for West Toronto (Mrà Beaty), in a very able speech,
bas pointed out the advantages which would result from
the prohibition of the sale of alcoholic and distilled liquors,
and from a legislation authorising the sale of fermented and
vinous liquors only. The amendment I now move is for the
purpose of enabling the electors to vote for the prohibition
ofthe sale of alcoholic distilled liquors, other than cider,
beer and wine, and would also result in reducing the num-
ber of licenses to a smaller number than that which now
exista. The evils which are complained of with respect to
our license law mostly result from the sale of alcoholie
distilled liquors and from the too great number of licenses.
The amendment which I now propose would enable a cer-
tain class of electors to support by their votes a measure
which would be in accordance with their views.

Mr. JAMIESON. It will be utterly impossible for the
promotors of this measure te allow all the other temperance
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Bills which are upon the Order paper to be sandwiched in,
in some shape or other, as has been attempted. I do not
know whether the Bill will be recognisable at all after it
gets through its third reading, but I am quite sure that if
the hon. member's Bill be attached, I will not know my
Bill. I think the two Bills are quite incompatible. I trust
the hon. member will not press his motion, because it will
be utterly impossible to get through with the consideration
of the question to-night, and I am sure, if he presses this
matter, the Bill will be postponed altogether.

Amendment negatived ; and Bill read the third time and
passed as "An Act further to amend the 'Canada Tem-
peranoe Act, 1878,' and 'The Liquor License Act, 1883.'y"

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 12:20 a.m.,
Tuesday.

[IOUSE OF COMMONS.

TUEsDAY, 14th April, 1885.

The SPEAKEra took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

FIRST REA DING.

Bill (No. 125) for the prohibition of spirituous liquors.-
(Mr. Beaty.)

EXTRA-MURAL EMPLOYMENT.

Mr. CARON moved:
That the Order for the seconi reading of Bill (No. 87) an Act to

amend the Act 40 V ictoria, Chapter 36, intituled : "An Act to provide
for the employment without the walls of common gaols, of prisoners
sentenced to imprisonment therein," be placed on the Government
Orders.

He said: I may say that the promoter of the Bill is my
hon. friend the member for Oxford (Mr. Sutherland). The
Government saw no objection to the Bill, and as my hon.
friend feared that if it remained in his name it might not
come up in time to have it dealt with this Session, the Gov-
ernment consented to its transference to the Government
Orders.

Motion agreed to.

ENQUIRIES FOR RE TURNS.
Mr. McMULLEN. I drew the attention of the Minister

of Marine and Fisheries to several returns which have been
asked for. He told me that one of them was brought down,
but I have made enquiries and I find that we have not yet
received the return. The Order was made on the 28th of
March, 1884, and was as follows :- -

Return showing all sumo received by the Department of Marine and
Fisheries on account of rentai of rivers and streams; aiso showing sums
paid into the Department of Marine and Fisheries on account of fines
imposed for violation of the fishery regulations, the return in each case
to show amounts so received during years 1882 and 1883, with the date
received and the names of depositors, and the date on which much sumo
were deposited to the credit of the Government.

I also drew his attention to a return of some correspondence
between the Auditor General and the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries which was ordered on the 9th of March last, as
follows :-

Order of the House, for a return of ail correspondence between the
Auditor General and the Department of Marine and Fisheries relating
to an Order of this House made on the 28th March last for a return
" showing all sumo recelved by the Department of Marine and Fisheries
on account of rental of rivers and stzeams, etc.," or in any way relating
te any irregularity or inaccuracy connected with matters of the said
D epariment.

Mr. McLELAN. The hon. gentleman mentioned yester-
day about some returns, and I stated that I had a recollec-
tion of submitting the one with respect to the correspon-
dence with the Auditor General. I would ask him if he has
yet found that return ?

Mr. McMULLEN. That was in connection with a differ-
ont matter. This one has reference to correspondence with
the Auditor General regarding moneys received for the
rental of rivers and streams.

Mr. McLELAN. I will make enquiries.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST-PER.-
SONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr. IVES. A few days ago, when a very considerable
time in this House was being spent daily in listening to
the cross-examination of the Administration by the hon.
member for Durham (Mr. Blake), with respect to the North-
West troubles, I ventured to say that while I would not for
a moment belittle the gravity or importance of the situa-
tion in the North-West:

"It does seem to me that while the Government should take every
means to quell the uprising, Parliament, by devoting so much of its
time and giving so much prominence to the matter, may impress the
world, and intending immigrant3 particularly, with a false idea of the
position of matters in the North-West. I know, as a matter of fact,
that the state of things in the North-West is now being used in St. Paul
and by the landed interests of the Northern Pacifia Railway as a reason
te persuade people that they should net go further than St. Paul, and
that immigrants intending to go to Manitoba and the North-West should
stop on this aide of the boundary. Reports are circulated that the
whole country is in a condition of war, and that lif. and property are
in danger north of the boundary lino. We are certainly giving some
countenance to that by our discussions."

For these words I have been accused by the Toronto Globe
and by all the minor lights of the Grit press of cold.blooded
ness and want of patriotism. The Toronto Globe, referring
to the matter, says:

" Probably more disgraceful sentiments were never uttered in the
aanadian Bouse of Commons, or more utterly contemptible reasoning
ever addressed to a Parliament."

Well, I have not had to wait a great while for my vindicL.
tion. The hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake),
appreciating the situation, and like a patrio± as ho is,
seeing his questioning was creating a false impression in
the country, and was doing no good, but doing a great deal
of harm, immediately left it off; and if I needed any further
vindication of the baneful effect of what was going on, I have
it in a formal resolution passed by the Manitoba Legislature
in the following words:-

" That whereas it is believed that the present troubles in the North-
West are affecting immigration te Manitoba, this House desires to place
on record the fact that there is not the slightest disturbance in any part
of Manitoba; and, as the existing troubles is confined te the districts of
Alberta and the Saskatchewan River, some hundreds of miles north-
west of the settled portion of Manitoba; therefore aIl who contemplate
coming to Manitoba this spring can do so with the most perfect security."

All that I did say and all that I meant to say was that there
was no particular advantage in the country or the House
going into hysterics over this matter, and that we could as
effectually quell the uprising, by being sensible about it; and
why I should have rendered myself obnoxious to the charge
of cold.bloodedness and want of patriotism, I do not know;
but happily my vindication has not been long in coming.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not propose to enter into the ques-
tion of the newspaper comments the hon. gentleman refers
to; but since ho has chosen to enlist me as one of his vindi-
cators, I have to say that I thought one of his observations,
which ho las not quoted, as to its being of little consequence
that 12 or 15 mon should be killed-

1Mr. IVES. I did not say so, and it is nt so reported.
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Mr. BLAKE. Well, we will see what ho did say. I
recollect very well what the hon. gentleman said, and I
recollect my answering it. I recollect my hon. friend say-
ing that as much was done every month in the United
States, or something of that kind. Here it is :

" Now, we should not forget that with our neighbors in the United
States a difficulty on the frontier, or the loss of ten or a dozen lives, is,
I won't say of daily, but certainly of monthly occurrence, and it does
not create as much excitement there as it does here."

And then at the end he says:
" I think we should leave the matter in the hands of those who are

responsible to the country, and should go on with our business as if it
was not a matter of life and death to the Dominion of Canada."

To which I remarked, having reference to the hon. gentle-
man's two observations:

"It is a matter of life and death to a good many people."

Mr. IVES. I was right and so were you.
Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps we were both right, but we did

not agroo. I wish to say that my course, both when I
enquired and when I ceased to enquire, was taken in the
interest of the country in the situation in which we were
placed, and was not in the slightest degree dependent on
anything the hon. gentleman said or abstained from saying ;
and much as I prize, and highly as I magnify, the impor-
tance of this great assemblage of which we are members,
my belief is that the public at large on this and on the other
side of the water look for their information to the news-
papers, which have been full of this affair from day to day,
column after column, and make thoir comments on the
information they derive from the newspapers more than
from what is said by members even standing as high as the
hon, gentleman or as humble as I do.

ENQUIRIES FOR RETURNS.

Sir RICE[ARD CARTWR[GHT. I wish to enquire of the
Finance Minister whether those returns respecting savings
banks which I asked for are in a state of readiness.

Sir LEONARD T1LLEY. I will make enquiries.
forgotten them during the last few days.

I had

Mr. MOCRANEY. Last Session I moved for a return
respecting the expense on Rideau Hall. It was partly
brougbtdown last Session and I have asked several times
for the completion of it. I find that in the expense for fuel
and light six years are left out, for furniture two years, and
for travelling expenses ton years, and the expenses for
Dominion steamers are entirely loft out. I should like
very much to have this return filled up. I would also ask
for the return relating to the cost of new works, repairs,
etc., on the Welland and St. Lawrence Canals.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. If the hon. gentleman will
send me a memorandum of the returns to which he refers I
will have enquiries made at once.

Mr. McCRANEY. I have sent a memorandum to the
Minister of Public Works, but I will do it again.

MESSAGE FROM IlS EXCELLENCY.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY presented a Message fromR is
Excellency the Governor General.

Mr. SPEA KER read the Message as follows:-
LANSDOWNE.

The Governor General submits to the House of commons the expedi-
ency of granting $700,000 for the purpose of meeting the expenses now
being inourred in connection with the troubles in the North-West Terri-
tories.

GOVMRNMNT HoUsE,
OTTAwA, 14th April, 1885.

Mr, BLAKE.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTII-WEST.
Mr. WATSON. I should like to ask the Minister of

Militia if it is the intention of the Department to forward
Colonel Scott's battalion to the front. They are a fine lot of
mon, and I think that they would probably be of more
service to the country than troops from the east. They are
all in good shape, ani are in Winnipeg waiting anxiously to
go to the front.

Mr. CARON. So far as the disposition of the troops now
in the North-West is concerned, it is left altogether to the
Major-General commanding. It would be very unseemly on
my part to tell the Major-General whom he is to send to the
front. Ie knows that Colonel Scott's battalion is there, and
is under his orders; but I have made it a rule from the
beginning of this unfortunate affair not to interfere in any
way with the orders the general thinks fit to give.

COLONIAL AND INDIAN EXHIBITION IN LONDON.
Report of Committee of the Whole on certain resolutions

on the subject of the proposed Colonial and Indian Exhibition
to ho held in London in the year 1886, under the presi-
dency of H. R. I. the Prince of Wales (Mr. Pope) received.

Resolutions read the second time.
On motion to concur in the resolutions,
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is it intended that this

exhibition should be a permanent one? I do not charge my
memory at the moment with any statement of the hon.
gentleman on this point, but it appears to me that some-
thing was said at any rate in the English papers some time
ago as to the desirability of having this made a sort of per.
manent exhibition.

Mr. POPE. It is not the intention of the Government
to make it permanent. Some correspondence has taken
place, but nothing has been done in that respect. I may say
in reply to a question put the other day that
there are 240 entries so far, that 225 tons have gone forward,
and 200 tons more are to go forward.

Resolutions concurred in.
Mr. POPE moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 126) to

provide for the fitting representation of Canada at the
Colonial and Indian Exhibition to be held in London in the
year 1886.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.
ESQUIMALT GRAVING DOCK AND ADVANCES TO

PROVINCES.
louse resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 7) to

amend the Act 37 Victoria, Chapter 17, intituled: "An
Act to authorise the advance of a certain sum of money to
the Province of Britishi Columbia for the construction of a
graving dock at Esquimalt, and for other purposes."-(Sir
Leonard Tilley.)

(In the Committee.)
Mr. BLAKE. This is one of the most flagrant instances

of the improper headings of Government Bills. The pur-
pose stated in the title is temporary, special and local, and
the other purpose is to be of permanent application to all
the Provinces. It would save future investigation into the
arcana of our Statutes a good deal of trouble if, as this is
going to be permanent, we should amend the title so as to
indicate the permanent purpoEe embraced in the phrase
" and for other purposes."

Bill reported, read the third time and passed, with the
title, "An Act respecting advances to the Provinces."

ANIMALS' CONTAGIOUS DISEASES ACT.
flouse resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 44)

respecting infectious or contagions diseases affecting
animals.-(Mr. Pope.)
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(In the Committee.)

Sir RICEIARD CARTWRIGHT. It would be as well, I
think, if the Minister of Agriculture, as each clause comes,
would inform us in what respect it differs from the law as
now existing.

Mr. POPE. Yes, I intend to do that. I will point out
any changes as we go on. There is very little new.

On section 2,
Mr. POPE . That is a new clause, just naming the dis-

eases.
Mr. DAVIES. Taken from the English Act?
Mr. POPE. Yes, generally, with some little alterations.
On section 7,
Mir. POPE. That is a new clause.
Mr. WILSON. I should like to ask if this clause might

not act unfairly in regard to a person selling the hide of an
animal which dies of tuberculosis or consumption. That in
no way renders the disease contagious by selling merely the
hide after the death of the animal.

Mr. POPE. I do not know whether it would or would
not. The object is to prevent the spread of disease. Of
course the hon. gentleman knows more about that than I do.

Mr. BLAKE. Is this section in the Eroglish Act?
Mr. POPE. No, but it is the same principle.
Mr. BLAKE. But if it be the fa-t that there is no

danger whatever in selling the hide of an animal that has
died from conumption, there surely ought to be no res-
straint upon the sale. It is bad enough for the owner to
lose the value of the animal witbout losing the value of the
bide, when there is no danger to the public.

Mr. WILSON. I think it is generally agreed that the
bide of an animal does not convey the infection of the dis-
ease from which the animal may have died ; and therefore
the sale of the hide eau in no way work injury to the public.
It does seem to me very unfair that a man, besides losing
the value of the animal, should be prevented from selling
the bide. I tbink in the English Act the bide is allowed to
be sold.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is a moot point. Very
distinguished savants claim that the hide may propagate the
disease. If the theory be correct that certain contagions
diseases are propagated by the multiplication of bacilli, there
may be danger. I think my hon. friend, the Minister of
Agriculture, however, had botter err on the safe side,
because, if it is found these bides do convey contagion, I
think the public would suffer a much greater loss than
could be compensated for by the owners of cattle h ng
allowed to sell the bides.

Mr. WILSON. I think the First Minister is mistaken.
The theory he speaks of has now been exploded.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is quite a new theory.
It is the theory of Pasteur, the great French scientist, who
says that the disease arises from the existence of certain
bacilli in the lungs. and these are the immediate cause of the
formation of the tubercles ; and thus bacilli, being conveyed
from one system to another, may thus propagate the dis-
ease. I believe Pasteur's theory has been disputed lately.
But it is only within a few years that he bas put it forward,
and it has been widely discussed and generally approved by
the profession; although there are very strong opponents
to the doctrine, and the hon. gentleman knows that every
medical doctrine, particularly when first proposed, meets
with opposition.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I have no doubt that
the English authorities have paid more attention to the sub-
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ject of tuberculosis than we have, and if I undertood the
Minister of Agriculture aright, he stated that the English
Act did include this among infections diseases.

Mr. POP E. I did not say whether they include it or not,
but I say this clause is not in the English Act. The other
clause is a new one. Bit I will look into it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWIIGRT. This is acase in which,
no doubt, the hon, gentleman has taken the advice of
practical experts. I would ask, if before my hon. friend
here brought this matter up, his attention was called to this
particular matter of tuberculosis ?

Mr. POPE. This particular naming of the disease wa
recommended by Dr. McEachran, of Montreal.

Mr. WILSONT. In the English Act is tuberculosis called
one of the diseases ?

Mr. POPE. I cannot say that it is.
Mr. BLAKE. If we are to legislate in the present state.

of the want of information as to the real necessity of this
measure, 1 would suggest, at.any rate, that the hon. gentle-
man should take power, by a clause, to relieve the pro-
prietors of those animals in case the resuit of his furtber
enquiries is that he is imposing an unnecessary disability,
an additional losî upon them, from the operation of this
Act. It does seem to me that before proposing to add loss
to loss, the Government ought to have procoeded upon
preciso information as to whotlier tho puiblic interest
required the addition of that loss to loss, and if they ask us
to legislate in a great hurry without acquiring that infor-
mation, the least they can do is to take power to relieve the
owners from the disability which, without clear necessity,
it is proposed to inflict upo them.

.Me. FERGUSON (Leeds and Grenville). I think the
opinion of the bon. momber for East Elgia (,Ir. Wilson)
is scarcely up to the goneral opinion of the medical profes-
sion in pathology. I think it is accepted by ail recent
investigators that tuberculosis in an animal, if the animal
is living, is contagious and probably infectious. I think
the risk of spreading disease is so great that, for the mere
value of the hide, the owner sbould not ba allowed to sel i
the bide. I think, therefore, that the clauso should be left
as it is in the Bill.

Mr. WILSON. I am not going to enter into an argu-
ment with my hon. friend on this subject. The point raised
is this: Is it very likely that the skin of an animal could in
any wise induce the same disease in another living animal?
I think the best authorities go to show that such is not the
case; and therefore there is no danger in the hide being
sold. It is a very difficult matter indeed for the veterinary
surgeon to say, positively, whether the animal did or did
not die of consumption.

On section 13,
Mr. TROW. How does the hon. gentleman estimate the

value of an animal, when he states that one third of its
value shall be paid, and that such sum shah, in no case,
exceed 840. A thoroughbred animal might be worth $1,000.

Mr. POPE. That is a diseased animal. It is ques-
tionable whether there should be anything paid at
ail, and it was thought it was better to offer an
inducement to the man to corne forward and say that he
had disease among his cattle. That was the objeoct of the
clause at the time the Bill was passed.

Mr. SUTHERLAND (Selkirk). But if the people men-
tion no disease at all, how can the owner of the animal be
compensated ? Such cases as that have occurred in Eng-
land ?

Mr. WILSON. It does seem to me that if the Govern-
ment take the responsibility of slaughtering the animal it
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would ho a very great hardship if the animal was slaugh-
tered without cause that the owner should not be compen-
sated for it.

Mr. POPE. It could hardly happen that there would be
such cases as that; the danger would all be the other way.

Mr. SUTHERLAND (Selkirk). Well, there have been
cases of that kind; those mentioned by the High Commis-
sioner in England.

Mr. BLAKE. I am rather amazed that the hon. gentle-
man should take that ground, for we heard, until we were
almost affiicted with contagious disease ourselves, about
what the High Commissioner had done; and what ho did
was to have the animals slaughtered, and when they were
slaughtered it was found that they had no disease.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They were not all slaught-
ored.

Mr. BLAKE. Several of them were.
Sir JOHN A. MADDONALD. They were condemned

for slaugLhter, and Sir Charles Tupper insisted upon the
animals slaughtered being examined, and it was found after
examination that there was no pleuro-pneumonia.

Mr. BLAKE. Exactly. Several of them were slaught-
ered because the officers believed that they were suffering
from this disease, but the crucial test of an examination
demonstrated that they were not diseased.

Mr. POPE. I really cannot see what the question is that
was raised on this point. In the first place the clause pro.
vides that in case the owners are reported not guilty of any
negligence or offence under the Act and when the animals
slaughtered are affected by these diseuses, they may ho
allowed a compensation of oúe-third of the value of the
animal, the amount not to exceed $20, and in every other
case the amount shall not exceed two-thirds of the value of
the animal, but shall not excoed $40. It seems to me that
that is perfectly fair.

Mr. MULOCK. When you look at section 12 it is
apparent that there is a great risk of animals not at all
affected being slaughtered. By that clause the Governor in
Council may cause t be slaughtered first, animals sufûering
from infectious or contagions diseases, and secondly, animals
which are or have been in contact with or in close proxi-
mity to a diseased animal, or to an animal suspected of
being affected by infections or contagions diseuse. In fact
the Governor in Council may slaughter any animal for the
slighest reason, and even supposing they only looked at an
animal suspected of being diseased. Then by section 13
there is compensation of two kinds -a compensation limited
to $20 when the owners are reported not guilty of negli-
gence or offence against the provisions of the Act, and in
case the animal was affected ; and r econdly a compensation
not exceeding $40 which applies to other cases than those
mentioned in the first class. In all cases the value oi the
animal is to ho determined by the Minister of Agriculture.
Now, I think that gives a power which the law should not
give to the Governor in Council. The country is full of
very valuable animals ut the present time. There is not a
county in the older sections of the country in which there
are not animals of considerable value, and it would ho in
the power of the Government to slaughter any of these-to
slaughter any animal which is even suspected of being dis-
eased. I think that is very fur from right.

Mr. POPE. What would you propose to do with it?

Mr. MULOCK. It seems to me that if an animal is
silaughtered which is not affected by disease the owner should
be able to recover a larger measure of compensation, and I
would suggest that clause 13 be amended in that respect. 1

19r. WILSON.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I think clause 12 might
stand if the hon, gentleman would amend clause 13. If the
Government slaughter an animal which is found not to be
affected by disease there is no reason why they should not
pay more than 840. You will find thoroughbred animais
in the country which are worth $10,000 or more. One man
in my own town has animals for which ho gave $10,000
or more. Now would it not be assuredly unjust to pay such
a man only $40 if an animal of that kind were slaughtered
without reason or excuse. I think if two-thirds of the value
were paid in such cases it would be something like justice,
but the law as it stands at present seems to be a great hard-
ship.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. One would think, from
the remarks of hon. gentlemen opposite, that the officers of
the Government are going to slaughter those animals for
the fun of the thing. The great danger is that there will
not be strictness enough. The danger is that for fear of
making mistakes, the officers of the Government will pass
animals which an examination will show-when it is too
late-to have been diseased. Mind you, it does not follow
that if a very valuable animal has been in bad company,
has been suspected of disease, that it is going to be killed.
That animal will be quarantined. The results will be
watched, and if there be disease it will become developed.
The animal will be segregated from any chance of doing
mischief, it will be taken care of, and if the disease
develops the animal will be killed. A person having an
animal worth so many thousand dollars will take great
care, or ought to take great care, that the animal is not
exposed to contagion, and if through his carelessness he
allows it to go into such places that it may become diseased
ho should pay for his carelessness in not looking after his
own property. The case of the people of this country being
obliged to pay the whole fancy value of an animal, whether
grade or short-horn or Polled Angus or Hereford, out of the
public treasury would not arise unless there were contribu-
tory negligence on the part of the owner, or a suspicion of
the animal being diseased.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). The hon. gentleman a aks
of the officers of the Government killing these anima[s for
the mere fun of the thing, but the Government admit that
animals may be killed improperly or without reason, as
otherwise there would be no such provision as the one with
respect to the $40 being paid. It is true that the owners
of cattle ought te be very careful, and should bear the
responsibility if they are to blame for carelessness, but
equally should the Government bear the responsibility if
their officers improperly slaughter animals which should
not be slaughtered. If an animal is slaughtered impro-
perLy, as is alleged to have been the case in England, it is
asking too much to ask that a man who is no way at fault
should be compelled to bear ail the expenses and costs and
damages except $40, when that would not be a tithe of the
just compensation for the value of the animal. If the offi-
cors of the Government are so careful that there is no
danger of their killing an animal that they ought not to
kill, the Government should not have any objection to sus-
taining two-thirds of the damages in the event of the animal
being improperly killed.

Mr. TROW. I think it is a very reasonable propsiion
that if agriculturists are so enterprising as to go to the old
Country and import thoroughbred cattle at great expense,
and the Government should slaughter an animal improperly,
the proprietor should be paid a fair compensation for his
loss. Now, $20 or $40 are nothing in comparison with the
value of the animal in most instances, because men do not
go to the expense of importing poor cattle. It is generally
the very best descriptions of cattle that are imported, and
the owners are certainly entitled to some fAir oompensa-
tion.
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Mr. SUTHERLAND (Selkirk). I think one of the dan

gers has not been pointed out. It is not to be presumed
that the Minister of Agriculture will give his persona
attention to matters of this kind, and the great danger is in
the person appointed to determine the value of the animal
When competition in cattle becomes very keen in the old
country, men holding such positions have been tampered
with, and have been indueed to pronounce cattle diseased
which are not so. I think that was the case that Sir CharleE
Tupper referred to in England. If a veterinary surgeon or
some person holding a high position were appointed, there
would be no difficulty. I know cases of men having been
appointed who knew nothing about the matter.

Mr. SUTHERLAND (North Oxford). I think it is a
reasonable proposition that some compensation should be
allowed; and if it were two-thirds of the value of the ani-
mals, the officers would be more careful. Under the present
clause the officers might through error or carelessness cause
an animal to be slaughtered. We know that mistakes of
that kind have been made.-before in the case of animals sup-
posed to have infectious diseases. I do not think the Gov-
ernment or country would suffer anything, and I think a
fair compensation would have a good influence on the officers,
in causing them to make careful examinations, so that no
trouble or loss would occur. I think the Ministry might
agree to this change.

Mr. POPE. I have had a good deal of experience in this
matter in Nova Scotia, where we did quarantine and did
slaughter, and did pay for an enormous number of cattle-
400 or 500, and we stopped the disease, which was very
troublesome. It cannot be supposed for a moment that the
Minister of Agriculture or his officers would act without
consulting, or without being guided by the direction or the
advice of a veterinary surgeon. What is done is just what
the hon. member for Selkirk (Mr. Sutherland) says ought
to be done. I could not tell whether an animal was diseased
or what the disease was, or anything of the kind. If there
had been any complaints in these transactions, there might
be some reason for the proposed change ; but there has
never been one complaint.

Mr. DAVIES. The amount proposed by the Bill for
compensation does not appear to be unreasonable so far as
ordinary cattle are concerned; but the objection taken by
some hon. members is that in the case of fancy-priced cattle,
a sufficient discretion is not left with the Minister. It cer-
tainly seems a very great hardship that a man who loses a
very valuable animal should only get $40. While I do not
agree with those who say that you should pay a man full
compensation for the loss of an animal worth $10,000,' think
a possible solution of the difficulty might be found in raising
the sum which the Minister might pay, if a very valuable
animal were slaughtered, to perhaps $150 or $200.

Mr. FISHER. I think the hon. Minister of Agriculture
fails to apprehend the objection taken. The objection I
have to the amounts fixed by this clause applies to the case
of cattle which have been wrongfnlly slanghtered-when,
by the hasty action of the officers of the Department, an
animal has been slaughtered which would not otherwise
have been slaughtered at ali. Of course, if the animal is
diseased, there is no recourse to the owner; and the $20 is
only granted when the animal, being diseased, is of no
value before it was slaughtered. But I contend that when
a really valuable animal has been slaughtered improperly,
and the owner has therefore suffered a great loss, the
amount here proposed for compensation is wholly and
entirely inadequate. The right on. Firet Minister said
that the great difficulty was that in all likelihood there
would not be enough care taken. Now, nobody is more
anxious than I arm, in view of the condition of our
cattle trade, to see that the utmost care possible

- is taken to secure to our cattle entire immunity
1 from those contagious diseases; at the same time, I
l think tbat in such a case as this the danger is

rather that the easier mode of procedure might be
. followed by the officers of the Department. If the officers
1 of the Department are suspicious of an animal, it is not
1 necessary that they should have it slaughtered. They can
1 put it into quarantine and separate it from other animals
s in its immediate neighborhood, and take such other precau-
r tions as may be necessary to find out whether the animal is

really diseased or not, and thon they will not, perhaps,
slaughter the animal unless it really deserves to be
slaughtered. But if such a clause as this is retained, I am
afraid that the officers of the Department will exorcise their
power to slaughter animals suspected of being diseased, and
though they might be valuable, the owners would have no
recourse. I think there should be some arrangement made
under this clause by which a larger compensation
might be given to the owners of valuable animals.
Perhaps if the hon. the Minister of Agriculture would hold
this clause over until a later stage of the Bill, ho might
arrange such a change.

Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman has not rightly seized
the sense of the clause. In the first place the slaughtering
is not done by order of the officers of the Department but
on an Order in Council.

An hon. MEMBER. What do they know.
Mr. POPE. They take good care to find out; they are

responsible to the country for whatever they do. Doos any-
body in his senses suppose that if an animal has come in
contact with a diseased animal, it is not going to be quaran-
tined to see whother it is infected or not before being
slaughtered. That is wbat is always being done and what
we are doing every day. The hon. gentleman may have
heard of serious difficulty in his neighborhood, but I have
not heard of any in Canada. I have had no complaints of
this kind, and the law has been in force for 10 or 12 years.

Mr. LAURIER. Did not the hon. gentleman got com-
plaints from the county of Laprairie that his officers were
unduly slaughtering cattle which were not infected with
disease.

Mr. POPE. No; but I was told on different occasions
that there was disease among the sheep in Laprairie, and if
stops were not taken to stamp it out it would become seri-
ous. I had to take the best measures I could and am now
quarantining those sheep. We will cure as many of these
sheep as we can and kill those we cannot cure, just as we
did in Picton. Of course you can understand that in a com-
munity not accustomed to that kind of thing complaint
would be made, but the people at Laprairie in a little time
will thank us for having taken stops to kill out this disease
at the start.

Mr. CATUDAL. (Translation.) I am very sorry to find
that the Minister of Agriculture has not been informed of
the complaints made in the county of Laprairie. What
happened in that county? In the month of March, 1884,
an inspection was made, while the sheep were in the barn-
yard, while they were dirty. The inspector appointed by
the Government, who, according to what is said by every
person in the county, is nothing more, nothing less, than
an arrant drunkard, visited the farmers, and, probably in
order to show that his office was most useful, kilied a large
number of sheep mi that part of the country. It was only
when the hon. member for Laprairie (Mr. Pinsonneault)
came home, in the month of May, that ho succeeded in put-
ting an end to such an unwarranted slaughter of sheep.

Mr. TUPPER, I wish to bear testimony te the great
success which bas attended the efforts of the Minister of
Agriculture in expelling the cattle disease in the county of
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Pict>u that puzzled the farmers and many people skilled in
vet>rinary science for many years. The disease had sproad
to an alarming extent in that county, and it seemed almost
impossible to ascertain its exact nature or to prevent its
spread. Under the administration of the Minister of Agri-
culture, that disease has almost been exterminated in the
county. Of course as the hon. Minister himself has said, at
first the extreme measures resorted to were deemed hard and
oppressive in individual cases, but I believe in the opinion
of almost all those concerned, and certainly in the opinion
of the majority of that county the hon, gentleman has pur-
sued a course which will result very greatly to the benefit
of the county.

Mr. AUGER. If things have worked so well in the
county of Pictou there are other places in the Dominion
which tell a different tale. The hon. the Minister has not
yet given an answer in reference to the case in Laprairie.

Mr. MULOCK. The Minister of Agriculture will observe
that theso sections provide for the slaughter of all animals
referrcd to in the second Eection of the Bill giving the inter-
preting clauses, and the same rule of compensation applies
in all cases. Now it is to be borne in mmd that it is some
years since this Act was passed; I do not know when it
came into force, but since that time great improvement has
taken place in the character of tbe stock of Canada, and it
is in the interest of the country that the improving of our
stock should constantly go on. Perhaps seven years ago it
might be reasonable to limit the sum of compensation in
certain cases to $10, as at that time we had not the class of
improved e ittle that we have to day. Within the last few
years, however, there has been a great stimulus in the mat-
ter of breeding thoroughbred animals, not only horses but
cattle as well and, there is a distinct class for such animals.
Now, tiat was not o much the case in 1879; and as we are
to-day amending that legislation, it ought to be made to meet
the cases of all existing interests. It is a most unreasonable
proposition that the Minister of Agriculture should have
the power now to enter the yard of any man and slaughter
any beast he may deem fît, arbitrarily or otherwise, by mis-
take or through misrepresentation, and that his appointee
should be the only one to say what the maximum compen-
sation should b. I think section 13 should b
entirely recast. I think there should be one system
of compensation for ordluary cattle, if necessary, and another
for thoroughbi eds. There can be no question whatever as
to the classes, for the animals haïe their pedigrees, and
there is no difficulty lu ascertaining the character of the
property destroyed. In that way the owners of valuable
property will have some little protection. Moreover, it is
quite clear that this Act, as originally framed, was hastily.
framed. The gross amount of compensation applies to all
classes If we turn to the interpretation clauses we will
find that the term animal means cattle, sheep, horses, swine,
goats, and all other animals of whatsoever kind. It appehrs
to me that in regard to the more valuable of even ordinary
stock, such as horses, we might have one rule of compensa-
tion; in regard to cattle we might have another rule of
compensation; and with regard to the smaller and less
expensive animals, such as sheep, swine, goats, etc., we
might have another scale. Then you have a clause that
ought not to be on the Statute Book. I do not think we
should assume that the Ministerof Agriculture is not going
to make a mistake. I do not think we should put on the
Statute Book legislation which we are not sure will be abused
simply because we may say the Government is responsible.
What is the good of Goverument responsibility to the man
whose cattle is unjustly destroyed? The responsibility is
that he can complain to the Government or to his neigh-
bora, but what practical indemni y dces ho receive ? Noue
whatever. The answer of the Government is: Here ia

Mr. TUPPER.

the Statute, Parliament placed this power in my hands, I
appointed some person to look at this supposed diseased
animal, ho made his report, he slaughtered the animal, I
did nothing but what the Act allowed me. t do not think
that the owners of property of this kind should be placed in
this position at all, and I caul the attention of the Minister
of Agriculture to the proposed amendment in the 45th line
of section 13. Under the old law the Minister of Agricul-
ture had himself to consider the.evidence as to value, and
he had to weigh that evidence, and had to give his own
judgment as to the value. It is true ho had in all cases, I
presume, practically to have the evidence of others, but
still he was bound to give his own judgment upon the;
evidence of others. But now he proposes to relieve himself
of all such responsibility, and to transfer to a third person,
in no way responsible to the country, in no way
responsible to any living soul, the right to finally
decide what is the value of the slaughtered ani-
mal; and, should that man be incompetent, what
will be the answer of the Minister. of Agriculture? I was
informed he was a very reliable and competent person, and-
I appointed him; I find out now that ie is not, but it is too
late; he bas given his judgment and there is no appeal to
me or any other tribunal. Why transfer to an irresponsible
person the right to destroy a man's property ? It is con-
trary to all principles of fairness and of justice, and no per-
son in this country ownivg property should have it
endangered in this way. There are many ways to-day by
iwhich a person owning this valuable kind of property can
have it endangered. I might illustrate to the Minister of
Agriculture what ho may well know himself. A short time
ago, across the American line, there was a conspiracy
amongst a certain class of cattie mon against another class of
cattle men. The breeders of a certain class rose in conspiracy
against a rival breed, the Jerseys, and throughout the whole
length and breadth of the United States they circulated
rumors against the character of the Jersevs. They charged
them with being diseased in certain ways, they aroused
great excitement against the Jersey cattle, and caused
enormous numbers of them to be slaughtered. In fact there
was scarcely a head of Jerseys in the United States that
was not being decimated in this way. When•it was too
late, the disclosure came out that a large portion of this
ttack upon the Jerseys was at the instigation of the

owners of rival cattle. We have the same interest bore.
Human nature is the same all the world over, and people
who are fancying a particulur breed may for their own pur-
poses instigate an attack against another man's bord, and
the herd is in danger; perhaps it may be injured, destroyed,
ànd finally there is no compensation. That is legislation
that 1, for one, cannot assent to.

Mr. CASEY. I quite agree with my hon. friend, and I
think the interests involved in this Bill, for which interests
he and I equally speak, are of such importanoe as to require
þome fnrther discussion of this point. It is certainly proper,
in the interests of cattle owners at large, that cattie should
0ometimes be slaughtered in order to prevent the spread of
Infections disease. That point, I think, will be admitted
by all. It is proper too that, when cattie belonging to any
person who bas been guilty of an infraction of this Act are
slaughtered, ho should not get compensation for such kilt-
ing, but, when cattle which are peifectly healthy and which
are slaughtered ouly to prevent their getting disease and
thereby spreading it through the country, are slaughtered
in the public interest, I do not see why the owner of the
cattle should be compelled to bear snob a very heavy pro.
portion of the loss as ho is compelled to bear by this sec-
tion. Everybody knows that valuable cattle, kept for
breeding purposes-and these highly-bred cattle are the
most liable to disease of this sort-are often worth ton or
twenty times the amount put down in this section as the
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maximum which their owner is to receive when they are
slanghtered. It is bad enough to provide that the owner
shou'd in such eases only get two-thirds of the value
of the animal, but to provide that that two-thirds
should never amount to more than $40 is a monstrous
imposition upon the cattle owners of the country; to
provide that a short-horn cow, for instance, worth $2,000
to her owner-and many of them are worth that amount-
should be killed and the owner should receive only $40
compensation is monstrous. IL is not proper, it is not just,
and it is not statesmanlike to provide that the general
interests should be protected at the expense of the indi-
vidual in this 'way. If the publie interest requires the
slaughter of any of these valuable cattle, I think their full
value should be paid for them. I do not see why the
owner of the cattle should bo compelled to lose anything
by the siaughter of these cattlo which takes place in the
publie interest. But, if ho is to bear one-third ofthe loss, if
ho is to be fined to some extent for the fact that ho owns
an animal which has to 4e slaughtered in the interest of bis
neighibors, why, in the name of common sense or fairness, is
the two-ziîrds to be limited to $40 ? I do not know what
explanation the Minister may have made a little while ago
on this point, but I do not see what satisfactory expla-
nation could b3 made. I do not bolieve any explanation
can be made which would be satisfactory on this point and
which would justify the principle of condemning the owner
of a valuable animal to lose all but $40 of the value, when
the animal bas to ab killed in the publie interest. JAs the
hon. Minister is not impervious to representations, as ho
seems to be in fact consulting now with the hou. gentleman
who bas preceded me on the subject, I hope ho will receive
valuable hints from that gentleman. I hope that the
approximation which I sec will lead to valuable results, and
that he will open bis eyes to the fact that by this clause of the
Bill ho is proposing to inflict an enormous penalty, an intoler-
able penalty on those who have valuable thoroughbred
cattle. It is suggested that the common sense view of this
question may be as contagious as the cattle disease in ques-
tion, and the hon. Minister may catch it in that way in the
neighborhood in which ho is at present. I think, by the
expression of his face, he is beginning to show signs of the
infection, and I hope it will come to its proper termination.

Mr. McNEILL. Is not this the common sense view of
the question, after all; that the Act bas been in operation
for ten years and there has been no such evil result flowing
from it as the hon. gentlemen opposite now anticipate ?

Sir iRI&HARD CARTWRIGHT. The fact of the matter
is, this Act appears to have been in operation, in its present
form,.tor aLout seve2 years; and what I want to call the
attention of the Minister to is this: he provides, and it
has been provided alwayo, that "if such owners or their
representatives have been guilty of an offence against any
of the provisions of the preceding sections of this Act," no
valuation shall ho made and no compensation shall be paid
to them. It is quite clear, thorefore, that it is onl in they
case of a perfectly innocent owner that any compensation can
be mada under this Act. I think there is great force in what
the hon. maembtr from Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies)
mai I. Everyone of us knows that the Minister must be armed
with very large discretionary p)wei s to be able to stamp out
those diseases in the public interest; and I think it is impos-
si ble for us to consent to allow these enormous sums to ho paid
for these very high-bred cattle. I think we might very well
1ak an exaniple from the English statute, which provides a
considerbly larger limit, a limit, as I understand, of $150 or
$200. That would be a great check on any careless slaughter-
ing. ýNôbndy apprehends, unless in such an extraordinary
case as the;hn. member for York (Mr. Mulock) mentiond-
nobody apprehends malicious slaughter; I think that will
occur ontyý in rare instances. But there is -a ponsibility of
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careless slnughtering taking plare, and that would be very
considerably diminished if the Minister accepted the sugges-
tion of the hon. member for Prince Edward Island and gave
the additional valuation ho named.

Mr. CATUDAL. (Translation.) The hon. memÉber for
North Bruce (Mr. McNeill) says that the Act bas been in
force for the last ton years, and that there bave been no
complaints made. If he took the trouble to go to tho
county of Laprairie, even for a day only, and to speak to
the Conservative leaders in that county, ho would not come
to this House and repeat what he said a moment ago; ho
would learn that the Government inspoctor is a bailiff, w'ho
knows nothing whatever of the disoasos of sheep and other
cattle, but who is a good judge of whiskey.

Mr. BÉCHARD. I can corroborate the statement of my
hon. friend from Napierville (Mr. Catudal). If I am cor-
rectly informed there was, in the county mentioned by him,
an inspector of diseased animals, and that gentleman did
not appear to know much about bis business. I have beon
told that serious complaints have been made against him
by the people there, who claimed that he had caused sheep
to be slaughtored which were not at all infected.
They contend that he visited them at the closeof the
winter, at a time when sheep do not look very well, and in
cases where the f.rmers did not tako very good care of
them, and this inspector, boing deceived by tho appearance
of the sheep, caused them te bo slaughtered, which, of
course, was a great wrong to the farmers. It is gvling an
inspector groat power to authorise him to visit animals and
determine whether they are diseased or not, and great care
should be taken in the choiceof suchpersons; I have been told
that in the case mentioned by my hon. friend, the inspecter
totally ignored bis duties, and caused a great deal of losto
the farmers. I think that in cases where animals are only
suspected of being infected with contagious diseases, the
owners should be compensated for their slaughter by a
sum of not less than two-thirds, at least, of their full value
and not limited to the sum of $40, at the utmost. Suppose
a horse worth $200 is only suspected of being infected with
a contagious disease, the loss of that horse would be consider-
âble for his owner, and certainly ho should get more than
$40 compensation.

Mr. CASEY. Before the section passes I would like to
know if theb hon. Minister is prepared to say what modifica-
tions he is willing to make. It seems to me out of the
question that this section should pass in its present shape.
I am prepared to go even farther than my hon. friend fromn
Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright), who spoke of raising the
maximum price to $150, and who thought it was not right
to allow speculative prices to be paid for high-bred cattle
when slaughtered. I know that speculative prices have
been paid for short-horns, occasionally, and a few other
fancy breeds; but quite spart from any idea of this sort, we
know that these thoroughbred, choice cattle, are worth
intrinsically a great deal more even than the maximum of
$150 proposed by the hon. member for Huron ; I think even
that would be utterly insufficient payment for many of those
cattle if they had to be killed. I am quite unable to see, I
confess, why, when an animal is killed for the public benefit,
to protect the cattle of one's neighbor, the rea market price
of the animal should not be paid by the public. When you
exact any service from a citizen of any kind you are sup-
poed to pay him full value therefor. When you take away
lrom a man bis land for railway purposes, or for military
purposes, or any other public purpose, you are supposed to
pay him the full market value of that land as decided by
arbitration"; and I confess myself unable to see why the
same principle should not be applied to cattle which are
taken and slaughtered in the public interest. I do not see
why the owner of those cattle should be fined so heavily as
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ho will be in the operation of this section, for having been
the possessor of a high-bred and high-priced animal.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The difficulty seems to be
mostly with reference to the high grade cattle; with
reference to ordinary animals I suppose the limit proposed
by this clause would be sufficient. But the objection cannot
apply with anything like the force that it does with
reference to thoroughbred cattle. Now there is in my own
riding one of the largest stock farmers, perhaps, in the
Dominion of Canada, who has cattle exceedingly valuable,
and it does seem to me not wise that the Minister should
retain this clause which would prevent him giving compen-
sation in the case of some of those valuable animals having
been slanghtered, and which proved afterwards to have
been quite well and healthy, the sum of only $40. If the
Minister will just look at the 3rd and 4th sections that we
have passed ho will see what duties are laid upon the
owners and breeders of those animals:

"3. Every cattle or farm stock owner and every breeder of or dealer
in cattle or other animals, and every one bringing foreign animals into
Canada, shall, on perceiving the appearance of infectious or contagious
disesse among the cattle or other animals owned by him or under his
special caro, give immediate notice to the Minister of Agriculture, at
Ottawa, of the facts discovered by him as aforesaid.

"4. Every owner of such diseased cattle or other animals who
neglects to comply with the provisions of the next preceding section,
shall forfeit his claim to compensation for any cattle or other animals
slaughtered in accordance with the provisions of this Act, and no such
compensation shallh be granted to him ; and every person who mali-
ciously or fraudulently conceals the existence of infectious or contagions
diseaae among cattle or other animals shall incur a penalty not exceed-
ing two hundred dollars."

Now, from these sections it is apparent that if the owner
of these animals is cognisant that there is a contagious or
infections disease among them, and if ho has not notified
the Department of Agriculture, ho not only incurs a penalty
of $200, but he forfeits any claim to compensation that he
would have under the section that we are now discussing.
Therefore, when we are speaking of the slaughter of ani-
mals that are not affected under this section, they are
animals that would be slaughtered in face of the rumon-
strance, undoubtedly, of the owner of those animals; and,
therefore, that having been done, it does seem rather arbi-
trary that the Government should say: Well, we have done
that under the Statute; we will have to pay you
the sum of $40, but we will not pay you any more.
Of course it is in the interest of mon owning very valuable
cattle that there should be a very stringent and efficient
Act upon the Statàite Book, and the hands of the Minister
will no doubt be strengthened by them in that regard. I
do not desire that the exceedingly fancy prices at which
some of the stock are bought and at which they are held and
valued to be paid, and I think it would not be safo to say
that two thirds of the value so placed upon thenî should be
granted to the owner. But to pay the same amount for a
thorough-breed cow or calf as for a common grade animal
is not a wise provision. The difficulty might be obviated
by adopting the suggestion made by the hon. member for
North York (Mr. Mulock), by preparing lists giving tho
different kinds of cattle and placing a certain value on tlem.

Mr. FAIRBANK. I think the remedy in relation to
the finer grades of cattle lies in the directi n of providing
that they shall not be slaughtered on more suspicion. That
finely-bred animals should be slaughtered on the more sus-
picion of an inspector is incorrect in principle. They should
be quarantined until the disease is fully developed. Hon.
members have called attention several times to the point
as to whose interest it is that this slaughtering should be
performed. It is really in the interest of the public generally
as well as of tho o wncr. A difficulty at once arises in
relation to these high grades of cattle, these fancy-price
cattle, in obliging the Government to pay for them
at high prices. That would ba obviated by not

Mr. CAszr.

1070
slaughtering them but quarantining them until the disease
is clearly, defined, and not slaughtering them on suspicion.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Would the hon. gentleman be
willing to raise the price a little where he has confidence in
the breed ?

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I think the whole difficulty can be
surmounted if that portion of the section is struck out limit-
ing the compensation to the sum of $40. It is no answer
to the objection to say that a similar Act has been on the
Statute Book for 10 years and no hardship has resulted
from it. I am not in a position to say, but I am very muach
inclined to think, that in this climate there has been no
need so far of slaughtering animals for the purpose in ques-
tion. It is quite possible that there has been no need of
slaughtering high-priced animals. I think the section as
drawn is most outrageous-to use the mildest term possible.
Let us see how the matter stands. Here is one farmer who
keeps ordinary cattle and invests his surplus money in
landed property or in other investments. Here is
another farmer who has public spirit enough to
import and breed valuable animals and thus improve the
whole stock of the neighborhood in quality, and increase
immensely the value of the stock in the country. But when
the question of compensation comes up the man who invested
money in landed property and who keeps ordinary grade
stock, obtains two-thirds of their value. $40 will ho about
two-thirds of the value of a flirst.class grade cow or steer.
But the man who owns cattle of the value of $300, $700 or
$800 each, occupies exactly the same position as regards
compensation. The Bill seems to be expressly framed for
the purpose of discountenancing men who desire to improve
the stock of the country and import first-class animais. I
hope the Minister will strike out that portion of the section
and leave the question of compensation untrammelled, to
be determined in each case on its own merit. If $40
covers two-thirds of the value of the animal, let that sum be
paid; but if two-thirds of the value represents $200 or $300,
let justice be done and the amount paid. I do not think
there is the slightest difficulty in dealing with those cases.
The time for fancy prices has gone by and none are paid
now. The values have come down to a common sense cash
basis, and it is the simplest thing in the world to determine
the value of an animal now, as there is no danger of fancy
prices.

Mr. CASEY. It may be worth- pointing out that in my
own immediate neighborhood a man who is stall-feeding
cattle for the English market has obtained 8100 per head
for them. So looking upon animals simply as producers
of beef, the maximum of $40 is utterly inadequate.

Mr. AUGE R. I would ask if I understood the Minister
rightly, that an animal may not be killed unless an Order
in Council has been passed in each case, or an Order in
Council setting out that, in such a neighborhood, or on such
a farm, animals should be killed. If it is done in such a
general way, a man would have no chance to appear
before the Minister and prove that the animal is not dis-
eased; and sometimes as in the case at Laprairie, when the
man sent to inspect the animal was a bailif who knew
nothing about diseases, a farmer might, under such oircum-
stances, suffer considerable loss.

Mr. DUPONT. (Translation.) I believe that the hon.
Minister of Agriculture ought to pay some attention to tho
suggestions which have been made by the hon. members
opposite. It is a well known principle of justice that when-
ever property is destroyed in the interest Of the public, the
public ought to give a compensation to the owner. Now,
the Government if they cause to be killed, accidentally
though it be, cattle which are not at all infected with con-
tagious disease, should pay the value thereof, otherwise
they would infliet on individual louses which these
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individuals would have to sustain in the interests of the
public. It is not just to impose on one individual a loss of
two or three hundred dollars, resulting from the slaughtering
of an animal wrongfully killed by the officers of the Govern-
ment in the interest of the public. Another point, Mr,
Speaker, on which I desire to call the attention of the
Government, is the mode -of procedure adopted for paying
these compensations. When these compensations are
determined by that officer, who may be and who generally
is the officer who bas ordered the slaughter of the diseased
animals, it is certain that the valuation is never as high as
the real value of these animals, that is to say he never
estimates the damages as high as they should be. It seems
to me that another mode of valuation might be adopted, for
instance, farmers in each locality well posted on the value
of the animals slaughtered in the public interest, might be
chosen to institute summary proceedings, so that the
owners would not be compelled to appeal to the Department
of Agriculture, the cost of such appeals being sometimes
such as to exceed the amount of the compensation which
mîy be expected by the owners. I believe, Mr. Speaker,
that the hon. Minister of Agriculture should establish an
easier mode for farmers to obtain a compensation and that
such compensation should be proportioned to the losses
which they have suffered.

Mr. POPE. I propose to amend the section by pro
viding that the amount for grade cattle shall not exceed
$40, and that as regards highly-bred cattle there shall be
paid two thirds of their value, or not more than $150 for
thoroughbred cattle with a pedigree.

Mr. LA NG E AlE R. I think it is important that we should
know whether the Order in Council will apply generally,
leaving each particular case to the discretion of the inspec-
tor, or whether a separate Order in Council should be made
in each case.

Mr. MILLS. I am satisfied that if a disease should become
prevalent amongst cattle the hon. gentleman will find that
this provision of the Act will be very seriously complained
of. I know that a large number of the agriculturista of the
west have gone into the improvement of their cattle, and
many of them have cattle of half a dozen crosses, and though
they are not registered as thoroughbred cattle, practically
some of them are superior to some cattle that are recognised
as thoroughbred stock. For all ordinary purposes they
are quite as valuable, thougli, of course, they do not bring
the fancy prices-many of those animals being worth $100
or $200, and the hon. gentleman will find that if he pro-
poses to apply in the cases of such cattle the compensation
provided for in the Bill, it would be regarded as no compen-
sation at aiL I think he should fix the maximum of grade
cattle at double the price he las named, for it is perfectly
certain that this provision of the law would not stand six
months if disease became prevalent among cattle. I am
sure that if the hon. gentleman undertook the slaughter of
cattle under this condition of the law, ho would soon find
that it would slaughter the Government.

Sir. SUTHERLAND (Oxford). I think it desirable
that the hon. gentleman should amend this clause
by providing for a greater compensation in the case of
animals which have been slaughtered, and it is discovered
that they were not suffering from disease. I agree with him
that in the case of diseased animais, or those lost by the care-
lessness of the owner in exposing them to infection, ho
would not be entitled to compensation, but I think in other
cases the owner should be entitled to at least two-thirds of
the value of the animal.

Mr. AUGER. The hon. Minister las not yet answered
my question, and though it may not be important to him
it is importanL to a great many people. Are those cattle
which are to be slaughtered under the authority of an

Order in Council, to be killed by virtue of a general Order
in Council, or is there to be a separate Order in Council in
each case ? Is the Government to pass an Order in Oouncil
and then send an inspector to a municipality to kill and
destroy all animals supposed to be attacked by disease?
I would like to ask the hon. gentleman what we are to do
if such a person comes to a municipality? Are we to sub.
mit to the wholesale slaughter or to stone the inspector ?

Mr. GAULT. There is one thing which this discussion
has brought out, and that is that the farmers of Ontario are
not in as miserable a state as hon. gentlemen opposite led us
to believe some time ago. I am glad that these people
have cattle worth 85,000 or $10,000-half the price of a
whole farm. In Quebec we have also fine herds of cttle,
and I know of one case of a man who was offered 81,000
apiece for ton cattle. I am glad to say that there are several
farmers who are importing the best quality of stock from
Great Britain and chiefly from Scotland-Polled Angus
being a favorite breed of cattle with us. I think the sum
allowed by the Bill is too small, and that at least $200 should
be allowed for these cattle. I know of a case in which I
recently had to write to the Minister of Agriculture, with
regard to a horse which took the glanders in a stable of 40
horses and it was ordered to be killed. The man made
application to the Government, and he was told to apply to
the Local Legislature as this Government had nothing to do
with the matter.

Mr, AUGER. I have not yet got an answer from the
Minister of Agriculture. 1 put the question in English
because I found that he had not answered a similar quep-
tion by my hon. friend from Napierville (Mr. Catudal) who
asked it in French. If we cannot get an answer in either
English or French I do not know what we will do, unless
we get some one here to ask the gentleman in Spanish or
German. I think the question is a proper one and an
important one. I know that a great many of my constitu-
ents will put the question to me and I do not know what to
answer them until the hon. Minister of Agriculture bas
answered me. As to the hon. member for Montreal (Mr.
Gault) I do not think he seems to understand the case.
There are many borses in the country that are not
thoroughbred but are worth $200 or $300, and if the
Government should kill them when they are not affected by
any kind of disease to pay only a compensation of $40
would be very unjust.

Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman will see by looking at
the Bill that it answers his question. It says the Governor
in Council may, from time to time, cause to be slaughtered
animais suffering from infectious or contagions disease, and
se on.

Mr. LANGELIER. I would point out to the Minister of
Agriculture that what the hon. member for Shefford (Mr.
Auger) asks is whether an Order in Conucil means' an
Order in Council in each case, or a general Order in
Council giving authority to the officers of the Government
to slaughter what animals they choose.

Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman must see that in case of
a disease breaking out in any particular district that place
would be declared an infected place, in which the animais
will be quarantined. Then the inspector is instructed by
Order in Council that those animais that are incurable are
to be killed, and that the others will be kept within limita
to prevent the disease spreading.

Mr. FISHER. A few minutes ago the Minister, when I
was alluding to the discretion of the officers of the Depart-
ment said that it would require an Order in Conneil. Now
I find that the matter is practically left in the discretion of
the officers of the Department, and net to the Governor
in Council, It requires an Order in Council to allow the
inspector to do anything, but when the inspector goes about
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hA Work it is left in his discretion what animals ho shall
saughter and what not. I said that in that case it was

necessary that great safeguards should be thrown about the
gcaion of the officers of the Department.

Mr. POPE. When a complaint is made, I send an officer
to make a report upon it. He makes his report to the
DOepartment, and if I am satisfied with his report, I report
to the Governor in Council, and in accordance with an
Order in Council we deal with the matter. If diseased
sheep carne from the other Bide, it was some time before I
could find out where the disease was, and we set actively
to work to ferret it out. In such cases we had quarantines,
which no sheep could go out of or come into. Such as were
incurable were slaughtered, and those which were not so
were:treated and sometimes cured. But I have to take the
groatest precaution against these sheep being brought into
the market and placed among other sheep, or even being
put into a yard with other sheop, so that 1 have to possess
this power.

Mr. FISHER. All that has nothing to do wilhthe
question I alluded to a few minutes ago. The hon. gentle.
man is quite right in the precautions ho takes to isolate
infected districts, and to prevent disease spreading. But
what I was discussing was whether the action is in certain
instances in the discretion of the officers of the Depart-
ment or requires fhe authority of the Governor in
Council ; and the reply of the Minister shows me very clearly
that the officers of the Department have to exorcise their
discretion. Therefore every safeguard should be adopted to
prevent the farmers suffering an injustice or suffering loss
wben it is not absolutely necessary that they should suffer.
The hon. gentleman bas amended this section in the right
direction ; but I regret to see that ho has not gone far
enough by any means. The fact of the matter is that,
although in a ceitain degree he bas made it better-he bas
acknowledged that this was necessary-he has not yet come
to the principle we are advocating on this side of the House,
namely, that when afarmer by the wrong action of an officer
of the department, suffers a large pecuniary loss, ho should be
fairly compensated for that loss. The hon. gentleman
instead of giving the farmer 840, agrees to give him1
$150. That is good so far as it goes, and I am glad he
has gone so far; but I do not think he bas really met the1
difficulty at all. If ho did not mention the exact amounti
in the section, it would then be left in the discretion of thei
Department, or subject to proof by the farmer, what the
loss was. There would be no danger of a large amount
being awarded when a small amount was due. But yield-
ing what the hon. gentleman has yielded, ho las practically
acknowledged the force of the argument of this side of the
House and of the hon. member for Bagot (Mr. Dupont),
while at the same time he as not gone as far as thebegiti'
mate conclusion to be drawn from those arguments.1

Mr. CASEY. This is a beautiful example of how the
hon. Minister explains things in spite of himself. is
oyster-like policy of keeping his mouth firmly shut until it
is, so to speak, pried open, bas had the effect of wasting a
great deal of time ln the House, as it generally does when
we are discussing a Bill of his. The postponement of that
information invariably leads to further asking for it, and to
loose diseussion which might be prevented if the explana-
tion was given in time. In regard to the amendment
proposed to this clause, it shows that the hon. gentleman
secs that the section was wrong in the firat instance. Thata
was a considerable distance to have brought him; but ho isa
far yet from having reached the true principle. As the
lon. member for Bagot (Mr. Dupont) very correctly said,
when property is destroyed in the public interest, the real
price should be paid; and ho properly pointed out that the
ins ctor who ordered the destruction, would be authorised
ner this section to value the property slaughtered, c
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and he cannot be expected to value it at its proper
market value. The conclusion is that the same prin-
ciple should be adopted in regard to cattle as in regard
to any other property taken froir the public. The value
should be settled, and the full value awarded, and that
can only be settled by arbitration; and when we reach
the third reading I shall propose to add words to that effect
to this section if they are not sooner introduced. In regard
to the point which has been raised by the hon. member for
Shefford (Mr. Auger) and by the hon. member for Brome
(Mr. Fisher) as to who has the discretion, we have it laid
down at last very clearly that the discretion is in the hands
of the official on the spot. H1e is directed by the Order in
Council, ln general terms, to inspect the cattie or quarantine
them, and those which he finds infected he is to have
slaughtered. It would appear also that the valuation of the
animal is in his bands, an arrangement which is on the face
of it unsatisfactory, and which, if practised, will be very
unjust to the farmers of this country. The correct princi-
p le, as I have suggested, and the only principle which can
be adopted with any show of fairness, is that of having the
value of the animal settled by arbitration.

Mr. HESSON. It appears to me that there bas been a
good deal of time wasted over this discussion, and not to
very good purpose. Hon. gentlemen seem to have over-
looked the fact that whatever the Government have done
there have been no complaints. I have not heard a gentle.
man in this House say that the Government have dealt
unfairly in any one case brought before them. I think it
is well to have the attention of the House drawn to this
fact, that if the Government take the step hon. gentlemen
seem to deplore, it is to protect the country and the farm-
ers. It certainly must be of some advantage to the farmer
to have a persou appointed competent to judge of diseases
and to treat them in the most practical and effective way,
and that is, to take a diseased animal entirely out of the
herd, so that no further risk may be run than is absolutely
necessary, and in addition to that the Government pay a
portion of the loss. But I just rise to draw attention to
the remark of the hon. member for West E!gin (Mr. Casey)
tlat the Minister of Agriculture, when he las a Bill before
the flouse is troubled with an oyster mouth, and that it
has to be pried open., Well, the hon. gentleman opposite
is not troubled with an oyster mouth. It is open and ready
at all times, and at no time more than in this debate.

Mr. CASEY. My hon. friend says I do not adopt the
oyster policy of keeping silent when I should speak. I can
return him the compliment. But apart from any joking,
the tact remains that we are asking explanations as to the
meaning of this Bill which the Minister is supposed to be able
to give, and are pointing out amendments we think ought to
be introduced in it. In so doing,we are acting, not only within
our rights but according to our duty. The bon. member
for North Perth (Mr. Hoeson) has said there have been no
complaints during the years the Act bas been in force.
That was stated before, and my hon. friend.from Shefford (Mr.
Auger) and my lon. friend from Npgierville (Mr. Catindal)
pointed out that in almost the only place in which the Act
bas been put in force and cattle slaughtered, the complaints
made were grave and numerous. My hon. friend from
Napierville pointed ont that the man appointed to vAlue the
animals was a bailiff who knew nothing of the price of stock,
hat the animals were slaughtered wantonly and recklessly,
and that thoir owners complained seriously of the injustice
done them. If, therefore, on the only occasion in which
he slaughter clause was put in force, it gave rise to such
wide spread dissatisfaction, that in itself is atrong evidence
of the unsoundness of the principle involved.

Mr. MULOCK. What compensation is proposed in the
mase of horses, both thoroughbred and ordinary horses?
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Mr. SUTHERLAND (Oxford). It is necessary to change
the wording of the amendment, because the word
cattle does not apply to horses under the Act.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). The hon. member for North
Perth (Mr. Heéqon) complains that we are using a great
deal of time, but the answer is given by the Minister of
Agriculture himself, because this Bill has been changed
in an essential degree and that in the interests of the
farmers of which the hon. gentleman is a representative.
The Minister of Agriculture has gone some distance to meet
our views and the views of hon. gentlemen on the other
side of the Bouse who have expressed their opinions on this
question, but he has not gone quite far enough. He ought,
at least, have gone as far as was suggested by the hon.
member for Montreal West (Mr. Gault), who, I think, sub.
mitted a proposition to the House that ought to have satis-
fied the hon. gentleman that he would have been, at all
events, safe in making the limit at the very lowest, $200.
One can easily understand why that should be at least the
limit. Had the hon. gentleman consulted the interest of
stock-raisers, whose stock is liable to be slaughtered, and im-
p operly slaughtered, ho would have accepted my suggestion.

hat is the meaning of the clause? Two things must
occur before the applicant is entitled to any compensation,
first the animal must be innocent, that is it must be free
from disease, it must have no contagions disease, and
secoridly the owner of the animal must be innocent, because
it is provided that Ilshould the owner or their representa-
tive have been guilty of any offence against any of the
provisions of the pi eceding sections no valuation shall be
made and no compensation shall be paid to them." So
that no compensation shall be given where the animal ie
diseased except under the earlier part of the clause, and no
compensation shall be given where the owner is at fault.
It doos appear to me extraordinary that the hon. gentle-
man should take to himself, through his officials, the power
of ordering the slaughtering of animals where there is no
disease.

The Committee rose; and it being six o'clock the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recess.

House again resolved itself into Committee.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I was pointing out, when you

left the chair, the principle upon which this Bill was founded.
The 13th clause of the Bill, under the first portion of the com-
pensation clause, proceeds upon the assumption that the
animal slaughtered is slaughtered for cause, that is, that the
animal was affected with an infections or contagions disease,
and in that case it proposes to award compensation to the
owner of the animal to the extent of one-third of its value,
not in the whole to exceed $20. 1 have no objection to that
portion of the compensation clause, because, of course, if
the animal is affected with disease, it is utterly useless to
the owner, and I think the Government have acted fairly
and reasonably in that respect. The second portion of the
compensation clause proceeds, however, upon two assump-
tions. The first is that the animal slaughtered is not
affected with any infections or contagions disease known to
the owner. If the owner of the animal has committed any
violation of the statute, ho is not entitled to any compen.
sation at all, but if the owner is not guilty of any violation of
the statute, then, under this second portion of the com-
pensation clause, hoeis entitled to get two-thir ds of the
value of the animal, not to exceed the sum of $40
for grades and $150 for thoroughbreds, according to the
amendment. Now, as I have said, that proceeds upon
the assumption that the owner of the animal is guilt-
less, that the animal itseolf is free from infection of any
kind, and that it is slaughtered not because it is infected,
but through some misapprehension or error or mistake on
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e the part of the officers of the Department, or rather on the
part of the parties employed by the Minister of Agriculture
to enforce the provisions of this statute. If that is so, there
is no reason why the owner of the animal should not get

t something more than two-thirds of its full value. The true
f principle, in a case of that kind, where a man's goods are

destroyed without cause and without reason, is that he
should get the fair value of the article destroyed. That ie

. not the principle upon which the hon. gentleman is acting
with respect to this Bill. The principle is that he shall get
some portion of the value. I do not object to that so much
either, that the owner of the animal, even in the case where
the slaughtering takes place, not by reason of infection,
but by the misapprehension or mistake of those in charge
of this particular duty, shall get two-thirds of its value. Of
course, we know perfectly well that the officers of the
Department, or whoever has the supervision or the
charge of this particular department or branch, will
fnot slaughter an animal for the more fun, as the
First Minister stated, of slaughtering it. They must be
under the idea that the animal is diseasei; but it turns ont
that the animal is not diseased, and, not being diseased, the
owner is entitled to the compensation. I do not object so
much to the limit to two-thirds of the value of the animal,
because I suppose the people who slaughter it do it in good
faith, believing there is something wrong with it, and not
for the mere mischief of the thing or the mere fun of the
thing. But what i objected to in the first instance, and
now repeat, is that it is not fair that, where a man's animal
js destroyed without reason and without cause, not being
infected with any contagions or infectious disease, there
should be a maximum limit to the amount of compensation
ie should get.

Mr. POPE. Perhaps the hon. gentleman has not looked
closelv into the other clauses, but he will see there is another
clause. The animal has been exposed, or has been in con-
tact with diseased animals, and is very likely to get the
disease.

Mr. CAMERON. Where does the hon. gentleman pro-
vide for that? This clause makes no such provision.

Mr. POPE. Look at the 12th clause.
Mr. CAMERON. But we are discussing the 13th clause.

The 12th does not help the hon. gentleman a bit. The
12th clause reads:

" The Governor in Council may, from time to time, cause to be
slaughtered animale suffering from infections or contagious disease, and
animals which are or have been in contact with or close proximity to a
diseased animal, or to ali animal suspected of being affected by infec-
tions or contagions disease."
That is true, but the hon. gentleman does not import that
portion of section 12 into section 13.

Mr. POPE. Yes.

Mr. CAMERON. No. Section 13, the compensation
clause, provides that:

" Whenever the animal laughtered was affected by infections or con-
tagions disease, the compensation shall be one-third of the value of the
animal before it became so affected, but shall not in any such case
exceed twenty dollars."

That does not necessarily or exclusively relate to an
animal that has been in contact with diseased animals; that
is not the legal construction of it. I challenge the hon.
gentleman upon that point, that it is not so limited, and I
venture to say that, if ho will submit it to the Minister of
Publie Works, he will not so construe section 13. fie can-
not so read it. It applies to every case; not to that class
of cases provided for by section 12, but to every case. If he
desired it to apply to that class of cases, why did he not
make it so?

Mr. POPE. It is so.
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Mr. CAMIERON. It is not so. It applies to every class
of cases where the animal is slaughtered without being
affected, no matter what the cause or the reason is. I go a
step further. Even if his rendition and his interpretation
of the compensation portion of the clause is correct, it is no
reason why the owner of the animal should be limited to
$40 by way of compensation. It is not his fault. The
animal may have got into contact with diseased animals
without the fault, without the knowledge, without the per-
mission or consent of the owner of the animal. If the Gov.
ernment kill the animal for the safety of the neighbor-
hood, to prevent other animals getting infected, is that
any reason why the owner should be put off with
two-thirds of its value, not to exceed 840. In addition
to that, the hon. gentleman, by this clause, provides that the
compensation and the value of the animal shall be fixed by
whom? By the hon. gentleman himself, or by somebody
whom he appoints. I ask if he ever knew, in any public
Bill, where there was to be an arbitration fixing the value of
the animal, that the arbitration should be all on one side,
that the owner of the animal should not have a word to say
as to its value? The hon. gentleman undertakes the office
of a valuator, or he sees fit to employ some official of the
Department, or some one who is not an official of the Depart-
ment, to value this animal, and the owner of the animal, the
man who is most interested in it; and who knows what the
real value of the thing is better than anyone else, has not a
word to say, and he puts off the owner of the animal by his
o wn valuation. It may be said hat those who are employed
by the Department will do justice between the Govern-
ment and the individual, but we have heard to-day from
members from counties where these diseases have pre-
vailed that the Government have not been so discreet,
that they have appointed men to make these valuations
who knew nothing of the duties imposed upon them.
We are told by one member that the bailiff of the division
court, I think, was appointed to make a valuation, and it is
practically admitted that he knew nothing about it; he was
better acquainted with the quality and the value of another
article than with the value of the sheep he was called upon
to valuate. Now, I say the hon. gentleman should provide
that one of his officers should, upon the one band, be the
valuator, and that the owner of the animal, upon the other
band, should be at liberty to appoint a second valuator, and
if these two could not agree, there should be a third person
called in, and the decision of the majority should be final.
Now, the hon. gentleman does not take that precaution.
Under this statute ho takes the- sole power into his own
bands. He first slaughters the man's animal, without cause,
without justification, and thon he values the animal by his
own valuator, without giving the owner an opportunity of
appointing an arbitrator to cooperate in fixig the value of
the animal. Then, after having slaughtered the animal, he
gives the owner two-thirds of what his own valuator says
the animal is worth. Now, there is another point
mentioned by the member for Montreal West (Mr.
Gault). Take the case of a horse-and this clause
applies to horses. Take a grade horse, worth $200,
or $300 or $400. After you have slaughtered that animal,
without cause, at the very outside figure, the owner cau get
but $40. There is a thoroughbred worth, perhaps, $1,000,
and the outside sum the owner can get-because the Depart-
ment, in this section, have unwisely seen fit to take the power
to slaughter the animal-all the compensation the owner can
get is 8150. I trust this Bil will not pass in its pi osent shape.
If the hon. gentleman will strike out all the words after ani-
mal, that is the words "but shall not in any case exceed
$40," then I think it will be a fair and reasonable proposi-
tion, because the owner of the animal slaughtered without
cause could get two-thirds of his value, without any
maximum limit of compensation. But it is said there is
fancy stock-that a cow, for instance, may cost 85,000 or

Mr. CAMERoN (Huron).

$10,000. !Well, we know that these are fancy prices, but
they are prices of days gone by; and dealers in stock,
and those who are engaged in raising thoroughbreds,
have had their eyes opened, and we do not find any such
prices paid now. Nobody could expoct the Government to
pay fancy prices for animals that have to be slaughtered,
but all the Government would have to pay would be two-
thirds of the intrinsic value of the animal, which would be
only fair and reasonable. The Minister knows well that a
large number ofpeople in the western section of the country
-and in the eastern section, too-are engaged in stock rais-
ing for the Canadian and English markets; and the effect
will be, that if a disease gets among the cattle, all the
neighboring animals are liable to be slaughtered at the will
of the Minister of Agriculture, and the owners
can get no other compensation than two-thirds
of the value of the animal, and that not to exceed
$40. I do not think the farmers of this country,
the stock raisers, will thank the hon. gentleman for the
consideration ho has shown them in the 13th section of
this Bill. Now, Sir, I am satisfied that, although the
farmers and the dealers in stock will be quite willing to
assume a portion of the responsibility, I think they
would be fairly well satisfied if the hon. gentleman would
allow them two-thirds of the value of the animal, and I
think he would then only be doing justice to those people
who have engaged in this business, and who are interested
in it to a large extent. As it is now, the whole matter is
entirely in the hands of the Minister and his subordinates,
and these people have no remedy. There is no appeal from
the adjudication of his valuator. He may value the
animal at $10, and the owner cannot say a word-his
mouth is closed. The official has so determined, and that
is the end of the matter. Now, I hope the hon. gentleman
will reconsider this matter and will not place the limit at
$40, as a maximum value, but that ho will be willing to pay
two-thirds upon both grade and thoroughbred animals.

Mr. MULOCK. The more 1 consider the provisions of
this clause, the more convinced I am that it is full of objec-
tions, and radically wrong, and ought either to be rejected
in its entirety or entirely recast. Now, when one reads
the whole section-for it is necessary to read it all, fully to
comprehend it-what do we find ? We find, in the firsit two
lines, that the first stop in order to entitle a claimant to any
compensation is that the Minister of Agriculture must
report that the claimant has not been guilty of any
offence against any of the preceding sections in the statute.
He cannot compel that report, and, of course, the Minister
of Agriculture, feeling himself the embodiment of all that is
right, says : I will do what is right. But I think the law
should be so framed that people shallh be entitled to what is
right, even though the Minister may think it is not right.
But in this case the claimant must, as a condition precedent
to his being entitled to an claim whatever, show to the
Government that there has een a formal report presented
by the Minister of Agriculture that the claimant has not
committed any offence against any preceding section.
Now, first of all, lot us see what he must compel the Minis-
ter of Agriculture to produce. What are the preceding
sections which this certificate must certify have not been
in any way contravened by the claimant. Now, section
3 reads as folews:-
."Every cattle or farm stock owner and every breeder of or dealer
in cattle or other animals, and every one bringing foreign animals in to
Oanada, shall, on perceiving the appearance of an infections or conta-
gious disease among the cattle or other animals eowned by him, or under
nis special care, give immediate notice to the Minister of Agriculture at
Ottawa, of the tacts discovered by him as aforesaid."

You will observe there, Mr. Chairman, that the animal may
have an infectious disease, but the owner may not]perceive
it ; and, nevertheless, if the Minister of Agri-
culture at any time afterwards merely suspects

1074



COMMONS DEBATES.

that the animal had an infectious disease, that would
be a sufficient excuse for the Minister to withhold a certifi-
cate. Further, Mr. Chairman, an owner might not have the
charge of his own animals ; they may be under the control of
third persons, and if the bailif for the time should omit to
give that notice, the principal is assumed to have know-
ledge of the fact ; and, though absolutely innocent of any
concealment, still, he has not, technically, complied with
the provision of section 3, and the certificate can be withheld.
Then, section 4 goes on to provide for the owner suffering a
penalty. Now it appears to me that section 4 is the com-
plement of section 3, and if the owner makes default as
under section 3, and is fined under section 4, he has thereby
rendered all the restitution that should be exacted from him,
and in respect to other animals he should have a good claim.
Why fine him for the default and at the same time deprive
him of the right of compensation in respect of other animals ?
Moreover, if, at any time in the history of this unfortunate
claimant, it should be shown he had made default under
section 3, if years were to elapse between this action on his
part and the time when the claim arose under provision 13,
that original default would still stand against him, and the
Minister would withhold the certificate. Then there is
section 5, which reads as follows :-

" Every person who turns out, keeps or grazes any animal, knowing
such animal to be infected with or laboring under any infections or
contagions disease, or to have been exposed to infection or contagion,
in or upon any forest, wood, moor, beach, marah, common, waste-land,
open field, roaduide or other undivided or unenclosed land, shall, for
every such offence, incur a penalty not exceeding two hundred dollars."

When we turn to the interpretation clause, we ascertain the
meaning of an infectious disease, and under the term
infectious disease are enumerated diseases peculiar to certain
animals only, and other diseases peculiar to other animals
only ; but yet, under the sweeping provisions of
this section, should the owner of an animal, say a dog,
which is affected with disease, fail to report that fact to the
Minister of Agriculture, that forever would disqualify him
from obtaining compensation in respect of other animals,
such as horses and cattle, and the like, which may have
been destroyed under the provisions of section 13. Surely
the Minister of Agriculture does not propose to place pro-
prietors of farm stock in that position ? Section 6 provides
as follows :-

" Every person who brings, or attempts to bring, into any market, fair
or other place, any animal known by him to be infected with or laboring
under any infections or contagions disease, shall, for every such ofence,
incur a penalty not exceeding two hundred dollars."

It is all right enough, I presume, to punish a person who
knowingly brings an animal that is infected with disease
into contact with other animals; but, under section 6, if a
person brings such an animal, even for the proper purpose
of examination, to find ont whether it is infected or not,
into any place, no matter where, even to the veterinary
surgeon's establishment, the person is not only liable to a
penalty but, in addition, he forfeits all claim, for all time to
come, in regard to compensation for other animals. The
committee will see that section 6 is exceedingly wide. It
says

r oEvery person who brings, or attempts to bring, into any market, fair
or other place."1

When a man is too poor to have a veterinary surgeon come
to see his animals, he is obliged to take them to the surgeon.
Thon we have section 8, which provides:

" Every person who throws or places, or causes or suifera to be
thrown or placed, into or in any river, stream, canal, navigable or, other
water, or into or in the sea, within ten miles of the shore, the carcass
of an animal which has died of disase, or which has been slaughtered'
as diseased or sspected of diunase, sha, for every such offence, incur a
penalty n h exceeding two hundred dollars s,

And then we bave section 9, under whioh it is provided:

"Every person who, without lawful authority or excuse, diga up or
causeor lows to be dug up, the bnried caroas of an animal hich
has died or is suetected of having died from infectous or contagious
disease (or whic has been laughtered as diseased or suspected of
disease), shall, for every snob offence, incur a penalty not exoeeding
one hundred dollars."

Put this case: An animal has been suspected of having a
contagious disease; it is slaughtered and buried. After-
wards, it is desired to have a post mortem on that animal,
to ascertain whether it did die from or whether it had the sup-
posed disease. The animal is dng up for examination pur-
poses, and perhaps it is fcund that it had not such a disease ;
and yet the fact of digging up the carcass for a purpose
that could not possibly do wrong to anyone, disqualifies the
owner from claiming compensation for all time to come
in respect of any other animals that are slaughtered. The
member for East Grey (Mr. Sproule) asks me whether the
owner would not be inclined rather to have a post mortem
at the time of death and before burial. Sometimes that
takes place, but we know, very often, even in the case of
human beings,.bodies are exhumed for purposes of exami-
nation; and we know, in the case of an animal supposed to
be affected with contagious disease, the burial will follow
almost instantly after the slaughtering. Perhaps the officer
of the law will come and slay the animal, and the burial will
take place immediately, before the owner is aware of the
fact of death, and he subsequently will demand an enquiry.
Then, for the .first time, he is allowed to endeavor to
protect himself. It is very likely to happen, in this case,
that animals will be slaughtered with undue haste, and the
owners will, in self defence, seek to have the condition of
the animals enquired into. Notwithstanding all these things
that may happen, still for all time the owners of farm stock
are to be left in the hands of the Minister of Agriculture.
Their rights are to be determined by him. Is that accord.
ing to our ideas of right ? Does he, or those whom he
appoints, possess any right to assume to destroy people's
property ? I question the constitutionality of such a pro-
vision; it is contrary to all our ideas of right. The hon.
gentleman says he is an impartial tribunal. Perhaps
individually and personally lie may be so, and I have every
confidence in his desire to do right; but I am speaking of
the machinery provided by law. Is there any more arbi-
trary provision on the Statute Book in this present age ?
I know of none. What are the general provisions that sur-
round an arbitration ? A man who owns property, especially
when he is dealing with the State in regard to it, is gene-
rally treated with far more consideration than where the
contest is between two subjects alone. Even if there is a
claim between two individuals, and the right has to
be determined by some tribunal, the law provides
that an arbitrator shall be chosen by each side,
and' that a third arbitrator shall be appointed.
There is machinery for taking the evidence and for provid-
ing for an award being made, and for an appeal from the
award if necessary. There is an opportunity for the parties
being heard in defence of their own rights and property.
What sort of arbitration does the Minister propose and offer
to the agriculturists of Canada ? He proposes to, set up
his Department as a perfect institution, combining in itself
the entire wisdom of the country, and as knowing more
about people's property than they know themselves. This
Act is to enable the Department to sweep away property
from the people if it chooses to do so. Is that the sort of
arbitration that the people are entitled to have? Is that
the sort of position the peopie's property is to be placed in ?
Certainly no man, if lie is a free man, should be placed in
such a position. The bon. gentleman is to be the individual
arbitrator; he proceeds without evidence; he does not
even proceed himself to investigate the case. Under this
provision, he is going even in excess of the provisions of the
Act of 1879, and ho will not even take the responsibility of
investigating and determining the rights of the parties.
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He deems it right Io transfer to third persons appointed J people of Canada, the destruction of which would cause to
by him the right of determining what compensation them a large damage-a damage perhaps far exceeding the
may be allowed. His answer is, of course, that he is value of the most valuable cattie of the country. Take the
a responsible officer, and that the people may punish case of the horses of this country. I will not ask the atten-
him. But that in no way compensates the unfortunate tion of the Minister of Agriculture to anytbing on this
owner, whose property is swept away from him. Let us subject, because it is immaterial to him what arguments are
go to section 11. The hon. gentleman declared, in the advanced on behaif of the agriculturists of the country, but
early part of the afternoon, that not a single amendment to to the intelligence of the flouse I do appeal on this one
that clause would he permit. He sat there, arbitrarily, with point. Speaking, at ail events, for the older settled portion
closed mouth, and to every argument advanced on behalf of of the country, thera is not a riding, and I do Dot
the agriculturists of this country he had not a single argu- think there is a township, in the Province of Ontario
ment to offer in reply. He did not dare-he did not pre- to-day where there is fot owned at least one, if fot
tend to offer an argument. He simply remained quiet and more than one, valuable stallion for breeding purposes.
silent, determined, with the force of his supporters, to put I know personally myseif many men who have invested
this provision on the country. Is it a fair way for a person their ai in stailions. I know that the prices of stallions
to say: I am going to be a fair, a just, a reasonable judge; range up to as mul as a couple of thousand dollars or
give me this authority? Is that the action of a man who three thousand dollars. At al events, there are hundreds
should be trusted with such authority? If he proposed W of these valuable pedigreed animais, the destruction of which
deal reasonably, temperately and rightly with the would simply mean the ruin of the owners. Now, if it is
people's property, why should he not give his atten- right that the owner of a registered bull, or cow, or caif,
tion to the framing of a law under which their riglts should receive compensation, say to the extent of $150,
will be protected ? After obstinately and determinedly which principle is based, I suppose, on the idea that that iS
shutting bis eyes and bis ears to all argument, he comes a sort of average value of that class of animais, I say take
down, towards the close of the afternoon, with certain con- the average value of the class to which I have been referring,
cessions, and what do those concessions amount to ? Those and put in a clause Iimiting the compensation, but provid.
very concessions prove the unsoundness of bis position in ing a reasonabie and fair degree of compensation. Under
the first instance. He was not going to concede a single the Billthe Minister of Agriculture bas it in bis power
point. He was going to say that the scale of damages in to min men iu every part of this Province, fe may
the case of every animal should be the same. For what is tell us, of course, that li does not propose to do it.
comprehended under the term "animal " in this Act? In the Wall, I as one of the people, as representing other
interpretation clause, section two, sub-section "b," it is people, do flot propose voluntarily to submit the pro-
stated that the expression "animals " means "cattle, sheep, perty or the rights of myseif or othere, or of any I can
horses, swine, goats, and all other animals of whatsoever speak for, to the mere will or whim ef any man. I do not
kind." Why, Mr. Chairman, a human being is an animal, propose te trust to theerrors or mistakes that any man
and under that classification, ie will make us slaughter may make, and thus leave it in the palm of lis hand
ouI own, if they have infection, or lose all claims for to determine whether or not I or others shah beoruined.
damages, and this will serve to show what the absurdity Why, Sir, liewatts to go back to the old days, before we
of bis Act amounts to. The Minister declared that had any law at ail for the protection of people's riglts; te
not one word should be added to this section. He the old time wlen the law was according to the length of
said so by bis action, and he said so-if I may so the Chanceilors foot; when you got one sort of justice
describe it, considering the lew words he uttered-by bis before lie ad bis dinner, and another sort after bis dinner.
silence. He had framed lis laws in 1879, and he and lis The hon. Minister proposes uow to take over to himseif the
officers had looked at it again, and pronounced it perfect. It rigît to ruin people. I spoke awhie ago of the stallions.
was brought down to this chamber-for what purpose? To be I may aiso remind him that tlrougbout the Province of
debated ? No-; to be ratified. Free discussion or debate upon Ontario to-day there are a great many people who import
it there was to be none. He would not discuss its objections; from England, year by year, valuable brood mares, especially
he will not remove themn; he would not satisfy us that our of the Clyde kind. It is a common thing to find an animal
grounds are wrong; he would not attempt to convince of this kind that costs $1>000, $1,300, $1,500 or $2,000; and
those who are criticising these provisions that they are neither there is scarceiy a well-settled county in the Province to-day
just nor fair; he would not treat us with that consider- lu whicl you wiIi not find several, at least, of sud animais.
ation, but he simply says: These words are placed in this Is the Minister of Agriculture to ho allowed to appoint
Bill, and if I have anything to say about it, thiese words some person-and perlaps it may be an unwise appoint-
shall go into this Act. But, having taken that position, h ment-to go to a man and otder bim te take bis horse ont
did not hold on to it. Like all persons who are arbitrary sud siaugîter and bury it? and then, if the man dares te
and determined, he at last yielded and put himself in a false dig up tIe carcass to examine it, that very act deprives
position. Now, in what position las the hon. gentleman hlm of al daims for compensation. Now, just look at
Dut himself? He says now : I was wrong when I said $40 tIc provisions of section 12, and wlnt do we find? We
should be the measure of damages in every case. He says: find that the Ministur ef Agriculture can order the des-
I said so, it is true; I declared I would not budge from that truction of animais in tîrce different cases. First
position, but I have changed my mind upon it, and so far as of ailho eau siaugîter au animal that is actually
cattle are concerned, I propose, in the case of those with affcted witb the disease; secondly, lean slaughter au
registered pedigree,to allow compensation tothe extent oftwo- animai tlat is suspected of being affected; thirdly, he can
thirds of the value, or not exceeding in the whole $150. First siaugîter an animal that is supposed to have bean soma-
of all, you scee he as limited this concession to the case of wbere lu proximity witl an animal that is only suspected
cattle. Well, manifestly there is no logic in admitting that ef the disease. The First Minister, before recess, said
concession to be inapplicable to other animals of special value people must be careful. Well, we always understand that
as well. That concession is on the ground that there ais a peope who are the ownors ef valuable herses ind cattle
certain class of animals, the destruction of which would de, net wilfully injure the lives or theal th of those ani-
cause an unreasonable damage to the owners, and as $40 mais. TIe mie and their interests are the other way.
would not be a reasonable compensation, it is desirable to But take this section as we find it, and wlat can happen?
make an exception, and so he makes an exception in the If a man, driving lu the public biglway, passes an
case of cattle. Are there not other animals owned by the animal that le even suspected of being diseased, but
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which may not be diseased in fact, the very fact of
his having gone past that animal, renders his own animal
liable to be slaughtered. Is that a proper position in
which to place the property of anyman ? I must congra.
tulate the people upon being so tenderly dealt with by
the Minister of Agriculture. They will feel so comfor-
table to know that hoe can call upon his attendants
to do some shooting here when there is nothing for
them to do in the, North-West. There will be a
new sort of amusement set up by the Minister
of Agriculture, who will become a lively sort of character
in the agricultural districts of the country; and the more
animals hoe can destroy, the more he will feel that the
majesty of the law is being respected, and the effect of his
Act being established. Well, if the Minister of Agriculture
wishes to be consistent in this legislation, ho must go
further. If ho insists that it is right to extend the principle
of basing compensation to some extent upon value, why
not provide in this section for such a clause? If compen-
sation is to bear a proportion to the damage done, why not
say so, have this section recast as it ought to be, and have
a logical scheme provided ? If necessary, put a schedule at
the end of the Act. Let there be limitations. I do not
want the Goverument to have no control, but lot there be a
schedule classifying animals, instead of grouping them here
in a hotch-potch, senseless way. The hon. gentleman con-
ceded the principle of having compensation bear some pro-
portion to the damage done, when ho extended it to regis-
tered cattle. On what principle can ho stop now at $150 in
the case of animals of very much greater value ? I am not
asking him to legislate for rare cases at aill; I am
asking him to legislate according to the general condition
of our people. We have classes of animals all over the
country. Now, let the legislation apply to the great classes,
not in exceptional cases, but in the average condition of
affairs in the country. I do not think ho can consistently
leave this section where it is. Thon, let me call your atten-
tion to the form of the Bill in another respect. The first
part of the section says:

" The Governor in Council may, when the owners are reported by the
Minister of Agriculture not guilty of any negligence or offence against
the provisions of the preceding section of this Act, order a compensa.
tion to be paid."'l
As I pointed out before, the condition is laid down, first of
all, that the Minister of Agriculture must give a certificate;
and thon, for fear that some man might be able escape
through this mesh and get justice, or put himelf in a position
to get justice, another provision is put in at the tail end of
the section:

" But if such owners, or their representatives, have been guilty of an
offence against any ot the provisions of the preceding sections of this

ct, no valuation shall be made, and no compensation shall be paid to
them."

Weil, under ordinary circumstances, I would ask the hon.
gentleman who is promoting this Bill to explain why it is
that two precautions against the rights of the people being
granted are put in. I won't ask in this case, because I
know I should not get an answer; at the same time, I sub-
mit to the consideration of the committee that these two
clauses should both go out, and that a new clause should be
put in to this effect: that w1fere a claimant had been guilty
of this offence wilfully, thon there might be discretion to a
certain extent, whereby ho might not be entitled to com-
pensation. I have not cast a section, but 1 submit that many
a man may be guilty of some offence under these sections, and
yet that offence should not be sufficient to disqualify him
for compensation under section 13. Thon, I call the attention
of the committee to the introduction of the word "representa-
tives," in this section. What is meant by arepresentative?
The Minister of Agriculture, I suppose, would determine the
meaning of "representative;I" lie would be the sole judge
of the meaning of that word, and ho could decide that a

person who was in no way authorised, as a matter of law, to
represent the owner, was, in the opinion of the Minister of
Agriculture, a representative of this person, so far as was
necessary in order to defeat the ends of justice. And the
answer would be, that ho had proceeded and exercised his
best judgment, according to his knowledge, and ho was
responsible to the country. It will be most satisfactory to
the farmers of the country, after the hon, gentleman has
had his summer shooting in their barnyards, to know that he
is responsible to the people. That will ensure compensation
to the man who has been ruined; he will feel thoroughly
satisfied that we have done our duty here, that we have
framed a just and fair law, a law which fully protects ail
Her Majesty's subjects, or, at least, as fully as they ought to
be protected, against the Minister of Agriculture. I con-
gratulate the hon. gentleman upon this measure. It shows
the bent of bis mind; it shows the absolute fairness of his
mind; it shows that he bas the utmost confidence in him-
self; and who but himself ought to have confidence in him-
self? He bas the best knowledge of himeelf, and we arenot
entitled to criticise his infallibility. He tells us by this Act
he is infallible, and who but himself ought to know that?
I will not question it, therefore; I will not venture on the
insufficient evidence that, as a mere observer, I might have
to assert my conclusions against the certainty, the accurate
knowledge which the hon. gentleman bas of his own per-
fection. Still, it is to be borne in mind that the ordinary
public may not be quite so well acquainted with the
Minister of Agriculture as we, and they may not be quite so
satisfied to risk their property in bis handsas is the Minister
himself Therefore, whilst the Bill may, in so far as hoeis
concerned, be a fair one, I submit it is a character of logis-
lation that should never disgrace the Statute Book of the
people. We are not here to pass measures of this kina. If,
in 1879, such a Bill was passed, the Parliament of 1879
made a mistake, and because they made a mistake in 1879
is no reason why the Parliament of 1885 should repeat the
error. At all events, I submit, precedent or no precedent,
when the objectionable character of the Bill is pointed out,
the Minister of Agriculture, as a repsonsible Minister in a
responsible Govern ment, should not force this measure upon
an unwilling Parliament, but should provide in this Bill
all that machinery which is necessary for the due
protection of property. I am not asking to have an
appeal after the case has been thoroughly investi-
gated. I know the hon. gentleman personally, and I
have the utmost confidence in his judgment; but ho
ought to remember he will not be there for ever; and if it
should happen some people on this side should get into office,
the first man, I presume, to, ask to have these objectionable
features removed, would be the hon. gentleman himself.
Then I call the attention of the committee to the 14th line
of section 13. Under the Act of 1879, the value was doter-
mined by the Minister of Agriculture. He was obliged
himself to determine the value, and ho could not shelter
himself behind other people. It is not nocessary that the
Minister of Agriculture, in order to deal with this question,
should be an expert; it is not necessary that ho should have
any special knowledge of the value of this clasm of pro-
perty. It is sufficient that he should have, as ho always
will have, intelligence, and be able to weigh the evidence
submitted to him. Under the Act of 1879, the Minister of
Agriculture was obliged to value this property. No doubt,
before coming to a decision, ho felt it incumbent on him, in
the discharge of his duty, to obtain opinions f rom reliable
parties, and having those opinions he would, in doing his
duty, sit judicially on the case, and on the evidence of
experte decide the value. But in this case, in addition to ail
the other objectionable features, ho proposes, as a responsible
Minister, to escape reeponsibility by transferring the power
to value to a third person. The section readse: "And in ail
such classes the value of the animal shall be determined
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by the Minister of Agriculture;" and with this amend-
ment added, it now reads: "or by some person to be
appointed by him." He will tell us, of course, that, after
all the decision of that person is hie decision. Il say that
does not follow at ail. His appointee is not a member of'this
louse; ho is not responsible to the people; ho may be an

unknown man ; yet as long as the Miinister can say I
appointed "A.B.," and ho informed me as to the value, the
Minister's responsibility is ended and he escapes liability. Of
course, we would have to hold him responsible for that
appointment, but if ho says that such a man was recom-
mended to him we cannot object. He would say: I ap-
pointed a person who was recommended to me as fit; and
the House would say: The Minister has done his duty.
Thus the Minister escapes all responsibility once ho makes
an appointment. Whatever, under other circumstances,
should be the provisions of the Bill, in this case there is no
possible excuse for such a delegation of authority. The arbi-
tary power the hon. gentleman bas taken should, at all
events, be exercised by himseolf, and not handed over to a
third person For all theso reasons, I cannot give my con-
sent to section 13, as it at presents stands; and I trust that
after these explanations, offered to the Minister of Agricul-
ture in the most considerate way, he will see his way 'to
remedy this Bill in the direction I have indicated.

Mr. McMULL EN. I am really sorry that the Minister
of Agriculture bas not seen his way to give more serions
consideration to this question.

Some hon. MEMIBERS. Louder.
Mr. McMULLEN, If hon. gentlemen opposite wish to

make a noise-
Some hon. ME MBERS. Louder; order.
Mr. MoMULLEN. I would just say, Mr. Chairman, that

I am sorry-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Louder.
Mr. MULOCK. I think, Mr. Chairman, that some of

these animals have escaped.
Mr. McMULLEN. I am afraid there are some diseased
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order ; louder ; go on.
Mr. McMULLEN. When you can manage to get order,

Mr. Chairman, I will proceed. There is no necessity for my
proceeding before that.

Mr. CIHAIRM &N. Hon. gentlemen will please keep order'

Mr. MoMULLEN. I would just say that I am sorry that
the Minister of Agriculture bas not seen his way clear to
make some changes in the clause. I think that some very
valuable suggestions have been made by members on this
side of the louse, and I am exceedingly sorry thathe has
persistently refused to consider any of these suggestions.
We are making suggestions simply in what we believe to be
the interest of the people of this Dominion. We are trying
to aid the Government to come to a conclusion as to what
the clause should be. We have pointed out the objections
to that clause and have asked the Minister to give
his serions consideration to the clause, and see if something
les objectionable could not be provided than the clause
which ho insiste upon keeping in the Bill. In the first
place, ho appoints the person who is to decide whether the
animal is affected or not. In the next place, ho makes the
valuations, or bas them made by persons appointed by him.
He claims the right of putting a value upon a man's pro-
perty without allowing him any opportunity of saying
anything in his own behalf. I think, if the hon. Minister
was disposed to do what is fair and right by the person who
is unfortunate enough to have his animal killed when
it is not diseased, ho should be willing fairly to consider its
value, by leaving it to arbitration. I think that would be

Mr. MuLoCo.

the proper way of deciding the value. If he would consent
to do that, that is one point on which we would agree with
him; and we think the public generally would confess that
ho wanted to do what is fair and just. There is no other
Act upon the Statute Book of this Dominion that bears the
evidence of one-sidedness as this does in that clause. There
is no Act passed by the Logislatures appointed to make laws,
which provides that it shall be all on one side, like the
handle of the jug-all in the hands of one party. If the
value was fixed by arbitration, the party would be some-
what satisfied with the result. Now, if you kill a man's
animal, no matter what value you pay him, ho will not be
satisfied; he will think hoeis unjustly dealt with, as the
price is fixed by an officer appointed by the Crown, with
whom ho may not be on the best of terms, and ho may thi nk
that an advantage bas been taken of him. The best evi-
douce of fairness on the part of the Government would be
to leave the matter to arbitration, and pay the amount the
arbitrators declared to be the value of the animal. Have
we not had a board of Dominion arbitrators sitting bore,
month after month, and year after year; and have we not
been paying them a large amount of money to settle
claims by private individuals against this Dominion ?
We ask that the same thing shall be done in this case, and
that this question, like all other questions, should be settled
by arbitration. There is another point to which I would
like to draw the attention of the Minister. He is virtually,
by this clause, saying to the farmers of this country : You
should not own animals worth more than $150; we are
not disposed to countenance your raising st' ok of a greater
value than $150 ; the highest class of animal you should
have should not be worth more than $150. The Minister
tells any man who is disposed to raise more expensive stock
that he should not do it, that they are not willing to allow
any value in excess of $150. I ask the Minister of Agricul-
ture if it is right that hoeshould take that stand on this
matter, if it is fair to the agriculturists and breeders of this
country? lis that the encouragement the bon. gentleman
is disposed to give to the agriculturists of this country?
Is that the position he is prepared to take with regard to
stock, that he will not allow them more than $150, no matter
how valuable they may be ? It is a very ridiculous and
absurd position for the Minister to take. I have been
rather amused and rather disappointed with the course
the hon. Minister bas adopted with regard to this whole
discussion. He appears to treat members on this side
of the House with continuons contempt. He will not
consent to answer a question or to open his ear to any
remonstrances we make. le simply sits still, and keeps
bis mouth shut, and makes no reply, and gives no satisfac-
tion to anyone. It is a very singular thing, in my mind,
that the hon. gentleman should not only occupy the
position of Minister of Agriculture, but should fill the
double position of Minister of Agriculture and Min-
ister of Railways. In my humble opinion, it refleets
very little credit upon the balance of the following of the
hon. gentlemen that they have no botter or more intelli-
gent gentleman to fill that place. If the qualifications
possessed by the hon. gentleman are the qualifications
necessary to make a successful Minister, I am not surprised
that the hon. gentleman should continue in that position.
It was remarked by the hon. gentleman who just sat down,
that if an animal got into a barnyard, where there was an
infected animal, owing to its being in close proximity to it,
it would have to be shot. Any number of animals are pas-
sing up and down the country by railway trains,
and, if a lot of animals run past a car in which
there is an infected animal, they must all be shot,
according to the principle laid down in this Bill,
no matter hGw valuable they might be, and thon, of course,
it affects the sum that the man should get for his animal.
I look upon this matter as a very important one. I repre-
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sent an agricultural constituency, and I offer the few
remarks I make in the interest of the people I represent. I
am quite sure that the hon. Minister of Agriculture is anxious
that the representative of every constituency should have
an opportunity of presenting his arguments, and I am quite
sure the hon. gentlemen opposite hope that they will make
an impression. Well, if we have got to talk long enough
to make an impression, judging from the impression we
have already made, I am afraid it will be seven o'clock
to-morrow morning before we can bring the Minister of
Agriculture to his senses. Ie seems determined to resist
every evidence and ail advice. But although the hon. gen-
tleman positively refuses to listen to us, it is, nevertheless,
our duty to present our arguments; and although we may
possibly be throwing them away, we will still be doing our
duty to our constituencies and endeavoring to serve tfibm
to the best of our ability. I have listened to the discus-
sion so far, and I have been impelled to believe
that an injustice is being done to the people of
this country and to the cattle raisers, by this 13th clause;
and I am surprised that the Minister of Agriculture will
persist in refusing to make the slightest concession. It was
only after ho was positively driven into a corner that he
consented to make one alteration. His whole course upon
this question has reminded me of a man, a dealer in patent
medicines, who once got elected as judge in a certain county
in one of the United States. After he got elected, a friend
advised him as to the best course to pursue in giving his«
judgment upon any question, and ho told him this: "When
you are giving a decision, never give the why or the where-
fore; if you do, you are sure to got into difficulty." The
Minister of Agriculture is determined not to give the why
or the wherefore for this Bill. Well, Sir, we shall try our
best to show him that hle is wrong, that ho is doing an
injustice, and after we have done so, we shall have the con-i
scientious conviction that vre have done our duty.

Mr. AUGER. This is a very important question--
S)me hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. AUGER. I suppose, from the noise hon. gentlemen

opposite are making, that they are celebrating the result of
the election to-day in Lévis. I do not suppose that we
shall be able to please the hon. gentlemen opposite, especi-
ally the hon. member for North Perth (Mr. Hesson). For
the last seven years the Government have been putting
their hands into the pockets of the people and taking mil.
lions out of them, and when we, on the Opposition side of
the House, complained of the way in which the money hast
been spent, we have been accused of being unpatriotic.f
And to day, when the Government comes and asks fort
authority to kill our cattle, and we raise our voice in pro-c
test, the hon. member for North Perth, who is not ar
farmer, gets up and says: We talk too much, that we oughtd
to imitate the example of the hon. Minister of Agriculture.t
WelI, as I said, we cannot please our hon. friends opposite,t
but we can do our duty in protesting against this Bill, andv
our duty we will do, and if the hon. gentlemen opposite arei
not willing to listen to us, and persist in trying to interrupto
us, we are ready to listen to their music till next fall, ifg
necessary. But remember this: You have, by yourù
National Policy, protected every class in this country,i
except the farmers, and now when we are asking a litlea
protection for the farmers, you are making0
such a noise that we cannot be heard. Well, if i
you do not want to hear us, the lime will come when yout
will have to hear the farmers in spite of yourselves. Theb
hon. members on this side of the flouse seem to be some-
what discouraged at being able to make so little impressionb
on the Minister of Agriculture. But they are mistaken ;e
they did make an impression upon him before six o'clock,b
and he has consented to one amendment to his Bill. Thati
amendment is that for thoroughbred cattle which areî

not diseased, and are slaughtered by mistake under
the provisions of this Bill, Government will pay as
high as $150 in compensation. Well, I suppose that the
hon. gentleman does not raise thoroughbred cattle, and no
member of his family does either, because if they did he
would have brought in quite a different measure. Now,
Mr. Chairman, lot us just look at the Bill as it stands. The
hon. Minister is willing to pay two-thirds the value of a $60
horse. Now, Sir, there are not many farmers in this
country who keep $60 horses, but they will, if your National
Policy goes on much longer. Thon all that class of horses
worth more that $60, and up as high as several hundred
dollars, the farmers have got to lose. Why is that ? If
it is right to pay two-thirds the value ot a $60 horse, and if
it is right to pay a certain amount in compensation for the
loss of thoroughbred cattle, why is it not equally just and
right to compensate a man for the loss of a
horse, or a cow, which may be worth 8100, or
over ? The fact is, your principle is wrong. You
want to deny the people justice, and to tyrannise over
them. The hon. Minister of Agriculture does not deign to
make any reply to our arguments. Well, we remember that
the other day, when the leader of the Opposition asked him
some question about railways, he did not seem to know
much about railways, aLd to-day, when we are discussing a
question relating to his own Department of Agriculture, he
does not seem to know anything about that either. Now,
we know that in the county of Laprairie complaints were
made of grave abuses that had been committed by one of
the bon. gentleman's officers. An action was taken out in
the name of the Government, but the action was dismissed,
and thon the farmer, a man named Moquin, sued the Gov-
ernment for damages and the matter was settled. All that
took place, and yet the hon. Minister of Agriculture knew
nothing about it. I suppose he was taking a trip on the
Canadian Pacific Railway. Now, I can assure the members
of this House that the farmers cannot be trifled with much
longer. We are asking protection for the farmers. If you
come to my barnyard and kill a horse or a cow that is not
affected with any contagious disease, you ought to pay for
it, and if you are not willing to pay for it you ought to
have let it alone in the first place. If the animal is
suspected of being diseased, let it be quarantined until cured,
so as to prevent the contagion from spreading; but if you
kill it without being certain that it is diseased, you ought
to pay for it.

Mr. CHARLTON. I am sorry to notice that the Minis-
ter of Agriculture seems to entertain a supreme contempt
for the opinions advanced by this side of the House. I
think, Sir, he is treating the Opposition members, in the
course of this debate, with scant courtesy. It is his duty to
make this Bill as perfect a measure as possible. It is bis
duty, as a Minister of the Crown, to listen to all the sugges-
tions made by hon. members; but, on the contrary, he has
treated the suggestions made from this side of the House
with a measure of contempt that is almost insulting to the
members who have addressed themselves to the character
of this Bill. It may be charged that the Opposition are
guilty of factiousness in the discussion of this Bill. Bch
is not the case. It is an important measure; it is a measure
involving very important principles; it is, in point of fact,
a confiscation Bill. It is a Bill that tramples upon the rights
of a great class of the people in this Dominion-the agricul-
turists. Their interests, in the course of this debate, have
been treated by hon. gentlemen opposite with derision. I
hold that the Government have no right to adopt provisions
such as are contained in this Bill; that the Goverument
have no right to destroy or make away with private prop-
erty, as provided in this Bill. I notice, with respect to the
laws of the United States in regard to epidemic diseases
among cattle, no such high-handed measure as that contained
in this Bill. I see, for instance, that in the statutes fo
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1883, appropriations are made in the case of epidemic, and
the following provisions are made :-

" The President of the United States is hereby authorised, in case of a
threatened or actual epidemie, to use a sum not exceeding $100,000 out
of any money in the Treasury nototherwiseappropriated, in aid of state
or local boards, or otherwise, in his discretion, in preventing and sup-
pressing the spread of the same and maintaining quarantine at pointe of
danger."

Under the operation of the United States law, no such high-
handed measures as are proposed in this Bill are permitted.
The authorities of that country, the Secretary of the
Treasury, and those acting under authority,are not permitted
to take possession of private property and to slaughter
cattle on suspicion that they are infected and exposed to
infection. Provision is made for the quarantining of cattle,
and provisions are made for the destruction of those cattle
by the consent of their owners. Under the arrangements
proposed in this Bill, the Minister of Agriculture is himself
to say, or some creatures appointed by him are to say,
whether cattle exposed to infection are infected, and the
Bill gives the hon. gentleman the power of slaughtering
cattle and destroying private property on more suspicion,
without any process of law or reference to any authority or
arbitration. Such a provision is monstrous; it is an infringe-
ment of the rights of the agriculturists of this country, and
it should not be pormitted by this House to exist as a statute
on our Statute Book. The 12th clause provides:

IlThe Governor in Council may, from time to time, cause to be
slaughtered 1 animais suffering from infectious or contagious disease, and
animals which are or have been in contact with or close proximity to a
diseased animal, or to an animal suspected of being affected by infections
or contagions diseaee."
The authorities, under this Act, are liable to be mistaken,
and that circumstance should be guarded against. It is
certainly not in the public interest that if an animal has
been slaughtered, and afterwards it is proved not to have
been infected with any disease, that the owner should not
be liberally treated. The owner, I say, should receive full
compensation, and the provision that in such a contingency
he shall receive but a proportion of the value, is to give the
Minister power to confiscate private property at his plea-
sure. It may be that he will not act to the detriment of
the public interest; but it is a mere matter of forbearance
or of judgment on his part if that is the resuit. It
places such power in his hands that the agricul-
tural interests are really at his mercy. The Bill
requires modification; the powers granted to the Minister
are too large; they are powers which do not agree with
a free form of Government, such as exists here, but they
pertain to a paternal or despotic Government, and are
entirely foreign to the genius and principles of this coun-
try. I hold that the Minister of Agriculture should have
modified this measure, and if he does not he will hear from
the agriculturiats of this country in due time. It is a meas-
ure that demards modification. Its provisions are entirely
wrong. Many of its provisions are monstrously unjust.

Mr. JENKINS. The hon. member for West Elgin (Mr.
Casey) said it was a difficult matter to get the Minister of
Agriculture to open his mouth. This difficulty reminds me
of a gentleman who was going home from a party. He
was quite overcome, and people came along th pick him up.
One said the poor man had got a fit. A cabman, who
happened to be coming along, thinking he would get a job,
smeithis breath and said: "I wish I had half his com-
plaint." I wish the hon member for West Elgin had only
haf the Minister's complaint. One would suppose, from the
arguments brought forward by hon. gentlemen opposite
that the Minister of Agriculture was, by this Bill, intending
to ruin the stock.owners of this country. So far from that
being the case, I think the Minister of Agriculture and this
Bill are the very best friends the stock.owners could
have. Suppose we had no such Act, and we were in the
condition of the United States. In the first place, our
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Buropean market for beef would be stopped; in the second
place, farmers and stock-owners would have no protection
against an epidemie, and in such an event each farmer
would suffer a loss ten times greater than that under
our present system, and ho w3nld obtain no compen-
sation whatever. In discussing this question we should
think a little as to what we are about. Suppose an exten-
sive epidemic prevailed among cattle in this Dominion, it
would entail a very large expense, under even the moderato
rate of compensation provided by this Act. We should take
that point into consideration. Further, we should
take into consideration the fact that if stock-owners
obtain anything like full value for their stock they
would be very much less careful about infectious diseases;
and in that way an injury would be done, not only to them-
selves but to neighboring farmers, bocause the disease would
attack other stock in quick succession. It is just like over-
insurance. If a man's property is over-insured, the man is
not half so careful as if he has only a small insurance. I
think the Minister should b. very careful not to give too
large compensation, The figures named are quite sufficient.
One would suppose, from the speeches of hon. gentlemen
opposite, that nothing was more certain than that there
would be an epidemic of glanders, and that all the stallions
in the country would be destroyed, and compensation would
have to ho given. I have four valuable stallions, and I do
not feel the least uneasiness in regard to this matter. L
have not the smallest idea that amy stock would be injured
by this Act; and, in fact, I look upon it as a protection,
that the Government is taking steps to protect our stock
from opidemic disease, and I think this Act is just exactly
what the farmer requires, neither more nor less.

Mr. McLLELAN. I wish to call the attention of the mem-
ber for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) to one point. He
complains of a provision which bas been on our Statute Book
since 1879, and which has operated to the protection of the
stock of this country, and in contradistinction to this ho
holds up the statutes of the United States as being more
liberal and less despotic. But the hon. gentleman should
have at the same time compared the results of the UDited
States with the results in Canada. Upon the facts, which
have been made out in that respect every beast which the
farmers of this country export to England, the great beef
market of the world, is worth from £3 to £: sterling more
than those exported from the United States under a policy
and regulations which ho wishes us to adopt. We must judge
of an act by its fruits, and these are the fruits of these two
policies; so that when the hon. gentleman is arguing for the
omission of this provision from the Act he is not arguing in
the interests of the country. Every hon. gentleman who has
spoken on that side has advanced arguments in direct oppo-
sition to the interests of the farmers. I see that the hon.
mem ber for Brome (Mr. Fisher) is shaking his head. Why,
his proposition was that every beast which was to be slaugh-
tered should be slaughtered under a separate Order in
Council.

Mr. FISHER. No, no.
Mr. MoLELAN. He wishes a report to be sent to the

Minister of Agriculture when a certain beast is infected. A
description of that animal would have to come down to the
Government, its color, its age, and so on, and these parti-
culars would have to go into the Order in Council; and
supposing the description did not quite correspond with the
animal, it would have to b. returned for amendment, and in
the meantime, while all this was being carried out, the
cow would die and the farmer would get nothing. So with
another hon. gentleman, who wishes to have an arbitration
about the value of the beast. He would not accept the
valuation of any man on that subject ; ho must have arbi-
trators to call in witnesses and examine them as to its value;
and before all this could be accomplished the animal might

1080



COMMONS DEBATES.
die, and ail this work amount to nothing. All their argu.
ments tend, if they were put in practical operation, to put
the interests of the farmer in danger, while the provisions
which have been embodied in the Bill, which have been in
operation sinoe 1879, have worked in the interests of the
farmer, and where it has been necessary to put the law in
force to prevent disease spreading in the country, to the
great loss and ruin of the export trade, they have operated
well and to the advantage of the farmer. I. think the good
sense of the House and the country at large will.adopt these
provisions as being in the true interests of the farmer and
the country.

Mr. FAIRBANK. In the story told by the junior member
for Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Jenkins), we recognised an old:friend
whom we were pleased to meet, and in his remarks we got,
for the first time this afternoon, a 41 smell of the breath " of
the ministerial side of the House. For the first time we
heard something in the way of argument, and by those
arguments I think the entire case under consideration was
given away. He spoke of persons receiving pay for animals
which were of no value, but the point for which we contend
is payment for animals which are not affected. One pro-
vision of the Bill provides for animals which are affected,
and I have yet to hear any objection from this side to that
provision. What is objected to is, that the owners of animals
which are not affected, but which, in the opinion of the
officers, should be slaughtered, undor the authority of the
Bill, should not be properly compensated for their loss.
The proposition is that no animal, no matter how valuable,
shall be paid for to a greater extent than $40. That was
the first proposition. The amendment goes a little further,
but it only applies to a particular class of animais; it does
not meet the case. I would not for a moment underesti-
mate the vaine of stamping out, in the quickest and most
effective manner, any infections or contagious disease. The
interest we have in maintaining our export trade in cattle is
altogether too important to limit the power which may be
exercised in defending it ; it is important in every sense of
the word and in everything to which it applies. It is very
important to the agriculturist, and it is particularly impor-
tant to the Minister of Railways, who, at the present time,
holding a double office, knows the requirements for exchange,
the requirements for money, as well as any man in the
flouse. He knows the demands for railways thoroughly;
he knows they can only be met by selling our products
abroad. We cannot afford by any means to risk the
exchange which we are getting by the sale of our animals.
The Finance Minister well knows the importance of this
trade-the importance of keeping up 'lprosperity" by
seIling our products, such as cattle; and I do not know to
what extent it may possibly go if the expenditure continues
at the present rate. To meet the demand for money, if this
expenditure goes on at the present rate, we may require not
only to soll ail our cattle, but our clothes also. Now, it will
not be for a moment maintained that the Minister of Agricul-
ture, burthened with the charge of two Departments, could
give any considerable personal supervision to this matter.

iLs Departments are large and long ; he has to attend to the
immigrants, to the railways, to the entire Agricultural
Department. He must rely entirely upon the men ho
appoints, and those men will be about the average; some of
them will be excellent, others indifferent, and some, very
likely, positively bad. And where it comes to a question
of dealing with the people's property for the public benefit,
it is absolutely necessary, I think, to provide that they
shall be adequately compensated. * The propositions
made would not for one moment deprive the Government
of any necessary power; it would be injudicious to do that.
The hon. member for Queen's says it would not do to offer
too great an inducement to persons, in the way of price,
forgetting that this applies only to animais that are not
affected. There is no risk whatever of having to pay extra.

1l6

vagant prices for animals that are killed, because there
ls no necessity of slaughtering them. The proper course,
as I said before, to take in this regard, when animals have
been exposed and it is not decided that they are affected,
is to place them in quarantine and wait the result. The
terma used is "proximate to other animals." That is an

3 indefinite term. But further on, in section 20, we may find
its meaning indicated. That section defines an infected
district as including all the lands and buildings adjoining
thereto, any portion of which is within a mile of the infected
district. From that we may gather the meaning of the termu

proximate." Of course, limits must be set; this boundary
may be a highway. Let us see how it would work. The
man who happons to be just within the boundary may find
that bis animals are slaughtered, and he get perhaps 2 or
perhaps 10 per cent. of their value. Are they slaughtered in
his interest? The animals of the man across the way are not
slaughtered. He derives benefit quite as much as the other.
Now, the settling of these boundaries is indispensable; but
it does not necessarily follow that we should give power
to do injustice. If the public interest demands that animals
which have been exposed shall be slaughtered, thon lot the
interest which demands it pay for it. It is a serions matter
to persons largely interested in stock to be exposed to the
actions of, perhaps, an incompetent officer. We have beard
of such this afternoon; and it is not impossible. I have seen
public officials exorcise a tyranny which was terrible to bear.
It has occurred under other Departments, and it may occur
under this, and to provide against it does not expose the Gov-
ernment to any undue claims or to be victimised by over-
cha-ges. They have the remedy at all times in their
own hands, to preserve the animal that has been exposed
until it is decided whether it is diseased or not; and if it is
diseased, thon the compensation is very moderate indeed. I
believe the safeguard which is asked for would not embar-
rasa the Department, and would not in the slightest way
injure our cattle trade.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds and Grenville). I have no
desire to prolong this discussion, but I have a suggestion
to offer which may, perhaps, overcome the difficulty my
hon. friends on the other side of the House fancy they labor
under. The difficulty only seems to be in the case of ani-
mals of special value, and I would suggest the following
addition, by way of amendment to the clause:-

Provided, that in case of animals of special value, and condemned by
the Government inspector as diseased, or suspected of being diseased,
the owner may file a protest against sach slaughtering, and the Govern-
ment inspector shall take notice thereof and order the animal to be
quarautined for treatment; in the case of the death of such animal or
the undoubted development of disease, necessitating, slaughtering, or
in case of no disease appearing the expenses of such quarantine
and treatment to be borne by the Government, but in case of the
recovery of the animal after treatment, the expenses to be borne by the
owner of the animal.

This will protect a man against his valuable animal being
slaughtered unnecessarily, and it will protect him if, on a
post mortem examination, the animal should be found not to
be diseased. I submit that for consideration.

Mr. FISHER. I had not the slightest intention of taking
any further part in the discussion of this section ; but, in
consequence of the words of the Mi.iister of Marine and
Fisheries, I feel that I owe it to myself to correct bis mis-
statement of what I said to the House a few minutes ago.
I alluded certainly to the Order in Conuncil, but I had no
recommendation to make in regard to it, one way or the
other. I was simply trying to find ont, from the rather
confused statement of the Minister of Agriculture, what
that Order in Conucil was required to be, and what the
effect of it would be, and to show the Minister of Agricul-
ture, if it were possible to show him, that the Order in
Council simply gave the discretion to his officials. I con-
fess I admire the chivalry of the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries in coming to the assistance of his colleague,
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whose silence has perhaps rendered such assistance neces-
sary on the part of some of his colleagues. Had the words
of the Minister of Marine and Fisheries been as golden as
the silence of the Minister of Agriculture, they might have
done something to assist him; but if he can only argue the
question by misstating ithe arguments of the opposite side of
the louse, I think it would be botter for him, the next
time ho feels like trying to azsist his colleagues, to remain
in his seat.

Mr. LISTER. I have listened with a good deal of atten-
tion to the debate on this Bill; and the more I have heard
from hon. gentlemen on this side, the more I am convinced
that this Bill is a very bad measure indeed. I do not believe
the Minister of Agriculture ever read it. It is somewhat
marvellous that a Minister charged with the introduction
and passage of a measure of this importance would romain in
his seat ail evening, and refuse to give any explanations as
to its provisions. There are very few lon. gentlemen in this
louse who do not owe their election to the farmers of this

country. This Bill is of vital importance to that large class
of our population, and I think that if the farmers of this
country, if the constituents of hon. gentlemen opposite, had
been here to-night and seen the pandemonium that was
taking place in this House over this measure, the attempt
on the part of lon. gentlemen opposite to stifle discussion,
very few of those hon. gentlemen would come back here. 1l
say it is not creditable to this House, in view of the fact
that the galleries are filled with people, that lon. members
should make such a display as they have made to-night, and
I trust that so long as I have the honor of a seat here, such
a scene will never be repeated. What is sought to be done
by this infamous measure, for I cannot give it any other
term ? It is sought to give the Minister of Agriculture for the
time being the absolute right and power to destroy the pro-
perty of the farmers of this country, whether that property,
the animals mentioned in the Bill, be infected or not; and
it is sought to give him that absolute, despotic power with-
out, on the other hand, giving to those men the compensa-
tion to which they are entitled. It is a cardinal principle
in every country such as ours, in every country having
representative institutions, that when the State requires the
property of an individual, or when the State requires to des.
troy the property of an individual, that individual shall be
compensated. The State has the right to take a man's
land, it has the right, under certain circumstances, to des-
troy his property, but having exercised that right, in either
case, it is bound to compensate him, and this Bill is for the
purpose of taking away from the people this right to com-
pensation which they now enjoy. This Bill, as I have said
before, has been prepared by somebody who has not given
it consideration. It has certainly received no consideration
at the hands of the Minister of Agriculture, and I believe
very little else does that goes to the Department. What
does this Bill propose to do ? It proposes to croate a num-
ber of crimes; it makes a man the subject to penalties of $200
and $100 for several offences under this Act; and if a man
has ever committed one of the offences provided for by
this Act, he forever forfeits the right to compensation,
because the right to compensation is dependent upon th'
fact that he has never violated any of its provisions.

An hon. GENTLEMAN. No.
Mr. LISTER. 1 say it is ; I have read it, and you have

not. That is the effect of section 13. Section 5 says:
cEvery perion whoturns ont, keeporgrazes any animal, knowing

sncb animal to ho irfected with or laboring under any infections or con-
tagious disease, or to have been exposed to infection or contagion, in or
upon any foreot, wood, moor, beach, marsh, common, waste-land, open
field, roadside or other undivided or nnenclosed land, shalh, for every
sucl offonceinc r apenalty not exceeding two hundred dollars."

If we turn to the interpretation clause, we fnd : "The
expression 'animals' means cattle, sheep, horses, swine,

Mr. FliER.

goats, and all other animals of whatsoever kind." If one of
the hon.gentlemen opposite should happen to have a scurvy
cat in the House, he will be liable, under the provisions of
the Act, to a penalty of $200; fnot only that, but he will
forfeit forever the right to have compensation under this
statute. I ask hon, gentlemen opposite to look calmly at
this matter. Because the Minister of Agriculture introduces
this Bill is no reason why it should become law. It is no
reason at all; it is the best of reasons why it should not
become law. The hon. Minister, I do not believe, las ever
read the Bill, and therefore cannot explain its provisions,
and ho had to ask the Minister of Marine and Fisheries to
get up and make the explanations the hon. gentleman him-
self should have made. This Bill is drawn in a most inar-
tistic style; every provision of it is objectionable. Every
provision of it gives the power to that man, whoever he
may be, the acting Minister of Agriculture, to exercise
powers which should never be given to any man
in a free country ; and lon. gentlemen opposite
will find, if they force this measure through the House,
they will have to answer for it to the :people. After the
elaborate and able speech of my hon. friend from North
York (Mlr. Mulock), I should have thought the Minister of
Agriculture would have at once withdrawn his Bill; but
unfortunately for himself he was not listening to that speech.
That speech was so convincing that I am satisfied it would
have convinced even him to that extent that he would have
withdrawn his Bill. If the hon. Minister doos not know
anything about the measure himself, he ought to listen to
what hon. gentlemen on this side have to say, because they
can give him some insight into it. The Bill is bristling
with penalties:

" Every person who brings or attempts to bring into any market, fair
or other place,,any animal known by him to be infected with or labor-
ing ander any infections or contagions disease, shahl, for every such
offence, incur a penalty not exceeding two hundred dollars.

" Every person who throws or places, or causes or sufrera to be thrown
or placed,.into or in any river, stream, canal, navigable or other water,
or into or in the sea, within ten miles of the shore, the carcas of an
animal which bas died of disease, or which has been slaughtered as
diseased or suspected of disease, shall, for every such offence, incur a
penalty not exceeding two hundred dollars.

a Ever paeron who, without lawfu authority or excuse, digs up, or
causes or alows to be dng up, the buried carcauss of an anim.al whiceh
bas died or is suspected o having died from infections or contagions
disease (or which has been ilaughtered as diseased or suspected of
disease), shah, for every such offence, incur a penalty not exceeding
one hundred dollars.",

Then, as I stated a moment ago, the Bill goes on to provide
that when the owner is reported by the Minister of Agri-
culture not guilty of any neghigence or offence against the
provisions of the previous sections of the Act, he may be
ordered compensation, but the Minister must certify that
the owner has not been guilty of any offence under the pre-
ceding sections of this Act. If such owners, or their repre-
sentatives, have been guilty of any offence against any of
the provisions of the preceding sections of this Act, no valu-
ations shall be made and no compensations shall be paid
to them; se that if a man unwittingly committs any offence
against those preceding provisions, he is for ever debarred
from claiming compensation, should the Minister of Agricul-
ture think proper to have his cattle shot.

Mr. MILLS. Or hanged.
Mr. LISTER. Or hanged ; it does not say how they shall be

destroyed. Itis somewhat surprising that the Minister of Agri-
culture has not deigned to give an explanation of this Bill to
the House. I hope, before it is passed, he will say something
about it. I hope he will not take to himself the right to
destroy the farmers of this country. If he does take that
right, I sincerely trust that he will give them fair compen-
sation, at all events. If it is in the interest of the people of
the country that certain animals should be destroyed, if it
is for the common weal, then, in all fairness and justice, the
man whose property is taken and destroyed should be com-
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pensated. I do not object to the Government taking such
precautions as may be necessary in the public interest to
prevent the spread of infections diseases. I think such a
course is what we have a right to expect from the Govern-
ment, and I would heartily approve of any just measure
tending to curtail or bring within the smallest possible limita
any infectious disease which may break out in this country,
and in that way protect the people; but I protest most
solemnly and earnestly against legislation which gives the
Minister the absolute right to destroy another man's property,
and does not provide for giving that man the fullest and
most ample compensation.

An hon. MEMBER. Oh !

Mr. LISTER. I think that the price the Bill provides
will be quite sufficient for the caIf that just bellowed. We
have a right to ask ourselves why it is that the Minister of
Agriculture has not explained this Bill. If he does not
glve us an explanation, we have a right to suggest to our-
selves, at all events, whut may be the possible reason. Has
the Minister been down at Lévis lately, I wonder. We give
him 88,000 a year to stay in Ottawa, but rumor says he
has been down in that constituency. I wonder if he has
carried it. But, in all seriousness, this Bill ought not to be
rushed through this House hurriedly. This is too impor-
tant a measure to be hastily legislated upon. This is alto-
gether too important a measure to be talked lightly about.
I suppose there are probably three millions of people in
this country who depend upon agriculture for their sup-
port, and I say that, when any measure comes before this
House affecting their interests, nearly or remotely, it is the
duty of hon. members of this House to give it that careful
consideration which becomes legislators at all times.

An hon. MEMBER. Ah!
Mr. LISTER. There it is again. I regret exceedingly

that no hon. gentleman on the other side of the House-
and I am sure there are many of them well informed on this
subject-has felt it to be his duty to get up and put the other
side of the question. It speaks very strongly against this Act
that no hon. gentleman, except one from Prince Edward
lsland (Mr. Jenkins), has been found here to getup and defend
this piece of legislation. That itself ought to be a condem-
nation of the Act. If it was a just measure, would we not
find hon. gentlemen opposite popping up, two at a time, so
that the Chairman would have difficulty in deciding who had
the floor. But not a man got up, except the islander, not
one, and of course his story was all right, but it was not
exactly to the point. How is it that no gentleman on that
side of the House has said anything in defence of this Act ?
The Minister has not defended it. He sayshe can, but he has
not, and the Minister of Marine, as soon as he said a few words,
cut away. He did not want to be replied to at all. If this
measure is a proper measure, why is it that hon. gentlemen
on the other side of 'the House do not attempt to defend it ?
Why is it they do not attempt to show that it is a proper
measure, that it is a measure in the interests of the farmers
of the country? That, I submit to this House, is the
strongest proof, is the strongest reason it is possible to give,
that this is an indefensible measure. Keon. gentlemen, per.
haps, will vote upon this subject; but ought they not to
exercisethat right that they have, as members of this Par-
liament, to get up here and pass their opinion upon every
Act brought into this flouse, if they think proper; and is
it not the strongest possible reason for thinking that the
legislation is bad when no hon. gentleman on that side of
the House can be found to defend it ?

Some hon. MBMBERS.
Mr. LISTER. You may
Some hon. MEMBERS.

Hear, hear.
well say, "hear, hear."
Hear, hear.

Mr. LISTER. You may well say, "hear, hear." I would
suggest, in view of the fact of these interruptions, that this
Bill should be made to apply to donkeys as well as to all
other animals.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. HESSON. The hon. member for Lambton would be

the first one slaughtered.
Mr. LISTER. I am surprised at the hon. Minister want-

ing to take so much power. He has never had the reputation
of being a very despotic man, and he has not the reputation
of being a particularly good lawyer, and I do not know that
he possesses any peculiar qualifications which fit him to
decide whether a man is to be paid or not. Yet this hon.
gentleman, with no qualifications whatever for this purpose
-and, if he had all the qualifications that man could be
endowed with, I would oppose it still; but with absolutely
no qualification whatever-seeks to take to himself the right
to decide absolutely, without appeal, the question as to
whether a man should be paid or not, and how much he
should be paid. He does worse than that even, because lie
proposes by this Bill to depute that to somebody who may
be thoroughly and completely irresponsible-a bailiff, per-
chance a drunken bailiff ; some of them may be that ; I do not
know-he proposes by this Bill to depute the functions that
belonged to himself to somebody who may be thoroughly
irresponsible and incapable. Is that consistent with the
age in which we live ? Is that consistent with everything
that we have been accustomed to look upon as right and
proper in this free country-that a man's cattle may be
shot, killed or destroyed, as may be thought proper, and
that the whole thing should be left to the Minister of Agri-
culture to decide, and that there shall be absolutely no appeal
from his decision? A more preposterous, a more mon-
strous proposition, I never heard advocated or advanced by
any man until to-day. The idea of entrusting the Minister
of Agriculture-I am not speaking so far as the present
incumbent is concerned, but anyinister of Agriculture-
with the powers that this Act proposes to confer upon
him, is something which I do not believe can meet
with the approval of the people of this country. Yet
he seeks to take, to take " to himself, the absolute
right to pass judgment upon all cases of this kind.
The Minister will get a reputation for being despotic if he
insists upon this section being kept in the Act. Then, as
to the question of compensation, why should not a man be
paid the value of his cattle taken and destroyed for the
public good? Is this Dominion so wretchedly poor that it
can go to a poor man's farm in the Province of Quebec, and
perchance take the widows only cow, or some poor farmer's
sheep, and destroy them, and give only $40 in compensation ?
I think it is a dishonest act. Perhaps a farmer may have
only a horse or two, or a poor widow have but one cow, but
by the order of the Minister of Agriculture the animal is
destroyed, and all the compensation he proposes to give is
the paltry sum of $40. Perhaps he may destroy a farmer's
herd of cattle, still he will pay a sum not exceeding $40
per head. There is to be no appeal. The Minister of
Agriculture is to pass judgment, and his judgment is like
the law of the Medes and Persians-you cannot appeal
against it. You can go to no other authority, because the
hon. gentleman tells us by this Bill that he is the highest
authority in this Dominion of ours. Are we going to submit
to this ?

Mr. FARROW. Yes.
Mr. LISTER. I know you will submit to anything, but

I am not addressing myself to you. I do not intend to
address myself to an hon. gentleman who says that the
National Policy makes the liens lay more eggs. Now, Sir,
are you going to submit to this ? Ie this Hlouse going to
say that the Minister of Agriculture may shoot down your
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horse or your cow, or your neighbor's horse, and your
neighbor's cow, and to pay only the paltry sum of $40 for
them ? I think not.

An hon. MEMBER. Hurry up.

Mr. LISTER. Time was made for slaves, not for free
mon. The hon. Minister of Agriculture says that this Bill
shall become law. I say it shall not become law, if I can
prevent it. The hon. gentleman will bear in mind that
there are laws on the Statute Book providing for just such
matters as this. In the Province of Ontario we have a law
whereby the owner of a dog which kills sheep has to pay for
them. If the owner is not known, the damages are esti-
mated in another way. The justice of the eace does not
take it upon himself, although the case is decided before
him, to fix what the value shall be ; but the damages
are properly estimated by valuators, and the
owner of the sheep receives two-thirds the value
of the animals killed. We call upon you to
estimate these damages in the same way. I ask the Minister
of Agiculture if it would not be infinitely botter to say that,
in ail cases of this kind, if there is any suspicion whatever
of the animal being affected with a contagions disease,
would it not be botter to quarantinelthat animal at once ?
if it becomes necessary to kill it, then let the damae be
assessed and two-thirds the value paid to the owner. Wbat
difficulty is there in the way ? Why should you limit the
amount of damage ? Why should you, on the merest sus.
picion, shoot my horse, and say I shall only receive, perbaps,
not half its value? Is there any fairnes, any justice in
that ? I think I hear the farmers of the country responding
that there is not. I hope the Minister of Agriculture will
reconsider this matter, as ho las done once before. The hon.
gentleman said that he would have no amendment, that the
Bill must go through just as it stands; but ho has taken
one amendment, and I think ho will take more
of them before he gets through. But rather than be forced
into that position, I think ho ought gracefully to say : I
will withdraw this Bill altogether and have a new one pre-
pared, more in accordance with what is fair, and just,
and right to the people with whom we are dealing. If
he insists upon passing this Bill as it is, I can say to the
hon. gentleman that he will have more to answer for than
ho has any idea of at present. I tell him that a Bill of this
kind, a despotic power of this kind, is something that is not
relished by the people of this country; and if hon, gentle-
men opposite insist on forcing this obnoxious piece of logis-
lation through the House, they will find some difficulty, on
a future occasion, in explaining why it was done. Mr.
Chairman, I hope this Act will be altogether withdrawn. It
is botter to leave the law as it is than to have such a mea-
sure as this on the Statute Book. I hope that hon. gentlemen
opposite will also oppose this measure. I believe if three-
fourtbs of them were to get up and oppose this Bill, the
Minister would withdraw it.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). It seems to me that the argu.
ments which have been adduced in regard to this measure
by hon. gentlemen on the other side of the louse have been
offered more to the country than to this House. They
imagine that they have discovered in the provisions of this
Bill something upon which they can appeal to the farming
community of the country against the present Administra-
tion. The hon. gentleman who has just taken his seat has
spoken of the Minister of Agriculture in a somewhat con-
temptuous manner ; ho las spoken of him as not beinga
lawyer. I believe that hon. gentleman himself is a membr
of the legal profession, and as such, I presume, ho knows
what statutes are upon the Statute Book of this country.
Now, Sir, if ho would take the trouble to look over the
statutes that have been in force since 1819, le would
find that all these provisions to which he has just taken

Mr. LIsTia.

exception have been in existence since that time. It seems
to me somewhat singular that hon. gentlemen opposite, in
their new-born zeal for the people of this country, should
have discovered, some six years after the passage
of this Act, that it was detrimental to the interests of the
farming community of Canada. Sir, I dare say there are a
greatmany hon. gentlemen opposite who think that they could
discharge the duties of Minister of Agriculture with greater
advantage to themselves, at all events, if not to the country,
than the hon. gentleman who now occupies that position.
But, Sir, the wisdom of that hon. gentleman lu placing that
law upon the Statute Book in 1879, and which bas operated
so beneficially to the farming community of this country, is
evidenced by the fact that the farmers of Canada have an
advantage in the markets of the older countries which that
great country to the south of us does not possess. Hon.
gentlemen opposite have·been cavilhing at the action of the
Minister in submitting to this House a consolidation of an
Act that has been in existence since 1879, with the few
amendments which ho proposes to make to it; and, so far
as I have been able to gather from their observations,
no exception has been taken to the additions which the
hon. gentleman proposes to make to that Act, but all the
objections have been taken to the provisions that existed in
that Act, and that have been in existence since that time.
I behieve such an Act as the Minister proposes is absolutely
necessary in the interests of the farmers themselves. I
know, of my own knowledge, that in many localities, and
especially in the Ottawa district, the disease known as
glanders or farcy is very prevalent. Horses go to the
shanties during the winter, and the disease is communicated
to them without their owners becoming aware of the fact.
Every hon. member who knows anything of the farmers in
Ontario-and I speak only of the farmers in that Province
-will admit that there is nothing more obvious than that
farmers will not communicate information with respect to
diseases prevailing among their neighbor's herds. It is
absolutely necessary that such au Act as the Minister pro-
poses should be maintained upon the Statute Book, with the
few additions which the hon. gentleman proposes to make
to it. It may be said, as hon. gentlemen opposite have said,
that in cases where cattle are proven not diseased, but sus-
pected only of being diseased, the compensation is not so
great as it ought to be. I am conviuced that the Minister and
his agents, whoever they may be, throughout the different

arts of the country, will see that discretion will
. exercised in orderiug the slaughtering of animals not
infected. But suppose a few of those animals should be
slaughtered; suppose that one ont of 100 or 1,000 animals,
not infected, should be slaughtered, the loss to the
farmer would be infiitesimal compared with the door
that would be opened to unjust and improper demands
being made on the Minister and the Government,
if it were provided that the full value of the animal should
be paid li case it was discovered not .to be diseased. We
all know how valuable those animals would become if it
were known that the value placed on them by their owners
would be paid by the Government in such cases.
Inasmuch as no complaints, or very few com-
plaints, have been made of the operation of the law since
it has been on the Statute Book, that is one of the strongest
arguments whieh could possibly be adduced that the
original Act of 1879 should be maintained by the proposi-
tion now submitted to the Hlouse. I do not think it requires
any defence on the part of hon. gentlemen on this
side of the House. The Minister of Agriculture fully
explained it, both on the second reading and in the flouse
to-day. If hon. gentlemen opposite are so obtuse that
after an Act has been on the Statute Book six years they
are unable to understand its provisions, then I think it is
utterly impossible for the Minister or for any member on
this side of the House to explain it to their satisfaction,
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Mr. SUTHERLAND (Oxford). I agree with the remarks
of the hon. gentleman who has just spoken, that this is an
Act which ie very necessary in the interests of the farmers
of this country. I pointed out, before the House rose at six
o'clock, a few objections to the wording of the clause under
discussion, and I believe the Minister ehould make the change
which is referred to. I move:

That ail the words after ''"animal " in the l1th line of the 13th section
be struck out, and the following substituted : The value to be determined
by arbitration as follows : the Minister of Agriculture shall appoint an
arbitrator, the owner of the slaughtered animal shall appoint another
arbitrator, and the two arbitrators shal appoint a third arbitrator; and
a written award of the arbitrators, or a majority of them, shal be final
and without appeal.

The provision thus made for compensation would be for
not more than two-thirds of the value thus established
before the arbitrators. That arrangement would be a fair
one and would meet the case.

Mr. WATSON. This is a very important Bill and will
have important results on the country. Manitoba has an
Act on the Statute Book which is very stringent in respect_
to contagious diseases, and I rise to call the atten
tion to some of those provisions which might be bene
ficially introduced into this Act. In that Province there is
a more liberal allowance made for a4imals destroyed in
the way set forth in the Act under discussion. It does not
limit the amount to $40, but it states one-third of the value
of the animal. We should not limit the amount to $40,
because prices vary in different Provinces. For instance,
the average price of a farmer's horse in Ontario would be,
probably, $125. The average price in Manitoba would be
from $200 to $250. I do not, therefore, think it would be
fair that the amount sbould be limited to $40. A change
might be made in this direction, and I will read the clause
relating to it as contained in the Manitoba Act:

" Provided, however, that if the owner of sncb animal has reason to
believe that such animal is not affected with glandera or farcy, he may
deliver a notice in writing to that effect to the veterinarian, and the
veterinarian shal thereupon place the animal in quarantine, pending the
decision of Her Majesty, who shal hear such evidence as may be sub-
mitted by the veterinarian and by the owner of such animal, and there-
upon shall, if the evidence shows the animal to be affected with
glanders or farcy, order the veterinarian to destroy such animal."

I believe that is a botter provision than that suggested by
the hon. mem ber for Ndrth Oxford (Mr. Sutherland). I do
not think it desirable to have too much machinery to carry
out an Act of this description. I believe, with the inspec-
tors appointed and the right to appeal to a justice of the
peace, the animal in the meantime to be kept in quarantine,
the arrangement would be botter than having an arbitra-
tion. All this red tape business tends to make an Act work
hard in any country. If the hon. Minister sees that, and
will adopt any such amendment, I eh all be pleased.

Mr. COOK. Some time ago, when the hon. member for
North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) introduced a Bill to take
away from the Minister of Agriculture the right to decide
on patente, I strongly favored the Minister of Agriculture
in that respect. In that case the Minister of Agriculture
had the evidence under his own eye, and could give a fair
decision, if ho had the capabilities and the will to
do so. In that case the Minister of Agriculture gave
a decision which was very acceptable to the people of
the country. In that case the Minister of Agriculture was
putting down a great monopoly ; he had to decide in a ques-
tion of a great monopoly, and probably in any case which
would core under his jurisdiction, with respect to patente, of
any importance, it would be a great monopoly, and I was
content to leave with him the power to adjudicate upon
matters of that kind. Now he is taking another tack, and
endeavors to become a monopolist himself against the farm-
ers of this country. If I understand the duties of the Min
ister of Agriculture, it is to look after the intereste of the
agriculturists of this country ; but instead of looking after

the interests of the agriculturists of this country, he is
endeavoring, if contagious disease comes into the country,
to ruin the agriculturists.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Louder; louder.
Mr. COOK. I think you can hear, if you take the wax

out of your ears. I was going to remark that if the Gov-
ernment or the Minister have to appoint inspectors, they
had botter appoint inspectors to preside over the members
of this House, for they have an infectious disease at the
present time. I have a great respect and veneration for the
Minister of Agriculture, and I foel hurt at the humiliating
position in which he is placed. He sits there like a block
of stone or a block of marble; he does not rise to make any
explanation. He does not rise to defend himself against
the remarks which are made from this side. He does not
attempt to fight for himeelf. Ie it possible, as an hon. mem-
ber on this side stated, that he knows nothing at all about
the provisions of this Bill, that ho has never read it; that it
has been handed to him, and that ho has placed it before
this House, thinking that he had that mechanical majority
behind him who would vote it through without discussion ?
I have no doubt that ho had that idea, and I have no doubt
that will be the result. I have no doubt they will vote
it through, but there will come a day of reckoning.
There is a day coming when some of these hon.
gentlemen, representing constituencies where there are
agriculturists, and they will ask them why it was
they voted for such an iniquitous measure. Well, Sir, we
have the hon. member for Renfrew (Mr. White) rising
in his place and endeavoring to defend the Minister of
Agriculture. He talked about glandered horses up the
Ottawa. Well, everybody knows that you may have
glandered horses wherever horses are, but the hon. gentle-
man does not appear to be aware that in Ontario we have a
provincial law, which provides for the destruction of those
animals; so the argument of the hon. gentleman, who repre-
sents an Ontario constituency, falls to the ground. Ho
should have looked up the law in that respect, and I supposed
he would have known all about it, but if ho did hoeshould
have had the fairness to state it to the House.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). We are not discussing Ontario
politics just now.

Mr. COOK. The First Minister, some time ago, met a
number of licensed victuallers at the Opera House. One
thousand licensed victuallers met him there, and what did
he say to them? He said, if prohibition is the result of the
presont temperance movement you shall have compensation.
What is he doing in this case? They propose to give the
liquor mon of this country what they declined to give the
farmers.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Question, question.
Mr. COOK. They allow the men who dispense whiskey,

but they say the honeet yoemanry of the country shall be
debarred from the priviloge of compensation in a matter
of so great importance as this. Then, Sir, the question
arises as to contagions diseases. Who is to be the judge of
the contagions diseases ? Will the hon. Minister of Agri-
culture, sitting in his place in his Department, decide if an
animal in any part of the Province of Ontario has a conta-
gions disease or not? I should like to know if he is to
judge of matters of this sort? I would like to ask the hon.
gentleman if he would consider a wolf in the tail of a cow
a sign of contagions disease ? He has been Minister of
Agriculture for years; he has been occupying a high and
lofty position, and now he must make it a mighty position,
by taking to himself all the honor and power and position;
that ho should relieve the Governor in Council of all
responsibility in the matter. One hon. gentleman spoke
of hollow horn, and I would like to know if the hou.
Minister considers that an infections disease? Who is to
decide upon matters of this kind ?
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Some hon. MEMBERS. You ; you.
Mr. COOK. I am rather surprised, and I must tell my

hon. friend that I shall withdraw my confidence from him.
I shall not give him the confidence in the future which I
have given him in the past.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. COOK. Any man is allowed to speak twice, and an

Irishman is allowed to speak till he is understood. I say I
have given him my confidence in the past, in reference to
the Patent Act, but I shall withdraw it upon this question,
and I do not think I shall give him my confidence hereafter.
I tell you, Mr. Chairman, there will not be so much laugh-
ing and crowing among these gentlemen when they go to
the country, They will play a different tune; they will play
on a different string, when they approach the farmers'
house ; and when the wife of the farmer stands at the door,
she will say yon muet not come in; you sacrificed my hue-
band's property and that which gave me my pin money
-the butter and the milk of the cow. Of course, no
doubt, she will retain the eggs that are going to be
increased and enlarged by the National Policy, as the
hou. member for North Huron (Mr. Farrow) told
us. She will even be deprived of the buttermilk,
because they will not give compensation for the loss the
farmer sustains by the killing of his animal. I am sure that
after I sit down, and after the plain statements that I have
made, the hon. Minister of Agriculture will withdraw the Bill
altogether. I only appeal to his sympathies, so that he will
express them, and the people of the country will get the
benefit. It was stated that the National Policy was going to
give the farmers advantages. The National Policy never
gave the poor farmers any advantage. Anything they got
was a disadvantage and on the wrong side of the ledger; it
was the manufacturer who got the advantage, although I
am sure the manufacturers of lumber did not get it, as the
hou. member for North Renfrew (Mr. White) would state,
if necessary. I make one more appeal to my hon. friend,
the Minister of Agriculture, and I hope, though I may with-
draw my confidence from him to-night, that I may not lose
the privilege of still calling him my hon. friend. But I
want to make one more appeal to him. I appeal to his con-
science and honor, and I believe he has honor still. They
may say what they like, but I believe there is a feeling
within the breast of that man yet, and I believe he will express
it before this thing is over. I hope he will withdraw the Bill,
or amend it so that it will not be a burden on the farmers.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. When the hon. member for Leeds
(Mr. Ferguson) rose to move his amendment, I was just on
the point of rising to propose one to this effect:

That the l3th clause be amended, by striking ota i after the word
"animal" in the tlth uine, to the Word "ldollars, " in the l2th line.

The committee will see that the effect of this 'would be to
place all who might be so unfortunate as to lose animale in
this manner on the saie footing, so that each should receive
the fair two-thirds value of the animals so destroyed. I
have full confidence in the Government, that they will do
what is right in the matter of determining what animals shall
be destroyed, and also in the mode of determining what com-
pensation shall be given. I am willing to leave that in their
hands. I believe that before they sacrifice any animal they
will take the advice of the best veterinary skill that can be
procured, and I believe alsothat they will endeavor honestly
to ascertain what the fair two-thirds value is. What
I want, if possible, is to hit upon a way by which all classes
shall stand on the same level. I have stated before, and I
may state again, that we have three different classes of
cattle raisers in this country. We have those who are
contented with raising what are generally known as
scrubs, and the limit fixed in the Billi is more than
sufficient compensation for au animal of that description.

Mr. Coo.

Then we have what might be called high class grades,
and $40 would not, in many cases, be a fair two-thirds value
of such an animal. We have aleo those who breed the best
cattle that can be bred in the country, the value of which
ranges from $200 or $300 up to $800 or $1,000. Now, why
should one class of the community receive a certain percen-
tage of compensation and another clase only a very*small
compensation. The thing ought to be made fair in some
way or other, and the only fair way I can see-and I hope
the Minister will amend the Bill in that way-is to place all
parties on the same footing, and compute the fair two-thirds
value of the animal that onght to be sacrificed. In the con-
stituency which I have the honor to represent, we hwe some
of the best breeders in the Dominion. We have Mr. Gibson,
one of the beet and most successful cattle breeders in the
country, and we have others who are following in his foot-
steps very rapidly. Now, why should not these mon, some
of whom have ventured their all in animals of that kind, and
some of whom have even gone into debt to purchase them,
have the same meed of compensation as the man who has not
done anything to improve the breed of cattle in the Dominion?
This is at best a very arbitrary Act. The fact is, it is a
matter of despotism. I do not mean to say that it cannot be
justified, but I submit that it can only be justified on one
consideration, and.that is the public good. On no other
consideration can such an Act as this be justified. What I
want to draw the attention of the House to is this: That
in all our dealings of this kind, wherever public property
is sacrificed or taken for the public good, except in this
solitary instance, so far as I know, the law makes full pro-
vision that the party shall ho fully compensated. So far do
they go in this respect in Great Britain, I am told by those
acquainted with the facts, that where property is taken for
the public good, they not only ascertain the full value and
pay that, but they add 50 per cent. to that amount. I do
not ask that anything of the kind should be done here; we
are willing to accept two-thirds of the value; but we want
all parties to be placed on the same footing. I was very much
surprised to hear the statements made to-nizht, in answer.
to the hon. momber for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton),
by the hon. Minister of Marine and Fisheries. He claimed,
if I understood him rightly, and I think I did, thlat
the immunity from disease of our cattle and other
animals in this country was to be traced to
the Act passed in similar terms to this in 187 :,
and ho compared with it the condition of things that obtain
on the other side of the line, where these diseases are pre.
valent; and he pointed to the fact that whde our animals
were allowed teobe taken to any part of Britain, animals
from the United States were scheduled, and were com-
pelled to be slaughtered at the point were they were
landed. Now, I think 1 never heard a more silly argument
in this House. The legislation on the subject has nothing
whâtever to do with the matter. If we enjoy immunity in
this respect, we owe it to the latitude in which we live. The
climate of this country is peculiarly favorable to health
and longevity in animals, while in the United States these
diseases are very prevalent and very fatal. And it may
come to be a practical question with us before very
long. We are to remember that American cattle
are kept out of this country; but I saw a statement
in the papers the other day that our Governmont
in order to procure food for the troops now in the
North-West, are going to allow cattle to come in from the
United States. If so, it is quite possible that in that way
these diseases may be brought in, and that this matter may
become a practical question for us. However that may be,
the Acts we have on the subject have no more to do with
the immunity from disease we enjoy than the moons of
Jupiter have. I do not wish to occupy the time of the
louse any longer. I wish again to express the hope that

the Minister of Agriculture will take the farmers' interest

1086



COMMONS DEBATES.

into serious consideration and amend the Act in the
direction I have indicated.

Mr. COLBY. The hon. gentleman who has just spoken
has discussed this question with great fairness and decidedly
in contrast with the levity which has characterised the
remarks of other hon, gentlemen opposite. This is indeed
a very important question. This Act is one that is purely
in the interests of agriculture, in the interests of the
farmers of this country; it is an Act which has been admin-
istered by the Minister of Agriculture for a period of six
years past. During that period no complaint has been laid
before this House by any member of this House of the ill-
working of this law; no petition has come up from any
section of the Dominion for a change of this law in any
essential pVrticular, and this law has been administered,
these obnoxious provisions of the law have been most
thoroughly administered in certain sections of the country.
In the county of Pictou, if I am not mistaken, notwith-
standing the fact that it lies within the cool latitude that
the hon, gentleman has just spoken of, there was a large
infected district, in which several hundred head of cattle
had to be taken and put in quarantine, and I
believe a large number of them had to be slaughtered
under the operation of the Act. The most rigorous
previsions of the Act were enforced in the county of
Pictou, and I have yet to learn that any single complaint
bas come up from that county or any other part of the
Dominion about the ill-working of the Act. There are
certain things in which we ought to let well enough alone.
With this Act, which is specially in the interest of the
farmers, which is designed for their benefit exclusively,
which is being thoroughly enforced by the practical man at
the head of this Department for close on seven years past, it
has been so enforced that it has brought out from no part
of this Dominion any complaint. I think it would be unwise
to tamper with it; I think we should leave it as it stands on
the Statute Book, until the time arrives when some practical
ill results flow from the operation or administration of the
law. I tbink my hon. friend who spoke with such fairness
just now was quite mistaken when ho said the existence of
the law on the Statute Book had nothing to do with
the admission of our cattle into England, without being
slaughtered at the port of arrival. But for this law they
could not be so admitted; unless we had such a rigorous
law as this, by which disease can be stamped out in a
most efficient and peremptory way, our cattle would
never have obtained such admission into the English market.
it is because the British Government is impressed with
the idea that this law is honestly, conscientiously and
rigorously enforced, that we obtained the immunity which
is so beneficial to the farmers. Hon. gentlemen opposite
have attempted, in one way or another, to throw imputations
on the Minister of Agriculture. I venture to say there is not
a reading and intelligent farmer in the Dominion, what-
ever may be his politics, or wherever ho may live, who
does not know ho owes a debt of gratitude to the Minister of
Agriculture for the manner in which ho has enforced this
law and for the excellent law that stands on the Statute
Book. And for hon. gentlemen hore, who know very little
of this matter, which has been the subject of most anxious
consideration on the part of the Minister of Agriculture and
his Departiment, which has been the subject ot most exhaus-
tive discussion with the Imperial authorities, from time to
time, to rise now, as if it were a new matter, an unusual
matter, as if the Minister of Agriculture were an autocrat who
was grasping for unheard of power, and was going to cause
all kinds of disaster to the flocks and herds of the country,
is too ridiculous in an intelligent, practical Parliament
like that of Canada.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. member for Renfrew (Mr. White),
who spoke on this subject, began by saying that our argu-

mente were addressed more to the country than to the louse,
and that we were seeking an opportunity of making capital
in the country. Eveny one knows the argumente brought
forward in the debates in this louse are more generally
addressed to the country than Io the louse; we have not
much hope of changing the views of hon. members on any-
thing that can be considered party questions but on questions
fnot purely partisan we do talk to the House as well as to the
country, expecting to influence the views of hon. members.
The hon. gentleman said we were watching our chance to
make capital to the country. If there bas been a chance of
making capital out of the country in this Bill, it is the
fault of the hon. gentleman who has it in charge. There
was no intention or desire on our side of the House to
obstruct the Bill; we only wished to discuss it. But the
Minister who ha it in charge refused to discuss it at
ail. He has taken refuge, as he generally does, in a
sort of sulky silence, in the hope that the discussion on our
side of the flouse would give way before the India rubber
obstacle of his stolidity, and that the Bill would go through
easily. I hope ho has now seen what a mistaken plan he
has adopted, of getting legislation through this House. I
hope the stolid plan, the sulky plan of pushing Bills through
the Louse, which is adopted by him alone of all his col-
leagues, will be so discredited from this time forth, that not
even he will venture to take it up again. I might have
some hopes of his conversion if he would, even now, at the
eleventh hour, deign to discuss the amendments that
have been proposed to this Bill, and deign to give arguments
in favor of what he has proposed. The hon. member for Ren-
frew (Mr. White) and the hon. member for Stanstead (Mr.
Colby), both say this Bill must be all right, because no
complaint of the law has been made. But why bas not
complaint been made ? Simply because the law has been
very seldom enforced. The hon. member for Stanstead
quoted the case of Pictou county, and said that no complaint
came from Pictou. Well, the only other place where the
law has been put in force, as far as we have heard in this
debate, is Laprairie, and we know from the hon. members
from Napierville (Mr. Catudal) and Shefford (Mr. Auger)
that grievous complaints were made in Laprairie.

Sone hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh !
Mr. CASEY. Hon. gentlemen opposite may seek to drown

my voice by their uncouth noises; they seem to be troubled
with the foot and mouth disease, but they need not imagine
that they are going to succeed in 1stopping debate. I
say that in half the cases mentioned to us where this
law has been enforced there have been grievous com-
laints. The hon. member for Stanstead went too far;
e says the law should not have been touched at all,

because there was no complaint. If so, why did the
hon. Minister of Agriculture bring in a Bill to con-
solidate it? I admit the changes made are very few.
It is not a consolidation; it is a reprint of the law, with one
or two very slight amendments, and the Minister of Agricul-
ture is taking credit for having consolidated the law, when
he is only makiug a reprint and some trifling amendments
of an Act which he introduced in 1879. There is one point
which has been very fully discussed and on which we must
really have some utterance from the hon. gentleman in
charge of this Bill, who I hope has not quite lost his
tongue, and that is the question of arbitration. That is
involved in the amendment of the hon. member for Oxford
(Mr. Sutherland), and is a principle on which I think
everybody in the House who has not chosen to take sides
on this question from a purely party point of view must
agree. I have no doubt that the hon. the Minister of Agri-
culture sees that it is fair, and I have no doubt that he would
agree to insert a provision of this kind if he did not feel so
cross, from the fact that his Bill has not got through as fast
as ho wished it to get through. I hope he will so far allow
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his reason to get the better of his feelings as ato ree
to an amendment in that sense. (This promises tob a
fairly long Session, and I will call the attention of those
gentlemen who have commenced to wear out their boots
already, by this ridiculous practice of rubbing them against
the sides of the desks, to the fact that their boots will be ut-
terly worn out, and they will be put to the serious expense
of buying another pair before they go home.) I think, that in
reference to the arbitration, there is practically little differ-
ence of opinion in the House, whatever difference of voting
there may be. But there is another point which las been
gradually developed in the course of this discussion, and
upon which we have gradually got the information that
various Provinces have laws on this subject themselves,
that there are provisions for the slaughtering of infected or
even suspected cattle-in Ontario and Manitoba at least. I
do not know how it stands in the other Provinces. We
have not heard from them all, but in those Provinces, at all
events, there are provincial laws on this subject, and it is a
point we ought to consider, how far this slaughter clause
interferes with the right of Provincial Legislatures to deal
with questions of property and civil rights. These ques-
tions are undoubtedly within their control, and how far this
slaughter clause interferes with them is a question which
deserves consideration. We admit that the question of quaran.
tining imported cattle, and inspecting cattle which are taken
through the country by through lines of railway, and the
shipment of cattle, and all such questions, are evidently
within the control of this House; but how far a slaughter
clause is within our control has never been decided.
This point was raised when the Bill was introduced by the
same hon. Minister in 1879, and was discussed for some
time and overruled by the majority of the House at that
time, who were not much disposed to consider constitu-
tional questions in the flush of their success. But it Le
time for them to consider them now. There is a strong
feeling of provincial rights in all the Provinces, and the
risk of interfering with those rights, in a matter which
concerns directly the property of the great bulk of the
people in all the Provinces, is a risk we should not. lightly
or carelessly run.

An hon. MEMBER. Bah !

Mr. CASEY. Where is that little baa-baa-black-sheep ?
I should like to see it. Or perhaps it is the little lamb that
Mary had i With regard to the question of arbitration, I
propose to move the following amendment:-

That all the words from "ldollars," in line 43, to "by him," in line
45, be left out,-

These are the words enacting that "the value of the animal
shall be fixed by the Minister of Agriculture, or a person
appointed by him,"-

and the following inserted: And the value of such animal shall
be ascertained by three arbitrators, on of whm shall be appointed by
the owner of such animal, the second of whom shall be appointed by the
Minister of Agriculture, and the third by the two so appointed, and these
arbitrators shall estimate the value of such animal at the price they
think it would bring if sold under a forced sale.

I adopt here the same principle of valuation which is
usually adopted by loan companies intending to lend money
upon land, taking the value if it were sold at a forced sale.
I think that is a fair principle to apply in the case of an
animal. The amendment of the hon. member for Leeds
and Grenville (Mr. Ferguson) is, to some extent, a good
one, but I do not think it goes fully into the case. I think,
however, it is very proper that the owner of a suspected
animal should be allowed, by filing a protest, to save hi mself
from having it summarily slaughtered, and should be able to
have the health of the animal tried in quarantine. I may
remark that this discussion, which was one-sided so long,
is now becoming general. Although the Minister will not
discuss it, hs friends are waking up and discussing it, and

Mr. CAszr.

are offering valuable suggestions ; for both the hon.
member for Renfrew and the hon. member for Leeds
did make valuable suggestions in regard to the Bill.
I hope other hon. members will discuss the Bill,
and that they will put aside this childish noise-
making, and the equally childish attempt to pooh-
pooh the question, and will come down to a discus-
sion of the Bill and its amendments, and they will find us
quite willing to take the same course. I am sure I speak for
the whole of this side of the House when I say that we are
ready to discuse this Bill when we can get it discussed. The
debate has been one-sided, because they would not discuss it.
They would only howl at it, and scrape their boots at it.
We are willing, if they will discuss this Bill, to meet them
half way, and allow some progres to be made with it, but
we will make no progress with it so long as the purely
obstructive India rubber line of policy is adopted.

Mr. SPROULE. We are treated to-night to one of the
parodies of debate in Parliament, to one of the anomalies
we find occasionally in this House, when hon. gentlemen are
disposed to retard the work of the Session. For three hours
and a-half we have had a debate, almost entirely on one side,
by hon. gentlemen who are, at the same time, declaring that
this Bill is hurried through at an unseemly and rapid rate.
The Minister of Agriculture is abused, in the first
instance, because h. will not defend himself; then he is
abused by another because lie sits still and allows the
debate to go on, and by a third because he is hurrying the
Bill on. One says le will not defend himself because he
cannot; when he gets up to defend himself, another attacks
him; and when he sits and allows the debate to go on, he is
abused because he will not say anything at all. It is said
that the farmers of this country are going to be injured by
this ieasure. Who are the parties who must be benefited
by this Bill? Is it not the farmer8s? For whose benefit is
it introduced? Is it for the benefit of the Minister of
Agriculture, or for the benefit of the lawyers, or of
the professional mon of this fHouse ? It is almost
solely for the farmers. Who is the Bill introduced
by ? The member for Lambton (Mr. Lister) says it
is introduced by a man who is totally unfit for the
position, who is totally unfit for anything of the kind.
I would like to ask the farmers of this country if they
would not prefer to trust an honest farmer like the Min-
ister of Agriculture, a man of extensive experience, sooner
than any lawyer in this House, in reference to their inter-
ests? I think they would. This measure is introduced by
a gentleman who has lived amongst the farmers, the very
class that are most benefited by this Bill. One hon, gen-
tleman said it was one of the strangest Bills ever brought
into Parliament, and that he would advise the Minister to
withdraw it. Who would suffer by the withdrawal of this
Bill? Would it be the profesional members of this louse?
Would it not be the farmers, the very class whose cause
these gentlemen profess to espouse to-night ? Suppose the
Act of 1879 had not been passed, what would have been the
position of the farming community? The result would
have been that our cattle would have been scheduled in
England, and therefore would have to be slaughtered as soon
as they were landed, instead of being allowed, as they are to-
day, to be sold in the open market. I believe the farmers are
able to appreciate the benefits they will receive from this
Bill, and they cannot be hoodwinked by the parody
of debate that has been carried on here to-night
by men professing to speak in their interests. Who
are the men who sat in judgement on this Bill in
189 ? The hon. gentlemen who are condemning it to-night
are only condemning the judgment oftheir own friends»who
sat here then. They are simply condemning the intelligence
of their leader at that time, the intelligence of all theb on.
gentlemen who were then representing the Opposition in this
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House who allowed this Bill to pase through Parliament
at that time without raising any of the unseemly objections
that hon. gentlemen have raised here to-night. Some of the
amendments are sensible and wise. An hon. gentleman
who site on my right spoke in a very courteous and gentle
manly manner, and the amendment he offered was a fair
one. But when hon. gentlemen say that the hon. Minister who
introduced it is entirely unfit to do so, or to superintend its
operation, I think it is an insult to the intelligence of the
agriculturists of this country. Then, how is that Bill to be
carried out ? The hon. gentleman from Lambton (Mr.
Lister) says : Are we to empower the Minister of Agri.
culture to shoot down our cattle ? I ask, is that the
ordinary way of doing things ? Has it not been usual, when
diseases have occurred in this country, in the past, to
employ veterinary surgeons to examine the cattle ? Is it
not upon the advice of profossional men that these cattle
are dealt with ? Is it upon the judgment of the Minister
of Agriculture, who is not a professional veterinary surgeon,
that an animal is deoclared to be diseased. No; the Minister
will employ professional men for this duty, like Dr.
McEachran, of Montreal, Dr. Coleman, of Ottawa, and
Dr. Smith, of Toronto. Are these men not capable
of ascertaining whether an animal is infected or not ? Are
these animals going to ho shot down without any examina-
tion ? No; certainly not. Now, every little objection
that the ingenuity of those gentlemen could devise against
the passage of this Billihas been raised. What is the law
for ? It is for the purpose of meeting the emergencies that
arise in the ordinary current of events, not the hundred and
one unlikely thing3 that have been alluded to in this debate
which, in all human probability, will never arise. Another
hon, gentleman says: What does it apply to ? It applies to
animale. Then he went on to show what is understood by
animals; and another hon. gentleman said: We do not know
but that it may apply to ourselves as animals. Well, I can
only say that if yon apply one test, that which is so charac-
teristie of one class of animals so prominently paraded before
this House to-night-mules, with their kicking character-
istics-you might apply it to a number of hon. gentlemen
who are opposing this Bill. The Bill of 18'9 was introduced
anJ passed specially in the interests of the agriculturists of
ihis country, and that is the very Bill wbich these hon. gen-
tlemen acceptcd then, and are now opposing with such
vehemence. I say they are doing what will reaet
against them when they go back to the farmers and
endeavor to justify the unseemly conduct that they have
displayed bore to-night.

Mr. CATUDAL. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, after hav-
ing heard the hon. enomber for East Grey (Mr. Sproule) I
amn really surprised that ho should mako such a statement
as ho has made in this House. He stated that the Bill now
before us was introduced in the interest of the farming
community, and was introduced by the hon. Minister of
Agriculture, who, himself is a farmer, but a farmer who
will never be affected by this Bill. Such farmers as the
hon. M inister of Agriculture are, I believe, very few in each
of the counties which we have the honor to represent here.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh !
Mr. CATUDAL. (Translation.) If the hon. members

opposite cannot understand, they ought to go to the tele-
graph office and read the statement of the voting in the
coanty of Lévis, i think that that will make them under-
stand a little. Mr. Speaker, acoording to the hon. member
for Stanstead (Mr. CAlby) the law has worked admirably
until now. Praises are coming in from all parts, and
he gives as an instance the county of Picton; that county,
ho says, is fully satisfied with the present law. If that is
the case, Mr. Speaker, why does the Minister of Agricul-
ture come to-day before us with a proposýition asking for à
change, if the law bas worked so well ? But, I believe that if
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the hon. member for Stanstead and the hon. member for
s East Grey, had gone in the counties, which, up to this day,

have been submitted to the operation of that law, Ihey
would certainly not have come before this House to-day
and stated that such a law has given the greatest satisfac.
tion to the farmers. The county I have the honor to repre-

) sent here, is at the present time under the law of quaran-
3 tine. We have no right to sell our sbeep without leave

from the Government inspector. I suppose the hou.
) gentleman who has bissel me is satisfied with the

result of the election in West Northumberland, but,
on the other hand, how does he like the result of
the Lévis election ? As I said a moment ago, the county
which I have the honor to represent, is under tha oporation
of the quarantine law. Farmers are now forbidden to sell
their sheep without a permit from the inspector, and yet
we see Americans coming daily into the county to bay
sheep from these farmers. The law, as it is, prohibits the
sale without a permit from the inspector. It is also said
that in England they do not want to receive our sheep,
because the sheep are infected with the disease. How is
it that this disease exists in that county whon we never
sell sheep either in Montreal or elsewhere for the English
market ? All our sheep go to the New York and Boston
markets. This law, Mr. Speaker, is thoroughly unjuast.
It is unjust because it takes from people the property which
belongs to them without giving a compensation for the full
value thereof. I believe that every member of this iouse
who represents an essentially agricultural constituency,
ought to oppose this law; and I may add that the hon.
member for laprairie (Mr. Pinsonneault), a neighboring
county to that which I represent, has told me what I have
just stated, that is to say, that all the farmers in his county
are totally opposed to that law. For that reason, Mr.
Speaker, I deem it my duty to record my protest against
the measure which is now submitted to the House.

Amendment negatived on a division.
Mr. SUTHERLAND (North Oxford). With the per-

mission of the committee, I beg leave to withdraw my
amendment. The hon. Minister of Agriculture informed
me that ho intends to make certain changes in the Act on
the third reading.

Mr. POPE. -Yes; I said I would try and meet his views,
Amendment withdrawn.
Mr. CHARLTON. Perhaps the Minister would lot us

know what the arrangements are that have been made
between himself and the hon. member for North Oxford,

Mr. POPE. The amendment I undertook to consider
was respecting horses exclusively.

Mr. PATE RSON (Brant). I think the Minister should
give the emmittee Vo understand what changes ho pro.
poses to make on the third reading. There hivo been other
objections than the one with respect to horses,. Is ho goirg
to take the whole clause into consideration ?

Mr. POPE. No; that is the only change. I will atate to
the House briefly why I propose to accept that amendmènt.
In the first place, the House will understand that the object
of this Bill is merely quarantine, and to prevent our cattle
from being scheduled on the other side. In Ontario they
have already passed an Act, by which they regulate their
own affairs, and if I am called upon to send veterinary sur-
geons into that Province, I shall have some misgivings
about jurisdiction, which question was raised by my hon.
friend. In no case have I ordered an animal to be kihted in
any Province except it were necessary to protect us from
being scheduled; otherwise, I have in ho cae ordered the
killing of aun animal or interfered with civil rights. I have
always endeavored to do ail I could to prevent diseased cat-
tie being brought into the country. I paid particular atten-
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tion to these two points. If I have not succeeded, it is
because I had not the ability to do it. But I have watched
the subject as carefally as I could, and, I believe, to the sat-
isfaction of the people of this country. Now, just one word
with respect to t he farmers. I cannot believe that the
farmers of this country are going to listen to any-
thing that has been said here to-night by hon.
gentlemen opposite, in criticism of this Bill. I
believe the farmers of this country know that I have been
looking after their best interests, and especially after the
best interests of the stock owner; that 1 have been protect-
ing those interesta and have been giving them a market on
the other side of the Atlantic. I have not lost a single
opportunity of furthering the interests of the cattle trade.
I have devoted myself to that task, knowing as much about
it as most people, being as largely interested and mixed up
with the cattie interest as most men here. I believed I
could do that work with as great facility and as much
knowledge as almost any member in this House. If I have
failed to reply to every remark bandied across the floor
to-night, it is not because I am afraid to meet hon. gentle-
men opposite. When the hon. member for Huron moved
an amendment, did I not accept it ? I am ready to con-
sider amendments proposed by such members as the hon.
member for Middlesex (Mr. Armstrong) and the hon.
member for Oxford (Mr. Sutherland); I shall be pleased to
discuss them in the spirit which those hon. gentleman dis-
played; but 1 decline to answer such insinuations, such
abuse, if yoa please, as has been cast across the House this
evening. I leave the farmers of the country to judge me,
to judge whether I have done my duty to this country or
not. 1 am willing to leave myself in their bands, and I
believe the country will approve the course I have followed.

Amendment negatived.
Mr. AIMSTRONG moved in amendment:
Thst clause 13 be amended by striking out all the words after

"animal," in the l1th line, and ending at "dollars," in the 12th line.

Amendment negatived.
Mr. CATUDAL (Translation). Moved in amendment to

section 13.
That whenever it shall be found that an animal so slaughtered was

not affected by any contagious disease, the owner of such animal will
be entitled to obtain the full value thereof.

Amendment negatived.

Mr. MULOCK moved in amendment that the following
proviso be added to section 13 :

Providel, that in the case of any animal ofthe value of $250 or upwards,
*upposed to be suffering from any infectious or contagious disease, the
owner thereof may require the same to be quarantined instead of being
slaughtered, and thereupon the Government shall cause the same to be
quarantined, and the same shall not be slaughtered, except upon its
being established by expert evidence that it is suffering from such
infectious or contagious disease.

Amendment negatived.

On the section as amended by the amendment proposed by
Mr. Pope,

Mr. MILLS. I think the word "may," at the commence-
ment of the section, should be altered to "shall," as other-
wise the Government might grant compensation in one
case and not in another. And it seems to me that the law
ought not to give a discretion if compensation is to be given
at all. Ail parties should stand on precisely the same
footing, and if one party is entitled to compensation,
another party, under exactly the same circumstances, should
be equally entitled to compensation. It should not be a
matter of discretion, but of right, if it should exist at ail.
The word " shall" should be there.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The word "may" means "shail,"
when it stands for the Çrown.

Mr. POPE.

Mr. MILLS. No; the hon. gentleman will see that the
word "may " is permissive, and it is discretionary with the
Government to say whether or not they shall do it.

Mr. DAVIES. The interpretation clause says nothing
about the word "may " having a certain meaning when
applied to the Crown. The word "may" bas a certain
meaning, and it is permissive, and in this case it is used in
that sense.

Mr. CHAPLE AU. It is customary, in drafting laws,
when an order is given by the Crown, for the word "may"
to be used, and it means "shall."

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman will find nothing of
the kind laid down by any court.

Mr. MULOCK. In certain legislation which took place
last Session, certain duties were cast on the Governor in
Council and directed to be performed by him, and the word
" shall " is used. I refer to the Act amending the Consoli.
dated Railway Act.

Mr. MILLS. I think the hon. gentleman should agree
to insert the word "shall." The principle is perfectly
clear; and if we are to have Government by law, and that
should be the rule on the parliamentary system, it is
necessary that this change should be made.

Mr. POPE. Of course it is intended to be obligatory,
but I will enquire into it before the third reading.

Mr. WELDON. If it is intended that the rule shall be
general as to the compensation of these parties, the word
"shall " should be used and not "may."

Section as amended, agreed to.
Mr. MILLS. Tho hon. gentleman will save time by

making the change.
Mr. POPE. I say I do not intend to make the change

to-night, but I will enquire into it before the third reading,
and if I find it is proper to make the change, I will make it,

Mr. WATSON. I move that the following clause be
inserted between sections 13 and 14:-

Provided, however, that if the owner of such animal has reason to
believe that such animal is lnot affected by glanders or farcy, he may
deliver a notice in writing to that effect to the veterinarian, and the
veterinarian shall thereupon place the animal in quarantine, pending the
decision of a magistrate, who shall hear such evidence as shall be sb-
mitted by the veterinarian and by the owner of such animal, and there-
upon shall, if [the evidence shows the animal to be affected by
glanders or farcy, order the veterinarian to destroy euch animal.

I think that if such a clause were inserted it would not pro-
vide for any red tape or arbitration, but would simply
allow a person having the animal to appeal to-a magistrate,
and if the evidence showed au animal to be affected after
being placed in quarantine, it should be destroyed.

Amendment negatived.
On section 14,
Mr. FISHER. The Mini3ter of Agriculture said that

when we reached the point where bis own name is substi-
tuted for the Governor in Council, he would explain the
reasons, and I think this is the place.

Mr. POPE. It was becauso there was a necessity for
acting more quickly than could perhaps be done by an
Order in Cauncil. Anyone can see that the clause is one
which can be easily carried out by the Minister of Agri-
culture.

Mr. COOK. Tthen te hon. gentleman intends to romain
at Ottawa while his colleagues are sojourning at the seaside,
and attending to the duties of the whole Government.

Mr. McM[ULLEN. I would like to ask an explanation
with regard Vo tthis clause. If it is taken in connection with
a portion of the clause we have just adopted, I think it will
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require an explanation. This paragraph would permit the
Minister of Agriculture to appropriate any animal imported
into the country which is supposed to be affected by a con-
tagious disease. Ie orders it to be killed and afterwards
he reverses that order, and reserves it for experimental
practice, to see whether it can be cured or not. Now, sup-
posing the animal afterwards is proved not to be affected
with a disease, what is to become of it ? Does the original
owner get it?

Mr. POPE. In that case, of course, ho would get it. But
it is unlikely an animal would be reserved for this purpose
if ho did not positively have the disease, as it is for a scien-
tific purpose these investigations take place.

Mr. McMULLEN. Who is to pay for the doctoring, and
care, and feeding of the animal during the time the Minister
of Agriculture keeps it?

Mr. POPE. As Minister of Agriculture, I would see that
it was paid for.

Mr. McMULLEN. If the animal is kept for a consider-
able time, and the owner put to any inconvenience, is ho to
be allowed anything for that inconvenience ? Supposing
the animal is imported and kept in quarantine for a month.
You might keep it for three months. Supposing the man
is put to the inconvenience of this thing, who is to pay him
for the damage and the loss ho has sustained ?

Mr. POPE. I would like the hon. gentleman to tell me
who is to pay anybody. Any creature diseased, on coming
into the country, is liable to a three months' quarantine.
Everybody understands this, I believe; but, as Istaid before,
in the particular case of an animal that is diseased, or
required to be slaughtered for experimental purposes, the
Government, of course, may take the responsibility of
retaining the animal.

On section 17,
Mr. WILSON. Perhaps the Minister might here offer

some explanation as to the parties ho selects to perform the
duties of inspectors. It is certainly a very important ser-
vice, and I am apprehensive that other than veterinary
surgeons are selected for this office. It seems to me that
the owners of stock would be placed in a very awkward
position, indeed, if they were compelled to have their cattle
inspected by an incompetent person. Therefore, I would
like to know from the Minister whether proper and efficient
persons are appointed to perform these duties.

Mr. POPE. I think the hon. gentleman will agree with
the appointments made. There is Mr. Smith, of Toronto,
Mr. McEachran, of Montreal, and Mr. Couture of Quebec.
As I said before, I am not looking after the diseases scat-
tered throughout the country. The attention to the public
health devolves more upon the Local Governments, and I
trust to them, unless something occurs which might cause
us to be scheduled, which I must attend to.

Mr. WILSON. Am I to understand that at points other
than those mentioned by the hon. Minister there are no
local agents to report in case diseases spring up, unless
attention is called to them by persons living in the locality ?
Or are there parties whose duty it is to look after cattle in
transitu or imported ? I think it is the duty of the Minister
to make some provision, so that we may not have diseases
existing for a length of time before they are brought to the
notice of the Government.

Mr. POPE. We have no inspectors, except at ports
where we have quarantines and where cattle enter the
Dominion. We have no others.

Mr. WILSON. For instance, at a place where there is
a very large amount of traffic, and where stock passes from
one part of the United States through Canada to some other

part, the Minister will find, if ho calls to mind, that he has
some parties who have been appointed by the Government
to ascertain if any diseases should spring up during the
time the cattle are in transitu through Canada. He will find
that such a man is appointed at St. Thomas. What I want
to know is, if there is any one appointed there to look after
stock passing through in transdtu.

Mr. POPE. There is no one appointed there, at the
expense of the Government. He is appointed by the Gov-
erument and paid by the railway. He is not a veterinary
surgeon. Neither does ho look about the country there.
His duty is to see that the cattle passing through in transitu
do not come in contact with our cattle.

Mr. WILSON. Then it is evident to me that this man
has not been appointed on account of his suitableness for
the position. Diseases might spring up, and cattle passing
through thut section might contaminate other cattle there,
bocause the cars are left for some time at the station; and
yet the Minister of Agriculture is so regardless of the in-
terests and the welfare of that section of the country that he
appoints a man who is inefficient, when ho could as easily
have obtained a man who would be competent to perform
the duties, and to report to the Government, if necessary, as
to the origin of the disease. I say that this is not in the
interest of the locality or the country; and I have heard
many complaints of that man's unfitness, not by my own
political friends but by the political friends of hon. gentle-
men opposite.

Mr. POPE. Make your complaint and submit it to me,
and I will investigate it.

Mr. WILSON. If the hon. gentleman investigated it, he
would do a great deal more than ho las done this evening,
with reference to this Bill.

On section 19,
Mr. AUGER. I would ask the Minister of Agriculture

to provide for inspectors in the rural districts, and authorise
the local officers, such as the mayôr or reeve, to make the
report to the Minister of Agriculture; because in country
parts, if there are no inspectors, and diseases break out,
what are we to do ?

Mr. POPE. I receive information from anybody, and if
there is a serious outbreak, I attend to it. Otherwise, if I
interfered with the local authorities, the Provinces might
complain ; and I carefully refrain from infringing upon their
ground.

Mr. AUGER. We have no law in the Province of Quebec
to deal with these cases, so that this law does not give us
the right.

Mr. POPE. You have the right, and if you make a
report I will investigate it, you may depend upon it.

On section 24,
Sir RICIIRD CARTWRIGHT. Some of the Local

Legislatures have made enactments on this. There would
appear to be some considerable danger of complicating the
jurisdiction under this Act.

Mr. POPE. There is no danger, because I do not inter.
fere with anything they do within their own Province.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). You have the power.

Mr. POPE. If I find something there that is going to
affect the trade of the country, I must take the power; I
must have the power of superseding any orders of anybody
else. As a matter of fact, I have never had to, except in
Pictou, and in some places in the neighborhood of Montreal
lately.
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On section 31,
Mr. WELDON. This provides that a copy of the declar-

ation of the inspector shall be conclusive evidence. The
copy should be certified by the inspector, and the clause
sholId be amended to read: "A copy of the declaration of
the inspector certified by him."

Section, as amended, agreed to.

On section 32,
Mr, WELDON moved, in amendment, that in sub-section

a; " By the production of a copy of a newspaper containing
a copy of such order or regulation," be struck out, and that
sub.section b be altered to read : "By the production of a
printed or other copy of such order or regulation, certified
by the Minister of Agriculture."

Section, as amended, agreed to.

On section 38,
Mr. CAMERON (]luron). I think, if the hon. gentleman

will consider the effect of this clause for a moment, he will
-sce the propriety of changing it. This is taken from the
38th clause of the old Act, and there are a great many very
serions changes in this new clause, differing very materially
from the 38th clause of the Act of 1879. lIn the Act of 1879
it is provided that "any person who obstructs or impedes
an inspector or other officer acting in execution of this Act,
or of any Order of the Governor in Council thereunder, and
any person aiding or assisting him therein," shall be guilty,
and so on. Clause 38 of the new Act provides that "every
person who obstructs or impedes an inspector or other officer
acting in execution of this Act, or of any order of or regu-
lAtion made by the Governor in Council, or the Minister of
Agriculture." Under the old statute, a man was liable to
be proceeded against for any violation of the statute itself;
but, under the new Act, the hon. gentleman permits a
man to be proceeded against for a violation of his own
depqrii.ental order. I want to understand why
he mké that change. And be goes further. There
are provisions in tis clause which I do not think ought to
be in any statute, and I am not aware that they are in any
statute. At the present moment, I recollect no law which
enables a man to proceed against a person who bas com-
mitted a violation of the law in the mode in which the
hon. gentleman permits bis officers or others to proceed
against the person who violates this section. For instance,
in the first place, he allows a man to be arrested without
any information. The inspector, or the other officer in exe-
cution of the Act, may, for any violation of the statute, or
of any order of the Governor in Council, or of any depart-
mental order thereunder, arret a person, and nay detain
him, as I read this section, without any information being
laid or warrant being issued. Surely the hon. gentleman
does not intend that, and ho does not intend, surely, that a
man should be liable to arrest without an information and
without a warrant, for a mere violation of a departmental
order.

Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman will see that this is in
particular with regard to ships-boarding ships, and so on.
It bas to be doue promptly.

Mr. CAMERON. But this does not affect ships: "Every
person who obstructs or impedes an inspector or other officer
acting in execution of this Act." It does not signify to what
extent ho impedes him in his duty under this statute, and if
he impedes him in the discharge of his duty at all for viola-
tion of any departmental order of the*hon. gentleman, he is
sill liAble to be proceeded against; and not only is the man
himself liable to be proceeded against, but any person whom
ho ep1ls to bis assistance. It may be a servant, or some
perion w ho I ocasually passing; it may bea man who kniows

Mr. PoPz,

nothing as to whether the person is violating the statute or
an order of the Department, he is liable to be proceeded
against under this clause, without an information and with-
out a warrant, and is liable to be arrested. Thon, further
than that; not only can the inspector or the officer
arrest this man who violates the statute or the
order of the Department, but the inspector has
the power of calling somebody to his assistance,
who is given the same powers as the inspector. It is
an extraordinary proposition that these powers should
be vested in these officers, but it is still more extraordinary
that they should be vested in any person the officer may
call upon to assist him. The hon. gentleman will see that
ie may be a wholly irresponsible person, some casual per-
son who is, perbaps, passing by; but lie is allowed by this
Act to deprive a man of his liberty, to incarcerate him and
keep him until le is brought before a magistrate. I am
sure, if my hon. friend will consider the effect of that pro.
vision, he will not put that power in the hands even of his
own officer, much less in the hands of any person whom this
officer may call upon to assist him.

Mr. CHIAPLEAU. The words "or any person whom he
may call to his assistance" might, perhaps, be taken away,
without injuring the Bill at all.

Mr. CAMIERON (Huron). Surely the hon. gentleman
would not allow a subordinate officer to arrest a man with-
out information.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. That was the old law.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). No, it was not; because the old
law only enabled the arrest of a person for violation of the
provisions of a statute; while this law enables the inspector,
or the officer of the Department, to arrest him for violation
of an order of the Department, and to deprive him of his
liberty,without any person laying a charge. Now, we know
the law is that an officer, in the discharge of his duty, and
for the preservation of the peace, can arrest on view; but this
enables the officer to arrest and that not on view; the inspector
may not be present at all when the offence is comînitted,
and the third person who makes the arrest may not be
present. I think the whole of this 38th clause onght to be
recast, or else the hon. gentleman should leave it as it is in
the old statute. A violation of this statute may lead to a
fine of $20, though the offence may be very trifling. Some
meddlesome official that may be appointed in some outlying
district would have authority, under this clause, to deprive
a man of bis liberty, and I say it is a dangerous power to
give, even to an officer, and much more dangerous to some
wholly irresponsible person.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The clause is the same as it is in the*
old law, except it is framed with more care. But the words,
" any person who he calls to iis assistance," may be taken
away-not because the person might not have the right to
arrest; because a person whom an officer calls to iris
assistance may make an arrest, as well as the officer. These
words are surplusage, and may be left out. The clause is
exactly the same; the regulation is made by Order in
Council, so it amounts to the same as the clause of the old
A ct.

Mr. DAVIES. No, it is a regulation of the Minister of
Agriculture.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. But it is obstructing the execution
of this Act, and the authority putting the Act in force may
be a regulation issued by the Minister of Agriculture.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). It is an entirely different
clause: "Any person who obstructs or impedes an
inspector in the execution of this Act, or of any order or
regulation made by the Governor in Council." That is all
right; but thon it goes farther: "Or any order or rogula.
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tion made by the Minister of Agriculture." Now, that is
what I obJect to. I say a man should not be arrested for
the violation of a departmontal order. I say that under the
common law no third porson, and nobody else but the
officer, can arrest on view, except in cases of felony.
Now, here ho allows some third person to arrest, who May
not have seen the offence .ommltted at all.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Who is the third person ?

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Somebody tI at the inspector
may call in.

Mr. CHIAPLEAU. That is exactly what the Minister of
Agriculture says might be struck out.

Mr. WELDON. Is the Secretary of State willing to
have that struck out ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Yes.

Mr. WELDON. I think the last part of that is very
objectionable. I do not believe in any man being detained
without a warrant; and when ho is arrested, the party
arresting should take him forthwith before a justice of the
peace and detain him not longer than twenty-four hours. I
do not think it should be in the discretion of the party to
keep him.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. This is where the old clause is
improved. At all events, the detention will never be more
than twenty-four hours.

Mr. WELDON. But when lie undertakes to deprive a
person of his liberty, I want him to do it according to law.

Mr. CIAPLEAU. It is not a novel tbing to arrest a
man for obstructing or impeding the execution of a statute.
Of course, the law makes a certain act an offence, and if it
is an offence, the offender may be arrested de visu. That
is perfectly well known. The officer will not have time to
go and find a magistrate.

Mr. WELDON. I do not object to his being arrested,
but it should not be in the discretion of the party making
the arrest to keep the prisoner as long as he pleases.

Mr. POPE. No longer thau necessary.

Mr. WELDON. Who is to decide how long a time is
necessary ? I should say that where the inspector undertakes
to deprive a man of his liberties-rightly or wrongly-he is
not to judge of that-he should take him immediately before
a justice of the peace.

Mr. POPE. That is what it says.

Mr. WELDON. No; it is not. It gives the man discre-
tion to keep the man twelve or fifteen hours.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. My hon. freind knows that if an
officer of the Department detains a man longer than is noces-
tary to bring him before a magistrate he is responsible
therefor.

Mr. WELDON. I think in the Fishery Act it says that
the offender shall be brought "forthwith " before a justice
of the peace, to be dealt with according to law.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Even then ho may have kept him two
days.

Mr. WELDON. That is truc; but, I think it is a step in
the right direction. No man has a right to be deprived of
his liberty half an hour without process of law.

Mr. MILLS. That is not a legal phrase, and the phrase
suggested by My hon. friend has been over and over again

interpreted. There are decisions upon it, and we know
what it means.

Mr. CHIAPLE AU. I suggest that the clause be amended,
by stating that the offender shall be taken'forthwith before
a justice of the peace.

Section, as amended, agreed to.

On section 46,
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I think this is a very

dangerous power to give to justices of the peace. Under
this statute, fines to the amount of $200 can be imposed, and
several important questions may arise; and yet it is pro-
vided to allow these questions to be disposed of by justices
of the peace. It would be far botter if the hon. gentleman
provided that all the penalties under thie Act can be
recovered before a court of competent jurisdiction, on the
complaint of any resident of the county where the offence
is committed. I am not aware of any law where justices
of the peace are given jurisdiction to the extent of $200 in
civil matters. This is not a wise and judicious section.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The jurisdiction of justices of the
peace will afford more protection, I think, than that of any
other court. Cases will come, moreover, not before one
justice, but before two justices of the peace.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). We know the class of mon of
which justices of the peace are generally composed; that
they are not particularly well posted in the law; that they
do not make themselves well posted; and they are not the
kind of mon before whom large and important rights should
be tried. They do very well for small matters, and to
impose small fines.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Two justices of the peace, or a stipen-
diary magistrate, have the power of imposing higher finos
than those that are specified in this Bill.

Mr. WELDON. Justices of the peace have poweor to
try cases respecting seamen's wages, when the amount is up
to $200. But we might, in this case, as is provided in the
Seamen's Act, give a right of appeal. I think that in this
case there should be no doubt in the matter, and I think
provision should be made for the right of appeal. It does
not say that the provisions of the Summary Jurisdiction
Act shall apply, and therefore I think that a very nice ques-
tion might arise.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). There is certainly no pro.
vision for the collection of these penalties before a justice
of the peace, for it does not say that they shall be recovered
in the same way as penalties are recovered under the Sum-
mary Jurisdiction Act; and, besides, as the hon. member for
St. John has said, there is no power for appeal- no redress
in that way.

Mr. DAVIES. There is no jurisdiction given here. If
you sue under the jurisdiction set out in this section, you
must set out that jurisdiction in every stage of the proceed-
ings, else when the judgment is given thore is no right of
appeal. The object could be attained by adding Iland the
procedure of the Summary Jurisdiction Act shahl apply in
any prosecution i any penalty."

Mr. ClIAPLEAU. It might stand as it is for the present,
and the Minister will see to it, and perhaps have the lan-
guage amended, as it is the intention to have it passed under
the Summary Jurisdiction Act.

Mr. WATSON. Before the committee rises I would ask
the Minister if it is lis intention to place an inspector at
Winnipeg. It is a very important point, as a great many
cattle are shipped through thore from the Amorican side?
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Mr. POPE. It is not our practice to place inspectors,
except on the frontier.

Mr. WATSON. Have you one at Emerson ?

Mr POPE. Yes.

Mr. WATSON. Who is he?

Mr. POPE. I forget his name at the moment-you must
know him.

Bill reported with amendmen ts.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the louse.

Motion agr'eed to, and the House adjourned at 1:05 a. m.,
Wednesday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNEsDAY, 15th April, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PaarEas.

REPORTS ON PRIVATE BILLS.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved:

That as the time for th3 reception of reports from committees on
Private Bils expires to-day, the same be extended to the lst day of May
next.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am afraid I must be
guilty of laches-or rather, I have been so much occupied
in other matters, that I am not able to answer the question
of the hon. gentleman to-day.

Mr. MITCHELL. I suppose we shall have it ere long,
though ?

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Mr. KAULBACH. Before engaging in the Orders of the
Day, I would ask the indulgence of this House for a few
moments, whilst I bring to its notice a statement that
appeared in the issue of the Ottawa Free .Press newspaper
of the 7th instant, which is as follows :-

"NOVA SCOTIA VOLUNTEERs.-A 'DUDRI' COMPANY WHICH DIDN'T PARS
MUSTER.

" HALIFAx, N.S., April 7.-Oorporal guards of the new battalion were
all day yesterday busy drumming up absentees. It is curious that the
66th, which should have a strength of about 400, have difficulty, with all
their recruiting, in obtaining 150 effective men for their contingent in
the composite corps, particularly after their officers being so anxious to
tender the services of the battalion as a whole. The dude company,
composed exclusively of gentlemen's sons, were all disqualified but six.
When the old 63rd paraded yesterday they turned out with full ranks,
and the men were selected at once without difficulty. Forming into
three companies, they wheeled into line, and, numbering off, the let
hand man shouted exultantly 'fifty' amid a cheer from all around. They
were then addressed by their colonel and officers, and unanimously pro.
nounced the strongest feature of the composite corps. The garrison
artillery had also no difficulty in selecting their quota of able drilled
men The battalion will be in marching order to-night. A section of
the community urge against the Blue Noses going to fight those they
consider far more Canadians than we. There was mome talk of raising a
volunteer contingent among the stalwart men of Lunenberg Oounty, but
the stolid Datch descendants there unanimously opposed fighting unless
necessary for their homes. Many hold bets that our company will not
proceed at all."

Mr. BLAKE. According to ordinary rules, we ought to I would have referred to this immediately after it came t
be prorogued by then. my notice, but anticipating the arrivai of the 66th en route

for the North-West, and desiring to obtain particulars, I
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN, I do not think there is any thought proper to delay. I must say I was sorry to Bee in

specis irule for that. this newspaper, rccognised as the organ of hou. gentlemen

Mr. BLAKE. Ordinary rules I said. opposite, these uncalled for and untruthful statements
respccting the 66th Battalion of the active militia, Hlalifax;

Motion agreed to. and not content with defaming thei alone, it muet satiate
the feelings of its followers stil farther, by casting a sluw

INSOLVENT CORPORATIONS.upon the 75th Battalion under my command, and the two
INSOMENTCORP RATONS.corupanies of garrison artillery commanded by C.%ptains

Mr. EDGAR moved for leave to introduce BiIl (No. 127) to Brown and James, respcctively, referring to them as
further amend "An Act respecting insolvent banks, insur-IlDutch deecendants," and unanimously opposed to fighting
ance companies, loan companies, building societies, and unlesg necessarily for their homes. Now, Mr. Speaker, as
trading corporations." He said: This Bill is a very short a Nova Scotian, knowing as 1 do the Halifax 66t1 Battalion,
but somewhat important one, and I would ask the attention having seen them in drill and on parade, I can state in
of the First Minister to it. It is the same as the Bill No. 66 J c
on the Order paper, and is simply for the purpose of apply- appearance and dr, I believe it to ho as good, and the
ing to the winding up of insolvent banks and companies, pluck and martial ardour of the acers and men asgreat
a provision which has been placed in all Insolvent Acte as any regiment in Canada, able and willing, with the
relating to individual traders, that is, that the employés of exception of some few, perhaps, to endure the fatigue and
insolvent shall have a preferential lien for their wages. It exposure on the long une of match, to the blood-stained
was omitted from the Act respecting the winding up of sou, that marks the sacrifice of their fcllowmen at the
companies. I think it is a very proper provision hands of a ruthless rebel; and ready at any time

W temandunesatheGovmnentwiî pu i apply on the bugle sound IlCharge !" for the nervous stress, strainto them, and unless the Government will put it among their and din of battie. The same can be said, and saia tmuth-Orders, it will hardly be reached this Session. Perhaps the uloth75 Btaiwtotauecponadte
First Minister will look at it and see if that can be done. efl, of thes7ofh ataion, withou anexeto, and

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time. aDuthe ro
Duethen"I migît state that realising the inconvenience

GRAND TIRUNK RAILWAY. and loss that would offer W the fishermen of Lunenbarg
enrolled in this battalion, at this season, the commencement

Mr. MITCHELL. The right hon. Premier, some days of their boat fishing, and the sacrifice to their fleet of fine
since, informed the House that he would be able to tell fishing vessels, were the fishermen called upon for active
what course the Government was going to take with regard service, I brougbt iL to the notice of the Minister, wlo at
to the Order of the flouse for a list of the Grand Trunk once Wok in the position, and acted accordingly. To prove
stockholders. Would he kindly state now what course the the loyalty that existe in the hearts of the people of Lunen.
Government intends to take ? bur as respects te rebel1iouin the North-West, I wouid

Mr, WÂT&ON.
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state that I was offered only a day or two ago, by a worthy principle of giving the House some information of the day
citizen of my county, a volunteer company to be attaehed on which ho proposed to take it up,
to my regiment ready for the call of duty. The offer was Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Had I been in the House
presented to the Minister of Militia and Defence, and this is I would have givenr the information. However, upon the
his reply: remonstrance, I may say, of the hon. gentleman, I will go

"Very much obliged for offer of services, at present:it is not consid- on With it to-morrow.
ered advisable to organise any new corps. If the necessity requires,
will be happy to favorably consider application." CANADA CIVIL SERV[CE AC'.

Does this show lack of loyalty, or place the Dutchmen, Mr. CHAPLEAU moved second reading of Bill (No. 31)
as the Grite call them, at a discount? If it is intended as to amend and consolidate the Canada Civil Service Acts of
a slur upon my people, I am happy to say I am proud of 1882, 1883 and 1884. He said : I have already explained
the nationality, and would consider that I would be recreant the amendments to the Act. The object of bringing the
to the trust reposed in me, as the representative of a people Bill before the House was not so much that the changes to
whom I respect and hold very dear were I not to resent it. be made in the Acts are important, because they are not

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman's remarks are a very important, as to put the Bill in a condition so that it
little irregular and I must cali him to order. will be a part of the general consolidation of the

statutes which is to be brought before this House
this Session. I will not take up much of the

INSOLVENCY BILL. time of the House but will briefly go over a few of the pro

Mr. EDGAR. Before the Orders of the Day are called 1 visions of the Bill. The hon. gentlemen will see
Mr.hto EDrAR t efortentho r of the Dayrmet ae rd Ithat the changes have been indicated in italics sowish to draw the attention of the Government to the report as to facilitate the reference to former Acts, and to facili.of the Committee on Bankruptcy and Insolvency. The Bill tate the reading of the Bill, and thus save time,bas been distributed and perhaps the Government can say In clause 3, we intended saying that the civil service shallnow ivhether this very important measure will be takon up inclade all those officers that are mentioned in the schedulesthis Session. referred to in the clause, and some others who might have
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. i am not yet able to been or may be appointed by Order in Council, and that

answer that question. the civil service will be composed of them and of such
other officer or employés as may be brought by any
Act under the provisions of the Civil Service Act. it

ELECTORAL FRANCHISE. is intended gradually to bring into the civil service,
On the Order being called for second readi of Bill (No ail those officers appointed in the Territories, who may

103) respecting the Electoral Franchise-(Sir John A. not be, up to the present time, members of the civil
Macdonald), service, who may have been appointed by the necessities

of the moment as officers, and are not in the service. Clause
Mr. BLAKE. I hope the hon. gentleman does not 5, only says that the Governor in Council may, from time

really propose to read this Bill the second time to-day with- to time, make rules and regulations respecting appoint.
out having given us any notice of his intention. I enquired ments and promotions of officers in the civil service. lu
last night what Government measures were intended to be the old time, it was the Board of the Civil Service which
brought forward to-day, but the hon. gentleman had left was charged with preparing those rules and regulations.
the House, and his hon. friend beside him (Sir Hector Since then, the Treasury Board have bere and there
Langevin) said that he did not know. passed a few regulations, and to simplify matters it is

intended that all these rules and regulations shall
Sir JOHN. A. MACDONALD. If Iremember aright the henceforth be made by the Governor in Council. I

hon. gentleman said that we had too long delayed bringing have already mentioned before this House, and it
the measure. has been discussed at length, the change intended to be

made in the Civil Service Board of Examiners. That
Mr. BLAKE. Yes, I said so. board shall be directly under the supervision of the Sec.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That was some little time retary of State, and each member of the board shall receive

ago; the Bill bas been in the hands of hon. members since, a salary of $600 instead of $300, which he receives at present.
and I do not see how their ability to discuss the matter can The travelling expenses wil] henceforth be paid according to
have decreased by the fact of the interval of time which has the general Order in Council regulating the amount to b.
elapsed sinc the bon. gentleman'e statement. p aid for civil servants travelling on duty. The Board of Civil

Service Examiners may have a secretary appointed by the
Mr. BLAKE. The House knows what this Order paper Governor in Council, and that secretary, if be is not a

is and what the discharge of our duties necessa rily is. It member of the board, can receive a salary of $1,000 a
has always been recognised as reasonable that the Govern- year. I have stated that now-and by the Bill it is
ment should, at any rate the day before they proposed to allowable to be so- the secretary of the board is one of
bring on an important measure, intimate their intention to the members of the board. As I stated on another occasion,
the House. That is the course pursued, and as a rule it is it has been intimated to me that perhaps the present secre-
a necessary course. On this occasion, however, the hon. tary of the board, Mr. LeSueur, might, on account of his
gentleman did not leave the information which was essen. health or on account of the increasing duties of his office as
tial in order that the answer might be given, and it seems commissioner, be prevented from acting as secretary. If
to me this period of the Session might be a fair intimation we were under the necessity of appointing a secretary for
to us, not that he was going, but that ho was not going on the board, ho would receive $1,000 ; if not, the secretary by
with the measure. It is a very long Bill; we have plenty Order in Council receives a salary of only 8700 above his
of measures before us to consider; and of course we do not salary as commissioner. Parliament voted last year the noces-
desire to prepare for the discussion of a measure unless we sary credit, and the Government bas appointe ', a fow weeks
have some information that it is going to be brought on. ago, a clerk to the Board at a salary of $50J, the present Bill
On former occasions, in reference to Bills involving great giving power to appoint him as a civil servant of the third-
principles, the hon. gentleman has freely recognised the classthat is, from $400 to 81,000. Clause 12 of the Bill provides
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that, in the future, no new deputy head of a Department
shall be appointed except when such office has been created
by a special Act of Parliament. I must say that clause 21,
which was intended to put the minimum of the salary of
the second class at $1,000, will be withdrawn, and the
salary, which is now at a minimum of 81,100, will remain
as before. Section 24 provided that the minimum salary
of a messenger, packer or sorter shall be $300 peirannum and
the maximum O50O. This clause was intended to allow the
Minister to appoint a messenger at the minimum figure,
and, if found better, in the interest of the service, not to
allow to that messenger the statutory increase of 830 a
year. I do not think I shall adhere to that section, but
shall leave it as it is no w, that the salary of the messenger
shall be 8300 to begin with, increasing by $30 a year to a
maximum of $500. The 25th section provides that the
salary of a clerk on his appointment shall be the minimum
of his class, except in the case of third-class clerks,
who may receive, in addition to that minimum, the amount
which is allowed for optionai subjects for which they
might have passed an examination, limited to four in
number. That is to say, a third class clerk might
be appointed with a salary of $600, if he is
so well qualified as to have been able to pass
satisfactory examinations on four different optional
subjects, those subjects being, amongst others, stenography,
type.writing, composition in the language different from
the language of the applicant, book-keeping, and précis-
writing. There are six or seven optional subjects, but the
$50 allowed for each shall be limited to four optional sub-
jects. In section 38, in addition to the persons who may be
admitted to the service without the examination required
before entering such service, are named the inspectors In
the Custom fDepartm ent, and the assistant inspectors in the
Inland Revenue Department. The hon. Ministers at the
head of those Departments will explain the reason which
has prompted the Government to make that exemption.
The 40th clause provides a little change with regard to pro-
motion examinations. It las been found, and I think in
this House hon. members have expressed the opinion, that
old officers in the public service ought to be exempted from
some of the difficult examination papers that were submit-
ted to them, and to which they were obliged to answer
satisfactorily before they can be promoted, after long years
of service. It is obvious that those subjects, which a young
man just out of school is apt to well remember, or which
he ls alive to in leaving the college or the academy,
might have been forgotten by an offcer after several
years' service without depriving him of his usefulness
as a public servant; and in some cases it was
found that a promotion that might have been well deserved
otherwise had been prevented or stopped by the officer not
being able to pass an examination on some subjects which
were not difficult for a young man out of school, but which
were very difficult for an officer who had something to do
besides study those general subjects in the execution of his
duties as a clerk. To remedy this the clause enacts that
examinations shall be held on the subjects that fit the can-
didate for the duties of his office, but still, not to lose sight
entirely of the general knowledge which a public officer
should always preserve, and which might be found to be
not only useful but necessary to him in the discharge
of his duties, the Government by an Order in
Conneil have selected a few general subjects upon which
the officer seeking promotion will have also to be examined.
I must say that these subjects have been limited to those a
knowledge of which is always considered necessary in an
officer of the service, and which those officers ought always
to be conversant with if they have not completely neglected
to sequire a knowledge of what it is their duty to know.
Section 47 regulates the system by which an officer can
permute from one Department to another without being

Mr. ÇUAPLEU.

subjected to an examination, if ho has already passed
his examination, or from one division to another, with.
ont examination; but providing at the same time-and
I suppose my hon. friends opposite will not object to it-
that such transfer shall not be made the excuse or pretence
of increasing the salary beyond the ordinary increase pro.
vided by the statut. In clause 48 there is a new disposi-
tion by which it is provided that if, out of necessity or ow-
ing to pressure of work, the head or deputy-head of a
iDepartment has to take into the service a person or per.
sons who have not already submitted to the required exami-
nations, the time of their employment shall not exceed the
period between the day they enter upon their service and
the date of the next examination; that is to say,
that no persons shall be employed in a Department unless
they have passed the examination; and in case they have
been taken through necessity, without that examination,
they shall immediately qualify and pass their examination
at tht next opportunity occurring after their entrance into
temporary service. We all know that in the Departments
the Ministers are not allowed to employ, even for temporary
work, even for day's work, such as copying-they are not
allowed by the general rule to employ any person except
those who have passed the examination qualifying them to
enter the service. But as it is obvious that circumstances
may arise when the work would be pressing, and if no
one could be found at hand to do that work, it is provided
that persons may b. taken to do such temporary work
without having submitted to the examination, but such per-
sons shall be obliged to undergo the next examination.
These and other general features of the Bill will ciearly
show the House that it it is not the intention of the Gov.
ernment to facilitate the exercise of favoritiom in the
Civil Service;but to employ, as much as possible, even for
temporary work, only those persons who have duly qualified
themselves as civil servants. The other day we had occasion
to discuss, in this House, the 2nd sub section of section 52,
which provides that if an inferior officer does the duties of
his superior officer for a space of more than 3 months he shal
be entitled to the difference between his salary and the salary
of the superior officer whom he replaces. We have added,
as I then stated the words : "during the absence of su3h
officer, or by reason of his demise." The balance of the
clause is the same as the law stood before. Clause 53 pro.
vides that an officer who has resignei, after berng in the
service, can reenter the service if found qualified; or if it
is found desirable, he can be allowed, by Order in Council,
to re-enter the service, but not in a class superior to the
class he held when he resigned his position. Clause 54
provides that in case of money béing voted by Parliament
for work to be done, or for employés te be appointed, that
money shall not be considered as claimable by the party in
favor of whom it was voted unless an Order in Council shall
have been passed, in addition to the Parliamentary vote,
applying that money to the persons indicated in the vote of
Parliament. The iast clause provides that tie Secretary
of State Ahall lay before rliament a list of aill
the civil servants in Canada. This, Mr. Speaker,
muet not be construed as adding to the expenditure
of the Civil Service for this reason: Two years
ago, I think, by vote of Parliament, a complete list of the
officers employed in the service was ordered;by the House
containing the name, age, date of appointment, nationality,
religion of each officer, and tihe locality from which each
officer came. That Eist was printed, and the type has been
kept standing, so that, without any additional expense, the
necessary change can be made each year out of the stand-
ing type, and we can thus have annually a complete Civil
Service list, which would he more convenient than adding
every year to the retur of 1883, a new list of the civil ser-
vants. TheEe are the only changes which have been intro-
duced into the Acts as they now exist. The position of the
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different clauses has also been somewhat changed, but with
the unimportant changes and additions, which I have just
mentioned to the House, the Bill is a repetition of existing
Acts. I need not, Mr. Speaker, take up any more time of
the House. As I stated before, the changes are not very
important, and upon those which might suggest discussion,
that discussion has already taken place in this House.

Mr. CASEY. I regret that I did not know this Bill was
coming up to-day, or I should have had something to say in
regard to the principle of the Bill. The principle which, I
suppose, ought to be discussed on the second reading, is, as
the hon. Minister has stated, just the same as that cf the
previously existing Acts; and I do not know that there is
much to be said in criticism of the principle of this Bill
that could not bave been said upon the existing Acts. I
wish to say something in regard to the principle of both
the existing Acts and the present Bill. I regret deeply that
the hon. gentleman and the Government have not seen
their way to introduce something approaching to a com-
petitive system-that system which has been in practice in
trngland for so many years and with such happy results;
and which lias been adopted in the United States, that
country which is supposed to be the home of patronage, the
special habitat of the spoils' system, and where it has
worked successfully the last few years. I had hoped to
have seen a change looking in that direction, if the hon.
gentleman proposed to bring down any Bill on the subject.
As I have not had notice that this Bill would come to-day,
I shall have to defer to a later occasion what I intended te
say, and what I still intend to say, in respect to the principle
of the Bill, and to present arguments in favor of the com-
petitive system.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time; House
resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committee.)
On section 3,
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is it the intention of

the Minister to give the Governor in Council power te bring
in by Order in Council a number of other employés not
now under the provisions of the Civil Service Act, because
that would appear to be the meaning of a portion of this
section? To bring in a number of employés who are not
now entitled to superannuation, and which would involve a
large and additional charge on the public revenue, should be
done by Act.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The intention of this section is to
allow the Government to bring into the Civil Service officers
in British Columbia and the North-West Territory, who are
not in the Civil Service; and it is not to croate any new
offices.

Mr. BLAIKE. If that is the intention, would it not be
better to express it? Under this clause the hon. gentleman
has taken Power for the Governor in Council to place any
one in any iDepartment of the public service in the Civil Ser-
vice. It is an absolute discretionary power, If there is
any special reason applicable 'to officers in the North-West
Territory and British Columbia, let us deal with them to thej
limit required. But you may take the railway service, the(
outaide engineering service, certain servants of the peniten-1
tiaries, who are not under the Superannuation Act, and place i
them in the Civil Service in that regard. The hon. gentle-i
man must know there is very strong objection to the system
of superannuation throughout the country, and to propose
to take power to place employés en bloc under the Super-
annuation Act is a proposl which should not be made.

Mr. MILLS. Looking over this Act hurriedly I observe
there are several instances where power is given to thej
Governor in Council where it should not be given. There

13S

is no doubt whatever that cases occur in administrating
public affairs where it is impossible to foresee what will be
required to be doue, and a certain discretionary power muet
be given to the Governor in Council. But, as experience
plainly shows, at a certain point the functions of the
Governor in Council to act legislatively ought to come to
an end, and whatever the Government desires should be pro.
posed to the House in the form of legislation. The pro-
visions of this section and of section five are objectionable
in this particular, and, at all events, whatever the Governor
in Council may do in this direction, the Order in Council
ought, to be laid on the Table of Parliament and be subject
to its approval.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. As I have already stated, it is not
intended to bring any person under this except those
already in the service. I desire that employés in the
North-West Territories should be placed under the Civil
Service Act.

Mr. BLAKE. There is no provision in this Act that
all public servants, who by Act of Parliament are brought
into the public service, shall ipso facto fall within the privi-
leges of the Superannuation Act. So I do not ask for a
limit in that direction. But I ask the committee to limit
the discretion of the Governor in Council.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The point is that in the
Acts relating to the North-West Territories, as the hon. mem.
ber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) knows, it is provided that such
officers as are required shall be appointed by the Governor
in Council; but hitherto we have thought it not desirable to
bring them into the Civil Service as permanent officers. We
have retained the principle laid down in the Act that they
shall be removable at once, without their possessing the
status of civil servants. I think the time has not yet
arrived when that provision should be altered, either in the
Indian Act or the Dominion Lands Act.

Mr. BLAKE. That does not seem at all unreasonable,
and I am not objecting, but I think the propositions intro-
duced should first of all limit the area to the North-West
Territories of this exceptional power of appointment. In
the second place I think it should say persons of the sane
clams as those which are now by Act of Parliament in other
parts of Canada made part of the Civil Service. If he puts
in those two things he will have the whole discretion.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I have no objection.

Mr. MILLS. As the hon. gentleman has intimated, those
persons holding offices in the North-West Territory should
not be permanently included in the Civil Service because
their appointments are in their Lature temporary. Take
for instance, the appointment of a land agent at a particu.
lar place. After al the lande are disposed of and there is
no more work for him in that capacity, there is no reason
why he should longer continue in the Civil Service. When
he accepts the position he knows that, and therefore you
would not include such a person in the liEst of permanent
officials and give him any claim on the Government.

Mr. CASEY. I think the point referred to is an import-
ant one-that we should have here a definition of the
classes of officers who are to be brought within the Act. I
think the wording of the section would-though I do not
suppose that was the intention-incude some individual
offlcers and employés and bring them within the Act when
other officers of the same class would be left out. I think
the Act should specify clearly what classes of officers should
be brought within its scope.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would suggest a remedy which I
think would please the people of this country that, in place of
g etting legislation from year to year in amendment of the

ivil Service Act, which in my opinion and the opinion of
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others should never have been brought into existence, the
Government should repeal the Act; it would be the most
popular thing that they have done for a long time. I am
satisfied that the feeling of the country is that they have
tolerated this Civil Service Act-that they have put up with
it and they cannot see any object in maintaining such an
Act. If these additional amendments give the Governor in
Council power to superannuate a particular class I think
the sooner they are wiped out the botter, for I do not think
they will do any good. Abolish the whole thing.

Mr. CASEY. Does the hon. gentleman say we should have
no Civil Service Act at all, or is he objecting to this par-
ticular Act, which is a proposition I eau understand.

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, if the hon, gentleman would
make a good system-

Mr. CHAIRMAN. lon. gentlemen will please confine
themselves to the clause under discussion, as we cannot
now go into the merits of the Bill. The principle of the
Bill has been accepted and I intend that hon. gentlemen
shall confine themselves to the particular clauses which are
under discussion.

Mr. MITCHELL. That is very desirable, and I will
endeavor to confine myself to the clause. Will you tell me
which it is ?

Mr. CHAIRMAN. It le number three.
Mr. MITCHELL:

" The Civil Service, for the purposes of this Act, includes and consists
of all classes of employés in or under the several Departments of the
Executive Governinent of Canada, and in the office of the Auditor
General, included in the schedules A and B to this Act, appointed by
the Governor in Council or other competent authority before the firet
day of July, one thousand eight hundred and eighty-two, or thereafter
appointed in the manner provided by the CivilService Act from time to
time being in force, and such other officers and employés as the
Governor in Council or any Act may bring under the provisions of the
Civil Service Act."

Now, Mr. Chairman, it affords me great pleasure to find
that the old adage of new brooms sweeping clean is being
so wonderfully and ably demonstrated in the course pur-
sued by your honor, in calling me to order for so slightly
departing from the rules. I entirely approve of the course
you have pursued in calling attention to the matter ; but
still I would say this, that it is customary to allow a little
latitude in discussions like this in committee. I know it is
useless to oppose anything that this Government brings in
in the way of a Civil Service Act, especially when they
have English precedent for it. I did not intend to oppose
this particular clause of the Bill but to make a remark in
reply to theb hoh. gentleman who asked me if I opposed any
Civil Service Act. I would not oppose an Act for the pur-
pose of regulating the Civil Service, but I do oppose a Civil
Service Act which is surrounded by all these examinations
and this enormous clsus of officers-this system of exami-
nation which I hold does not give the people of the country
at large a fair opportunity. It confines the selection for the
Civil Service of this country largely to one class. I may
state, in conclusion, that I will vote against the Act and
every amendment to the Act, and I will be glad to soe those
recent amendments abolished.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is not the intention to extend at
all the provisions of the Civil Service Act in regard to such
officers as those in the North-West Territories, unless they
would be entitled to be brought under the Act if they were
in other parts of the country. On the suggestion of the
First Minister I would add these words:

And such other officers and emeloyés in the North-West Territories
holding positions which if held ia other parts ofCanada would bring them
under the provisions of the Civil Service Acta, etc.

Mr. MILLS. I would suggest that the hon, gentleman
go a little further and provide that all such Orders in

Mr. MITcIIELL.

Coincil shall be laid before Parliament during the early
part of the Session.

Mr. CR APLEAU. That is done by another part of the
Act.

On section 5,
Mr. CASEY. I think this clause is too wide altogether,

I do not know why it should b. here at all. This Bill lays
down the lines on which rules and regulations must be made
for appointments and promotions in the Civil Service, and yet
this clause provides that the Governor in Council may make
other rules and regulations.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I am willing to add "in comformity
with the present Act."

Mr. BLAKE. What is it wanted for ?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. With regard to a number of the

details in examination, the rules and regulations used to be
made by the Board of Civil Service Examiners. Since that
time the Treasury Board have made some rules and regula-
tions, which did not appear to work satisfactorily with those
made by the Civil Service Examiners themselves; and this
clause is nierely inserted in order to avoid difficulties of that
kind, to authorise the Governor in Council to make rules
and regulations not inconsistent with the provisions of the
Act.

Mr. CASEY. I understand that the hon. Minister wants
to give power to the Governor in Council to make provision
with reference to the details of examinations such as are
made by the Civil Service Examiners ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Partly that.
Mr. CASEY. Why not leave it to the Civil Service

Board ?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. I will give one instance. We might

reduce the number of subjects on which clerks should be
entitled to receive $50 additional. The regulation with
regard to that has already been made by the Civil Service
Board, but altered by the Treasury Board. It might be left
in the hands of the Government, and not to a special board.

Mr. CASEY. There is the question of policy involved.
I think the nature of the examinations should be decided
by the Government. But the question of all the details
connected with these examinations should be left to the
Board of Examiners. Such matters as the method of con-
ducting the examinations the Government should not inter-
fore with ; they are purely technical matters for the exam-
iners. I think the hon. Minister's intention would be carried
out by expressing it thus:

The Governor in Council ma, from time to time, make rules and
regulations for carrying out the provisions of this Act, respecting the
appointments and promotions of officers in the Civil Service.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. That is exactly the same thing. I
would move to add, after the wordI" regulations," the words,
"not inconsistent with the provisions of this Act."

Mr. CASEY. There might be regulations not inconsist-
ont with the Act, but not intended to carry out its provi-
sions-regulations relating te matters of detail which this
Act does not concern itself with, thus trenching on what
ought to be left to the Civil Service Examiners.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Itis very necessary at times that
the Government sbould interfere. Little difficulties may
abide, which cannot otherwise b eovercome. For instance,
a candidate may prosent himself for examination. His
papers are sent to him, but by a clerical error or something
of the kind, part of the papers fail t reach him.; and when
they are collected, it appears that h has answered all the
papers given to him, but that something is missing. In
that case, the Civil Service Examiners are in a difficulty,
because they are obliged to report that the candidate has
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mot answered all the questions, though it was not his fault;
but they do not feel that it is in their power to do anything
to reject that candidate. So that we are obliged by regula-
tion to say that that does not invalidate that candidate's
papers, but that ho should be allowed to pass his examina-
tion on the other papers at a future period. There are a
number of little details of that kind, and provided this sec-
tion is not inconsistent with the provisions of this Act, I
do not think my hon. friend should object.

Mr. CASEY. The case the hon. Minister states is one
that certainly would require the intervention of sodhebody,
but I think it would be met by giving the examinera them-
selves the power to deal with it. a

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I do not think so.

Mr. CASAY. I think in a matter of that sort, the Gov-
ernment should not interfere but should leave to the exam-
iners themselves the power to deal with it. It is just such
a question as gives the Government an opportunity of inter-
fering with an object. A case might occur where the can-
didate might be the pronounced friend or the pronounced
opponent of the Government, and we know that Govern-
monts will interfere in such cases. To keep that temptation
out of the way of the Government and prevent it from being
charged with interference from a political motive, it would
be botter to clothe the Civil Service Board with the power
to deal with such cases, and leave the clause in the shape I
suggest, giving them the power merely to carry out the
provisions of the Act. That is the usual form in which
such clauses are couched, and the Minister will find it to be
the most convenient way.

Mr. BLAKE. There are two divisions in this clause.
The clause deals with the appointments and promotion of
officers in the Civil Service and all other matters pertaining
thereto. What the hon. gentleman bas stated as his rea-
sons for requiring this power given the Governor in Council
comes under the second head embraced in these general
words, "and all other matters pertaining thereto," and
deals with questions as to accidents, we may call them,
which may happen in the conduct of the examinations. To
touch this matter first, I am strongly of the opinion that
it is botter for the Government service that the matter
should be managed by those who are appointed to be the
examiners. Let general regulations be made applicable,
not to a particular case but to all cases, if you please, gen-
oral regulations of the Governor in Council which will show
the principles upon which the Board of Examiners are
acting in all cases. Let these regulations be brought down
before us so that we shall see them, but let them be wide
enough, either by the Act or by the regulations, to enable
the examiners themselves to deal with the specific cases. I
have known of cases in my experience in which it was
stated that the examination paper was illicit. when the fact
of the matter was that it was a very hard examination paper
which the applicant would not be very well able to answer
at the time, and it is requisite there should be those who
are conversant with the tricks of the trade who could
deal with the particular cases which occur. For the Gov-
ernment, by Order in Council, to intervene in a specific
case and decide whether the candidate shall be permitted
to be examined again and on what terms, is worse than
absurd. A general regulation ought to be made; and if
there be any cases which cannot be provided for, it is botter
by general regulation to put these unprovided cases in the
hands of your examining board.to be dealt with on general
principles to be laid down by them, rather than expose the
Government to the unnecessary labor and other and more
serious inconvenience which belongs to their intervention
in a matter so peculiarly delicate as this. The law which
the hon. gentleman proposes goes much further than that;
he as given us an instance, as he says, under Ilthe other

matters pertaining thereto" whichl render this desirable,
but the law goos to ail matters respecting the appointments
and promotions of officers as well as examinations, which,

i indeed, are touched only by the general words. Now, I
have heard it stated that the standards have been altered
on occasions; that there have been examinations of indi-
viduals by special order of the Government. I do not aver
these things because I have not absolute knowledge of them,
but I have been told so; and 1 say that if there is any inter-
vention of that kind, it is an intervention which is of a most
vexatious description, and which ought not at ail to be admit-
ted by the Government or tolerated by Parliament. If the
examination is to have any force or effect at ail, it must be
understood by the examiners that they are not to be inter-
fered with in the discharge of their duty by the Government
or anybody else, and that their verdict is to be practically
final as to the result of the examination. Give them power
to remedy the defects or the casualties that may arise, but
let them do their duty. If there is to be any intervention
in any particular case, or if there is to be any general regu-
lation, that ought to be ordered to be laid before the House
we ought to see what are to be the principles of the
conduct to be followed. So much as to the examination ;
but the clause goes a great deal further, it empowers the
Governor in Council to make rules and regulations respect-
ing the appointments and promotions, and the hon. gentle-
man has not stated any particular in which his experience
has proved to him that this power is required. The power
is very wide ; we supposed that by the Act he had
made regulations as to the appointment and promo-
tions; one of the great bonefits of the Act are sup-
pod to be that by a general law we had suffi-
ciently provided for this. I quite agree that the
skill of the hon. gentleman, as that of any other man,
may be inadequate to provide for al possible contingencies,
and there may be some residuum of unprovided cases which
it may be necessary to deal With, but a general rule which
says the Governor in Council may make general rules and
regulations respecting the appointments and promotions of
officers is, on its face, very objectionable, because it seems
to say to the officers who are to be appointed, the terms and
rules and regulations are in the hands of the Government
after ail. I should like to get from the hon. gentleman more
of his experience of the practical difficulties which necessi-
tate this clause and necessitate it in these very ample terms6

Mr. CHAPLEAU. We do not intend to do anything
else but what the hon. gentleman has pointed out. There
are now, and we desire there should be in the future, some
general rules and regulations to carry out the provisions of
the Act, and at present the Government have under con-
sideration rules or regulations generally for the carrying
out of this Act. We have this power, we were not obliged
to ask it, and we might exorcise it, but I thought it was
botter to put in the Bill exactly what we were doing. I
have a letter in my hand which says that at some time the
intervention of such rules or regulations might be necessary.
An Order in Council has been passed regulating the per-
centage of points that would be exacted for promotion
examination to arrive at a second or a first class clerkship
or a chief clerkship. Well, one instance, I think it is the
only one, has occurred in which the Government interfered by
Order in Council with the rule and regulations for a special
case, and it is this: Last year there was a very strong
expression of opinion about the difficulties or technicalities
of problems which looked, as it was aid in this House,
more like puzzles than problems, and upon that promotion
examination the very best officers of some of the Depart-
ments would have had to be left out entirely in spite of the
requirements of the service except for this, that we thought
that the grade or the numberof pointswastoomuchextended,
and we accordingly adopted a rule, for the first timebut which
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hereafter is to regulate the examinations, not for one special
case but for all cases. We had to pass that since last Session.
And I must state that, on that occasion, for one or two offi-
cors, we passed a special Order in Council saying that the
number of points required in that examination-it was
arithmetic-should be reduced, I think, from 25 or 20
to 15. As I said, it might be necessary to change it I
do not say it would be desirable to change it for a special
case ; it is not undesirable; but it might be desirable to pass
a rule or regulation to that effect, and we do not want that
to be passed by any examinere, but for the Government to
have the responsibility of it. There bas been no case within
my recollection except that one, and I would be the first to
oppose any encroachment by the Government on the duties
of the Civil Service Examiners, and I think that justice will
be rendered to the head of the Department over which I
preside by saying that, in every case, I have stated that the
examiners, who are well qualitied to perform their duties,
should be supported. With the single exception I have
pointed out, it bas been carried out, and it is the intention of
the Bill to have it carried out. Those regulations will be
made by the Governor in Council, and we want them to be
so made with the responsibility of the Government. I intend
to add that these rules and regulations shall be laid before
Parliament within the first fifteen days of each Session. I
think it is a good suggestion, and I am ready to make it
because I want Parliament to know what is done.

Mr. BLAKE. I am very glad that the hon. gentleman
accepts that point. Does ho see any objection to inserting
the word "general" before the words "rules and regula-
tions ?'

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I have no objection.

Mr. BLAKE. Then another suggestion. The Secretary
of State has properly inserted the words "not inconsistent
with this Act." I propose to add "as to unprovided details
respecting the appointment and promotion of officers," so
that it may clearly appear that you do not get power to
override the Act in any way.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I would have no objection, but I do not
think it is necessary.

Mr. BLAKE. It shows that it is as to details, that you
are not interfering with the general question.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I may say that I intend to lay the
regulations before Parliament before the Session is over.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman says they have already
passed not only general rules and regalations, but, in two
cases, special orders whieh were not rules and regulations
at .ll. If they had the right, under the law as it
stood, to pass those general rules and regula.
tions and to make special orders in special cases,
there is no necessity for this clause. On the other hand, if
there is a necessity for this clause, they had not a right
previously to pass general rules and regulations or the spe-
cial orders to which ho referred. I cannot let the occasion
pass without saying, with regard to these special orders,
that I do not think any circumstances could justify that
particular kind of interference with the action of the exam-
iners. It is quite proper, if the percentage required is
found to be too high, to reduce it in all cases, but in this
particular examination it seems the standard was found too
high for those two individuals in particular, and in their
particular case the standard was lowered from 25 to 15 per
cent. The Minister did not tell us whether these were the
only two persons who failed to come up to the 25 per cent.
standard. If they were, although an irregularity was com.
mitted, there may have been no particular injustice to any
individual, but, if more than those two succeeded in getting
15 per cent. and not 25, thon there was an unfair interfer-

Mr. CaiPLEAtr.

ence to the detriment of the others. It was just such inter-
ference that this Act was intended to prevent, and that this
clause should be framed to prevent. I think, with the
amendments to which the hon. gentleman has agreed, such
interference would be impossible in the future.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Before that clause is
adopted, I would like to call the attention of the Secretary
of State and also the Finance Minister to this: As well as
I recollect, in former times those questions came largely
under the purview of the Treasury Board, and it appears to
me that this is a class of questions on which the report of
the Treasury Board ought to be had. Now, I understand
the Secretary of State is to become a member of the Trea-
sury Board, by one of the Acts now before the House, and
it appears to me that, in a clause of this kind, which gives
general power, it would be better that it should read "the
Governor in Council may from time to time, on report of
the Treasury Board," do so and so. We all know, at least
I break no official secret in saying, we all know pretty well
that the Treasury Board would be much more likely to sift
these questions than the general Committee of Council can
be, and I think it is not desirable that these matters should
be left solely, as 1 take it this would practically involve, to
the discretion of one member of the Government. The
tendency of affairs is, of course, always that each member of
the Government shall be more and more supreme in his
own Department, but, although that is perhaps inevitable,
I think that, in matters affecting all the Departments, as
the Civil Service undoubtedly does, the intervention of the
Treasury Board, if ever, would be particularly useful. I
should like to hear not only the Secretary of State but also
what the Minister of Finance thinks on this subject.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Of course the Governor in Council
will consult the Treasury Board in matters pertaining to
the Treasury Board, and, in matters concerning the exam-
iners, will consult the Board of Examiners. It is for that
purpose that it will be made general, but the Government
will take the advice of the Treasury Board and of the
examiners in matters pertaining to them respectively.

Mr. BLAKE. StiU, there is no doubt that, in practice,
unless the hon. gentleman's Cabinet is in this particular, as
I admit it is in other particulars, a very exceptional Cabinet,
matters of detail which require special information, com-
paratively minor matters but still matters of importance,
are run by a member or two. There is not the opportunity
of mastering and there is not the time for discussion in a
large meeting of thirteen or fourteen persons ; and, for my
part, though I may be called revolutionary in that regard,
while in matters of large consequence involving large prin-
ciples, i like to see, if there is to be an executive authority,
the authority of the Governor in Council exercised, in
matters in which the Council bas to depend practically upon
one man, and cannot look into the subject further-I will
give an instance, the appointment of a large number of
comparatively minor officers- I think it is a better security
that the Minister himself shall have the power, because the
Minister then bas the responsibility. The board is the
screen for the Minister if the matter is filtered through the
Council. I admit that, if you are passing only general
regulations that involve only general matters of principle,
it may not be ill that the Council should pass upon them ;
but, if any question of detail are involved as to particular
examinations, I think you would have a more general sift-
ing of it if the sub-committee of the Council, the Treasury
Board, was responsible than if the whole Council was
responsible ; you have a more practical attention given to
the matter.

Mr. CHAPLEJAU. And so it will be, and so, I think, it
must be. At that time there was a permanent au b-committee
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of the Council for the Civil Service. That suh-committee
has disappeared now; but the greater part of their duties
are now performed by the Treasury Board. We could not
give it any other shape than the shape I have given it in the
Bill. It will be done in this way: We were obliged to
mention the Governor in Council, though in fact, as the hon.
member has mentioned, it is better that it should be done by
the Minister or by a board ; and in those cases a part of the
work will have to be done by the Treasury Board, and a
part of it by the Board of Civil Service Examiners.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That being the case, I
do not see that there is any serious objection to inserting
the words " the Governor in Council may from timo to
time, on report of the Treasury Board."

Mr. CHAPLEATU. There is an objection. It is better
to put it in this way.

Sir RICH ARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not see where the
objection comes in, unless, indeed, it be meant, practically,
that the Secretary of State shall run the service on his own
account much more than at present. The hon. gentleman
is making t e Secretary of State an ex ooicio member of the
Treasury Board, and that being so, I think we ought to
include "on report of the Treasury Board."

Mr. MULOCK. It seeme to me that this clause is altered
even more than the Secretary of State desired. In the 5th
section it reads: "The Governor in Council may from time
to time make rules and regulations."

Mr. CIAIRMAN. That has been changed. It reads, as
amended :

" The Governor in Council may, from time to time, make general
rules and regulations not inconsistent with the provisions of this Act,
respecting the appoiutments or promotionsofofficers in the Civil Service,
and all other matters pertaining thereto.

Mr. MULOCK. That removes my objection.
Mr. CASEY. I desire to ask the hon. Minister, under

what authority the rules and regulations hitherto made by
the Council, and the special orders to which he refers, have
been made ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Under the general authority of the
Government for administering the publie affairs, and no
other.

Mr. CASEY. I do not think the general authority of the
Government administering the public affairs, entitles them
to interfere with the provisions of an Act of Parliament.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I do not admit that. The Govern-
ment has the right to execute what the statute requires by
Order in Council, and in this case we did it.

Mr. CASEY. I am aware that Governments frequently
do things that the general authority of Governments does
not authorise them to do, but I did not expect the Minister
would tell us that so plainly.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. For that I claim absolution. It has
been done.

Mr. CASEY. It is, thon, a fait accompli.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. And the hon. member should not

complain; it will not be doue any more after this clause
becomes law.

Mr. CASEY. No, but I certainly supposed that the hon.
Minister, when confessing to these things, which are an
infringement of Acta of Parliament-

Mr. CHAPLEAU, Oh no, I did not say that.
Mr. CASEY. Oh, yes, they were, because he says he

made particular orders with regard to individuals, which1
were undoubtedly an infringement of the Act. I supposed,g
in confessing to these acts, ho would have claimed some1
authority under this Act, or some other Act; but since he 

h bas put it on the score of the general powers of Government
and admitted the fait accompli, that is all I wish.

On section 6,
Mr. BLAKE. I see thore is some change-" from time

to time" is added, and so on. Now, if I rightly recollect,
the original clause which this is intended to alter, was intro-
duced with reference to a proposed reorganisation of the
Civil Service. It was thought proper that the Governor in
Council should have power to make a scheme for the reor-
ganisation of the Civil Service; and that scheme having
been made. from that time out, I presumed, the alterations
in that scheme occasioned by the increasing exigencies of
the public service would be practically provided for by
Parliament, by the proposed votes in the estimates, or by
other parliamentary authority from Session to Session.
Now that was not an unreasonable proposal, and the Gov-
ernment, upon the report of a commission upon that sub.
ject, and taking the whole question into account, wished to
lay down a scheme, and we gave them that authority. But
what the hon. gentleman now proposes to do is to insert
these words "from time to time" so that there shall be at
all times, and all the time, a power in the Governor in
Council to go on determining an increase of officials pro-
vided that the total amount of the salaries of the whole
number shall in no case exceed that voted by Par-
liament for the purpose. Now that special provi.
sion was put in in reference to the first reorgan-
isation. We gave a very large vote for the Civil
Service. The Government said to us that they wanted to
distribute that money in accordance with the scheme
that they were going to make; and therefore they took this
very wide power of naming as many men in each Depart-
ment as they thought, under the new seheme, would be
proper for the efficiency of the service, with the sole limita-
tion that all the money they spent on salaries should not
exceed the total amount already granted them by the votes.
That was well enough for that occasion, but I do not at all
agree that it is well to make that permanent from year to
year, "from time to time," and that the Government
should say: We have the undisputed authority ourselves-
for we have satisfied Parliament that 8100,000 or 8 1,000,000
divided into so many salaries, for so many mon, are required
for the public service-we have authority ourselves to add
10 or 15 employés to some Departments more than we have
asked Parliament to pay for if we find that we can lop off
10 or 15 employés from any of the other Departments. I
think they ought to provide the numbor of officers each
Session, the system having been once established, that
is required for the publie service. I do not mean to
say, of course, that in any particular emergency Gov-
ernment has not ample authority to employ temporary
officers-of course they have the authority and nobody
quarrels with them; but to place mon on the permanent staff
of the service from time to time, provided only that tho
whole amount shall not exceed the sum voted for the whole
salaries of all the officers, was not intended, and is a danger-
ous innovation. I do not make any observations on the
2nd sub-section of section 6, because that will have to be
discussed by itself.

Mr. CASEY. I think in addition to the objection I pointed
out, which I understand to be the one my hon. friend mon-
tioned as to allowing the Government to distribute the
moneys amongst the different Departments as they please,
that there are other objections. That objection itself was a
very strong one. Parliament is supposed to know what it
is doing when it votes a certain sum of money for paying
salaries in any particular Department; but as I understand
this clause, it would allow the Goverument to alter that
distribution afterwards and give less to one Department and
more to another, as they please. That is an entrance for a
considerable abuse, for it is quite possible to appoint a larger
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number of officers in any Department that the appro-
priation for that year would be sufficient to pay.
it is quite possible to take men into the service, who are
very pressing for occupation, with an understanding some-
thing like ibis: "We shall not be able to give you much
money this year, only the savings we can effect in the
Departir ont ; but next Session we shall come down to Par-
liament and point out how we were compelled by the noces-
sities of the service to take in 5, 10 or 20 men; that we were
only able to give them trifling salaries in the meantime, but
now we ask the flouse to vote supplies sufficient to pay
those mon properly whom the exigencies of the service have
compelled us to employ. We shall ask the House also, see-
ing we were not able to pay them proper salaries last year,
to grant a vote sufficient to recoup them for the deficiency
in salary during that year." That would be a very plausible
way of putting the matter to the House, and it would pro-
bably pass without notice. Parliament should not only
have the right of saying how much money is to be spent in
the Civil Service and also in cach Department, but to doter-
mine how many men should be employed in each Depart-
ment. We are in the habit of getting detailed statements
in the estimates of the salaries to be paid to so many
first-class clerks and so many second-class clerks and
so many third-class, and we should not break up that habit.
We sbould not only know how many mon are to be employed,
but how many of each class. The appointment of these men
even on temporary salaries and the fct of their being placed
on permanent service lays the country under an obliga-
tion to continue them in office and to pay them for the
future, and the Government, in exercising the power to
decide the number of men to be employed, practically
places Parliament under an obligation to pay them so long
as they remain in the service. This is practically a pro-
vision to allow the Government to increase the estimates for
each Department at their own discretion.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The hon. gentleman has misunder-
stood the clause. It is the intention that each Department
shall not exceed its own vote. I move that the clause be
amended by making it the collective amount of salaries to
each Department.

Mr. BLAKE. There are difforent, separate and indepen.
dent branches of Departments. There is the Marine and
the Fisheries and the Indian and Privy Council.

Mr. CASEY. Why not insert the word "branches?"

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. There are two or three
Departments under one Minister. There is the Depart-
ment of Fisheries, the Department of Marine, the Depart-
ment of Interior, the Department of Indian Affaire. These
are separate Departments, but two of them are under one
Minister. According to the law they are separate Depart-
ments; and to use the word "branches " would not answer.

Mr. CASEY. If it is understood that large branches
legally and technically constitute different Departments,
that section as proposed to be amended meets my objection.

Mr. BLAKE. It does not remove my objection wholly.
I admit the amendment is an improvement to the clause as
originally proposed, but it is an improper innovation. The
clause as it stood was originally a temporary clause
designed to give an elastic power to the Governor in Coun-
cil to meet a particular exigency. That exigency was this:
It was stated by the Government to Parliament, and Parlia-
ment accepted the statement, that the Civil Service of this
country required to be reorganised, and the Government
having had a commission on the subject, and having
obtained a theoretical organisation from that commissioner's
report, and having submitted that theoretical organisation to
Parliament, and Parliament having in a general sense
approved the scheme, it gave the Government power to

Mr. Caszr.

reorganise the service in general accordance with that
scheme. For that purpose it gave them power to deal with
the question of salaries and with the question of numbers ;
but it was not intended to give even to the Department still
less, of course, as the hon. gentleman has conceded, to the
service as a whole, power to the Governor in Council
from time to time during the recess to decide what should
be the number and salaries of the officers in the
Departments. There is an estimate for each Session. The
Minister of Finance brings down an estimate of the sums
that are required for the salaries of permanent officers. We
deal and discuss them, and ask the reasons why these
salaries and numbers are necessary. If the Minister wants
to make an addition to the Department the appointment
made should be an intermediate appointment, one of a tom-
porary character to meoet the needs of the service, and the
question of a permanent appointment should be submitted
to Parliament at its next Session. I do not dispute that
the Minister must have some discretionarypower to employ
a clerk when it may be necessary; but he shoiild not have
the power to place him on the permanent staff. Parliament
determines in the estimates each year what tly staff is to
be for the ensuing year, and that should not be altered at
the discretion of the Governor in Council during recess.
If a change is required it should be the temporary stopping
up of a gap until Parliament meets again and a change is
proposed. I want to know why a clause, which was tem-
porary in its nature, and which was designed to meet special
circumstances and conditions, should be made permanent.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is intended that the amount voted by
Parliament for each Department shall not be exceeded. The
clause is inserted merely to do this ; in my Department I
intend during the course of next year to determine the
number of officers required-and I may make a reduction
of one or two officers-in fact, to determine the theoretical
organisation of the Department. There is no danger of
Parliament allowing the people's money to be expended
without its authority. And the necessity, or rather the
opportunity, of making a change at certain times was that
which moved us to ask from Parliament that such a pro-
vision may be embodied in the Bill. At certain times it
might become apparent to the head of the Department, or to
the Government, that certain changes should be made in
the Department, or that they might be made from time to
time, or once a year, though the date is not determined. The
Minister may see, or the Government say, that the number
of officers should be so and so. The salaries of the Depart-
ment have been voted by Parliament, and more than that,
there is a clause by which no special amount of increase in
any way can be paid unless the salary is clearly fixed by
the estimate, and the sum apportioned in each particular
case. This would only determine what should be the
number of officer, and at the next Session Parliament
would decide whether those changes would be authorised,
and they would decide also the payment of the different
officers which might be determined upon during the vaca-
tion.

Mr. BLAKE. My notion is that the case mentioned by
the hon. gentleman is one which is easily answered. He
says the intention is that the Government should effect the
reorganisation of the Department, or the actual work of the
Department, by reducing the staff by one or two officers.
I tell the hon. gentleman that according to my notion the
pro p er way to do this is to bring. down the reorganisation
of the Department in the estimates for that year.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I cannot do that, because at the
prosent moment it does not depend on my will.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon, gentleman says he intends to do
it, and he knows that if he intends to do it he would do it,
else he would say that he intended to attempt to do it. I
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have no objection to give the Governor in Council power to
reduce the number as it exists-as we pass it in any year.
My apprehension is of a different kind altogether. The
good intentions of the Secretary of State-which I hope will
not go to pave the floor of that place which is said to be
paved with good intentions-I commend him for: I would
be sorry to say a word which would hinder his execution of
them ; but I do not know that it is necessary for this
clause to pass in order that he may relieve the office of one
man, if ho finds that ho can do it, if he has superannuated a
man or put him in another department, or got rid of him
in some other way, and does not want to fill the place until
next Session, and then say, I do not want to employ a man
in that place. I have no objection to agreeing that the
Governor in Council from. time to time may determine the
number, not exceeding the number voted by Parliament.
But what the hon. gentleman wants to do is to get power
to increase the number voted by Parliament.

Mr. CHAPLEAT. If it does not increase the salaries.
Mr. BLAKE. Yes; but this committee knows, I think,

enough of the operation of the Civil Service Act to know
that althoughli he will not increase the salaries in that year,
and perhaps not increase the number, ho will increase them
the very next year. They know the $50 increases, and if
you have two third-class clerks instead of one second, or two
whose aggregate salary this year is no more than one the
other year, next year there will be $100 increase instead of
$50, and they also know that there will be applications for
promotion and increased numbers on the staff. Now I do

ope, as the hon. Secretary of State does not want the clause
in order to keep offices which h lias power to fill, unfilled and
as there can be no objection, if ho does think ho wants the
clause, to give him power to reduce the number of officers,
or to make changes without increasing the number, that ho
will agree not to take the power of increasing the number of
officers Parliament has voted. I say it would be objection-
able to give the Governor in Council power to put on the
permanent staff of the Civil Service more mon than they bave
asked Parliament to vote for in the year. If ho finds that
an emergency requires more mon let him take them under
the general powers, which the hon. gentleman bas remarked
upon, as temporary officers, and come to us without their
having acquired a status; but do not let us give them power
to increase the numbers by 10 or 12-one in each Depart-
ment would give 13 new men-to increase by the number of
13 the men entitled to $50 increases, and to superannuation
and thon come down the next Session and say, I submit these
new men who have been appointed by the Governor in
Council who bas done it according to the authority of the
Act you passed last Session.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The hon. gentleman is obliged to put
forward a suppositions case in order to make a point
against this provision of the Bill ; but he forgets that if the
Government had any such intention as ho attributes to
them they might very easily evade them, as ho knows, by
the law as it stands. It is not our intention to increase the
number of officers necessary for the service, but if we had
such a bad intention it could be accomplished by the law as
it now stands. The power which is asked for is a power
which has been exercised, and which will be exercised pro-
perly, and it is a power which is not a dangerous power,
provided we do not increase the salaries of each Depart-
ment of the Civil Service.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman says the power bas
been exercised properly. If that is the case there must be
some authority for exercising it, and we -do not want the
power at all. But the more fact of this clause being
inserted, as it is in this Act-and I know it is in the old
Act-shows that there was authority needed for the exer-
cise of that kind of power, and therefore previous to these

Acts it cannot have been exercised properly. But the hon.
gentleman says it is not the intention to take advantage of
this power to increase the staff unnecessarily. Well, in the
first place it was not the argument of my .hon. friend and
leader that an unneoessary increase would be made-that
was not the gist of his argument. He says this clause was
only required for the purpose of making an increase which
might seem to the Minister perhaps to be necessary. In the
second place, whatever may be the good intention of the
hon. gentlemen we are not to take it for granted that every
other Minister in his place will have the saume intentions.
We have to frame an Act which will be a check on a
Minister who may happen to have bad intentions.
Supposing-as an hon. gentleman in front of me says- that
I should happen to fill that place myself, I think my hon.
friend would admit that there might be some necessity for
a check upon my actions. The great pointthat has been
indicated by the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake)
has not yet been answered; that this power of increasing
the numerical strength of the Department, aithough leading
to no important increase in the cost of the Department itself
for that year is sure to lead in the near future, perhaps in the
next year, to an increase in the expenditure. And it is not
only in the way of salaries that that expenditure will be
increased. We have had within the last two years a very
clear and convincing proof that the numerical increase of
the members of the service leads to expenditure in other
ways than mere salaries. Why, we began a year ago and
are still continuing a large building facing this building
which is rendered necessary solely by the numerical
increase in the different Departments, and that building
will cost a considerable sum of money. We have notice
therefore that the increase in the number of clerks, even if
it should not lead to an increase of salaries, even if you
could get 2,000 men for the pay of 1,000, or 1,000 for the
pay of 500, would lead to an increase in the way of provid-
ing accommodation for these men. The conclusion there-
fore is inevitable that the power to increase the numerical
strength of the Departnent, even if the expenditure in
salaries is kept for the current year within the appro-
priation of Parliament, inevitably leads to large future
increases of expenditure, not only on account of salaries,
but in the way of accommodation for the men appointed,
and therefore the increase of the numerical strength of
the Department is a pecuniary matter which should be
under the direct control of Parliament.

On section 6, sub-section 2.
Mr. BLAKE. I make the same observation with refer-

ence to this. The original clause was designed to deal with
the whole reorganisation of the civil service then in con-
templation, and on the theoretical organisation of the service
it was expected that there would be a number of supernu-
merary clerks. What was intended was that those then
attached, in excess of the number allowed by the theoretical
organisation, should remain as supernumeraries. Now, it
is possible that even at this day there are still supernumer-
aries over the thoretical organisation. I do net know how
that is. In arranging the theoretical organisation, you
decided how many men would be necessary to work the
Department, and you found that there were some mon still
in who were net up te that calibre, and therefore you bad
te turn them out or koep thom in in some shape or other.
Instead of turning them out yeu took the power te keep
them as supernumerary clerks. Since that time there has
been a considerable increase in the staff; a consider-
able number have been added oach year. The additions
would be made in the first instance from the supernumer-
aries. I should have hoped, therefore, unless the super-
numeraries possessed the saume vitality which the pensioners
of the war of 1812 seem te have, that-what with the
natural casulties te which flesh is heir, what with the swect
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retirement the Superannuation Act allows, and what with
the opportunities the increase in the permanent staff gives
the Minister to convert supernumeraries into permanent
clerks,-the necessity of this provision would have disap.
peared. But it has not disappeared, and if there are still a
considerable number ofsupernumeraries,I would like to know
how many there are in each Department to whom this pro-
vision applies, which we thought would have been got rid
of, instead of, as would appear, being crystallised into per-
manent shape.

Mr. CHAPLEJAU. I do not know the condition of things
in any of the other Departments.

Sir LEONAIRD TILLEY. I am under the impression
that when we adopted the theoretical organisation, there
were, in one or two of the Departments, three first-class
clerks. Then it was provided that two would be sufficient
to.be appointed permanently, and the third was considered
a supernumerary. I think that is the state of things at the
present moment; and if that be the case, the section is not
of great importance. We have not increased the number of
supernumeraries, and therefore I do not see that this section
is necessary to be inserted.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not want of course to embarrass the
service; but if this clause is necessary by reason of there
being some persons placed in that rank, the bon. gentlemen
might keep it in such a shape as just to answer that neces-
sity. By the language of the first sub-section, it is a thing
that goes on from year to ycar, forever-it has additional
vitality.

Mr. CASEY. It says that whenever any change is made,
these arrangements will come into force.

Sir IIECTOR LANGEVIN. When the theoretical
organisation was adopted, this provision was necessary,
and these officers were made supernumerary, and they had
no increase, in accordance with the general provision of the
Civil Service Act. If this section were dropped, that wonld
not prevent the provisions of the law being maintained and
applied to these persons. J do not suppose the supernume-
rary clerks now in the offices could be interfered with,
because sofar as they are concerned, the law would remain,
and they would bo kept as supernumeraries and paid
accordingly. Therefore I do not think there would be any
harni in dropping that sub-section.

Mr. BLAK E. I would venture to snggest to my hon,
friend to let it remain for the present, and to give it some
further consideration. I think it should either be dropped
if it is not wanted, or limited if it is still wanted.

which men could be promoted who would not be promoted
in the ordinary course of the Act. They are now occupying
positions, and are classified in a way they would not be if
the provisions of the Act had been followed. It is pro-
posed by this clause to crystalise that action, and to con-
firm them in positions they have obtained by a very peculiar
method.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is only to remove a few exceptions.
For instance, last year an employé by the name of Dixon
in the Department of the Interior had to be voted a sura of
8125 to make np his salary as first-class clerk, though by
the classification that existed before he was receiving his
salary under his class. Though he was of a certain class,
he was receiving a salary under it; and the Minister wish-
ing to keep him in the class he occupied by the Act that
formerly existed, we were obliged to make a special vote
for him. We want the first-class to be first class, and the
second-class second-class, and so on, so that no one will
receive a salary over or under his class.

Mr. CASEY. What is the meaning intended to be con-
veyed by the latter words of the clause "lhe shall remain
classified in the respective class in which he is serving."
Take the case of a second-class clork who is now doing the
duty of a first-class clerk.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I have taken a note of that. An
employé acting momentarily as a first-class clerk might
claim that class although he was only a second-class clerk,
I will make the clause read: "the respective class to which
he is appointed."

Mr. BLAKE. If a person is lawfully classed at present,
under the law, in a particular class, no doubt he will con-
tinue to be so classed without your puttingin this clause; if
he is not lawfully classed of a particular class within this
Act, then we are putting him by means of the Act in
a class to which he does not lawfully belong. Ie has been
unlawfully placed in that class, and although it may be
well enough that we should pass an Act of Parliament to do
so, we should understand the case. The hon. gentleman
said something about voting additional salary, but that did
not seem to me very well to bear on the case. "Any per-
son who is a member of the Civil Service at the time of the
passing of the Act shall remain classified in the respective
class to which he is appointed." Now, if lie was lawfully
appointed at the time of the passing of the Act to a first,
second, or third class, of course he will remain so; if he
was not we are putting him into it although he was not
lawfully appointed, and we ought to know for what reason.

Mr. CH APLEAU. I thought this clause might apply to Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What might arise isa case that may arise in my own Department. But I will . •o.a r s.
leave it for the presont, and consider whether ilt should bie this. Take the case cf men who are serving, I suppose, in
changed. a higher grade than fhat for which they have passed their

promotion. If this should pass in its present shape, al[
Mr. CASEY. 1 do not understand my hon. friend on this those mon would immediately become classed in a higher

side to object to the promotion of present supernumeraries, grade without having undergone any promotion examina-
but to object to the appointment of future supernumeraries. tion at all. That is not probably the intention of the Sec-

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Surely my hon. friend would not retary of State.
object to my taking an officer from a certain rank, where he Mr. CASEY. Toll us what is the special object cf the
is not needed, and placing him on the list of supernumer- clause.
aries, without giving him an increase of salary.

Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps the hon. gentleman, when he
deals with this clause before the louse, will give us a On section 8,
statement of how the arrangement has actually worked in Sir RICHARD CKRTWRIGII This will practicahly
the various Departments and how it stands to-day, and cause the increase cf a new officer. At present eue of these
what hie real object is if he thinks it necessary to amend tlree omoers must bo the eecretary. By altering the Iaw
the clause. and making it discretienaloeof the tbree may ho the

On section 7, secretary, and 1 take it fer granted the resuit will ho three
Mr. CABEY. In regard to this an explanation may come officers and almost inevitably a secretary as well.

In. The hon. Minister las told us of a couple of modes in Mr. ÇHAPLEAU. Yes.
M.r.rwBLrWn.
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Mr. CASEY. I think there is an important point left

out of this clause. I have frequentiy declared and must do
so again that the Board of Examineis should be distinct
from the Civil Service. The board is snuficiently under the
control of the Government already by being appointed dur-
ing pleasure without placing them more under the control
of the Government by declaring that they may be. also
members of the Civil Service and liable to forfeit much more
than their $600 a year given them under this Act if they
should happen to displease the Government of the day. I
contend also that members of the Civil Service are not the
men best qualified to conduct preliminary examinations of
this kind or the sort of examinations required for promo-
tion. We all know that the material for examinations, in
so far as they are at all technical, in so far as they relate to
the affairs of a Department, is provided, not by the Board
of Examiners, but by the beads of the Departments. The
board are not supposed to know the special qualifications
required for promotion in, for instance, the Inland Revenve
Department, or the Surveys branch or any scientifie Depart-
ment, or in the hon. gentleman's own Department. If
there is any special qualification beyond the literary
knowledge required for promotion into a Department, the
papers must be and are made out in the Department
itself, and therefore there is no reason for having examiners
in the Civil Service to conduct the promotion examinations.
Even if that were a reason, it is clear that the three mem-
bers of the board can only belong to three Departments,
and can have no special knowledge of any but their own
Departments. There is a strong argument against the
board being in the Civil Service, because it puts them
completely under the control of the Government. The
hon. gentleman smiles at the idea, but I am not accusing
him of wishing to bully the examiners by any means; I am
simply laying down the principle that it is not wise to take
the board from the Civil Service, and though the hon.
gentleman may be very careful and impartial he cannot
tell what his successor may be disposed to do. 1 would
therefore ask the hon. gentleman to amend this clause by
adding after the word "members " the words "none of
whom shall be members of the Civil Service."

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I said "hear, hear," to the hon. gen.
tleman's remarks, because I could not understand why the
nefarious influence of the Government over a public officer
in the service will be so bad and yet disappear completely
the moment the appointment is made outside the service ;
because if outsiders be appointed, they will have to b
appointed by the Government, and they will come under
the same influence as members of the Civil Service, with
this exception that they would be entirely dependent for
their position on the Government, and they would cost
about double the cost of members of the service. I do not
understand how the independence of a man like the
Librarian, for instance, or of Mr. Thorburn, is impaired
because we add to his trifling salary another small salary,
or how we would have a more independent man if I
chose the first outsider and gave him a salary, if it were
only $600. The motion of my hon. friend would have for
its result a higher salary and not a more independent exam-
iner, and perhaps a less qualified man than we have.

Mr. CASEY. It is a question what salary you would have
to give to an outsider. Several of us have expressed our
opinion, from some knowledge of this subject, that outsiders
could be had for $600 a year or less. That can only be
decided by attempting to find out what an outsider could be
got for, so I will not argue it any further. But the Minister
says: Do I suppose the independence of the Librarian, for
instance, would be affected by his adding to his already
trifling salary-

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I said, any more than anyone else.
139

Mr. CASEY. Of $2,400, I believe it is at present, though
I do not know what it is to be when the coming changes
are made in the organisation of the library. Would the
independence of the Librarian be affected by adding to his
trifling salary of $2,400 another trifling salary of 8600 ?
The inference is this. If the Librarian, in his capacity as
examiner, should happen to displease, I will not say the
Minister himself, but some successor of his, if he should hap-
pen to displease that successor in his capacity as examiner, ho
is liable to lose not only the $600, but the $2,400 also.
He is liable to lose 83,000 by an act displeasing to the
Minister, in his capacity as examiner, and therefore, the
higher the officer in the service whom you choose as
examiner, the greater salary he has at stake and stands to
lose if he displeases the Minister of the day by his severity
in the examination of some friend of the Minister's or
by undue lenity in the examination of some opponent of the
Minister. Therefore you have a double pull over a member
of the Civil Service when he is appointed examiner. Going
on to the point that the Civil Service examiner from ont-
side would be also appointed during pleasure, I admit that
he would, under the provisions of this Bill, but that is one
of the provisions I object to. We have not, I think,
come to the section stating the tenure of office. It is
stated somewhere, I think. I object in toto to having the
examiners, if they are to be permanent officers at all, if they
are to form a Civil Service Board in the sense which is
generally understood, appointed during pleasure. The Civil
Service Board in England are appointed on the same tenure
of office as judges. They are to exercise judicial functions,
and they are appointed during good bohavior, as the judges
are, and that is the only way in which they can be appointed
if they are to be made permanent officials. Of course, we
have been arguing already this Session that distinguishod
men might be engaged temporarily to provide papers for a
particular examination and be paid for that year only. That
is a very different thing, but, when you engage men per-
manently to discharge judicial functions, and to some extent
to control the destinies of the service, they should be
appointed on the same footing as the Auditor General, for
instance, holding office during good behavior, not respon-
sible to the Government for any act invlving an exercise
of judgment and not a dereliction of duty. I intend to move
an amendment in that sense either here or later, whenever
it appears most convenient.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The later the botter.
Mr. CASEY. I do not see in any other part of the Bill

any statement of the tenure of office by these examiners. I
had botter therefore put in the amendment here as to how
they shall hold office. I will add it to my other amendment.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not desire to detain the committee,
because there is no use in doing so at this stage, but I
wholly agree with the view, and I hope the Government
will consider the question before the third reading, that the
examiners ought to hold office during good behavior. I
believe it is really well deserving of consideration by the
Government. In England they hold office during good
behavior. You have that analogy. What is the reason? We
know the system of examination is different, but the reason
for the examiners holding office during good bebavior is
that the public may have an assurance that they are not
unduly controlled by the Government in the discharge of
their duty, and that reason will exist here. At this
moment you have on the Table a Bill in which you propose
to establish a set of officers to deal with another important
function, and you are trying to induce the country to
accept that because they are to hold office during good
behavior. Why not make these officers hold office during
good behavior, so that it may be known by the public that
they exercise their duties free from any governmental
influence? It would not do, if you did that, to appoint
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civil servants. If a civil servant was uin a more or less
dependent position-I do not use the word invidiously-if
he was under the restraints, obliged to the subordination,
dependent to a considerable extent for promotion on the
good will of the Government of the day, and that is his
main object, he is dependent, although you may give him
an independent office of $600 a year besides, and therefore
it would follow from the necessity of the case that, if the
examinera are to be made independent, they should not be
hereafter members of the Civil Service. I pray the hon.
gentleman not now to announce a final decision, but, in the
interest of the Government itself, and in the interest of this
system, which I do not think much of, being non.competi-
tive, to consider this question.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I may as well state that we do not
intend to change what has been done, but to leave it as it is
The Civil Service system is under progress of improvement,
and, up to the time when it comes to be a perfect machin-
ery, I do not think it is desirable that these officers should
be in such an independent position as the Auditor General
is. It las been found necessary bore and there that the
action of the Government should be an interference, not
with the duties of the examiners generally, but to have
what the wisb of Parliament was publicly expressed to be
feit, and I think it is desirable that, up to the time when
we have brought the Civil Service to perfection, and I do
not pretend that we have, it should not be changed. I do
not think there has been any complaint on this subjoct. We
may let it remain as it is, and no one will suffer.

The Committee rose; and it being six o'clock, the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recess.

House again resolved itself into committee on Bill
(No. 31) to consolidate the Canada Civil Service Acts.

On section 8,
Mr. MULOCK. The first clause of section 8 deals with

the matter of examinations. Before recess I observed that
the Secretary of State appeared desirous of considering, in a
reasonable way, as lie always does, suggestions for the
further improvement of this measure, and therefore I
venture to renew some suggestions I made to him on a
former occasion. I hope, after the delay that bas taken
place, ho las been led to see the matter in the way I
indicated. I do not know whether he knows my views on
this point. Perbaps he may have some suggestions to make.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I know what your views are. My
views have not changed.

Mr. MULOCK. Then I must point out and extend my
protest against a provision of this kind. It is proposed in
this section to create a board of examinera, for the present
to be three in number. We know very well that the number
will never become less than three; but, with the excuse
afforded by the increasing number of applicants, the Gov-
ernment of the day will be importuned, from time to time,
to increase that number. Now, I think it is to be deplored
that there should ho any unnecessary permanent additions
to the Civil Service of the country, and I think that the
system here recommended is calculated to develop in the
direction I refer to. If we look at the numbers that have
submitted themselves for examination since the Act was in
force, we find that in 1882, when it began, there were over
500 applicants; in 1883 the number had increased to a
little over 1,000; and in 1884 to over 1,100. I do not
know whether the three examinera were appointed in 1882
or not, but with the increasing number of candi-
dates, there must be an increased number of examinera,
or a radical change in the system. Now, if the hon.

Mr. BLAKE.

Secretary of State will consult the examiners, he will be told
by themn-if it requires any information to convince one of
that point-that it takes a certain length of time, which they
have measured off, I presume, to examine each paper of a
candidate. Now if we take 1,000 candidates and consider
the number of papers which they must present, it is easy
to see that the time necessary for three men to examine
these papers must be very considerable, and as the
numbers increase, the time required to make the returns
will also increase. Now, there have already been very con-
siderable complaints throughout the western part of this
Dominion, at least, as to the delay on the part of the
examiners in making the returns. I do not say that the
delay was attributable to them-I presume, under the pre-
sent system, it was unavoidable delay, and that they could
not read the papers any faster. But if the number of can-
didates increases, the delay will increase, and in fact
the end of it will be that we will not have the
returns of one examination made known, perhaps, much
before the commencement of the next examination. Now,
I propose to remedy that, and I have made a pro-
position which I regret to learn now from the Secre-
tary of State he does not propose to adopt. The
proposition I made is not an untried one; it is not a
mere experiment. It has in support of it the endorsement
of very considerable portions of the Province of Ontario. I
understand that even in the hon. gentleman's own Province
the same system prevails as in Ontario for the examination
of students-not, it is true, for the purpose of qualifying for
the Civil Service, but still a provincial examination of the
pupils attending the public schools. In the Province of
Ontario we have a board of examiners, but their duties
are confined to the preparation of papers, and the general
conduct of examinations; but the work of examining the
papers and the personal attendance at the examination are
conducted in the localities where the examinations are held,
by persons appointed for that purpose, and for that particu-
lar examination. Now, in proof of the beneficial effects
flowing from that system, as 1 mentioned before and repeat
nowwe can point with satisfaction to the general endorsement
of that principle by the people of Ontario; and I have been
informed, since the last debate, that the same style of
examination prevailing in the Province of Quebec is gene-
rally accepted as a satisfactory system. Now, what are the
advantages to flow from the system proposed by the Goven-
ment in this Bill ? None whatever. You have a certain
number of fixed officials, and we know what that means.
They begin their term of office with a certain salary-8600
apiece. One of them is made secretary, and ho has an
additional salary of $700. But what will be the certain
results of this, as regards a charge upon the public funds ?
These three examiners will, in a year or two, come to the
Secretary of State and point out that, whereas, when they
took office with a certain salary, the number of candidates
was so many; now, they will point out, the num-
ber has increased, as it must necessarily increase
in the country ; they will ask for a corresponding increase
in pay, and the hon. Secretary of State, or his
successor, will come down to the House, and recom-
mend the adoption of his report, and give them more pay.
Well, they will get their salaries gradually worked up, and
when they have got them as high as the House is likely to
raise them, we will be told that the labors devolving upon
them are onerous, and too much for them to discharge
efficiently, and we will be asked to appoint some more
examiner@, and finally these three examiners, with which
we start to-day, will become a large staff of examiners,
permanently fastened upon the Dominion. Now, I submit
that this is certain to become in time a most expensive
system to the Dominion, and one from which we will not be
able to withdraw, except at considerable cost-and in time,
of course, we shall have to retire them. All this can be
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avoided if the Secretary of State will only profit by the
experience of some of the Provinces, and to some extent
frame his system in view of that experience. When we
were discussing this matter before, the objection was raised by
the hon.-member for King's (Mr. Foster), who advocated
that the persons who read the papers should be the same
persons who set the papers, assigning as a reason that the
examiner who prepared the papers would better understand
the drift of the questions, and would therefore be botter
qualified to interpret the answers. Now, whatever force
there may be in that objection, as regards higher work,
no such objection can possibly have any force when we
consider the entirely rudimentary character of this exami-
nation. If we look at the character of the questions that
are submitted to candidates, we find they are of the
most elementary character. Take the last report of the
examiners, for the yearjust closed, and opening at random
on page 5, we will see what style of questions are sub-
mitted. The first question is on penmanship, if we
can call it a question: "Copy the subjoined extract;"
and there is an extract from some author which ho
is asked to write out-a pure examination in penman-
ship. The next question is on orthography, and here
are some misspelled words given, and the candidate is
asked to rewrite these words and spell them correctly.
Then, further on we find another question in penmanship.
Some copy is given, which the candidate has to rewrite.
At page 7 there are some other words misspelled, which
the candidate has to rewrite correctly spelled, and there
are some slightly harder tests in the matter of orthography.
Then we come down to the examination in arithmetic. Of
what does that examination (page 7, third paper) consist ?
It consists of the first four rules of arithmetic-addition,
subtraction, multiplication and division.

Mr. BO WELL. Is not that necessary?

Mr. MULOCK. I am not saying it is not necessary. I
am simply showing the elementary character of the test to
which candidates are subjected, and I think anyone can see
from these examples that there is not the slightest difficulty
in finding any number of persons competent to pass upon
the merits of these questions, in any part of this Dominion
where it is likely candidates will ever present themselves
or examinations be held. If we go to the qualifying exami-
nations, what do we find? Englishl grammar: The uses
of certain words are asked, and there is something about
adjectives. 1 am looking at the first question of each paper,
and I presume all the questions are pretty much the same.
The first question in the 7th paper is a question to divide
up a certain sum of money, £. s. d., among a certain num-
ber of people. Thon we have a paper on geography. The
first question is a very elementary one.

Mr. HESSON, We can all read that for ourselves ; it is
all on record.

Mr. MULOOK. A man may be able to road, and yet not
profit by his reading.

Mr. HESSON. Yes, read and profit thereby. It is wast-
ing the time of thei louse.

Mr. MULOOK. We have a censor in this House. There
is no one quite so wise as the hon. gentleman who has juast
spoken.

Mr. RESSON. This louse sits here at a cost to the
country, and we can read these documents for ourselves.

Mr. MULOCK. I presume this candidate is above all
examinations, Civil Service and otherwise. He is all per-
fection; he doos not require to pass any examination; nor

do his friends find it necessary; they are able to find their
way into the Civil Service, I am told, without passing even
this little elementary examination.

Mr. RESSON. The hon. gentleman is wrong there.
They passed, and passed wîth credit, too.

Mr. MULOCK. I am not wasting the time of the House.
Mr. HESSON. Yes, you are.
Mr. MULOCK. I am addressing myself to the subject

under discussion, and I am advancing nothing but what
seems, to my judgement, to be a reasonable and proper argu-
ment, wholly applicable to the point under discussion. I
submit that if my arguments! had weight with this House,
it would be of advantage to the country. It would be of
advantage, also, to the service, and conduce to economy,
and I trust economy, at all events, will be considered by
the Secretary of State in this matter. This, as I was say-
ing, when I was interrupted by the polite and accomplished
member, was a sample of the questions submitted to candi-
dates, and I mention it to show the character of the examin-
ation. The first question in the 8th paper, which was on
geography, was: Name and define imaginary lines round
the earth. Next we pass to the subje3t of history. In
British history the first question was: Name five of the
most important events in British history. There are some
subordinate questions in regard to Canadian history. Then
we pass to other papers, until we reach the paper on compo-
sition, and so on. I ask hon. members whether it would
not be a very simple matter to have a number of points
throughout the Dominion, far more than there are at pres-
ent, if they were necessary, to which we could send the
questions prepared and place them in safe hands. Let
those questions be handed out to candidates on a given day,
and the answers read and values assigned, the returns to be
made to the central point, and thus the results of the
examination be made known to candidates and the public.
It must be borne in mind that these are not competitive
examinations. No relative standing is given to the candi-
dates. It is true that a standing may be given, to some
extent, when the question of appointmont or promotion
arises. Inasmuch as there is no relative standing given, at
all events, with respect to the preliminary examination, I
see no reason why the system I have mentioned should not
be adopted. It would prove of great service to the country.
At present, examinations are held only at certain principal
points; but under the scheme I have sketched they might
be held in every county in the Dominion, and thus much
money and time would be saved to the candidates them-
selves. However, as I see the hon. Minister smile, I sup-
pose, like his colleague, he proposes to continue the central.
ising policy of the Government. For these reasons I think
the Secretary of State could very well modify this clause,
to some extent at least. If the hon. gentleman does not
see his way to do so, I may, while in committee, or at all
events I shall, at a later stage, take the opinion of the
House on this question, for we are making a great mistake
in creating this new board to be an additional incubas upon
the tax-payers of the country.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). When this question was
under discussion in another shape, a short time ago, I took
occasion to follow the same line as that adopted by the hon.
gertleman who bas just spoken, in condemning the expense
connected with the existence of a board of this kind. I
believe that in the Province of Ontario, and from what the
hon. gentleman has said, I am convinced that Quebec is
similarly situated, the ordinary high school examinations
would meet every case, as regards the primary examinations
for candidates for the Civil Service. I took some little
trouble to obtain a copy of the papers that are set for the
examinations for entry into the high schools, and I found
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those are invariably more difficult and the papers more
numerous than they were at the examinations that appear
in the report of the Civil Service examiners for the primary
examination for the Civil Service. When those high
school examinations embrace the same subjects, when
they are more difficult in character, it certainly should
follow that as regards qualification of candidates
those who pass examinations for entry into the
high schools are quite as competent as those who pass
the preliminary examination before the board of examiners ;
and there is an additional fact which must not be forgotten.
The cost of the examination for entrance into the high
schools, throughout the Province of Ontario, is only 75 cents
per pupil, while here it was demonstrated, by a statement
made recently, that the cost of these examinations was
something like 86 per candidate. Now, undoubtedly the
committee should hesitate before adopting the scheme, and
should, at this stage of the Bill, make some effort to remedy
a state of affairs which, as has been shown by the hon. gen-
t!eman who has just sat down, threatens to be a serious cost
to the people of this Dominion. I am sorry that the Secre-
tary of State did not adopt some of the suggestions, which
were made in the kindliest spirit, before recess. I think
myself that the whole tenor of this Bill is of avery undesirable
kind, and I think the clause before us has the effect, not in
relieving the Administration of the responsibility of making
appointments to the Civil Service, but to make these
appointments as much under the control of the Government
of the day as ever they were, while at the same time appar-
ently removing the responsibility from the Administration.
Now, I believe, with the hon. member for Northumberland
(Mr. Mitchell), in his statement this afternoon, that it
would be much preferable to remove a Bill of this kind from
the Statute Book entirely than to pass it in its present state.
We know that a majority of the commission, on whose report
the Bill was drafted, of which this clause forms a part,
recommended an entirely different course of procedure.
Tney recommended that the English course be pursued;
that the Civil Service shonld be independent of the Govern-
ment of the day ; that their position should be held by them
much in the same way as the positions of the judges are
held. Yet, we see that the tendency of this clause, and
others which must necessarily be considered in conjunction
with it, is still further to give the Administration a more
absolute control than ever over the appointments. I have
here copies of the examination papers in the second forms
of the high schools of Ontario. They embrace something
like eleven subjects, including drawing, Euclid, physics,
literature, junior Latin, and English history, besides the
supplementary subjects which are embraced in the examina-i
tion before the Civil Service Commission. Now, if that is
the case it shows conclusively that the examination is not
one which should cost the amount of money and require
the machinery which is provided for in this Bill. It appears
clear to me that if the machinery which is already avail-
able throughout the Province of Ontario for the examina-i
tion of teachers is not adopted, much simpler machineryj
than is provided here could readily be provided, and1
it would readily meet all the requirements which are1
necessary in order to pass the examination for the Civil,
Service. There is another matter in the same connection toj
which I wish to draw the attention of the committee. It
was mentioned by the hon. the Secretary of State, before
recess, and it is quite within the scope of this clause, and itJ
is this: that complaints had arisen as to papers having been1
lost in transmission from the places where the examinationsi
were held to the commissioners here. I cannot understand,4
from my reading of the Bill, how such a difficulty could have
arisen, or how such a loss could have occurred. AsI under-1
stand, wherever the commissioners do not appear in person
they appoint substitutes, who preside at the examination,
and -these papers, whenever they are worked out within the1

Mr. CAMERoN (Middlesex).

time provided by the regulations laid down, are put into
the possession of the presiding examiner. Under these
circumstances, it appears to me that the fault must remain
with the administration of the service, and that it is not
one that can be treated by the parties undergoing the
examination as an excuse for any consideration being shown
them. Now, Mr. Chairman, if these facts are as I present
them, I believe we are undertaking a very costly machi-
nery; we are undertaking a work, the magnitude of which
has been very evident in its growth within the three
years in which it has been in operation. It is a work
which we must realise is still in its infancy, and which,
after all, is not by any means securing to us any of the
results which we had hoped in seeing these examinations
provided for the candidates who are desirous of becoming
members of the Civil Service of the country.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I cannot approve of the system
upon which the board is constituted at resent, and I.,pre-
sume that under the Bill the board will e constituted as it
already exists ; it will allow the Minister to select as mem-
bers of this board members of the Civil Service. I believe
the system is a bad one, because if a member is taken from
the Civil Service where hlie has his duties to perform, his
appointment will destroy his efficiency in that branch
of the service. On the present board we have the
Librarian. If his time is fully required for the office of
Librarian his time should be devoted to that work. It
is well known that the duties of that position are compre-
hensive; they are extensive, and I presume it would
require the whole time of the Librarian to be devoted to the
work of the Library, instead of his being taken away
and drafted into some other branch of the service.
I believe that is a bad system, and one that is calculated
to impair the efficiency of the service. We did
hear, awhile ago, that the Library was to be
supplied with another Librarian, who is to be appointed.
Is that one of the results of taking up the time of
the Librarian in those extra-jdicial services required
on the Board of Examinersa? Now, we find that the
Librarian has 82,400 a year; and we find that he got last
year $300 for his duties as examiner. I do not think that
any of that sum was deducted from his yearly salary; his
pay was going on and extra pay was allowed him. Hie was
also allowed $144 for mileage. Now it does appear to me
that the system is not right; that this tendency to central-
ise power and indfluence in the Crown is not right, and that
it is contrary to the well-understood wishes of the country.
Now, I have an idea that our teaching system is a good
system; I believe it is a wise system ; I believe in every
Province of the Dominion it is well conducted. I believe
the management of our school boards is as good as it can
possibly be, and I believe that if we trusted the examin-
ation of our Civil Service to the school authorities the work
would be much better done, and would be attended with
much less expense. I think it is a reflection on the
scholastic authorities to say that they are not competent to
perform this work, which is entrusted to members of the
Civil Service, at the risk of impairing their usefulness in the
walks of life in which they are engaged in the Civil Service
at present. It cannot be denied-I do not think the
Secretary of State would deny it-that in every part of the
Dominion of Canada there are many gentlemen well quali-
flied to examine candidates for the Civil Service. The
member for North York (Mr. Mlock), has read an exami-
nation paper submitted to fthe candidates for the Civil Service
examination last year. Why, Sir, it would be almost an
insult to any teacher in the common schools to say
that they were not qualified to examine these candidates.
It would be a reflection on their honesty to say that they
could not conduct the examinations quite as honestly as
they are conducted under the present system. There is
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the possibility that under the present system favoritism expense, with greater efficiency, with perhaps greater regard
may be shown. Under the school system the examina- for justice and fair play te ail those candidates, by allowing
tions would be entirely free from favoritism. Nothing but the seheol authorities throughout the country to examine
merit, and merit alone, would be acknowledged by those them. They have shown by their studies, from the highest
boards. There would be no party bias influencing men, te the Iowest departments of learning, that they are well
and every candidate who presented himself would be qualified to discharge those duties, and i trust such will be
examined upon bis merits. Now, I think these examina- left to then, instead ef the Governnent taking pensons from
tions could be conducttd under that system with very the Civil Service, multiplying their offices and lessening the
little expense. The hon. member for North Perth (Mr. efflciency of the difforent services to whicb they belong
lesson), objects to this discussion. He objects to any di- under the present egulation.

cussion that tends to lessen the expenses of this country.
1 am astonished that any member of this House should find Mr. CEaAPLEAU. I have not learnod much, since the
fault, when just criticism is being made of a measure, when othen day, by the discussion. 1 suppose it is quite panlia-
the object of that criticism is to save the money of the mentary to waste lime in the discussion of a question, as it
people of this country. Now, last year $4,661.64 were is nnparliamentary to say so. I have not the right te say
expended for examining these candidates for the Civil Ser- it, but the least I can say is that I have the right te think
vice. I believe the work could be doue for one-fourth of It, and I do believe iL. I believe we have been wasting
that sum, if it were left to the teaching body of this Dominion. time in this discussion-wasting time in abusing the Libranian
It should be entrusted to them; and, if it were, the results for having been a long time away from his duties, for ho
would perbaps be more honest than they are at present. Ilias not been. My hon. friend says the Libranian has no
certainly will protest, and strongly protest, against this time te correct the examination papers. Ai the year
system of having everything centralised here, and of con- round, except during the Session, li las from 4 oclock in
lerring all these powers upon the Crown. I believe it is a the afternoon unlil 10 o'clock the next day, and I suppose
bad system; I believe it sbould not be extended; I believe if li likes te use bis spa-e time te do that work he has a
this power should be conferred upon the teaching authori- right te de it. But it is a waste of Urne le discuss this any
ties of this country; I believe they are competont, they are further, and I hope the fouse wiIl continue te approve the
honest, and they would discharge the duties required in a position the Government has taken, that the three examiners
botter manner than they can possibly be discharged under are well qualified. That they are in the service of the Govern-
the present system. I believe the cost would be minimised nent dees net disqualify them as examinons, because they
I believe the expeuse would be trifling; and the hon. Secre. would be Goverument employés if they were taken from
tary of State will be remiss if he does not submit the outside. Their independonco is net dirinished, and there
examination of the candidates for the Civil Service to thei8 nothing wrong in this aspect cf tle system we have. The
teaching authorities of this country. The present system lon, gentleman, like bis predecessor in the discussion,
is a most vicious system, inasmuch as it allows the Minister las said' that those examination papens couid and
to appoint those already in the service to conduct the exam- should be corrected oulside by othens. The hon.
inations. Who can tell the results to the interests of the member for Bothwell (Ui. Milîs), the ether day, said ne,
library that may happen while the Librarian is away se as te have regulanity in the examination and uniformity
attending to the examination of these candidates? I do in the kuowledge nequired for the service, and the lin.
not for a moment doubt the ability of the Librarian to con- member for Bothwell (Mr. Milis) was iglt. For the uni-
duet them, but I objeet to the principle of taking him fr om formity, for the negularity, for the inpartiality cf those
bis other duties, where he might be so usefully examinations, they must be had at a central board; and as
employed, as a man of ability, in many ways, iu I said before, thee must be a central board for the promo-
extending the usefulness of the Library, and in making tien examinatiens, ami the same beard for examinatiens for
its usefulness felt in the country, instead of being taken promotion as Ihat for the pneliminary and qualifying exami-
am ay to examine candidates in these questions which were nations. One or two hon. members said that those exami-
renad to us to-night by the hon. member for North York nations were tee easy. Last year there was a spontaneous
(Mr. Mulock). I think it is out of keeping altogether explosion, I miglt say, cf opinion in the fouse that the
with the position of the Librarian. I believe it is injuri- examinations for outrance te the service were tee difficuit,
ous to the service; and I hope the Minister will well tee puzzling; Ihat lhey were oulside of the range of know-
consider and weigh the effects of taking any member of the iedge necestary for a goed employé. We have met these
Civil Service from the duties he is expected to discharge in hon, gentlemen as well as we could; the examinens have
keeping with the salary ho receives, and giving him extra donei anectsby putting
judicial duties, which can be discharged at very much less the examinatiens at a ]evel which is sufficient te quahfy a
expense than at present. Now, I find that on this board good civil servant. We wcre told that if those examinaliens
there is another member ofthe Civil Service, and ho also gets, were mado ail over the country, they miglt go quieker;
in addition to is salary, $300 as an examiner, and also and the hon. member for North York suggested we miglt
some travelling expenses. Now, all these travelling have examinations in ail the counties ef the Dominion. 1
expenses could be done away with, every one of them, know that we miglt send eut papers te every county for
if we had the papers submitted to the school boards. the use et those wli wanted te be candidates, but thal
The expenses would not amount to more than a trifle; and would entail the empicymont of 210 sub-examiners, at 85 a
I will not submit to have a measure of this kind passed by day oaci. Hon, gentlemen said that was net tee mucl for
this House without protesting against it in the strongest a wonk iasting a day or twe; and only two days-tlat would
possible language, because I believe it is wrong. If the be 82,110 cf cost, instead of about $957. Thus, when the
duties of the Library requireaLibrarian, he shouli be there thing is reduced te calculation, everybedy will see that the
during bis whole time. If he is required only for a part of preseut sysîem 18 the cheapest, unless the flouse wants te
the year, thon it should be so defined, and for the rest of the decide that the Government should net pay 85 a day te sub-
year we should not be expected to pay him. I do not think examinons, and we might deduct a litho from off Ihat,.but
he should be paid for.two offices, if the one office is sufficient oulside of that thene is nothing te be deducted. I cannot
to keep him occupied. I think it is a wrong principle, and 500 any good reason le change, and I lhink it is a bas of
I hope it will not be continued; and I think the examina- lime te repeat arguments that have alneady been repenled
tien cf these candidates cfuldosae conduniedfdtatuhh lasi i tarei or four limes.
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Mr. CASEY moved that after the word "members," on

the 30th line, the following words be added: "who shall
hold office during good behavior."

Mr. CHIAPLE AU. I have already said that these
officers hold office exactly as do the clerks in the differont
Departments hold their appointments, and the choice we
have made in the appointments to this board prove that
the Government does not intend to remove the members of
the board for nothing. It would be very bad policy for the
Government to appoint a board of examiners that would be
completely independent of any action of the Government.
It is necessary that they should be under the supervision of
the Government, not as regards their proceedings, but that
they should remain as they are. The Government having
the responsibility of the action of the examiners, should
retain the former to replace them if found necessary. A
good officer has the responsibility of the Government to
assure his continuance in office, and these officers will not be
kept in office if they do not their duty. What has been
going on well before should be allowed to go on well
hereafter.

Mr. CASEY. That is just where I have to differ with
the hon. gentleman-on the question of principle. I think
it Is absolutely necessary to any fair Civil Service examin-
ation that the examiners should be independent of the
Government, and the Minister has given no reason why
they should be under the supervision of the Government or
subject to dismissal for cause. Of course the Government
will not dismiss them for nothing. Nobody ever imagined
that; but what we are afraid of is, that the Govern ment may
sometimes dismiss them for something, for doing something
or failing to do something which the Government wished
them to do. The only reason for havi ng these examulations at
ail is to prevent the Government from taking into the service
inefficient men. The exami nation is the test of efficiency, and
in order that this test should be had fairly, the court must
be absolutely free from control by the Government in their
actions. Otherwise, nobody wili have the least confidence
in their decisions or expect to find those decisions
impartial. We have had the confession to-day from
the Minister himself that the Government had interfered
with the board of examiners by making them pass men
they refused to pass because they wore incompetent. He
says the Government will not do it again, but as they did
it without authority once they may possibly do it again.
The certificate of the board of examiners should be final,
not subject to alteration by the Government or anybody
else. The decision they come to should be a final and con.
clusive decision, not subject to revisionby anybody. Failing
that, a board of examiners at ail is a perfect farce. The
Minister drew a paralleL between the examiners and the
heads of Departments ; he says they both hold office on the
same terms. It is quite proper the head of a Department
should hold office during pleasure, because ho is the more
instrument of the Minister for carrying out his wishes, and
should be dismissed when he fails to do so. But the board
of examiners are not meant to be the instruments of the
Minister's wishes. They are put there as a check on the
Minister, just as the Auditor General is put as a check upon
the expenditure of the Ministers, and for the same reason
that the Auditor General is not removable at pleasure, the
board of examiners should be irremovable.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I challenge the hon. gentleman or
anybody else, to say that for the last two years, and i speak
only of that time, because I have only been in the office that
time, there has been a single instance in which favoritism on
the part of members of the Government has called the atten-
tion of the public with regard to those examiners. The con-
trary has been the case. I might quote, for example, my
own De tmont. The son of one of the best and oldest
employ in my Department has been twice refused for

Mr. CHAPLEAU.

ontrance examination, and it is so well known that the
iMinister has no interference with the duty which devolves
on the examiners that I did not hear of it till the other day,
and thon through a stranger. I challenge any one to say
that favoritism has been shown. The examiners them-
selves are men of such standing that it is not likely they
would lay thomselves open to any such charge.

Mr. CASEY. I am not saying anything against the
examiners. I am only saying that they wore interfered
with, and my only witness is the hon. gentleman himself,
for ho told us that they had been interfered with.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I never said anything of the kind.
Mr. CASE Y. The hon. Minister must allow me to speak

while I am speaking. The hon. Minister did say, before
dinner, as you will see by the Hansard, that in two cases
where men had tried the examination for promotion and
failed to get the 25 per cent. required by the Board of
Examiners, ho interfored, or the Government interfered-I
do not remember whether it was himself, personally, or the
Government-and passed an Order in Council directing the
examiners to pass these mon or to lower the standard to
15 instead of 25. He said that, as ho will remember.

Mr. CIIAPL EAU. No; I did not say that at all.
Mr. CASEY. Well, it will be seen when the Hansard

appears to-morrow. I would like him to state what ho did
say.

Mr. MITCIIELL. I disagrce with the hon. member for
West Elgin.

Mr. CASEY. I was about to say-
Mr. MITCHELL. Excuse me, Mr. Chairmin, I think I

have the floor.
Mr. CASEY. I only sat down-
Mr. CHAIRMIAN. The hon. member sat down for a

moment to allow the Minister to explain.
Mr. CASEY. I only sat down to give the hon. the

Minister an opportunity of making a statement which ho
did not think fit to make. We cannot send for the short-
hand notes of the reporter, so we must wait until the
flansard is printed, but my recollection is, that the hon.
gentleman stated that the Government hal interfered and
reduced the standard in the case of two gentlemen who tried
to pass the examination and failed. He said: Perhaps we
had no right to do it, but we did it. C'est un fait accompli.
If I made some slight error in quoting the remarks of the
hon. gentleman, I would like to be set right, but that is the
drift of what ho said. And that one instance, I think, is
quite sufficient to prove my contention, that these gentlemen
ought to be beyond the reach of interference by the Govern-
ment, by Order in Council or by direct influence upon
themselves. I also remember another phrase made use of
by the hon. gentleman, which struck me very much at the
time, and it was, that it was necessary sometimes to use
influence on the examiners to see that they carried out
correctly what was laid down in the Act; that it was noces-
sary to supervise them, to see that they did what was laid
down in the Act. On the face of it, that seems a perfectly
fair statement that the Governmont should direct these
men in the discharge of their duty and in the interpretation
of the Act. But, when we come to consider that these men
are put there to be a check upon the Government them-
selves, to be a check upon Ministers, you see the falsity of
the assertion that the Government should direct them in
the way of checking the Government's own action. I
think, therefore, the apparent reasonableness of this
argument disappears when you look into the real facts of
the case. I urge, as strongly as possible, the adoption of the
amendment. It may not be carried, and it is not worth
while to divide the committee, but I will bring it up at
a later stage.
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Mr. MITCHELL. I do not at all agree with the position
taken by the hon. member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey). It
is kno wn that I am opposed to this Civil Service Act in toto.
I have already stated so. I am opposed to this system of
examination. I am opposed to this blindly following oi
English systems, because we have had this imposed upon
this country because it was established in England, and it
is not congenial to the sentiments or to the institutions of
the people of this country, and I believe, if the matter was
to be dealt with over again, and the gentlemen around me
were to throw off the thrddom of Government influence
and party influence on the one hand, and gentlemen opposite
were to throw off the thraldom of party influence on the
other, they would not pass the Act to.day ; but I am entirely
opposed to the course taken by the hon. gentleman from
West Elgin. He wishes these examiners to be the masters
of the Government and the masters of the people. He says
there is a precedent. He says we have made an Auditor
General practically the master of the Government and
indeper dent of the Government. The case is entirely
different. The Auditor General stands as the officer of this
House, between the Government and the House, to see that
nothing is done by the Government in the way of passing
money orders or warrants that are not strictly sanctioned by
the House, and therefore the case is entirely different.
What is the fact about these examiners ? If we make them
independent cf the Government we would have a lot more
masters, a lot of people who would set publie sentiment at
defiance and public opinion at defiance, and the Governmont
at defiance. There is one thing I find about this Act very
repulsive to me. It is that this Act confirms what was done
by the last Civil Service Act, which was a great mistake;
that is, it has placed the deputy heads in a position which
r.akes them independent of the political heads who are over

them, and gives them an influence by which they can con-
trol or thwart, by direct or indireet means, the wishes of
their superiors. We know that we have, in this Civil Ser-
vice here in this city, deputy heads who pay no more regard
to the representatives of the people than to the men who
walk along the streets, the men who clean the streets, who
meet them in a manner which is neither civil nor courteous,
and they have an influence and a power by the Civil Ser-
vice Act, of which this is an amendment or consolidation,
and this Act perpetuates it. I do not want to see the
examiners placed in the same position as the deputy heads
and the Auditor. I think the objections of the hon. gentle-
man from West Elgin have no weight, and I shall therefore
oppose them.

Mr CHAPLEAU. I desire to make an explanation in
reference to the remarks of my hon. friend from West Elgin.
I stated that the Minister-and I referred to myself-had
never interfered with the duties of the examiners, and I
challenged any member of this House to find a complaint
that 1 had interfered. My hon. friend says I admitted
before that we had interfered with the duties of the exami-
ners. My hon. friend did not remember what I said. What
I said was this, and it will be in the ansard, because I said
it, that the only instance that I knew of, was last year, after
an expression of opinion in Parliament, when not less than
half a dozen members said that in the promotion examina-
tion old civil servants had been examined on questions that
were equivalent to puzzles, that were too difficult for old
public servants, in a general examination outside of the duties
of the office. We thought we were carrying into effect the will
of Parliament in asking that, in these promotion examina-
tions, the number of points in arithmetic should be reduced.
It was not an interference with the duties of the
examiners ; it was carrying ont the will of Parliament, as
expressed bere. My hon. friend said that he wanted these
examiners to be perfectly independent, perfectly immov-
able. That is contrary to the Democratie ideas professed

by my hon. friends on the other side. I should not be
surprised if we did not pass this week without a strong pro-
test from them against the appointment of officers to hold
office during good behavior. I would not like that my
friends should b. asked to vote and give their opinion on
the opportuneness of appointing examiners who would be
masters of the Government.

Mr. CASEY. I am glad we agree so well as to our
recollection of what the hon. Minfister said. His restate-
ment agrees with my recollection of what he said, and it is
evident from that that the interference occurred, although
he says the intention was to carry out the will of Parlia-
ment. My recollection as to the will of Parliament was
that some half dozen members pointed out that the papers
were very like puzzles, as he says; but, for ihis reason,
because some questions in these papers were supposed to
be unfair, I do not think h. was justified in interfering and
changing the standard of an examination ex post facto, and I
do not think that half a dozen members express, in any official
way, the will of Parliament. That is expressed in the Act,
and I do not know any other way in which their will could
be expressed, with regard to the examinations.

Amendment negatived.
On sub-section 2, section 8,
" The Board of Examiners shall be supervised by the Secretary of

State."
Mr. CASEY. What does that mean ?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. The Department of the Secrotary of

State will have general supervision of the board.
Mr. CASEY. The examiners have certain duties laid on

them by the Act, and if they do not perform them, they are
liable to dismissal. I do not see what supervision tbey
require, unless there is to b. interference with their action.

Mr. BLAKE. This is an extraordinary proposition. I
do not understand it, unless it be to tell this board that they
are to be under the control, in a very pointed manner, of
one of the Ministers of the Crown. The hon. gentleman
says it means that they are to be attached to the Depart-
ment of the Secretary of State.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I have no objection to substitute
another word.

Mr. BLAKE. As the clause roads now, they are te be
put in a position of exceptional subordination to the Socre-
tary of State.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. That is not intended.
Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman is good enough to

say it is not, but I have just as good a right to interpret the
language as he has. I say the language is language which
he will not find with reference to any other officers having
duties and functions of this kind to discharge in the service
of this country, or in any other Act of Parliament-to state
that they are to be supervised by one of the members of the
Govern ment.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. My bon. friend, who is a master of
language-

Mr. BLAKE. That is not the point.
Mr. CHAPLEAU-instead of getting into a passion,

might have suggested a better way. As I understand it,
at least, the words do not mean that to me. 1 have no
objection to using other words.

On sub-section 3, section 8,
Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). If clause 2 is adopted,

there is very little value in this clause. If they are to be
under the direct supervision of the Secretary of State, it
appears unnecessary that they should be governed by such
rules and regulations as the Governor in Council may pro-
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vide. If the word "supervision" bere has the ordinary
meaning, the board is given over completely to the control
of the Secretary of State.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is the old clause.
Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I am aware of that, but

the committee will recollect that the second clause of sec-
tion 8 is not by any means an old clause. The Secretary
of State has admitted that, practically, the term is ambigu-
ous, yet he did not justify to us the amendment, as I really
expected he would, or I am satisfied some one on this side
of the iouse would have pressed the matter more closely.
If he means that the board shall report to the Secretary of
State, it becomes an entirely different matter, and the
clause following that which is now under discussion is of
mora importance; but if they are to be placed under the
supervision, as the term is ordinarily understood, of the
Secretary of State, the clause we are now discussing has
much lesss value-if it bas any value whatever.

On sub-section 5, section 8,
Mr. CASEY. What occasion have the examiners to

travel ? As I understand it, the papers are sent down to
the local examiners, and the answers are sent back to the
board here.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. They have no occasion to travel, and
they will not travel. As far as expense is concerned, I
may explain, as I explained once before, that when the Act
first came into force it was necessary that one of the
examiners should proceed to the place of examination, in
order to show the local examiners how the work should be
done; and even now, in places where examinations are held
for the first time, it is necessary that one of the examiners
should go and assist in getting the work started. But as
soon as the system is in good working order, I am sure the
examiners would prefer remaining here. When they travel,
the rate is fixed by the Order in Council, and that is the
reason why I have proposed this amendment. The rate
fixed by the Order in Council is $3.50 per day, and that is
not an inducement for people to travel.

Mr. CASEY. I that over and above their railway fare ?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. Yes.

Mr. CASE Y. I admit that when the Act first came into
force it might have been necessary to instruct the local
examiners how to proceed, although it is so simple a matter
that even that should Ecarcely be necessary. But by this time
I should think the Act would have got into good working
order, and the duties of the local examiners are so simple
that I do not see what further assistance they can require.
They have merely to get the candidates together, and see
that they work independently of each other, and then send
the answers into headquarters. There may be some reason
for travelling which I cannot sue, but as long as this clause
is here the objections to travelling will be very much
lessened, and trips will be made and expenses incurred
under this clause, the necessity for which I cannot see.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. When an examiner visits a place, of
course he saves the services of a sub-examiner. As I said
before, when we consider all the examinations and promo-
tions that have taken place, and when we have only expended
some $300 during the year, it must be admitted that we
have practised economy.

Mr. CASEY. I am not saying they have been extra-
vagant.

Mr. CAME RON (Middlesex). Are the travelling expenses
contemplated in this clause such as are paid under Order in
Council to other civil servants travelling?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Yes, $3.50 a day.
ir, QCAeRON (Middlesex).

On sub-section 6, section 8,
Mr. CAME RON (Middlesex). I wish to draw the atten-

tion of the Secretary of State to the advantage that would
result from using, in as many instances as possible, the local
examiners who preside at the examinations for school teach-
ers throughout the Province of Ontario. I think there would
be a decided advantage in doing so. Their experience in
examining is very great, because it is a large part of their
business, and I fancy they would give a good deal of
satisfaction, in the majority of cases. I am aware
that in some instances such a course bas been followed.
I should like it made a practice, in as many cases as possible,
because the advantage will occur to every hon. member as
being very decided. I also draw attention to a fact to
which I made reference the other night, and that is, that
complaints have been made that examinations have, in some
instances, been very loosely conducted. Whatever the
examinations may amount to, we all must certainly wish that
fair play be shown to all who present themselves. I men-
tioned an instance that came under my own observation-
I mentioned it as nearly as I could, without giving names,
and I know the Secretary of State would not wish that to
be done-in which one of the parties who presented himself
for examination stated that the examinations were very
loosely controlled; that copying was very general; and as
a result, of course, complaints arose. That is one of the
features of the case, which I fancy I need only mention to
induce the examiners and sub-examiners to give more
attention to it than probably has been the case heretofore. I
am aware I was met with the answer that, in all similar
examinations, some difficulty arose; but I can only say that
the same gentleman who made complaint in this instance had
undergone the examination required for teachers' certificates.
And in comparing one with the other, he said that the care
and supervision exercised in the examination for teachers'
certificates were very much greater, and consequently the
results were much more satisfactory. It would be a pity,
whatever little value the examinations may have had, if they
should be spoiled by a want of care and close supervision
on the part of those who have them in charge.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The reason why some of the head
examinera had to travel was because something wrong had
occurred in some instances. I must say, however, the super-
vision in this respect has been exceedingly close, and at
every examination we find that the abuses are diminishing
rather than increasing with the number of examinations.
The penalties imposed by the examinera on candidates who
have been guilty of such actions have had a very good
effect. It las happened that in one or two instances some
of the candidates h ive copied from others. Both were
punished and both were prevented from receiving certifi-
cates, and it will probably be a long time before they obtain
them.

Mr. FOSTER. The point raisel by the hon. gentleman
is an important one, and though I do not think it necessary
to give advice to the Minister in regard to it, yet
probably a suggestion might lead to even greater cir-
cumspection than prevails. I can corroborate, from
my own observation, the statements just made, that at
examinations candidates have copied from others, and per-
sons who have been detected have been punished, by both
being excluded from receiving certificates. The suggestion
I rose to make was this: I think it would be well if, par-
ticularly in the case of sub-examiners, young, smart men
should be obtained. It takes a man with two eyes in his
head, and those two eyes constantly employed, to prevent a
dozen or twenty persons from doing a little talking or
copyingé The other suggestion was this: I think this
occurs because of the limited space in the rooms where the
examinations are often conducted. You take twenty or
thirty persons in a room, wherp they have to sit very closely
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together, and no man will be able to prevent such improper
actions. It is false economy to save a little under that head
and lose it in thoroughness.

Mr. CAMEBRON (Middlesex). Another word in this con-
nection. Those acquainted withi tis matter know that, on
an average, the school rooms-and it is generally in those,
or in buildings of a similar character, that such examina-
tions take place--will not conveniently contain more than
twenty-five or thirty candidates in one room, with security
against copying. That fact is based on experience, and my
deduction is drawn from the regulations which prevail in
regard to the examination of teachers in Ontario. If that
is the case, it appears to me that in the majority of in-
stances where examinations have been held within the past
year, more than one sub-examiner was absolutely necessary
to preside. The rule, in the Province of Ontario, for teach-
er's examinations, is to require a certain amount of room for
every candidate, and that room is equai to the desk room
usually appropriated to four scholars. In a room that
would ordinarily accommodate sixty, you cannot examine
more than twenty-five candidates with perfect safety against
copying. It occurs to me, thon, that if the policy of hold-
ing examinations at many places is continued, a greater
number of sub-examiners will have to be appointed; and, if
that be the case, I certainly think the suggestion
of the hon. member for Kiug's, N. B. (Mr. Foster),
is a good one, that young, active men, with their
full capacities should be preferred for such appointments.
I would, at the same time, speak a word in favor of gen-
tlemen who, in Ontario, have occupied the position of inspec-
tors of schools. I think in London the Government have
secured the services of one of these gentlemen. He is one
of the Board of Examiners for the county of Middlesex,
and has other gentlemen associated with him. He las five
others associated with him, and has a much larger ground
to go over and a much larger number of papers to supervise.
It becomes absolutely necessary that those acquainted with
the system and the requirements of examinations should
have preference when nominations are to be made.

Mr. BLAKE. I will give the hon. Minister a suggestion,
which has been found very effective in an institution with
which I am connected, and that is, to establish a fire in the
rear. One of the examiners was seated behind the student
and another in front of him, and it proved very difficult to
know when the eye of the inspector behind was looking at
a particular person. It was found the most effectual pro-
tection that could be adopted.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I will consider the suggestion.

On sub-section 7, section 8,
Mr. CASEY. There have been objections raised to this sub-

section, and it bas been thrashed over very thoroughly. I
think that this third-claes clerk, who is to hold a certificate
of having passed the qualifying examination, should not be
attached to the Secretary of State's Department,but should
appear on the books as an employé of the Civil Service
Board, so that in that case the whole thing would be seen
at a glance, especially as this clerk's salary would go up
650 a year.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It was so last year, and I thought it
would be as well to attach him to my Department ; but I
have no objection in making the change suggested.

Mr. BLAKE. I think it would be botter.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. It was only as a question of economy

that it was fixed in this way, as his salary as a third-class
clerk was only $600 a year.

Mr. FOSTER. Is all the time of this clerk taken up with
the duties of the Board of Examiners, or has he leisure for
a large part of his time ?

ide

Mr. CHAPLEAU. His time is pretty well taken up,
but it was the intention to utilise him in the Department
of the Secretary of State, when not occupied with matters
of the board.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman eau supervise him.
Mr. MULOCK. What are to be the duties of the secre-

tary, and what are to be the duties of the clerk?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. I find, by the report of the secretary,

that ho has received more than 7,000 persons during the
course of the year at his house, asking for information, mak-
ing enquiry for papers and so on. Certainly the secretary
will have his hands full of work during the whole of the
ordinary Civil Service year, and ho cannot dispense with the
assistance of a clerk, during a great portion of the year.
If the secretary was an outsider, and not a member of the
board, we might, perhaps, dispense with the third-clasa
clerk, but not otherwise.

Mr. MULOCK. Are the offices to be public building at
present being erected in Ottawa ?

Mr. CHIAPLEAU. No; the clerk is in rooms occupied
by the secretary; as we could not find rooms in the public
buildings, we have rented rooms outside for the commis-
sioners and the secretary, and the clerk will be there.
When there is no work in his office ho will be sent to work
in my Departnent.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I would ask the Secretary
of State if the $1,000 mentioned here as the salary of the
secretary includes his salary as a member of the board, when
ho is a member of the board?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. If he is a member of the board, he
receives $700, and, if an outsider, $1,000.

Mr. MULOCK. I bave understood that one of the
examiners has an office for the discharge of his duties in
the Geological Survey building. Is that correct ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. No; there are three rooms, one large
and two small, for the officers of the board.

Mr. CASEY. Where are they ?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. I do not know ; they have been

selected by Mr. LeSueur.
Mr. MULOCK. I think it would be convenient if these

offices were near to the office of the Secretary of State,
otherwise there would be a great waste of time.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I know that, and we expect, in the
course of time to have rooms for them in the departmental
building.

On section 9,
Mr. CHAPLEAU. in line twenty-one, instead of " are

held " I propose to substitute "shall be held."

Mr. WATSON. I think it is very important that this
board should always hold sittings in Winnipeg. It is a long
way west, but there are great complaints from the Province
of Manitoba about the Civil Service positions in that coun-
try being most]y held by people from the east, which is
rather annoying to them. If the board would always Bit in
Winnipeg, there might be some men who would have an
opportunity of passing an examination and qualifying
themselves for positions in the Civil Service.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Does the hon. gentleman want the
board to sit there ?

Mr. WATSON. J mean the examiners.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. The examinations are conducted

there twice a year.
Mr. WATSON. I suggested that they should always

hold examinations there, as they reserve, by this olause, the
right of holding them there.
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Mr. CHAPLEAU.- They are held there, and will be
every year, if not twice a year.

Mr. MULOCK. I notice that since the board was estab-
lished they have held two examinations a year. I do not
know whether the Minister has considered if it is really
necessary to have th Cm twice a year. When we look at
the work of the board, we find that, practically, they
have held four examinations a year-two examinations
proper, one in May and the other in December, and
supplemental examinations after each of these, thus
giving four periods of the year when candidates could
pass the Civil Service examinations. It appears to me that
this is not necessary, and that one examination a year, with
a supplemental one, if you like, would entirely meet the wants
of the case. I would further ask whether it would not be
possible to have a fixed period each year for the holding of
these examinations. At present they are held at uncertain
periods, and that must, to a certain extent, embarrass the
candidates. I think it is reasonable that there should be, as
near as possible, a fixed period, and it would be well to have
regard to the courses in the public schools. When we look
at past practices in this respect, we find that examinations
have been generally in the spring, in the month of May, and
then in the fall, from September on to November, with no
very definite period fixed. You might provide that the
examinations for entrance should be held at a fixed periods
each year.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I perfectly agree with my hon. friend,
and it is the intention to do this. I intend to make a rule
exactly in the manner my hon. friend suggests, and to adopt a
fixed period, notice of which will be published in the Official
Gazette, and we may be able to dispense with part of the
advertising. As to holding the examinations only once in the
year, it would be pretty long for a young man to wait for
twelve months, from one examination to another. More-
over, it has been found inconvenient to obtain good accom-
modation for the examinations when we have had two a
year ; and if we had only one a year, the number of can-
didates would increase that difficulty. I think semi-annual
examinations for entrance into the service, followed imme-
diately by promotion examinations, when required,
promotion examinations being, however, held only once a
year, and also at a fixed period, would, I think, suit the
necessities of the case.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I am rather of the contrary
opinion. In the majority of instances, at least as far as my
knowledge goes, these examinations have been held in some
one of the schools throughout the country. The schools
are vacant during the months of July and August, and that
would be a very convenient time for holding the examina-
tions. Besides, those who go up who have bçen attending
school in the meantime, are fresh from their studies, and
fresh from such examinations as may have been prescribed
for them under other regulations, whether for school teach-
ers or otherwise. I know that in the west, last May and
November, it was extremely inconvenient, in some cases, for
those who happened to be teaching to find time to present
themselves for examination. In some cases they had to
find substitutes, and I presume the same thing happened in
other parts of the Dominion. When there are something
like five or six thousand teachers in the Province of Ontario,
and their ranks are kept up by means of examinations that
take place only once a year, it is quite possible that when
there are only about one-twelfth of the number presenting
themselves for the Civil Service, one examination in the
year will be sufficient. If there was no other reason for
holding the examinations less often, the fact that the
expense would be somewhat lessened is a material consider-
ation.

Mr. FOSTER. Another suggestion occurs to me, outside
of the noney consideration, and it is this : It seems that

Mr, WATsoN.

each year the number of those who present themselves for
the Civil Service examinations is increasing. Last year,
I think, seven or eight hundred were passed. It cannot b
possible that se many each year can be taken into the
service, and the accumulating number looking for appoint-
ments causes two effects. It causes extra pressure on the
Government for offices, which may result, as all Govern-
ments are human, in an over-supply of officials; and it pro-
duces a good deal of dissatisfaction throughout the country,
as young men pass the examination with the idea that
within a reasonable time it will be supplemented by an
appointment. I do net sec the necessity of holding the
examinations too frequently, if the number of passed appli-
cants is more than sufficient for the needs of the service.

On sub-section a, section 10,
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Looking at the old Act,

I sec that some rather important words are omitted. There,
in addition te what we have here, is this phrase : "or until
he has obtained the certificates required by this Act." It
seems to me the old Act is better than the new one in this
respect. By the powers taken here, a man might be said te
have passed the requisite examination, and yet n-ot obtain
the certificates from the examiners. It appears te me it
would be better te restore these words. They ,Tould do no
no harm, at any rate.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I suppose they have been onitted
because they are surplusage. If a candidate las passed the
requisite examination he is entitled te his certificate.

Mr. CASEY. I think the phrase is net mere surplusage,
but that it is intended te require that the candidate shal
produce his certificate, which is the only evidence that can
properly be given of his having passed the examination.

Mr. BLAKE. I am disposed te agree with the hon.
Secretary of State that it was absurd te put that in the other
Act.

On sub-section b, section 10,
Mr. WATSON. I would like te call the attention of the

Minister te a case in particular, in which this clause was
net observed. It is that of an old gentleman in the neighbor-
hood of 55 years, who was appointed two years ago as col-
lector of Customs at the outport of Portage la Prairie.
That must have been contrary te the Act. That gentleman
is very pleasant, personally, but as regards ability he was
net qualified, and I may further say he was net the choice
of the people there. Unfortunately, however, the man who
had been appointed and recommended by Mr. Ryan, when
we first applied for an outport, had not passed his exami-
nation, although ho was far botter qualified than the gentle-
man appointed. Re was net informed of the necessity of
passing the examination until almost too late, when the
appointment was made. I may mention the name of the
gentleman in question, Mr. David Marshall. He was
appointed collector of Customs, I do net know for what
reason, in preference te a younger man, unless it be that
he was a particular friend of the Minister of Customs.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The on, gentleman, of course, has a
right te speak on the matter he has brought up, but it does
net touch the clause we are now discussing. I will refer
him te section 38, and in that ho will find that the appoint-
ment was made in accordance with the Civil Service Act.

3Mr. BOWELL. I may further state that the clause we
are on now has no reference whatever te the outside service,
se that it does net at all apply te the clause cited by the
hon. gentleman. I do net propose te discuss the propriety
or impropriety of this clause, but I can say t the heion.
gentleman that he is altogether mistaken as to the qualifi-
cations of the gentleman in question. He was well
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qualified, and a more energetie man is not to be found
between Ottawa and Portage la Prairie.

Mr. WATSON. In reply to the hon. gentleman, I may
say that I know the gentleman in question is not qualified.
Whether ho passed the examination or not, I do not know;
but I know that when he came up first ho could not make
out a return at an outport, and I know this from the man
under whose instructions ho was placed. He would not allow
the man who had been in charge ofthe outport to return to
Winnipeg, but returned himself, and stopped at Winnipeg a
week or two to get instructions, and even then he could not
make out the papers properly.

Mr. BOWELL. I was speaking of him as a business man,
and I did not say that he knew how to make out the returns.
There is scarcely a man appointed to a position of that kind,
unless he is taken from the service and has had experience,
who is not placed in sume other office at first to learn the
routine, and if that is not done the inspector or some other
officer is sent to teach him. Had the gentleman to whom
the hon. member refers been appointed, he would have had
to receive the same instruction.

On section 12,

Mr. CHAPLEAU. This clause would clash with the
organisation of the Departments that now exists, and I must
askto suspend it or drop it. It might interfere with the
present organisation of the Departments, in some of which
are some deputy heads.

Mr. BLAKE. We had that up a little while ago in the
discussion of the Bill, and we were told they were separate
Departments ; that although they might be under one Min-
ister, they were separate Departments entirely. Does the
hon. gentleman mean there are Departments in which there
are separate deputy heads ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Take the Department of Interior. I
think the Director of the Geological Survey is a deputy head.
The Commissioner of the Mounted Police is a deputy head.
My attention was drawn to this by a member of the Govern-
ment. We might only have to change some words, so as
not to take away the effect of the clause, which cannot
remain as it is.

Mr. BLAKE. With reference to the first example the
hon. gentleman gave, ho is in error. It is true that the
Minister who lately presided over the Department of Inter-
ior said the other day that when Mr. Russell, having been a
deputy head, was restored to the position of chief of the sur.
vey branch, ho retained his rank, but that the fresh incum.
bout, Mr. Deville, was simply to be in the position or chief
clerk. The case of Mr. Russell, ho said, was exceptional,
and such a thing would noc occur again. Unless we have
promises of this kind, I am much afraid that, with the
numerous sub-divisions created, we will be getting numerous
deputy heads. I was not aware that Mr. White had reacbed
the position of deputy head. If that be so, it is well that
we should know it, and by what process it is so? This
clause has not been proposed without some intention. I
would presume that it was in order that the Government
might be saved pressure; I presume it is because there was
such a continnous pressure upon the Governmont which, as
the hon. member for King's, N.B. (Mr. Foster), says, is
human, and I dare say some of those who press upon it say
it is inhuman, to increase the rank and incroase the number
of deputy heads, that they want to put the clause in the
Act of Parliament. But I have not that confidence in
the humanity or public virtue of the Gavernment, and am
opposed to placing any obstacle in the way of the Govern-
ment to protect themselves against that pressure. If the
clause requires modification to make it consistent with

provisions which Parliament has given authority to, that
will be a reason for changing the clause, but I hope the
hon, gentleman will not withdraw the clause.

Mr. BOWELL. There are one or two Departments
which have two deputy heads at the present time. Take
the Department of the Interior, which has been already
referred to. The Indian branch was originally attached to
that Department.

Mr. BLAKE. But it is a separate Department.

Mr. BOWELL. I am aware of that, but it does not help
the hon. gentleman at all. The Indian branch of the
service was placed under the President of the Council, and
Mr. Vankoughnet appointed a deputy head. Mr. McGee
though termed clerk of the Privy Council, his rank is equi.
valent to that of a deputy head, so that virtually, and in fact,
there are two deputy heads under one Minister and one
Department. If you go to the Department of Marine and
Fisheries, there are two distinct deputy heads, one presiding
over the Marine branch and one over the Fishery branch,
Mr. Smith and Mr. Tilton. The statute defines what Depart.
ments are.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The statute says there shall be a
Department of Marine and a Department of Fisheries.

Mr. BLAKE. That is quite true. We had this discussion
on another clause, and hon. gentlemen cannot blow hot and
cold. We were told each of these was a separate Depart-
ment; that the Department of Marine was one department,
that the Department of Fisheries was one department, that
the Department of Indian Affairs was one department, and
so forth. It is quite true that the Department of Indian
Affaire is by statute capable of being attached to any Min-
ister. It is at the moment attached, by Ordeu in Coun cil, I
believe, to the President of the Council. He is also Super.
intendent General of Indian Affairs. He las two distinct
Departments, the Presidency of the Council and the Super.
intendency of Indian affairs, so that there are not two
deputy heads in the Department of the Council at ali. Nor,
according to the theory in which we use the word depart.
ment, as it has been explained to-day by the Minister of
Finance and the Minister of Public Works and the Secre-
tary of State, are there two in the Departmont of Marine
and Fisheries. There is a Department of Marine and there
is a Department of Fisheries, under the control of the same
Minister. They are two different Departments, and they
are not branches of one Department, as lias been explained
by the hon. gentleman's three colleagues, in the course of
the discussion this afternoon.

Mfr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman will remember that it
was on clause 6, where ho proposed to say "each Depart.
ment," I proposed to say "each branch," and he explained
that it was not necessary, because they were legally and
technically separate departments.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. That is what we say still. I do not
propose to press this clause now. If I withdraw it, I
will explain thereason, but it clashes with the organisation
of the Departments.

On section 13,
Mr. BLAKE. I rather understood, though I may be

wrong, that this clause also partook of the character of a
clause I criticised a little whilo ago. At the time the
Government were establishing the organisation of the
Civil Service, they called upon us to trast them-I was not
disposed to do it, but I could not help it-with the fixing of
the salaries of the deputy heads upon the reorganisation.
That was part of the scheme; they determined it, and Par-
liament bas approved of it. I did not understand that it
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was proposed to leave the Government power to alter
that determination from year to year, or from time to lime,
and so give a constant element of fluctuation on the one hand
and*of pressure on the other, in reference to the salary of the
heads of the different Departments. The duties of the heads
of the different Departments, and the responsibilities apper-
taining to them, are well known now. The salaries have been
fixed, and I think they ought not to be changed without
the assent of Parliament. I think, if any proposal to alter
these salaries is made-and I amnot saying that it may
not be proper at some time to make an alteration in them
-it ought to be made to Parliament, and ought not to be
left in the hands of the Executive.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I do not see what change there is.
The minimum of the salary is fixed and the maximum is
fixed, and no doubt any proposai to fix the salary of a new
incumbent will have to be brought before Parliament, and
the sanction of Parliament must be given to it. There has
never been any law which said that a deputy head should
necessarily be placed at the minimum. It is not the law,
and ias not been the law and has not been voted.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the passage of the old Civil Service
Act for the reorganisation, the salaries of the deputy heads
were fixed at $3,200, according to my recollection. There
was one old officer, if I remember rightly, Mr. Page, and
one only, who had received for many years a somewhat
larger salary, I think $4,000, and bis case was treated as
exceptional; but ihe law provided $3,200 as the salary of
the deputy heads of the Departments. It was upon the occa-
sion of the Government proposing to reorganise the whole
service that this clause, lasting in its nature, was introduced,
and with a view to that reorganisation, they said: We
are going to reorganise the service; we are going to doter-
mine what the number shall be in each Depart-
ment, and what the salaries shall be, including the
salaries of the deputy heads, and we desire to have
this elasticity in making the arrangement. They
got it; they made the arrangement; they determined the
different salaries, they have been standing since that time,
and now the hon. gentleman proposes to retain and make
permanent that clause, which would enable him to increase
the salary of any existing deputy head by Order in Council,
not only in the case of a new deputy head, for if one was
appointed it would only be by Act of Parliament, and the
Estimates would declare what his salary would be, but now,
by this clause, he could increase the salary of any existing
deputy head receiving $3,200, or any other sum less than
84,000 up to $4,000, because the Governor in Council is to
fix it.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. This was the law. We have left the
law as it was, and I do not think any Act of Parliament has
interfered with the law as it was.

Mr. BLA KE. I think he is in error in saying it is the
law as it was. It is not the law as it was before the Act for
the reorganisation of the service. It was upon the occasion,
as I have stated twice, and do not want to state more than
the third time, of the proposed reorganisation that the
Government asked pro hac vice, for that occasion only, the
power to fix the salaries according to the duties and
responsibilities of the office. They got the power and tlhey
fixed the salaries. What I object to is, that now they are
taking the power exclusively to increase these salaries. I
say that, if they want to increase the salary of a deputy
head now receiving less than $4,000, they should come to
Parliament and ask it.

Mr. BOWELL. If a salary is raised, the Government
must come and ask for a special vote in the Estimates to pay,
it, and no salary can be raised and paid unless they come and
ask for an appropriation under the Civil Service Act. Suroly
thatis asking Parliamentunless the hon. gentleman wants the

Mr. BLAE.

Government to come down first with a Bill or a resolution
declaring that the salary shall be raised from 83,200 to
$3,500 or to $4,000, the maximum laid down in this Act;
but every single increase to any deputy head must, under
the present Audit Act and Civil Service Act, be placed in
the Estimates. I may tell the hon, gentleman that the
Deputy Minister of Finance has always had $4,000, and he
receives, in addition to that, some $200 as secretary of the
Treasury Board, which gives him $4,200 per annum, and
that is stated distinctly in the Estimates laid before the
House.

Mr. BLAKE. That may be so. I am not criticising the
salary of any one officer in particular.

Mr. BOWELL. I thought h said that only one of them
received $ ,000.

Mr. BLAKE. I said there were some, of whom I remem-
bered one.

Mr. BOWELL. Mr. Page is not a deputy head.

Mr. BLAKE. The same officer. Then the argument
is still stranger. I am not objecting to a variation of the
salary; I am not objecting to any salary in particular, but
I am objecting to the system. I say that under the com.
bined operation of the 13th clause, and the clause we have
passed a while ago, allowing the salaries to be fixed, pro.
vided the collective vote is not increased, it would be
possible for the Governor in Council to raise the salary of
the deputy head, if he chose to do so, and pay it out of the
sum which was voted for the salaries in a particular Depart-
ment, if there was money enough in the total vote to pay
that amount; because we have a clause here which allows
the Governor in Council to alter the numbers, provided the
total vote for the Department is not increased. Thon we
have another clause, allowing him ta alter the fixed salaries
of the particular officers if he las got the money, and if he
is allowed to alter the salaries by the combined operation of
the two clauses, we cannot prevent it.

Mr. BOWELL. If the ion. gentleman ever gets into the
Government, and attempts to do anything of that kind, he
wll flnd that the Auditor General will call his attention to
the fact that a special amount was placed in the Estimates
to pay a certain officer, and he will not go a dollar beyond
it. If the Governor in Council declare by Order in Council
that the salary of a deputy head shall be increased, the
Auditor General will not pay that until the appropriation has
been made by Parliament. If, through economy or by the
death of any offiecr, there is a surplus left of the amount voted
for that special Department, you can, under the clauses to
which the hon. gentleman referred, appoint another officer
to fill the place, and thus expend the money that is at his
disposal. But I can assure him that he cannot carry out,
under the Audit Act, the principle ho las laid down.

Mr. CHAPL EA U. If clause 58 is interpreted as the hon.
gentleman says, no increase whatsoever, and no extra remu-
neration of any kind, except the $50 statutory increase, can
be paid, even to deputy heads, except it is spoéially
voted by Parliament. But the salary is to be fixed. If a
deputy head should die we have to make an appointment,
and the Goverument must retain the power of making the
appointment and dctermining the salary. But from one year
to another, the Auditor General, and rightly enough, would
not sanction the paymont of any additional salary to a
deputy head without a vote of Parliament.

On section 14,
Mr. CASEY. What other duties could be assigned to a

h ead of a Department, except to oversee and direct the
o fficers and clerks of the Department, and have general
control of the business ?
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Mr. CHAPLEAU. There might be some others.

Governor in Council might think proper to impose
other duties upon the deputy head.

The
some

On section 16,
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is not this slightly

altered from the old Act?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. One line has been-omitted.

On section 17,
Mr. CASEY. There is an increase here.
Mr. CEAPLEAU. No.
Mr. CAME RON (Middlesex). There is an annual increase

provided of $50, which I think is a change from the Aot of
1882. That says that the minimum salary paid to a chief
clerk shall be $1,800, and the maximum $2,400.

Mr. BOWELL. So does this.
Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). The old Act makes no

provision as to the annual increase of $50.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. My hon. friend has not read the

amendment to 46 Vie., chap. 7, sec. 5.
Mr. BLAKE. This has been amènded by providing for

the annual increase of $50.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It has.

Mr. BLAKE. I shall take an opportunity, on the third
reading of the Bill, of discussing the general question of the
statutory increase of $50.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Are there promotion
examinations for al the grades, as high as chief clerks ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Of every grade, up to chief clerk

On section 18,
Mr. BLAKE. Would it not be as well, with regard to

first-class clerkships, that a provision should be made as to
the necessity of a first-class clerkship for the proper perfor-
nance of the public business in a Department? Although
I am about to call the attention of the House to the system,
which I think erroneous, of establishing the public service,
I am not confident that 1 shall be able to prevail upon the
House to adopt my views; therefore, I am desirous of taking
what precautions can be taken now to obriate great present
evils. Among those are the constant pressure for promotions,
which are not always absolutely required. The Government
and Parliament have seen the importance, with respect to
chief clerkships, of requiring a report from the deputy head,
stating that a chief clerk was necessary for the proper per-
formance of the public business. I do not see any objection
to instituting just the same safeguards in connection with
first-class clerkships, because I think we are getting too
many firt-class clerks.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I do not see any necessity for such a
change. We have made that provision with respect to chief
clei-ks because they rank next to deputy heads. It was
necessary to take that care for officers who are semi-deputy
heads; but I do not think these restrictions should apply
to first-clasa clerks. On the same grounds, it night b.
argued that a similar provision should apply to second-class
clerks.

Mr. CASEY. I do not see why it should not. When we
come to vote these sumo in the Estimates, Ministers will
be called on to state why there is an increased number of
clerks in the different Departments. Hon. members will
then expect to know the reason, and I do not see why we
should not require a report from the deputy that the needs
of the Department require additional clerks.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The appointment must be made on
the deputy setting forth the reasons for it.

Mr. BLAKE. That is the difflculty. In one case the
reason has to be given. In another case the additional
precaution is taken of a certificate, that an additional chief
clerk is necessary for the work of the Department. I do
not think I could fairly ask, under this system, that
this certificate should be applied to second class clerks,
because the system is one which contemplates pro-
motion tc a certain extent. I consider that you
should carry that check one grade lower, and let
the Civil Service understand that first-class clerkships
are not to be a matter of right, to be obtained by
a promotion examination, and becaue a man bas been so
many years in the public service; because, under such a
system, you are increasing the number of first-class clerks
for the benefit of the officers and not for the benefit of the
public, while at the same time you are making it a public
charge.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I see the necessity of a certificate in
the case of chief clerks, which operates in the direction of
limiting their number. After a number of years an efficient
clerk passes through the grades of third, second and first.
class; but after he reaches the last named class a certificate
from the deputy is necessary before he can rise to a chief
clerkship. ido not see there is any necessity to make a
change.

Mr. CASEY. The Minister has given no reason why a
clerk should graduate into the position and therefore into
the salary of a first-class clerk, unless it is certified that
there is a necessity for his services in the Department.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. That is exactly what the hon. gentle.
man who has just sat down has stated. I cannot be more
convinced by the hon. gentleman repeating it.

Mr. CASEY. The hon gentleman has given no reason
for continuing the Act in its present state.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I say that in the ordinary course a
clork proceeds from third to second, and from second to
first-class; this is the regular promotion, and then a certifi.
cate is needed before he can advance to a chief clerkship.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). There would be some
advantage in obtaining a certificate, setting forth the neces-
sity of making appointments to that particular class. We
all know the reason which is frequently given, when the
estimates for Civil Government are considered, is that the
large sum is due to so many increases which have to be
granted under the provisions of the Civil Service Act. If
that be the case, now is the time and this is the opportu.
nity for bringing the matter within the control of Parlia-
ment. If that reason is no stronger than the mere fact
that the law allows it, the opportunity ought to be taken
advantage of now to change the system, and I think the
reasoning of the hon. member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey)
is very forcible. I cannot myself conceive why some state-
ment of appointments to first-class clerkships should not be
required. I realise the reasoning of the Secretary of State,
but that cannot be, of course, unless public exigency demanda
the increase. There is no reason why, because the stepping
atones have been provided, because the clerk has reached a
particular rung of the ladder, that the demanda of the public
service should not be considered.

Mr. CHAPLE AU. The promotion from the third to the
second, and from the second to the first, goes without say-
ing. For any higher rank the deputy has to make a
report, concurred in by the head of the Department, setting
forth the reason for creating the office, and that reason
would 'be the proper performance of the duties of the
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Department. I think it is not necessary to create addi-
tional special machinery with respect to first-class clerks.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). There is another point to
be considered in connection with this matter. When a
clerk has passed certain steps in the Department, and has
been for over twenty years in the Department, that factor
should have some weight. The mere fact of a civil servant
having been a long time lu the Civil Service, without any
other fact, ought not to be sufficient ground for promotion.

Mr. CHAPL EAU. It is not.
Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). What other provision is

made here ?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. If the hon. gentleman will read the

section he will see.
Mr. MULOCK. What is the distinction between the

duties of a first-class clerk and a chief clerk?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. There is the difference between a

superior and an inferior officer.
Mr. MULOCK. I do not think that fully explains the

distinction, and it does not sufficiently justify the increasing
number of new officers. The Government to-day is overrun
with clerks, with heads, sub-heads, assistants and deputy
assistants, of one kind or other ; and now we are proposing
to confirm this same system. The deputy heads are the
most independent persons in the public ervice. They are
more independent than the Government of the day-than
the highest officers in the lana. Governments corne and go,
but deputy heads stay on for ever. They are independent,
to some extent, of public opinion. It is proposed now to go
further and allow deputy heads, if they desire to be relieved
of their duties to any extent, to have thoir importance
enlarged by having further assistants to relieve them of
their work, and glorify them. It is proposed to allow them,
on their own recommendation, to croate new officers-to
recommend (which practically means to appoint) new
officers under them. I will read the language :

" A chief clerkship in any Department shall only be created by Order
in Concil, passed after-

" (a.) The deputy head has reported that such an officer is necessary
for the proper performance of the publie business in the Department,
utating the reasons on which he has arrived at that conclusion."

Mr. CHAPLEAU. That position is agreed to by the
leader of the Opposition.

Mr. MULOCK. I am arguing from my own standpoint,
aud I do not think that this is a question of Opposition or
Government. At all events, I have my own çiews on all
questions. I say it appears to me that this is giving
another inducement to another officer, a dôpnty head, te
relieve himself, at the public expense, of certain of the duties
which are assigned to hlm. Re is understood, by the power
conferred on him by this clause-he is in fact invited-to
band over a large portion of his duties te a deputy to him-
self, whilst bis salary goes on increasing until it reaches a
maximum. He may recommend-and if he does, it will
be difficult to show that his recommendation is not correct
-that a portion of bis duties, for certain reasons assigned
in his report, shall be handed over to another, and how is
the head of the Department to know whether or not his
recommendation should be acted upon ? I think it is quite
inconsistent with the public interest that a man appointed
to discharge public duties should have power to recommend
the delegation of a certain portion of those duties, and that
he should be the sole judge of such a diminution of his
duties.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is rather difficult to suit lon.
gentlemen. On the one hand, I am told that unless the
deputy head should make a recommendation, stating special
reasons, such an office should not be created, and onthe
other band, the bon, gentleman says that it is too much to

Mr. CÉAPLYta.

ask a deputy head to make such a special report; it is
giving him too much patronage and power. lsethe hon.
gentleman ready to say that it shall be done without any
recommendation at all ?

Mr. MULOCK. The hon. gentleman does not apprehend
my point. The man in charge of the work, the deputy head
of the Department, originates the proposition to relieve
himself of a portion of his duties. If it is proposed to croate
another officer, let the Minister himself take the initiative
and enquire in the Department. One source of information
would naturally be the deputy head, but I do not think the
person whose duty it is to discharge certain offices should be
the first one to originate the addition to the staff.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I understood the hon. gentleman
very well, but I always thought that owing to the fact that
the deputy head, who romains at hie post, and is a good
public servant, though Governments may change with the
politics of the country-I believe that the fact of his mak-
ing the recommendation, or of requiring a report from him,
would be a check on political appointments, as his work
goes on, notwithstanding changes, and he knows the Depart.
ment thoroughly. If the hon. gentleman desires that I
should make the proposition, that the recommendation of
the deputy head is not necessary perhaps he will accept it,
but I do not think this side of the Rouse will.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not say that the deputy head shall
not be referred to, but I think the motion should originate
with the proper head of the Department; and, if you like,
you may provide that no Order in Council shall be made
without such recommendation.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Do you mean that the report shall
be made by the Minister, and concurred in by the deputy.

Mr. MULOCK. I did not say that his concurrence was
necessary or not.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. My hon. friend will see
that it does not follow that if a deputy makes a report the
Minister will accept it. He will see the reasons for and
against, and if he does not concur in the report ho puts it
aside and will not bring it up. But I think that the deputy
head, who is constantly at bis office, who sometimes passes
through three or four Administrations, is botter qualified, as
a rule, than the Minister, to say whether such an officer is
required or not. Then the Minister muet enquire, he muet
take the responsibility, and afterwards ho will have to come
down and defend the action of Council and his own action,
and show why the office is required. This plan has worked
well up to the present, and if the hon.gentleman looks over
the offices created in this way-first-class clerkships-he
muet see that the power given by this clause, which is the
same as in the previons Act, has worked well, and that very
few of these offices have been created. As a rule, when an
office of that kind becomes vacant, it is filled by promotion,
and few new ones are created.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not think the deputy head should
be the one to originate a policy or to make recommenda.
tions of this kind. The ead of the Department is the one
responsible for the efficiency of the Department, and if this
provision is acted upon we may have this state of affaire.
The deputy head-who may be indiscreet-may make a
recommendation that a certain portion of his duties should
be transferred to another; the head of the Department may
differ from him, and thus we would have a conflict of
authority. It must be so, if the deputy head recommends
a certain thing and the Minister differs from him. In such
event, of course, there is no appointment, and when anything
goes wrong the deputy head will shield himself by saying: I
made the recommendation, but it was not acted upon ; and so
there will be friction in the Department.

1118



COMMONS DEBATES.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. If the hon. gentleman proposes it, I
will vote with him, but I am afraid we will find ourselves in
an imposing minority.

Mr. MULOCK. I think the head should be responsible,
as he is, in all well managed institutions.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. So he is here.
Mr. MULOCK. And everything of the kind should

originate with the head of the Department. Let the
recommendation come from the Minister, but let it be
endorsed as you think proper.

Mr. CJIAPLEAU. The deputy head has the knowledge
of the details of the Department and the Minister has the
responsibility. So the deputy head initiates the recom-
mendation, and it is endorsed or concurred in with the
responsibility of the Minister, where the responsibility is

On section 23,
Mr. MULOCK. I see that the annual increase of $50 is

applicable to all these different classes, from the chief clerk,
who commences at $1,800, down to the third-class clerk, who
commences at $400. Should not the increase be graded in
some way, having regard to the relative salaries at which
they begin ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Would the hon. gentleman propose
to make the increase $100, when the salary is $ 1,500 or

1,800.
Mr. MULOCK. We can grade downwards,'from the

$50.
On section 24,
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is no provision

bere for a regular increase in the salaries of messengers.
What is the Minister's intention ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I stated, when I introduced the Bill,
that my first intention was, by this clause, to try and get
more efficiency in the service of the messengers, by leaving
the question of the annual increase entirely at the will of
the Minister. But I think, on the whole, as we have made
no changes in the case of others, it might be as well not to
make any change with respect to them, and I therefore
propose to insert the words, "with an annual increase of
$30, up to the maximum of $500."

On section 25,
Mr. BLAKE. Is that the old provision ?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. No, it is a new provision, and it is

for this purpose: Formerly, third-class clerks could be
appointed at any salary up to the maximum; but under
this clause we have put the Government under the obliga-
tion of appointing at a minimum of $400, except, of course,
in case of optional subjects. The next paragraph provides,
however, that lower grade officers may, after qualifying
examinations, be appointed third-class clerks, at the salary
they enjoyed at the time of such appointment; for instance,
letter carriers can go by length of service, without having
any qualifying examination, up to $650. It would not be just,
because we have limited third-class clerks to a minimum
salary on their appointment, that a permanent employéeof
a lower grade, having obtained a higher salary by length of
serçice, should be appointed a third-class clerk at a lower
salary than he has succeeded in obtaining.

Mr. BLAKE. The meaning is, that provided the salary
he was receiving at the lower grade employment at the
time of his promotion is not to be increased when he gets
into the third-class.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. That is it. For instance, it is intended
that a letter carrier superintendent, whose salary can be
raised to $800, may be appointed a third-class clerk, after
passing the qualifying examination, at $800.

On section 30,
Mr. STAIRS. I beg to call the attention of the committee

to an amendment I would suggest, namely, that a class
of officers in the outside service, who are classed as lockers,
should be transferred from the aualifying examination to
the preliminary. My reason is, that the men who are gene-
rally appointed lockers are a clasa of men who find it
almost impossible to pass the qualifying examination. The
men qualified for this examination are generally young men,
fresh from school or college, who, although they may be
admirably fit for appointment as clerks, are not a good class
from which to select ·men to fill such a position as that of
locker. For the position of locker you do not require a
man of great education, but rather a man of force of char-
acter, who is able to resist pressure which may be brought
to bear upon him by the different merchants whose goods
are in bond.

Mr. BLAKE. He may have a good deal of character,
even if he doe3 pass the examination.

Mr. BOWELL. I take a different view to that taken by
my lon. friend, as to the qualifications of locker. A locker
should be able to take charge of books, in which he must
keep a record of the goods in bond and of the permits, and
then make a return to the collector. The lockers in the first
instance were appointed on their passing the preliminary
examination, but after some experience we found it neces-
sary to put them in a class where they must pass a qualify-
ing examination, and the qualifying examinations are not of
such a character that men who can take charge of a large
bonded warehouse could not pass them.

Mr. STAIRS. I still differ from the Minister of Customs.
I feet that under the qualifying exaninations he will not
obtain first-class men as lockers. The class of men suited
for this work are such men as retired sea captains and
mates, estimable men, with much force of character, and I
feel quite sure he will not find these men able to pass the
qualifying examination. The hon. gentleman has not had
trouble in Halifax, because he bas not appointed a locker
there since the Bill was in force; but I venture to say he
could not get in Halifax any man to pass the examination
who was a fit person to be a locker.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria). It may sound a little
peculiar for two Government supporters, one on each
side of the House, to pour a broadside into him,
each in his turn; but I must say that I endorse
the opinion of the hon. member for Halifax (Mr.
Stairs). I find, out in Victoria, the same trouble there;
the men who pasa the qualifying examinations are rather
above the position of lockers or tide-waiters or such posi-
tions, and they go in at once for positions which entitle
them to a mach higher rate of pay than even the maximum
pay attached to the position of locker, and I would like to
sue that position restored to the preliminary class in which
it was before.

Mr. BLAKE. I hope this is the last shot in your locker.
Mr. BAKER. No, it is not the last shot in my locker

as the leader of the Opposition will find out some day. Hie
will find the cable is not run out to the clinch. He under-
stands that.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Explain.
Mr. PLATT. I wish to suggest an amendment to this

clause. I would suggest that you amend it by inserting
the word "permanent " after the word "no," in the first
line. The object of this amendment is to reduce to a mini-
mum the apparent value or importance of this preliminary
or qualifying examination. The object in doing that will
be evident to this committee, from the fact that we have
already learned from the discussion and from the reports
laid before us that a very largely increasing number of can-
didates are coming before the examiners at every examina-
tion. We have now, I presume, a very much larger
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number who have received certificates than will find
places in the public service for many years to corne,
and the number is increasing. An inducement is held
out to young men to pass this examination, and as
soon as they have passed it they feel they have a
claim upon the Government of the country for a
position in the Civil Service. I can see no objection what-
ever to the Government making appointments provisonally,
or probationary appointments, as the Act will term them,
and allowing the young men to pass the examination
during the probationary period of six months or a year, as
the case may be. This will place all the young men in the
country on the same footing as to entering the Civil Service.
Besides, it seems to me a hardship that a man should pass
the examination and then be placed on probation, and per-
baps after three months be rejected, so that the time spent
in his examination is lost. I do not believe we should con-
tinue to stimulate and encourage young men to qualify them-
Eelves for this examination. I do not look upon it as a
laudable ambition for a young man to strive to get into the
Civil Service, though it may be a laudable ambition to pass all
the examinations he can. Many members of this House must
recognise the fact that every Session brings numerous appli-
cations for the examination papers, and the rules and regu-
lations and the report of the board, and so on. I have
ten times the applications from my own county this
Session that I had last. We are paying for the
examination of scores of young men who will never get into
the service, and we are increasing the expense to the coun-
try in another direction. We know that the more candi-
dates apply to the Civil Service examiners, the greater
number of successful candidates there will be holding certifi-
cates, and then there will be a greater number of applica-
tions. The greater the number of applications the greater
the number, probably, of civil servants; and the greater the
number of civil servants, the greater will be the number of
superannuations. It extends ail through. There is increased
expense in the examinations, in the Civil Service, and in the
cost of the suparannuation list. There is this fact, too,
which I consider more important, that it is creating a large
class of young men throughout the length and breadth of
this Dominion, who feel that they have a certain
claim upon the Government for positions in the
Civil Service, and I do not by any means think that
their desire for office will prove a very valuable acquisition
to them. I consider that no greater misfortune can befall a
young man than a desire to live upon the Government of
the country, a desire to obtain a livelihood in the Civil
Service of the country, supported by a feeling that he las
a claim upon the Government. le is likely to be, to all
intents and purposes, a useless member of society. I know
of no more useless member of society than an office seeker,
who is claiming patronage from this politician and that
one, hoping that some day ho will be accepted in the Civil
Service and live a life of ease, and by this examination,
which is encouraging young men to enter into it, we are
raising up an army who cannot all be put in the Civil Ser-
vice, but who think they have claims upon it and who rely
upon it. We are creating an army of office seekers, who
will not be a very great acquisition to society or the coun-
try. I think the amendment which will place all on the
same footing should be adopted.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The amendment suggested by my
hon. friend would not do. We would have to change the
Bill altogether. All appointments are presumed to be per-
manent, and clause 48 prevents a Minister from giving
temporary employment to clerks, unless they have passed
their examination, and if they cannot be found, and the
pressure of business requires their appointment, they must
pas at the very next examination.

Mr. PLAT.

Mr. PLATT. I see there is a clause which provides that
a man shall not receive a permanent appointment unless he
has served a probationary term, of six months.

Mr. BOWELL. That is a confirmation of the appoint-
ment,

Mr. CHAPLEATJ. That means that the appointment is
made, but it is confiroeed after a probationary term.

Mr. PLATT. It is not permanent until it is confirmed.
Mr. BOWELL. It may occur that, although you have a

young man who has passed a creditable examination, he
may be perfectly unfit for the work he is called upon to
perform. In fact, that often occurs. Anyone who has had
anything to do with school boards knows that some of the
teachers who have passed the most brilliant examinations
have been utter failures as school teachers, while those who
have just passed the ordinary examination and got third-
class certificates have been eminently successfal. It is the
same in the Civil Service; so the provision was made that,
after the appointment of any one to the service, if it
should be proved during the first six months that he was
unfit for the position to which he was appointed, you would
not confirmin him, but would send him adrift or reduce him
to some other position which he might be fit for.

Mr. PLATT. My suggestion offers the opportunity of
making that discovery before you subject him to the exami-
nation.

Mr. STAIRS. In the case of a tide-waiter, promoted to
be a locker, must he pass the qualifying examination?

Mr. CHAPLEAJ. lie cannot be appointed to a third-
class clerkship, or a position equivalent to it, without pass-
ing the qualifying examination.

Mr. BOWELL. The position of a locker is a higher
position than that of a tide-waiter. The maximum of a
tide..waiter's salary is only 8600. If he is made a locker, he
can go as far as $800.

Mr. STAIRS. But will he have to pass the promotion
examination or the qualifying examination ?

Mr. BOWELL. Thé promotion examination.
Mr. STAIRS. If he has to pass the promotion examina.

tion, it is very unfair.
Mr. GAU LT. I do not think it is necessary that a locker

should pass the qualifying examination. Ail they want is
good common sense, after passing the preliminary examina-
tion, and I should like to see them placed with messengers,
and so on.

Mr. BOWELli. You would not put your book-keepers
on a par with your messengers.

Mr. GAULT. They are not book-keepers, are they?
Mr. BOWELL. Yes; they must keep books.
Mr. GAULT. Very simple books.
On section 35,
Mr. CHAPLEAU. We are now preparing special rega-

lations which will be published, I hope, during this Session;
we are to publish a list, according to the rules and regula-
tions prescribed by law.

Mr. BLAKE. We have already passed a general provision,
that the whole conduct of business, in faet ail matters, shall
be according to the rmles and regulations made by the Gov-
ernor Genera lu Council. If it is simply a matter of detail,
connected with the preparation of his list, that will be
accomplisîed under the power we have already discussed at
some length.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I dare say it might be.
Mr. BLAKE. I think we had better strike out those

italicised word$s and put in something else. I think that
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the list ought to be published in the Canada Gazette forth- lished will know that they have not passed. When a can-
with. I am quite convinced that the former clause gives to didate has failed, and if he wants to know wherein he has
the Governor General in Council full power to make all been deficient, hoeis always afforded the information.
regulations required, with reference to this as well as to other Mr. MoNEILL. I would go farther than the hon. member
details. I propose that we insert the words, "shallh be made for Victoria. I think it is a very great hardship, indeed, that
out and published in the Canada Gazette." the man who entered the Civil Service before this Act was

Mr. BAKER (Victoria). I would like to ask the Secre- placed upon the Statute Book*shouid ho preverted from
tary of State how are those persons, who have undergone an having that promotion which ho believed himsolf to be
examination and have failed, to know that they have not entitled to, until ho passes the examination requii et by this
passed successfully, and to know wherein they have failed? Act. When these mon entered the Civil Service theyso

Mr. BLAKE. By the clause, as we are now altering it, believing tat if they showed proficiency in the diseharge
the names of those who have succeeded will be:published in of th duties imposed upon ther they would roceivepro-
the Canada Gazette at once. motion in due course; and I say that it s a great hardsip,

a great injustice, that men, porhaps old men, should find
Mr. BAKER. I am aware of that, but many people that ail means of promotion are elosed to then, simply

living as far off as British Columbia, for instance, never because they cannot pass some examination, which
see the Canada Gazette. is to thei a vory difficuit mattor, while to a school-

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Immediately after the result of the boy, fresh from school, it would ho a very simple matter.
examination is known, the secretary of the board sends a We ail know very well that the failure of a man to pase
notice that they have passed successfully. snch an examination is no test whatever that he is not fit

Mr. BAKER. That is not the point. I wish to know for promotion, and if it be no test, under those circumstancos
how those who have failed to qualify are to know that to which I have referred, in regard te a man who has been
they have failed, and wherein they have failed. I a long in te service and who has become aged in the service,

speainggenoallbeaus thoe ae soera ofIcerawhoI think, on its face, it is very unjust te old civil servants tespeaking generally, because there are several officers who mk hmsbettsihats.Te]Iuesol ei
have gone up for a promotion examination, and up to the make themsubjetersuch anesthflosesoltse
present moment they:do not know whether they have passedcountr cosdwterld and faitisn of th e
or not. There is one old gentleman in my constituency, countrshould ntemievo fan otion of th n,
sixty-one years of age, who has been asked to pass that was thru5tonemitut andic ofitha
a school-boy examination. The Minister of Customs evr beintgiaen th nd most mnusteyand rongl
knows that for the last twenty-four or twenty-five thrust upom ti thoe on haveprerh
years ho has been successfully performing the duties todobtainpromoin if th cnduthiselves properl
of chief clerk and receiving a salary Of 81,800. Ieoan so ic e. Nowtis rghti akn away with-
has satisfactorily performed bis duties, not only to the col-oan otioeawh atr t is retroivyidiseet
lector of Customs, but to the Minister of Customs, yet he has
to go up at that advanced age, and pass a school-boy exami- ing civil servants.
nation before ho can get promoted to the position of surveyor, iMr. FARROW. I quite agree with the remarks of the
without which ho cannot get an increase of $100 a year. hon. member for North Bruce (Mr. McNeili). Groat injus-
He goes up and attempts to pass an examination, and tice has beon done te mon who entered the Civil Service
perhaps gets caught upon some little technical subject, that yoars ugo, and who have provod thomelves very officient
has nothing to do with bis professional duties ; and up te officers, by their boing compelled to undergo an examin-
the present moment ho has not been notified whether ho aion before they can ho promed. I wiii give an illustra.
has passed or not. I certainly think that the proper officer, tion. lu 1872, when the new sehool law came inte force in
whoever ho may be, should notify him if ho bas failed, and Ontario, the old teachers, some of wbom bacitaught
forward him a copy of the report of the examiners, to show for noarly a lifotime, were granted a permit to
wherein ho had failed, so that ho may qualify himsoli for take out a certificate in the county where they
subsequent examination, if ho wishes. had taught. I was veny giad to 800 that the prosont

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). There is some reason in Ministor of Education, when revising the sehool law Iast
what the hon. gentleman bas just said, because a man who Session, made provision that those teachers who had certif.
bas failed to pass gets no intimation of the result of the entes should have thera extended Vo the whole Province. I
examination. There is, in addition, the fact that ho may think the Minister ated rightly, and the country is of that
feel himself prejudiced in this examination. It may not beoinio O that inciple, I say the hon. member for
of so much conscquence to a young man, coming up in theNorth Bruce (Mr.McNeill) le quite right in what ho suggosts,
expectation of getting an appointment in a Department, if that civil servants who have preved thonselves efficient
ho is not notified, but in sncb a case as the hon. gentleman officers ought net te be required te snbmit Vo examinatiens
bas mentioned, the want of notification may be of consider- under this Act, but should be promoted, without boing called
able injury to him. I think there should be some arrange-upen te paes.
ment by which, on the payment of a fee, the unsuccessful Mr. MULOCK. With ret te the remarks of the hon.
candidate should be allowed to enter his protest and have member for Middlesex (Mr.Cmeren), that in certain cases
bis papers reexamined. Some such provision as that is candidates shonld be alewed W appeal frem the finding of
made with reference to the examination of school teachers, the examinons, that is a request which should hardly ho
and I think the case mentione:l by the hon. member for conceded. The propor tbing je W appoint proper examiners.
Victoria (Mr. Baker) is a sufficiently grave one to warrant To what tribunal wonld yeu appeal? It muet'be to the same
a provision being made to meet it. judges whe sat in the firt instance, and thoy are net likely

Mr. CHAPLEAU. There is always a standing tribunal te overrule thomselves. If a more mistake had been cer-
for appeal, and certainly, if 211 members in the House of mittod, ne doubt the ozaminers would correct it; but that
Commons, are not a good medium through which a man is a very different matter te appealing from the decision, on
can make complaints that ho bas been wrongly treated by the ground that an imprer judgment ba been rendored.
the Board of Examiners, I do not know what botter tribunal Mr. BAKER. The point I wish to establish is this:
could be instituted. If we publish a list of the names of Certain officers in the Civil Service go np for promotion
those whob have passed, those whose names are not pub- examinatiens, and do net recoive any information frenithe
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secretary of the:Civil Service Board as to whether they have
failed, and if so, in what subject.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. That will be done.
Section, as amended, agreed to.

On section 42,
Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). There ought to, be some

provision made, by which candidates would receive advan-
tage from passing an examination; in other words, appoint-
ments should be made from those who have passed the
examinations, and those who have passed most successfully
should have the preference. I move that the following
words be added:-

And appDintments shall be made from the three highest names on
the Hist.

Mr. McNEILL. That is the introduction of the competi-
tive system.

Mr. BLAKE. I understand that in our examinations
the candidates who pass are not arranged in order of merit.
It is quite true that the ideal expectations of the friends of
competitive examinations have not been wholly realised,
but a great improvement has been effected.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. There is a general list prepared, of
candidates who have passed the qualifying examination and
are ready to enter the Civil Service.

Mr. MoNEILL. I do not suppose that the question of
competitive examinations is exactly before the committee
at the present time, but I may say that I took a great deal
of interest in the question when I was in England, and I
have maintained that interest since, and I cannot accept
the view of my hon. friond the leader of the Opposition.
No doubt, of late there has been an improvement in the
Civil Service, and there has been an improvement in the
system of examination, irrespective of competition alto-
gether ; but so far as competition itself is concerned, it has
been a great failure. I think that the mon who have come
out at the top of the list in competitive examinations have
not by any means proved the best qualified to fiil the office.

Mr. BLAKE. That will, of course, often happen, and I
agree with those who declare that the fact of a man coming
out first on the list is not to be accepted as a reason that he
is fitted for the Civil Service at all. I am entirely with the
probationary examination ; I am entirely with the view of
giving the utmost freedom to the Minister to say to a man
that because you have passed an examination you may not
be fit for the Civil Service at all. There are qualifications
for offices in the Departments which you cannot find out by
any written examination, or guarantee by any amount of
learning, but the great advantage of an examination, is that
it gives you those irrespective of political proclivities who
are approved, as far as written examinations will enable
you to approve them, as the highest in attainment, and give
them an opportunity of proving for themsolves in the ser-
vice that they are suitable clerks.

Mr. McNEILL. I quite admit that under a strict pass
examination you are relieved of the obligation whic is
almost necessarily imposed on you, under a competitive, to
appoint certain men-

Mr. BLAKE. The other enables you to choose your
friends.

the objections raised by the hon. member for Bruce, as to
the departmental value of the mon who pass highest. I realise
that it is not an absolute assurance of a man's capacity for
a position that ho has passed the examination. But
there is no provision made here whatever, for apparently
the Minister, if ho is to do other than show his partiality
for some one, is to throw the names in a hat, and pick
out the first one that comes. Now, I think some
more definite proposition could be adopted, and the
commissioner will recollect that it by no means secures
the appointment to any one of the individuals named as
the first three on the list. It simply secures the temporary
appointment of one of them, and if, with the fact that they
had the best educational qualifications, they had not the best
adaptability to the position, it is competent for the
Department to say: You do not suit, and we will have to
pick somebody else. Now, I am made aware that no
average standing is accorded those who passed, but I think
some provision of this kind should be made. Of course, it
introduces the competitive principle, but if it is not to be
altogether a haphazard arrangement, why should we not
recognise that principle to some extent. If a vacancy occurs,
to which an appointment is to be made, the names are taken
indiscriminately; no reason whateverother than that which
gave value to the examination, is taken as the one for
making a new appointment. I think the competitive
principle could be recognised here without destroying
some of the other principles to which hon. gentlemen
opposite are determined to adhere. I would, of course,
prefer that an independent commission, with other details
not embraced in the Bill, should be recognised as the mode
of examination and appointment to the service; but that
principle is not adopted, and if this one change was made,
I believe a good dead of the pressure which was suggested
by the hon. member for King's, as alw ays following the can-
didate's securing a certificate, would be avoided, and some
considerable advantages result. Of course, it implies that
the examiners would have to determine the marks made by
each candidate, but that is not very difficult. The greatest
difficulty I seeis that the values given at one examination
may differ from those given at another; that is, while some
examiners may have given values to a paper, different
papers may themselves have different values at different
examinations. But in the examinations for school
teachers, which have been made the basis of the
argument in many instancesto-night, the teacher who
passes iu 1882, and secures a certificate and a relative
merit, may have passed a much less severe examina-
tion than he who passes in 1884. I have known repeated
instances where the examination papers were set se very
hard that the examiners were forced to allow a larger num-
ber of marks in consequence of the acknowledged severity
relatively of the two papers ; but if the examiners gave the
relative marks of each subject, the amendment would be
reasonably workable.

On section 38,
Mr. BLAKE. I think the hon. gentleman will see that

the 38th section should be divided into three and not four
sub-sections, the first two as printed being really the first
sub-section. As to the second sub-section, I believe the hon.
gentlemanpromised an explanation to some of his col-
leagues. We were promised some explanations with respect

Mr. McNEILL. I agree that there is that objection, but to sunsection 3.
there is objection to everything in this world, and there are Mr. CHAPLEAU. The explanation is that inspectors
certainly great disadvantages in competitive examinations. of Customs and assistant collectors of Inland Revenue have

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I realise some of the diffi- been added.
culties which exist in the working out of this clause, but Mr. COSTIGAN. In the Act at present, the collectors
still the Governor in Council, under this Bill, has a good of Inland Revenue are exempt from the examination. In
many prerogatives, and there may possibly be found some, this the collectors are lft out, and assistant collectors sub-
means of engrafting this principle on the Bill. I realise stituted, as being exempted instead of the collectors.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria).
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Mr. BLAKE. Wouldthe'4hon. gentleman7explain' why Mr. BLAKE. The hon, gentleman has the inspectors of

that change bas been made ?Weights and Measures, and the preventive officers; there is
Mr. COSTIGAN. My reason for recommending it washisiipplyof war horses.

this: That the collectors of Inland Revenue require Mr. OAMBRON (Middlesex). If the Minister of Intand
more technical knowledge than officers of equal rank in any Revenue would continue this elimination of those who, li
other branch of the service. I prefer that assistant collec- says, it je not neceseary ehould paso the examinations, by
tors, after being under the control and direction of experi- removing tie isectors of Weighto and Mesures, tus
enced collectors, should be promoted. Their experience would give the Act more uniformity than k bs at present.
will make them efficient officers, and I think the service In addition to that, I wish to draw attention to euh-section
will gain.Ilb" of the clause, and snggest that under that, in the 2let

Mr. BLAKE. Would the hon, gentleman kindly state lino, Lie words Iany other" be added. I think the Secre-
what are the number of collectors and the number of ary of State will recognise Lie advantage there would b. in
assistant collectors in his Departmnt ?preading ail these appointments al over the Department,

iDeartentinstead of confining thema, as in this particular section, to the
Mr. COSTIGAN. There are fewer assistants than col- particular Department in which the service may bo required.

lectors. I cannot give the exact numbers. Itseems to me that the service would be materially improved
Mr. BLAKE. I was, of course, very much opposed to if, before any Department went outside, tiey elould enquire

this clause when it was introduced, and it has been enlarged inside of ail the other Departments Lo ascertain wlether in
and changed every Session since. The reason was given, on any one of them there is not some one who would fil the
one occasion, witlr commendable franknessthat iL was noces.hexistingeVahanoy.
sary to have prizes for old war horsos, and it was eseential Mr CASEY. a cannot lt this clause pas ; without some
that thrMorouldA a littMeEfrRedmoon th( ese f promotion a
Governmnt to reward their friend.Now, ofbthe ven e rewuonte thiselinton oft who, ie
accused sometîmes of saying some hard thîngs about tie pens it Weceeeoare thoufildop tho eo ainonutide
Civil Service. Bat I want to say that my beliofalwayeliastheclamofofsrvine then nt theos ofWermoti and psue ts
been that one of your greateet chances of gettingfaithfulthoulsive Aics w oreuifclL orm ent haysaatprest
service from the civil servants by not diappoiting their i i h s t aen dube I

juet expectations of obtaining promotion in the service; and migt be permittd in the Militia Department to have a
provision ford Le war horses, but I do not think that in Lhe

1 beiev yo cando o geate inuryto te wral of taCvlryveSatwlarcgiethe audatae stha re olvisin1

service than by interfering witli Lie sytetm of promotions, Caing eice a t larg theee ld o te i aDpritmn!
so long as iL is promotion by meit ; I do fiot mean promo-Antein ning theimsin this partpiromtion tothe
ion by seniority; I moan by mot. The lion, gentleman tiesdspt oloepartment inolwise s ervicec pm i of ute

lias indicated that lielias fot it expediet that Lie col.I t sees os n eott thcue gserially improvinfrs asifLed
lectorhip should bflled under e prcautions of ts api e a e en e oti o ne
Act, and lie very properly proposes Lo ecludi them from those atinthee Department, accustomend o the duties. That ei

Lie clasnto which appointments may bb made without regard admitted on ail sides; yet, by tc y clause, we not only run

o the provisions o r the Act I a entirely witi hm, but ie erisk of getting inefficiont officers, but also discourage

I would like him to go astep furtier. I would like bim opefficincy, b takin away from the officers boelow ail

do Lie good thing liesas agreed o do, withiout o the stimulus te application, industry ud effort. In private

vil S erv ic B i w antsto s t t e i ef l w as corporations, com m ercial corporations, w ere t ere is L ie
sie f hich lie pro plse s tisbtnote it. ong teY stimulus of promotion, not only are efficient moe

it will promote tie ficiecy of te service temake te obtaised for the higierpositions, but men of btter
change, that c, to strike ont collectors" a ed put in average capacitv are induce to enter Lie service of is
srassistant collectors;" but would it not promote ite effici-deso lo Li sevice p omotin b mreif Ie ot meae promo corporations than hanbe induced to enter Lie Civil
t co y c seori ;ean "assist moet hos." geleane o Service. Tere se gnoteingrll e Civil Service t induce
both.Il oecos"adIasitn olcos sbetote an enterprising, capable young man, who has auy ambition
provision of Lte law? he may be effecting an improve- to enter its rankd ee bas no suc prospect of becoming
ment; but would iL not be botter, having found that collec- reativeDy welto c not te aay weathy, and of obtaining
tors siould be appointed under Lie o ies, ho e hould con- social standing, as et would havei lusie professions and in
tinue of the tmi h was of last year, that assistant collecto business; becase, aithoughie initial saary is comparatively
should he appointed under tue mesn? Wiy sihould he,with large,iehas no certainty of promotion for merbt.eloe as
one likad, constrict, and with the otuer hand, relax Ltime l toaplicati goingp at 50 a ear, until hoodo te gope t h h. aed if ho witoue dog te c asimply aticerilo
evl ot e hihe proosa eso tostiote willf i. aHetr ay attain Lsi omaximumialar of a firet-clasclerk, if ho lives
it o te theaeelogther vice to ethis oba enougr. I think iL will bt admitted tat Lie los of

change, thtitsk u clopatronage occasioned by giving up te cotrol of these par-
M . COSTIGAN. I think the lon, gentleman admite tiolar offices will b muc more than compeneated for by

eat Lte change e an improvoement. If assistant collectous Lie greathy increaed efficioncy of the employée. rvi e case
wore appointed by promotion in ail cases, stre mig t o ofthe postmaterhip of tus ciy, whic hbcame vacantsome
inrosed effiiency. Bat, the old war hores rfemrred toe by time ago, we have an instance sf e abuse of patronage.
hm Lie bon. outeman will admit, are not of one party alone. Tie office for some time remained vacant; Lfe was a
Trs Ac will be in force when e other party corne into gentlemandalmeady employed thee, at ithe had of ie staff,
power, and the waihorses of that partyhwill thon geL the t ne wo was generally admitted t h o well quaiied for tie
fis of te Act. I close the door tlsome extent, and Ihink position o f postmaster, who had worked hie way
Lier. is no doubthat Le change, whereby the position of up gradual y teite position of ead clerk, and who
a collector-which le a vpry important n, requiring was recommended by some m mbers of oarlament for Lie
a gr.at deal of tecnical knowledge and e ng-is fled postmastership, yet tiat office has been flled by a gentleman
by promotion, is an improvement, Io0fan asst. fficioency of who, aithougi ho cannot becaled a wan ors. Ihavins
tue service is concened. An assistant collecter may honover taken any active part lu politice, is an outsider.g
appointed withontlie examination, as te cllecter may b. reoe Mr. Goulu. Roeis not a retined politician; he as nover
undoer the prosnt law; and whe t gel the gexprence been in Parlia ent,a d mu t have owedLie influence wich
undert e Lrainng of Le collector, ho may tien become angaveInim that appotment te personal friendship wit aysome
officient collectr. of Lsec who hd e ear of Lie Goversmont arising from hie



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 15,

previous occupation as proprietor of the Russell House.
This is a striking example of a class of cases in which the
logical and proper system of promotion has been laid aside,
in order, not even to favor a broken down war horse, but
simply a friend of some politicians. This Act also relieves
the inspectors of Weights and Measures from examinations,
a class of officials who wore, until it was passed, subject to
examination, and who should be still subject to examination.
The duties of inspector of Weights and Measures are very
delicate. They require a very considerable amount of what
you might call technical knowledge, some of which cannot
be obtained without practice in the testing of weights and
measures, but most of the knowledge required is comprised
in ordinary school education; and beyond doubt, no person
should be appointed, even temporarily, as inspector of
Weights and Measures, unless ho showed himself possessed
of that education which ought fairly to be expected of him.
In the case of the inspector appointed in my own county
after the change of Government, there was, I think, no
pretence that he had any special qualifications, and I do
not know whether ho possesses even now the technical
knowledge or the mathematical knowledge requisite for his
pobt. He does not seem to inspect many weights and
measures. I never hear of him in that direction. I do not
know exactly what he does, but I think it was rather a
scandal that, after turning out his prodecessor, a gentle-
man who had passed bis examination and had got a very
complote knowledge of his work, this man should be
put in his place, without even the formality of passing an
examination. I am sorry to see a retrograde step of this
kind taking place in the Department of Inland Revenue,
which has hitherto, under Ministers of both parties, been
the Department, perhaps, of all others, in which the personal
efficiency of the officers was most insisted upon, and the
principle of promoting by merit most strictly carried out.
1 hope, on further consideration, a change will be made in
this.

Mr. BLAKE. There has been no statement made with
reference to the inspéctors as yet. Perhaps the hon.
gentleman who is acting for the Minister of Customs might
make it.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria). Do you wish me to speak on
my own bebalf, or on behalf of the Minister of Customs ?

Mr. BLAKE. In whichever way ho thinks ho can speak
best.

Mr. STAIRS. If the hon. gentleman refers to the inspec-
tors of Customs, I can state that the practice of the Govern.
ment in this respect bas been somewbat different from the
powers they have heres The last appointment in Halifax
was made fron the Custom bouse there, and the gentleman
appointed has made a very efficient officer. I think some
remarks that were made about the pressure put on the
Government by these officers is rather exaggerated. I
refer especially to the botter class of officers, and I think
there is not so much pressure and there are not so many
people looking for these offices as the public imagine. I
know it was so in this case, and there have been many other
cases in the same way.

Mr. BLAKE. As the law stood, that was the course that
would properly be taken.

Mr. STAIRS. No; I think not.
Mr. BLAKE. Yes; the inspectors are about to be placed

in the category in which there is freedom of action by the
law we have now before us.

Mr. STAIRS. I was under the impression that it had
been so previously. Perhaps I was mistaken. I beg the
hon. gentleman's pardon.

Mr. BLAKE. This is to enable the next inspector of
Halifax to be appointed in another way. They were good
while they must.

Mr. CAs8Y.

1124

Mr. STAIRS. I think the hon. gentleman must not put
that construction upon it. I think there was no intention,
in that case to do otherwise at the time. I do not believe
that any other appointment would have been made, even if
this had been in force at that time.

Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps not. I may say to the Minister
of Customs that an ardent admirer of his, sitting near him,
offered, when the occasion came, to explain his part in
this procedure, with reference to the inspectors; but, upon
being asked to come to the scratch, ho seemed rather as if
he had not another shot in his locker and we did not get
the explanation. Perhaps the Minister will supply the
deficiencies of his deputy.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria). There are somo things you
cannot do in this world without a proper power of attorney,
and I did not happen to possess the document.

Mr. WOODWORTH. He was not the chief baker on
that occasion.

Mr. BOWELL. As ho did not come to the scratch, I
thought perhaps it was because the Ion. gentleman had
cut his nails too closely while I was out. The only
explanation I have to give is, that it is thought proper to
place the inspectors in the same position as the collectors
of Castoms, and for the same reason, perhaps, as the hon.
gentleman has given. He spoke of old war hortes and per.
sons it was dosired to appoint to positions, who have, I
may say, won their spurs. I have no further explanation
to give. To be serious, however, in the case of the gentle-
man who has been appointed to that position, he is one who
has been a very long time in the service.

Mr. BLAKE. In Halifax ?
Mr. BOWELL. No; in Halifax it was the chief clerk,

Mr. Hill, who was appointed.

Mr. BLAKE. I was not taking exception to any of the
appointments.

Mr. BOWELL. I may refer to the remarks made in
reference to the collectors a short time ago. My experience
is that a collector who has a thorough knowledge of the
business of the day, as it is transacted now, at ail events,.
those who have been appointed during my tenure of office,
have proved to be the best collectors in the service. I may
instance the prosent collector of Mon treal, who was formerly
a member of this House, whose thorough knowledge of ail
mercantile transactions, and the fact of his having kept
himself well posted, to use a familiar term, in the
manner and mode of doing business, fit him peculiarly
for the position, which is more administrative, probably,
than executive. I may add this reason : A gentleman
who las gone into the Civil Service and bas been confined to
his desk, merely going through the routine of that branch
of the service to which he las ben allotted for years and
years, .seldom keeps up with the advanced mode of doing
business of the age, and the result has been, many times,
when you have selected a man like that, that he las
not proved as good a collector or servant for that particu-
lar position as a man who bas a thorough knowledge of
business, and the mode and manner in which business is
done at the present day; because, we all know that it is
changing and varying with almost every season, and the
man who was in business eight or ton years ago would have
to adopt another policy altogether in the presont day.

Mr. GAULT. I desire to endorse all that las been said
about the collector of Montreal. It is admitted on all hands
that ho is the most able and efficient collector that las ever
ben in that port, and he has given every satisfaction to all the
business men of Montreal. Mr. Ryan is at lis work every
morning at nine o'clock, and he never leaves until the last
clerk bas gone. fie as a thorough knowledge of his Depart.
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ment and, I think, knows every man in it. He is there late
and early.

Mr. BLAKE. I am glad to hear such a good account of
our late friend and colleague, Mr. Ryan, who, as we know,
was a merchant, and I am ready to admit that a good man
may occasionally be appointed under this system, but it is
not always so. In fact, I am afraid, most generally it is
not so. I have known of a lawyer being appointed to a
very important collectorship, who had not much acquaint.
ance with trade, but who had the good fortune to be an old
war horse, who wanted a berth. And he got it, and I believe
there bas been a good deal of trouble in consequence of his
administration, and while the hon. gentleman may be able
occasionally to fill a berth of this description as efficiently,
possibly, sometimos more efficiently, than he would if the
rule was observed, I fancy, on the whole, the results will be
what the motive has indicated, that is to say, a subordina.
tion of the effioiency of the service to the desire to provide
for an old war horse.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria). I desire to ask for information.
I find the expression "preventive officer," in the Inland
Revenue Department. In the schedule of pay I do not find
the expression at all, and I want to know where ho comes
in for pay. What is a preventive officer? Of course, I
know what preventive means, but what is a preventive
officer in the Inland Revenue Department ? I am asking
for information. In schedule B, I do not find "preventive
officer " mentioned at all, nor do I find it under the head of
Customs or Inland Revenue. I want to know what is his
rank, and what are his duties ?

Mr. BOWELL. As regards the Customs Department, a
large number of preventive officers are appointed along the
coast, receiving, some of them, $60, and some 8150 or $200
a year. They are appointed to prevent smuggling in the
different localities. In the Inland Revenue Department a
preventive officer is appointed to look after illicit stills, or
anything of that kind. It is not deemed necessary to make
them pass an examination, but to give the Minister power
to appoint them wherever their services are needed. We
ought to make a little change in this clause-change the
word "assistant " to that of "deputy," when speaking of
collectors of Inland Revenue, as that is the name by which
they are designated in schedule B.

On section 39,
Mr. CHAPLEAU. I would like to amend that, by making

it read: "The report required for the appointment of a clerk
to fill such vacancy shall be made by the officer to the
Minister of Finance ;" because the report is always made by
the deputy head.

On section 40,
Mr. CASEY. I think there is here a mis-description of

what is intended to be enacted. The Bill says that pro-
motion shall be by examination, under regulations made by
the Governor in Council; thon it goes to provide that pro-
motion shall not be by examination. In the ordinary mean-
ing of language, when you say that promotion shall be by
examination, you mean that promotion shall be made in
accordance with the results of the examination ; but what is
really meant to be intended here is, that promotion shall
only be made from amongst those who have passed examina-
tion; that the examination shall be a qualifying one for
promotion, and then the promotion shall be made by those
at the head of the Department. I think that should be
changed, so as to be in accordance with what follows. If it
was worded like this: "That promotion shall only be made
after examination," or some words like that, it would be
consistent with what follows.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I do not see the necessity. The
wording may be a little singular, but it has been well
explained.

Mr. CASEY. I know what is meant to be said by it, but
there is no doubt in anyone's mind, acquainted with the

f meaning of language, as to what meaning these words
, would convey.

Mr. CURRAN. There ought to be an amendment made
here, which is required in the interests of justice to a large
number of persons who are now in the Civil Service.
Where the section says that piomotion shall be made under
examination and regulation made by the Governor in Coun-
cil, I think there should be an exception, which would read
in this way: "Except in the case of persons having entered
the Civil Service prior to the passing of the Civil Service
Act of 1882." There are large numbers of persons who
entered the Civil Service prior to the passing of that
Act, and they ought not to be affected by this law. It
is not fair to them that this law should have a retro-
active effect upon the promotion of good officers, who
have performed their duties well and who are thoroughly
competent men, but who may not be able to pass the
examination required. I know, for instance, that in the
post office in the city of Montreal there are officers who
have been employed there for twenty-eight years. They
know everything in connection with the business of the
Department, from top to bottom, and are perfectly compet-
ont to discharge the duties in connection with any Depart-
ment of the service; yet, having been so many years en-
gaged in the public service, they have forgotten some of their

f classical training, and are quite unable to cope with young
men who are fresh from school. I think that all persons
who were in the Civil Service prior to 1882 ought to be
exempted from any promotion examination ; but if they
are competent mon, they should be entitled to promotion
upon their merits and upon the report of the proper officer
in charge.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not understand that the examination
for promotion is inclassical subjects.

Mr. CURRAN. Partly.
Mr. BLAKE. The examination for promotion, under the

clause, as amended, is to be of two descriptions, as I under-
stand it. First of all, the Governor in Council is to choose
certain obligatory subjects, and I presume those are those
subjects of general information as to penmanship and the
rudiments of knowledge, which any man ought to have
before ho is fit to be promoted at all. And thon there are to be
certain other subjects, determined by the bead of the
Department as those best calculated to tet the actual
efficiency of the person to be promoted. I do not know
how long service, which does not fulfil those conditions,
should be sufficient to secure promotion. We must have
regard to the efficiency of the service.

Mr. MoNEILL. I do not agree with the hon. gentleman.
It does not follow that because a man is unable to pass an
examination, that because ho, perhaps, never attempted
anything of the kind, ho is not fit to be promoted.
There are many mon who, from the very thought of
being obliged to sit down and attempt to answer questions
on paper, become so nervous that they can scarcely answer
anything. The bon. member for West Durham (Mr.
Blake) bas himself passed so many examinations and
come in contact with so many people who have been sub
ject to examination, that ho eught to know what the effect
is on some persons. There can be no doubt that there are
many thoroughly deserving men in the service, well qualified
to perform the duties of higher offices if they had promotion.
I go further and say that these men are botter qualified to per-
form the duties of those offices than some of the young men
who are able to pass examinations. Those young men who
are well qualified to pass examinations probably do not
know one hundredth part as much about the service, practi-
cally, as do those men.of experience to whom I have referred.
We ought to consider the matter from another point
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of view. When men entered the service twenty-five
years ago, they selected this walk of life. They rejected
other walks of life. They considered they had certain
opportunities afforded them of getting on in the Civil Ser-
vice; that certain advantages were offered them, and they
deliberately resolved to enter the Civil Service on the faith
of the regulations then existing. We come down on those
men with our new regulations, and we cut away from them,
to a very large extent the advantages which induced them
to enter the Civil Service. Retroactive action on the part
of Parliament ought to be a safeguarded to the greatest pos-
sible extent. There are very many deserving men in the
service who are unable to pass an examination and would
have had promotion exce pt for this examination, which is
no test of inefficiency, so far as they are concerned.

Mr. BLAKE. There are two questions to be considered.
First, the character of the examinations ; second, the
capacity of the men to pass any kind of examination. As
far as the character of the examination, I am entirely with
those who would object, after a man has been admitted
to the service, to any description of examination which
would test his efficiency, except as regards promotion. You
arrange a preliminary examination as to general attain-
monts, so far as is deemed necessary. Then you come to
the question of promotion. lt is intended that the Governor
in Council shall prescribe certain optional subjects. I
presume the test will be of a very reasonable character,
tests which it is impossible to say that any man who is fit
to be promoted from the ranks should not comply with.
What are the other tests ? They are such subjects as the
Department has, with the concurrence of the board, decided
to be best adapted to testing the fitness of the candidates
for the office. It is not an examination in scholastic know-
ledge, but in directions which will best test the fitness of
the candidates for promotion. If he las got practical
experience, you will examine him in such a way as to bring
that out. We have, therefore, got down to the remaining
point, that some mon, by reason of their constitution, are
unable, when put down at a desk, with pens and paper, to
tell what they know. No doubt there are a great many
men who will fail to work up to their training at oral
examinations ; but with men in the service, most of whom
are accustomed to using the pen, this may be said: The man
whose daily life for many years has been to deal with the
subjects presented to him, will be able to make fair answers,
at all events, and that is all that is wanted.

Mr. WOODWORTI. I quite agree with the leader of
the Opposition, that if the Government confines the exami-
nations merely to actical knowledge of duties in the
Department, it is ai rright; but if the sub-examinations
cover the history of China and Australia and the different
European countries together with the higher branches of
arithmetic and geometry, a mistake has been committed. I
saw aman nearly crazy,five or six weeks ago-a gentleman of
culture and education, some fifty years oi age, who was try-1
ing to remember something of his school days and endeavor-
ing to learn some arithmetic and algebra as he wanted to pass
an examination, and he got through by the skin of his teeth.
How many members of this House could pass such an
examination ? Many men are appointed to the highest
positions on the bench who would not be able to pass onei
of these examinations if their lives depended on it, and yet
they are mon of high culture. Some people keep up their
studios, but the most of us do not; and a boy of fifteen or
sixteen years will be able to teach us arithmetic and history.
If this examination is confined to what the member for West
Durham (Mr. Blake) has stated, I am perfectly willing. If
it goes further, I do not agree with the proposal.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. What the hon. gentleman complains1
of has been remedied. It is one of those instances in which
we have interfered with the notions which the Civil Ser-

Mr. McNEILL.

vice examiners held. It was their opinion that when an
officer of long service in the Department wanted to be pro-
moted, for instance, to a first-class clerkship, he should be
submitted to some severe test of examination in history, or
the constitution of the country, or on special rules of
arithmetic, of a very difficult character. Well, we have put
that aside, and I think that, as was explained by the hon.
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) the promotion
examinations of these mon should be on subjects pertaining
to the duties which they are called upon to perform. In
these examinations the candidate is allowed plenty of time ;
the questions are prepared by the deputy head,with a viewof
facilitating these examinations and with a special view to
the vacancies that are teobe filled and the duties of those
vacancies. We have left certain obligatory subjects to be
determined from time to time by the Governor in Council,
with certain subjects of goneral knowledge, which every
officer must be familiar with if ho is to remain in his posi-
tion. For instance, there was a great objection to arithme-
tic, except in the Finance and Customs Departments, and
in the accountant's branch of some other Departments, where
it is specially required, and with these exceptions we have
confined the examinations to the first four rules of arithme-
tic. The subject of composition we have arranged in the
same way, assigning it to candidates for such Departments
as that of the Secretary of State, were a great deal of cor.
respondence is required, and not for those Departments
where excellence in that branch would not be specially
nocessary. The examination bas been conducted in such a
manner that these old officers, for whom I must say I have
a great deal of sympathy, when they enquired what those
subjects were have been perfectly satisfied.

Mr. McNEILL. After the explanation of the hon. the
Secretary of State, I should like to withdraw the amendment,
because I think these men are protected. I should like,
also, to make a remark with reference to what fell from
the hon. gentleman opposite, with respect to competitive
examinations, and I would mention a case with regard to
two friends of my own, which is an illustration of the ner-
vousness from which some candidates suffer, whether the
examinations are written or viva voce. These two mon
were going up for examination in logic at Trinity College,
Dublin, and the night before the examination one came to
the other and asked for an answer to a certain question.
When they came out of the hall the next day after the
examination, the one who had made the request and who
had got a proof from the other, told his friend that ho had
got on all right, but the other was so nervous that ho
actuhlly denied that that particular question was on the
paper at all. That is a fact, because I knew both men, and
was present when the conversation took place.

Mr. BLAKE. It is one o'clock in the morning, so I will
not discuss any further the question of nervousness, but I
called the attention of the hon. gentleman to the awkward
phraseology of the introduction to this section. I think it
would be improved if he were to say, "and shall be in such
obligatory subjects as may be determined from time to time
for each Department," etc.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I intended also to amend the first
sentence. It would be improved by making it "ne pro-
motion in the Civil Service shall take place," etc.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria). I would like to introduce the
word "naval" there. Last year I pointed ont, in the
position in which we may be placed in the near fature, you
may have the necessity of employing a large number of
naval officers. Certainly, as things are looking at preson,,
y ou will require a number of them to defend our Pacifie
Province, and if it should be the intention of the House to
give me an opportunity to hoist my broad pennant on one of
your line of-battle ships, thon we would require a clause for
the appointment of naval officers, and giving them a certain
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amount of pay. Therefore, as there is provision made for
military and civil engineers, I should like to insert naval
engineers aiso.

Mr. CASEY. I suppose the reason for exemapting thé
classes named in this clause from examination on appoint-
ment is that they are supposed, from their position, to have
sufficient education ; but I do not understand why officers of
artillery should be specially exempted.

Mr. CARON. The hon. gentleman can understand that
in the Department of Militia, in the store branch, for
instance, it is necessary to have a person acquainted with
artillery, for the purpose of gotting out the stores which are
required for that branch. A man in that position is looked
upon as a specialist, and the fact of bis passing the ordinary
Civil Service examination would not qualify him for it.

Mr. CÂSEY. i was n ot disputing the propriety of
exempting these officers; but I ask why artillery officers,
only ?

Mr. CARON. We may have specialists in other branches,
for whom the passing of the Civil Service examinations could
not be considered to be a qualification.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). Is it not rather a mistake
to confine the exemption, if there is any merit in it, to
officers of artillery ? There may be special qualifications in
engineer officers, or even officers of cavatry or infantry. I
think the clause, generally, is indefinite.

Mr. CARON. The hou. gentleman is too liberal alto-
gether. We do not require cavalry officers in the inside
service of the Department. In providing, for instance, for
the schools of gunnery, it is necessary to have a person who
bas the proper knowledge to provide stores for them ; and
such a person is excluded from the Civil Service examina-
tion, because he is looked upon as a specialist, called upon
to occupy a position in the Department that the passing
of the examinations would be no qualification for.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I am quite prepared to
say that my disposition is not to go any forther than the
hon. gentleman, and I wanted to see what reason existed
for the exemption of artillery officers that did not exist
for the exemption of any others. Of course, the stores
branch may require some technical knowledge, and it is
well that the committee should know that it is for that
specific purpose that this exemption is asked.

Mr. PLATT. I have been looking through this list of
exemptions, and I fail to find any term designating .that
neglected clas called physicians. I do not know why they
should not be exempted, as well as barristers, attorneys,
engineers, etc.

Mr. BOWELL. Fortunately, they are not required in
the lino of their profession.

Mr. PLATT. I am glad the Government do not require
the services of medical mon. I only wish their executive
conduct was such that they did not require the services of
barristers. I think ministers of the gospel and physicians,
at lest, should be added to this list.

Mr. BOWELL. If the physicians were, the ministers
certainly ought.

On section 44,

Mr. CASEY. It would be better to provide that the
person promoted should not be definitely promoted, unless
at the end of six months the head of the Department makes
a satisfactory report, instead of laying on the head of the
Department -the responsibility of actually rejecting him.
In England the appointment lapsep, unless the head of the
Department expresses satisfaction at the end of a certain time.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Good officers would not be noticed,
and after the six months of quiet good work they would
find themselves out of the service.

Mr. BLAKE. Not when under the supervision of the
Socretary of State.

On section 47,
Mr. CHAPLEAU moved te strike out the words "or

loss of," in the 45th line, and make it read "without increase
of salary."

Clause, as amended, agreed to.

On section 50,
Mr. CASEY. I think that this "for any other reason"

is rather a wide power. I think that the class of resons
should be specified. And I really think that cases ofillness
to the officer himself or his family would be sufficient to
cover all proper cases for leave of absence.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. There are some cases where the ser.
vices of an employé might be required specially in the
interest of the public service; and I think leave should be
given in such cases.

Mr. CASEY. I know of a case of au officer in one of the
Departments, who is also a militia officer, getting leave of
absence, and putting in bis time with the battery at Kings-
ton last winter. I mean Major Pennington Macpherson.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Cases of abuse of that power to grant
a leave can be brought to the attention of Parliament.

Mr. CASEY. He was given leave of absence on account
of an accident which happened to him. le had some boues
broken, 1 think. But if ho could put in his period of drill
with the battery, one would think ho could do his duties in
the Department. As to absence on account of illness, I
understand that the Government have appointed a certain
doctor in this city as the only person to give certificates for
illness in granting leave of absence; that an employé
desiring to get away, on the ground of ill-hoalth, must go to
tis doctor and pay is fee and get bis certificate; that the
certificate of is family physician is not sufficient. i should
like to hear the reason for that.

Mr. JENKINS. The reason is very palpable. It is that
the Department must have au officer in whom they have
confidence, and one appointed for the purpose, for we know
that medical mon are apt to be very leuient to their
patients.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Esperiencelhas proved that this is a
very good precaution.

Mr. PLATT. Is the medical officer a civil servant?
Mr. CHAPLEAU. Hoeis not.
Mr. CASEY. I do not know why the Department should

be more particular than the courts, where a doctor's certi-
ficate is sufficient.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. In practice, it was found not to be
sufficient, and it was because of the great number of cases in
which there was abuse that we made that provision last
year, and so far as the carrying out of it has gone, it is very
satisfactory.

Mr. CASEY. The courts will take certificates of ill-
health, and this louse, when attendance on committees
was compulsory, accepted a certificate from any licensed
practitioner as sufficient, I think it is very strange that in the
Civil Service alone so much more care is required and so many
abuses have occurred as the Minister says ; but, if the result
of experience is that there were abuses, that goes a long
way to diminish any objection. It is of course an important
thing for the doctor, as I suppose in the course of the year
almost everyone in the service would have to consult ihim.
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Mr. CHAPLEAU. No; the result has been that the doc-
tor has been far from making a revenue out of it, and the
Civil Service is profiting in the same proportion.

Mr. BLAKE. I judge there has been a marked improve-
ment in the health of the Civil Service,

Mr. BOWELL. There has, if doctors' certificates are any
indication.

Mr. CASEY. The Minister said the other reasons were
principally to allow the person to serve in some other capacity
under the Government. I think it would do no harm to
put those words in.

Mr. CHIAPLEAU. This hias been the law for a long
time.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria). I know a case where an officer
from Victoria-the inspector of Inland Revenue-came
over to a school of gunnery to go through a course there,
and, unless that clause were in the Act, he could not have
obtained leave for the purpose. He got six months' leave
purposely. He gained nothing, but he went through the
course of gunnery and came back an efficient officer. He
is the major commanding the battery in Victoria.

Mr. CASEY. That is just one of the other reasons I
objected to. I do not think 'that was a proper cause for
granting leave of absence to an officer of a non-combatant
branch of the service. It is no gain to the Inland Revenue
Department that this person should be a competent officer,
and be should attend to lis duties unless he is incapacitated.
That is one of the abuses I objected to.

Mr. BAKER. Where would the country be at this
moment without a good many of them?

'Kr. CASEY. Of course we want good officers, but we
can get them outside the Civil Service.

Mr. WOODWORTH. The clause seems to be a little
ambiguous, as the Governor in Council is referred to as
" him."

Mr. BLAKE. Except in cases of illness, this power
ought to be used with very great discretion, because it
always involves an increase of charge to the publie service.
Some subordinate officer has to be employed and paid the
difference of salary between him and the other, and I have
no doubt that the whole service, if it was not over-std.fed
before, will suffer from the absence of the officer. So that,
unless there are very special circumstances, long leaves-
and this proposed twelve months-ought not to be granted,
except inu case of illness.

Mr. CASEY. Perhaps, before the third reading, the in-
ister will consider what words might be employed to desig-
nate these other reasons.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is a case in which latitude should
be given to the Government, who is presumed to exercise it
with discretion; and, if it iis not Properly exercised, the
remedy is here every year in the Session of Parliament.

Mr. CASEY. That is no answer to the objection. Some-
times the power may be exercised with discretion, and
sometimes not. The case mentioned by the hon. member
for Victoria (Mr. Baker) shows that it is not always exer-
cised with discretion.

Mr. BAKER. I differ with you in that.

On section 51,
Mr. CIIAPLEAU. The reason for the alteration was

this: It has been thought that the suspension of an officer
from the performance of his duty might be a sufficient
punishment for a light case of misconduct, without cutting
off is salary, which might often be more a punishment to
his family than to himself. And as there was no discretion

Mr. CABET.

with the superior officer in suspnding the salary, it was
thought well to impose the punishment of suspending the
offender from the performance of his duty.

Mr. BLAKE. But that is not accomplished by the
clause as it stands. I had supposed that with some officers,
if you suspend them from the performance of their duty
for a short time, and allow them to receive their salary, the
punishment might not le very serious, because the offence
itself might consist in the neglect of that very duty. But
the hon. gentleman will observe that it is intended to imply
that whenever you suspend from the performance of duly
the suspension of salary follows.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The words in italics will cover that.
Mr. BLAKE. I put another construction upon this

alteration. I had supposed that it might be the intention
of the Government to say to the officer : We will not
suspend you from the performance of your duty, but we
will not give you any salary for your duty. Go on and do
your duty, but you shall have no pay for it. That, I think,
would bie a very good plan, in certain cases.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I know that was done in
several cases. An officer had misbehaved, and when he
came back to the office he was told by the deputy head, on
behalf of the head of the Department, that he would be
deprived of three or four days' salary, and he would be
obliged to remain at the office and perform his duty.

Mr. BLAKE. I think that is very good.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. Last year we introduced a clause to

that effect, imposing a fine of not more than one day's
pay for each offence, to be deducted from the salary of the
officer, he still performing his duty.

Mr. CASEY. I believe, as a matter of discipline, that
the power of suspension should rest primarily, not with the
head of the Department, but with the deputy head, subject,
of course, to appeal to the Minister. The deputy is the
person responsible to the political head for the discipline
of the Department, and he cannot secure discipline unless
he is able to enforce it. I know it is a matter of
common report that at all times in the Departments
there have been complaints on the part of high officiais that
the political beads interfered with them in the discipline of
the Department. The hoa. Minister of Public Works
shakos his head-I am not referring to him ; but such
things have been done, and they will be done again. It is
undoubted that the person who is responsible for the dis-
cipline should have the primary authority to enforce it,
though, of course, the power must be left with the political
head to interfere afterwards, if he chooses. But I do not
see any limit here, as to the time of suspension. I think
there ought to be a limit fixed.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. You had better leave the clause as
it is.

On section 52,
Mr. BLAKE. I think this is a very objectionable clause

altogether, and particularly with reference to this provision
as to demise. Here you arrange for a period of three
months, during which the office may remain in that state of
demoralisation which is involved by a vacancy in the
superior office. Why should it not be filled earlier than in
three months? It is actually facilitating those procrasti-
nations in appointments to office which happen too often.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is the same law as before. But
it has been wrongly put in italics, where the clause read as
follows

"When the duties of any superior officer or clerk during his absence
or by reason of his demise, but not through superannuation, are con-
tinuously performed by an officer or clerk of an inferiof class or junior
rank during a period of more than three monthe, the officer or clerk per-
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forming such duties may, on the report of the deputy head, concurred
in by the head of the Department, by Order in aouncil, and provided
that fnnds are available under parliamentary vote for snch payment,
receive, in addition to his ordinary pay, the difference between such
ordinary pay and the pay of the officer or clerk whose duties he as per-
formed, for the time he has performed such duties."

It is the same clause, with the difference that we put in the
word "demise," but not this "superannuation."

Mr. BLAKE. That is the point to which I have called
attention before. Of course it is not included in the law
now. What is included in the law, as it now stands, is that
when this officer, who is in the service, but who may be
away, and his duties are performed by somebody else, tho
person who performs those duties may receive pay for a
period of three months. It is adding to the publie charge
in the meantime, because there is the difference between
the pay of the officer who is performing the duty and that
of the superior officer who is absent, which is to be given.
In the case of the decease of the superior, why wait so long
before filling his place ?

Mr. CHAPLE AU. It might not be possible to fill the place
immediately. There might be some objection; there might
be no vote for it. Take the case of the acting librarian,
for instance. I do not seo why, after he has performed, for
more than three months, the duties of his superior, ho onght
not to be paid for performing those duties. I do not see
why he should not be entitled to receive the difference
between his salary and the salary of the deceased officer
during the time he performs those duties. It is not his fault
if he has to perform those duties, though it has been the
fault of the Government.

Mr. BLAKE. I have said already that I do not think
that it is right, in the case of absence, and that is the law as
it is. Now, the hon. gentleman has taken the case of the
Li brarian. If it is not owing to the acting librarian not
wanting to be appointed Librarian, whose fault is it?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It might be necessary.
Mr. BLAKE. I do not think so. It is the fault of the

Government, and it is very wrong that the office should
have been kept vacant so long; it is a dereliction of duty on
their part, that they did not grapple with the difficulty.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The hon. gentleman knows that it
could not be done, except by Act of Parliament.

Mr. BLAKE. Of course the office could be filled without
any Act. If you want the anomaly and monstrosity you
propose, there must be an Act of Parliament.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I hope, when the Bill comes before
the House, the Government will be able to adduce good
rosons for it, reasons which will perfectly satisfy the
House, and even the hon. gentleman himself, because I know
this course has been pursued for reasons which are very
good reasons.

Mr. BLkKE. Inasmuch as the late Librarian unfor-
tunately departed this life very early in last Session, it was
quite possible for the Government to have arrived at those
very good roasons, and have announced them to us last
Session, and have given us a Librarian.

Mr. CHIAPLEAU. That is another question.
Mr. BLAKE. It is the same question.

On section 53.
Mr. CASEY. This is a very wrong principle to intro-

dace. A man resigns from the service because ho thinks
ho can do botter or because his health is not fit. Promo-
tions take place. Some years afterwards, when ho has lostf
the traditions of the Department, when he has acquireda
other habits, he chooses to return, and is able, by this sec- i
tion, to take up hie old position at the sane salary. le
has, therefore, lost nothing by his rash resignation, but ho
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is placed over the heads of others who had a right to
expect promotion.

Mr. CJHAPLEAU. It is easy to understand that it cau
ouly be for officers who have left either from sickness, or
by officers who have ventured into some other avocation
and have not been successful, owing to no fault of theirs.
lu such cases men perfectly well qualified might desire to
reenter the service, and Ido not think they should be
submitted to further examination.

Mr. CASEY. Suppose the case of a civil servant who
comes out as a candidate lin some constituency. After the
campaign and his defeat, he comes back to Ottawa and
wants to take his place in the Department.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. This section was not intended to
apply to such a case, and there was no such case in con-
templation when it was framed.

Mr. CASEY. If a man leaves the service lie should take
his chances of employment elsewhere. Ris position should
not be kept open for him at the same salary.

Mr. BLAKE. There is another consideration. Officers
leaving the service frequently receive gratuities. I recol-
lect a case where a civil servant left the service to botter
himself, as ho thought, and received a gratuity exceeding
$1,000. Is it to be allowed that a man in such a case
should again be admitted in the same class and with the
same salary, although his gratuity had vanished, and he
was out of the service.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Such cases would not be tolerated.
It is a moral impossibility that they would occur. If it
was done, no Government could ask Parliament to replace
a young gentleman who left the service three months
before to be a candidate for election to Parliament. The
Government would be censured for such a course. We are
only making provision for the readmission of good, efficient
officers.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman said it is a moral
impossibility. I think it is an immoral possibility.

Mr. TEMPLE. I think the section is a good one. I
know the case of a young man who some fifteen months ago
became ill and had to retire from the service. He desires
to re-enter it, and will do so as soon as an opportunity is a
afforded.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria). I think the section is wrong.
When an officer resolves to go into another business, and
probably leaves the Government or Department in the lurch,

e does so to improve his position, and his reentrance into
the service should not be tolerated.

Mr. CASE Y. Gare should also be taken to protect the
juniors, who are looking forward to reaping the benefits of
promotion. It is unfair and improper to allow mon who
have left the service to re-enter it.

On section 54,
Mr. CASEY. What payments are covered by those that

are not salaries and not specifically stated in the estimates.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. Extra pay.
Mr. BLAKE. I suppose it is not intended to give larger

powers to the Governor in Council to grant extra pay than
the Act generally prescribes.

Mr. CfHAPLEAU. No. For instance, in the case of the
consolidation of the statutes, an officer might be required
for certain work, and we cannot pay him without putting
a sum in the estimates. Even for the payment of that sum
the Governor in Council should have power to regulate it
by Order in Council. We do not want the money to be
paid, except on revision by the Governor in Couneil.
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1fr. BLAKE. Does the hon, gentleman mean that the
clause is intended to sanction the Governor in Council pay-
ing employés for services not contemplated to be paid for
under the Act. Hie mentioned the case of the consolidation
of the statutes.

Mr. GHAPLEAU. Supposing we decided now that a
consolidation of the statutes shall be made. During the
vacation, one of the officers of the Department might be
employed, and a sum might be put in the estimates to pay
sucl officer. We do not want that sum to be paid withont
additional sanction,supervision, or, I would say, the revision
of the Governor in Council.

Mr. CASEY. I do not think the hon. gentleman makes
the meaning clear. It is provided elsewhere that no pay-
ments, except salaries, shall be made to employés, without
its being specifically stated, so it must be either salaries
or payments specifically stated, other than salaries. The two
provisions do not appear to be consistent.

Mr. BLAKE. It does not seen to me that they are con-
sistent. Section 52 provided that no extra sum shall be
p aid unless the sum is placed for that purpose specifically.
Now, there seems to be an implied intention to give an
officer an extra sum, although it has not been specifically
voted in the Estimates. If you strike ont the words " whether
specifically stated or not," and say "whether specifically
stated in the Estimates or payable," etc., then you will say
what you mean.

On section 55,
Mr. CHAPLEAU. I propose to insert the word "class"

before the word "salary," in this section, and I also think,
in reading over this clause, that it does away now with the
necessity of section 7 which we allowed to stand.

On section 58,
Mr. CHAPLEAU. I wish to include in this section the

rules and regulations which may be passed during the year,
according to section 5.

Mr. BLAKE. I think the insertion of the word "fiscal"
will have the result of making these reporta so stale that
we shall have lost all interest in them. The reports of the
May examinations will not come in before Jly, and the
practical result will be that they will be a year behind hand,
and we will not care to read them.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I have no objection to strike out the
word "fiscal."

On section 59,
Mr. CASEY. I think the list of persons employed in

the fouse of Parliament should be taken sometimes during
the Session.

Mr. BLAKE. I beg to make an humble protest against
a portion of this clause. I think it is very good to have
a list, but I am sorry that we should engraft permanently
on the Statute Book a provision that a statement of the
religion and nationality of the employées in the Civil Service
of the country should be made to us year by year. I hope
that some time or other we shall recognise our common
nationality and not enquire into our respective religions.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. We will strike -out the words "reli-
gion" and "nationality."

Mr. CHAPLEAU moved that the 12th clause be struck
out.

Mr. BLAKE. Does the hou. gentleman think his virtue
will be able to exist without that clause ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Well, we will try for a year.
Mr. C PLEÂU.

Committee rose and reported Bill as amended.

Mr. CASEY. I beg leave to congratulate the hon. Min-
ister on the pleasant and profitable discussion on this
Bill we have had to-day.

Mr. HESSON. The hon. gentleman has reason to con-
gratulate himself on having had forty-seven shots at that
Bill.

Mr. LANDERKIN. And he has a few more in his
locker.

Mr. BLAKE. They are not like some other shots which,
we hear, that only three out of fifty-four went off.

Amendments read the second time and concurred in.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjourninent of the
House.

Motion agreed to, and the flouse adjourned at 2:15, a.m.,
Thursday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
THURsDAY, 16th April, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYEns.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 128) to make fnrther provision respecting sum-
mary proceedings before Justices of the Peace and other
Magistrates-(from the Senate).-(Mr. Small.)

DAMS AT LAKEFIELD AND YOUNG'S POINT.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the Government bas con-
sidered the claim made by Mr. B. M. Eden, of Lakefield,
for losses occasioned by the construction of the dams there
and at Young's Point, and whether.it is proposed to recog-
nise the claim ? Who is the contractor for that work ?

Mr.WTOPE. The claim bas been under the consideration
of the Department but no decision has been arrived at.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-LOAN.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, How much of the
loan of $30,000,000 agreed to be advanced to the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company has been paid to date of enquiry ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The loan in the shape of an
advanc' to the Canadian Pacifie Railway was $22,500,000. Of
that 819,962,100 bas been paid to 14th April, 1885.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-SUBSIDY.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, How much of the
subsidy of $25,000,000 to be paid to the Canadian Pacifie
Railway Company has been paid to date of enquiry ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. $21,176,229.87.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-EXPENDIT UR E TO
COMPLETE GOVERNMENT CONSTRUCTION.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, How' much
(approximately) is likely to be required to complete those
portions of the Canadian Pacifie Railway agreed _to be con-
structed by Government?

1Mr. POPE. I have not the exact figures; I thought I
would have had them before this. A little time ago $600,-
000 was estimated for the British Columbia ends and about
$60,000, if I remember rightly, for the work this way.
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NORTH-WEST VOLUNTEERS-INTOXICATING

LIQUORS.*

Mr. FOSTER asked, Whether intoxicatin liquors are
served to the volunteer troops in the North-West as any
part of their rations, or are allowed to be taken with them as
private supplies ? Whether canteens are allowed under the
supervision of the commanding officers for the sale to the
troops of intoxicating liquors of any kind ?

Mr. CARON. No intoxicating liquors are served to the
volunteer troops in the North-West as any part of their
rations, nor are intoxicating liquors allowed to be taken
with them as private supplies. No canteens are allowed
under the supervision of the commanding officer for the sale
to the troops of intoxicating liquors of any kind.

GLAMMIS POST OFFICE.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether there has been an enquiry
in connection with the Glammis Post Office, and what action
has been taken ?

Mr. CARLING. Certain complaints have been made
against the postmaster. Enquiry has been made and claims
and reports have been received from the post office inapcotor
of the district, but no decision has yet been arrived at.

LEWIS AND EUGENE COSTE.

Mr. LISTER asked, Whether Lewis Coste and Bugene
Coste, or either of them, holds any position in the public
service ? If so, what position, date of appointment and
amount of salary payable to each ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Louis Coste is assistant
engineer in the Department of Public Works. He was
appointed the 26th. September, 1883, salary $5.50 per day.
Eugène Coste is in the Geological Survey branch of the
Department of the Interior as a mining engineer. His
appointment dates 1st July, 1883 and he receives $100 per
month.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-INTEREST
ON LOAN.

Mr. CHARLTON asked, Whether the interest on the
Canadian Pacific Railway loan is payable on or about March
12? 2nd. If interest on the Canadian Pacific Railway loan
is payable on or about March 12th, whether it has been
paid ? 3rd. If the interest has not been.,paid, -why such
payment has not been made?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I have in my hand an answer
which was prepared to a question very similar to this the
other day, which was dropped. It will cover this. Al
interest payable by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company
to date has been received. In February last, the company
brought to the notice of the Government that, under the
8th clause of the agreement entered into between the Gov-
ernment and the company under the Act of last Session,
the interest was payable on the first days of May and
November in each year. The Government found, after con-
sultation with the Department of Justice, that the company
were correct, and, in consequence, the next half-yearly
interest does not fall due until the first day of May next.

EMPLOYMENT OF THESTEAMER QUEENOF TRE
ISLES.

Mr. McMULLEN asked, Whether the steamer Queen of the
1laes was engaged during the year 1884 patrolling Lake
Simco eand Lake Can@heshing or either of them ? If so, how
many days was she so engaged? How much was paid for her
services per day ? What wages were paid for the engineer

per day? How many other hands were employed and the
daily or monthly wages paid each ?

Mr. McLELAN. No steamer was employed by the
sanction of the Marine and Fisheries Department, and noth-
ing has been paid.

ABSEINCE OF THE MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Mr. BLAKE. I would remind the First Minister that he

promised to bring down an answer to a question which was
only partially answered, with reference to the absence of
the present Minister of the Interior. The answer was given as
to the year 1884, but, as to 1883, he had omitted, under a
misapprehension, to obtain the information which ho pro-
mised to supply.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will get the answer for
the hon. gentleman.

COPIES OF THE FRANCHISE BILL.

Mr. CASEY. I desire to call attention to the fact that
there is great difficulty in obtaining a copy of the Franchise
Bill, which, as I understood, is to be discussed immediately.
I have not a copy in my box in the post office. I have
sent to Mr. Botterell, and found that ho had no English
copies at all. I have got a French copy, but that, on the
statement of my hon. friend the Secretary of State, will not
do me much good. I think we should have had a pretty
good supply of these Bills before the discussion came on.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I went to get one the other
day and Mr. Botherell told me that a dozen of the hon.
gentleman's friends had gone there and got three or four
copies each.

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Mr. McMULLEN. I rise to a question of privilege. In
the Montreal ferald of the 14th, I notice a paragraph as
follows.:-

" One of the Grand Trunk representatives, a member of Parliament,
and a director of one of Mr. Hickson's absorbed linos, questioned the
Government to-day as to whether Mr. Hickson had communicated to the
Goverament the cause of the misunderstanding betweea the mem-
ber for Northumberland and himself, and he was very curtly
informed by the Premier that he had no right to ask any such
questions. This question was put in Mr. Mitchell's absence from
the House, and on his arrival this evening he said to our
reporter that ho hoped Mr. Hickson had done so. For himself, while ho
had been the victim of Mr. Hickson's injustioe in a business matter, ho
had nover imported it either into Parliament or public discussion. His
criticism on the Grand Trunk management and Mr. Hickson's dictato-
rial conduct towards the Government had been strictly on public
grounds, but, as one of his many tools had chosen to refer to him in
public, and doubtless at his suggestion, he (Mr. Mitchell) now defied
Mr. Hickson to make a statement of the facts, and he might depend
upon it that he would be prepared to meet them. The public might
rely that it would redound much to Mr. Hickson's credit."

I wish to say that I did not put a question cn the notice
paper with the instructions or knowledge of Mr. Hickson.
He had nothing whatever to do with it. I have never
communicated with Mr. Hickson or spoken to him on the
question. I put the question on the notice paper simply
for my own purposes, and because I noticed that the hon.
gentleman was continually worrying and badgering the
Grand Trunk. I was anxiousto find out whether the mat-
ter in dispute between him and the Graad Trunk was
known to the Government, and I can only express my
regret that the rules of the Honse do not permit me to bring
before Parliament the facts connected with the transaction.
I think I should show Parliament and the country that the
hon. gentleman has been attempting-

Mr. SPEAKER. Order.
Mr. MITCHELL. I rise to a question of order. The

hon. gentleman has chosen to criticise some remarks which
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have been made by myself, and he is quite right when he
assumes that I made those remarks to the reporter, and I
am prepared to sustain them. I stated, in that communica-
tion which he has chosen to read to this House, that I have
never on any occasion, and I appeal to any gentleman pre-
sent as to that, sought to import any private grievance
between Mr. Hickson and myself into any public discussion
in which the Grand Trunk interests have bCen concerned,
or in which they have been referred to. I have dealt with
the Grand Trunk on public grounds, as a public debtor to
this country to the extent of $46,000,000.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon, gentleman must conclude
with a motion. He rose to a point of order.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am speaking to a point of order.
Mr. SPEAKER. What is it?
Mr. MITCHELL. It is this. He las chosen in his

remarks to make reference to me, and has expressed-
Mr. SPEAKER. I called the lon. gentleman to order

for making that statement.
Mr. MITCHELL. I think it is only due to me to reply--
Mr. SPEAKER. I stopped the honi gentleman from

making it.
Mr. MITCHELL. If your honor decides that I cannot

reply, I shall of course submit to the Chair, with this single
remark that I challenge Mr. Hickson to make a statement
upon the subject, him or his tools either.

ENQUIRIES FOR RETURNS.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the Orders of the Day are called,
I would once again call the hon. gentleman's attention to
the fact that, although the time which ho last named has
more than elapsed, the papers connected with the North.
West matters which were promised to be brought down
have not yet been laid upon the Table, and I do trust they
will be laid upon the Table without further delay. I also
wish to point out that it is stated in the public prints that
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company has summoned a
meeting of the shareholders to consider certain anticipated
legislation with reference to the alterations of their financial
and olher relations to the Government of the country.
Under these circumstances, there seems reason to believe
that the negotiations which have been so long pending
have in so far as this matter is concerned, concluded, and I
really think that Parliament and the country ought to know
of them as EOon as the shareholders of the Canadian Pacific
Railway, and that these papers ought to be laid on the
Table also. At the same time, I wish to call the hon. gen-
tleman's attention to the fact that, while yesterday there
were laid upon the Table certain papers purporting to be
Orders in Council as to aids to north-western railways, not
merely were there certain deficiencies in these papers
themselves, to which I called the attention of the Minister
of Finance, and I presume he as communicated upon it,
but I have moved very early in the Session for ail the corres-
pondence and documents upon the subject, and it lias been
with reference to that that I have repeatedly pressed the
hon. gentleman to bring the papers down. The papers
before us are inadequate, even upon the face of them, but
still more so when, at an early stage of the Session; there
has bcen an Oi der of the House for the full papers, and they
ought to be before us before we are asked to deal with that
question. There is one other point which I wish to men-
tion, the numerous Orders which have been made with
reference to the Canadian Pacific Railway, involving
important information, which, in view of the public
announcement to which I alluded a moment ago, it is
doubly essential that the House should receive; and, while
I ask that, I will also ask the hon. the acting Minister of

Mr. MITCHELL.

Railways with reference to a rumor which has reached me
from the west yesterday to the effect that the located line
of the Canadian Pacific Railway, from a point near the
summit of the Selkirks to the westward where it strikes
the Ille-Celle-Waet Creek, bas been found impracticable on
account of avalanches and other difficulties, and the location
has been altered, increasing the length of the line somewhat
more than three miles; and if that be so, whether he pro.
poses to lay the facts and the revised location on the Table ?

Mr. POPE. The information that the hon, gentleman
has, is correct.

Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear.
Mr. POPE. I informed him a long time ago, in answer

to a question, that we were watching very closely the effect
of the snow slides, and the avalanches along that section of
the road, and I said that if we found it impracticable, the
lino would be changed. It was found that, for certain dis-
tances, the line was not practicable; and the line has been
changed, and involves an increased distance of about three
miles. I will bring down the information that we have
upon the subject. With respect to the other matter that
the hon. gentleman refers to, the returns that have been
moved for, he knows quite well that we are dependent upon
the railways themselves for most of those returns. We
have called upon them for the returns; they are being pre-
pared, and, as fast as I can get them, they will be produced.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. With respect to the papers
connected with the North-West, I saw the Deputy Minister
of the Interior yesterday, and he told me he hoped the
papers would be ready to-day. They have not yet reached
my hands, but I suppose, from that statement, that we will
have them, perhaps to-day, perhaps to-morrow. With
respect to the Canadian Pacific Railway, I can tell the hon.
gentleman that no conclusion has been come to with
respect to their application for relief, though the matter
has been under discussion. While they applied strongly
for relief, the Government have seen difficultios in the way
of granting the relief to the extent which they claim. So
soon as the Government and the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company have come to any conclusion, the conclusion will
be laid on the Table without delay. With respect to the
land subsidies-perhaps it is my want of apprehension, but
1 did not quite understand that the hon. gentleman attached
any importance to the previous correspondence which
resulted in granting land subsidies. We have correspond-
ence of all kinds from the different railway companies, each
pressing their claims, and the importance to the public that
they should get subsidies, and all that kind of thing. I pre-
sume that correspondence is in preparation. I thought that
what the House really wanted to know was what the Gov-
ernment had agreed to grant, subject to vote of Parliament,
in the way of assistance by land grants. I shall expedite
the matter as much as possible. I was told by an officer of
the Department of Interior that a great many persons are
employed in preparing the returns that have been moved
for. I have no doubt that ihe correspondence is being pro-
pared-though I do not specifically know that it is; but I
suppose that correspondence, like all the other returns, are
in course of rapid preparation.

THE BOUNDARY OF ONTARIO.

Mr. MILLS. I desire to ask the hon, gentleman when
we may expect the resolutiQn or proposition of the Govern-
ment with respect to the northern boundary of the Province
of Ontario. The lon. gentleman intimated early in the
Session, that the Government intended to make a proposal
of some sort to the consideration of Parliament; and now
that we have been in session nearly three months, I think
the Government must, by this time, have determined upon
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what course to take, and what they will recommend to
Parliament.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will simply say, that
it is the intention of the Government to deal with that
sübject during the présent Session, and t ecall the attention
of the House to il.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY LOCATION.

Mr. POPE. I ought to have said to the hon. gentleman
that the new location, the proposed location, has not yet
been approved. I have a small drawing of it which the hon.
gentleman can see if he likes.

Mr. BLAKE. I would like tosee whatever the hon. gen.
tleman las.

Mr. POPE. That is ail I have. Before it becomes a
line it must be submitted to, and approved by, the Govern-
ment.

Mr. BLAKE. I would hke to see the correspondence
which has given rise to the :change, so far as it is in the
hon. gentleman's possession, and the other papers that the
company have communicated to him, although they may be
imperfect.

Mr. POPE. I will bring them down.

ENQUIRIES FOR RETURNS.

Mr. MULOCK. I desire to ecall the attention of the hon.
Minister of Marine and Fisheries to the résolution of this
House, passed some considérable time ago, calling for
returns of certain papers connected with the negotiation
that culminated in the Washington Treaty. A number of
members of the House are extremely anxious to see thèse
papers, as they are of great and pressing importance. They
immediately concern the question of the fisheries. And
some hon. members say that they also affect another
question-that they throw a good deal of light upon the
question of reciprocity. If so, I think they should be
brought down at an early date, in order that they may be
seen, read and appreciated before Parliament prorogues.

Mr. MoLELAN. I told the hon. gentleman personally
that if he would call at the Department and explain more
particularly what he required we might be able to meet his
wishes. The correspondence is very voluminous, and it is
a question whether it will ail be brought down or not.
I mentioned this té the hon. gentleman pivately, and I
understood him that hé would call at tke Department and
explain more particularly what hé wanted, and then I
would consider how far they could be brought down. I do
not know whether the hon. gentleman has done so or not;
but if not, I will bring down all that eau be brought down.

Mr. MULOCK. I did call at the Department, I think
more than a month ago, and went through the documents
in the possession of the Department, and made a sélection
of such as appeared té me, and to the gentleman with me,
as being papers proper té be laid before the public, but set-
ting aside papers that ought not, perhaps, to be produced,
as being of a confidential, or quasi confidential, nature. The
papers that were selected are in print, and there is no
necessity for the slightest delay in their production, as I
think duplicate copies of ail of them except one, are in the
possession of the Department.

Mr. McLELAN. I will take note of what the hon. gentle-
man has said, and see how many I can bring down.

THUE BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY BILL.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Before the Orders of the
Day are called I would state, in answer to a question of the

hon. gentleman opposite with respect to Bankruptcy and
Insolvency Bill which has been reported by the Committee
and now stands on the Orders of the Day, that it is the inten-
tion of the Government to take action and get the opinion
of the Bouse as to the principle of that Bill.

THE ELECTORAL FRANCHISE.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the second reading
of Bill (No. 103) respecting thé Electoral Franchise. He
said : In rising to move this Bill, I may say that I shall
not occupy the attention of the House very long, because,
as I have been reminded by the hon. gentlemen opposite,
especially by the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills)
more than once-this Bill has been before the House for a
couple of years more or less-at least a considerable time ;
and I have no doubt that hon. members on both sides have
discussed the principle as well as most of the details of this
measure. The present condition of affairs with reference
to the electoral franchise is altogether anomalous ; and I
do not think that that anomaly, in a country like this, own-
ing British institutions, and drawing its inspiration from
those institutions, should any longer be continued. The
British North America Act contemplated that the system
of representation should be, as it ought to and must
be, in the hands of the représentatives of the people,
provided that until otherwise legislated upon by
the Parliament of Canada, the old system of repre-
sentation in the different Provinces should be measured
by the representation in the Dominion Parliament.
That was a matter of necessity. We had no Parliament in
the first place to settle the representation, and if we had a
Parliament at aill the first Parliament must be called upon
the electorate which existed in the différent Provinces before
and at the time of union. Since that time we have been
going on using the voters' lists, the system of representa-
tion which existed in the Provinces ; but it is quite an
anomaly, it is quite contrary to first principles. The repre-
sentatives of the people in Parliament, representing the
people in a Dominion sense, must have and ought to have
control of all reforms and changes in that representation
and all alterations in any way of the representation. Sooner
or later that principle must be affirmed, and I think and the
Government think no time more opportune to affirm that
principle by practical legislation than the present moment.
We have had an Act passed in the Legislature of Ontario;
there is an Act now before the Legislature of Nova Scotia ;
there may be Acts passed in every Province in the Conféd-
eration, and these Acts nay sweep away half the con-
stituency which centre here or may enlarge the constituency
much further than for Dominion purposées, on Dominion
principles and with Dominion responsibilities, it ought to be
extended. One can quite understand that in all the subjects
handed over to the Provincial Legislatures there may be
probably a difference between the representatives of the
people in the Local Legislatures and in the Dominion Par-
liament, just as in the same way there may be a différence
in the electorate of the different municipal councils of the
country and the Provincial Legislatures. It is ont of the
question that we here, representing the people of the Domi-
nion of Canada as a whole, should find ourselves for local
reasons and for local purposes, perhaps for beneficial pur-
poses, in any given Province, actually deprived of all the
people who elect us, or at all events the majority of the
people who elect us, and to whom as a general rule we are
responsible, and before whom we expect to go to give an
account of our stewardship. The principle of this Bill,
therefore, is simply to introduce as far as possible a system
of representation which will be applicable to the différent
Provinces and will really give an opportunity for the people
of Canada as a whole to send representatives hère for the
purpose of representing Dominion interests as a whole. It
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is quite obvious that it is of practical importance, and any
man of common sense will say so, that there ought to be as
little difference between the franchise existing in
one part of the Dominion to that existing in other parts
of the Dominion as possible. The same classes should be
represented, the same interests should be represented,
and if it were possible, the electorate should embrace
similar individuals in the different parts of this vast
Dominion. I do not mean to say there should be a pedantic
assimilation, that from the different circumstances of one
Province as compared with another, the same classes may
not require a larger representation or a smaller representa-
tion. It is of great importance that thé same classes should
be represented here, otherwise, as the House can well
understand, we are sowing the seeds of discontent. If, for
instance, in the contiguous Provinces of Ontario and
Quebec, on one side of the river here there is a class which
has a right to vote, and the same class is excluded just
aoross the river, discontent must prevail there; and so in
Nova Scotia and New Brunswick or any other contiguous
Provinces. The principle, however, of this Bill is this :
That the representatives of the people of Canada in the
Dominion Parliament should have the right to control the
electorate of the Dominion, and if there is any change
or reforrm needed, that refor m should be carried
by the representatives of the people as a whole,
and not be aftected by local legislation, which may
perhaps be ofthe greatest advantage to that Province but
which may not meet with the approbation of the represen.
tatives of the people of Canada as a whole. I will not trouble
the House now, because it would be a waste of time, by going
over the alterations in the Bill from the present franchises
which we exercise now for Dominion purposes in the differ.
ent Provinces. I will simply say as regards the Provinces
of Ontario and Quebec that it is a decided enlargement of
the franchise. I believe it is also an enlargement as regards
Nova Scotia and New Brunswick. It is not so with respect
to British Columbia and Prince Edward Island. However,
the question of the enlargement of the franchise, the diminu-
tion of the franchise, the maintenance of the franchise on its
present basis are matters which will be discussed in full, no
doubt, if the principle of this Bill is adopted, when we go
into Committee of the Whole. There is one question, how-
ever, in this Bill in which, personally, I may beo considered to
be interested, and that is women's franchise. I have always
and am now strongly in favor of that franchise. I believe
that is coming as certainly as came the gradual enfranchise-
ment of women from being the slaves of men until she
attained her present position, almost the equal of man. I
believe that time is coming, though perhaps we are not any
more than the United States or England quite educated up
to it, I believe the time will come, and I shall be
very proud and glad to see it, when the final step
towards giving women full enfranchisement is carried in
Canada. We know that Mr. Gladstone, the head of the
present Administration in England, is strongly in favor of
women franchis, although he would not hazard and peril
his late Franchise Bill by introducing that question. He
said it was a separate question and must be dealt with
separately, and therefore he resisted on that ground, and on
that ground only, the extension of the franchise to women.
We also know that the leaders of the Opposition in England
in both Houses, the Marquis of Salisbury and Sir Stafford
Northcote, are strongly in favor of extending the franchise
to women, to the extent set forth in my Bill; that is to say,
that widows and unmarried ladies who have the property
qualification should have a vote. Following those illus-
trious examples, I shall not peril the Bill on that point.
I do not mean to say I would strike it out, but when we go
into committee we shall have a vote in the louse upon that
subject, but I have already prepared the Bill in case that the
House is not in favor of extending in this Bill the franchise
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to women-I have propared the Bill in anticipation of per-
haps a hostile vote, which I would be sorry to see on that
question. When this Bill is sanctioned by the adoption of
the second reading we shahl go into committee-I hope
early next week-and I invite the fullest discussion in the
House on the varions clauses-the enfranchising clauses,
and the disfranchising clauses of this measure. I move the
second reading of the Bill.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I regret very much
that the First Minister should have decided on bringing
down a measure of such great importance under the
circumstances under which he is bringing it down, and
at the present period of the Session. Lt would be hard to
conceive any measure which could be submitted to this
assemblage which is in every possible shape and way more
important than the Bill which the First Minister has sub.
mitted for a second reading on the present occasion. And,
Sir, I must say, that I think it will bo heard with astonish-
ment and surprise, not only in this country but elsewhere,
that a gentleman of the First Minister's position, a
gentleman of bis great experience and long standing,
should have brought down a measure of this enormous
importance, and that he thought it worth just eight
and a half minutes' discussion, by the clock. I think,
Sir, that that simple fact alone, if it came to be
properly appreciated and understood, would show not
merely this House, but very many of the electors of this
country, the sort of fashion in which it pleases the First
Minister to deal with questions of great importance.
Sir, surely on an occasion of this kind a sense of hie own
position, a sense of what is due to the House, ought to have
led him to enter into a more lengthy explanation of the
very great and far reaching consequences which he must
know are involved in many of the propositions which
he has made. It is only, as he knows well, on the
second reading that these questions of principle can be
properly discussed and properly presented to the country.
This, is not merely a measure of very great importance
in itself, but it is a measure which deals with new questions
which have not been at all properly presented to the public
of this country, which have not been properly dis.
cussed in this House or discussed in the press. Now, Sir,
nobody knows botter than the First Minister that once
you take any steps in the direction he has indicated,
it is practically impossible for us to retrace those steps.
Nobody knows better than - that hon. gentleman
also, that it is impossible for us, with our very
limited experience, to say what the results may be, or what
consequences may arise from the innovations which he pro-
poses to introduce. Now, I am not going on the present
occasion to discuss the details of this Bill itsolf. That can
be botter done, I think, at a later stage. What I specially
desire to call the attention of this House and the attention
of the country to are the circumstances-the extraordinary
circumstances-under which this measure of so great
importance is presented for our consideration. Sir, it is not
correct for the on. gentleman to say that the publie
mind is prepared for, or that the public mind is expect-
ing this measure. On the contrary, the fact alluded to
by my bon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills), that over
and over again-I think no less than seven times, unlesa my
memory deceives me, in the past eighteen years-this
measure has been brought forward by the First Minister;
that it has been announced in Queen's speeches, tends above
all other things to keep the public from properly consider-
ing it. "Wolf" has been cried so many times that the pub-
lic mind has been diverted. We did not expect a few days
ago that this great and important measure was going to
be presented for our consideration now. fere we
have it, Sir, sprung upon as-I was going to say, at an
hour's notice, but practically on eight minutes notice-
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for the consideration of the House, and what time bas the
First Minister selected to introduce it ? We met on the 29th
of January, and this is the 16th of April-78 days of the
Session have elapsed. Over and over again I have known
Sessions of great importance-Sessions in which great pub-
lic questions have been discussed, in which in those 77 or
78 days the whole business of the country had been
thoroughly examined, discussed and disposed of. Now, Sir,
this question is brought forward at à time when the First
Minister knows, when every man I address knows perfectly
well, that from varions causes a very large number of the
members of the House are becoming constantly less and less
disposed to discuss these questions, and more and more
anxious to return to their ordinary business. I don't think,
Sir, it would be possible-I do not think it bas ever been
done before by anybody except the First Minister-I do
not think he will find a single precedent for the introduc-
tion of a measure of this particular class, at this particular
period of the Session. Now, Sir, let the House remember
the events of the present Session. We were brought here
in the first place 14 or 15 days after the period
at which we ordinarily assemble-after the period
at which there is a sort of tacit agreement that
we should assemble. After we did assemble here, five
whole weeks were allowed to elapse before the
Budget Speech was made. There was no reason that
appeared, at any rate on the surface of the Budget Speech,
why that delay should take place. There were no great
alterations to be made in the tariff-no reason, I say,
that I can understand or see, that five whole weeks should
elapse before the Budget Speech was made6 When the
Budget Speech was made, discussion was allowed to go on
from day to day, from week to week, I might almost say
from month to month, for four whole weeks, without the
least apparent desire or effort on the part of the Govern-
ment to bring it to a close. These are facts known to every
hon. gentleman; and it was only when the news arrived of
those troubles in the North-West, which have since attained
such serious and alarming proportions, that the Budget
debate-apparently more by accident than by intention on
the part of the Government-was brought to a close. Now,
Sir, there is another and a strong reason why it is inexpe-
dient, as I conceive, that this measure should be discutsed
at the present time. Of all measures which could be
brought before the House this is one to which it is most
desirable that public attention all over this Dominion should
be directed. Now everyone knows perfectly well that at the
present time public attention is to a great degree concentrat-
ed elsewhere. Public attention is concentrated on the affairs
occurring in the North-West, and only a mere fragment of
the attention of the press and the people will be given to
this measure, no matter what consequences it involves, no
matter what result may arise, or how important it may be
to the whole future condition and welfare of this community.
Then, Sir, let us look at the question from another point of
view. We are, as I have said, at a very late period of the
Session. I cannot recollect-looking back to1867-a single
occasion on which the ordinary and usual business of the
louse was so excessively in arrear as it is at the present time.

I cannot recollect a single occasion in all those 18 years in
which so little progreBs was made in the estimates, and
there have been few occasions, indeed, in which it was so
important that the House should examine the estimates,
that they should be carefully scanned, that they should be
critically sifted. We know very well from the confession of
the Finance Minister bimself, that it is only by the extra-
ordinary, and as I contend, 'improper expedient of taking
half a million of dollars from capital account received for
lands, and putting it to the credit of hie ordinary account,
that ho hopes to escape a considerable deficit at the end of
this year. According to my view of the case the hon.gentle-
man has already by his own statement a deficit of $350,000.

and he brought down and laid on the Table the other day a
Message demanding nearly three-quarters of a million more;
so that it is clear that we are going to be oonfronted, on the
Finance Minister's own showing, with a very considerable
and serious deficit, and it will be well indeed if these esti-
mates are not seriously exceeded. Now, we have not merely
to put through all the items of supply as yet undisposed of,
which practically compose nine-tenths of the estimates, but
we have to concur in these, and we have supplementary
estimates, more or less, to consider besides. Why, we
have not even disposed of the debate of the Committee
of Wa) s and Means. One or two more important items
remain to be discussed by the Minister of Finance
or the Minister of Customs, which wlll require, as they
involve in no small degree the interest of the mercantile
community, some considerable discussion. And if we look
down the Order paper, what do we find? We find, in the
first place, that the hon. gentleman bas given notice
of an important measure, for doubling the Mounted
Police in the North-West, which will probably involve an
addition of half a million dollars to the annual expenditure
of this country. We have just heard that in all possibility
before this House rises, it will be called upon to discuss ques-
tions of great gravity and importance affecting the relations
of the Canadian Pacific Railway and the Dominion of
Canada. We have, in addition, a considerable number of
items of extreme importance to large sections of the com-
munity. The hon. gentleman hasjast told us that he proposes
to take the sense of the House on the Insolvency Bil, which
alone, if debated properly, will consume two or three of the
days remaining for public business. I understood the First
Minister also to say that we have the grave and important
task of passing upon the consolidation of the statutes, a
measure which he can hardly expect to carry through the
flouse without considerable debate. I see that the Secretary
of State las given notice of a Chinese Bill; and there are a
considerable number of other items, affecting important
interests, affecting persons whom we are here to represent,
which cannot and ought not to be dismissed without some
consideration. Then, as the House knows, in addition to
the duty of attending the ordinary sittings of this House,
there are still thrown upon us a very large amount of com-
mittee work. Many hon. members find it impossible to
obtain any opportunity for the consideration of legislation
belore this fouse without at the same time neglecting
some of the duties which the House has delegated to them,
and I suppose expects them to perform. Now, Sir, we are
bound to ask what can be the excuse for the course the hon.
gentleman chooses to pursue on the present occasion ? If
this was an exceptional instance, if this was the first time
we had been called upon at such a period of the Session to
consider matters of such importance, there might possibly
be some excuse found ; although I am bound to say, when I
recollect the scenes of the early part of this Session, when
I remember that day after day and week after week the
Government Orders were called up, and you, Mr. Speaker,
after disposing of them, were accustomed to leave the Chair
after scarcely an hour's Session, when I recollect how easy
it was for the First Minister, who must have been acquainted
with the details of this Bill, to have presented it to us and
invited our discussion upon it, I find it difficult to
imagine what possible cause there can be for his
conduct in the present instance. It really does look
as if it was becoming part of the settled policy Of
this Government to purposely delay the discussion of
the most important questions until a period of the
Session arrives when discussion has become practically
impsible. And in this respect we have been going from
bato worse. It was always a part of the hon. gentleman's
practice-I won't say policy, but always part of his prao-
tice-to put off from day to day, from to-morrow to to-mor
row the discussion of matters of this sort; but I do not
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recollect that he ever went as far as he has gone on the
present occasion, or that he did it with so little apparent
reason. Why, it is little short of a deliberate conspiracy to
prevent the public consideration of this matter. The prac-
tical result is the same as if it was a conspiracy to prevent
the public from understanding clearly and distinctly what
they are called upon to do. This course of proceedure is
tending to make Parliament a farce. If ail that Parlia-
ment has to do is to meet here for the purpose of regis-
tering the decrees of a powerfal Premier and a power-
fui Government, in my opinion it would be botter away.
It is becoming clear that we have a one man power, that
we have a practical despotism established here. There may
be, and there probably is, discussion of these questions in
secret caucus, but there is very little debate on them in
open Parliament. Now, the hon, gentleman appealed,
in the few remarks he made, to the practice in
England. Well, lot the House look to the
practice in England. Always, when a great constitutional
question like this comes up, the fullest notice is given, and
opportunity is offered for the amplest discussion, no merely
in the House of Parliament, but in the press, in public
meetings; in every possible shape and way, the opinion of
the people is obtained, and is sought to be obtained. With
us, if this measure becomes law, we shall be called upon
to legislate on this question without in any way obtaining
the opinion of the people or our constituents. I should
like to know what is the use, when you come to consider
it, of all the costly appliances with which we are surrounded
here ? What is the use of this costly Hansard ? What is
the use of our debates being published in the press unless
time is given; unless the opportunity is given, more partic-
ularly on questions of this kind, for the public at large, and
especially under a constitution like ours, which is based
on federal principles, to express their opinion to their
representatives on the floor of Parliament ? Sir, if it
comes to pass that all the important questions which are
brought before us are only to be brought down in this
fashion at the very close of the Session, when every mem-
ber is reluctant to debate them, and impatient to get away,
the people will begin to ask, and to ask with some reason :
What is the use of maintaining at such cost all this expensive
machinery of Parliament ? Ifsay more : I say that the
course of the First Minister, who not only as First Minister,
but as leaderof the flouse, is bound to carefully guard the repu-
tation of Parliament, has the effect in a great degree of bring-
ing parliamentary institutions into disrepute. What is our
business here ? Our business as I understand it is threefold.
First of ail, we have got to audit the expense of the country;
we have got to see that the Government, which has been
entrusted with the task of spending the money of the peo-
ple, does not abuse its trust and is able to show good reason
for ail the taxes, neither few nor far botween, whilch they
have chosen to lay upon us. This is one part of our func-
tions; but, besides this, we are here for the purpose of
hearing ail the complaints which will naturally arise in a
country like ours, and more particularly, in our capacity of
a Federal Parliament, of bearing everything that can uand
ought to be advanced by the members who come, many of
them, distances of thousands of miles for the purpose of
representing those distant communities here. And lastly,
and a very important part of our functions it is and ought
to be held, our business is to sec that the people do
thoroughly understand the nature of ail the new laws and
legislation which the Government proposes to place upon the
Statute Book. I repeat it is practically impossible for us
at this period of the Session and under the circumstances I
have depicted, to give anything like proper consideration
to this measure; and perhaps it is one of the worst results
which have flowed from the present numerical weakness of
Her Majesty's loyal Opposition that they are obliged to
submit to more of this kind of thing than would
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ever be attempted by the First Minister if the
Opposition were stronger, or was ever attempted
by him when the Opposition were numerically some-
what stronger than they are to-day. Moreover, I
say that if those things are necessary in any Parliament,
they are very especially necessary in a Federal Parliament,
and they are especially necessary in discussing a measure of
this kind which affects, as the hon. gentleman himself has
admitted, the whole nature of the relations which the varions
Provinces bear towards this Parliament.. Now I do not
want, as 1 said, at the present moment to predjudice the dis-
cussion by plunging prematurely into a debate on the details
of the Bill. My point is simply this, that even if the hon.
gentleman's measure were all that he claims it to be and
that he describes it to be, he has committed a very
improper act, le has trifled with the dignity of Parliament
and the interests of the people, in putting off, without any
conceivable reason or ground, the discussion of this measure
to this very late period. And I must say that the fault rests
specially upon himself; he is the gentleman who is charged
with this measure; he, in his double capacity of Premier and
as leader of the House, is responsible for the legislation of
the louse; he ought to see that the measures of Govern.
ment are brought down at the proper time; ho ought to
see that full and ample leisure is given us to consider
them, and that those to whom we are responsible should
likewise have an opportunity of discussing them
and of communicating with their representatives and
advising them as to what their real feelings and
sentiments ar-e with regard to matters of this importance. I
spoke just now of the state of ordinary business. Why the
more examination of the estimates alone, not to speak of the
other necessary questions which lie before us, might very
well occupy a matter of three or four weeks. If we are to
discuss, and to discuss properly. the important question
which the First Minister has submitted to us, five, six, or
seven weeks would barely suffice for the proper discharge of
our duty, and I know and ho knows and every man here
knows what an extremely difficult task it will be to induce
hon. members of the House to remain here for a period of
seven weeks longer in order to give the discussion which these
measures imperatively require. If, on the other hand, the
hon. the First Minister has made up his mind to force this Bill
through, to compel the discussion of these items, to compel
us to pass this Bill under any circumstances, I know per-
fectly well the result will be that other and most important
work will le utterly neglected, that no time will be given
for the proper discussion of those very important matters to
which I have alluded ; that no time will be given for the
proper discussion of the estimates which, in this particular
instance, not merely involve large expenditures of public
money but large and important questions of public policy to
which the attention of the House and the country must be
directed. So, in brief, I say that whether you regard the
conduct of the hon.gentleman with respect to Parliament
itself or whether you regard it with respect to the public
at large, he is equally blameworthy for not having brought
this measure before us earlier. As regards Parliamuent at
large, if, as I said, he undertakes to force it through in the
teeth of the Opposition, we know perfectly well that can be
only done by unseemly wrangling instead of discussion, in
which the dignity of this louse must suffer, as I fear it has
suffered when the same thing has been attempted, and some-
times done, before. As regards the public at large, I say
this, and everybody knows that what i say in that respect is
easily verified, as you can see by reference to the public
prints from time to time. When the House first meets, public
attention is more or less alive and active: it regards with a
lively interest what we are doing here, and if at that time
these important measures were brought down, we would
have had good debates on them, valuable suggestions would
be received, not merely from the members of the House
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but from the people outside, but after the House has been
in Session nearly three months, after other important ques-
tions have absorbed public attention, thon it becomes utterly
impossible for anybody, even the hon. the First Minister
himself, with all the influence of his position and his great
majority, to obtain reasonable and proper attention
to the exceedingly important questions which are involved
in this measure. What makes the matter worse is this, that
not merely bas this thing been done without, as I say, ap-
parently any pretext or excu3e or reasonable ground why
this delay should have taken place-not oily is that the
case, but over and above all that there is a complete absence
of any real urgency for proceeding with this measure. We
have gone on for a period of nearly 20 years, and the hon.
the First Minister doos not pretend or does not allege, at
any rate, that the present Iouse does not reflect the will of
the people; continually do we hear him and his friends
declare that it does so in the highest degree. I do not my-
self think that it doos; I think, and it is the one general
remark I will venture on, I think that it is a serious defect
in our representative system and in all representative sye-
toms now a days, that the number of the votes on oither side
in no degree represent fairly the number of the votes which
are cast at the polis. This side of the House practically
represents nearly one half of the voters of Canada. Hon.
gentlemen opposite dissent. Yes, I say it does. The
thing can be shown and verified by the facts, by
the votes recorded. This side of the House reprosents
within a near fraction the number of balf of the
people of Canada, but it only represents, as we know to our
sorrow and our cost, about one-third of the voting power of
the House. It is not fuir or right or reasonable, I do not
think it will commend itself oven to the more generous and
more independent gentlemen on the other side, that this
great majority which the hon. gentleman possesses should
be used for the purpose of forcing a measure of this kind
through at this particular period of the Session; and for
the purpose of making manifest my views on this point and
of putting on record the fact that we have been compelled
to discuss it under circumstances under which we ought
never to be comnpelle to discuss it, unless a case of extreme
urgency was made out, which is wholly wanting in the
present instance, I beg to move: -

That all the words after "th.t " be struck out an 1 the following
inserted:-" That in the opinion of th!s House it ii not possible at thia
late stage of the Session, and having regard to the present condition of
publie busimess, to discuss the said Bill satisfactorily."

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This is a measure that
was introduced twice, I think, already, and the
measure was explained at the time. Lst year and the
year previous, it was explained to the House when it
was introduced, and the hon. the First Minister, when he
ho introduced the measure in the month of Mirch -
about the 17th or 18th of March, because I see the second
reading is marked on the paper on the 19th of March-
explained what the measure was. le did not go into ail
the details, because ho had gone into them when the Bill
was introduced before; but, on the interruption I ihink of
one of the hon. members on the other side, who said: Well,
is that the old Bill again ? The First Minister said: t is
the Bill that was introduco i, wilth a few alterations. This
Bill was therefore before the country, was known to the
country and to hon. gentlemen even before its introduction
this Session; and this Bill has been now before the House
for more than a month and hon. members knew what it
was. It was introduced about the middle of March, and the
flouse and the country were perfectly aware what it was.
It was discussed in the press, it was discussed outside; and
hon. membrer, especially the hon. gentleman who has just
sat down, should not complain that the First Minister did1
not do as hon. gentlemen did last night, keeping us hera
for six or eight hours discussing a measure that had
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been discussed for years past, and was the law
of the land with very few exceptions ; but, of course, it
suited hon. gentlemen to keep us here until half past two in
the morning discussing that matter ; and hon. gentlemen
say we come lite in the day with our measures. It
is the hon, gentlemen who have spent the time
in discussing those measur es. They were in their
right ; I do not complain of that ; they used the
right the rules of Parliament gave them, but at the same
tirne they must take their responsibility in using the time
of the House in that manner. The hon. gentleman com.
plains that we come late with our measures. Ve introduced
the resolutions about the tariff, and how long did hon.
gentlemen go on with the discussion of those changes ? One
would have thought that those changes were of such great
importance that they were a revolution in ourtariff ; butno,
they were changes requirel by the experience of the
working of the tariff, and in order to follow the National
Policy and give it its full development, as we thought it
should have and as the House evidently bas found with us
that it should have. Hon. gentlemen, nevertheless, day
after day and night after night, went on disoussing those
changes with the seriousness that they put into the debates
on measures sometimes of very little importance. But hon.
gentlemen were using the right they had. We cannot deprive
them of that, and we would be very sorry to
deprive them of their right. They can discuss these
measures with full liberty, and perhaps with a little
more than they granted to us when we were on that side
of the House and they were on this side, because I remem-
ber that, even when I came back to Parliament in 1876,
when thirteen or fourteen of us in a row bore came back,
one after the other, and made a change of 26 votes in the
voting power of the Opposition, we had even then sometimes
great difficulty in discussing measures. And why ? Because
we had not that respect paid to us which I think we have paid
to hon. gentlemen on the other side, though they are not
more numerous than we were at that period. I think that
the fair thing, the proper thing on the part of a party, a
large party, a strong party, as the Ministerial party i, is
to give to their opponents fair play and all the time and
all the latitude which they deserve and which they are
entitled to. Tho hon. gentleman says that this measure is
too great a measure to receive the attention of this flouse,
that public attention is concentrated just now on
the North-West affairs, and therefore we cannot give
all the attention possible to this measure. The hon. gentle.
man is quite mistaken as to that. If ho had been bore-
and I think he was for a portion of the time-during the
last two days and two nights, ho wonld have
seen how the attention of his friends around him
could bo concentrated upon the measures which
were before the louse at that time Tbey gave
al[ the attention posible. they wont into the discussion of
those Bills and thoe clauses, of every line and overy word,
and they thought that even the law of the land, as it stood
before those amendments were proposed, had not been
passed with that cre which should have been given
to it, and that therefore a littie word should ho put here,
and another little word should b3 removed from that
clause, and so on. We did not find fault with hon. gentle.
men for that. We accepted their criticism, and I must say
my hon. friend the Secretary of State showel the greatest
disposition possible to receive al the suggestions of hon.
gentlemen on the other sida of the House. The hon.
gentleman says, morcover, that this bill of fare which we
have before us shows us a great many important measures.
No donbt about it. There are some very important mea-
sures, and I have no doubt that the hon. gentleman intends,
as we on this sid- of the House intend, giving those mea.
sures all the attention they deserve. That is our intention.
We wish that these measures should be well discussed, dis-

1885. 1187



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 16,

cussed with a proper feeling, discussed with a proper reading. Another reason why the hon. gentleman cou
animus, and I have no doubt they will be so discussed on plains is, that, as he says, we have brought down this meaE
both sides. But it is no fault of ours if the hon. gentlemen ure too late, that they did not know it was coming, an
will be so frightened at this measure that they cannot dis- that we should have had it much sooner. But the hor
euss it now. They think that, because this measure comes gentleman bas only to look at the first page of the vote
at this time of the Session, we cannot give it all the atten- and deliberations of this Session ti find it announced in th
tion possible. As I said before, we have had that measure Speech from the Throne that this measure was to b
for a month before us. We knew what the measure was; brought forward, and we afterwards introduced it. W
the hon. the First Minister took care not to bring up have given hon. gentlemen three or four weeks t
the measure for discussion before a later period. If he had digest it, and prepare themselves for the second reading
come on the 25th March, six days after the introduction of I do not say that we expected absolutely that every mem
the Bill in the House, and said : Now I move the second ber of the House would vote for the second reading ; to b
reading of that Bill; what would hon. gentlemen have said ? frank I must say that we did not expect that every hon
They would have said: No, we have not examined the gentleman opposite would vote for the second reading
measure sufficiently; we must consult some of our friends; But we knew that our measure was acceptable to thi
we wish to weigh well that measure; it is such an important country, because the electors desire that this Parli
one, the hon. the First Minister will do better to give ment should have their own franchise and should no
us a little more time and let us take another fortnight. be ruled by any of the Local Legislatures. The hon. gentle
WelI, the hon. the First Minister has given hon. gentlemen man says that we cannot fulfil our duties as representativek
over three weeks to consider the measure, to study it well, of the people if we bring up this measure and othe
and nevertheless the hon. the late Finance Minister is there measures whieh the Government may have in store for us
and says: "We are not ready; we cannot take that; our mind Why ? Because, he ays, we have three special duties t(
is not here; it is ail in the North-West." It was not in the perform while we are here in Parliament. The first, hE
North-West last night, it was not in the North-West the says, is to audit the expenditure of the country. 1 do no
previous night, it was not in the North-West during the six think that hon. gentlemen can complain much on tha
or eight or ten sittings of the House that hon. gentlemen score; surely they have done their duty on that score, an
gave to the tariff, and therefore I think the hon.gentlemen, have had all possible facilities for that purpose. Thea, hE
if they could apply their minds to those measures during adds, that we are here for the purpose of hearing the com
that long period, can give us a little of their attertion for plaints and grievances of the people. Well, the hon. gentle
this one. At ail events, I am sure that our friends on this men opposite have been, during seventy-eight days, bringing
side of the House intend giving that attention to this mea- the grievances of the people before this House. TheyhavE
sure; they intend looking into that measure; they know that already given us two votes of want of confidence in pre
this measure is for what purpose ?-is to decide whether senting their grievances, as they call them; and if rumor is
we should have a franchise for this House, a franchise differ- correct, it appears there are a few more in sore for us. Well
ent from that of the Provinces or independent of them; the hon. gentleman may be sure that on our side of the Hous
whether we should be sure that our franchise is not to be we are ready to meet them, and discuss with them thei
changed at every Session by Local Legislatures that may be grievances. The third point the hon. gentleman makes is
disposed to deprive the party in power of the votes they are that the people ought to understand the measures that ar
entitled to receive in the Provinces. We remember what brought forward. Well, that cannot apply to this measure
occurred in one of the smaller Provinces of this Dominion at a because it bas been before the people for the last thre
period when, for the purpose of depriving a certain number years, and therefore they know what that measure is. The
of people of the right to vote, men who were known to be bon. gentleman knew what it was before we introduced it;
disposed to vote for the Conservative party, it passed an and when the First Minister introduced it he stated
Act to crase their names from the assessment book, and that it was the measure of last year, with a few
thierefore from the list of voters. We now desire to pass amendments, which ho explained at the time. Mr.
a law to protect the voters against any similar action on the Speaker, I need not go into the details of the measure.
part of the Local Legislatures. We know what would occur As I said jîst now, I will follow the example of my leader,
to-morrow if this Bill was not passed. We sec that the by not discussing the details at present. The details of the
franchise has been changed in the Province of Ontario; and measure will be discussed when we go into Committee of
why sbould we allow ourselves to be dictated to by Local the Whole; then we will take up section after section and
Legislatures in a matter that concerns this House alone ? be ready to discuss them with the hon. gentleman. But
I think, Mr. Speaker, that the hon. the First Minister and the question now is on the second reading of this Bill. The
the Government were perfectly right in asking Parliament hon. gentleman who bas preceded me has thought proper,
to decide whether we should have a franchise or not. That with his responsibility, to move that this Bill be notnow read
is the principle of the Bill; that is what we intend a second time, but that the Government should be censured
to affirm by voting for the second reading. The for having brought this measure forward at this period ofdetails are matters to be discussed afterwards. We the Session. Well, I suppose he will not complain if
are here for the purpose of representing the people we deolare his amendment, as he bas declared it himself, to
in this matter. We lay their complaints before be a motion of want of confidence in the Administration;
Parliament, and we say: We take the responsibility and I think the motion will be so received by those hon.
of saying that this is a measure we believe to ba in the gentlemen who usually support the Government.
best interests of the country, and therefore we ask you, the
representatives of the people, to support us in this matter Mr. CAMERON (Huron). The hon, gentleman who
by affirming that we must have this franchise. Well, if bas just taken his seat bas found it necessary to apply
certain details are objected to by hon. gentlemen, these gen- the ministerial whip, and tells his followers that whether this
tlemen know perfectly well the freedom they have in this motion is intended as one of want of confidence or not, ho is
louse, and they can fully discuss those details. We have going to treat it as such, and of course insists upon ailhis fol-

shown more than once that we are open to conviction, that lowers voting it down. It is of no consequence whether the
we are not here for the purpose of imposing our will upon the motion of my hon. friend before me is a proper motion or not
House. We say that this is a BIll for the purpose of it must be voted down, and voted down it will be accordingly,
having a franchise of our own ; that is the principle of the no doubt, if the hon. gentleman's followers will follow his
Bill, and we ask you to affirm it by voting for the second 1 advice. Now, Sir, we have a right to discuss this question

Sir HECToR LANGEVIN.

m.
s-
d
n.
as
e
e
e
o
.

a-
e
D.

a.

r

9.

-.

t
t

9

a

s

r

1138



COMMONS DEBATES.

in Parliament. It is our privilege; it is our duty. We are
not dependent entirely upon the grace of hon. gentlemen
opposite for that privilege. The rules of Parliament, and
the practice of Parliament, entitle the Opposition, though
they may be few in numbers, weak, numerically-they
entitle them, justify them, compel them, to discuss every
measure that cones before Parliament in as intel-
ligent a way as they possibly can. The hon.
gentleman complains that wu have taken up unneces
sarily a large portion of the time of this
House. I deny it, Mr, Speaker. We had a long discussion
last night, a long discussion the night before. Why had we
that long discussion last night and the night before? Sir,
to perfect the Bills, the imperfect Bis, that the hon. gen-
tleman saw fit to introduce to Parliament. That it was
necessary so to discuss them, the simple fact that the night
before last the Minister of Agriculture found it necessary,
under the solemn protests of hon. gentlemen on this side of
the louse, to have some material amendments made in
the principle of this Bill, indicates very conclusively that the
Opposition were not taking up the time of the House unne.
cessarily, but were seeking, in a legitimate, fair and proper
way, to perfect the imperfect legislation that was submitted
to this flouse. The hon. gentleman says that there is, and
always bas been, plenty of time to discuss this and
kindred measures; that the Opposition is responsible
for the delays, if delay there be. The Minister
of Publie Works knows, as well as I know, that for
five weeks of this Session there was not a sitting
after six o'clock in the evening ; that for nearly six weeks
we did not meet for over one hour or, at the very outside,
for more than an hour and a-half ; for nearly two months of
this Session not a Government Bill of the least consequence
was submitted to Parliament. The hon. gentleman knows
perfectly well that upon days when the business of private
members was dealt with, notices of motion and public Bills
and orders, the louse, at the request of the Government,
adjourned at six o'clock on several occasions, and you, Mr.
Speaker., did not take the Chair after dinner. The Minister
of Public Works is not right in charging the Opposition
with protracting the business of the Session. Vie have been
always, and 'we always are, ready and willing to enter upon
the discussion of measures submitted to us, so long as we
have a reasonable and a fair opportunity to understand the
provisions of the different Bills. The hon. gentleman tells
us we have abundance of time to discuss this measure. IL
has been before the coun try-how long ? For years: It was
introduced at an early period of the Session. I say it was
not introduced at an early period of the Session. The
First Minister moved the first reading on 19th March.
The House opened on 29th January, and yet from that
date to 19th of March I venture to say no hon. member on
this side of the louse or the other side had the slightest
idea that the hon. gentleman seriously proposed to proceed
with this Bill during this Session. We have had the hon.
gentleman crying wolf for the last eighteen or twenty years
on this question. He tells us that we should be prepared
because this Bill has been mentioned in the Speech from the
Throne. The hon. gentleman knows that bas been the
chronic condition of the Speech from the Throne for seven
or eight years. This Bill bas been announced as one of the
measures of the Govornment, as one of the Bills which they
were pledged to introduce and carry through Parliament;
and that was the last of it. I think on two or three oc-asions
the First Minister did introduce the Bill, and that was the end
ofit. The First Minister has not ventured until to day to
move the second reading. It was introduced, I say, on 19th
March: When was it printed and distributed to the members,
so that they might have an opportunity of perusing and
understanding its provisions. I am very much mistak'en if
the Bill was distributed until after the Baster recess; and
we are now told that this important Bill, a Bill far-reaching

in its consequences and affecting the electoral body from
ocean to ocean, is to be dealt with in this summary
manner. And we are told that because there is not
further time to consider the effects, consequences
and principles of the Bill, we are obstructing the
business of Parliament. I charge hon. gentlemen oppo-
site with having neglected persistently and consistently,
during the whole Session, the business ofthis country. They
have not been ready with a single measure; they never
introduce measures until the Session is almost dying and
all hon. members are auxious to reach their homes. Then
Bills of the first possible consequence are introduced by the
Government and are forced through Parliament, without
receiving that discussion which Bills ought to receive. Yet,
forsooth, we are charged with obstructing the business of
Parliament. We are hero to criticise the actions, the legis-
lation and the proceedings of hon. gentlemen opposite, and
we are denied the right of so doing by the course which
those hon. genlemen persistently pursue, when in their legis-
lation it is uttorly impossible to consider those questions
with that earnest care and consideration that important
questions of this kind demand at the hands of Parliament.
The hon. Minister of Public Works said the First Minister
explained the Bill, and we knew what the Bill was. What
did the First Minister say ? When he introduced the
Bill, on 19th of March, did he explain the principles
on which the Bill was founded ? He condesconded to make
the following observations, and will the Minister say that
they are clear. Did he, I repeat, explain the principles or
provisions of the Bill? No; we were left in the dark, and
knew nothing about its provisions until we received from
the hands of the Queen's Printer this extraordinary Bill,
the second reading of which we are now asked to sanction.
In moving the first reoging of the Bill the First Minister
said :

" Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved for lea 'e to introduce Bill (No.
103) respecting the Electoral Franchise. He said : It is not necessary to
go into a discussion of the Bill; the Bill is substantially on the lines of
the Bill of last year, of which the general principles were stated to the
House. I uove the firat reading of the Bill."

That is the whole explanation the hon, gentleman conde-
scended to give us. The Bill, he said, is on the lines of last
year's Bill, and I move its first reading. We are told that
was quite sufficient; that the principles of the Bill and the
provisions of the Bill wero explained to us. They are not
explained to us now. Has the Minister of Public Works,
who answered the hon. member for South Huron (Sir
Richard Cartwright) explained the principles of the Bill?
Not in the slightest degree; not a single principle has he
grappled with; not a single change in the law bas he
explained. He knows, as well as 1 do, that the time for
explaining the principles of a Bill is when the Bill is intro-
duced or when the second reading is moved ; yet the hon,
gentleman does not condescend to give us the slightest
explanation. What does the hon. gentleman say? HRe
says I will follo w the example of my leader-I will say
nothing ; I will not give the slightest explanation; I will
appeal to my followers and treat any opposition to the Bill
as a vote of want of confidence, and cal[ on thom to vote it
down. That is the explanation of the principles of the Bill
wo received from the hon. gentleman. What did the first
Minister say? HRe told us, and it was the only thing
ho did tell us, that it was an anomalous position for
the Dominion to occupy, not to have a franchise of
its own, to be dependent on the Local Legislatures
either to restrict or to extend the franchise. There was
not a word as to the principles on which the Bill is
founded. There are in this Bill principles of the mast
serious character, principles that deserve the most earnest
consideration of Parliament. The First Minister and his
first lieutenant have addressed the Louse, and they have
not explained even to their followers the principles of the
Bill, The hon, gentleman should have explained the
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principles to bis followers; but no, he would call upon
them to support it; they had not failed him in the past and
they would not fail him now. It is an insult to Parliament
and to this country that a Bill of this character should be
foisted on Parliament, mithout any explanation of its
character. I say we have good reason to complain; that
by the action of the Government most of the legislation
submitted to Parliament has been passed over, owing
entirely to the delays and noglect which have become
characteristic of lon. gentlemen opposite. Measures are
thrown over to the following Session, simply owing to the
delay and neglect of hon. gentlemen opposite. Measures of
the first possible consequence, introduced by the hon.
gentlemen themselves, which must necessarily involve
discussion at considerable length, with respect to their
priLciples and detail, have not yet reached the
second reading ; and we are asked to go on with
this Bill, one of the most important, if net the most
important, ever submitted to a free Parliament in a
free country. What does the hon. gentleman propose to
p? Do hon. gentlemen propose to keep Parliament in

session till August next ? I suppose they do. All I can
tell hon. gentlemen is, that if they are prepared to work on
that line, I am prepared for it also. Hon, gentlemen are
not to imagine that by bringing in Bills of this character,
at this stage of the proceedings, they are going to coerce
hon. gentlemen on this side of the House; they are not
going to silence us, because they bring in these Bills at
this stage.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh!
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I am sorry the Minister of

Agriculture is not here, for I would ask him te amend bis
Bill. That Bill should be amended, and other animals should
be provided for as well as four-footed animals. Hon. gentle-
men need not try to put me down. I am too old a parlia-
mentarian to pay much attention to what hon. gentlemen
opposite may say-I know them too weill. Now, Sir, I say
it is an outrage, that at this period of the Session, when all
these great public questions are before Parliament, we
should be asked to deal with this question, and deal with it
without a word of explanation as to the principles of the
Bill, as to the grounds upon which it is founded. Without
giving any explanation of these things, the hon. gentleman
introduces it, and tries to force it through at this late stage
of the Session. The hon. the Secretary of State bas a Bill
on the Notice Paper which will involve a large amount of
discussion, a Bill involving a most important principle,
affecting Chinese immigration into this country, and a ques.
tion which las been discussed over and over again, and which
this Government now propose to deal with. Does the hon.
gentleman expect to get that Bill through Parliament by a
side wind, without a discussion of the principle of the Bill,
without the details of the measure being thorougbly
discussed ? Ail I can tell the hon. gentleman is,
that if he expects anything of the kind, ho is entirely
mistaken. Then there is the Insolvency Bill. The
hon. gentleman knows what an excitement it has
created in the country. He knows that in the
vacation he has been remonstrated with and memorialised,
and that delegations have been here repeatedly, asking
him to deal with that question. So far he as shirked bis
responsibility in that matter. But now ho says he is going
to introduce that measure, and I venture to say that it will
require at least one week's discussion, sitting until two
o'clock in the morning, before the principles and details of
that Bill shall ba thoroughly understood. Yet we are asked
to take up this Bill-a Bill for which there is no possible
necessity, before a Bill of the magnitude and importance of an
insolvency law. Then, Sir, there is the consolidation of the
statutes. The lhon. gentleman, in order to shirk lis responsi-
bility in that matter, appointed a committee to investigate

Mr. CAxZao (Huron),

and report on a consolidation of the laws. Before that, he
had commissioners for years undertaking to consolidate
those laws, and I tell the hon. gentleman now, from even a
cursory glance, that the work of those commissioners was a
discredit to those who were engaged on it. I tell the hon.
gentleman further, that if, without the most careful and
painstaking investigation and analysis of the consolidation
of the statutes, the hon. gentleman should ask the sanction
of Parliament to it, he will make one of the greatest mis-
takes he has made for many long years, and that is saying
a good deal. And yet, Sir, what is to become of this
legislation ? Is it to be disposed of? I say if it is, and the
Estimates and the Supplementary Estimates, and many other
questions are to be disposed of, we shall be here until the
mon th of August or September next. The hon. gentleman
bas introduced this Bill into Parliament on more than one
occasion. I do not propose to discuss the details of the
Bill now, but I say, Sir, in order to understand the impor-
tance and the necessity of the Bill, one requires to look for
a moment or two at the principles involved in it, and some
of the changes which the hon. gentleman has seen fit to
make. I say, that in order to understand thoroughly the
effect and importance and necessity of a motion such as
that moved by my hon. friend from South Huron, it is
absolutely necessary that we should consider, for a moment
or two, the principle on which the Bill is founded-if there
are any principles in it-and the important details which
are contained in this Bill. Sir, the hon. gentleman intro-
duced a Franchise Bill into Parliament a good many years
ago. -He las introduced it several times since. The
Bill was protested against; he was warned not to proceed
with it; he was told that he was interfering with that
which he should not interfere with; he was told that the Pro-
vinces were perfectly satisfied with the franchises they had ;
and he was told ail this by his own friends. He las had it
before his caucus more than once, and I am much mistaken
if some of his friends there did not protest against lis pro-
ceeding with it. The hon. gentleman knows there bave
been numerous protests against proceeding * with
the measure. He knows that the organs which sup-
ported the Government, and especially those in the
Province of Quebec, for the last two or three years, have
protested against it, as being a flagrant violation of the
rights of the Provinces; that the Provinces themselves
should have the right to declare who should be the electors
to choose their representatives to this Parliament. He
knows that an organ of the Gcvernment said this, in pro.
testing against this legislation :

" The radical and revolutionary Bill of the First Minister on the
electoral franchièe, should be chucked into the waste paper basket."

This is an extract from a paper which supported the
hon. gentleman a few years ago, and which I am told
still supports him. The advice of that paper was, that
this Bill dealing with the electoral franchise should be
" chucked " into the waste paper basket. The hon. gentleman
yielded to the warnings of the press supporting him; he
yielded to the warnings of his friends, and he concluded
to drop the Bill. But the hon. gentleman is becoming
more defiant; he as now plucked up the courage to
introduce the Bill, to bring it to a second reading,
notwithstanding the warnings uttered by the press sup-
porting him, notwithstanding tho protesta-perhaps,
sometimes mild protests -but the protests of his sup-
porters, ail the same, over and over again given
to him, that he should rot proceed with this legislation,
that the demands and the necessities of the public did
not require it. The hon. gentleman proposes to proceed, and
on what ground? The hon. gentleman gives us the ground;
he told us the ground on which this Bill should receive the
assent of Parliament was, that it was important that there
should be uniformity in the franchise of the Provinoes ;
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that the same franchise should prevail from ocean to ocean.
I disagree with the hon. gentleman. I say the Provinces
are the best judges of the class of electors who ought to be
on the voters' lista for the purpose of sending representa-
tives to Vhis Parliament. They know more about this than
the hon. gentleman does. I say that the people of Prince
Edward Island, who have a more liberal franchise than is
provided for in the Bill, are better able to judge of the class
of electors they desire and require to send members to
this Parliament than the hon. gentleman is able to
judge. I say that, with respect to the great Province
of British Columbia, whicb, I understand, has universal
suffrage-that the franchise of that Province should bc left in
its own hands, where it las been for so many years. Let
me ask the First Minister, who complained to him of the
want of uniformity; what man complained to him; what
Province complained to him; what leading politician com-
plained to him; what public newspaper ; what
organ of the Government has for the last eighteen
years, during thirteen of which tle hon. gentle
man has been in power, asked the hon. gentleman
to introduce this Bill into Parliament; to force it through
Parliament, contrary to the expressed desire and will
of the Provinces, and many leading statesmen in all
the Provinces ? I have challenged the hon. gentleman on
that subject, and le is silent. He knows that nobody bas
complained. He says ho wants uniformity, and for the
sake of uniformity; and what will flow from it. He is
willing to sacrifice the simplicity and the inexpensive-
ness of the present franchise, the law as it now prevails,
which allows them to fix for themselves the qualifica.
tions of the electors for the election of members to
the Dominion Parliament. I say no one has asked the
hon. gentleman for it. But the lion. gentleman is
not satisfied. He wants to introduce a new franchise,
and he does it without reason and without cause. He
mentioned that in the Province of Ontario the Local Legis-
lature, during the last Session, passed a Franchise Bill. They
did; they passed a Franchise Bill, which is much more lib-
eral than and far superior to the Bill the hon. gentleman
has introduced. They passed a Bill which is practically on
the verge of manhood suffrage; which practically gives a
vote to every British subject of the age ol 21 years who is liv-
ing in the Province of Ontario. The lon. gentleman says
that is not the franchise we want; we want a more restricted
franchise. We do not want to give the great mass of the
people of this country the power and influence in this House
that the Province of Ontario has given, that the island of
Prince Edward gave long ago, and that I believe they have
in British Columbia. The hon. gentleman introduces a
restricted franchise, and he asks us, at this late period of the
Session, when we are all tired of discussion and anxious to
get home, to consider and discuss and understand the pro-
visions of this Bill. Understand them! I would defy a Phila-
delphia lawyer to understand some of the provisions
lie has incorporated in it. But at tVis late stage we are
asked to consider it. As I said, I do not propose to enter
into a discussion of the details of this Bill; but I propose to
draw the attention of the House, for a few moments, to one
or two of the extraordinary provisions in the Bill-to the
complicated franchises set forth in the Bill, and to the diffi-
culty of understanding what the lon. gentleman means.
An enormous expense must b entailed on candidates for
parliamentary honors, on whom devolve, after all, the
expense and the duty of looking after the voters' lists; and
we.are asked to consider this important measure at this late
stage, when we have been almost thrce months in session,
and all because the hon. gentleman has been derelict in bis
duty in not submitting the Bill when he ought to have done.
Now, the hon. gentleman has undertaken to giveus a compli-
cated and expensive franchise-complicated and expensive
in the mode in which it is to be worked out, and in the pro-

ceedings before the revising barristers ho has referred to
Take that provision relating to tenants. The hon. gentleman
provides that a tenant at a monthly, a quarterly, a half-yearly
or a yearly rent, will have the franchise. He wili be
entitled to vote, provided he bas been a resident
for a year, and bas paid bis rent for the last month,
quarter, year, or half year. In order to get the
name of a man with this franchise on the voters' listwhat has
the candidate to do? And I tellihon, gentlemen on the
opposite side of the House, that this Bill affects them as
much as it doos the members of this side. They are the
men, and they know it, who have to look after the voters'
lists, who have to get a proper revision of the voters' lists ;
and by this Bill, in order to get the name of a tenant on
the list, you have to prove that ho is a tenant, that he has
paid his rent ; you have to fix the time of the payment of
his rent ; becanse, otherwise, you cannot show that he is
entitled to be placed on the voters' list. You have to prove
that he has remined in possession of the premises for one
year; and in order to do all this, you have to go before the
revising barrister and establish these facts at your own
expense. And, Sir, we are asked to consider these
complicated provisions when we have been thrce months in
session and are anxious to get home. Take the case of an
occupant, who is entitlod to vote under this Bill. l order
to get his name on the list, you have to prove that he is in
occupancy; when ho became the occupant of the property on
which he votes; from whom he iaiacquired it; whether from
a private individual or a corporation, and that ho las been in
occupancy a year; you have to go to the expense of proving
these facts betore the revising barrister, of getting subpænas
and summoning witnesses, and of employing a lawyer to see
that there is -i proper investigation. Now, several sections
of the Bill invoive principles that are not contained in tho
law as it now stands. Under sections 17 and 24 the revising
barrister may hear the evidence on an appeal. Ho
is not bound to take down that ovidence or to have it put
in writing ; ho hears the evidence, and gives bis judgment,
and that is the end of the matter. There is no appeal.
He is there as an irresponsible officer; ho is responsible to
nobody, and what he says is law, so far as the voters are
concerned, whether it is law or not. There is no means
provided for reversing an improper judgment. The hon.
gentleman, by this Bill, has invested this irre-
sponsible officer with all these powers. Now,
another new provision is introduced in the Bill ;
the hon. gentleman has given us woman suffrage.
The hon. gentleman is proud of that; he is a ladics' man,
he tells us; he thinks all the ladies will vote for him. I
doubt it; I doubt it very much; I do not think they will,
and I hope they won't. I think the hon. gentleman
will find that ho is mistaken. The hon. gentleman
says he as given the ladies a vote. He has not;
ho only gives the widows and the spinsters votes.
He doos not give his own wife or my wife a vote. I ask
him, on what principle does he propose to give votes to
widows and spinsters, and deprive wives of the right to vote ?
The widows and spinsters who have the requisite property
qualification can vote. Doaes the hon. gentleman think
that they have all the wisdom and all the practical expe-
rience ol the female sex? He gives widows and spinsters
the right to vote if they happen to have property
worth $150, while a wife, with property worth $10,000,
is not entitled to vote ? Why restrict it to the widows and
spinsters ? If it is a good, sound principle, the hon. gen-
tleman ought not to limit to widows and spinsters. He
ought to extend it to every female-to the whole fair sex
who have arrived at years of discretion. The hon. gentle-
man's clause is founded on no principle; it is based on no
necessity. Will he tell me of one woman who asks for the
franchise? Has any member in Parliament suggested, on
his responsibility as a member of .Parliament, that the ladies
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of this country want the franchise ? I say no; I say the
ladies of this country do not want the franchise. They are
not anxious to engage in active scenes of political contests.
They are not anxious to go to the hustings, to be cuffed
and knocked about, which must often have occurred in the
hon. gentloman's experience. The ladies of this country do
not want the franchise; they have not asked for it; and
the hon. gentleman will confer no favor upon them by
giving it to them; and yet he wants us to discuss this new
principle when the Session is about to end and we are
anxious to go home. I ask again, why has the hon. gentle-
man put this clause in his Bill, and why does he confine it
to widows and spinsters? It may be said that
if wives are given the franchise, it will be
calculated to create family jars and troubles in the house-
hold. I ask the hon. gentleman if there is not every likeli-
hood that it will lead to jars and disputes betweon the
daughter and father. The father goes to the po!l and votes
for the hon. gentleman, and the daughter goes to the poll
and votes for me, as I have no doubt ehe would; and the
mother stays at home and does not vote at all. Is there no
chance of familyjars and disputes there ? The hon. gentleman
can see that this clause is based on no principle and founded
on no necessity. I ask the hon. gentleman again, why is he
willing to allow an old maid, with property worth $150, to
vote to send a member to Parliament, while he does not let
the mother of that spinster vote. The bon. gentleman
is reversing the order of nature; he puts the daughter
above the mother, the mother beneath the daughter. To
be consistent, what the hon. gentleman ought to do is, to
strike out this clause altogether, or allow all females to
vote who are of age, and who have the necessary property
qualification. Now, Sir, I say that we are asked to deal
with a very important question; we are asked to deal with
all these delicate and new proposals, with all these new
principles involved in this measure ; and we are asked to
do this at a time when, as everybody knows, Parliament
ought to be within, at most, two or three weeks of proro-
gation, and when everybody knows perfectly well that
Parliament will not prorogue for six months, if Bills like
this are brought down and proceed with.

Mr. SHIAKESPEA RE. I desire to correct the hon. gen-
tleman in the statement he bas just made. le says the
women of the country do not want to vote; I say they do.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Quite likely, in some of the
families in British Columbia, the women want to vote, for I
have no doubt it will be of some consequence to some people
in that Province, for instance the Chinese, that their women
should be allowed to vote. I am, however, quite satisfied
that the great mass of respectable women-although I do
not say that we may not have in our midst, as they have in
the United States, some ladies like Miss Bella Lockwood,
who desire to don the coat and pantaloons-but I am posi-
tive that the great mass of the women of this country are
not de'irons to exorcise the franchise. The hon. gentleman
is doing what he is not justified in doing, either
by necessity or request, in giving the franchise
to the women of Canada. I have shown two or three
principles of this Bill that deserve caroful copsider-
ation, and to which we cannot now give proper considera-
tion. Let me go a step further. The hon. gentleman
desires to create officials to be called "revising officers," and
was cool enough to speak of thm as the officers who are to
make members of Parliament. Three years ago ho tried
his hand in this direction, by forcing a Gerrymandering Bill
through the House, that measure was the means of making
a good many members cf Parliament; but the hon. gentle-
man is not satisfied with that to-day. Ho wants now to con-
trol the whole electorate.

Mr. HESSON, No.

Mr. COuamol (Huron).

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I say yes; but we can expect
nothing else from the hon. member for North Perth (Mr.
Hesson). I would like to know what proposition this
Government could introduce to which the hon. gentleman
would say no. What bas the hon. the First Minister under-
taken to do by this Bill? What bas he undertaken to do
by the 10th sOction, by which he intends to create what ho
calls "revising officers." The 10th section reads as fol-
lows:-

" The Governor General in Council may, within three months after
the coming into force of this Act and from time to time thereafter, when
the office is vacant, appoint a proper person, to be called I'"the revising
office r," for esch or any of the electoral districts of Canada, who shalL
hold office during good behavior, but who shall be removable on an
addr ess by the House of Commons, and whoso duties shall be to prepare,
revise and complete, in the manner hereinafter provided, the lists of per-
sans entitled to vote under the provisions cf this Act in such electoral
district, and every such officer shall, before entering upon his duties,
take an oath of office before any judge of a Superior Court or Court of
Record of the Province in which he is to act, in the form contained in
the schedule to this Act for such purpose, which he shall forthwith there-
after cause to be filed with the Clerk ofthe Crown in Chancery at Ottawa;
and in the event of the death, resignation, removal,inability or refusal to
act of any such revieing officer, another may, in the same way, be
appointed in his stead, who shall hol office under the same tenure, and
with the same duties and powers."

By the 11th section ho provides that:
" A revising officer, to be appointed under this Act may, in any Pro-

vince except Quebec, be either a judge or a junior judge of any county
court in the Province in which he is to act, or a barrister of at least five
years' standing at the bar of such Province, and in the Province of
Quebec he may be either a judge of the Superior Court for Lower
Canada, or an advocate of that Province of at least five years' standing:
Provided always, that the same revising officer may be appointed for
and be required to discharge the said duties in respect of more than one
electoral district."

These two are very important clauses, yet we are asked to
consider the effect of these two clauses, to analyse thom, to
deal with them, within two or three weeks of the close
of this Session. We are asked to discuss them intelli-
gently; we are assumed to discuss them intelligently;
the hon. the First Minister, I suppose, intends that they shall
be discussed intelligently. We are asked to deal with these
two sections, perhaps the most important sections of the
whole Bill, and the sections connected with them, sections
which place in the hands of the Government the creation of
a quantity of public officers and the dispensing of an enor-
mous amount of additional patronage-we are asked to deal
intelligently with this important question at the close
of the Session, and that when there is no necessity
for proceeding with this measure at this time. The
1 th section provides that the revising officer may be
a barrister of at least five years' standing. It does not make
it compulsory that ho shall be barrister of five years stand-
ing, but leaves it to the discretion of the Government. I
would like to know if the hon. gentleman intends to appoint
anybody except a barrister of five years' standing; ho does
not say that ho shall not appoint anybody else; ho merely
says that ho may appoint such a person. The clause is,
indeed, an extraordinary one, especially when read in con-
nection with some of the subsequent clauses. By this Bill
the hon. gentleman gives himself the power to appoint 200
revising barristers to positions of trust in the service
of the Crown and receiving emoluments from the
Crown-a revising barrister for every electoral district
within the Dominion. The revising barrister may appoint
a clerk, making 200 clerks, and a bailiff, making 2U0 bailiffs;
so that, in every electoral district in this wide Dominion,
there is in this Bill a provision for the appointment of 600
permanent salaried officers, to be paid out of the Dominion
Treasury. I say that to give the Government power of this
kind is what no free Parliament ought to do; it it is what
no Parliament would do. The Government have, under
this Bil, the power of appointing revising barristers,
and we may depend upon it they will be very care-
fl that they shallnot be very independent revising
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officers. The Government have taken to themselves the
power of appointing 200 revising barristers throughout the
Dominion, and we know, from the appointments the hon.
the First Minister has been lately making in the judiciary,
that these appointments will be of the rmost partisan char-
acter. Those revising barristers will see with one eye
only ; or they may see with two eyes, but it will be only
through one glass, and that the glass of the hon. the First
Minister. They will have at heart the desire to gratify
the Government, to please the men who appointed them ;
and, unless I am greatly mistaken, they will not fail to
succoed. Not only does the hon. gentleman do that, but ho
takes care to make each of these revising barristers inde-
pendent of all power and of all control. They are to be
permanent; they cannot be removed, except for cause, and
then only by an address of this House. I would like to know
something of the kind of offence committed by one of these
officers that this Parliament would feel called on to dismiss
him. Not only that, but this irresponsible officer has
the power of giving a decision from which there is no
appeal ; and yet we are asked to dispose of all these impor.
tant and delicate questions; we are asked to decide on the
propriety of appointments without time being given for
reflection, without the country being possessed of the subject,
without the country grasping anJ realising what the
hon, gentleman is attempting to do. I am satisfied that if
this country, from one end to the other, thoroughly
realised the true position in which the hon. gentleman is
placing the electorate of the country-I am positive that
if the great electoral body thoroughly realisod that the hon.
gentleman is, by this Bill, by the appointments which he
will undoubtedly make under its provisions, taking into
his own hands, without check or restraint, without
giving the power of redress, the control of the
elections, the great electorate would rise in their
indignation against the hon. gentleman and repudiate
with one voice the idea of giving to any Government such
absolute power. The on. gentleman makes this revising
barrister a permanent officer; ho allows no appeal from bis
decision ; ho leaves open no way of rectifying the wrong and
the injustice which he may commit, and yet we are asked to
sanction this at the close of Parliement, without being
given a full opportunity of discussing the Bill. I say this
officer is wholly irresponsible, he cannot be called to
account by anybody except the House of Commons.
His decisions cannot be appealed from, they are final
- conclusive. The hon, gentleman has graciously con-
descended to allow a complainant, not satisfied with
the adjudication of the revising officer, to appeal from
hie decision on a question of law which may happen to
come up in the preliminary or on the final investigation.
Did the hon. gentleman ever take part in the the revision
of a voters' list, on an appeal before a county judge ? I do not
suppose he ever did, or ho would have known there is not
one case out of a thousand in which the adjudication depends
upon a question of law. It depends altogether on questions
ot fact-the question whether a man had an interest in a
property; whether he was a bond fide tenant; whether he
came under the farmers sons' class, or other such questions,
which are purely questions of fact; and yet the hon. gentle-
man makes an irresponsible officer the sole jadge of the
whole question of fact, without an appeal being allowed
from his decision to any court of this realm. He
is the sole judge, the irresponsible judge-responsi-
ble to the First Minister, and to the First Minster only. I
said there was an appeal on the question of law. No; there
is not. The only appeal on a question of law is where
the revising barrister sees fit to allow an appeal. Ie can
allow an appeal if, in the wisdom and judgment of this
partisan of this Government sees fit, to allow an appeal.
Does anyone believe that this partisan officer of the Gov-
ernment will ever allow an appeal? No, I say that in not

one case in a thousand will an appeal be allowed. There is no
appeal, and there is no way of getting rid of the adjudica-
tion that this irresponsible officer may give. After looking
over this Bill, after considering it cafully, after rewading
through its numerous provisions, after carefully consider-
ing the principles involved in the Bill, after reading it line
by line, and paragraph by paragraph, and section by sec-
tion, I arose from its perisal with a firm conviction
in my mind that no honest Government would over
ask a free Parliament in this country to sanction
such a Bill. I am satisfied that if the hon. gen.
tleman had invoked the powers below, if ho had
invoked his Satanie Majesty to prepare a 111 that would
enable the hon. gentlemen to rerin in place ard power
for years to come, he could not have suceeded more effec.
tually than lie las by this Bill. There never was a more
barefaced attempt, there never was a more outrageous and
scandalous attempt submitted to Parliament by any Govern.
ment in any country on the face of God's earth ; there
never was a more barefaced attempt to take from the
people of this country their right to elect their own repre.
sentatives freely and of their own choice; there never was
a more barefaced attempt to deprive the electors of this
country of the rights they ought to have as freemen of this
country, than the Bill the hon. gentleman has submitted to
Parliament, and we are asked to sanction it on the spur of
the moment and on the eve of the close of the Session. It
looks to me as if hon. gentlemen on the other side were
lost to all sense of propriety and to all sense of shame. Not
satisfied with the scandalous, outrageous and infamous
Gerrymander Bill, they bring this Bill down and ask their
followers to put it through Parliament, on the assumption
that the motion of my hon. friend is a vote of want of con.
fidence. I wonder if this Parliament will sanction
this Bill. I wonder if the hon. gentleman's followers in
this Parliament will sanction this Bill. We shall know
what we shall know when we have the vote on this Bill.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Yes.
Mr. CAMERON. I am fain to come to the conclusion

that the hon. gentleman who says "yes" will vote for any.
thing submitted by the Government of this country. For
ourselves, we stand in this Parliament few in numbers,
numerically weak; we have very little power here; but,
with all the power we have in this Parliament we shal], to
the very end, protest against the provisions and against the
principles of this Bill; and we can only hope that, when
the time comes, as come it must, when the hon. gentle.
man must render up to this Parliament and to this
country an account of his stewardship, ho will not find the
people of this country servile enough to support him in
the conduct ho is pursuing in this HRouse to-day by now
forcing this Bill through Parliament.

Mr. WRIGHT. The hon. member (Mr. Cameron, Huron)
says that this Bill is destitute of principles. On the con.
trary, I think that it is bristling with principles. It appears
to me that this Franchise Bill, introduced by the right
hon. leader of the Government, should meet with the
approval of all sorts and conditions of men, for it appeals to
the principles, peculiarities., and I might almost say the
passions and prejudices of all classes in the community. It
proves conclusively the profound study the right hon. leader
has given to all questions of representation of franchise
and suffrage, and that ho is still distinguished by the same
singular statecraft and political prescience which charac-
terised him in the days of yore. It is also quite clear that
age has not changed nor custom staled his infinite variety.
I have said that this Bill appeals to tho principles and pecu-
liarities of every class in the community, n'i 1 I shall endea-
vor to prove the truth of my statement. IL appeals to those
who, in the popular parlance of the day, are termed the pluto-
crats, that is to the men who have property and :money,
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because it gives them a franchise based upon property; it
appeals to the proletarians, that is to the men who have no
property or money, because it gives them a franchise which
points in the direction of manhood or universal suffrage;
it appeals to the humanitarians, because it gives the fran.
chise to women, a class to which it has previously been denied.
We have been told on high authority that the object of all
governÈnent is the protection of property and person. Hence
arise all duties and all rights. But it must be admitted that
those duties and rights are of somewhat a diverse character.
My friend on my right (Mr. Charlton), who is versed in
Hebrew literature, will remember that Laban, who possessed
innumerable flocks and hords, occupied a different position
from Jacob, who possessed neither. Laban would have
much more interest in the foreign policy of the East, in the
inovement of the Midianites, in the incursions of the nomadic
tribes along his borders, and in the preservation of the
watch towers which overlooked the vast plains on which his
flocks and berds found pasturage. Jacob, who had only his
own skin to defend, would have no interest in the matter;
but so far as their personal rights and interests were con-
cerned, both mon would occupy the same position and
stand on the same platform. History tells us that for long
centuries the descendants of Laban have been masters of the
situation, and virtually controlled the destinies of the world.
But on a portion of this continent, at least, the whirligig of
time has bronght its revenges, and owing to the system of
universal suffrage which bas prevailed in the United States,
the power bas been transferred from the hands of the few
to the hands of the many, from the descendants of Laban to
the descendants of Jacob. We may be told that in some of
the large cities of the United States this system has not
worked as well as could be desired, and that at Limes the
proleterians have been somewhat disposed to rough it on the
plutocrats. However this may be, one thing is certain, that
taking the Union as a whole, the system has worked as well
as any perbaps that could be devised. At any rate, we bave
paid it the compliment cf copying it to some extent, follow-
ing therein the example of the great Province of Ontario,
which bas conferred the franchise on the sons of farmers, a
class which have neither property nor money. Now, I think
that is a step in the right direction, and I am quite willing
to grant the sons of farmers every right and privilege they
could reasonably ask. But why make them a privileged
class ? Why deny the same privileges to the sons of pro-
fessional mon, laborer and artisan as well. In one of the
Provinces of the Dominion, more distinguished for the elo-
quence and ability of its representatives and for the intelli-
gence and industry of its people' than for the extent of its
territory, in the Province of Prince Edward Island the
system of manhood suffrage bas baen tried and bas been
found to work reasonably well. At any rate, I should say
that, judging from the class of gentlemen it sends to this
House, it works as well as that which prevails in other por-
tions of the Dominion. Then, with regard to woman
suffrage, I think this, too, is a step in the right direction ; but
why give the franchise te the few and deny it to the many?
Why maintain the old medieeval myth of coverture. I have
a profound respect for those ladies, who, from motives of deli-1
cacy, nervousness, or any other cause, decide on isolating
themselves from their kind and leading a life of single bless-
edness. I think that from their point of view many argu-
ments may be urged in favor of the course which theyi
adopt; certainly they save themselves a great deal of trouble1
by so doing. I have also a great sympathy for those ladiesj
who have been deprived of their husbands by death, divorcé,1
or other causes. I would give to both these classes everyi
right and privilege which they could reasonablT claim.'
But I have a still greater respect for the woman who, ini
addition to performing her fair share of the work in the
community, gives soldiers and sailors to the Queen and
farmers and settlers to the country. While I would not-

Mr. WRIGHT.

discourage the sedentary, I would encourage the active
force of the ladies of the community. The hon. Minister of
Agriculture, with that practical ability, that knowledge of
climatic influences which, so eminently distingnishes him,
sends bis emissaries specially to the northern portions of
the continent of Europe, for the purpose of inducing the
surplus population of that portion of the old world to fil[
up the waste places of the new. I think his policy in so
doing is a wise one. He sends to Iceland for Icelanders, he
sends to Russia for Mennonites, he lays the Scandinavian
kingdoms under contribution, he sends to Norway for Nor-
wegians, to Danmark for Danes, and to Sweden for Swedes ;
but why not encourage native industry ? Surely this is a
question of vital statistics worthy of the practical
ability which pervades the Department so worthily
preided over by the hon. gentleman-a branch of
the National Policy worthy the consideration of
this House and country. In making these statements
1 do not wish te be understood as alluding to
the inhabitants of any portion of the British Isles, who are
boue of our bone and flesh of our flesh, but to inhabitants
of foreign countries. While I would welcome foreigners
with open arns, who come to help us bauild up our new
nationality, I would give a still warmer welcome to native
Canadians, I think

"In native swords and native ranks
The on!y hope of freedom dwells.''

This question of woman suffrage is now exciting much
attention in ihe world. A few years ago it was lookel upon
as being without the range of practical politics; now it is
engaging the attention of some of the most eminent states-
men who con trol the direction of affairs. The recent debate
and division in the English House of Commons proves the
strides it has taken in advance. And, indeed, one cannot
see how, in any country where the democratie idea prevails;
where the principle is recognised that the object of all
movernment is the greatest good for the greatest number;
where it is understood that every human being has a right
to the enjoyment of life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi-
ness - one cannot understand how, in any country like
this, rights, privileges and franchise should be conferred on
one-half of the human race and be denied to the other half.
Tblo existing condition of things appears to be a survival of
the old barbaric régime of the rule of the strongest. Mr.
Herbert Spencer tells as that in the youth of tie world the
Sabine marriages were the rule and not the exception. The
warrior wooed his dusky bride by force, and the man who
adopted milder methods was looked on as weak and effemi-
nate. It was, literally, the rle of the strongest-

" The good old rule, the simple plan-
That they might take who have the power-

And they may keep who eau. I

Notwithstanding the existence of this state of things, there
has always been a protest against its injustice. Nearly
e very great writer, from Plato down to John Stuart Mill,
has advocated the absolute equality of the sexes. In the
abstract, the principle has been accepted, in the concrete it
bas been denied. The theory bas been just, but thB prac-
tice unjust. Mr. Mill says "the world is yet young." We
have lived to see many changes and amelioriations take
place. We have lived to see slavery abolished, and Catholie
emancipation granted in our own highly favored land;
liberty of the press conceded, and liberty of conscience
accorded. Let us trust that at no distant period we shall
live to see this great injustice removed, this "great wrong
righted." A few years ago an interview took place at
Hughenden between two of the foremost Conservative
statesmen of the world. One wonders if this clause in the
Franchise Bill, referring to woman suffrage, might
not be traced back te that famous meeting.
They must have had much to say to each other.
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The one might have said that his career had been an extra-
ordinary one. Commencing at the lowest rung of the
political ladder, stop by stop he had mounted to its topmost
height. Belonging te a despised race, which had been denied
graves among the Christians of Europe, he had succeeded, by
a combination of Oriental suppleness and Occidental audacity
in placing himself at the head ot the mightiest nation and the
proudest aristocracy that ever the sun shone on. Hle found
a people singularly brave, marvellously intelligent in all
material matters, prone to perfect in all industrial pursuits;
but, so far as the political matters were concerned, singu-
larly stupid and stolid. Hie mission had been to train and
educate these people and get them out of the ruts and
grooves of centuries. After the fashion of his race, ho had
spoken to them in parables. Ho had put forth a series of
works, purporting to be those of light literature, but in real-
ity pregnant with the most profound political truths. In
this way he had succeeded in educating his party and the
people, in restoring the fallen prestige of the empire,
and, what was of almost equal importance, placing himseolf
at the head of direction of affairs. But popular favor was
notoriously inconstant. He had soon been rolegated te his
original position of numerical inferiority, but still proudly
preserving his intellectual superiority. But ho feared tbat
great evils were about to overtake the human race. le
saw in the political heavens a little cloud, no bigger than a
man's hand, which might soon assume colossal proportions
and sweep away all existing institutions. Europe was
honeycombed with conspiracies. It was like a pleasant
vineyard on the slope of Vesuvius, rich with a wealth of
greenery, but underneath ran the hot lava of revolutionary
excitement, ready at any moment to burst forth and destroy
everything in its course. The conspiracies of the
Carbonari, of the Internationalists, the Invincibles, of
the Socialiste, the Communists, and the thousand and
one ramifications of European discontent were to be
dreaded; but not so much as the conspiracy of the Mary
Ann's-the revolt of the women against the men. From the
beginning women had been-treated with the great-
est injustice. Her mission had been to perpetuate the races
-to lick the cubs into shape-train and educate the masses
of the world. Her reward has been to be relegated to a
position of political and social inferiority and to be treated
with contumely and contempt. The man who rights this
wrong remedies this defect and restores this equilibrium,
would solve the problem of the century. ie knew, by signs
net to be mistaken, that soon the silver cord would be
loosed and the golden bowl would bo brokon, and ho would
transfer te hie right hon. friend that immortality which was
denied to himself. I trust that, with modification in com-
mittee and in the Hlouse, the Bill will be more acceptable
to the great body of the Canadian people.

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

After Recess.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not intend to occupy the time
of the House more than a few minutes, to express myi
opinions on this Franchise Bill. I occasionally give thei
right hon. the Premier of this country a little advice from1
my place in Parliament, and it is very scldom, I am sorry(
to say, it is taken; but he will remember that some seven-i
teen years ago, when I had the honor of being one of his col-i
leagues, when the question of the franchise came up, I
expressed my opinions very freely of what I thought it was1
right for the Dominion Government to do, in the way off
submitting to Parliament a scheme with respect to theE
franchise and the election of members of Parliamont. I
then stated, and I never have seen reason to change my1
opinion, that the duty of the Parliament of Canada was to
adopt a franchise for itself. It is not reasonable that this
Parliament, the paramount power in this cuntry, shouldi

Ili

be subject to the ideas and views, the prejudices and poli.
tical exigencies, of the different Provinces; that the Pro-
vinces should have power to dictate to this Parliament, and
say what should be the qualifications of the men who send
members to Parliament, and also the qualification of
those who are elected members of this important
assemblage. I thon thought, as I think to-day,
that Parliament should itself define what the
franchise should be. I will not elaborate that point, for I
do not propose to make a speech on the subject. I wili
support the general principles of this Franchise Bill. With
respect to its details, I differ somewhat with the mover of
the Bill. I think some of them are unworkable, and cannot
be carried out. All that portion of the Bill referring to
rentals, and everything ot that kind, requiring receipts and
enquiries as to whether people have paid rent, is practically
unworkable, and it will have to be changed. With respect
to the woman franchise, that is a more difficult matter. I
have found it pretty hard work to manage a woman any-
way, and one of the difficulties of our lives is to know how
to manage our wives. Some fellows who have not wives
find it more difficult still to know how to manage those who
are not their wives. I have listenel with great satisfaction
to the very classical and eloquent speech, perhaps one of
the most interesting speeches I ever heard in this fouse,
fron an earnest follower of my own, the member
for the county of Ottawa-at least ho has often personaly
declared that ho was a follower, but publicly, I i o ici
ho always votes with the Government. In that respect,
however, lis p-sition is very much like my own,
for while I may criticise the Government pretty freely,
they generally get my vote, not that they always deserve
it, but, as the lesser of two evils, I generally give them my
vote in preference to hon, gentlemen opposite. But
I will say this, that whatever doubt I may have had as to
the desirability of extending the franchise to womer, 1
am rather inclined, while taking the subject under consider-
ation, to coincide with the remarks of my hon. friend the
member for Ottawa county (Mr. Wright). I have nothing
more to say on that point, for I am one of the silet mem-
bers this Session, whatever I may be in future; I am t -ying
to keep as quiet as I can, if lot alone-if I arm not let alone,
the hon. gentleman who stirs me up must take the conse-
quences. There is one remark, however, I must make. I
must give the right hon. gentleman, who is looking at me so
severely, a little bit of advice. It is seldom I have heard
more truth stated in the same time than I bard from the
hon. gentleman who opened the debate in reply to the right
hon. gentleman. That there is too much delay is perfectly
true; that the business of "to-morrow " and "ere long," to
which we have been treated in respect to the Grand Trunk
motion, is about played out. We have had just about as
much of it as we can stand. I must say, in all
earnestuess-and I desire the right hon, gentle-
man to maintain hie position at the head of the
affairs of the country for a long time-that it would be much
more satisfactory to the country, to his followers, and last,
though net least, to hon. gentlemen opposite. I am
not quite sure about that; I am not quite sure they would
like him to go on with more despatch-if ho would bring
down important measures at an earlier stage of the Session,
and give us opportunity and time to consider and discuss
and deal with them in the manner they deserve to be deait
with. It is not right that important measures should be
brought down and passed through the House in aper
f unctory manner, and that we should have to accept what-
ever the right hon. gentleman chooses to propose. The
hon. gentleman to whom I have referred, who is absent
from his seat at this moment, said truly, that the legislation
of this country is simply the legislation of one man. I am
looking at him, and he i a mighty clever man, too; but
we would like to hve somaething to say about the measures
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ourselves. I advise him to change his hand and bring down
important measures a little earlier, and give his supporters
and hon. gentlemen opposite an opportunity to discuss
them, and not leave his followers open to the opprobrium
cast upon them by hon. gentlemen opposite, that they are
bound to accept whatever Bills are placed before them,
whether they are right or wrong.

Mr. FLEMING. No one on this side of the flouse could
have said botter than the hon. gentleman who has just sat
down that measures for the consideration of the House,
submitted by the Government, are invariably brought down
at such a period of the Session as rendors it impossible that
fair and full discussion of those measures can take place.
Here we are, on the seventy-eighth day of the Session, hav-
ing proposed to us this important measure, which mitht
have been introduced at a very earlfyperiod. Last Session,
in the Speech from the Throne, it was indicated that the
Government would introduce such a measure as had been
indicated in the Speech from the Throne for many previous
Sessions; and last year we had the Bill introduced on 23rd
January. At that early period of the Session last year the
Bill was read the first time; and I observe there has scarcely
been any change made in the Bill from that of last y ear.
The Bill, as now submitted to the House, is, with one or
two very small changes, the same as that introduced last
year. Then it did not require that astuteness on the part of
the First Minister, that ability for which he has just been
complimented by the hon. member for Northumberland
(Mr. Mitchell), to have introduced this Bill at such an early
period of the Session as would have enabled us to discuss it
in its details and upon its merits, without retarding in any
way other important business. If hon. members will cast
their eyes upon the Order paper, they will find that the
important measures to be brought before Parliament this
Session are still unconsidered. A Bill for the relief of the
Canadian Pacific Railway, which we hear from the press is
about to be sought from the Dominion Parliament, has not
yet made its appearance on the Paper. The Estimates
have scarcely been touched. Ali the important legislation
of the Session is yet undone; and yet the Minister oi Public
Works charges upon the Opposition the obstruction of pub-
lic business, although the Government withholds from the
consideration of Parliament, until the very last days of the
Session, all its important measures ; and then, if we
attempt to discuss them at any great length, or as they
ought to be discussed, it is considered that we are lengthon-
ing the Session and retarding the business of the House,-
that we are retarding the business of the House and that
the responsibility of having a long Session of Parliament
rests upon the Opposition and not upon the Government.
Sir, this measure particularly might have been introduced
the first week of the Session. It might, in the course of
legislation, in the course of fair consideration, have been
disposed of by this time, if the Government had been doter-
mined to press it on. But on this side of the House, at all
events, we did not expect that it would bo presented this
Session at all. We believed that the hon. gentleman was fol-
lowing the precedent he had laid down in numerous cases
before,-thst he was about to follow the same course that he
iollowed last year and the year before-to introduce the Bill,
read it the first time and then let it drop. But, Sir, the
hon. gentleman seems to have determined otherwise, and
we are, at this late period of the Session, called upon to
discuss a measure, the importance of which cannot be over.
estimated, a measure which takes within its grasp every
elector in the whole Dominion of Canada, a measure which
deals with the representation of the people in every Pro-
vince of the Dominion. And thisBill is introduced because,
the hon. gentleman says, it is anomalous that this Parliament
should not deal with the franchise upon which representa-
tives are sent to this House. I fail to see that it is an an
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anomaly. The lon. gentleman says it is not consistent
with the principles of the British constitution He
says that the inspiration we derive from Great Bcitain
would lead us to make such a measure as would give to this
House the control over the electorate which sends repre-
sentatives to this louse. But in Canada we are not
situated as they are in Great Britain; in Canada we have a
federal constitution; in Canada we have a Dominion, com
posed of various Provinces, whose circumstances and
interests are, in many instances, diverse and different; in
Canada we have recognised in our own constitution the
representation in this flouse by Provinces. We have, in the
Province of Quebec, a limit fixed to the number of represen-
tatives which that Province shall send to this House, and
the representation of the other Provinces shall be regu-
lated according to their population by that standard, Quebec
being the pivot Province. If that is the case, then the
representation in this House is provincial and should be in
the hands of the Provinces; the representation should be
from the Provinces and not dictated from this House. Sir,
we have had that principle acted upon for seventeen years;
for seventeen years we have had the franchise adopted by the
different Provinces, adopted also by this Parliament as the
qualification necessary for voters for members of this
Parliament, and we have never heard that those various
franchises have worked badly. We have no representation
from any of the Provinces, or from any body of the people-
we have no petitions to Parliament-no voice fron
any part of the people of the Dominion, asking that
the provincial franchise should be done away with,
and a new franchise struck for representation in this
House. The people have been satisfied, the interests
of the country have been promoted, and hon. gentle-
men cannot complain that under the provincial fran-
chises they have met with any unfairness. They are
here in a very large majority in this House, elected on
the franchises adopted by the various Provinces, and just as,
in 1882, it is proposed by the First Minister to go back to
the electorate on a new franchise. In 1882, when the First
Minister professed to appeal to the people that elected him
in 1878, did he go back to the same people who elected him
then ? Did not ho so change the constituencies of the great
Province of Ontario-so change the boundaries of those
constituencies-that the people to whom he appealed in 1882
were totally different from those who had supported him in
1878 ? To-day we find the hon. gentleman preparing for
another election, and does ho propose to appeal to those
who supported him in 1882 ? Does ho propose to go to
Prince Edward Island and allow the electors of Prince
Edward Island, that pronounced on his policy in 1882, to
have the same voice in pronouncing on his policy now ?
Does he not intend, by the Franchise Bill hle hasintroduced,
to take away from a large number of the people of Prince
Edward Island, from a large number of the people of British
Columbia, and the people of Manitoba, the voice which they
had in electing this Parliament in 1882 ? Daes not he pro-
pose to restrict the franchise and take from the people the
right they had under the franchise which elected this Par-
liament ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.

Mr. FLEMING. Does the hon. gentleman propose that
the same electorate of Prince Edward Island shall pronounce
on lis policy after the Bill is passed ? By no means. A
large number of those that were enfranchised under that
provincial franchise will be disfranchised -under the Bill
efore the House, and the same people will not have the

opportunity of pronouncing on his policy that elected this
Parliament.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Take the Province of Ontario;
see how the franchise has been increased there.
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Mr. FLEMKING. I will deal with the Province of Ontario

presently. Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman proposes by this
Bill to secure uniformity of franchise all over the Dominion.
That is one of the reasons why the Bill has been introduced.
But will the adoption of this Bill secure uniformity all over
the Dominion? Is not the condition of the people in the
different Provinces in many respects so entirely different
that uniformity cannot be secured by any legislation such
as this is? fias not the hon. gentleman shown that this is
the case? Has not the hon. gentleman introduced into this
Bill a section which declares that the fishermen owning
fishing vessel or tackle may make that property the
necessary property qualification? Because a large number
of the people in some of the Provinces are engaged
in the fishing trade, and would be disfranchised unless some
exceptional franchise is given te them, and this is the way
in which the hon. gentleman seeks to obtain uniformity
of franchise. The industrial classes engaged in the fisheries
are to have the amount of their fishing tackle and boats
credited to them as a property qualification, while the
industrial classes engaged in mining or other pursuits are
te be excluded from the franchise altogether. The same
class of people engaged in other occupations are not to
enjoy the same privileges which the fishermen are given
under this franchise, and therefore the hon. gen-
tleman is not getting uniformity of franchise. He is
'not getting such a uniformity as will give all
classes of the community in alI the Provinces
fair representation in this louse, But there are other
reasons why this Bill should not be passed. By it the hon.
gentleman takes to himself the power of appointing over
200 revising officers who, at $500 apiece, represent an expen.
diture of $100,000. Then the revising officer has the power
of appointing a 6ailiff and a clerk in addition, the expense
attending which appointments will figure up to another
8100,000. So that the total expense of carrying out the
machinery indicated in the Bill cannot be less than a quarter
of a million dollars.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. FLEMING. The hon.gentleman lauglis, but hc knows

that the class of officers he is going to appoint under this
Bill will not be satisfied with any paltry remuneration. He
knows that those who are looking for appointments under
this Bill are looking for them because they are going to
have respectable emoluments attached to them. Now, the
expense and annoyance to tho people from having separate
machinery for making the electoral lists for this House will
be so great that they will feel irksome under the machinery
of Government. The local authorities have the machinery
already provided for making up the voters' lists. l the
electoral districts throughout the whole Dominion the
machinery is at hand, without additional expense, or if the
expense is in any way additional, it is only a small sum in
addition, te enable them to perfect the lists themselves, as
they do now-by officers who are directly amenable te the
people, who are directly affected by their acts. The
municipal officers in the varions Provinces are directly
amenable to the people by whom they are appointed.
The assessors are appointed by those elected by the
people of the municipalities. The whole machinery
of making the electoral lists is in the hands of the people;
and by this Bill the hon. gentleman proposes to take that
power out of the hands of the people and te transfer it te
nominees of the Government. Sir, a more direct attack
upon the rights and liberties of the people has never been
attempted, evon by the hon. gentleman, in any of his logis.
lation hitherto. Then, there will be confusion arising from
two lists. The electorate will have te learn the two lists of
voters; mistakes will be made; the difficulty of distinguish-
ing between the one franchise and the other willhbe so great
as to lead te confusion and mistakes, and many of those who

• ought to be entitled to vote will, in consequence, lose
their votes. Thon, this Bill is bad, because the fran-
chise it provides is not as liberal as the franchises in
most of the Provinces of this Dominion. The Province of
Prince Edward Island, the Province of British Columbia,
the Province of Manitoba, and now the Province of On.
tario, have franchises which are more liberal than that pro-
vided by this Bill, Whereas, by this Bill, the qualification of
a voter is $300 in cities and towns, in the Province of
Ontario it is $200. The qualification in rural parts, by this
Bil, is $150; by the Ontario Act it is 8100. The income
franchise in this Bill is $100; in the Ontario.Act it is $300,
and that income may be in cash or in kind. Where a
laborer is engaged by the year, and receives, in addition to
his yearly wage, his board, making up the amount of $300,
that amount, by the Ontario Act, entitles him to a vote.
There is no such liberal provision in this Bill. Then, by
the Ontario Act, the sons of all the owners of the necessary
property to qualify them are entitled to vote; the sons of
tenants are entitled to vote; the sons of occupants are
entitled to vote; sons-in-law living with the father-in.
law, and grandsons living with the grandfather, who is a
tenant or occupant, are entitled to vote. In all those
respects the Ontario Act is much more liberal tbian this
Bill. In Manitoba the present franchise is based on a pro-
perty qualification in real estate of $100, and this Bill pro-
vides for a $300 qualification in cities and $150 in
counties. So that by this Bill the franchise is restricted
within limits which do not obtain in most of the Provinces
of the Dominion. Now, the hon. gentleman professes to be
exceedingly liberal in his franchise. Hie professes to desire
that there should be another addition made to the voters for
members of this House, and in his Bill he has provided that
widows and unmarried ladies having the necessary qualifi-
cations prescribed for other voters shall also be entitled to
vote. The hon. gentleman, if 1 understood him, this after-
noon when he moved the second reading of the Bill, stated
that he did not propose to press that portion of the Bill. I
understood him to say that ho would leave it an open ques-
tion for the louse to adopt that provision or not. I differ
from my hon. friend, the member for West Huron (Mr.
Cameron), as to the electoral franchise for womon. I am
satisfied that the day is coming when the women of this
country will not only be entitled to the franchise, but will
exercise it, and when that day comes, I can tell the hon.
gentleman that they will exercise the franchise well. There
s no doubt that if the hon. gentleman passes the Bill with
that provision in it, he will introduce into the electorate of
this country an element purer and less susceptible to
those influences that are resorted to in election contests
than any other class of the community ; and
if the hon. gentleman will give me an opportunity of voting
upon that portion of the Bill, I will support that provision.
I would support it much more readily if it extended the
franchise to all the women possessed of the property qualifi-
cation, no matter whether married or not. Now, we are
asked, at this period of the Session, to examine and discuss a
Bill, the nature of which I venture to say has never been
introduced into any free Parliament before. The hon.
gentleman says that we take our inspiration from Great
Britain. The hon. gentleman is fond of saying that he
takes his inspiration from Great Britain at the very time he
is going to do something diametrically opposed to the
principles of legislation in Great Britain, and in this Bill,
which ho professes to take from Great Britain, ho has intro-
duced a fatal principle that cannot be found in the
legislation of Great Britain, or that of any other free
country. The revising officers whom, by this Bill, ho takes
the power to appoint, are officers the like of which
do not exist in ungland at all. The revising officers
in England are not appointed by the Government
of the day. They are appointed by the judges of the land,
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and are not open to the charge of partisanship in any way.
The hon, gentleman, I venture to say, will not entrust the
judges of this land with the appointment of these revising
officers. If ho does so, one of the chief objections to the
Bill will be removed. But the hon. gentleman has
introduced hie (Bill for the purpose of securing to the
Government the appointment of these revising officers, and
we know who will be appointed. In every county we
could name the appointee before the Billis passed. I could
name, in nearly every county of the Province from which
I come, those who will be appointed revising officers.

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish you would tell me who will be
the man in my county; I would like to know.

Mr. SPROULE. Who will be appointed for Grey ?
Mr. FLEMING. The hon. gentleman from Grey (Mr.

Sproule) knows who will be appointed for hie county,
because he will have the nomination in hie own hands.
Now, we are to have the revising officers appointed by the
Government on the recommendation of hon. members sup-
porting the Government in this Ilouse. I will venture to say
i h t they will recommend, and that the Government will
appoint on their recommendation, the revising officers for the
purpose of making the voters' list in the interest of those
who nominated them. What powers are given under this Bill
to the gentlemen who are thus to be appointed ? They have
absolute power to make up the electoral lists. They are
directed by the Bill to obtain the assessment rolls, to obtain
the voters' list in the varions counties, to obtain such other
information as they can obtain and from such sources as they
may choose, and from the information thus obtained make up,
of their own motion, the preliminary liste. These proliminary
lists are, after certain notices, to be revised, but the
machinery for their revision is of the most cumbersome and
expensive kind. There is no possibility of any one who
knows anything at all about the purifying of the electoral
liâts going into the revision of those rolls without incurring
very great expense indeed. Every witness has to be
sub oeaaed; in the challenging of every vote there is to be
a separate subpæna issued by the barrister; the expense of
bringing the witness is on the scale of the Superior Court-
the tariff of the Superior Court; the cost, annoyance and
trouble, to hon. gentlemen whose sympathies are different
from those of the revising officers, will be so burdensome
that gentlemen without large fortunes will not be in a
position to offer themselves as candidates for Parliament at
all, or exorcise that supervision over the rolls that will ena-
ble them to have any show in an election contest. Not only
that; this Bill provides that after the liste are al made out
there is to be no appeal. Questions offacts are to be under
the absolute control of the revising officer; no matter what
may be the question of qualification-a man may come up
with any qualification that may be deemed good-it is in the
absolute control of any revising officer to declare if that
qualification shall entitle him to appear on the roll or not; and
no matter what injustice may be committed by the revising
officer against any elector, there is no court to which ho can
appeal. It is true there is a little appeal on questions of law,
but even where that appeal is allowed, the question itseolf is
to be settled by this revising officer, who will declare such
question as ho thinks proper to be subject to revision by
the court of appeal. Not only that, but after the roll bas
been finally revised and made up, what do we find by this
Bill, in section 55?

"And to change the names of others, where 1he same are incorrectly
entered on any list, and generally to correct such lists so far as any
information in hie possession will enable him to do, in order to carry
out the intention of this Act."

What does that mysterious provision mean? It means
that this revising officer, nominated and appointed for the
purpose I have indicated, by the authority I have spoken of,i
shall have the power, of hie own motion, without complaintà
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or appeal being allowed, to alter and change this list
according to the information which ho possesses. The whole
electorate is in the hands of the revising offioer; the making
out of the roll is in bis hands ; the completion of the roll is
in bis handse; and after the roll is completed ho may change
it as ho chooses, without the possibility of its being cor-
rected by any power whatever. After the list is finally
revised, the revising officer has the power, under this Bill,
to eliminate frorn it the name of anyone ho may think
proper to eliminate, and add the names of those ho may
think prope r to add, without giving notice to any body,
and without anybody having the power to appeal from bis
decision-and this is for the purpose of gotting over the
anomaly of this Parliament being without a separate fran-
chise of its own! These are only some of the principal
objections that exist against this Bill. There is in every
clause of it good ground for objection; its machinery is
most cumbrous; its definitions are most involved; its whole
provisions are so uncertain that if it ever gets into com-
mittee it will require very many nights and very
many days' considoration of the Committee of the
Whole, before it will be reduced to such a reason-
able form as will do credit to this Parliament.
If we are to have a uniform franchise at all, lot it be a uni-
form franchise. If we are to have a separate franchise for
this Parliament, lot it be a separate franchise; let it bo a
uniform franchise all over the Dominion ; let it be that
everyBritish subject of twenty-oneyears of age resident in the
country, registered according to any law that may be
adopted for that purpose, shall have a right to vote for
members of this Parliament. There is no greater anomaly
presented than the hon. gentleman's Bill presents. If
taxation is to be the measure of representation, if repre-
sentation is to follow taxation, then every British subject at-
taining the age of twenty-one years is subject to the taxation
of this Parliament, and the hon. the Finance Minister
takes care that ho shall boesubject to it pretty heavily
too. If there is to be a franchise, that is one that could
be adopted without difficulty. It would be uniform all over
the Dominion; it would be such as would commend itself to
those Provinces that have already adopted manhood suffrage,
such as British Columbia and Prince Edward Island, It would,
I am satisfied, commend itself to the friends of the hon. gen-
tleman in Ontario, who, at the last Session of the Legislature
of Ontario, proposed that that should be the franchise for the
Province; and it would remove one of the great objections
which exist to this Bill--this system of revision, and the
powers given to the revising officer under its provisions.
The hon. gentleman's Bill strikes at a very large class of the
community indeed. There are serving to-day under arms, in
defence of the peace and security of the people of this
country, a large number of the young men of this country,
from colleges, from offices, from stores, from workshops in
one Province and in another. These men are not entitled,
very many of them, by the hon. gentleman's measure, te a
voice in the affairs of this country. They are liable to bear
arms-and they bear arms with an alacrity and an enthu-
siasm which does credit to the loyalty of the people of this
country-but these men are not to b enfranchised by the
hon. gentleman's Bill. Many of them will be disfranchised;
those who would be entitled, under the lower provincial
qualifications, to votes, are to have those votes taken away.
Those men who are able to bear arma in the defence of the
country, those men who are able to undergo the hardships
incident to a campaign in the North-West, at this season of
the year, those mon who are anxious to serve their country
in their country's need, are, some of them, because they
have not the qualification necessary under this Bill, to bo
deprived of the franchise which they have under the lower
qualification in the separate Provinces. And this is the way
in which the hon. gentleman is about to reward those who
are so ready to defend the country's honor at the time of the
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country's need. If there were no other reason than
that-in these last days, has arisen this trouble in the
North-West, that has called so many of our citizen soldiers
to the front, so many of the young men from the country
from their avocations, and their offices, and their colleges,
and their schools, to go to the front in defence of the coun-
try- if there were no other reason why this Bill should
ho postponed, that is a sufficient reason for postponing it
until it is remodelled, so that those who have served their
country should have afforded to them an opportunity of pro-
nouncing on the laws which are to govern the country. The
hon. the Minister of Militia should be subject, to some extent,
to those who are fighting the battle ofthe country, he should
be subject to the voice of those who are so ready to take up
arms when the time of peace comes about and the battle at the
polis is taking place; these gentlemen that are now bearing
arms in defence of the country should have an opportunity of
voting either confidence or non-confidence in the Adminis-
tration that has called them forth and, I fear, has been guilty
of ail the causes that have made it necessary to call them
forth.

Mr. WELDON. I do not intend to enter into the ques-
tion of the objectionable features of this Bill, but I must
enter my protest, in common with the members of this side,
against being hurried into the consideration of this Bill at
this period of the Session. This is a very important Bill,
especially with regard to the Province to which t belong. It
is so important, because it makes a very essential difference
both with regard to the qualification ot the voters and the
mode in which the revision should take place. I lias been
put forward that the Opposition are trying to obstruct the
business of the country. We repudiate that charge. The
hon. the Minister of Public Works charges that, be3ause the
Contagious .Diseases Bill and the Civil List Bill have been
the subjects of much discussion in this House, we were open
to that charge ; and the reason put forward wit½ regar to
the Civil List Bill was, that it was an old Act, the principles
of which had been discussed before. If that was so, why
was it not introduced at an earlier period of the Session ?
So, with regard to the Bill respecting contagious diseases of
animals, we find not only that the discussion was an import-
ant discussion, but that certain changes are made by the
Minister of Agriculture during that discussion. It is the
duty of every representative in this House to give every
Bill the consideration which be is able to give it. Where
ho has objections, it is bis duty to bis constituents and to
the country to put forward those objections; and, if the
Administration choose to leave it to the last moment, it is for
the purpose of putting down that discussion and to prevent its
being fairly discussed before the people. The Minister of Pub-
lic Works said the principles of this Bill had been before this
louse before. I was in the flouse in 1883, when the Bill

was introduced, and if my memory serves me aright, ail
the Minister stated then was as to the introduction of the
principle of' woman suffrage. Beyond that, no exposition
was given of the principles upon which that Bill was put
forward; and, in 1884, the hon. Minister simply brought it
foi ward in the same manner as he did on the 18th March
last, stating merely that it was on the same lines as the
Bill of last year. So far as regards the people of the Lower
Provinces, surely we have a right to have some opportunity
for the people and the press to discuss this Bill before it is
rushed through this Parliament. On the 18th March the
hon. the Prime Minister brought forward the Bill, merely
stating that it was on somewhat similar lines to previousBills.
No explanation was given in regard to it. That Bill was
not distributed until after the Baster recess, and we have had
no opportunity of communicating with them in regard
to it, in regard to a Bill which so materially alters not only
the franchise in Prince Edward Island, but also in the
other Provinces. Speaking for New Brunswick, where

it alters entirely the principles upon which we have
based our suffrage and carried on the revision hitherto,
I think, Mr. Speaker, that at this time it is more inoppor-
tune, because this is a subject upon which public opinion
should be represented through the press of the country. At
the present day not only are the people excited over the
troubles in the North-West, but we know not the day or the
hour when the news may be flashed across the Atlantio
that war las been proclaimed botween Russia and England,
which would only increase the excitement tenfold. With
these groat questions now before the country, to call upon
us to consider and pass a moasure of this kind at this time
of the Session is unfair to the people and unfair to the
House. There have been no public expressions of opinion
upon it; not a single petition in favor of it lias been laid
before the House. We find upon the Orders of the Day
many important Bills. A Billihas come down from the
Senate, in regard to the transfer of property in the North-
West, and which introduces a mode of registration which is
very important, and will be for years to come the law with
regard to the transmission of property in that country, a
law containing many sections which will require the
earnest consideration of the House. Thon there is the
Insolvency Bill, which I contend is one of the most import-
ant measures before this House. The question is not as to
whether the Bill should be passed or not, but it is to
ascertain the feeling of the House upon that subject. The
country is anxious that some provision should be made as
to the distribution of the assets of insolvent debtors. It is
not only a law which our boards of trade are asking for, not
only are our merchants coming in deputations to the Gov-
ernment about it, but even the merchants of England are
asking for some such measure as bas been stated by the
right hon. Premier, who met them during bis late visit to
England. That Bill, as reported by the committee,
will require a great deal of consideration. it is a Bill with
a great many sections, involving a great many points, upon
which there may be a great difference of opinion; and if
the House should adopt the principle of the Bill, it will
take considerable time to discuss the details. There is
another important matter, the consolidation of the statutes;
and 1 must say that upon the gentlemen composing that
committee a very important and responsible duty devolves,
and if they are to complote their duties and to lay the con-
solidated statutes before this Flouse for discussion, they
must necessarily-and I can speak upon that subject, being
a member of that committee-occupy a large portion of
the time of the House in committee. We have thus these
two important matters, the insolvency question and the
consolidation of the statutes, which have been urged upon
the Government as important measures. I consider
they are both of paramount importance te this one,
particularly as regards their immediate necessity.
There has been no petition laid upon the Table of the House
asking for this Franchise Bill. There has been no public
agitation in lavor of it. It has not been discussed in the
press-not even the Government press have called upon
them to make this change. For seventeen years we have
found it working well, and I believe that the power of regu-
lating the franchise is rightly vested in the Provinces
represented by the Local Legislatures. This subject should
be under their control, where it would be more consistent
with the spirit of our institutions than if it were put in the
bands of this Parliament. I think that my hon. friend from
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell),when he spoke of this Par-
liament being paramount-

Mr. MITCHELL. I never said that this Parliament
was paramount, in so far as local matters are concerned;
but I said that with regard to our own franchise, and our
own representation, this Parliament is paramount.
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Mr. WELDON. I understood my hon. friend to say that
Ibis Parliament was paramount, and had authority to deal
with the wholo subject of the franchise.

Mr. MITCHELL. I said that with regard to local mat-
lors, of course the Local Legislature bas a right to deal as
1hey like; but with regard to members who sit in this Par-
liament, and their qualifications, this Parliament alone had
the right to deal with thom.

Mr. WELDON. That is a subject which I will discuss
with my hon. friend when we come to consider the Bill in
committeo. I believe that the people, in their Local Legis-
latures, are the parties who have a right to regulate the
franchise, and that this is one of their civil rights, which
may fairly be said to be under the control of the Local Legis.
lature. But that is a question which touches the morits of
the Bill; at present I do not desire to call the attention of
the House to what I consider the objectionable features of
this Bill; but I contend that, at this late period of the
Session, considering the time that has already been wasted
i n bringing down their measures, it is unfair and unjust to
attempt to hurry this important Bill through Parliament at
this time, which can only have the effect of preventing a
fair and just discussion of the subject. The question is
admitted by the right hon. gentleman himself, and every
member who has spoken on it, to be one of the greatest
importance, as it is one which affects the right of the people
of the Provinces, and of the individuals within the Provinces,
to exorcise the franchise.

Mr. LISTER. I do not intend this evening to enter into
the details of the Bill now before the House. I feel that
the measure we are now considering is one of surpassing
importance, and of the deepest interest to the people of this
country; and, as I have said, no language is adequate
properly to condemn the First 3Minister for introduic-
ing this Bill at this late stage of the Session. We
have been bore nearly three months to-day, and for
six or seven weeks of that time there bas been absolutely
nothing done in this House; because, at- the opening of
the Session, the Ministers had no measures prepared.
Day after day we sat here ten, fifteen or twenty minutes
and perhaps one hour, and now, at this late stage, almost at
the last hours of the Session, the First Minister brings in
the most important measure presented to the House during
this Session, and ho tells hon. members that it must be
pushed through. The Minister of Public Works bas told us
that this moasure has been before the country. It is true.
But the country did not believe the statement of the First
Minister, when ho said he intended to make it law. Session
after Session it was announced in the Speech from the
Throne that the Government intended to introduce a Fran-
chise Bill; buL the promise was made so often that membersî
and the country did not believe it. This is the first time
the First Minister has attempted to make a move in the
direction of having a Franchise Bill become law. This Bill
before the House is a fit companion to that most infamous1
piece of legislation, the Gerrymander Act. They ought to goi
together-they will always go 'together, and they will ho
associated with the name of the First Minister. In 18821
the First Minister was afraid to go to the country,à
and in order to secure the election of himself and hisi
friends he found it to ho necessary to disfranchise and1
take away the seats of a large number of members on1
this side of the House. His mismanagement, if not]
corruption in the North-West and throughout the country,i
makes him feel that his hold on power is some-1
what insecure, and in order to make it safe, as he thinks,1
t e hon. gentleman introduces a Bill giving to his owni
tools the power to say whether men shall have votes or not.1
I say infamous as the Gerrymander Act was,this is infinitelyt
more so. He proposes to take away from the people the1
preparation of their own lists, the riglit to appeal to the

Mr. WELDON.

county judge, and ho proposes to place the preparation of
the lists in the hands of some creatures appointed by him-
self. This Bill will take away absolutely the right of the
people to prepare their own voters' lists, and it will plac3
in the bands, perhaps, of some irresponsible man the right to
say who shall have votes and who shall not. Are we, mem-
bers of this House, prepared to sanction such a measure,
even if by chance it may be the means of keeping hon.
gentlemen in power for a short time. In every Province
of the Dominion the people have had the right to say who
shall be voters. The people of the Provinces have had the
right to prepare the voters' lists. This Government, cen-
tralising, as its policy is in everything, proposes to take
away from the people the right to prepare their own lists,
and proposes to give that power to men appointed by the
Dominion Government. The country is eaten up by office
holders. From the Atlantic to the Pacific the country has
become a nest of office-holders, and it is proposed by this
infamous measure to add 600 to the number, and thus inerease
enormously the expenses of this overburdened people. We
have the fact that this country is not able to stand the burden.
Thoughtful mon must look to the future, and every person
who gives the matter, as it now stands, a moment's con-
sideration, must feel very grave doubts as to the future of
this Dominion. Bad management, if not corruption, has
created a rebellion in the North-West, and the people in the
rest of the Dominion will not permit you (the Government)
to go beyond a certain length. You are arousing feelings of
resentmont from one end of the country to the other, and
it is impossible to say, when you once start this feeling,
where it is going to end. Will the people tamoly submit
to have rights which they have exercised for years taken
away from them and controlled by some creature appointel
by the Government? I mistake greatly their independence
and their power if they do not seek revenge at the earliest
opportunity. This is the position: You are taking away
from the people rights which they have hitherto enjoyed,
and are placing the power in the hands of one man,
and the decision of that man is to be absolute and with-
out appeal. I challenge hon. gentlemen opposite to point to
any country having responsible institutions which has
upon its Statute Book an Act equal in enormity to the one
which the First Minister' is now tryinig to rush through
this louse. The hon. gentleman asks Parliament to pass
this measure. In its dying moments ho cornes down to the
House with an important measure, and asks Parliament to
pass it. He seeks to push it through this House, before
the press of the country have had an opportunity of dis-
cussing it, before the people have had an opportunity of
considering its provisions. It is to become law before the
people know that their rights are to be swept away. I
can tell hon. gentlemen opposite that, so far as members of
this side are concerned, they will rosent this attempt; they
will not hesitate to discharge the duty they owe to the
country, and that duty is to keep the preparation of these
lists where it is now. Why should the hon. gentleman seek to
take it away ? Why should ho seek to appoint men to
prepare votors' lists, when to-day they are prepared
throughout the length and breadth of the country withont
any cost to the Dominion Treasury ? And why should ho
seek to pass a law respecting the franchise, which is less
favorable than that which exists in Ontario and several of
the other Provinces to-day ? As the hon. gentleman who
preceded me a few moments ago said, almost every section of
this Bill is objectionable. The very man who
prepares the voter' lists may be a candidate himself at the
next election ; and yet hon. gentlemen opposite will say that
is a proper provision. Such a right was never taken by the
Government of great Britain. The hon. gentleman always
claims to be inspired by what takes place in England, and
whatever logislation takes place there ho seoema to think it
should be adopted here. I do not go that length, while I admit
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that many measures are passed in England which are
beneficial to the people; but there is no Minister or politician
in England who would dream for a moment of taking the
powers which the First Minister seeks to take here. It was
never proposed that the Government of the day should have
the right of appointing revising barristers. That would be
repugnant to the feelings of the right-thinking of the older
country, and such a proposition was never thought of; but
it remains for the Dominion of Canada to say that the men
who shall prepare those lists shall be mon appointed by the
Government themselves. Can that be justified? Can it be
said, respecting the persons appointed to revise those lists,
partisans appointed by the Government - because the
appointments will be made on the recommendations of
members supporting the Government-that it is a safe
thing to place that power in the bands of partisans ? Would
it not be botter and more honorable, and more in the
direction of conserving the rights, if the appointments
were made, as in England, by the judges of the Superior
Courts ? Should we not, in that case, feel that the
persons would be appointed by men we could trust,
no matter what their political predilections might be.
We have the judges of the land, appointed for their ability
te serve in the position to which they are appointed. The
people of this country are glad to know, at all events, that
the moment ajudge is appointed to the bench he ceases to
be a politician. 1 am happy to say that the people of the
country, froin one end of the Dominion to the other, have
confidence in the judgment and honesty of those judges,
that they believe they shake off their political feelings when
they take places on the bonch, and that they discharge
their duties without political partiality or unfairness. I ask
the First Minister and hon. gentlemen opposite, would
it not be fairer and botter, in every sense of the word, would
it not conduce to the satisfaction of the people, to know
that these persons are appointed by the judiciary and not
by the Government of the day. We know that only gentle-
men supporting the Government of the day will be
appointed to those positions, and whether those gentlemen
are fair-minded or not, 1 say there will be a feeling, there
will be a possi bility of their not being fair, and at all events
those who are opposed to them may feel that entire and
exact justice has not been done them. 1 ask the hon.
gentleman if it would not botter, under these circumstances,
and more satisfactory to the people-if he is going to take
the right from the people of preparing their own lists-
would it not be more satisfactory, would not the people be
more content, would it not look more honest on the part of
the GTovernment to say: We will give to the judges of the
land the appointment of these officers. This plan has
worked in England for upwards of fifteen years I believe,
and I have failed to hear that there is any dissatisfaction
there. The appointments are only made for a year by the
judges of Assize as they go around on circuit. The persona
appointed to these offices by this Bill are only to be
removed by a vote of this louse, but in England they are
appointed from time to time by the judges, and I think the
sense of security which the people have in the justice and
honesty of the persons appointed is such as to prevent any
dissatisfaction. But in this country the hon. gentleman
may, perchance, appoint judges. But, perchance, he may
appoint those who are not judges, and in whom the whole
community have not entire confidence, and there will be a
feeling throughout the country that the people have not
been properly dealt with in the preparation of these lists.
I say it is the duty of the Government of the day to remove
all cause of dissatisfaction, and to place on the Statute Book
-if they are bound to pass a law on the subject-such
an Act as will give satisfaction to the people of
the country, from one end to the other-place on
the Statute Book a law which will convince the
people that in this measure the Government bas

only the interest and weIl-being of the country at heart,
and not to place on the Statute Book an Act which gives to
one man the absolute right to say who shall vote and who
shall not? And from that man's decision there is absolutely
no appeal-no appeal as to law, except with his consent,
and no appeal at all as to the facts. His judgment or deter.
mination, or whatever it may be called, is final and con-
clusive, and for persons who wish to get their names on the
list or who wish to prevent their names being put off, there
is no appeal. I feel that so far as the Act is concerned, in
this respect, it might be made botter and more satisfactory.
But I say the Act should not be pressed at this time of the
Session at all. I say that an Act of this importance should
not be prossed by the Government. It is aIl very well to
discuss the A et now, and to hear what may be said in favor
or against it, but it should stand at least for a year, in order
that the press of the country and the people of the country
may become familiar with its provisions. Would it not be
better for hon, gentlemen opposite to bave an opportunity
of consulting their constituents as to this Act ; would
it not be better for their constituents themselves, better
for all classes of the community, that before this Bill
becomes law they should thoroughly understand every
provision it contains. Why force it through at this
Session? If the hon. First Minister was determined
to force it through, why did he not do it earlier in the Seo
sion ? Why leave it to the last days of the Session before
he announced lis decision that this Act should become law.
Has ho any sinister object ? Doos he wish to stifle discus-
sion on this Bill ? What eau be bis motive for trying to
force it through ? I have noticed that hon. gentlemen oppo-
site appear to take no part in this discussion. Is the Bill
such that they cannot defend it? Is the action of the Gov-
ernment such that it cannot be defended ?

Mr. HESSON. We want to give you time to attack and
find fault.

Mr. LISTER. That is what you want, is it? You will
get enough of it. The hon. member for North L>erth (Mr.
Hesson) has answored for the Governmient, and ho wants to
know how we are going to attack it.

Mr. HIESSON. I answer for myself.

Mr. LISTER. Oh, I thought you spoke for the Govern-
ment-for the Minister of Agriculture. 1 thought that, occu-
pying some quasi position, you were spoaking for the Gov-
ernment.

Somc bon. MEXIBERS. Ordor; address the Chair.

Mr. LISTER. I have observed that no gentleman on the
Goverunment benches has got up to defend this Bill. Why
is it that the First Minister himself only took eight minutes
to explain the provisions of the Bill ? Did the First Minister
ever read the Bill himself, I wonder? fHe may have read it,
but I have some doubt about it, bccause he was reading
from notes in front of him, which were probably prepared
in his office. Now, I say it is a very cowardly position for
hon. gentlemen opposite to take, te wait and see what the
attack would be. If this is a good measure, it is the duty
of hon. gentlemen opposite to get up and point out its good
qualities and show wherein it is an improvement on the
other Acta which have been in force in this country for the
past number of years ; to show that it enlarges the
franchise, or that it simplifies any existing cumbrousness.
These things we might expect from them, but they maintain
a solemu silence, except the hon. member for North
Perth (Mr. Hesson). Now, Sir, I do not propose, as I said
a few moments ago, to enter into all the details of this Bill,
particularly as it is objectionable in every feature and in
every section. We will probably, before the Bill becomes
law, have an opportunity of criticising its several provisions.
I will, however, for a moment, advert to one section of the
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Bill, which gives to women the right to vote. Now,
I do not object to the ladies having the right
to vote, but as was stated by the hon. member for
Huron (Ur. Cameron), if you are going to give un-
married ladies, to spinsters and widows, that right,
you should certainly extend it to married women. If you
aro not going to give them all a vote, then none of tuem
should have a vote. This franchise has been in force
in England, so far as school elections are concerned, for the
past fifteen years, and it has, so far as I am aware, worked
satisfactorily in educational matters there. Iu the Province
of Ontario, also, the same class of ladies are entitled to vote
at municipal elections; and we can understand why they
should have that right, because their property is taxed for
municipal purposes; and I do not know that that principle
has worked badly there. I think a great many ladies bave
availed themselves of the opportunity of voting. But,
while referring to this question, I cannot do botter than cal l
the attention of hon. members to an article which appeared
in the Week, of 13th February, 1885. That article, I think,
puts this question of woman suffrage upon its proper footing.
lt is exceedingly ably written, and I will give the House
the benefit of it, for fear that they have not had the privi-
loge of seeing the Week of that date:

" The Female Suffrage movement in the Ontario Legislature bas now
arrived at the second of its four inevitable stages. The first stage is
municipal suffrage for unmarried women, which has been already car-
ried ; the second is parliamentary suff:age for unmarried women, of a
BIll for which notice has been given ; the third is the suffrage, both
municipal and parliamentary, for married women as well as unmarried,
and the introduction of political division into the family which hasj
hitherto been a political unit; the fourth and final stage is the eligi-1
bility of women to Parliament and to political offices of aIl kinds." i

Of course, if it is decided to give the ladies the right to vote1
for members of Parliament, it logically follows that they
must have a right to sit in Parliament and to enjoy all the
ofilCes and emoluments in the gift of the people. You havej
no right to say that they shall vote, and that they shall not
have all the rights which the suffrage confers.

" The logical connection of the last two stages with the third is not
doubttul, nor are the leaders at any pains to conceal from us that spin-
ster suffrage is the thin end of the wedge. The thick end it might be
called, since a privilege conceded to spinsters may surely be claimed
with greater reason by those who are doing the duties of wives and
mothers. Mr. Fraser, then, was right in saying that if a stand was to be
made at all against a revolution in the relations between the sexes, it
had better be made at the threshold. It is to the credit of the Church
to which that gentleman belongs that though female suffrage could
hardly fail to add to the political power of her priesthood,
she has so far steadfastly upheld the organie principles If Chris-
tain society and opposed herseif to sexual revolution. The in-
fluence of the Churct of Rome would probably be increased by the
change; but it is doubtful whether Conservatism of the ordinary type
would realize the party gain which in England, at least, it scents.
Women of Conservative tendencies are likely to stay at home, while the
revolutionary female mounts the Socialistic platform at Chicago, and
bids the poor put their trust in dynamite and not in God.

I Petitions of course are got up in favor of the Bill. A petition wasf
got up in fulfilment of a wager, and was respectably signed, praying for
the immediate execution of the leading clergyman at Albany. No one
who is in daily contact with society in Ontario and has opportunities of
feeling its pulse can imagine that by the women of this Province gener-
ally the change bas been demanded or is desired. The mass of women
are domestic and feel that their kingdom is the home. The number is
small of those who long for public life, who think with Rra. (ady
Stanton that maternity i a low object of ambition, or whose characters
and aspirations have shared the general change which the utterance oft
such a sentiment denotes. They know that a perfect co-equality of the
sexes is consistent with an assignment to each by nature of distinct
functioni in the organism of humanity. They know that as a sex they
have privileges wbich they wouid not like to lose, that these are
dependent on the existiug relations between the sexes, and that if they
insisted on becoming the rivals and competitors of man they would
renounce their claim to his chivalrons protection. They know that they
are not a class but a sex, and that they have not suffered, nor are they
likely to suffer, any wrong at the hands of male legislatures the memberst
of whicti are their husbands and brothers. It is at least doubtfuî
whether, if invested with political power themselves, they would bet
able to extort by its use as much as they now freely obtain from thet
tutelary.sentiment of the other sex. With regard to the mutual rights
of married people, male legislatures have already gone as far as they
could go without such destruction of all community of interest between
man and wife as would loosen the conjugal tie; if they went too far,
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and made marriage a burden to the man without compensation, the
consequence would be that men would begin to decline wedlock, as they
did under the Roman Empire; and it would then be seen whether philo-
sophic babble had power to control the strongest passions of the human
breast. The property held by unmarried women differs in no respect
from that held by men, nor is it likely to suffer any special detrinent
from legislation not controlled by its owners.

" Nothing is settled by repeating the phrase that taxation and repre-
sentation must go together. Everybody pays taxes direct or indirect.
Our seamen pay them though they eau hardly ever vote. Married
women, as the partners of their husbands' fortunes, pay them just ai
much as spinsters. No property is represented in any case saving the
minimum required as a qualification for the suffrage. The practical
question to be answered in the common interest of both sexes is whether
government would be improved by putting political power into the
hands ot women. The men have made the laws because law resta at
bottom upon the force of the community and the force of the community
is male. If women made laws to which men were opposed, the men
would refuse to execute them and the autbority of government would
fall. This would be the fate of those arbitrary enactments on moral and
social subjects which the advocates of sentimental legislation always
dream of carrying by the help of the women's vote. The women of
France would at this time make laws respecting religion which the men
would practically annul. Men alone can perform the full duties of
citizens, since they alone can take part in the defence of the country, an
oblization most p! operly attached to the suffrage by the present law of
the Dominion. Men alone can be made thoroughly responsible for their
pub 'ic conduct; a woman arraigned for parliamentary or oficial mis-
behaviour would plead her sex. Political character must be formed in
action and practical life, which as a rule is the aphere of man, while
other qualities not less valuable in their way are formed in the home
which ia the sphere of woman. Certainly the contrary has not yet been
proved by the examples of the women who have gone into public life in
the United States; nor have those ladies given us reason to believe that
tenderness will enter politics with woman ; they have rather given us
reason to believe that the tenderness of woman and the general beauty
of ber character depend on ber exemption from political strife.

" In the United States the community possesses a safeguard against
rash measures of fundamental change with which we unfortunately have
failed to provide ourselves. There everysuch change must be submitted
in the form of a constitutional amendment to the people, who vote on
public grounds and in the mass are not amenable to personal cajoling or
bullying. Here a msjority in the Legislature is decisive, and that
majority may be obtained by arts of persuasion brought to bear by an
active clique upon members personally behind the scenes. But let mem-
bers of the Ontario Legislature when they are subjected to this process,
if their gal'antry shrinks from refusing anything which is asked ques-
tionably, however, by a woman, remember that for one wo'nan who asks
there are hundreda who ask not."

Now, Sir, so far as that portion of the Bill is concerned,
this article puts both sides of the question very fully. Per-
sonally, I have no objection at all to the la:ies of the
country having votes; but what I do object to and strenu-
ously protest against is, that the right to prepare voters'
lists throughout the country should be confided to persons
appointed by the Government,who may not be, but iii all pro-
bability will be, partisans. Such a provision will have the
effect of creating in the minds of the people-at all events,
in the minds of those opposed to the Government-the feel-
ing that they have not been fairly and justly dealt with; and
it is of the last consequence that such a feeling as that should
not be allowed to arise. If that feeling existed, so far as the
judiciary of the country is concerned, there could be no
security or contentment amongst the people of this country.
I repeat that it is of the last importance that in a matter so
important as this, the right to vote, a right which the peo.
ple hold dear and precious, when confided to the
hands of any body, should be administered by a per-
son against whom there is and cannot be the
slightest suspicions of partiality. I say that if
the appointments are to be made by the Government in the
manner pointed ont by this Bi, a strong feeling will inevi-
tably be aroused throughout the length and breadth of the
country. I warn hon. gentlemen opposite not to take a stop
of this kind merely for a party advantage; they are in
power to-day, but we may be in power to-morrow, and thi i
complaint we now make against them they mby have caute
to make against us. I would ask them tu remember
that Governments sometimes tumble very fast when
they appear most secure. Hon. gentlemen opposite
are strong to-day, but they may be weak to-morrow,
and I ask them not to put an enactment on our Statute
Book which they would not wish to see there if hQn. gentIQ.
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men on this side were in office. I appeal to hon. gentle.
men opposite, as honorable men, to put themsolves in the
position of the Opposition he;e to-1ay, and I say to them if
you were here would you not oppose bitterly to the end the
passage of a measure of this kind. This is the light in
which hon. gentlemen on b'th sides should look on the ques-
tion. If these appointments were made by the judges of the
land in ail the different Provinces, and if the Governmont are
determined to take upon themselves to extend the franchise
for this Dominion, there can be no objection to that, except
so far as its expense is concerned ; and Ican only repeat
what I said before, that the Bill involves an enormous
expenditure on the part of the candidat and on the part of
the Government; and not only will it involve an enormous
expenditure, but it will necessarily cause a great deal of
trouble in having these lists prepared. All this can be
saved by leaving the franchise as it is. All the pernicetous
character of this Bill can be avoided, if the Government is
determined that this Parliament shall have a franchise of
its own, by leaving the appointments to the judges of the
land. I trust, that before this discussion is ended, before
this Bill becomes law, the Government will see that it is
important to eliminate from the Bill the provision taking
to itself the power of appointing these people. [ believe
that if the people had an opportunity of pronouncing upon
this measure honestly and fairly, they would pronounce
against the Government taking this power. Then, why
hurry this Bill through now? This is only the third Ses-
sion of this Parliament, and if the Government is
desirous to have this become law before another elec-
tion, they will have abandant time between this and
1887 to make it law, because it is not likely they
will go the country again 16 or 18 months before thoir time
has expired ; so that if the Bill does not now become law
we will, by this time next year, have ample opportunities
to discuse its provisions. We will have had the opportunity
of putting it before the people and consulting our constitu-
ents upon it, and will be enabled then to give it that con-
sideration it should receive. I sincerely hope this Bill will
not become law, at ail events, this Session.

Mr. DAVIES. I think it is to be extremely regretted
that the right hon. gentleman and his supporters have
determined, as they seem te have, not to take part in this
debate. The resolution before you, Mr. Speaker, is of the
nature of a protest against the injustice of pressing this
Bill through at this late period of the Session. That injus-
tice has been done is made very apparent by the reasons
which the mover of the resolution gave, and by the reasons
supplemented by those who followed him. If this Bill be of
the great importance that the hon. the First Minister
attaches to it hoeowes, both to his own side of the louse
and to this, that ho should not at this late period of the
Session press it on a worn out House ; and if he insists upon
doing so, the least we can expect of him is that ho shall
rise in his place and give the House some reasons why this
Bill should now be rushed through. Ie thought fit te
introduce the Bill in very few words ; te explain its pro-
visions in a speech of seven minutes in length. I arm not
going to find f ault with the course ho has taken in that,because
ho knows best what course ho should take, but we are not
discussing the principles of the Bill now; we are simply
discussing whether the bon. gentleman is treating this
fiouse with fairness, whether the Opposition have any
rights in the House. The hon. gentleman knows well that
this Parliament is composed of mon who have not that
leisure which professional politicans in England have, who
are able to leave their businôss for twelve months of the year
and devote their time to politics. He knows well that the
vast majority of the members here are gentlemen engagel
in business at home of that kind that it requires their
presence, and if this Bill is of one-half the importance which
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the hon. gentleman seeks to attach to it, it was his duty to
have had it prepared and brought down at an earlier stage
of the Session, so that it could be intelligently discussed. 1
dare say there are numbers of hon. gentlemen sitting
behind the Firet Minister who foel in their hearts that a
gross injustice is attempted te ho perpetrated in this House
to-day, who feel in their hearts that this Bill should
not ho pressed to-night; and that if it is to be
pressed, some rosons, higher and greater than any
suggested by the Minister of Public Works, should be
given for pressing it through. One or two hon. gentlemen
opposite attempted, not by making speeches and taking the
responsibility of their language, but by interruptions, to
say that the time of the flouse this Session bas been
wasted, owing to the deliberate obstruction on the part of
the Opposition. That is not true; hon. gentlemen opposite
know it to be untrue; they know that bon. gentlemen on
this sido have devoted themselves with assiduity to the
discharge of their duties in this louse, and that instead of
obstructing the business of this House they have done ahl
they could to advance that business. It is our interest to get
back to our ordinary avocations, out of which we make our
living, and notto remain bore for three months, and then at
the end of three months take up a Bill of greal e:- imp )rtance
than any that has been yet brought to our attention. Why d >es
not the hon. gentleman tell his own followers wby this Bill
should ho pressed ? He knows that we, on this side, are not
cravens and cowards, and that we will not lot the Bill p iss
without discussion, although he is driving us to the position
of taking the choice betwaen sacrificing our private interests
or our public duty. Daes the hon. gentleman seriously
contend that it is right for us tosacrifice our business relations
at home and to give up all our time here, after we have
been here three months ? He knows we cannot do it,
and ho knows that by forcing this Bill through the flouse,
he is going to make us do it. I say that it is unjust; I say
that it is unfair; I say it is without parallel. I do not
know why ho should do it, because ho bas not explained.
If ho has any rosons ho could have given them in answer to
my bon. friend from South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright)
in a very few words, andperhaps they might have been
acceptable; but we have here the extraordinary fact that a
Bill proposing to change the franchise for this Parliament
throughout this whole Dominion is to be altered; that a
large class of people who have nover had the franchise before
are to have the franchise; that a new electoral body is to
be created-I refer to the woman franchise-and that other
cardinal changes are teobe made in the election law; and
yet the hon. gentleman thinks ho is discharging bis duty
to the flouse and the country by throwing this measure
on the table, and telling us to swallow it hotus bolus.
It is unfair; it is unjust; it is unmanly. What will

the result ? Does the hon, gentleman wish that
the members of the Opposition in this flouse should
give up fair and legitimate criticism upon the other mass of
legislation which lies before us? fHe knows very well that
we have bore a most important measure. He introduced it
only the other day. The same policy of procrastination
was practised with regard to it that bas been practised
with regard to the Franchise Bill. I refer to the consoli-
dation of the entire statutes of this Dominion. When he
moved for the appointment of a joint committe, I entered
my protest against it, because I said that to ask thirteen or
fourteen of the working mon of this flouse to give up, their
time for hours every day to an examination of' the consoli-
dation of these statutes, would deprive them of the power
of discharging their duties to thoir constituents with refer-
once to Supply-and I suppose that is a fair subject for dis-
cussion-and with referenceto the other legislation of the
House. He carried that through, and we submitted, and we
accepted, and we have been for hours every day engaged in
the examination of the consolidation of these statutes ;
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and now, while we are engaged in that very impor-
tant duty, down comes this Franchise Bill, to which,
while it is before the House, we ought to devote all
our time and all our energies, and we are asked
to sacrifice one or the other. The right hon. gentle-
man muet see that he is treating us most unfairly. Are his
measures such that hoeis afraid to submit them to fair and
intelligent criticism ? Does he feel bound to keep back his
measures for eighty days after every Session begins, and
then, when the Ilouse is tired and wearied out, and many
hon. members feel that they are almost compelled to aban-
don their legislative functions and go home and attend to
their private business, try to force the legislation through
the House. It bears injustice on the face of it, and it chal-
lenges some explanation and some defence at his hands ; and
if ho fails to give that explanation and defence, the country
will see, and hon. members behind him will see, that it is
not owing to any policy of obstruction on the part of the
Opposition, but to a predetermined attempt on the part of
the Government to force their measures through, whether
they be good or ill, without criticism or objection. Talk
about obstruction ! The only time the House has been
engaged on any measure of the Government, except on
Supply, was the other day, when a very important Bill, the
Animals Contagious Diseases Bill, was brought before the
louse. Where was the obstruction ? Two or three mem-

bers suggested an important change in one clause, and we
could get no answer; we could not get the Minister of
Agriculture to open his mouth ; but, after the dis-
cussion had gone on for an hour and a-half,
light dawned upon his mind, and ho found that
the suggestion which was made in a quiet way at four
o'clock ought to be accepted at half past five ; and, after
that and some other slight changes, that clause passed, and
nearly every other suggestion which we made was adopted
and became part of the Bill, and the whole Bill went
through in one day. Do you think such a Bill could pass
the English Parliament in one day or in one week, a Bill
affecting the interests of the largest class of the community
in Canada-the farmers? No, it could not. I say that,
very far from ite being an evidence of obstruction, it was
an evidence of a sincere desire on the part of members on
the Opposition side of this House to forward the business
of the country and to get to our homes. So with reference
to the Civil Service Bill, which took up all the time yester-
day. ls it not a most important Bill, dealing with thousands
upon thousands of the moneys of this country, which are to
be appropriated in the payment of Civil Service officers,
and dealing with the mode of their appointement, and
dealing with their salaries and the length of time they
should fill those offices before they are entitled to superan-
nuation-dealing with the whole subject, in fact ? And it
took one day, a Bill of 59 clauses. 1 venture to say that,
there is hardly another English-speaking Parliament
under the flag that would pass that Bill in the
time. And why was it passed ? Because we felt that we
must shorten our criticism and muet do what we could to
further the public interest. But we never dreamt, wheni
we were lending our energies to forwarding the intereets of1
the country in that way, that we were falling into the trap1
which the hon. gentleman had laid for us and that we werei
to be called upon suddenly to pass this Bill, which requires
consideration and discussion that must occupy at least
three weeks. The hon. gentleman knows that we cannot
afford to allow this Bill to go through in the same way that
the Contagious Diseases Bill and the Civil Service Bill wenti
through. He knows that it muet be discussed, and ho is1
treating the members on his own side with unfairness and
injustice as hoeis treating the members on this eide of the
louse. We have other important legislation. Ie it all toi

be abandoned ? We have had discussions for twelve monthse
on the subject of the necessity of a bankruptcy law for this1

Mr. DAvizs.

country. We have had the hon. gentleman himself last
summer informing a deputation of Liverpool merchants
that this matter was a most important one, but that he was
afraid, from the composition of this House, that it would be
difficult to pass a Bill in reference to it. He appointed a
committee; the committee sat and went through an immense
deal of labor, and prepared a Bill. That Bill is before us. Is
that to be slaughtered ? Is that to be abandoned ? Ie
the legislation, which ho admits is essential, which ho says
is almost absolutely essential to this country, which is most
important to this country, which affects every class of the
community, to be discussed intelligently, or is it to be swal-
lowed holus bolus ? If Parliament submits to swallow Bills of
this character without proper discussion, it abdicates its
functions and shows itself to be unworthy to represent
the people. This Bankruptcy Bill then has to be dis-
cussed, and if that is so, and if the consolidation of the
statutes has to be gone through, when in the name of good-
ness are hon. members to get to their homes ? It is all
very fine for the members of the Ministry, who receive
sufficient salary to:keep them-I do not say it is too much.
They can stay here until the warm weather wearies mem-
bers out; but how about the mass of members, who have
their own affairs to attend to? fHe gives us the choice. He
says: Choose between sacrificing your own interests and
sacrificing the interests of the people you are sent here to
represent. More than that; we have the Factory Bill ;
but I suppose I need not waste time in reference to that,
for it seems to have been cast among the slaughtered inno-
cents already. I understood, from the motion made the
other day, that that Bill is again to come up for dis-
cussion; but, if it is not shelved, it involves most important
constitutional points, which must be discussed, and must be
discussed, not by members of the Opposition alone, not by
the member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) alone, but by the
legal gentlemen on both sides of the House. We cannot
afford to let Bills go through this House which we say
imiringe upon the rights and privileges and constitutional
powers of Provincial Legislatures without discussion; and
they have a right to be discussed, not simply from one
standpoint, but the arguments have a right to be answered;
and, if they are discnssed and if the arguments of the mem-
ber for Bothwell are to be answered, that will take four or
five days. That is to be given up, I suppose; and what
more ? We have heard rumors, which I believe we may
accept as authentic, that before long we have to discuss a
new phase of the Canadian Pacific Railway. It is not
denied that that great corporation is in need of financial
aid. It is known that propositions are to be made to this
House, propositions having for their object appropriating
enormous sums of the publie money to build up that
corporation. Are these enormous votes to be given with-
out discussion, in absolute silence, by the representatives
of the people ? Are we to sit here merely to register the
decrees of the Executive, and not to discuss them or to
express our opinion upon them ? Are hon. gentlemen to
become the slaves of the right hon. Minister, and are they
not to express their views on the subjects which come
before them ? That may be the case with some, but I
believe there are a large mass of those who sit behind the
right hon. gentleman who do it with very great reluctance,
who feel that they are sacrificing their political manhood
when they follow him in silence, swallow these Bills one
after the other, and choke off that legitimate and proper
discussion which it is the province and the duty of Parlia-
ment to give to all these important measures. More than
that; we have hardly entered upon the voting of supplies.
We have only spent one or two nights, and how is it to be
when all the Departments in the Public Service will require
and will receive criticism from the Opposition? lHon.
gentlemen know that it is our duty to do it; they know
that we would be guilty of dereliction of duty of the gross-
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est kind if we allowed $32,000,000 to be voted with-
out examination and without criticism. Why, Sir, we had
better have no Parliament at al, if Supply is to be passed
through the Bouse holus bolus without discussion and with-
out comment. The hon. gentleman must see, and must
know, that is his duty, and ought to be his privilege,
to rise in his place and explain why this particular
Bill is of such paramount importance over all the others I
have mentioned, that he must sacrifice them. This one is
not of that vast importance, and he knows it. It might
have been taken the first week in the Session. The hon.
Minister of Publie Works told us that the Bill was mon-
tioned in the Speech from the Throne, and he told us that a
Bill somewhat similar to it, if not the identical Bill, was
laid before Parliament last Session. If that is the case, why
did they not tackle it the first weeks of the Session, when there
was nothing to do ? Hon. gentlemen know that the
Parliament of this country was a laughingstock-for the
first four weeks we came here and met, and had prayers, and
went through a few forms, and went to our lodgings again,
and did nothing. And this Bill was deliberately kept back-
for what object? Why does not the hon. gentleman explain to
the House why it is that for seventy-eight days he kept this
Bill pigeon-holed in his office, and never brought it down to
the Hanse, until we were led to believe that it was not coming
down at all, because it was too late in the Session to consider
it. And we have a new court to be established, the court
of claims, that involves a very important princip1q. and
an expenditure of a large amount of money, and which will
require a good deal of discussion. Now, when are we going
to get the time to discuss it? Supposing it takes three weeks
to discuss this Bill-and I think if we were to devote every
day to it, we would be proceeding pretty rapidly-when are
we going to get time to discharge our other duties, and
to pass these other measures ? There are duties which we
cannot shirk; Supply has got to be voted, the expendi-
ture of money has got to be criticised ; the conduct of the
Government in the administration of the affairs of the
country has got to be brought to the bar of this House,
and to the bar of public opinion. The lion. gentleman
knows this well. He knows the character of the Opposition,
and the calibre of the Opposition, and he knows they have the
courage to bring him and his friends to the bar, and to
condemn their conduct where they deserve it. Now, Sir, I
am not going to take up the time the House-

Somae hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. DAVIES. I do not think the gentlemen need
complain that I have taken up much time of the House. For
some time I have purposely abstained, for fear I would be
charged with wasting time. I am not going to enter upon
an examination of the principle of the Bill, because I do not
think it is necessary on the motion now before the House;
but I am going to call the attention of hon. gentlemen to
the fact that it contains important clauses, which it will take
some time to diseuss. I said there were three or four car-
dinal principles underlying the Bill, and one is that it makes
a change in the existing franchise of the c:untry, depriving
a large number of electors of their votes. Ias not that to
discussed and justified in a free country like Canada, where
oducation is spreading, and where we ought rather to enlarge
the franchise instead of contracting it ? Can a Bill, dis-
franchising a large mass of electors, be allowed to go
through without discussion? The hon. gentleman knows
that it cannot be done. Ie knows, in the Province from
which I come, this Bill will throttle the voices and the votes
of a large number of people; and I, for one, cannot
remain silent; and I would like to know whether
some other hon. gentlemen who come from that
Island will be able to romain silent. We have a protest
to register, if we can do nothing more. If we cannot carry
the louse with us we eau, at any rate, raise an indignant

protest against a class of men being disfranchised who have
been accustomed ta exercise the franchise with credit to
themselves for twenty-five years. If they are ta be disfran-
chised, we must know the reason for it. Then we have
another important feature of the 'Bill, conferring the fran-
chise upon a large number of women. Now I am not going ta
discuss that at length just now. Personally, I do not feel
very strongly one way or the other, whether we give the
women the franchise or withhold it ; but I shall be satisfied if
he gives it. But, judging from the very few remarks the
right hon. gentleman deigned to give ta this branch of the
subject, I have come ta the conclusion that hoe is not going
ta press it. fie seems te endeavor ta throw off from his
own shoulders the responsibility which he should adopt, of
introducing and carrying that principle as a Government
principle, as a cardinal principle of the measure. He got
all the credit for introducing a Bill ta enfranchise women.
We remember last year, after the Bill came in, paragraphs
appeared in large numbers of papers in the country and
the United States, complimenting the right hon. gentleman
upon the advance he had made in his ideas of constitu-
tional Government. He was becoming quite a Liberal in
his old days, and the ladies of the country were called
upon ta give thanks ta the gentleman who was going
ta take them out of slavery and enfranchise them, and give
them rights they never had before. And the hon. gentle-
man very complacently assumed all the praise which was
due ta that Act. What is he doing to-day ? I very much
fear he is going ta throw them over. He now announces
that he is going ta leave it ta the House. The poor ladies,
after having their hopes raised for twelve months, are ta
have them dashed to the ground. And worse than all, by
that very gentleman himself. If anybody else had done it,
it would have been bad enough. But the friend of the
ladies himself, who introduced the clause into the Bill, who
got all his friends throughout the country ta give him all
the credit that was due ta the introduction of such a clause,
is now ta throw them over-yes, throw thom over, and not
in a very gallant way either. It puts me in mind of an old
English couplet :

"He kicked them down stairs with such a sweet grace.
They tbought he waa leading them up."

The ion. gentleman now is going ta kick them out of the
Bill altogether. And he is doing it in such a mild way.
He is not going ta do it himself, but he is going to get the
House ta do it. Hle is t get the credit of putting it in the
Bill, and the House is to take the odium of kicking the
ladies out. I am sorry that he did not consider the prin-
ciple of his 'Bill more carefully. I am sorry that when he
adopted this principle he did not adhere ta it-if he thinks
it is right and proper, And I assume he must have thought
it so, or he would not have put it there; and thon ho
should have the courage to keep it thora. We know his
followers too well not ta know that if he told them that the
clause was ta pass it would pass-yes, and it would pass
without a protest. There would not be a voice raised from
the benches behind him. I tell you the ladies must put the
responsibility on the right hon. gentleman himelif, because,
with one shako of his finger, he can carry that clause if he
wants ta; and if the ladies, after having their hopes raised,
ire now ta have them dashed ta the ground, they have got
to thank the right hon. gentleman himself, and no one else.
I will now leave the ladies in his hands-an lion. member
suggests, in hie arms. I should like ta call attention very
shortly ta another principle of the Bill which must receive
discussion at the hands of this House. The hon. gentleman
has introduced a clause which I am very sorry he thought
fit ta introduce. It seems like a last dying political kick,
an attempt ta legislate himself into power once more.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
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Mr. DAVIES. Hon. gentlemen opposite may cheer. They
know very well that the manner in which those persons im-
properly called revising officers, are to receive their appoint.
ment and the manner in which they are to hold it, are such
as will make them simply political partisans of the party in
po ver. There is no parallel to such a mode of appointing
revising ofBcers. But these are not revising officers; they
are voter makers. They are the men, not who revise liste
made by overseers, or by parishes, but who make the lista
themselves. They are arbitrary and absolute. They can
put on the lists whom they plesse and they can keep off
whom they please; and so careful has the hon. gentleman
been to prevent the possibility of any one complaining
oven of arbitrary conduct on their part, that he allows
no appeal, no matter how arbitrary, unjust or villainous
their decisions may be. There they stand : unchangeable
arbiters,'men appointed by the Government, whoknow they
cannot be disturbed. The clause in the Bill authorising
them to be removed by the Parliament they make-for I
say they make Parliaments-is more an insult than any-
thing else. They are irresponsible, I say, except to the
Parliament they make, and I challenge the First Minister
to produce from history, at least from British history, a
parallel for such an outrage. God knows, we are small
enough in numbers in this House now, and as has been
well remarked, our numbers do not present by any manner
of means the votera we represent. Hon. gentlemen
opposite may laugh, but they will awaken some day to their
sorrow to realise the danger of an Opposition being weak.
If we were stronger we could compel an explanation of
this Bill, and that it should not be forced through with
danger to ourselves and the country, in indecent haste.
In England the lists are prepared by overseers of parishes,
and revising officers there are such, not merely in Dame,
but in law and reality. They revise the lista which are
preparcd by the people. By whom are they appointed ? Did
Mr. Gladstone, or Mr. Disraeli, or any other British
Premier, ever place such power in the hands of revising
officers as the hon. gentleman wishes to place unchallenged
here? No. Revising barristers in the county of Middle-
sex ai e appointed by the Lord Chief Justice of Queen's
Bench, a legal authority, removed altogether from political
influences; and in other counties they are appointed by the
senior judge of Assize, so that the appointments are in no
sense political, and all parties have fair play and justice. In
England, therefore, the people prepare the lista and non-
political officials revise them. Here we have in contrast
with this the following state of things: The First Minister,
at almost the last days of Parliament, seeks to rush through
a Bill to enable him to appoint 200 mon, who will be irre-
mova ble, who will be there for life, who will be able to do
what they please, and who will be able to place on the lists
whom they please and to reject whom they please. Without
discussing these principles at greater length, I Say it must be
quite evident to the botter class of minds who sit behind
the First Minister, those who have not yet quite surrendered
their political consciences-and there are a number of them
-that there must be a very serions and very lengthy dis-
cussion on these principles, a discussion in which it will be
the duty of very many of those who do not often take part
in ordinary legislation to take part. Why ? Because this
is a blow struck, not merely at themselves, but at their con-
stituents, and if they are men they will be prepared to resent
it. I hope the t irst Minister will yet have the courtesy to
reply to the speech made by the member for South Huron
(Sir Richard Cartwright), and to the protest entered by him
and repeated by others against the indecent haste with whieh
this Bill is attempted to be forced through Parliament in
the dying days of the Session.

Mr. FOSTER. I would not have spoken at this time if it
had not been for the assertion thrown out by the hon.
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gentleman who has just taken his seat, and ho bas not
thrown this out for the first time, either in this House or
out of it. The hon. gentleman seems to take full liberty-
and I will grant him the use of this liberty-to rank him-
self very high in intellectual culture and manly independ-
ence, and he has a fashion which, if he lives to grow older,
and grows wiser as the years pass over his head, he may
get out of, of thinking that no person but himself, or those
who ait on that side of the fHouse, have a political con-
science, a mind that exercises itself upon subjects that come
before him, two eyes which see, and a disposition to do what
he thinks is best for bis country, in matters which come
under discussion. I wish to state that the hon.
gentleman, and those who think with him on that aide of
the House, will not find in the bistory of human experience
sufficient ground-work to base a claim even by the highest
gifts and best of men, such as is put forward by the hon.
gentleman who has just taken his seat. With respect to
this matter, if I thought there was any disposition to choke
off discussion, such discussion as is necessary, I would be
sorry to see the Bill introduced and attempted to be forced
through. So far as I am concerned, as a supporter of the
Government on this Bill, I intend to discuss it where I
think I should discuss it, and take the responsibility for
my own acts. J, however, am here to say to-night that L
do not feel that I am either lacking in independence or
lacking in manly character when 1 say that I am in
favor of the principles of the Bill, that [ am in favor
of a large portion of the details of the Bill, that I am
glad it is introduced, and am prepared to stay here, as
all good representatives of the people should stay, to
discuss the matter in a fair, honest, manly and independent
way. I wish to state this as well: It is amusing to
see the tone taken by hon. gentlemen as they rise on the
other aide of the flouse. They commence, in most doleful
tones to say that we are in the seventy-eighth day of
the Session, and we want to get to our homes as
soon as possible, in order to attend to the business by
which we gain a living; and yet, in the face of those
statements, they directly afterwards proceed to make
a speech of thirty, forty or fifty minutes in length, on
the details of the Bill, every syllable of which they
know they will have to repeat when the Bill gets into
committee of the Whole. They say we are strong
and they are weak, numerically. Then is it not fairly to
be supposed that if the leader of the Government bas intro-
duced this Bill and has pledged himself that it will be put
through, and if we have a majority on this side, sooner or
later we shall go into Committee of the Whole ? Thon,
evidently, looking at things as they are, we shall go into
committee, when we will take up the different sections and
discuss them; and we should, thorefore, leave out this all-
night discussion of details, when only the principles of the
Bill are before the House. In that way we will get at our
work far quicker than by proceeding in the present way.
The hon. gentleman opposite has stated that there has been
no obstruction from that aide of the House. Whether there
has or has not, I shall not take it on myself to say.
rHe takes credit to himself that two Bills were passed, of a
very important nature, in two days, and he says that in
Great Britain these Bills would not have been passed in
weeks. But te heon. gentleman was not honest enough, he
was not frank enough, to say at the saine time that those
Were not new Bills, introducing new principles, but Bills
which bad been on the Statute Books of this Parliament,
and have been worked out in the country, one since 18i9,
and the other since 1882, and that there were but a few
details which were new, and these, in the Civil Service Bill,
had been thoroughly discussed and the sense of the House
pronounced on them days before. Sir, the hon. member
from West Lambton (Mr. Lister) las undertaken the dis-
cussion of this Bill, and has taken up a considerable portion
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of the time of this House, which of course he las a right to
do. If strong language means strong argument, the bon.
gentleman would be the man of the strongest argument in
this House ; but it is not always so. It doos not make a
thing infamous that the hon. gentleman should say it is
infamous, and it does not make a thing an unparalled enor-
mity for the hon. gentlernan to get up and throw out this
invective towards this side of the House. He has-as the
hon. gentleman who bas just sat down did-exagger-
ated, with reference to the part of the Bill which
provides for the revising barristers. The hon. gen-
tleman knows ho has exaggerated; ho has not read the
sections of the Bill over, if he does not know that he put
the thing in an exaggerated light. If ho will read that
section he will sec that the County Court judges, the
Superior Court judges, may be appointed. Hon. gentlemen,
always prone to insinuate where they have not arguments at
band to use, have based all their argument as to the ques-
tion of revising barristers upon imagination and insinua-
tion; and there is this to be said, that if this Bill contem-
plates, as it does contemplate, the appointment of county
judges as revising barristers, I say that goes still further
than they themselves say they would be satisfied with,
because they say that they would be satisfied if the judges
bad the power to appoint the revising barristers. Now, if
the power which appoints is so far above suspicion that its
appointees would be satisfactory to hon. gentlemen, how
satisfactory should it not be wben that power itselfis the power
towhich the revision of these lists may be appealed ? Hon.
gentlemen say nothing about the checks and guards which
were placed about this portion of the Bill. The hon. mem-
ber for St. John (Mr. Weldon) puts himself in an illogical
position in a good many ways, and I will just point out two.
Ho says: fias any petition come before the House, asking that
this legislation should be passed. He laid down the prin-
ciple, with all the volubility that he possesses, thot we should
not go to work on this Bill, because there were no petitions
brought into the fHouse. Does the hon. gentleman pretend
to say that we should delay legislating on anything which bas
not been asked for by petition ? Will ho go over the years
of the former régime, when his leaders were in power, and
point out their measures, none of which they undertook to
pass through unless they were asked for by strong petitions
or public meetings? Let me call his attention to this: that
this very year Franchise BulIs have been introduced and
passed through the Provincial Legislatures of Nova Scotia and
New Brunswick and the Provincial Legislature of Ontario,
all of which Legislatures are under the control of friends of
the hon. gentleman himself; and I doubt, Sir, if, in a single
instance, there was a petition or a public meeting which
called for such legislation. The hon. gentleman says further
that we ought not to undertake this legislation. And why ?
Because there is trouble in the North-West and because
England and Russia may probably go to war. Did you
ever hear the like of it I Because two countries in another
continent may possibly go to war we must not undertake
important legislation in this Parliament. But, Sir, in the
next breath ho went onI to state that there were Bills of
equally great importance which must be taken up and
put through. Why must we not stand still, according
to his logic, and wait until all the clouds have passed
from the North-West, and all the negotiations are
cleared up between Russia and England, before we
take up any of this legislation ? Is it not a fact
that we are here to do legislation for Canada and put
our minds to the measures which come before this Parlia-
ment, and are we not able to do that ? The hon. member
for Peel (Mr. Fleming) advanced a most remarkable doc-
trine, a most brilliantly original doctrine, and it was this:
That, forsooth, we should not meddle with the franchise,
because the representation in this Parliament is not a
Dominion representation but a provincial representation.

I have simply to mention that argument, to show its
absurdity. Why, Sir. if the Provincial Legislature of Quebec
or of the other Provinces elected and sent here from those
Legislatures members to this Parliament, then it might be
called a Provincial Legislature. But the fact that we
made a certain population-the population of the Province
of Quebec-the unit for the representation of this country,
does not constitute it provincial representation in the sense
that we had no right to go back of it. Sir, the main objec-
tion urged against bringing in the measure, has been that
it bas not been given sufficient publicity. The hon. mem.
ber for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright), said it was
spruug on the House in eight and a-half minutes, and yet a
little afterwards, he said that the same Bill, with a few
alterations, had been before this Parliament seven
times, and before the country for years. Do not bon.
gentlemen opposite know that this very Bill, with very fow
amendmente, bas been before this Hlouse, bas been seen by
thousands in the constituencies of this country, bas been
in leader after leader treated by the press in every Pro-
vince of the Dominion. Let me tell hon. gentlemen that
this is not, after all, so intricate a question as it is placed
bore before us. Why, bas not every Legislature of every
Province almost, in this Dominion, been for the last year or
two discussing franchiges; discussing questions of franchise
rights; discussing suffrage bases; and did not the bon.
member for Peel himself go to work and read a list of the
bases of suffrage in the Province of Ontario, which was far
more intricate than, and which, in part, took in the same
points as the suffrage bases which we have in this Bill. it
is not the intricacy of this measure; it is not that the coun-
try has not had sufficient notice of it; it is not those things
which trouble hon. gentlemen opposite, but it is this: They
fear that this Parliament will take what from Confederation
it was destined that some time it should and ought to take
-the power to say who are its own electorate ; the power
to say who shall elect the mon, to whom they shall go
back, who have been sent here by them, and to whom the
account of their stewardship shall bo rendered. I
hold that the principles of this Bil are incon-
trovertible, and on this point I am willing to take
my stand, that a Parliament or Legislaturo sbould
have an electorate of its own; that it should not be at
the bock or the will, the wish or the whim, of ai y other
body, be it higher or lower in the order of legislation.
Yon might as well contend that the municipalities should
have the power to say what is the franchise on which mem-
bers of a Provincial Legislature should be elected, as to say
that the provincial legislators should be the arbiters of the
franchise, which shall elect gentlemen to come to the
Dominion Legislature; for there is as much difference-
nay, there is more difference-between the scope and power
of legislation between the Dominion and the Provincial
Governments, than there is between the Provincial Govern.
monts and the municipalities. That is one principle which
should ho held in view. The other principle is, that if we
have a common country, we should'have a common citizen-
ship. If this Parliament legislates for the whole country,
all who are logislated for by this Parliament should have a
common suffrage citizenship. A man down in Prince
Edward Island, having one suffrage, when he goes to
Quebec or to Ontario should feel that ho ii- a
citizen there, as in his own Province. And, Sir,
I hold that it is of very great consequence, and
that it is a good that is worth all the trouble and time that
it will take to have this Bill passed through, if we can make
it felt, from one end of this Dominion to the other, that we
have one suffrage as citizens of this Dominion, so far as the
Parliament which legislates for the great interests of the
country is concerned. One word with reference to the odd
position taken by the hon. member for South Huron (Sir
Richard Cartwright). He undertook to state what wore the
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duties of a Parliament. He limited those duties to
three, and what will you suppose they were? One
was, that Parliament is here to audit the accounts;
another, to right the complaints of the people, and the
third, to make the people understand what the laws
were. These were the three great functions of Parliament,
and the only functions of Parliament that he tated.
I wish that the members of this Hlouse would take a
little cognisance of that; it shows the fundamental defects
of the legislation of hon. gentlemen opposite. Just to audit
accounts, to make complaints and hear complainte, and to
lot the country see what they are talking about-that seoms
to be the drift and the base of operations of hon. gentlemen
opposite. I say there is a higher basis for Parliament. It
is to look over this great country, to see where its wealth
can be developed, to lay down railways, to promote our
marine and our varions other branches of industry, to logis-
late for the development and growth of the country; and
the men who come to a Parliament with no higer ideas of
their duties than simply to audit accounts, hear complaints,
and let the people hear them talk, are not men who do
now or will in the future command the confidence of the
people of this country.

Mr. CHARLTON. [had supposed, Sir, until the hon.
member for King's (Mr. Foster) addresled the House, that
the silence of the Government side was tantamount to a
confession that the Bill now under the consideration of the
House was indefensible. Either that, Sir, or that the
majority at the back of the Czar of Canada felt somewhat
sulky that the flimsy, easily-broken-down restraints of parli-
amentary usage should interpose any obstacles to the register-
ing of the decrees of that puissant potentate. The hon.
member for King's informs us that ho would be sorry him-
self to sec this Bill introduced if there was any disposition to
rush it through with undue haste. Well, Sir, 1 eau credit
the hon. gentleman with truthfulness, and I eau also
credit him, in the same connection, with verdancy.
Any gentleman who will make that assertion is verdant,
with regard to Parliamentary usages in this House. Sir,
the manifest object of introducing this Bill at this stage of
the Session is to rush it through with undue haste, and to
stifle the discussion that should be had upon it. There
could have been no other motive actuating the right hon.
leader of the Government than to stifle that discussion,
which he naturally dislikes and dreads, with reference to
this most objectionable measure. The hon. gentleman asks:
Is it not fair to suppose that the Bill will be put through ?
Yes, I think it is; 1 think it is quite fair to suppose that
the Bill will be put through. I think it is fair to suppose
that every gentleman sitting on that side of the House, who
usually votes for a Goverument measure, will aid in putting
this Bill through, no matter what may be ite iniquities,
and no matter or how clearly those iniquities may be
exposed to the louse and the country. Yes, it is fair to
suppose that the Bill will be put through-summarily put
through. It is fair to suppose, moreover, that no measure
can be proposed by this Government, no matter how much it
may trample on the rights of the people of this country,
that will not be put through by that majority. The hon.
gentleman tells us that the hon. member for West Lambton
(Mr. Lister) las exaggerated the provision of the Bill regard-
ing revising barristers ; ho tells us that the Bill provides that
judges may be appointed revisiug barristers. Yes, judges
may be; but does the hon. gentleman supposejthat any
judges, except those of the right political stripe, will be
appointed to those positions? Will ho tell me that ho thinks
that the object of the provision with regard to revising
barristers is to secure anything like justice-that any man
with a character high enough to do that which is right
between the Government and the Opposition will ever be
placed in that position? No, Sir; that is not the object of

Mr. FoSTxa.

this provision. Its object is to put in the hands of the
Government the power to place its own creatures in those
positions. Some Sessions ago this Government passed a
Bill, which provided where Reformors should vote, and
hived them together in useless majorities; and now it goes
a stop further, and introduces a Bill which provides what
Reformera shall vote. That is the object of this provision with
regard to revising barristers. Why, Sir, 1 am told that in
the Province of Nova Scotia there are judges who have
two or three large counties to attend to. Can they, in
addition to the duties now devolving upon them, undertake
the duties of revising barristers as well? No, Sir, they
cannot; and it is not the intention of the Government that
they shall. Then the hon. gentleman scoffs at the idea that
my hon. friend from St. John (Mr. Woldon) should have
said that there have ben no petitions-no evidences of a
popular desire that the franchise should be changed; no
evidences of dissatisfaction with the condition of things that
now existe. He says that this bas nothing to do with the mat-
ter-that the legislation is introduced without reference to
popular sentiment. I know it is. I know it is a common
thing for this Government to introduce measures without
reference to popular sentiment; but I say that there was
force and pertinence in the objection raised by the hon.
member for St. John, that thero was no evidence of any
popular demand for a change with reference to the
franchise tiat we now have. Sir, the present condition
of things las lasted-how long ? Each Province has been
the judge of the qualifications of its own franchise since
it has had anu existence, and this condition of things
las lastod since this Dominion was formed For eighteen years
this practice has gone on, las worked well, and there has
been no friction, and no desire or demand for any change.
Whether the power rests with the Government or not, with
reforence to this matter, it is entirely unnecessary that the
Government should exorcise this power. The hon. gentle-
man tells us that the hon. member for South Huron (Sir
Richard Cartwright), in asserting that enough publicity had
not been given to this Bill, lad made a statement that
would not be borne out by the facts, inasmuch as the Bill
had been before the country, not only during this Session,
but had been introdaced before, and for that reason the
country must necessarily be familiar with its provisions. I
say that the country is not familiar with the provisions of
the Bill; I say the country has no means of becoming
famailiar with them, or at least will not likely become
familiar with them, except by means of the discussions
in this House ; and the objections taken by the hon. member
for South Huron, that the Session was well advanced, that
public interest in the affairs of the Session had well nigh
spent itself, that an event of greater importance in the eyes
of the public was engrossing public attention, and that
public attention would not be turned towards the discus-
sions in this House, were objections in which there was
force and pertinency. At this stage of the Session the Bill
will not receive that attention which it sbould recoive from
the country. If introduced at all, it ought to have been
introduced before. We are told that the Bill has been
drafted two years. If so, it should have been introduced at
the very carliest stage of this Session, when we were doing
nothing, when we were meeting to hear prayers pronounced
from that stand, to go through a few formal proceedings,
and then adjourn. That was the time to introduce and
diseuss this measure. It should not have been held
back until the 79th day of the Session. And he tells us
that the principles of this Bill are incontrovertible, and
the hon. member for Northumberland tells us that
Parliament las paramount power in this matter. Well,
the British North America Act, in the 9lst section, dele-
gates specially the powers of Parliament that belong to it-
delegates each power by name-and this power is not there
delegated. It is true that the 41st section of the Act does
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say: that "Until the Parliament of Canada otherwise pro-
vides, all laws in force in the several Provinces at the Union,
relative to the following matters, or any of them, namely,
the qualifications and disqualifications of persons to be
elected or to sit or vote as members of the Hlouse of Assem-
bly or Legislative Assembly in the several Provinces, the
voters at elections of such members," shall be within the
power of Parliament to act upon; but there can be no doubt
that if the Government has the power to fix the qualifica-
tions of the voters, it will transcend its constitutional power
should it enact the provisions of this Bill. If it has power
to fix the qualifications of voters, it has not the power to
place a creature of the Government in every electoral divi-
sion of the Dominion, to trample upon the rights of electors,
and to say that one man who has the qualifications may vote,
and that another who has may not vote. The Government
has not the right to put autocrats in these positions, to give
decisions from which there is no appeal. In doing that it
transcends the rights of humanity, it transcends the rights
of human liberty, it transcends the powers inherent in and
conferred upon it by the British North America Act; but I
believe that even the power of fixing the qualifications of
voters is a power not consistent with the broad principle of
federation. I believe it is a power that strikes at the
very foundation of that principle of federation upon which
a great number of States and of Commonwealth may exist
together under one Government. I find, in a work, the title
of which is "The Republic of Republics," a reference to this
matter in the formation of the American constitution ; at a
future stage of this Bill I shall dwell more fully upon that
feature of the case, and point out more fully the example of
the United States, the example of a federation in which for
100 years every State has fixed the qualifications for voters
to vote for the President of the United States and members
of the flouse of Representatives. When that provision was
made, the greatest divergence of provisions existed
among the separate colonies, with regard to the quali-
fications of voters; but every State has, from the
date of the formation of the constitution to the present,
been its own judge as to the qualifications of voters who shall
vote for Presidents and members of Congress. It is a
principle of federation, which lies at the foundation of the
federative principle, that if the federation attempte to take
that right from the individual members who compose it and
who delegate their authority to the Union, it transgresses
the fundamental principle of federation. The writer of this
work says, under the title, "Only a Federation was pos-
sible: "

" In the great work before them, the fathers had little or no oppor-
tunity for hgh creative or reorganising statesmanship. The entities or
materials to build with, were ail matters of fact, pre-existent and
perfect; the main conditions were all forewritten ; and natural logic
carried the architects, with the inexorableness of Divine decress, to a
federation. Neighboring kindered, republican and friendly societies,
each free and sovereiga, and all with cognate principles and mutual
intereste, were to associate to preserve themeelves, and the precious
rights of their members. They could but plan through agent, and
themselves vitalise the plan. So that if Hamilton, Morris, Wilson,
Washington, and others really did wish-as some assert, thought with-
°ut proof-to conoolidate or nationalise the States, they builded better
than they knew, sud they afterWards confessed that such purpese, if
ever held, waa not accomplished; and declared that a federation of
sovereign Commonwealth was actually made1! "I

Now, if this Dominion is not a federation of sovereign Com-
monwealths, what is it ? When the foundation of this
Dominion was laid, who were the parties that negotiated
and carried into effect that scheme? Who were they who
laid the foundations of this Confederation? Who framed
the British North America Act? Why, it was the dele-
gates of the different Provinces. These Provinces acted as!
separate and independent Provinces; their autonomy was
distinctly preserved; they entered into Confederation, not
as a common people, but as Provinces; the British North
America Act made provision for the further admission into
this Confederation of sovereign Provinces, and two sovereignj

Provinces have since been admitted into it. But perhaps it
is not advisable, at this stage of the procedings, to enter
more fully into a discussion of this matter, Of course the
question before us is no not the Bill upon its merits, but the
propriety of postponing its consideration. Now, the Gov-
ernment, in their course with this Bill,have resorted to tactics
which are quite characteristic. I venture to say that there
is no legislative body of a christian state in this world that
pursues the course,with regard te important legislation,which
is habitually pursued in this Canadian House of Commons.
There are legislative bodies where, in the last days of the
Session, measures are pressed through, perhaps, with undue
haste, for the reason that the accumulation of work may
render it necessary ; but I venture to say that there is no
Legislative Assembly in christendom where the deliberate,
malicions intention of the Government leads to the intro-
dction of measures which cannot be fairly and fully con-
sidered. In other Legislative Assemblies, where measures
are put through at the end of a Session, it is owing to cir-
cumastances over which the Government has no contrnl, but
here it is the habitual act of the Governmeut to introduce
important measures at a stage of the Session so late that
they cannot receive due consideration. I looked at theH an-
sard to-day to find out when the measures promised in the
Addresses at previous Sessions were brought before the
House. I took the year 1879. The Address was voted on
the 13th February and the House prorogued on the 15th
May. The measures promised in the Speech from the Throne
were, first, specific railway legislation. Tnat specific rail-
way legislation was introduced on the 10th May, five days
before prorogation, and the House went into committec on
it on the 12th May, three days before prorogation, although
the House met on the 13th February and the measure was
promised in the Address. Then a measure was promised
with regard to contagious diseases in animals, and
that measure received its second reading on the 12th
April, just one month before prorogation. Then the
consolidation of Dominion Lands Act was introduced on the
7th May and the House prorogued on the 15th. Now, these
were all measures promised in the Speech from the Throne,
and ought to have been introduced promptly, so as to
recieve full consideration and discussion; yet every one of
them.was introduced at a stage of the Session so late that it
was impossible to give it the full, fair and candid considera.
tion of the House. And these measures were introduced in
this way, because the Government designed it, because the
Government wished to force them through without discus-
sion. In 1882 the House met on the 9th February and
prorogued on the 17th May. In the Speech from the Throne
the measures promised were, first, an Act for the winding-up
of insolvent banks and insurance companies, and this
measure was introduced and received its second reading on
the 2nd May. Another measure was one consolidating the
Dominion Lands Act, and that was introduced on the ith
April; another was an amend ment to the Supreme Court
Act, and that was not introduced at all. Another
measure, not promised, was the nefarious Gerry-
mandering Act, which was introduced on the 28th April,
and, of course, could not and did not receive that degree of
attention, that amount of discussion and consideration, which
a measure as important as that was entitled to. Then, in 1883,
the House met on the 9th of February, and was prorogued
on the 25th of May. The principal measure proposed that
year was a Civil Service Amend ment Act, and that Act
received its second reading only on the 1st day of May.
And, in 1884, the House met on the l17th January, was
prorogued on the 19th April, and the only measure of
importance promised in the Speech from the Throne was an
Indian Bill, which received its second reading on the 24th
March, just a few days before the prorogation of the House.
This indicates the mode in which this Government habitu-
ally deals with important legislation-with ita most important
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measures. They are brought in at the very latest days of
the Session, they are rushed through with unseemly haste,
when the House is not prepared to accord to them full and
fair discussion. It is the deliberate purpose of the Govern-
ment, a purpose which we see repeated with refer-
ence to this Bill, which is now before the flouse.
I suppose that really it would be about as well
if we did not introduce these Bills at all. I
suppose that, under our present system and mode
of operating, we do not look very much to Parliament
here. I have been unable, for the last two or three years to
sec what practical purpose this Parliament serves. The
Government is autocratie. The head of this Government is
as autocratie as the Czar of Russia. All that these hon.
gentlemen on the opposite side do is to record his decrees.
They have no individuality, so far as the legislation of this
country is concerned, and for all practical purposes their
services and our services might as well be dispensed with.
This Bill that we are discussing at this moment, an ont
rageons measure, a measure that could not be passed in any
other commonwealth in christendom, I believe, will receive
every vote, I have no doubt, that is usually cast in support
of the measures of this Government. The supporters of the
Government will not stop to consider the ultimate conse-
quences of that measure, and even, I fear, if they were con-
vinced that the ultimate consequences of that measure would
be disastrous and ruinons to the country, it would not
detach a vote from that solid phalanx that backs up the
Minister. It is true, as bas been remarked before to-night,
that the important work of this Session all lies before us,
here on the seventy-ninth day of the Session, the estimates
almost untouched, Estimates of enormous magnitude,
Estimates that will be swollen, perbaps, by one or
two million dollars, by the events now transpiring
in the North-West. The very consideration of these
Estimates, if they were properly considered, would
consume all the time that this louse ought to spend
at Ottawa before prorogation. I say nothing of other
pressing measures. This is not a pressing measure. It is
a moasure that can be considered for another year without
detriment even to the interests of the Government. It is a
moasure certainly that ought not to pass, and that should,
at all events, receive full consideration before it does pass.
T7his moasure is one of far-reaching consequences. Never
before, since a Parliament assembled within these walls,
bas a measure been submitted to this House of Cmmons of
as great importance and promising as far-reaching conse-
quences as the measure we have under consideration at the
present time. This Bill bas been held back-I have
watched the course of the Government, with regard to the
Bill, with interest-it bas been held back now for two
years, and it bas seemed to me that the First Minister and
bis colleagues have hesitated before taking that fatal
plunge that they have taken to-day ; it has seemod to me
that they have realised the enormity of the offence they
were about to perpetrate if they introd'aced and passed this
Bil, and that, with that little lingering, fßickering amount
of conscience that may beo eft in their breasts,
they have felt that they ought not to introduce
it. But a few days ago, like a thunderclap,
events burst upon them in the North-West, that
were undoubtedly, to some extent, brought about by
their own mismanagement. Their creatures there were
engaged in dividing timber limita, mining leases, pasture
land leases, and driving the half-breed settlers from the
lande granted to colonisation companies and preventing them
from cutting timber which had been granted to the friends
of the Government; their creatures, I say, were engaged in
dividing the spoils, every man with his arm up to the
shoulder in the Dominion grab-bag, and like a clap of
thunder the rebellion burst upon the country, a rebellion
provoked, incited, brought about by the rascalities and mis-
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deeds of these mon whom the Government had sent up there
as a reward for political services. And now the necessity
for this iniquitous Bill, which will enable the Government
to determine who shall vote, which will enable them
to disfranchise enough voters to give them the majority
wherever they please, now in their estimation the necessity
for this Bill is very great, and consequently they have bid
adieu te their lingering scruples, they have stifled their
conscientious scruples, they have taken the last fatal plunge,
they have introduced this Bill, and, as my hon. friend from
Queen's says, there is no doubt it will be passe]. Wall, I
have no doubt of il, but I cannot help saying that I feel
more than regret at the course the Government bas
taken. I feel that this higi-handid act of despotism,
this measure, which is to trample upon the liberties of the
people of Canada, is fraught with danger. This Cinfedera.
tion is already subjected to a dangerous strain. It may be
possible that this Confederation, without further strain put
upon it, already totters to its fall, and if the people of this
Dominion are worthy to be considered free men, if the peo-
ple of this Dominion value the privileges and the liberties
that have descended to them from their forefattiers, they
will never submit te these usurpations that are practised
by these political tricksters who occupy the Government
benches. We are in danger of having our institutions sub-
verted by secession. Measures ot this kind cannot be car.
ried forward year after year, and to any extent, with
impunity. .The day will come when my right hon. friend,
with all his astuteness, with all his tact, with ail his per-
sonal magnetism, with all bis command of mon, will tind
that the people will inform him and his colleagues and his
supporters that they have trampled upon thoi r rights and
disregarded their interests as long as they will permit.
The time will come when these high-handed outrages,when
these acts of the Government, calculated to subvert the
liberties of the people, will no longer be submitted to. Sir,
I will say, in conclusion-because I am not going further
into the discussion of the principle of the Bill at the present
time-that there is no doubt, whatever may be the merits
of the Bill, whatever may be the advisability of placing it
on the Statute Book, that in the public interest, and with any
due regard to decency, the consideration of the Bill ought
to be postponed. It is a Bill that alters the very foundations
of our institutions; it is a Bill that invades the domain of
provincial rights; it is a Bill, Sir, that is subversive of the
very principles of Cù'nfederation ; it is a Bill that imperils
the stability of this Dominion ; it is a Bill of such import-
ance, far transcending in importance any Bill that wa have
ever before considered in this House, that it requires ample
timo, it requires caution and deliberation, it requires the
best counsels of this House and of this nation. It is a Bill,
Sir, contemplating a step that ought not to be taken in
haste; a Bill contemplating a stop that ought to be taken
deliberately and with care. It is a question that should be
approached, not in the spirit of politicaljugglery, but in the
spirit of statesmanship; and if the spirit of statesmanship
actuates my right hon. friend and his colleagues, they will
not attempt to press this moasure at this stage of the Ses-
sion, without permitting that, which cannot be had under
tbe circumstances, the discussion te which the importance
of the measure entitles it.

Mr. DAWSON. If we were to believe all that bas been
said about this Bill, we should suppose that it would
turn the world upside down. The hon. gentleman who
has just taken his seat describes it in such a way as would
lead us te suppose that grave misfortunes are to be appre-
hended from it. As regards the complaint that there is not
sufficient time to consider this Bill, t bas certainly beon
for two years before the House. It was brought down last
Session, and the changes made in it now are very slight.
Lst Session I got a great many copies of it and distributed
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them through the constituency I have the honor to represent :
so that the complaint that it is sprnng upon the House is
quite unfounded, so far as I can judge. We have also had it
before as for some time during the present Session. Now, I
think this is a necessary Bill, in the interests of the Dominion.
At present the franchises are regulated by the different
Provinces. In Ontario, within the last two years, we have
had no less than two election Bills; and they are changing
their system so often that we scarcely know under what
franchise an election is to be carried. This last Session a
very material change has been made by the Ontario Legis-
lature.

Mr. WfHI[TE (Hastings). They are blind to anything
done there, or not honest enough to admit it.

Mr. DAWSON. Why should we be subjected to having
our elections regulated by any Province of the Dominion ?
In Ontario the changes brought about are very serious
indeed. Speaking of Gerrymandering Bills, of Bills that
change the franchise, they have in Ontario disfranchised a
certain class of people, and have enfranchised others.
Everything that has been said in reference to this Bill now
before the flouse applies with ten times greater force to
the Bill which has just been passed by the Ontario Logis-
lature. I think this is a very liberal Bill, and goes as far
as any Bill ought to go in extending the franchise. Unless
we are to adopt manhood suffrage, or universal suffrage,
this Bill goes as far as any Bill should go, at least in the
present position of the country. The time may come when
manhood suffrage may bedesirable, but I do not think it is so
at present. But as to having the laws of the Provinces made
the law of the Dominion, I believe that when that system
was first adopted, if this Parliament had declared the pro.
vincial laws then in existence, to be the law of the Domin-
ion, it would not have been very objectionable; because, if
the law, as it existed at one time, afterwards required
amendments, they could have been made by the Dominion,
and not by the Provinces. At one time there was a certain
law in the Provinces, and if you had adopted it and amended
it afterwards, as occasion required, I think there could have
been no objection. But to leave the Dominion Parliamont'
at the mercy of the changing politics of the Provinces,
would be very unwise. I think this measure is well con-
ceived, that the Dominion Parliament should legislate for
the franchise on which its members are to be elected.
When the Bill goes into committee I shall point out some
littie things in which this last Ontario Act would affect the
Dominion. As to giving the franchise to women, 1 cannot say
a great deal on that subject. However, I do not know that it
would be a very dangerous step; and certainly it would be
very interesting to have ladies engaged in canvassing, and the
canvassing would be made exceedingly pleasant. But why
are hon. members, who are in favor of this franchise, afraid
to follow it out to a legitimate conclusion ? IU ladies are to
be entrusted with he franchise, they ought also to be eli.
gible as members of this House. If you begin with this
step you cannot stop there. I think it would be very plea-
saut, I think it would be delightful, to have a lady elected as
Speaker. If you are to adopt the principle at ail, I do not
soe why you should not carry it out to its legitimate con-
clusion. I have no doubt many ladies would make excellent
members of Parliament. Now, the hon. member for West
Lambton (Mr. Lister) expressed himself strongly on the
subject of revising barristers. That, and other matters, eau
be discussed in detail when we go into committee on
the Bill. We know that the Opposition are always ready
with suggestions and amendments This is not an iron
Bill, but is open to amendment. The general complaint is,
that it is now too late in the Session to discuss this Bill.
Well, I think there will be time to discuss it. The Opposi-
tion, at all events, cannot complain ; they do a great deal
of discussion every day, and I think they will manage to-be
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able to discuse the provisions of this Bill. The hon. member
for Queen's, P. E. I. (Mr. Davies) says that they are weak
and few in numbers; but certainly if they are few in num-
bers we muet give therm the credit for making all that up
in eloquence. I am sure if you refer to the Hansard
you will find that more than one-half of the volume is taken
up by the Opposition. So I do not think they should oom-
plain of the paucity of their numbers when they make it up
80 admirably, as they do, in the eloquence and length of their
speeches. We muet give them credit, to a certain extent, for
helping through the legislation, when they are in the humor
to do se. The hon. mem ber for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton)
has described this Bill as a measure of disfranchisement, as a
measure to trample on the liberties of the people, and one
by which our institutions are to ba subverted by secession';
in fact, this Bill is sometbing terrible, from his point of
view. i hardly think it is such a terrible Bill as ho con.
siders it ; at least, it does not appear so in my view. It
seems to be a very excellent measure, and when we come
to discuss it we shall be botter able to judge its merits, after
we have heard the different clauses discussed. In the mean.
time, I am prepared to vote for the second reading of tbe
Bill.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. meniber for King's, N.B. (Kr.
Foster) has said tbat the fact that there have been nopetitions
asking for the Bill is no objection to it. The hon. gentleman
seemed to take a different view a fow days ago, when another
Bill was before the House. The hon. gentleman, I think,
referred to many petitions being presented, and he seemed
to think it was of some consequence that Parliament, in
legislating, should seek to legislate in accordance with the
well-understood wishes of the people. The First Minister,
we are told, proposed this Bill two or three Sessions ago. Yes ;
I think the hon, gentleman introduced a Bill very much like
this one. But ho did not carry it two or three Sessions
ago, nor lest Session. And we had no reason to suppose that
he would attempt to carry out his purpose any more this
Session than during the Sessions that have precoied. The
hon. gentleman promised thie measure in 1867. It is true
that the Bill was not then introduced ; but in 1869, the
second Session of the first Parliament of Cinada, the hon.
gentleman did introduce the Bill. It was read the first
time, and the Order was discharged. In the Session
of 1870 the hon. gentleman brought forward a very
similar Bill. It was read the first time on the 21th
February; it was read the second time on 10th March,
and some progress was made in committee; but the
Order was, after some weeks, dischargod. So it is per.
fectly obvions that this Bill truly represents the views of
the First Minister. I do not agree with the hon. member
for West Lambton (Mr. Lister), who said ho did not think
the First'Minister had read the Bill. In rmy opinion, he
has read it carefully, considored all the clauses, and esti-
mated with the greatest possible care what will be the pro.
bable effect of the measure when adopted. It was prepared
for a purpose. In fact, the First Minister had in view, it
seems tome, the consideration of the question as to whether
we should havein future two parties or one party represented
in Parliament. That is the question which the hon.gentleman
has considored in the preparation of this Bill, and that is
the question which this House and the country must
consider in disoussing it. It is plain that the hon.
gentleman has set his heart on this measure. Seventeen
years ago he introduced a similar Bill into Parliament. It
has been introduced six or eight tims. Tae ha. gontle-
man has found great and formidable objections among his
own party to the carrying of the measure; it is not the
view of hon. gentlemen on this aide, of the flouse, lat of
hon. gentlemen on his own side, that has caused this delay.
It is perfectly obvions, not only to every member of this
House, but to the country, that the hon. gentleman has
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with the greatest possible diffilulty, obtained the consent of
his friends to the passage of this measure; and if it is car-
ried through this House, it will be carried through with the
great majority of the members, if they were to act according
to their individual convictions, willing to vote against the
measure. It is true that the hon. gentleman himself favors
it. It may be true that a few of his followers favor it; but
I believe it is equally true that the great majority of his
followers are opposed to it because they know it involves
the question as to whether we shall have a legislative in place
of a federal Union. That is the important question. That is
the all-important question. The hon. gentleman says ho is in
favor of British institutions. I find Iby the British North
America Act that we were to have a constitution, similar
in principle to the British Constitution, but it is
also stated that we were to be federally united. The three
kingdoms and Wales are legislatively united-there is
only one Legislature to legislate for them. The representa-
tions of different portions of thé United Kingdom are dealt
with by the United Parliament, because there is no other
Parliament to deal with questions, whether local or general.
But I should like Io know what the First Minister knows of
the people of British Columbia ? I know very little about
them; but I believe that the people of that Province,
represented in their own Legislature, separated from the
rest of the Dominion, are infinitely botter qualified to decide
as to what should be the qualifications of the electors who are
to vote for members of the Local Legislature and Dominion
Parliament, than any of the members of this House. What
do the members of British Columbia know of the people of
Prince Edward Island, or the representatives of Ontario
and Quebec know of the people of the other Provinces ?
Yet that is the question which the hon. gentleman pro-
poses to deal with in this House. I am not going to discuss
the merits of the question, as to whether we should
deal with the subject of the franchise by this Hlouse
or accept the franchises prepared by the Local Logis-
latures for local and federal representative purposes. But
I will state this fact, that under the constitution
of the United States, a constitution intended to govern
a people of the same origin as ourselves, a consti-
tution that grew out of the circumstances of the people
and not out of the theoretical views of a Government,
it was provided that each State should decide what
should be the qualifications of the electors that sent repre-
sentatives to the louse of Representatives in Congress; and
though a hundred years have gone by since the constitution
was first established, yet that is the rule by which the peo-
people elect their representatives in Congress, down to this
hour. The hon. gentleman said ho was in favor of British
institutions. Those institutions require that this Parliament
should und rtake to carry on its legislation in accordance
with the well understood wishes ofthe people. When we go
to the country each party submits its policy. The elections
take place with respect to the political opinions advanced.
The views submitted by each party upon public questions
are taken up, and it is supposed that Parliament will deal with
those questions during its continuance. I should like to
knoww ben the First Ministers ubmitted this question to the1
country and made it a political issue ? I say that unless
ho bas done se ho bas no right to legislate on the question.,
There is no rule better settled in the Government ofj
England, and in the practice of both parties of England,1
than this, that no important change shall be made1
in the constitution of the country without its firsti
having teen made an issue at the elections andi
the opinion of the country taken upon it. Why,1
Sir, Mr. Gladstone proposed, in 1868, his resolution on1
the subject of the connection between the Irish Church andi
the State, and Mr. Disraeli, who was leading the Opposi-1
tion-or rather, who was leading the Government, for iti
was a Government in a minority, said: The hon. gentleman1
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has no right to propose such a measure as this without an
appeal to the country. It is our business here to legislate
under the constitution, and not to alter the fundamental
law or the principles upon which Parliament itsolf is con.
stituted, and the relations between Parliament and the
church. He said: The church is a national institution; the
connection between it and the State has existed for centu.
ries; it has so continued to exist, and the nation itself must
decide the question as to whether there shall be a change or
not. Mr. Gladstone assented to that view ; ho proposed his
resolution, and ho carried it through the House of Com-
mons. It became an issue, the Conservative party taking
the one side and the Reform party taking the other. The
Reform party were triumphant and the question was dealt
with, but not until the country had sanctioned and author-
ised Parliament to deal with it. I say that in every im-
portant question affecting the interests of the country,
affecting the constitution of the Government itself, it is the
duty of Parliament to seek the views of the country,
to make the measures which it believes in the
public interest an issue in the elections, and to take
the views of the electors on such questions. That
is the only way in which the Government can be
carried on in accordance with the well-understood views or
wishes of the people. It is sometimes said that if you had a
Government by learned and competent men it would be
safer that to trust it to a great number of electors. But I
hold that it is better that we should occasionally make mis-
takes in carrying on the Government in accordance with the
wishes of the people than that we should undertake to carry
on the Governmont on some idea of perfectibility, without
consulting the electors at all. Now, Sir, the hon, gentleman,
on the question of the tariff, took issue with us in 1878. It
is true, Sir, that ho has sometimes said that the people
should not be consulted on questions of public policy, but
on that question ho did consult them, and in 1882 ho pre-
maturely dissolved Parliament, in an unconstitutional way,
while ho was enjoying the confidence of a great majority of
the country. And for what purpose? To see if the views of
the people of the country had undergone a change on that
question. But while ho thought it important that the coun-
try should be consulted on that question, ho proposes to deal
with this question without consulting the country at all.
Why, Sir, in 1869 or 1870, in the first Parliament
of Canada, the hon. gentleman proposed a Bill of
this kind, but ho failed to carry it through
Parliament; the Opposition in his own ranks
was such that ho could not succeed. This is the fifth Par-
liament of Canada that we have carried on the Government
of this country on another system; we have acted on the
assumption that the qualification of the electors should be
left to the Local Legislatures. We have accepted withont
question the voters' lists that they have previded for us.
They have the *ecessary machinery, and those lists grow
out of the taxation of the country. The qualification of the
electors is not determined or controlled by political consider-
ations. It is based on perfectly fair considerations, and we
have acted on that principle through four Parliaments, this
being the fifth, and we have done so without any one com-
plaining, without any mischief growing out of that system,
without any abuse. Now, the hon. gentleman says that ho
is not a doctrinaire-ho has told us so over and over again;
ho says ho is a practical politician, and that he proposes
practical measures to remedy practical defects. Now, what
is the defect or evil which has grown out of the present
system, rendering a measure of this kind necessary ?
It has not been intimated or suggested that any evil
has grown out of the present system. Then, why
is it proposed to radically change the constitution
in this particular, without consulting the electors,
without any practical grievance having arisen unTler
the existing system. That is what the hon, gentle-
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man now proposes. He comes to Parliament and saya: sary to adopt a different rule. He could not carry out the
Here, I propose a change in the constitution ; i wish to principle of uniformity in a single Province; how thon can
make a radical alteration with respect to the preparation of ho do it over the entire Dominion ? I say the people of
the voters' lists. And to what purpose? What necessity is Prince Edward Island are the best judges of who are capable
there for it? lias any one complained? fHave the people of exercising the franchise in that Province; and so are the
of Canada, in any Province, said that they are not fairly people in every other Province. The constitution of the
represented, that this House does not fairly represent the Dominion provides that each Province shall receive repre.
country, or that you cannot have a fair representation under sentation in proportion to its numbers. That c.mstitution
the present Franchise Bill? And, Mr. Speaker, let me say does not do away with all provincial boundaries; it does not
that the franchise law is a law of the Parliament of Canada. doclare that we are bore a unit, without provincial boun-
We have declared by Act of this Parliament that the votera' daries; it declares that this Dominion is a multiple, of which
lista prepared under the local law for local purposes shall the Provinces are the integers; it says that the Province of
be the voters' lists upon which the elections to the House of Quebec shall have sixty-five members, and the others shall
Commons shall take place. That is our Act; we have have proportionate representation. The whole organisation
adopted that rule. The hon. gentleman has not proposed, of the country is based on the autonomy of the Provinces,
in any contest we have had, in any general election, that which the hon. gentleman is seeking by this Bill to break
that law should be changed. The hon. gentleman said that down. The hon. gentleman says the Local Legialatures
ho would teach the little tyrant Mowat a lesson in Ontario, may sweep away half of our constituents, and that we may
that ho would take the appointment of the license com. not be able to go back to the same people who sent us
missioners out of his hands, and why ? Because, ho said, bore. That la perfectly true, and the hon. gentleman pro.
they had taken the appointment of license commissioners poses, by this very Bill, that we shall not go back to the same
ont of the handa of the people. What does ho now propose to people. He proposes that nearly one-half of the votera in
do? The preparation of the votera' lista is in the handsof the Prince Edward Island, and nearly one-half the votera in
people themselves, in Ontario, and, I suppose, in the other British Columbia, shall be disfranchised. The hon. gentle-
Provinces as well. They elect the assessors and the municipal man cannot find a single instance, in the United Kingdom,
councillors, and they have the preparation of the votera' in which people were disfranchised, upon whom the electoral
lista. If a man is dissatisfied he appeals to the county franchise was conferred, unless for some corrupt act, or for
judge; everything is in the hands of the people themselves. some gross violation of the election law. Wlat does the
He proposes by this Bill that this matter shall be taken ont hon. gentleman propose to do ? These people are voters
of the banda of the people and put into-whose handsa? Put under the law of Canada, because the law doclares
into the banda of the creatures of the Administration for that they shall be. He proposes, by the Bill before us, to
the time being. It is true that the Bill says what are to be disfranchise them. I would like to know how many mem-
the qualifications of the electors, but it also says that the bers on the other aide of the House are willing to go before
revising officer, as ho is called-and ho is miscalled, for ho their constituents and declare that they voted for and helped
is not the revising officer, but is the party who originally to carry through Parliament a measure, the effect of which
prepares the lists-shall judge as to whether the party pos- was to disfranchise many thousands of votera in Ontario,
sesses the qualifications or not. A man may be worth and thousands in the Provinces where representation is
$10,000, and the revising officer may decide ho is not worth based on the principle of manhood suffrage. Now, the hon.
$100, and yet hoecan have no remedy. I put this extreme case gentleman bas spoken about the representation of interests.
to show the absurdity of the rule. In allmatters of evidence The doctrine ho laid down, seemed to me a very extraordi.
ho is himself the sole judge, and his acta and conclusions can- nary doctrine in the face of the constitution, which declares
not be questioned. They may be contrary to the law, they that the principle on which our representation shall be
may be grossly in violation of the terms of the law, yet based shall be population, and not interests. The theory of
bis decision is to be the law. This Bill practically provides, the representation of interests, and classes as such, has
not that the provisions of the Bill shail be the law, but that entirely disappeared in England, and bas long since disap-
the party who is appointed to carry out those provisions peared in this country. The bon. gentleman, in the last
shall be himself the law-maker and the judge in the case. Parliament, talked of the sacred principle of representation
Then, Sir, the hon. gentleman talks about uniformity. He by population; and yet we find in this very BiII he declares
says ho is not in favor of pedantic uniformity, that hle is ot that the principle of representation is not the one ho keeps
an admirer of anything of that sort, that ho is not a stickler in view, but it is that of different classes and separate inter-
for anything of the kind. We all know what that means. ests. Years ago, Sir James Mackintosh, in discussing repre-
It means that the hon. gentleman could not have pedantie sentation in England, spoke of the representation of inter-
uniformity. It means that his own friends have made some ests, and ho said it was necessary to so organise the
stipulations with him that ho is bound to carry out before representation of the House of Commons that no one
his Bill is carried through the House; they will not consent class should have the majority, so that no one clasa
to his doing precisely what ho wishes. What concession bas would guard its own interests, to the detriment and
ho made to them ? What change in bis original intention? injury of the other classes of the community. But
What alteration bas ho promised in this Bill, which made it the Reform Bill changed that altogether; and since
necessary for him to inform the House that ho is not going 1867 there has been no such principle recognised.
to be a stickler for uniformity, which, ho said, was Every one who followed the discussion that took
absolutely necessary in order to remove the anomalies place in England last summer, with reference to
which exist in the law as it stands at the present representation, found almost every speaker on both aides
time. Let me mention a fact or two. The hon. gentle. declaring that it was not their intention longer to keep
man, at the time of Confederation, proposed to create alive the theory of the representation of interests; it was
the district of Algoma; what did ho do in that case ? the people as a people who were represented. The principle
Did ho decided that the people of Algoma should of representation by population is there approximately recog-
possess the same qualifications as the people in other parts nised in the Redistribution Bill as it is in this country. The
of Ontario? Not at all; ho established a different qualifica- principle the hon. gentleman appeals to as an excuse for
tion ; why ? Algoma was in the Province of Ontario, and undertaking to deal with this question at all, is one that
yet the ople were so differently circumastanced in that was swept away by the very terms of our constitu-
part of Province from what they were in other parts, tion, which prOvides for representation by population.
that in order to give them the franchise at ali it wa neces- Now, the Minister of Public Works tol us that
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we had taken up a great deal of time in discussion; that we
spent a whole day yesterday in discussing one Bill, and the
whole of the preceding day in discussing another. Well, I
believe one of thoseBills hadfifty-nine clauses, and the other a
etili larger number; and I do not believe the hon. gentle-
mrn will flnd that, except in cases of extraordinary emer-
gency, in the last thirty years, Bills of similar length have
been carried through in the British House of Commons in a
single sitting. But bon. gentlemen opposite have been usod
so long to have granted what they ask, without enquiry
or objection, that when it is proposed that we should
exercise the functions with which the people have
entrusted us, they make it a matter of complaint. Now,
we know that very serious difficulties have grown out
of this practice of carrying Bills through at the heel of the
session. We know, for instance, the difficulties the License
Act has created in the working of the Temperance Act, be-
cause of the inconsiderate and hasty manner in which that
Bill was rushed through this House at the end of the Session.
Then, to-day, in looking at the North-West Bill of 1880, I
found a provision declaring that Rupert's Land should be
under the jurisdiction of the Government of the North-West,
that is, the whole territory on the east as well as on the
west side of Hudson Bay, although separated by the district
of Keewatin. It is quite clear that Parliament intended
nothing of the sort, and it is probable that the hon.
gentleman did not intend it ; but the Bill was so prepared
by the draughtsman, brought down, and hurried through
the House. In the same way a great many measure are
carried through withoui consideration, which are not credit.
able to the House; and this is always likely to occur, so long
as the House fails to discharge the duties with which the
electors have entrusted it. The hon. gentleman, talked early
in the Session, of adopting the English practice-that is, of
giving a full exposition of the principles and details of a
Bill upon its first reading. Now, I find that about ton lines
are all that the Kansard contains of the hon. gentleman's
explanations of this Bill on the first reading. In
England, a Bill is invariably explained on its first
reading; thon it goes to the country, and everything
that may be said in defence of its principles by the pro.
moter of the Bill goes to the country at the same time. A
lew days, and sometimes weeks, are allowed to elapse for
the consideration of the Bill and the -arguments of its pro-
moter, before it is again submitted to Parliament, so that
the opinion of the country may be had, and so that the
pres may be enabled to discuss the moasure intelligibly.i
Everything is done there with a care that is not exhibitedi
in the proceedings taken here. Now, I think the difference
between the English practice and our own, with regard toi
leislation is worthy of the serious consideration of the Hlouse.,
I have, over and over again, complained that the Govern-
ment have refused or failed to bring down their moasures a (
an earlier period of the Session, and I have, on several1
occasions, pointed out the fact that in England the uniform
practice is for the Govern ment, at a very early period of the1
Session, though the Sessions in England last six and sevenc
months, to bring their measures to Parliament. The Housei
and the country have thus an opportunity of fairly con-1
sidering them before they are brought up for discussion,t
and there bas been no important measure carried through the(
House of Commons -without its receiving very full dis-î
cussion and without severalweeks elapsing between the intro-1
duction of the Bill and its final passage through the House. I
have taken a note of a few of tbe Bills introduced by the(
hon. the First Minister, and the time when introduced.î
In 1880 the House met the 12th February and adjourned1
the 7th May. In the speech from the Throne the hon.1
gentleman promised to bring down an Insolvency Bill, or,1
atall events, ho said the question would engage the attentiont
of Parliament. I remember my hon. friend from West1
XIgin (Mr. Casey) reminding the hon, gentleman that such1

Mr. MILLS

a Bill had not been introduced, and the hon. gentleman
assured him that his words in the Speech from the Throne
wore only a prediction, and referred to the Bill in the hands
of some private member as an evidence of the
accuracy of his prediction. The Civil Service Bill,
which was promised, was not - introduced at all;
the Dominion Lands Act was introduced the 7th April
and read the second time-that is, submitted for
discussion the 1st May, just one week before the adjourn-
ment of the Ilouse. Thon there was a Bill on banking, which
was introduced the 26th April and read the second time en
the 5th May, just two days before the adjournment, although
the House met the 12th February. Another Bill promised
was that relating to the North-West Territory, and that was
introduced on the 5th March and submitted for discussion
on its second reading on the 29th April. Thon, in the Ses-
sion of 1881, which met the 9th December and adjourned
the 21st March, the principal measure introduced by the
Government, besides the Pacifie Railway contract, was the
Bill for the enlargemenpt of the Province of Manitoba; and
that was introduced the ilth March and submitted for dis-
cussion the 18th March, just three days before prorogation. In
the Session of 1882 the hon. gentleman promised, in the
Speech from the Throne, to bring down Bills on the subjects
of insolvent banks, insurance companies, trading corpora-
tions, Dominion lands, and there was one that he did not
promise, on the representation of the people in Parliament.
The first of these was introiuced the 13th April and was
read the second time on the 15th May, and the House
adjourned on the 17th May. The Representation Bill was
read the first time on the 6th May and the second time on
the 8th May, although this.was a most important measure,
affecting the people of the country. In 1883, Parliament
met on the 9th February. The two principal Bills introdueed
by the hon, gentleman wore, one declaring that certain rail-
ways were for the general advantage of Canada and another
relating to the License Act. The first was introduced the 9th
May and read tie second time on 18th May, just seven days
before the prorogation of Parliament, which took place'on
the 25th May. The License Act was introduced the 16th
May and discussed and read the second time the 19th May,
just six days before the House prorogued. Now, Sir, I wish
to call your attention to the English practice, as compared
with the practice of the hon. gentleman.. I have shown
that while our Sessions last about three months, the most
important measures during the five Sessions which I have
noted out of the sevon, wore introduced or read the
second time during the last fortnight of each Session. Let
us compare that with the practice of the' English Parlia-
ment. In 1831, when the great Reform Bill was submitted
to Parliament, the House met on 21st June, the Reform
Bill was submitted the 24th June, and read the second time
on the 4th July. In 1846, when the repeal of the corn laws
was proposed and the abandonment of the theory of pro.
tection, the House met the 2znd of January; Sir ]Robert
Peel submitted his measure the 27th January, within five
days after the meeting of the flouse, although the Sessions
in England last generally seven months. Again, in 1867,
the House of Commons met on the 5th February and
the Reform Bill of Lord Derby was submitted the 11th
of February, five days after the opening of the louse,
and wats read the second time on the 18th March. In
169 Mr. Gladstones's Bill for the disestablishment
of the Irish Church was submitted to the House of Commons
on the lst March ; the louse met on the 16th February,
and the Bill was read the second time on the 18th March.
In 1870 Mr. Gladstone's Government submitted to the
House the Irish Land Act; the House met on the 8th
February, the Bill was submitted on the 15th 1'ebruary, and
the second reading was moved on the 2nd March. In
1871 the Bouse met on the 9th February; the Religious
Test Act, relating to Oxford and Cambridge Universities,
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was introduced the 10th February; a Bill relating toTrade
"Unions received its second reading the 14th March; th
Army Regulations Bill was introduced the 21st February
and read the second time the 6th March; the Scotch Educa
tion Bill was introduced the 13th February and read the
second time the 27th March-so that the four principa
measures of the Government, or at least three out of four o
them, were introduced during the first week of the Session
and the fourth was introduced eleven days after the meeting
of the House. In 1873 Mr. Gladstone brought forward the
Irish University Bill as the principal measure tha
Session. The House that year met the 6th February
the Bill was introduced the 13th February, and it
second reading was moved the 13th March. The next import
ant measure was the Supreme Court Bill, which was
moved the 14th February and its second reading was moved
the llth March. In 1876 the two principal measures
were the measures relating to Merchant Shipping and the
Royal Titles Bill. The House met the 8th February;
the Merchants Shipping Bill was introduced the 10th
February, and read the second time the 17th February; the
Royal Titles Bill was moved the 17th February and read the
second time 9th March. In 1877 the House met the 8th
February; the Prisons Bill was introduced the 9th Febru-
ary, the second day of the Session, and read the second time
the 15th February; the Valuation of Property Bill was
introduced the 12th February and read the second time on
the 8th March; the University Education Bill, relating to
Oxford and Cambridge, was introduced the 9th February
and. its second reading moved the 19th February; the
Supreme Court of Judicature Act was introduced the 28th
February and its second reading was moved the 15th March.
So that the House will see that all the important
measures, although the Sessions of the British House
of Commons generally last seven months, were brought
down the first fortnight of the Session-the second
reading moved for the first month of the Session.
That presents a remarkable contrast to the course the hon.
the First Minister has pursued here. Why is such a course
pursued in England ? I have mentioned the reason before,
and will repeat it again. It is because it is carrying out
the ancient practice of redressing grievances before the
eupphies are granted. It is true the supplies are voted for
from day to day, but the Supply Bill is the last Bill of the
Session, and the supplies are not put forward without the
legislative measures being pushed forward concurrently. In
fact, all the measures which the Government think neces-
sary for the redress of grievances to enable Parliament
to administer the affairs of the country more satisfactorily
are proposed to Parliament early in the Session, so that
Parliament may know what the Government propose to do.
Members have an opportunity of considering them, of con-
sulting their constituents, because there the theory is
adhered to of seeking to carry on the Government in accord-
ance with the well-understood wishes of the people. There
is an attempt to educate public opinion and to support and
uphold the legislation of Parliament by an intelligent and
well-informed public opinion. We ought not to undertake
to deal with so important a measure as this at so late a
period of the Session. I have pointed out to this House
that this is a very important measure; that it is one upon
which the country bas not been consulted; that it is a measure
of that kind upon which the opinion of the country ought
to be taken, and that ought not to be dealt with until the
opinion of the country is expressed. This has not been
done. The measure is far less satisfactory than the present
law; it is a violation of the federal principle in our consti-
tution.

Mr. MITCHELL. Cut it short.
Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman exercised his own

judgment about his own speech, and ho muet allow me the
same privilege,
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s Mr. MITCHELL. But it is very late.
e Mr. MILLS. He claims to be a Liberal, and, being a
, Liberal, of course ho will not undertake to interfere with

the judgment of any other member of the House. I wish
e to say a few words with regard to what are called revising
Sofficers. There is no such thing as a revising officer, pro-
f perly so called. In England, the revising barrister is an

officer who revises a list which has been preparel by some-
body else. That is not proposed in this Bil, but what is
proposed here is that this offcer shall himself prepare the list.

,t He is in no proper sense a revising officer. ie is an officer
for the purpose of preparing the voters' liste. He may con-
slt the assessment roll; ho is not bound to do so ; he is

- not bound to accept the valuation put upon property by a
sworn assessor; ho exercises his own judgment, and he
will, no doubt, exercise that judgment in accordance with
the interests of the party by whom ho is appointed. I ask
the attention of the flouse to this fact. flere is an offlcer
to be appointed, with a position as permanent as that of a

1 judge. He is appointed by an interested party. There is
no principle in our constitution botter settled than the one
which declares that no man ought to be a judge in his own
cause. These gentlemen sitting on the Treasury benches
and their supporters have a very great interest, and so
have we, as to who the revising officer shall be. I
say they ought not to appoint him any more than we.
Give us the power of appointing the revising officers
and we can determine beforehand who will command
a majority in this House; and when the hon. gentle-
men have that power, we know what it means; we know
it is a decision beforehand what the result of tho election
shall be. If you take up a voters' list in any constituency,
you will see how small the majority is. A change of 2 or 3
per cent. would change the result of the electio>n, and yet a
2 or 3 per cent. change may be made by a revising officer
without his subjecting himself to very serious censure.
He knows he is sufficiently protected. He goes very near the
line; ho gives the hon, gentlemen the benetit of every doubt,
where a friend or supporter of theirs has proporty which is
scarcely of the necessary value ; he gives us the very
reverse; ho decides that we shall not have the advantage
of the support of some one whose qualification is barely
sufficient to enable him to exorcise the elective franchis. 1
say that these provisions of the Bill are pernicious; they
are a violation of the first principles of natural justice; they
propose to make one of the parties interosted in the contest
the judge of the matter, or tu give him the power of
appointing a man who is to determine who is and who is
not an elector in this country. In my opinion, that is a
Srinciple which is se unjust, se unfair in itself, that this

oase ought not for a moment to entertain it; it is so atro-
cious that bon. gentlemen on the Treasury bouches ought
not to have proposed it; it is so atrocious that no Minister
in England would dare to make such a proposition; no Par.
liament in England is so servile as to support such a proposi-
tion. Why,what would the hon. gentleman say if we, on this
side of the House, were to claim the right to appoint the
revising officers in all the constituencies that we represent?
They would not for a moment accede to our proposition,
and yet they propose to appoint them in all the constitu-
encies. The proposition is a monstrous proposition, and
one which the hon. gentleman must expect will be very
fully discussed when this Bill goes into committee. One
hon. gentleman said: Why, the First Minister may appoint
judges, and will not the judges act fairly? Yes, he may
appoint judges, and we know where he will appoint them.
If there is a constituency with 400 or 500 reform majority
ho may appoint a judge there; ho cannot do him any hari
or any good; if there is a constituency where there s an
overwhelming Tory majority, he may appoint a judge there,
because ho cannot do him any harm or any good; but,
where there is a doubtful oonstituenoy, a constituenoy with



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 16,

parties nearly equally balanced, unless the judge is a very
strong partisan, and one who would be perfectly willing to
do the bidding of the party chief, he will not be appointed.
It would ruin the reputation of any judge ta accept the
appointment in such a constituency. It would be known
beforehand what work would be assigned him to do. I
know, and other members of this House know, why the law
was changed with regard to returning officers, why the
appointments made by Parliament were set aside, and the
power of appointment taken into the hands of the hon.
gentlemen. I say we had then perjured mon, men who
were sworn to discharge certain, duties which they failed
to discharge, and what reason have we to suppose that they
will act with any more care or scrupulousness or honesty in
this matter than in the matter of the return of me mbers to
this House. Then there is the important question of female
suffrage, introduced into this House, never submitted te the
oountry, nor was the opinion of the country ever taken upon
it. It is a very large question, a very serions question, one
requiring very full discussion and caroful consideration, and
one which the House ought never te undertake to deal with
finally without consulting the country upon it. The hon.
gentleman proposes to give to certain womon votes, and ho
declares that, if they marry, they shall be disfranchised.
He makes marriage a punishment. In England it is usual
to disfranchise a party for corrupt practices, for doing an
improper act, for accepting a bribe, and the hon. gentleman
proposed, first, to give certain women votes, and thon to dis-
frani3hise them if they marry, after having recoived the
vote. Now, this question of female suffrage is a very
important one. We know that the question is one upon which
there is very great difference of opinion. No one exactly
knows or can predict beforehand what the effect will b.
We know that women have to perform important functions
in the work of civilisation, and they exercise an important
influence over society, which is greatly to the advantage of
the community. But, Sir, what would be the effect if they
were brought upon the platform, induced to take part in
public discussions and made candidates at the elections ?

or I say it is preposterous te suppose that you can give
women votes and deny them the right of being elected.
You must open every office in the country to tbem iu the
same way. Are you going to make them judges ? Are
you going to make them police ? Are you going to make
them magistrates? One hon. gentleman proposed that
your place, Sir, should beoccupied bye woman. Well, all
those questions are involved in the consideration of this
motion. I say it is utterly impossible that you can draw a
line of qualification where the hon. gentleman proposes to
draw it by this Bill. Now, that being the case, the
Bill is one that will require weeks to discuss, and if the hon.
gentleman supposes that because it is late in the Session, the
former practice of hurrying through measures without con-
sideration, will be adopted in this case, I am inclined to
think he is very much mistaken. I believe a considerable
number of members of this House have come to the conclu-
sion that no matter at what period a measure shall be intro.
duced, they will not consent te allow it ta be carried through
Parliament without that consideration which such a measure
is entitled te receive at the hands of the representatives of
the people. Now, looking at the number of measures that
are still before the louse, that it is necessary to deal with
and upon which public opinion has been expressed; looking
at the condition of the Estimates; looking at the circum'
stances of the country in the North-West, and at the noces-
eity for parliamentary discussion, I say it is obvions that if
this measure is pushed through this House, we must make
up our minds te sit hore until midsummer.

An hon. MERMBER. Al right.

Mr. MILLS. Well, that may b all right, in his estimation;
but if it is necessary to go on with these meures it isall

. r. Mu sLe,

right, there is no doubt about that. Therefore, I hope hon.
gentlemen opposite will not exhibit so much impatience in
the discussion of questions as they have done tins evening.
They can hardly suppose that a measure which the intro-
ducer spent but ten minutes in discussing eau be so fully
discussed in this House so as to satisfy the country, or
make the member conversant with all the principles in-
volved in the Bill, without several weeks being devoted to
the matter. I think it is clear that this measure ought not
to be read a second time this|Session. The right hon. gen-
tleman professes to have a high regard for English practice
and precedent, but the English practice is, in all such cases,
that a measure should be introduced the firet fortnight of
the Session, and that the principle has been approved of by
the nation.

louse divided o
(p. 1137).

Allen,
Armstrong,
Auger
Bain (dentworth),
Béchard,
Bernier,
Blake,
Bourassa,
Burpee (Sunbury),
Cameron (Huron),
Cameron (Middlesex),
0 arpbell (ftenfrew),
Cartwright,
asey,

Casgrain,
Catudal,
Charlton,
Oockburn,
Cook,
Davies,

n amendment of Sir Richard Cartwright

Y»UÂ:
Messieurs

De St. Georges,
Edgar,
Fairbank,
Fisher,
Fleming,
Forbes,
Geoffrion,
Gilimor,
Gunn,
Harley,
Hlolton,

aue,
Irvine,
Jackson,
King,
Kirk,
Landerkin,
Langelier,
Laurier,
Lister,

Nsrs:
Messieurs

Livingatone,
Mesaac,
MOMalle'n,
Millo,
Mulock,
Paterson (Brant)
Platt,
Raat,
Rinfret,
Robertson (Shelburne),
Seriver,
Samerviile (Brant),
Somerville (Bruoe),
Springer,
Trow,
S"ailà,
Weidon,
Wilson,
Yeo.-59.

Abbott, Dodd, McDougall (C. Breton),
Allison, Dugas, MoGreevy,
Bain (Soulanges), Dundas, MLelan,
Baker (Missisquoi), Dupont, massue,
Baker (Victoria), Farrow, Montplaisir,
Beaty, Ferguson(Leeds &Gren)Paint,
Bell, Fortin, Pinsonneault,
Bonoit, Foster, Prun,
Benson, Gagné, eid,
Bergeron, Gigault, Riopel,
Bergin, Girouard, Royal,
Billy, Gordon, Shakespeare,
Blondeau, Grandboi, Small,
Bourbeau, Gailbault, Smyth
Bowell, Hackett, Sprouie,
Bryson, Hall, Stairs,
Burnham, Hay, Taschereau,
Cameron'(Inverneas), Hesson, Tassé,Carling, Hilliard, Taylor,
Caron, Homer, Temple,
ohapleau, Hurteau, Tilley (Sir Leonard),
Cimon, Jenkins, Townshend,
Cochrane, Kaulbach, Tupper,
Oolby, Kilvert, Vannage,
Costifan, Kranz, Wallace (Albert),
coughlmn, Labrosse, Wallace (York),
Curran, Langevin, White (Cardwell),
Cuthbert, Lesage, White (Hasftinge),
Daly, Macdonald (King 's), White (Renfrew),
Daoust, Macdonald (Sir John), Wigle,
Dawson Mackintosh, Wool (Brookville),
Desaulniers (Ifask'ngé), Macmaster, Wood (W'tm'land),
Desauluiers (St-M'rice)>,McMillan (Vaudreuil), Woodworth,
Dejrdins, McQalluni, Wrlght.-104.
Dicinson, McDougald (Picton),

Mr. LAURIER moved the adjournmont of the debate.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the hon. gentle-
man's motion ought to carry. Although the motion that
has just been lost declares that it is too late in the Session to
discus this question satisfactorily, 1 think, so far as the
speeches have come from the other side, it has ben di.
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cussed at length and satiafactorily, at all events, to them.
selves. However, as my hon. friend has not spoken, and as
I am very anxious to hear him speak on the subject, I shall
agree with him that the debate be adjourned.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

EXPLOSIVE SUBSTANCES.

House resolved itself into committee on Bill (No. 95)
respecting Explosive Substances.

(In the Committee.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This Bill was read a
second time the othor day, and now stands for Committee
of the Whole. The hon. member for West Durham stated
that he thought the Bill varied considerably from the Impe-
rial Act. My impression was that he was correct. There
are some merely verbal alterations. I have compared the
two Acts, and they are now substantially the same.

On section 4,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This clause is the same
as the English Act, except that the term is extended from
fourteen to twenty years. Section 5 is also the same as
the English Act, except that the term is extended from
seven to fourteen years.

On section 7,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The clause is framed to
meet the exceptional position of Canada.

Mr. BLAKE. Will the hon. gentleman state the reason
of the variation.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is to provide that if
the offence, the introduction of dynamite, should be commit-
ted in the North-West Territory, and the offender is appre-
hended in one of the older provinces, he shall be tried here
and not sent to the North-West to be tried by a stipendiary
magistrate.

On section 15,

Mr. DAVIES. I draw attention to the fact that the punish.
ment may be from one hour's immprisonment to imprison-
ment for life.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In many of the criminal
laws a maximum is fixed.

Mr. BLAKE. Yes; but in many of them a minimum is
aiso fixed. Of course these offences mentioned in this Act
vary very considerably in de , and it is not unreasonable
that there should be a wide discretion ; but it is oertainly a
very wide discretion that is given here. I do not remem-
ber at the moment that we have any provision in our laws
which gives a discretion of imprisoning a man for life or
for an hour.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am not quite sure
about that, but if the Bill will be allowed to be reported
without amendment, I will look into that point before the
third reading.

Bill reported.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment
of the House.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 12:50 a.m.
Friday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
FaimaÂ, 17th April, 1885,

The SPEAiR took the Chair at Three o'clook.

PRAYER.

DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTHE-WEST-LIEUT.-
COL. OUIThET.

Mr. CASGRAIN. Before the Orders of the Day are
called, I desire to call the attention of the Minister of Militia
to a report that creates some sensation; I mean what has
been published in the newspapers as to -the withdrawal or
retirement, or what it may be called, as to Col. Ouimet's
leaving bis detachment and being in Winnip, and also a
to the reason that is alleged to be given by&him for not
continuing bis services. It is a ver ygrave matter, indeed,
and I think the ramor ought not to be left to go abroad to
the public without some satisfactory explanation.

Mr. CARON. I heard of the rumor which the hon. gentle.
man refera to. All I know about the matter is that Colonel
Onimet followed bis command from Winnipeg to Calgary,
that he returned from Calgary to Winnipeg alone. I ave
no doubt, knowing Colonel Oaimet as I know him, and
knowing bis intimate knowledge of military matters, that
his going from Calgary to Winnipeg was on special duty or
on leave, which he had a perfect right to do. He was for a
short time in Winnipeg-about a day, I believe-and he
returned back to Calgary, and he is now at the head of bis
battalion. That is all I know about it.

ENQUIRIES FOR RETURNS.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the Orders are called, I desire to
call the attention of the First Minister to a question which
I called his attention to yesterday, with reference to the
absence of the Minister of the Interior; and also to the fact
that he promised the North-West papers to.day, and aiso
that he has not brought down the commission and instrue.
tions of the commissioners, as promised a fortnight or three
weeks ago.

Sir JOIN A. MACDONALD. I sent up last night and
caused Sir David Macpherson to be asked, and it was from
the 17th of June to the 12th of October.

Mr. BLAKE. The other question was, who acted as
Minister of Interior at that time ? I suppose it was the real
Minister.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I acted.
Mr. BLAKE. He bas omitted any reference to the

North-West papers and the commissioners' instructions.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have just been writing
a note to the deputy head, asking why the papers are not
sent over. I suppose they will be over to-day. I was told
they would be ready last night.

Mr. BLAKE. I do trust they will be laid on the Table
before the adjournment. It is very important we should
get them early.

THE FRANCHISE BILL.

House resumed adjourned debate on motion of Sir John
A. Macdonald for second reading of Bill (No. 103) respect-
ing the Electoral Franchise.

Mr. LAURIER. During the discussion yesterday, the
fact was brought several times to the mem >ry of the
iowse that this is agt the fWet time the hon. gentleman bas
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endeavored to force this measure upon the people of this
country. In fact during the nearly eighteen years that this
0onfederation has lasted, the hon. gentleman has made seven
attempts to establish a uniform franchise throughout the
Dominion, but each time until now he has been forced to
abandon the attempt. Six times before has he brought in
a Bill of this nature, and has either withdrawn it, or been
obliged to let it drop after carrying it to a certain stage.
Now it may be asked, what is the reason that he has made
these numerous and persistent attempts to force this measure
upon the country. The reason is simply this, that the right
hon. gentleman has set his heart upon this measure which
being one of centralisation, and antagonistic to the federal
principle of our constitution, is quite congenial to his well
known principles. But while ha las endeavored to push his
followers onward, they have each time failed to pass it for
the reason that their hearts were not in the cause. Public
opinion never responded to the calls that were made upon
it. Yesterday, when the right hon. gentleman spoke upon
this measure, he stated that public opinion is ripe for it.
Bir, if public opinion is ripe for it, where are the
evidences of it? Public opinion generally manifests
itself either by petitions at the bar of this House,
or by resolutions of public meetings, or througb
the proes. Now, where are the petitions that have
been presented in favor of it ? Not one has been presented
this Session, nor at any previous Session, that I am aware
of. Where have public meetings been held in favor of a
uniform Dominion franchise ? I defy the hon. gentleman
to point out one instance where any public meeting bas
paesed a resolution to that effect. As to the press, while I
cannot speak as to the other Provinces, so far as my own
Province is concerned, far from expressing itself in favor of
a Dominion franchise, such a scheme las been denounced as
inimical to our institutions-not by the Opposition press,
but by the frinisterial press itself. The fact is that, ever
since Confederation, we have had a provincial franchise
upon which the memters of this flouse have been elected,
and I am not aware that any complaint bas ever been made
against that arrangement. The steady conviction of the
people seems to have been, on the contrary, that this pro-
vincial franchise was the best suited to our institutions, and
under all cirCumstances was best adapted to the characters
of our people. I have said that this measure is now intro-
duced for the seventh time into this House, but it has been
disoussed only once-in 1870. At that time it was discussed
at some length. The Bill was carried to its second
reading, and taken into Committee of the Whole. But the
discussion was somewhat desultory; most of the members
who spoke upon it did not seem to see their way
very clearly. They did not seem to have made
up their minds as to what necessity there was for it. At
that time Confederation was quite recent and the relative
functions of the Dominion Parliament and the Provincial
Legislatures were not as clearly understood as they are to-
day; and consequently the general discussion was some-
what desultory. But when the measure was in COammittee
of the Whole, Mr. Dorion moved an amendment in favor of
a provincial franchise. His amendment was to this effect:
That the electors for the House of Commons shall be those
who are entitled to vote at any election for the representa-
tion in the Local Legislatures; and that opinion seems to
have met with the general consent of the House,-at all
events, no attempt was made to contradict that amendment
or oppose it. The only member who spoke after Mr.
Dorion, was my hon. friend the present leader of the
Opposition, who supported the amendment. The right
hon. gentleman moved the adjournment of the debate, and
that debate never was resumed. The measure was shelved,
not again to be resurrected until the dust of twelve long
years had accumulated upon it. Now, Mr. Speaker, the
right hon. gentleman again proposed to change

Mr. LAuM.

the existing state of things, and to substitute a
uniformity of franchise. Now, what are the reasons
for this change ? What evil is going to be remedied by
a uniformity of franchise, or what good is to be done
by it? We should have had some explanations
on these points, but the Government have beau par.
fectly dumb. Up to the present day each Province
has had its own franchise. Quebec has had its own fran-
chise, and a very liberal franchise it has been-not univer-
sal but with very large limita, indeed. Ontario las had
her franchise, stili more liberal, I think, than that of Que.
bec. Prince Edward Island has had a universal franchise.
Hach of the members now present in this fouse has been
elected upon the particular franchise of the Province from
which he comes. And ias any complaint ever been made
either in this House, or in any other part of the Dominion,
than an injustice is being doing against the Provinces, or
against the people of any Province by the presant fran-
chise ? I am not aware that any complaint bas ever beau
made. And if no complaint has been made, if this system
bas worked well and satisfactorily, I ask why is this mea-
sure introduced ? We, Sir, on this side of the fouse, are
reformers. We do not believe in the immutability of
human institutions: we believe in the perfectibility ; but
at the same time we would not alter any existing institu-
tion, unless some good was to be effected by it, unless
some ill was to be remedied, or some great reform
was to bo promoted. But it seems that gentlemen of
of the Conservative persuasion-at least in this louse-are
of a different opinion. I gathered yesterday from a remark
made by the hon. member for North Perth (Mr. Hesson)
that the Conservative party in this ouse were ready to
vote this measure without the stightest hesitation. I should
suppose that a good Conservative, a strong Tory, would not
like to alter existing institutions unless soma reasons were
given for the change. But the hon. gentleman said that
they were waiting for the meambers of the Opposition to
state their objections to the measure. It seems to me that
it would have been more proper, first of all, for the Govern.
ment to have given some reason why the existing state of
things should be changed. But it seems that hon.gentlemen
opposite are ready to vote for this measure without asking
any questions, aven before the Liberal members have raised
any objection to it; and I really believe they wiil be still
more ready to vote for it, aven after unanswerable objections
have been made against it. The only reason which has
been advanced by the right hon. gentleman in introducing
this measure in favor of a Dominion franchise-if it be
a reason at all-was that our present franchise was
an anomaly, that we ought to have a unformity
of franchise all over the Dominion. Well, I do not
admit that it is an anomaly for each Province to have its
own franchise. But supposing it to be so, I should not
suppose that the hon.gentleman would have been so tender-
hearted upon that score, because I balieve, and perhaps ho
will admit himself, that in the course of his long political
career he has bean guilty of many sins eof anomaly. Lot
me refer him to one glaring instance. Under our consti-
tution we have a separation of powers. The Local Legis-
latures are properly entrusted with the establishment of
courts of justice, and they are alseo to determine the number
of judges of which the courts are to be composed, and very
properly should, but the judges are to be paid by the
Dominion Parliament, and this Parliament has no control
at all over the establishment of the courts which it has to
pay for, or over the number of thejudges for whose salaries
it has te provide. Can there ho a greater anomaly than
this ? an thore be a more glaring lack of uniformity ?
The Provincial Logislature establishes the courts. It is in
their power to appoint one, qr two, or three, or four, or ton
judges, and this flouse has no control over them, though
we are obliged to pay them immediately after they are
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appointed by the Local Legislature. Can there be a greater
anomaly ? Yet the father of this anomaly is the right hon.
gentleman himself. Why did ho do it ? I do not blame
the right hon, gentleman for having donc it. Perhap3 it is
right that he should have donc it. Perhaps the right hon.
gentleman remembered at the time the language of Burke,
which is to this effect:

" Goverament bas been deemed a practical thing, made fo rthe happi-
ness of mankind, and not to furnish a spectacle of uniformity to justify
the scheme of visionary politicians,"

Perhaps the hon. gentleman well remembered that sentence
when he created the anomaly which stands to-day in our
constitution. But if he remembered it then, why does he
not remember it now? If the practical necessities of the
Government demanded such an anomaly as that to which
I have just referred, is it inconsistent that the anomaly
complained of should stilI exist in the working of the
constitution ? That is the only reason which has been
given for instituting the change which it is now sought to
introduce. The constitution is not uniform, and we cannot
have uniformity. Undoubtedly it would be far preferable
if we could have a uniform franchise. But uniformity is
not in the spirit of our constitution. We have diversity of
franchise as we have diversity of government. There can
be no doubt, I suppose, and everyone will agree to this
view, that the best franchise that could be adopted,
the most rational and the most logical, would be one
based upon taxation, would be one to make every taxpayer
a voter. But such a franchise has never been adopted, and
will never be adopted. It would lead to consequences which
would defeat the object of the franchise. If we were to
follow it to its legitimate consequences we would have
to give the right of voting to women, married and
unmarried, to minors and all other persons who would
otherwise be deprived of their civil rights. In fact
no franchise was ever adopted on a mere abstract
principle. The franchise has been adopted everywhere
according to the circumstances of the community where it
was applied, according to the wealth, or intelligence, or
passions, or prejudices of the community. This Bill is an
instance of it. You take the Bill before the House, and it is
impossible to find any principle upon which the franchise
has been distributed; there is none. I do not blame the
Bill for it; I believe it would not b possible to be otherwise.
The right hon. gentleman in framing the Bill has given the
franchise to unmarried women, and not to married women.
He has given the franchise to farmers' sons, and not to sons
of artizans. He has given the franchise to men who are
owners of real estate in rural parts to the value of one
hundred and fifty dollars, and refused it to those who are
owners of real estate to the value of only $100. In cites,
he gives it to owners of real estate to the value of $400; he
refuses it to those who are owners only to the extent of
8300. What is the reason of all these differences; what is
the principle which underlies this Bill? There is none.
The hon, gentleman has framed a franchise which he
thought best adapted to the circumstances of the community.
This woull be well and right, and there would b no fault
to find with the Bill, if this was a single community. But
this is the point, and it is the objection to this Bill; we
have not a single cemmunity in this country. We have
seven different communities, and what the hon. member for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) said yesterday, that we have
seven independent commonwealths in this country, is a
truth which cannot be denied. This is the mistake in this
Bill; it treats this country as a single community, and in
the plan we find the well known predilection of the right
hon. gentleman in favor of a legislative union. He
does not admit that it is right to have seven separ-
ate communities. His opinion is that it would be
right to have but one community, and acting on that
view he has devised the franchise which is best adapted
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to suit the conveniences of a single community. Well,
I start on this principle, and it is one which I com.
mend especially to my colloagues from the Province of
Quebec, which is supposed to be more in favor of the feder-
ative principle than the other Provinces; that we have in
this country seven different communities. This is a fact
which exists in the face of the law. It may be wise or
unwise, according to the preferences and predilections Of
everyone, but this is the basis of our constitution. Our con-
stitution is basod upon diversity-diversity is the basis of
our constitution. If we had uniformity of territory, of popu-
lation, of institutions, perhaps we would have had legisla-
tive union, and then we could have had a uniform franchise.
But our constitution recognises the differences of population
and of territory, and, as a consequence, I claim, we should
also recognise those differences when we prepare a franchise
for the whole Dominion. If it be true that this Dominion
is composed of seven different communities, it must f3llow
as a logical consequence that the right to determine the
franchise is to be left to each separate community. That
seems to follow as a logical consequence. What will suit
one community will not suit another community. What
will suit Prince Edward Island, for instance, will not suit
Quebec. In Prince Edward Island they have had universal
suffrage for a long time, and as was gracefully remarked by
the member for Ottawa County (Mr. Wright), this franchise
has worked well. I believe the members from the Province
of Quebec will admit that universal suffrage would not be
suitable to the majority of the people of our Province. Then
why not leavo the regulation of the franchise to the Province
of Quebec, if they prefer a franchise of their own; and why
not leave it to the Province of Prince Edward Island, if they
prefer a franchise of their own ? The people of Quebec
would deem it tyranny if this House were to attempt to
impose on them universal suffrage, and the people of Prince
Edward Island would deem it tyranny, also, if you attempt,
as is going to be attempted, to restrict their franchise. This
is the reason why this matter had better be left in the hands
of the Local Legislatures. The member for St. John (Mr.
Weldon) said yesterday that the regulation of the franchise
was a matter which properly came within the attributes of
civil rights, and therefore had better be left in the hands of
the Provinces. I do not contend that we have not the right,
constitutionally, to establish a franchise of our own to apply
to the whole Dominion; but I say that, according to the
spirit of our constitution, the regulation of the franchise is a
matter of civil rights which comes properly within the
attributes of the Local Legislatures. What I say now is
supported by a very high authority indeed. Story, in
speaking of the regulation of the franchise, uses this signi.
ficant language:

" The truth seems to be that the right of voting, like many other
rights, is one which whether it has a fired foundation in natural law or
not, has always been treated in the practice of nations, as a strictly
civil right, derived from and regulated by each society, according to its
own circumstances and interet."

Now, Mr. Speaker, that is a high authority-that perhaps
is the best commentator we have upon federative institu-
tions ; and can it be properly said that on the contrary the
regulation of the franchise is to be in the Federal Govern-
ment, that it is to be given to the whole Dominion and not
to the Provinces, or local powers. I claim under this auth-
ority that the regulation of the franchise properly comes
within the limits and functions of the local powers. Now
what is the reason given in favor of a Dominion franchise?
It is that ou.r provincial franchise lacks uniformity. Well
I admire the square symmetry of the rectangular lines, but
it is not an argument unless it is supported by other rea-
son@. The hon. gentleman attempted to support it-not by
reasoning but by procept, by example and precedent. Re
says our constitution was derived from British constitutions,
and he appealed to British institutions as a reason for our
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having a uniform franchise. Well, the example is certainly
poorly adapted to that purpose, far even in Great Britain,
where they have legislative union, uniformity of franchise
is not known-in fact the franchise i8 much more diver-
Fified than our own. Let me quote on this point, from a
well known book-one which is in the hands of everybody,
the Statesman's Year Book. Speaking of the franchise and
its modifications the author speaks thus:

" The next great change in the constituency of the House of Com-
mons, after the Act of 1832, was made by the Reform Bill of 1867-68.
By this Act England and Wales were allotted 493 members and Scotland
60, while the number in Ireland remained unaltered. In a borough a
man was entitled to vote who was of full age, legally competent, had
been an occupier of a bouse as owner or tenant for 12 months previous
to July 20th of any year, and bad paid his rates; a lodger was entitled
to vote who had occupied the same lodgings for a year, if these lodg-,
inpg,. furnisbed, were of the value o tatleasth£10 a year, paid by him.
Evert' freebolder whose freehold was of the annal value of 40
shuings, every copyholder and leaseholder of the annual value of £5,
every householder whose rent wa fnot less than £12, and every tenant

ive reLa atsand theoeraship franchise fo r the conty was £5 a
yea.r; householders who had paid their rates and lodgers who paid £10
a year for their lodgings had a borough vote. I Ireland freeholders cf£ V0 Ioyodr rlaed erhavu g a 0 ersla ste aheo

whose cpyholdr lasehodeerceeded y at east £Ê1the ren eor charge
upon it, had a vote for the county. Leaseholders haviung a 20 years'
lease of a clear value of £20 had also a county vote. The borouigh
franchise lu Ireland was confined to hoseholders rated at not less than

So yu see, Mr. Speaker, that Great Britain not only has
established a separate franchise for each of the three King-
doms, but in eah there are several classes or standards of
franchise. But our constitution is not only derived frein
British institutions; it is mainly derived from the Amnerican
constitution, and the American constitution has a principie
exactly similar te that which I now advocate. They have
net a uniferm franchise; they have a State franchise, and
the constitution enacts that the electors te tie flouse of
Representati.ves shal have ti qualifications requisite for
election to the most numerous brand of the State Logis-
latiuoe. Now the American constitution is our model lu
that respect. That constitution ihas stood the test for oee
hundred years; it has stood successfully the test of a great
civil war. It las been amended from time to time, but
very sparingly, and there has not been, to my knowledge,
any complaint made against this provision of the constitu-
tion. Yesterday the hon. member for King's (Mr. Foster),
speaking on this question, said it was the duty of this
House to regulate its own franchise, and not to leave it to
the whim or fancy of this one or that one, but that we
should by law enact who should be the electors to
this House. Well, for my part, I have no objec-
tion that this should be done; perhaps it is well
after all that the question should be settled once and for all,
and that to-day this House shoiild determine who should be
the electors to this House. But if that is to be done, let it be
done as it bas been doue in the United States, as it has been
in the Dominion since the Confederation, and let us doter-
mine that the electors to the flouse of Commons shall be the
electors to the several Local Legislatures. Now, again, the
hon. gentleman, addressing himself to this question, said we
ehould be independent of the Local Legislatures. Well, we
are independent of the Local Legislatures in our own sphere,
just as much as the Local Legisiatures are independent of
us in their spheres. But, at the same time, this ldouse has
no rights at all of its own ; the only rights which it enjoys
are tnose which are delegated to it by the people of the
Provinces, and it is not for this fouse to determine what
people of the Provinces shall delegate those powers to the
iouse, or in what manner they shall be constituted for that
purpose; it is the people themselves who should determine
who shall be the constituents of the members of this louse,
according to the mode regulated by the constitution, speak-
ing through the Local Legislatures. Again, the ion. Min-
ister of Public Works (Sir Rector Langevin), speaking to
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this question, said we should have a legislative franchise of
our own, independent of the franchises of our Local Legis-
latures. He said in so many words: Let the Local
Legislatures have their own franchises if they choose,
but let us go on and establish our franchise. This
would be well enough if'we had two classes of electors, one
class for the Dominion House and one class for the Local
Legislatures. But the hon. gentleman forgets that it is the
same people who are represented in the Local Legislatures
and the Dominion House. Our system of government is a
system of divided powers. It is the same people who are
represented in either Horse, whether in the Local Legisla-
tures or the House of Commons. This House has certain
powers delegated to it by the people. The Local Legisla-
tures have cei tain powers delegated to them by ihe people,
but it is the same people who delegate those powers in each
instance. It is to my mind a fact which cannot be denied
that this Bill is an attempt at the federal principle. It is
an attempt at centralisation. No one ever dreamed that
the right hon, gentleman who proposed the Bill on this
occasion and on former occasions would show his hand and
declare in so many words that his object in proposing this
measure was centralisation. In 1870, when the measure was
discussed for the first time, the hon. gentleman's most trusted
lieutenant, Sir Charles Tupper, used this significant lan-
guage :

Il He entirely agreed with the centralising principle of the Bill, ani
he also thought that the franchise should be as near as possible uni-
form."

I commend this language, Sir, to those who value the feder-
ative principle. They will find it to be the true keynote
of this measure; in fact, as the first lieutenant of the First
Minister said, this was no less than a measure of centralisa-
tion and that was the reason he supported it. Now, in order
to show that the franchise is specially a local matter and not
a matter of Dominion concern, let us look at the Bill itself.
The Bill, it is said, aims at uniformity, but it does nob pro-
vide for uniformity. There are two different standards of
franchise in this Bill, one for cities and towns, and
one for rural constituencies. A man, if he lias pro-
perty or real estate to the extent of 8150, if that
property is situated in a rural constituency, is a voter,
but it the same real estate forms part of a city ho is not a
voter. Now, why is it? I am not going to enquire as to
the reason for it; but this shows that if there cau be in the
same Province two different standards for the franchise,
still more there ought to be different standards in different
Provinces. As to the question of woman franchise there
seems to be a great diversity of opinion in this House. For
my part, I say if Ontario wants to have a woman franchise,
let them have it. Let the Legislature of Ontario give it to
women if the people of Ontario say that it is best for them-
selves. If Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Prince Edward
Island or any other Province wants to give the right of
suffrage to women, let it do so; their Legislatures have the
power to do it; but in the Province of Quebec, so far as I
know, there is not one single class in the community that
would extend the right of the franchise to women, not even
to that fair portion of them to whom it is intended to give
it by this Bill. I must say this further: I am really sur-
prised to see that the Minister of Public Works, who has
always been represented among us as the uncomapromising
champion of that old, pure, unpolluted Conservatism
which would not yield to the abominations of modern
doctrines, and promote in this House a Bill which is not
only a concession to the wickedness of modern doctrines,
but which is far in advance of all accepted modern doctrines,
even in the most alvanced countries. If this Bill becomes
law, it will go forth to the world that we in Canada are
more advanced than most of the States of the American
union; more advanced than republican France; more
advanced than Italy; and all this will be due to a Conser,
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vative Government of which the Minister of Public Works
is a member. Now, I commend the Minister of Public
Worki to the tender mercies of the good, pious, Conserva-
tive French of the Province of Quebec. I am sure of one
thing; if such a measure had come from this side of the
House, there would have been thunders of appeals against
it, as to the wickedness of the Rouges; but it is a Conserva-
tive measure, and being a Conservative measure, I suppose
it muet be accepted by the Conservative party. The right
hon. leader of the Government said that he was in favor of
the emancipation of woman. I am of French origin, and I
am a Liberal; and holding this double title, I claim
that I am in favor of the emancipation of woman as
much as he can be; but I do not believe that the
emancipation of woman can be promoted so much by
political as by social reform. I believo that the
action of women must be most influential in politics
as in everything else, but I believe that action is
more effective if exercised in the circle of home, by persua-
sion and advice, than if woman is brought to the poll to
vote. If the right hon. gentleman is really anxious to do
something for the emancipation of woman, let him give her
the opportunity for more extensive education, let him open
for her more fields of employment, and ho will do more for
her emancipation than by giving her the right to vote. But
there is a greater objection to the proposal of the right hon.
gentleman in this regard, an objection which was pointed
out yesterday by the hon. member for Ottawa County (Mr.
Wright). This measure proposes to give the right of
suffrage to unmarried ladies only, and it is a premium
on celibacy. The right hon, gentleman said it was
a measure of emancipation, If it be a boon, therefore,
he places married ladies in this dilemma: they have
either to choose to remain single and have the right
to vote, or to marry and lose the right to vote. It is
not fair that it should be so. The writers of the past
have spoken of the perplexities of a young woman placed
between two suitors; but the writers of the future will have
to show the perplexity of the young woman who has to
choose between a husband and the right to vote. It is not
fair that it should be so, and if this meassure is pressed it
will be a novel method of promoting the emancipation of
woman. But the measure is liable to graver and greater
objections. I submit to the sense of the fouse that this
measure is an invasion of popular rights. Hitherto the
voters' lists have been prepared by the people themseolves.
The assessment rolls have been prepared by the people
themselves through valuators appointed by the municipal
councils. The lists have been prepared by the people
themselves through secretary-treasurers appointed by the
municipal councils; the lists have been revised by the
people themselves through the municipal councils. This
system, so far as I know, las worked satisfactorily and
well. Now it is proposed that there shall be a change.
What reason is given for that change? Why should this
right be taken from the people? If I had to make areport
upon my countrymen I would say this, that they are too
apathetic in the discharge of their public duties-that they
do not give to public business all the attention they ought
to give. The presont system forces them to give
their attention to public business. Now, that system
is to be changed. The voters' lists are henceforth
to be prepared, not by the people, but by lawyers
appointed by the Government, assisted by clerks and con-
stables. What can be the reason of that change? Can it
be for the sake of uniformity? Uniformity is not alleged
in this instance. 1s it because of the adoption (f a Domin-
ion franchise, and because since we have a Dominion fran-
chise we cannot allow the lists to be propared by the muni-
cipal councils, but must have them prepared by offioials of
our own ? But as long as we give the execution of our laws
to the courts of justice, I do not se. why we should not give

the administration of that part of the law to the municipal
councils, since it has been held so far to be one 6f the
attributes of the municipal councils. If the change is made
as a consequence of the introduction of a Dominion franchise,
this must be a bad measare indeed if to carry it out you are
obliged to deprive the people of a portion of the rights they
now exercise. The present system has so far worked satin-
factorily; I am not aware that there have been any serious
complaints that the lists of voters have not been pro-
perly prepared and revised by those who have hither.
te had the duty. of preparing and revising them.
Under the law, in the Province of Quebec at ail events,
there is an appeal from the decisions of the municipal
councils to the courts. t have been curious to know
if this right of appeal has been exercised to any degree.
Because if it had been exercised to a great degree, that
would be an evidence that the law was not properly admin-
istered by the Provinces ; but I find that the appeals have
been very few indeed. A friend of mine has taken the
trouble te enquire how many appeals have been taken in
the several districts in the four years, 1881, 1882, 1883, and
1884; and as a result of that enquiry I find that in the dis,
trict of Montreal there have been 16, in Quebec noue, la
Three Rivera 10, in St. Francis none, in Arthabaska 2, in
Montmagny 4, in Beauharnois 1, in St. Hyacinthe none, in
Kamouraska 4, in Terrebonne none,. in Rimouski non ein
Richelieu none, in Beauce none, in Ottawa none, in Iber.
ville 1, in Saguenay none, in Chicoutimi none, in Gasp6
none, in Joliette 1, and Bedford 1; in all onl 40
appeals in the four years, or ten per year. Well,
in the Province of Quebec there are something like
800 municipalities, so that the number is just a little more
than on. per cent. and less than two per cent. of the total
number of lists prepared each year in all the municipa'ities,
It is therefore evident that this system has workd satis.
factorily, and you must remember this, that the appeal
given under the present law is not an appeal of grace suclh
as that provided for in this Bill, but an appeal which is in
the right of every one, and yet there has been, under this
system, only an average of a little more than one per cent.
of comp!aints made to the superior tribunals of the regula.
tions of the franchise as established by the municipal coun-
cils. The Bill is still liable to a graver objection ; it is a
direct invasion of the powers hitherto enjoyed by the people.
So far the people themselves have had the preparation of
these lists, but henceforward that power is to bo taken ont
of their bands; and what is the reason given for taking
away from the people that duty of which they have
had the enjoyment ever since Confederation? I use
the woid enjoyment advisedly because the exercise
of a duty so precions as this must be an enjoymont
rather than an obligation. Yet this precions right is
proposed to be taken away from the people; and I do not
imagine that thesturdy yeomen of this country will submit
to this for any length of time; I do not imagine that they
will yield without a protest this right to henchmen of the
Government, to the innumerable army of parasites which
foe on the Government and whose sole object will be to do
the bidding of the Government. In every conceivable point
this measure is in my opinion a bad measure, one that will
be denounced by all those who believe in popular right,
who believe ia the sacredness of our constitution, as an
invasion of popular rights, and as a stop towards centrali-
sation; and in this view I beg to move the following regolu-
tion :-

That all the words alter "that" be struok out and the following
inserted: In the opinion of this House it is preferable to continge the
plan which bas been adopte< ever since Confederation of utinsing for the
election of this House the provincial franchises and votera lists.

Mr. CHAPLEAU.
the discussion which
demand made by hon.

I was pleased yesterday to see, by
took place, the condemnation of the
gentlemen on the other side of $he
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House to adjourn the measure, owing to the impossibility to
discuss it at this period of the Sessior. Notwithstanding the
protest which was put before the House, it was deemed quite
possible for them to discuss the question of the franchise
proposed in the measure now submitted to us. I was also
pleased to see that hon. gentlemen on both sides of the
House were fully prepared to discuss that question,
were fully prepared to give their opinion now on at least
the general features of the Bill, the principle of the Bill.
We have had, yesterday, a detailed appreciation of almost
every clause of this Bill. The discussion was not a novelty
to us; we have seen the same discussion in the press, we have
heard of it before in other Houses of Parliament. It was a
novelty for nobody and the discussion of this Bill here, its
full and fair discussion, was an impossibility for nobody,
except a pretended one for those who did not like to sce the
measure brought down before Parliament, and who made that
an excuse for the vote they proposed yesterday. That
excuse did not hold; hon. gentlemen opposite proved by
their own arguments that they were fully alive to every
detail of this measure. That infamous Bill, as it was branded
by one hon. gentleman on the other side, which was forced
down the throats of the members of this House at the last
hour of the Session and nearly at the end of this Parliament,
that infamous Bill, which was an imposition not to be
tolerated, has been shown as a measure not only known
already to every one, but the necessity of which was demon-
strated by the very arguments of my hon. friends. Let us
take the first objection, that it is too late in the Session to
bring down this measure. Is it such a complicated measure?
My hon. friend, in a iew minutes, went over the whole of
the Bill. Are its different provisions so numerous and
difficult to understand ? I did not see that before, nor do I see
it now. It is an important measure I admit; a measure
deserving a serious consideration; and surely the time has not
been wanting to give it that consideration which it deserves.
But, I repeat, it is not a complicated Bill. What is the Bill ?
A measure creating a uniform franchise for the electoral
body called to select representatives to the House of Com-
mons, providing for the nomination of a permanent and
independent judge to determine that franchise, and make a
record of it in the shape of electoral lists, and ereating an
easy mechanism for the revision of those lists. It first
provides for the qualifications of voters in towns and villages.
There is nothing new in it, there is nothing difficult in it.
The qualification is put at a certain figure, at $300 real estate
in cities and towns, at $2 monthly rental in cities or towns,
$ j quarterly rental, $12 half-yearly rental, and $20 yearly
rental, I might ask my hon. Iriend who said this Bill
was full of anomalies to point out the great anomalies
which he found in this measure. At present, in the
cities, in the Province of Quebec, the qualification is
6300, and in rural constituencies only $200. It has
been so before, and, if the law as it stands now is so
good in the estimation of my hon. friends, why is it bad
when the measure is proposed by my right hon. friend the
Premier? It stands to reason, and it was found to be good,
that the value of real estate should be made different in cities
and in the rural districts, for this very good reason, that real
estate in cities and towns is generally valued at a higher
price, and that it would deprive of their right a number of
men who are entitled to the franchise in the country
districts, if the same value of property was taken as in cities
or towns. My hon. friend finds it strange and an anomaly that
we are giving a vote to farmers' sons and not to mechanics'
sons, and ho gives this as one of the reasons demonstrat-
ing that a franchise is never based upon a fixed principle.
My hon. friend is mistaken in this respect, and he should
know that the Bill gives the right to vote both to the
mechanic's son and to the farmer's son, if the mechanic is
in the same position as the farmer, that is to say, if he is the
owner of real estate sufficient, when divided, to give to each
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the proper qualification for voting, With regard to the
tenant and the occupant, there is a discrepancy there also,
between cities and rural constituencies, and for the same
reason. The resident is given a right to vote if he earns
$400 annually; the farmer's son is given a right to vote;
the mechanic's son is given a right to vote; the fisherman
is given a right to vote, either on his real propertyor on the
personal property he owns belonging to his trade. It is
admitted that the franchise is generally enlarged by the
present Bill, and the disqualifications for voting are about
the same as in the law now existing. In two Provinces,
where universal suffrage exists, this law is restrictive; but
when we come to look at it closely, we will see that
practioally the change is unimportant. There is one
feature in the Bill to which !my hon. friends mainly
object, but that provision is not hard to understand
and is not difficult to discuss. It is the appointment
of revising officers, and I will show in a moment that
the fears of my hon. friends on the other side are exagger.
ated, or at all events have been expressed in very exagger-
ated language. My hon. friend who just sat down said it
was an iniquity that this power to revise the lists was given
to creatures of the Government, salaried men of the Gov-
ernment, henchmen of the party, parasites who did nothing
but earn a living by the money which was paid to thom by
the Government. This is very strong language, but let my
hon. friend forgive me if I say that it is also rather light
lauguage It is strong in woids, but light in the thought
which dictates the language. If this was the case
that the fact cf a man receiving a salary from
the Government would make him a slave of the Govern-
ment, would make him a parasite, would make him a vile
creature whom one would not trust, what confidence could
there be in the most important offices in the country?
What would be the judges of the land? They receive
their salaries from the Government, they are appointed by
the ,Government, and, like the revising officers in this Bill,
they have that inamovibility which is a guarantee for their
independence if honest men are chosen. Those who receive
a well-earned salary from the Government can be as inde-
pendent, can be as patriotic as my hon. friends on the
other side are, or pretend to be. This prvision is made
becanse we are obliged to find some machinery to carry
the provisions of the Bill into practical execution. My hon.
friend says that it is a great danger, and his motion is
basod upon that, because we are giving, by this Bill, to the
paid officer of the Government a right which has heretofore
been exercised by the people of this country, and which
will no more be exerciqed by them. I tell my hon. friend
that ho is mistaken. Does iny hon. friend mean to say that
the lists that are prepared by the municipal council; that
the assessment rolls will be useless in the machinery re-
quired by the statute to make the list of electors ? They
will not be useless.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. CIIAPLEAU. My hon. friends who are laughing

will say it is true that the assessment roll will be used, but
that it does not necessarily follow that the list of votera shall
be ruled by that assessment roll. They will say the assess-
ment roll will only bu made use of by the revising barrister,
but that he shall alone decide what shall be the list of voters
to go to the polls for the election. But my hon. friends
wili remember that the right to vote is now given to the
elector by the statute passed for that purpose; it is not the
municipal council that gives him that right, it is the law of
the land.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. CEIAPLEAU. I will explain to the hon. gentlemen.

They need not be in such a great hurry. The qualification
is given to-day by Parliament or by the Legislatures, and
the power given for making the list of votera and for put.
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ting upon it all those, and those alone, who have the!
right to vote by the statute is nothing but a machinery.
Every elector has a right to tell the municipal council:
You have left me out, or you have put on this
person who should not be upon that list, and yon must
rectify tlat error which the law reproves. And the
sqvereign people, acting through the council, would have to
revise and alter the list, or the court will revise it for them.
And, in spite of the statistics of my hon. friend showing that
there were only some forty or fifty appeals in four years
from the decision of the municipal council, I say that, if
there were only so few appeals, it was not because there was
not a greater number of cases were not only mistakes but
injustice had been committed. It was only because the costs
of the law as it is, are so heavy that the eloctor unfortunately
does not attach enough importance to his vote to go to the
extent of a lawsuit to bave bis name put upon the list. But it
leaves my proposition unshaken and it must be admitted that
the qualification is given byParliament, and that the&municipal
council, that is so much boasted of as being the power
by which the right of voting is given to the people, is
nothing but an instrument to carry out the will of the Leg.
islature who have determined the franchise. Practically,
1he work of the municipal council will be utilized as before;
the only difference is that we cannot give orders to muni-
cipal officers who are not under the control of this Parlia.
ment. The reason given by my hon. friend may be an
apparent or plausible reason; it is not a true and substan-
tial reason. What botter persons could be chosen to revise
the lists than the judges, who are learned in the law ? But
the hon. gentlemen opposite speak as if the Government
had purposely set aside every judge on the bench as being
the proper officer to prepare these lista. Sir, that is untrue,
and it is unjust. With the proposed law the judges shall be
entrusted with that duty.

Mr. BLAKE. Not shall be-may be.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. I am coming to that. The judges

are to be chosen to prepare these lists. We know that in
some parts of the country, it would be impossible to get a
judge to prepare these lists, and how could the Govern.
ment have been so imprudent as to have ignored this fact ?
And so we prepare for the contingency of the judges not
being able to act, by providing that other well qualified
persons shall also exorcise that great power. Hon. gentle-
men are presuming that the Government has decided not
to employ the judges of the land to be the officers to pre-
pare those list. When the Government indicates thatj
amongst those who may be chosen to fulfil thosei
really judicial duties, are the judges of the land, is there not1
an absolute presumption that the Government, whether it
be Liberal or Conservative, would not defy public opinion
to such an extent as systematically to ignore those
who, by their position are the better entitled to revise
those lists, and to choose others less qualified to
perform those duties. My hon. friend said that it
should be the people of each Province, represented inE
Local Legislatures, who should have the power to deter-
mine how far the franchise for this Parliament shallf
extend. Mr. Speaker, I am one of those who are not
ashamed to call themselves strong autonomists. I am one
of those who have fought in the past, and I shall be one of
those who will, if necessary, fight in the future, for the
autonomy of the Provinces.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. CH APLEAU. My hon. friends need not laugh.t

The other day I had the pleasure, with their consent, of
defeating a meaure of one of their friends which invaded
provincial rights. I knew that in doing so I had
the approbation of many hon. gentlemen opposite, and
I did it in the name of provincial rights. But I

ask those gentlemen who, on the hustings, are trying
to make political capital out of provincial rights,how
they underatand the working of our constitution? My
hon. friend from Quebec East (Mr. Laurier) said, and no
doubt sincerely and honestly, that in legislating upon the
franchise we were invading provincial rights. But are we
not, we, the members from the Province of Quebe-
and my hon. friends from the other Provinces eau say the
same thing-are we not representati vos of the people of the
Province? Am I not one of the true and loyal representa.
tives of the Provinoe of Quebec? Suroly I am not going to
abandon the right, privilege and honor of representing
tie people of my Province in this Parliament. My hon.
friend opposite cortainly thinks too littie of himself, if he
believes that he is not, while here, the real representative
of the electors who sent him into Parliament. And if we
represent the electors of our respective Provinces icre, why
could we not legislate, on their behalf, upon the right of
electors to send representatives ,o this Parliament ? But,
says my lon, friend, you invite the Province of Ontario to
proscribe what ahall be the franahise of the elector in
Quebec. I know it, and my neighbor invites me to pre.
scribe what shall be the franchise in Ontario. It is a
general franchise that we are looking for, and as in any
other genoral measure, we lay aside each a portion of our
local preferences and we put our wisdom together to obtain
the best general result. The Provincial Logislatures have
done the same within their jurisdiction. They have not left
it to each county or municipality to decide the question of
the electoral franchise. Well, if it is the municipal council
alone that must decide that question, how is it that the ior,
Mr. Mowat, Premier of the Ontario Government, has take n
it upon himself to fix the electoral franchise for that Pro-
vince and to change it materially from what it was
beforeo? He did not say that he wanted to have
the qualification of the electors fixed for the Dominion
Parliament. He might, perhaps, have had that in view,
but he was wise enough not to mention it; he said that
he wanted to fix the franchise at a certain standard for the
election of members to the Legislature of Ontario. Well,
have we not an equal right to say, as representing the pec.
ple of our Provinces, that we will agree upn a standard
for the electoral franchise for the election of members to
this House ? Undoubtedly we have, and we do 8o
knowing that we represent the people of the different
Provinces from which we come. When we speak of
autonomy we must not speak as separatists; and in speak-
ing of provincial rights a member of this Parliament is
really disloyal to our federal constitution if ho means by
that the absolute and independent action of the Provinces.
We shall never build up a great country, if such an exaggera-
tion of provincial rights is to prevail. I do not tar the
imposition of legislative union, it is repulsive to our people,
and therefore I am the more willing to give to the central
authority ail the rights and powors that belong to it. There
is no inconsistency between a federal system and a great
and homogeneous nation, and we have an example of that
fact in the great nation to the south of us. Their's is a
federation.

Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear.

Mr. OIIAPLEAU. Each State has its rights, and although
they may not be defined in the same manner as they are
with us, their federation resembles our own more than any
other federation, and if there is a difference it is in the
direction of a still greater autonomy lu the states. But I mean
that the consolidation of a great nation is not at all incon-
sistent with that State autonomy about which hon. gentle-
man opposite are always preaching so loudrl. I repeat that
we must not confuse autonomy with sepaintion, nor must
we confuse confederation with legislative union. The on.
gentleman says this is 4 stop towards legislative union, and
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that the leader of this Government has always been in favoi
of legislative union. I have heard the declarations of th
right bon. leader of this Government on several occasions,
and on Eome the most solemn occasions of his life, and h
state I that ho was true and devoted to the grand constitu.
tion ho had himself framed as ho had always been
loyal and true to the people of the country who are con
tented to live under this constitution. The righ
hon. gentleman has always declared that he had
always been, and would always romain, a loyal sup-
porter of Confederation, as it was established at first.
Hon. gentlemen have thought proper to say that the indi-
vidual sympathies of the right hon, gentleman are not in
that direction. I have Lo right to enquire as to his
personal sympathies or his personal views; I speak of
the views expressed by the right hon. gentleman not only
in this House but on every public occasion when ho spoke
on this subject, and he has done so frankly, loyally and
truly. We are put on out guard against evils which do not
exist, which are not presumable, but which in the possibility
of time may perhaps happen in the working out of the
law which is before us. We have to choose in almost every
political act in life between what is opportune or what is
not, between what is good and what is botter. And very
often we have to choose between two evils. I shall point
out to hon. gentlemen an evil which is not only possible
but which has existed too long already. le it worthy of
our Parliament, is it according to the dignity which this
Parliament owes to itself, to allow the smallest Legislature
of the smallest Province, not only to dictate, but to change,
at its will, at its own caprice, the electoral franchise by
which the members of the House of Commons are elected ?
It may happon that, at the most critical moment, when the
most vital interests are at stake, the exorcise of that caprice
would be sucfflient to alter materially the direction of the
general politics of the country. le it reasonable? Is it
dignified for us that in a Province the electoral franchise
should be changed on the eve of a general election for
the sole benefit of one party, and in less than two years
afterwards be changed again to suit the convenience, views
and demands of the same party coming to keep them
in power ? We have seen in this Dominion the electoral
franchise changed twice during less than two years. And
changed for what reason ? Was it to meet the deamands of
the people as expressed by their representatives here ?
Certainly not. I say it is beneath the dignity of this Par-
liament that the people of each Province should say: you
have now a standard for the electorai franchise under which
your representatives are elected to the Commons, but that
standard shall remain just so long as the Legislature wishes
it to romain. Suppose we decide to day that the electoral
franchise is satisfactory as it is at present for the election of
representatives to the Dominion Parliament. If that were
agreed to by the 211 members of this Parliament, it would
be surely the expression of the will of the people. Yet a
week afterwards that decision of Parliament might be
altered by the Local Legislature of British Columbia or of
Nova Scotia or of Prince Edward Island, or the little Logis-
lature of the Province of Quebec, if' you like. I say
that this state of things should be modified. This is really
an intolerable anomaly. We must take care not to separate
the franchise itself and the manner in which that franchi2e
should be exercised. These are the main objections which
hon. gentlemen opposite have presented against the passing
of the Bill. My hon. friend said the officers which the
Government will appoint are not men in whom the people
would trust to prepare the roll of voters for elections to
the Dominion Parliament. Why not ? It is easy to express
a blame, it is more difficult to attach it. I really believe it
will be a decided improvement. It will prevent a great deal
of difficulty and dispute. It will give to everyone in the
oountry the opportunty of coming, and seeing, and doing-

Mr. CH.PLZÂU.

r what ? Every elector in my county, for instance, will know
e that the assessment in his municipality places him on the
, roll at a certain amount. He knows whether that entry is
a correct or incorrect. The officer appointed, the judge, will go
- to the municipality and give notice that ho will revise the
a lists on a certain day. The assessment roll will ho taken,
- the municipal lists prepared for the Local Legislature
t will be taken, and the people will see whether their

names are entered or have beon omitted, and whether
other names have been improperly entered; the whole
according to the rule fixed for the franchise by this Act.
Hon. gentlemen opposite have called attention to the fact
that under this Bill the returning officer shall be acting
independently, and they ask, wh do not the Governmont

f propose that the municipal lista be prepared by the muni-
cipal officer for the parliamentary election ? For this very
good reason: Because we have no control over the
secretaries of the municipalities. The Local Legislatures
can commaand them, but we cannot. We shall say to them:
We shall take your advice, we shall consult your rolls and
liste, we wili take advantage of your work, but as we cannot
command you, we shall order our officer, after he bas care.
fully gone over your assessment rolls to prepare a list of
voters accordingly, and whilst ho is performing that work,
each elector eau attend and see whether his name is on
the list or not. Is the tribunal established by this
Bill, as bas been said, one from which there is no appeal ?
Will an elector be deprived of his right to be placed on the
list by the revising officer if that officer bas neglected his
duty, and after bis decision bas been given, will it be one
to which everyone must submit ? There will be the same
right of appeal as there is now.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. To argue with hon. gentlemen one

must be prepared on every little point. I say there is an
appeal. It is, perhaps, because I said there is the same
appeal that hon. gentlemen find fault. I say there is an
appeal from the decision of the revising barrister, to a higher
court and tribunal.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, ne.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. Decidedly, and bon. gentlemen only

convince me by interupting me lu this way that they have
not read the Bill. Section 48 says:

" The appeal shall be in the form of a petition to the court, accom-
panying the statement of case certified b the revising officer, and pray.
ing that the votera' list in question maybe amended by the insertion
or omission of the name or names alleged to be wrongfully omitted or
ioserted, or otherwise, as the eae may be, and ahail be presented, on
behalf of the appellant, at the next sittingof the court appealed to by
any barrister or advocate practising theren."

Some hon. MEMBERS. Read section 47.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. In every case, of course, my hon.

friends think they will find some little quibbles, but I say in
this case there are the necessary means for people who want
to be put on the lists of voters, just as mach as there exista
at the present moment under the existing law. So, Mr.
Speaker, the Bill is reduced to these three features: The
qualification of the voter, the appointment of the offioer to
prepare the lista, and the revising of those lists by
that officer, or by a higher court. That is the Bill and al
of the Bill. I shall not repeat what I have said as to the
officer who is to be appointed by the Governmont ; but if a
botter system for the making and revising of the lists
could be suggested, it will be time enough when we
come to it, to suggest any amendment - anything which
will make the Bill better than it is; and I am per-
fectly sure that the Government is net unwilling-and as
they have shown themselves not to be unwilling to adopt
any good suggestion that may be made by hon. gentlemen.
Unfortunately, I know and I am sure that the objections of
my hon. friend are not to the system itself, but are merely
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and only bocaums they find that the Bill does not leave to
the Provinces the right to legislate as to the federal
franchise of this Dominion. There are reasons which lead
me to think that my hon. friends opposite desire that the
local power should rule this Dominion of ours. We have
heard elsewhere, we have read in a certain press, that a
certain Province was boasting that it would rule this
Dominion very soon, and it is perhaps because this
power to alter the franchise was exercised not long ago by
the legislature of one of the Provinces, and they feel that
by the present measure they may be frustrated in thoir
pi ospects and their views and their desires, that they are
opposing this Bill. Mr. Speaker, let us for a moment examine
the qualification itself. Is it too high or too low a qualifica-
tion ? There may be differences of opinion on this subject
those differences of opinion must not doter as from our
work. Some would prefer universal suffrage ; others
would prefer a restriction of the franchise and to determine
it in a less liberal manner than it is proposed to do
by this Bill. We, having the Dominion to leogislate for,
having to say who are the electors to elect us to thii
Parliament, we are obliged to do, as in justice we should
do, to try to find a medium measure, one which is not
repugnant to the Provinces, but which at the same time will
have in its character the uniformity necessary for the good
working of the institutions that we are enjoying. Mr.
Speaker, there is one principle at the foundation of this Bill.
It recognises the progress of the age; it recognises that
tendency to have the people participate as much as pos-
sible in the administration of public affaira. I think that
principle is not an unhealthy one which tends to give to as
many as possible of the people in the country-who have
an interest at stake, an interest in being represented - a
share in the administration of publie affairs, and in that
sense the Bill goes certainly far enough. I do not say that
in every Province the Bill will ho appreciated in the same
manner; we cannot do -that in a country like ours,
in any measure affecting the whole Dominion. When we
frame a tariff we know that it is impossible to frame one
which will be equally acceptable to all parts of the
Dominion. It is one of the faults of our country to be a
very extensive country. It is a great quality for the
future, for the mighty extension which it may take, but
there is no doubt that give rise to some inconvenience
in preparing a Bill providing for the electoral franchise.
Weil, I say that a liberal principle is the basis of this
Bill, and this principle is to give a share in the admin-
istration of the affairs of the country to as many people as
possible, who must be and are interested in the welfare and
future of the country. But, at the same time, there ia at the
bottom of it this other grand conservative principle, that
nobody should take part in the administration of public
affairs unless ho bas something at stake in the land, in the
development of the country , unless ho is paying something
towards the public improvements, unless ho is worth some-
thing, unless ho is dependent on something in this country,
unless ho has an interest at stake as a proprietor, a tenant,
an occupant, as the head of a family. I am opposed to uni-
versai suffrage. My personal opinion might not be shared,
perhaps, by even all my friends sitting on this side of the
flouse, but I say sincerely that I am opposed to universal
suffrage. I think there is at the bottom of that principle
an element which is subversive of well organised society.
Though I am disposed to see as many people brought into
the administration of publie affairs as possible, I say at the
same time that, unles they have some interest at stake, it
would be imprudent, it would be dangerous to entrust
them with the electoral franchise. Well, we have
consecrated in this Bill the principle that the elector must
have some interest. Shall I be told by those who, in some
of the Provinces, have been enjoying manhood suffrage up to
the present moment that this measure will be in thoir Pro-
vinue an undeirable novelty, and that probably a sore foel-

ing will exist on account of the proposed changes. Changes
are very often sore things ; habits when contracted for a
long time are pretty difficult to destroy, and the habit of
voting is the habit of enjoying such a privilege that, I can
understand that even the idea of being deprived of it might
sound badly to the ears of those who might consider them-
selves threatened by any legislation on this subject. But
I say let every intelligent, let every orderly, industrions,
sober elector in the whole Dominion, from one end
of it to the other, be satisfied and tranquillised. The provi-
sions of this Bill confer the right of voting on every man in
the land who is a good, sober worker, not one of such is
deprived, at least for any length of time. You cannot pass
a law the execution of which will not cause a little incon-
venience to some person. It is with the laws as it is with
nature. The execution of the great laws of nature require that
in some circumstances some portions or fractions may be
injured, but in the grand march of humanity towards pro-
gress, if some have to be injured, if some have to be touched
in a way that is unpleasant to them, it does not prevent
that grand and glorious march. And in the application of
this Bill we have the same principle. By its provisions
every man who works, who does not sleep at night under
the stars, having heaven for a shelter, but who has a place
to go to as his domicile during the night, bas the right to
vote, and can exorcise that right. The only exception is
that of the man who comes accidentally into the country,
who has no home, who works for a trifle a day, and who is one
of those bands of laborers who are here only for a passing
moment. I do not speak of the good mechanic, the good
laborer, who lives with his family, he bas the benefit of the
franchise by this Bill; but I say that those wandering
laborers may not have the right to vote by this Bill, and I
say that it is welt that they should not have that right. In
this respect we do not change the laws that exist to-day.
My hon. friend says that if the Bill gave a good franchise it
would be based on some principle. We are basing it upon
a principle which, though it might not be the principle
which would be adopted by some, really constitutes a good,
sound basis. I say that the systom, as it exists at present, of
leaving at the mercy of Local Legislatures, possibly antag.
onistic to Fedoral institutions, the right and measure of
franchise for the election of members of this Parliament, is
not a rational and logical system, a common principle; and
it is desirable that this should be changed. My hon. friend, in
discussing this Bill, referred to what ho termed a great ano-
maly. You are, ho said, going to put one power in antagonism
with another, you are going against the wishes of the people
in some parts of this Dominion. Tho present Premier is not a
new band at such work; ho bas been the fatherof aninstitu-
tion which is a great anomaly, I mean the Confederation Act.
The bon. gentleman said it was a great anomaly that the
Government of Canada should appoint judges, should pay
judges, while the tribunals deciding upon the civil rights of the
citizens in the difforent Provinces were created by the different
provincial powers in the Dominion. That is what my hon.
friend calls an anomaly. Then, Sir, we may call one of the
grandest and finest rules of nature an anomaly-the rule of
equilibrium-the disposition.and beneficial action of the forces
wbich are opposed to oue another which, though apparently
fighting one against the other, guarantee stability and
strength. The rule of equilibrium is nothing but the counter-
action of adverse powers resulting in a state of rest and pro-
ducing, when applied to structures and mechanisms solidity
and durability. Well, in the case mentioned by my hcn. friend,
civil rights in each Province are determined by 1he
Provincial Legislatures, and the constitution of the courts to
hear cases involving those rights, is loft, and properly left,
to the decision of tho legislators in each Province; and the
general Government of Canada, by a wise provision of the
law, appoints an officer independent of the Government
naming him, because he is appointed for life, and can be
impeached only by a vote of the two Houses of Parliament;
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and this officer, acting in a court constituted by the Local
Government, brings about that kind of equilibrium which is
healthy and rational. -My hon. friend asked, what is the reason
this Bill, which was introduced six times, is now introduced
for the seventh time, and why was it not adopted before ? I
need not discuss the reasons which bave prevented this
measure passing until the present moment, as we might be
brought into a discussion of points and questions which at
present it is useless to discuss. For a time the double
mandate may have been an obstacle in the way. But
I say that the electoral franchise provided by the
Confederation Act of 1867 was not intended to be an
ultimate and final franchise that was to exist forever in
this Dominion. If we read that Constitution, we shall find
that it states that until it is otherwise provided by the
Dominion of Canada, the different franchises exercised in
the various Provinces shall be the measure by
which to determine the right for voters for members
of the Dominion Parliament. By the Constitution
itself it was declared that what existed then was
only to be temporary and that when Parliament
should decide to provide otherwise the electoral franchise
should be, and it is well that it should be, the one that Par-
liament ehould decide. This is the Constitution which lias
been adopted both by my hon. friends opposite and our-
selves. The Government now present this measure. Is it
too late ? I say Do. Is it too soon ? I say no. It is not
too late because we have still one Session after the next
to complete the duration of this Parliament. We must
provide for the future. We must not make a law which
would bave to be applied to-morrow, becauso thon the Gov-
ernment would be exposed to the reproach of undue haste;
we must not follow the example which bas been given by
some Provincial Legislatures of the Dominion. We prepare
a law, and we give time for the law to be well under-
stood by the people before the time comes when it will
have to be put into execution. It is not too soon, because,
as I have said, we have hardly two years yet before we
come to the general elections, and we bring down the law
this Session because other Legislatures are also approaching
the end of their parliamentary term as Provincial Legisla-
tures and they might be tempted to introduce changes in
their electoral franchises which might not be desirable for
the Dominion. We bring down this measure now, because
there is time enough to consider it, moreover it is already
known to the country. We were asked .yesterday a,
dozen times, and have been again asked to.day, whether
the people were prepared for this law. I say they are pre-
pared for it. I say tbe public is well aware of ail the pro.
visions of this Bill. What was the answer given by the
hon. member for South Huron (Mr. Cameron) when he
presented last Session a Bill which we passed this Session,
and when ho was asked : Are the people petitioning
for your law ? Are they prepared for it ? He answered :
The moment the law is well known, the moment its prin-
ciples are well before the public, it is always time to
introduce it; we are not to wait for petitions, because the
petitions for the law are supposed to have come before
Parliament, because the people are supposed to have
spoken, when their representatives have discussed a mea-
sure; and it is not because a measure bas not been passed
that one would have the right to say, this measure has been
rejected by the people; on the contrary, it is to be under-
stood that when a law has been fully discussed, fully put
before the people, it is always the right time to introduce
it, and the Government cannot be accused of too much
haste in presenting that law when the Government
deem that it is in the general interest of the community. I
think that I have gone over the different provisions of the
law. I may say that when I was examining whether the
franchise, as it is in the Bill, was objectionable, there was
one particular, into the disoussion of which I will not now

Mr, CaUPLm&V.

enter. I refer to the question of the electoral franchise
given to women. That is a matter to be discussed and it
can be discussed here, but I shall not discuss it at present.
I would, perhaps, be called too inquisitive were I to ask my
hon. friends on the other side whether they have not the same
opinion as the Government has in the matter, and perhaps
in the true spirit of liberalism they would be in favor, not
only of giving universal suffrage to mon, but of giving it
also to womnen. I shall not discuss that question. I know
that in different Provinces it is not accepted in the same
spii t. I know that in the Province of Quebec, a thoroughly
Conservative Province, in spite of the number of my hon.
friends on the other side who are elected in that Province,
public opinion generally is, perhaps, not altogether in lavor
of giving the electoral franchise for the election of members
of Parliament to women. In some cities, in perhaps the
oldest Conservative city, the city of Quebec, I understand
that women who are the owners of real property have the
right to vote in municipal matters. Not only have
they the right to vote, but with that gallantry
which distinguishes Quebecers, the ladies are not
obliged to go to the polls; they have the right to
select their mayor, which my hon. friend from Megantic
(Mr. Langelier) has the pleasure and honor to be, without
leaving their residences. I do not know what reason my
hon. friends opposite from the Province of Quebec may have
against women suffrage. I understood one not far from
me here to say that lie would object to woman suffrage.
Ie says there was great objection to it; ho thought
political canvasses would last too long, and that really
the electors who, after all, are toiling and paying,
would be neglected; that it would be a hardship to the
candidates; that politics might be too often set aside, and
instead of having mon elected who are well versed in the
different laws of the Provinces and in the science of adminis-
tration, we might have men who might be exceedingly well
gifted, agreeable and pleasant, but who would not represent
that stern and unadorned portion of humanity that bas, after
all, to perform the hardest task of political duty. Who
knows but many, otherwise well qualified candidates, would
meet more inducements to remain at home than to
be exiled at Ottawa. On that question members of
the House will express their opinion. The Govern-
ment, in bringing down this measure, do not say that they
are averse to discussion; the leader of the Government,
in presenting this measure, has not dictated to his friends not
to say a word about it. This measure will come before
the Cimmittee of the Whole; it will be discussed, point
after point, clause after clause, in that same spirit of love of
details that my hon. friends have shown in the discussion,
for instance, of the Civil Service Act, and of the Bill relating
to contagious diseases of sheep and cattle. Certainly the
ingenuity of gentlemen opposite will be exercised in that
discus!ion in finding eut good amendments, not general
amendments, which might be good, politically, from their
point of view, but really good, practical amendments; and
I am quite sure the Government will be ready to accept
any such amendments as have, in some other instances,
been proposed and adopted. One hon. gentleman said
yesterday, you can judge the measures of the Govern-
ment by the number of amendments forced upon them.
True, the Government are not so unconciliatory as some
people pretend they are; it is true the Government are open
to conviction, and I am quite sure that if we think those
amendments are in the public interest, we will be ready to
accept themr. I have already probably taken up the attention
of the House too long. My hon. friends will not say that we
are obstructing the Session. We are trying to do our duty,
the best we can, the quickest we can. We have not folt so
very much embarrassed or so very much offended at the
length of time my hon. friends have taken on seome mea.
sures, and we are ready to do the same thing now. I repeat
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that it is an injustice and an insult to this Parliament to froma the Throne was delivered, in the year 1867, it *as
try to make us believe and to make the people of the coun- announced, under a Government of which the Premier
try believe that we have not the time and the desire was the present First Minister, that such a measure would
to discuss the different clauses and consider the different b. brought forward; and I need go no further than to say
amendnients which might be suggested on this measure. that, in the year 1867, it was announced as the policy of
It is not necessary that two hundred members should speak the Government, that the Government has been in power
upon the question. Eight or ton hours of a serions debate ever since that time, with the interval of five years only,
would, I am sure, b. sufficient to elucidate the pointa raised and that we are, to-day, engaged in the discussion of the
by the measure. I do not see why, in this case, after a fair question whether such a measure is fit or not, to prove that
discussion of this Bill, we might not give to our country a the view of the hon. the Secretary of State as to the sim-
good Electoral Franchise Bill, satisfying the good people of plicity and easiness of such a measure as this must be
this country, satisfying those who have that good sentiment, wrong, unless we are to imply that the Government which
that though one miglht be a little hurt in his sensitiveness, announced that, as part of its policy, in the firet Speech
it is botter to yield a little of our pretensions, a little of our from the Throne delivered to a Canadian Parliament, was
own personal interests to try to arrive at a good medium not honest and sincere in the enunciation of that policy.
measure satisfactory to al], and i am sure that this measure If it was honest and sincere in the view that a uniform
will be found to be so, and to be for the general good of this franchise ought to be established, and established by this
country. Parliament, for the return of members of this ouse of

Commons, and if the measure is one of easiness and sim-
Mr. BLAKE. Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentleman who has plioity, why has it not been done ? I say, as I have said,

just addressed us informed us that the measure which is sub- that the Speech from the Throne of the first Session proves
mitted for our consideration is by no means a complicated it; but I shall go a little further. That Speech declares
measure. He apologised quite unnecessarily for the length thus :
of his speech, he told us that discussion was invited, and he "You will also be asked to consider measures"--
declared to us, after having to some extent enlarged upon the
liberal view of the Government as to the propriety of discus- Among others-
sion, that a whole day might even b. exhausted, that eight "For the establishment of uniform laws relating to elections and the
or ten hours.might be given to us to debate this measure, in trial of controverted elections.
the course of which time h. said the views which were So that we were promised, in the year 1867, by the right
necessary might b. interchanged and the measure properly hon. gentleman, the measure which we are now engaged in
adjnsted. Now, I join issue with the hon. gentleman as to debating. But why did we not go on with it during that
this not being a complicated measure. I say it is, and I do Session? Why did we not attend to that business during
not complain altogether that it is, because, in part, of neces- that Session? Was it because it was a short and easy and
sity it is a complicated measure. A measure for the estab- simple business ? Let me give you the right hon. gentle-
lishment of tbe character of the franchise in a country like man's own statement of the reason; let me give you his views
ours, and for the establishment of a mode of ascertaining of what, at that time, were the conditions for proper and
who, under the law, are entitled to vote, is of necessity a com- effectual discussion of a measure of this description. In
plicated measure, is of necessity a difficult measure, unless March he said in the House-I quote from the report :
some general principle is to be adopted, which no one on "That it was not the intention of the Government during that Session
either side of the House has proposed, and which, neither to submit any measures respecting the qualification of electors or
in the United Kingdom nor here, las as yet been adopted, elocted."
except in some of those Provinces which the lon. Why?
gentleman has somewhat contemptuously, more than once "The Reform Bill, when brought forward, would be found so com-
this afternoon, alluded to as the smaller Provinces. I plete and comprehensive as properly to occupy the attention of an
say, therefore, that I do not altogether attribute the entirô Session.'
complexity of the measure to the fault of those who Is this measure complete ? Is this measure comprehen-
framed it. In part, I believe it to be of unnecessary com- sive ? If it be incomplete, fragmentary, rudimentary, if it
plexity, but, in part also, I admit that any measure for the deals only in a perfunctory manner with the question,
ascertainment of the franchise, based upon the general then of course the words I read may h said not to apply;
views which have regulated such measures in the United but that excuse would carry in itself the condemnation of
Kingdom and in the bulk of the Provinces of Canada, is, in the present measure, the ripe fruit of eighteen years of con-
its nature, complicated and difficult. I shall go further to templation by the hon. gentleman of this political duty
establish the correctness of this view of mine, as to the which he is to discharge. I will not say that it is incom-
necessary complication and the necessary difficulty of a plete, I will not say that it is not comprehensive. The
measure of this description, than merely setting my opinion right hon. gentleman declares that it is complete, that
against that of tue hon. the Secretary of State, for I know it is comprehensive, and that it is the full and effectual
very well that, by about two to one, if our opinions are set fruit of allthe wisdom, of all the meditation, of all the con-
one against the other, in the vote, if not in the sideration that h. has been able to give this question which
heart, his opinion will prevail. I shall therefore adduce ho pledged himself to Parliament to settle eighteen years
testiuionies as to the complexity and difficulty of a ago, and in the settling of which h.eis now engaged. Well,
measure of this description, and as to the time which Sir, if it b. complete and comprehensive, have the
such a measure ought to cccupy before it is disposed circumstances so changed as to render that a light duty to
of, testimonies of a character which will b.eof greater b. discharged in the eight or ten hours whieh the Secretary
weight with hon. gentlemen opposite than anything of State was gracious and liberal enough to accord to us?
that I miht hope to say. As has been more than once I say, Sir, ha it now become a light and easy duty to settle
remarked, we have not before us now, to-day, for the firet this question which, eighteen years ago, would have
time, a Government measure for the establishment of a required a whole Session to settle in a satisfactory manner ?
uniform franchise for Canada. The proposition that such a What have the changes been ? Why, these have been the
measure should be enacted was laid before us on the first changes: that we h ave had introduced, since Confeder-
day on which, with a Speaker in the Chair, tue House of ation, the Province of Prince Edward Island, the Province
Commons of Çanada assembled in this chamber. On the of British Columbia, the Province of Manitoba, and have
first day after the election of a Speaker, when the Speech pressing upon our hands, with an urgency which the hon.
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gentlemen opposite do not realise, the necessity of repre-
sentation for the North-West Territories of Canada. I say,
Sir, that you have got four questions on your
hands, one of which you neglect for the moment,
and three of which you acknowledge are to be
dealt with in addition to the questions which you had to
consider in the year 1867, when your Reform Bill was
going to engage the attention of the House for an entire
Session. No man can deny that one of the questions
involved in the statement of a franchise for Canada is the
condition of the people, the state of public opinion, and the
actual results of the existing franchises in each Province of
Canada. At the time the hon. gentleman said that such a
measure would properly occupy the attention of an entire
Session, we had to deal with it uncomplicated by the fact
that there was as there now is a variety of franchise between
Ontario and Quebec. They had had a common franchise,
and we had therefore to consider only one franchise for the
two great Provinces of the Dominion, and separate franchises
for the two important Provinces of Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick. You had to deal, therefore, with three differ-
ent franchises, and these perhaps, not very remote from
one another, although containing divergencies which we
found, when the hon, gentleman did bring down his Bill,
were important obstacles to its success. But even these are
in a different position to-day, because the franchises of
Ontario and Quebec have diverged ; and to-day you have to
deal, so far as the old Provinces are concerned, with four
franchises instead of three, with four conditions of public
opinion, with four conditions of public life, instead of
three; and in addition to that, you have to deal with
the condition of the other Provinces. It is quite truc that
they are only small Provinces, as the Secretary of State
observed-hardly worth while talking about, probably,
hardly worth while considering as to their feelings. They are
little Provinces. and they should not obtrude themselves
very much into this discussion. Of course not. But still, let
us give them a little space. Because we are so strong, because
we are so powerful, let us be a little generous, if justice,
even, does not require it-and consider a little the smaller
Provinces. We have to consider them; we must consider
them; and the consideration of them, even of that other one
which it was at that time hoped to introduce into the Union,
the colony ofNewfoundiand, was shown, many years ago, to
be a very important obstacle to the hon. gentleman's pro-
posal. I say, then, that instead of the difficulties and com-
plexities which necessarily attend the attempt to frame a
franchise for the Dominion of Canada, based upon those con-
siderations on which this franchise is based, having
diminished by time, they have increased by time. The area
is larger; the franchises are more numerous and divergent,
and the people have been accustomed for eighteen years,
and at five general and as many or more local elections,
to recognise that they have a common franchise for
both Dominion and local elections. It has become their
use and wont, their common experience; and these certainly
are considerations which do not diminish,but largely increase
the complexity and the difficulty of creating and forging in
this Parliament a complote and comprehensive measure for
a common franchise. I repeat, thon, that if, in the year
1867, the Bill was not even brought forward, because a com-
plote and comprehensive Reform Bill would properly occupy
the attention of an entire Session, these words apply withg
infinitely added force to the consideration of such a measurei
at this time and under these circumstances. low do these1
words., then, comport with the eight or ton hours which, we
are told, we shah be allowed in discussing it ? Now, Sir,
in the year 1869 we were informed by the Speech from
the Throne that:

" Bills will be presented to you far the establishment of unform and
amended laws respecting parliamentary electionr."

Mr. .BL AKE.

And the promise of the previons Session, and the promise of
that Session, were fulfilled by the presentation of a Bill
during that Session. That Bill was presented on the 18th
May, 1869, and the order for the second reading was dis-
charged on the 19th June, 1869. At that time the hon.
gentleman adopted a different mode for the preparation and
revision of the lists from that which he has now adopted,
and he made a statement of the principles of the franchise
Bill which contrast somewhat with the principles which
have been announced to-day. But I shall not at this
moment trouble the House with those references. I wish
to continue the historical narrative of the adventures of the
Conservative Govern ment of Canada in search of a franchise
Bill. In the year 1870 the Speech from the Throne was
more comprehensive :

" The laws in force on the subject of the elective franchise and the
regulation of parliamentary elections in the several Provinces of the
Dominion vary very much in their operations, and it is important tbat
a uniform provision should be made, settling the franchise and regulating
elections to the Bouse of commons, and meeaures upon these subjecta
will be submitted te your consideration."

Now, Sir, growing bold by time, and having decided to set
their hands to the work, a statement of the importance and
urgency of the measure was introduced into the Speech.
We were told that uniformity was the difficulty; that this
want of uniformity was a blemish. It offended hon. gentle-
men opposite. They did not like it. It is not the assertion
of our power, of our prestige, it is not the badge of our
humiliation, while we are elected to this House by a suffrage
which is prescribed by the Local Legislatures for the elec-
tion of members to their own Assemblies that is noted, but
the need of a uniform franchise. That is the ground
taken. I mark, and I ask the House to mark, the ground
that is taken. The ground that is taken is the variation,
the differences, that exist in the laws in force in the varions
Provinces. The laws vary much in their operation. What
follows ?

"It is important that a uniform provision should be made, settling
the franchise and regulating elections."

It is as apostles of the great doctrine of uniformity, it is as
exponents of the necessity of a uniform provision, that the
right hon. gentleman induced his colleagues to come forward
when they, for the third time, in the Speech from the
Throne, announced such a measure. The House met on
15th February, and the hon. gentleman then felt, contrary
to the view of to-day, that he ought, if he was going
to curry his Bill, to introduce it early. When did he pre.
sent it ? He presented it on the 24th February, nine days
after the House had convened. Thus he did, so far as time
was concerned, offer the House the Session. But, of course,
there was other legislative work to be done. He moved
the second reading on 10th March. The debate was then
adjourned. It was resumed on 18th March, and it was thon
adjourned. It was resumed again on 24th March, upon
which occasion the Bill was read the second time and
ordered to be committed. It was committed on 29th March,
and progress was reported. It was considered in commit-
tee twice subsequently, and as the hon. member for Quebec
East (Mr. Laurier) bas pointed out, upon the assertion in
the committee of the counter proposition by Sir A. A.
Dorion, that the provincial franchises should be used, dis-
cussion in committee closed on 3rd May, and the hon. gentle-
man moved the discharge of the Order. Did the hon. gentle-
man thon, when ho brought forward the Bill, obviously
with the intention Of passing it through the Fouse,
adopt the pleasant and graceful mode of deciding
upon what is adequate discussion and limiting that
discussion, as is proposed by the Secretary of State?
No. What the hon. gentleman said on the 10th of March,
when he moved the second reading of the 3ill, was this;
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"He would have this Bill placed on the paper every Government day

and coasidered in eztao whenever opportnnity offered. This wou
probably lait tiI near the endi of the Session!'
And he went on to explain that the discussion would
continue till very near to the end of the Session;
as, no doubt, the Senate would not interfere with the Bill,
it boing a Bill respecting elections for the House of Com-
mons. When he made that pro8ition to the House, to
read the Bill the second time on the 10th March, the hon.
gentleman thought that the Committee of the Whole would
continue until nearly the end of the Session before the
Bill would be thoroughly, exhaustively and satisfactorily
discussed. How far that accords with one whole day, how
far that accords with eight or ton hours for a discussion of
a Franchise Bill, I leave the House to *udge. Well, as I
have said, the hon. gentleman failed of his effort. I pass
on to enquire how it happened that, if this measure be not,
in its character and in its provisions, complicated, difficult
and extensive, that for three successive Sessions it should
be promoted-not brought in the first time, because it
would take the whole Session to deal with it; brought in the
second time and the order discharged; brought in the third,
early; debated in the Ilouse and in the committee for seven
full daya) and thon dropped from the Order paper and the
order dsharged. These are not the signs of an easy Bill;
these are not the signs of a simple Bill; these are not the
signs of a popular Bill; these are not the sign, of a Bill which
public opinion was demanding. These are the signs of one
mind and one will animating the Government and ushing
on, as far as he could and as fast as ho could, as far as e dare,
in the direction which he was determined to go, and post-
poning it at one time without action being taken on it at all,
postponing it the second time after ho had introduced the
Bill, postponing it the third time after ho had challenged
debate upon it, because ho found his measure did not receive
that support from his own followers which was necessary in
order to its being carried. Those are the signs which mark
the progress of the adventures of the hon. gentleman in
search of a Franchise Bill for the frst three years of his reigu.
In 1871 the Speech from the Throne announced to us among
other measures, that a Bill would be presented relating to par-
liamentary elections. But the only Bill that was presented
was a Bill to make temporary provision for the election of
members, and this easy, simple, popular and pressing subject
was not even mentioned on that occasion. Thon, in 1872, there
was an announcement in the Speech from the Throne that
the decennial census had taken place and that the duty of
readjusting the representation in Parliament for the four
Provinces would devolve upon Parliament, and a measure
for that purpose would be submitted. So that while the
subject of the representation of the people in Parliament
was to attract attention on that occasion, too, the hon. gentle-
man had abandoned for the time, it appeared, the idea of
pressing upon Parliament and upon the country a uniform
franchise. He succeeded in obtaining a majority in the
elections of 1872; and having succeeded, he renewed his
efforts in this direction in 1873. The Speech from the
Throne in that year makes this doclaration:

"Ilt is important that provisionshould be made for the consolidation
and amendment of the laws now in force in the several Provinces, relat-
ing to the representation of the people in Parliament. A measure for
this purpose, and one for the trial of controverted elections, will be sub-
mitted for your consideration."
The House met upon the 6th March. The Bill respecting
the olection of members was introduced on the 21st March,
very shortly after the commencement of the Session, though
not quite so rapidly as upon the occasion in 1870. The
order for the second reading was discharged on 20th May.
A temporaryelection Bill was introduced on the l5th May,
and read the second and third time on 20th May. Hon,
inembers will see the progress made during that Session in
the discharge of this easy, simple and popular duty. Thon
there came, as some of us stillremomber, a second Session in

1873. We had, in that year, two Sessions of Parliament. We
met here. in the fall of the year, and though some of us had
su posed that we met for the simple purpose of passing
j dgment upon an arraigned Administration, and deciding
whether they should retain the confidence of the flouse
and the country, yet their view was that there wore general
legislative duties to be performed; and/pressed as the hon.
gentleman was by many and urgent considerations of another
character, that sense of duty, that earnest persistence in the
discharge of what is right, that constant attention to the
interests of the public which he has displayed through his
career, induced him, even under those pressing circum-
stances, when his thoughts might be-when it is no undue
reflection to assume they were-largely engaged lu
another quarter to act; he felt even then that still this
question, so dear to his heart, must not be forgotten, and the
Speech from the Throne, even in the fall Session of 1873,
contained the old announcement, that a Bill for the con-
solidation and amendment of the laws in force in the
several Provinces, relating to the represontation of the
people in Parliament, was to be again submitted. The
Speech from the Throne added :

"By the postponement ofthis measure from last Session, you will
have the adrantage ofenoluding in its provisions the Province of Prince
Edward Islande, now happily united to Canada."
Well, we did not happen to have that opportunity. Circum-
stances over which the hon. gentleman had no control
prevented him from redeeming the pledge which ho had
advised His Excellency to put in the Speech from the
Throne on that occasion, and instead of such answer as he
had hoped would be given by the flouse tf that Speech, an
answer was proposed by my hon. friend fromE ast York
(Mr. Mackenzie), which, after several days of debate, the
hon. gentleman found ho could not resist, but which he did
not want to see pass, and consequently ho retired from office,
and I do not blame him for not having brought down a
Represontation Bill i the second Session of 1873. The hon.
gentleman, being relieved for a time by an ungrateful
country and an ungrateful House of Commons from the
cares of State, was no longer charged in heart, in conscience
and lu brain, with the great responsibility of making
uniform election laws for Canada; and my hon. friend who
succeeded him, and who took a different view of his duty
to the country, lu reference to the policy of Administrations
on the occasion of a general election, propounded his policy
on that subject. My hon. friend did what the hon. gentle-
man does not do-he issued an address to his electors,
and ho declared his opinion to be-in that address, I
think, but certainly u his public speeches, as the
leader of his party-in favor of t e provincial franchises as
the rule for elections to this House, and having so declared
-not as to all the details of the measure, which of course
could not and ought not to be, because they would be ineffec.
tually submitted to the people-but generally as to the prin.
ciples on which in that and other particulars lu which h.
invited the discussion of the peopleeho proposed to conduct
public affairs, my hon. friend was returned to power in
January, 1874; and true to his pledge he introduced his Bill
and asked the Parliament of Canada to consecrate the prin-
ciple for which he had been contending, namely, that the
franchises which the Provincial Legislatures adopted for
the Legislative Assemblies should be the franchises for
the election of members to this louse. But in the
course of the preliminary discussion on the debate on
the Address, my hon. friend was subjected to some
very severe criticism by the right hon. gentleman
for his improper conduct. He was told that ho had been
guilty of an act contrary to the principles of the British
constitution, that h. had been guilty of an act which assimi-
lated this country more tothe rule which sometimes prevailed
in France,under its Republican institutions, ofa plebiscite-to
Çosarism, and so on, because my hon. friend thought fit to
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tell the people of Canada, when ho was appealing to
thom for thoir suffrages, the general principles on whic he
proposed to conduct public affairs; because my bon. friend
had thought fit to say those and such are the measure which
I intend, if yon give me power, to ask the Legislature to
adopt-because my hon. friend had frankly stated what things
he would do if ho were given power, and asked the people to
exercise an intelligent judgment upon them, the hon. gentle-
man rebuked bim most severely and said that, although my
hon. friend had a precedent, although ho had the precedent of
Mr. Gladstone, who, on a late occasion, had taken the people
into his confidence,yet the weekly newspapers had condemned
Mr. Gladstone, and had found out that ho was guilty of an
act in England, as my hon. friend was guilty of an act in
Canada, subversive of the principles of the British constitu-
tion. The people should have been left in the dark, their
return should have been a question of confidence, and my
hon. friend should have been quite free to decide what
measures to bring down, unfettered and untramelled by the
judgment of the people beforehand, as to the principles on
which he should rule if they allowed him to rule. The
statement my hon. friend made had several advantages;
it had the advantage that the people returned that
House with the knowledge that a Bill, based on
the lines of a recognition of the provincial fran-
chises, would be the result, and it was after that
plain statement of policy that my hon. friend received
the endorsement which gave him power to put the exist-
ing law on the Statute Book. Thon, Sir, that Bill was very
fully discussed, and it passed a second reading without a
division. But in the course of a discussion in committee
the right hon. gentleman felt so strongly on the importance
of keeping free from all influences those who would have
the revision of the voters' lists that, when an hon. member
of the House said ho did not see any reason why the county
judges should not have a vote, the present First Minister
pointed out, as a reason against their having the right to vote
that they revised the voters' lists. Oh!1 ho said, the county
court judges revise the voters' lists, and that is the reason
why they should not have the right to vote. Such were
the pure, not to say the purist principles-I do not object
to them, I think they were right-such were the princi-
ples upon which the hon. gentleman was disposed to deal at
that time.

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

After Recess.

CONSIDERED IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No, 74) respecting the Manitoba and North-Western
Railway Company of Canada.-(Mr. Royal.)

Bill (No. 79) to incorporate the Rush Lake and Sas-
katchewan Railway and Navigation Company.-(Mr.
Tupper.)

Bill (No. 91) to incorporate the Winnipeg and Princ e
Albert Railway Company.-(Mr. Cameron, Victoria.)

THE FRANCHISE BILL.

Mr. BLAKE. I had pointed out, Mr. Speaker, before
you left the Chair, that a settlement of this question was
made in 1874, under the Administration of my hon. friend
from East York (Mr. Mackenzie), and that during the eon-
tinuance of that Parliament, during all its five Sessions, no
proposal was made by hon. gentlemen opposite, thon in
Opposition, in contravention of that settlement or for the
application of the principles which, in opposition to that
settlement, they deemed to be right; that they made no
proposal to challenge the attention of the House and the
country upon the question, whether it was fitting that their

Mr, BLAKIZ.

views should prevail at the election which was getting nearer
every Session. They went to the country, and the hon
gentleman whispered, so far as I have heard, no word of
dissatisfaction with the arrangement of the franchise;
Certainly, it cannot have been said to have been an issue
before the electors in the year 1878. The hon. gentleman
thon triumphed at the polls; he resumed office; he held it
for a period, not the full term, but the period for which ho
thought fit to allow that Parliament to exist, from 1878 to
1882; ho appeared to have abandoned his proposals ; ho did
not bring them to the consideration of the Legislature; ho
did not even adorn a Speech from the Throne, as far as
I know, in any of these four Sessions, with any such
proposal. Ho dissolved the Legislature; in appealing to
the country ho did not express any dissatisfaction
with the condition under which the people were called on
to exercise the franchise. Ho could not do so, because for
four years ho had controlled the administration of affaire
with a very large majority in Parliament, and during those
four years he had been oblivious of his former views on this
subject; lie had made no attempt even to press the question
upon the consideration of the Logislature. Ho went to the
country upon other issues, not averring that ho was about
to introduce this change, not averring that there was any
cause for dissatisfaction, not indicating this as a question
to be at all considered by the electors. Ho succeeded, and
the first proof of his success was the re-introduction of this
proposal in the Speech from the Throne in 1883; so that
for two Parliaments the question had been settled; it had
been settled in the first Session of the earlier Parliament by
my hon. friend (Mr. Mackenzie) and had never been
challenged since that time, although for a whole Parliament
the hon. gentleman opposite (Sir John A. Macdonald) had
the means, if he chose, had the power, if ho willed, to have
redressed this anomaly which grieves his soul so much ; to
have put upon a sound footing the principles of the franchise
for this House, which, ho says, have been false all this time;
to have made accordant with the spirit of our constitution
a practice which, ho says, has been discordant all this time.
In 1883 ho brought the question under our consideration.
Ho announced thon:

'It is important that the laws relating to the representation of the
people in Parliament should be amended, and the electoral franchises in
the existing Provinces assimilated. And measures fer this purpose will
be submitted for your consideration."
The House met on the 8th February; the Bill was read the
first time the 13th April, and the order was discharged the
13th May, the Bill never having gone to a second reading;
but upon the presentation of the Bill the hon. gentleman
said:

"The principle is not the principle which we have heard stated
to-day, which was that this Parliament should control the franchise,
but that the franchise shall be uniform throughout the Dominion, so
that the same classes shall have the franchise in the different Provinces.
So far as Ontario and Quebec are concerned, the Bill will operate, on
the whole, as an enlargement of the franchise. It will affect other
Provinces variously, according to the principles on which their various
present franchises are framed.

So that once again you find the principle of uniformity
consecrated as the essential principle of the Dominion fran-
chise. He also made an observation or two in reference to
other clauses of the Bill at that time, to which I shall not
now refer. In 1884 the Speech from the Throne again
contained the statement:

" The Bil1aid before you last Bession, for the representation of the
people in Parliament and the assimilation of the electoral franchises
eyistinin the several Provinces, has now been before the country for a
y.,,he measure has been introdueed and I commend it to your atten-
tion."

The House met the 17th January, the hon. gentleman pre-
sented the Bill the 23rd January, a week after the House
had met. But that diligence was not followed by equal
diligence in pressing the Bill, for the order was discharged
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the 16th April, there having been no attempt to press the
Bill to a second reading at all. Now, having framed bis
Bill in the first Session of this present Parliament, having
introduced it at a comparatively advanced period of that
Session, having brought it forward in the second Session of
Parliament, having introduced it within a week from the
opening of that Session, I should like to know what excuse
there is, when this third Session we are met in the Speech
from the Throne with the announcement that this measure
will be brought forward, for the late period in which it is
brought forward. If ho intended to pross it for settlement,
after the statement to which I referred asto the length oftime
it would take for properIconsideration, if he was able, at the
opening of last Session, to bring down this measure, how is
it that so many weeks have elapsed before he brought it
forward, this Session ? And yet he declares ho intended to
bring it forward, with a view of bringing it to a final con-
clusion. After all that has occurred on this subject during
the past eighteen years, particularly after the early presen-
tation of the Bill last Session, we had a right to oonclude,
when the hon. gentleman brought it forward -so late this
Session, that his intention was simply so far to fulfil this
promise made in the Speech from the Throne that he would
bring down such a measure, but that ho had no intention to
prees it to a conclusion. And the reason given for pressing
it to a conclusion to-day, the reason given for its being an
opportune time for establishing this change, is that there are
alterations in the franchise lately made in more than onei
Local Legislature. Now, I have pointed out that there wasi
no announcement by the hon. gentleman of bis declina-i
ture to accede, to assent to the settlement of my hon.i
friend from East York (Mr. Mackenzie) as to the
terms of settlement of the principle on which our franchise1
should be framed. There was no request on bisi
part for the confidence of the people, either at the electioni
of 1878 or the election of 1882, on the score that ho wouldi
effect a reform of this description. There was no challenge1
of the existing system and of the verdict of 1874 upon that1
system, or of the legislation based upon that verdict. I
think there should have been such a challenge; I think1
there should have been such an opportunity for discussioni
before the electorate of this country, if the hon. gentleman1
intended to propose such a measure. From his own point1
of view, it is a most important measure, it is a vitali
measure; it involves a fundamental difference of principle(
compared with the law of the land; and I say that when ai
question, with reference to the representation of the people(
in Parliament, proposing vital and fundamental changes of1
principle, is brought forward, it ought to be brought forward1
after the people have had an opportunity of deciding, at ai
general election, by the representatives they are to return,(
what thall be the general policy which shall regulate thei
legislation upon that subject. What has happened in Eng-t
land, with reference to the Reform Bills ? We know thet
Reform Bills there have been adopted after long discussion;r
that for Session after Session those who have been in thei
minority, and sometimes even Governments who, on otherr
questions, have had a majority, have made proposals, but that1
the measure has ripened by that good and wholesome pro-
cess of discussion out of doors and of election after electiont
held upon it, until the results are obtained. That is the greatd
advantage of that principle, the general principle which bas a
distinguished English legislation, the principle of progress-a
ive advance, the principle of stability, the principle that, as f
a rule, a settlement of a great question of this kind is irre- i
vocable. Why is it irrevocable as a rule ? Not because thei
people cannot change it, but because it ls not made the law f
unlessand until, by discussion and popular elections upond
it, it is certain that the people have settled down to the
adoption of that rule, not in some hasty fashion, but after n
mature thought and reflection, and after careful argumentm
and discussion; and I maintain that the view to which Iy

have referred and which I know is very much opposed by the
right hon. gentleman, which I have already pointed out ho
reprehended in the case of my hon. friend from Bst York
(Mr. Mackenzie), when ho said ho acted not in accordance
with the spirit of the British constitution, because ho told
the people the general principles upon which ho
asked their confidence, is the true Democratic view,
the view on which, consistently with the principles of
represontative government, on which consistently with
the principles of representative government, as opposed
to the pubiscite, you yet may give an ever-increasing mea-
sure of interest in, and control over, the legislation of the
country to the great body of the electors. You give it to
them when you recognise the view that they are to be con-
sulted upon the general principles of legislation-not by a
mere yea .and nay vote, but by their fairly understand-
ing what the large and fundamental questions are to be,
as far as they can be anticipated, with which the Par-
liament they are electing is to deal, and what the general
principles held by the competitors for their confidence are
upon those large and fundamental questions. I do not
deny that there will arise, that there may arise, in the cur-
rency of any Parliament, very grave questions, unantici-
pated in the election. I do not seek to shackle the authority
of Parliament to deal with those emergent questions which
may arise. But this is not an emergent question of that kind.
For this, no such excuse exista. This is a question which we
supposed to be settled, which we supposed was laid to sleep
after the legislation of my hon. friend in 1874, and on which,
if the decision of Parliament and the people was to have been
challenged, it ought to have been challenged by the hon.
gentleman before ho went to the polls, on which he oughit o
have asked for the return of a Parliament of opinions
contrary to those held by that which was elected when
the people previously pronounced upon it. Under these
circumstances, I maintain that we are entitled to say
that there has not been that popular discussion as to
the reversal of the views held in 1874 and since, that
there has not been that opportunity for consideration
by the people which, at this age and under our Demo-
cratic system of government, there ought to have been.
I do not intend to say a word more than that which
I have said generally, by my reference to former utterances,
as to the period of the Session at which the Bill is intro-
duced, and as to the possibility of dealing with the Bill as
it ought to be dealt with, consistently with the discharge
of our other business. The House has decided, by a very
lare majority, that it can fully discuss and deal with this
Bill, and also with all the other pressing legislation which
is upon the Order paper and which, though not upon the
Order paper, is expected to come upon the Order paper
after a little while. The Hlouse has so decided, and we are
therefore to proceed to that discussion; but I do maintain
that the observations of the hon. gentleman which I have
read, his course of conduct in the past, and his professions
in the past, sufficiently indicate that this Bil ought to
receive a very considerable amount of discussion.
If that is to be to the detriment of the discussion which
is to take place on other measures, the hon, gen-
tleman will obtain that advantage from this proce-
dure which ho has often in the past obtained from a
similar procedure, in regard to other important measures,
and which was reprehended by his independent supporter
from Northumberland, li.B. (Mr. Mitchell), the other even-
ing-the procedure of procrastinating the submission of his
measures to the House, in the hope that the late period of
their introduction might induce us, a busy people, a people
dependent upon our own exertions for our maintenance, to
curtail the de bates, in order that we may be able to enter
upon the discharge of our private duties. I trust that such
will not be the case now. I have said that, for eighteen
years, we have gone on under the provincialfranchises, and
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why should we not continue to go on under the provincial bers, that are to be represented here; it is the people of
franchises ? We are a practical people, and our politics, in the Province, I say, who should tell you in what shape your
this particular as in others, must be practical. Yon know representation is to take place. iNow, I do not argue that the
that your franchise is not an artistie franchise, that no constitution says this in imperative terms. If I could say
franchise that is proposed will fully satisfy the demands of so the question would be at an end. We would not have
logic and of reason. You say it is the best that can be done; the power to do this thing. Of course, it is admitted that
it may not please all the Provinces; we hope it will please we have the power to do this thing; but we have many powers
most of the Provinces, or the larger Provinces, or the which we are bound to exercise, if the the federal constitu-
najority of the House. That is all that we can expect, tion is to be preserved, with due regard to the spirit and

But I ask where are the practical inconveniences the principle of federalism. You have got the power of
which have resulted from the operation of the disallowance; you can disallow every Act of a Provincial
existing system ? What difficulty have we found? Legislature. Will you exercise it? No. Why will you
Do hon. gentlemen opposite say that the elections not exercise it ? Because you kno.w it would be destructive
under the provincial franchises have not truly exhibited of the federal principle altogether You know that some
the popular mind? We know there are defects in ail our lino ind some measure must be laid down, and some con-
electoral systems, defects which have affected the compo. ditions framed as to the extent of it. It is a question between
sition of this IHouse, which have prevented its being ,a parties what the extent of it should be, but it is admitted
reflection of the popular will to so great an extent as, by both parties that some line and some limit should be
according to my notion, representative Houses ought to be. laid down, and that these are to be found in the recognition,
But I say these defects are not traceable and cannot be more or less perfect and large, of the federal principle.
traced to the franchise. They are traceable to other causes Some may say we do not choose to recognise the fede-
altogether; and therefore I say that the experience of ral principle so widely as you do, and therofore we will
eighteen years and of live general and a very large number assume a more wide exorcise of the power of disallowance.
of special elections is valuable to us and ought not to be Others will say: We recognise the federal principle
lightly thrown aside; and, if, for these eighteen years, more widely than you do; therefore we insist on a nar-
we have lived without our prestige being dulled or rower exercise of the power of disallowance. But
diminished, without practical inconvenience, without its in either case the test to be applied is : What is
being possible to allege that the operation of the law, the true limit of the federal principle ? So I might
as it has stood for that time, has prevented the popular say of many other things. I maintain that this con-
will from boing reflected here to any extent to which it stitution, in those regards which this Parliament and the
would have been reflected by any change in the franchise, Local Legislatures have powers, is to be worked by both, if
if I say we are able to appeal to these results, we have a very it is to last, with a due regard to its spirit, which is the
strong argument for not disturbing the existing state of federal spirit. And therefore I say that it is not incumbent
things. You may say it is rather a Conservative argument; upon us to "excrcise all our powers, that when we are
but, although I am and avow myself a Reformer, and a entitled to act in any given phase of legisiative action, we
radical Reformer, I have never been disposed to favor are not bound to act because we are entitled to act. But we
change for the more sake of change, and I am disposed to have acted, and how have we acted? We acted in 1874 by
pay very great respect, in a constitution like ours and in a saying that we adopted the provincial franchises. Now, we
system like ours, to the practical teachings of experience ; I still have power, if we find that the Local Legislature abuses
am disposed to acknowledge the merits of a system which has its trust, if we find that what has been suggested from
proved itself adequate to the occasion and to whose working the other side to-day has really taken place-I deny that
which we are accustomed. I say then, that those who, at this itb has taken place at all, to my knowledge and information
time of day, propose a change, are bound to get beyond theo- -but if there has been some abuse of trust, we have a
retic difficulties, are bound to get beyond alleged errors of remedy, and .we have it always in our hands. But I main-
principle, and to show us wherein a practical wrong is being tain that thereb as been no such abuse of trust, there has
done, a practical evil is being incurred, of some considerable been no such abuse of power ; and if there has been, let the
extent, and I go further, of an extent which is not more than remedy to be applied be limited to the evil to be cured, and
counterbalanced by the practical advantages of continuing do not assume an entire and absolute power and control
the present plan. But 1 go much further yet. Ours is a because there has been a partial abuse of power, which you
federal system, its basis is the federal principle, and this basis can romedy by the proper and spocific application to that
of our system, although not a perfect federation, yet as a fed- abuse. I have said that this principle of a Province establish-
eral constitution, is representation in the popular chamber, ing a franchise for itself by which the representation in this
according to the population of each Province. Thore is Parliament shall be governed is the true federal principle.
the base. Your fundamental principle is that in And besides the argument drawn from reason, wô may
the Commons louse of Parliament each Province shall be draw the argument from experience. The right hon. gentle-
reprosented by so many members as the population of that man opposite has more than once paid a generous fand not
Province is, in proportion to those of the other Provinces. It undeserved compliment to the constitution of the neighbor-
is provincial representation, therefore. It is representation ing Republic. He has more than once pointed out the
of the Province ; it is the popular opinion of the Province, wisdom with which that constitution was framed, and
according to its strength, counted by the numbers of the eulogised the great men who set their hands to that great
people; that is the base of our federal system. In the other work. It is true that those laudations were, perhaps,
chamber there is a recognition, in a peculiar and a somewhat indirectly laudations of the speaker, because he as always
marred form, of the principle of State sovereignty, with contended that, great as was their ability, largo their
regard to which the numbers of the Senators are based. But powers of statesmanship, and far-seeing their intellects, he
here the principle of provincial representation is recognised. has done better yet. Ie has contended that the constitu-
in its entirety, and if that be so, I say that it is more in tion under which we live is a botter constitution than theirs,
accordance with the true theory, it is more in accordance and will do botter work. But I say that upon this question
with the real spirit, of the federal principle, that the of what the true spirit of the federal principle demands, as
people of the Province should decide what is the best mode to the mode in which the people of each Province shall be
in which the sonse of the Province can be taken as to the represented in the general Legislature, you have got, besides,
public opinion to be represented on the floor of this House. the roason and the theory, the practice and the experience
It is the peopie of the Province, in proportion to their num. of the greatRepublic, the largeet and on all hands the most
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glorious application of the federal principle which has yet
been known to the world. And you do not flnd there that
uniformity is so much admired. You flnd there that the
basis of representation for Congress is the basis of the
franchise in each State for the most mimerons body of its
Local Legislature. And therefore we have, as I have said,
besides our own e rience, the experience and the
practice of the Unite States in this regard; we have
the theory and the reason of the thing all pointing
one way. I deny that uniformity is so charming as
the hon, gentleman declares. I deny that uniformity is
essential. I aver, on the contrary, that nominal unifor-
mity has been proved to be, in the condition of our
country, substantial diversity. I aver that the con-
ditions of our people differ, that :the circumstances differ,
and the only way in which the hon. gentleman has ever
been able, in any sense, to grapple with this phase of the
subject,las been by laying down a rale and measure to
satisfy the aspirations of none, because he was obliged to
give and take something in order to make it tolerable to all.
Now this diMionlty is shown in the proposals that have
been made from time to time. The truth is that the
opinions of the Provinces on this topic differ. The
hon. Secretary of State, this evening, in one part of his
argument, announced that the opinion of the Province of
Quebec was hostile to one disposition of this Bill, and
that seemed to him to be a very good reason for its not
being pressed. I dare say it was a good reason for its
not being pressed, but is not the admission fatal to the
proposition that we ought to have a federal franchise at all?
Why should we not have a franchise that will suit the Pro-
vince of Quebec, expressing, according to the mind of that
Province, the opinion of the people in this Parliament ?
You want, for the Province of Quebec, just such a franchise
as shall best express the mind of that Province on this floor.
Who are to be the judges of what sort of franchise will best
accomplish that result in the Province of Quebec? Not the
people of Ontario; not the people of British Columbia; not
the people of Prince Edward Island. The people of the
Province of Quebec will best judge it. It is the people ofj
the Province of Quebec, knowing their position, knowingi
their circumstances, knowing their conditions, knowing ifyou
will-for theyhave themlike the restof us-their sentiments,
passions and prejudices, knowing the state of public opinion
amongst themselves, that can beat judg e for themselves whati
franchise will produce the desired resuit of representing upon1
this floor, fully and completely, the mind of that Province.(
And these you see will be the results achieved by those whoj
are most deeply interested in the achieving of the result,1
and who have the best knowledge and the best means of1
achieving the result. The hon. gentleman acknowledgedE
that the opinions of the Provinces differ. He bas referred(
to one provision of the Bill that is to be dealt with specially
in consequence of that difference. We know it also. Wei
know that the ple of Prince Edward Island have prac-1
tically manhl su r e ; that British Columbia has man-1
hood suffrage ; that Mnitoba ha practically manhoodf
suffrage; and, thus as we know, public opinion differs in a1
very marked degree in those Provinces from that whichi
obtains in the other Provinces. The Province of Ontario has1
an enlarged fanchise. The right hou. gentleman stated that1
the general effect of hie Bill would be to enlarge the fran-i
chise in Ontario. The right hon. gentleman was repeating hist
speech of a year or two ago. A year or two ago that speechT
was, to a certain extent, true; but it is entirely inaccuratev
to-day. It has to-day no foundation in fact whatever. Theî
franchise in Ontario is to be very largely restricted by thisa
measure. That is an important consideration for us. You
fnd that done. lHow was it done ? B>th parties in thatg
Province-and the parties in that Province are composedT
of the same men, thinking the same thoughts as thoset
who compose the people who send us here-were agreed f

that its condition and circumstances were, that an extension
of the franchise was desirable. The right lon. gentleman, in
bis capacity ef a provincial politician, himself adopted that
view; and, at a party political convention, which was
held under his auspices, in the Province of Ontario,
resolutions were passed in favor of an extension of the
suffrage in that Province. The Local Government
pledged themselves to that extension, and they went
to the people upon that extension; and, having been
returned to power, they proceeded to put into execu-
tion their pledges, and they passed an Act of the Legisia-
ture. What is the state of public opinion in Ontario on
this subject ? Why, it is this, that the Liberals have passed
a Bill, a very much more liberal measure than that which
is now before us, and the hon. gentleman's deputy in that
Legislature, Mr. Meredith, on behalf of the Ontario Conserva-
tives, moved an amendment, practically in favor of manhood
suffrage. So the opinion of the great Province of
Ontario is represented-save in so far as it is divided bya sug-
gestion on the part of the minority, the Conservative mino-
rity, that manhood suffrage should be the franchise-by
unanimous agreement as to the liberal franchise to which I
am about to refer. There is no dispute in Ontario that
the franchise should not be at least as liberal as
the provisions to which I am now referring. The
question which the Conservatives raised, was that the Bill
was not liberal enough, and that it should have gone down

,to manhood suffrage. If that statement of the political
opinion of Ontario, is correct on the subject of the franchise,
I want to see how the provisions of the respective Bills con-
trast. In Ontario, in cities and towns, the qualiacation of
owners is $200, in incorporated villages and townships,
it is $100 only. In this Bill it is 8300 in cities and
towns, and in townships 8150. So Vou find that the
qualifications are very different. You find that the
franchise which both parties have united upon in Ontario is
very much lower than the franchise proposed by this Bill.
Then as to the income franchise. That franchise is $200 a
year in Ontario; under this Bill it is $400 a year. Then there
is the wage-earners'franchise. The hon. gentleman has adopt-
ed practically the language of bis former Bill, as well as I
remember it, with respect to the income franchise, and he
explained in his former speech on the subject, his speech
in 1870, what he intended the effect to be. He said, with
respect to the provision, that parties having an annual
income of $400 should have a vote, that it did not apply te
day laborers, who miglit, as a matter of fact, earn $400
in a year. "It is not the intention of the Bill,"
he said, " to give votes to such parties, because they
have no abiding interest in the country." That was the
statement : the franchise was not to apply to men who
earned their daily bread by day labor, because they had no
abiding interest in the country. And even, although such
a man might earn $400 in a year, he was not to have the
franchise. He retains the same provision in the present
Bill. But in the Province of Ontario, besides an income
franchise of $250, there is a wage-earners' franchise. It is
provided that every male person entered on the last assess-
ment roll, and who is a resident at the time of election and
bas resided there continuously since the completion of the
last roll and during the twelve months immediately preced-
ing, being an earner of wages to the amount of not less
than $,50 in a year, shall be entitled to vote. It is further
provided that in estimating or ascertaining i he amount of
wages or income, the fair value of board or lodging received
in lieu of wages shal be considered and included. Those
are the provisions of the franchise in Ontario. But hon. gen.
tIlemen opposite, the great friends of the workingmen, the
great friends of the wage-earners of the country, who
poured forth floods of tears for years while in Opposi-
tion, as to their unhappy fate, and who have poured
forth more lately floods of congratulation and jubilation over

1885. 1188



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 17,
the improvement which, they say, they have effected
in their condition - those hon. gentlemen told us, in
1870, that the day laborers should not have the franchise,
and in 1885 they give an income franchise of $400, but pro-
vide no wage-earner's franchise at al. Then there is the
householder's franchise, which is a very important fran-
chise. Every householder is entitled to vote, without regard
to the value of the house. Then there is the land-owner's
franchise. The son of a landlord is entitled to vote, entirely
independent of the value of the land-owner's property. If a
land-owner has enough to qualify himself, his son or sons
shall be qualified also, so that the restrictions in this Bill
in that regard do not exist in the Ontario law. Such is the
Act which has been adopted unanimously by the Legislature
of Ontario as the best means of obtaining representation of the
minds of the people ofthe Province, except that the Conserva-
tive party wish the franchise to be placed still lower,
because the Conservative party say it should be still more
liberal. They are a1l agreed it should be that far down, and
how, with that state of things, the hon. gentleman could
tell us that his proposal enlarges the Ontario fran-
chise, I am really unable to understand. I shall not
now engage in a discussion of its effect upon the
other Provinces. I mention its effect in the Province of
Ontario, as I happen to come from that Province, and as
the hon. gentleman in so extraordinary a way misconceived
the operation of the present law in that Province. But I
observe that within a little time a measure has been intro-
duced in the Legislature of Nova Scotia, which has the'
effect of liberalising the franchise in that Province also.
Now, Sir, the First Minister declared that our present plan
was, as he said, anomalous for us, drawing as we did our
inspiration from British institutions, and it was contrary to
the first principle of British institutions. Sir, we draw our
inspiration from British institutions in so far as British insti-
tutions are consonant with ours. The British parliamentary
institution is a legisfative union, not a federal union,
and ours must be modified by whatever elements eKist
in the spirit of federalism different from those which subsist
in the spirit of legislative union. This question could not
possibly arise under a legislative union. There you are deal-
ing with one country, with no Local Legislatures, with no
local authorities whom anybody proposes to entrust with the
power of fixing the franchise at all 1How else could you fix
it, except by the Central Legislature ? There is no other
way of doing it; it is a literal, actual union; and yet even
there, as has been pointed out by an hon. member, it is
only now, under the recent Acts, that the principle of assi-
milation bas become perfected. Up to the present, since thei
union of Scotland, since the union of Ireland, the franchises
have been different in the United Kingdom, different even
in different parts of each kingdon, so that in practice
even there, in a legislative union, up to now, for these many
years, there was not that assimilation which the hon.
gentleman las contended for as belonging to the first prin-i
ciple of Brititsh institutions, and which, as I have said, if it1
was the first principle of those institutions, would not apply
at all to a federal union which, is so wholly different.-The
hon. Secretary of State has said that provincial rights
are not in 'question. Of course there is a sense in which pro-i
vincial rights are not in question; that is the sense in which1
I have spoken a while ago, namely, that we have thei
power, il we choose to exercise it, of framing a franchise
of our own. But the hon. gentleman said the mem.
bers for Quebec were the representatives of Quebec on
the floor of this House, and therefore they should establish1
the franchise for Qut bec. True, the franchise for Quebeci
ought to be established by the members for Quebec; I admitt
the hon. gentleman's statement. The franchise ought to be
established by the members for Quebec, but it onght to be1
established by the members of Quebec in the Provincial E
Legislature of Quebec, where they need not be troubled by1
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other members in this louse in the discharge of their duty;
where they have control even more absolute than that which
some of them claim in the deliberations of this Chamber;
where they can decide for themselves just what franchise
they want, and thus the hon. gentleman's view would be
accomplished. But it might happen that the members for
Quebec, who, as the hon, gentleman says, are the repre-
sentatives for the Province of Quebec, might have a franchise
forced upon them here by others that they do not like. Why,
the hon. gentleman himself, and his colleagues, the Minister
of Public Works, and the Acting Mfinister of Railways, and
the Minister of Militia, are engaged at this moment in pro-
moting a measure which is opposed to the feelings of the
members for Quebec. They are engaged at this moment in
promoting a measure to which the feeling of the members
for Quebec is hostile-the provision of this Bill as to woman
suffrage. The hon. gentleman says, forsooth, I will not ex-
press an opinion upon it. The hon. gentleman nedi not ex-
press an opinion upon it; we know his opinion; do not we
see the Bill? Why, he has brought down the Bill; it
is the Bill of the Government; it tells me what his
opinion is. What do I care about his word of mouth. We
have his bond, his Bill, his legislative act; three Speeches
from the Throne, three iBills brought down to Parliament
declared what his opinion is. We know his opinion. It can-
not be that, on a great principle like this, the Bill which
these hon. gentlemen have brought forward is not in accord-
ance with their own opinions. It is impossible that they
can be resisting this measure. Not even the Secretary of
State, whatever his relations to his colleagues, will say that
he is resisting a measure which lie himselfhas joined in bring-
ing down and, therefore, we know thoir opinions, in a parlia-
mentary sense; we know their opinions, though the reasons
for those opinions Lhe hon. gentleman does not now propose
to give us. Some other day perhaps, at some more conve-
nient season, we may hear his reasons in support of the vote
he is to give in favor of the clause for woman suffrage ; but
in the meantime I point out that a Government containing
amongst its members four members froin the Province of
Quebec, might bring down to Parliament a Franchise Bill
to which the Province of Quebec was hostile, and which
Franchise Bill might be forced throngh this Parliament, not-
withstanding that hostility; and thus it would happen that
the representatives of the Province of Quebec, who, as the
hon. gentleman truly says, represent that Province in
this House, might represent it hopelessly-betrayed and
misled by their leaders in the Government - they
might find themselves in a position in which they could not
resist. We do not know, of course, what steps they have
taken. We are not acquainted with the precise procese of
preparation and elaboration by which the First Minister
has made his specifie declaration as to the attitude of the
Government on this particular clause, te which I am
just now about further to refer; but I use it for the
moment as an illustration of the ineffective way in which
those in that position, from even the powerful Province of
Quebec, may be constrained to act, if you establish the
principle that the representation of the Province is to be
decided here. The question being asked here is, how best the
members for the Federal Parliament can be chosen from thé
Province of Quebec. That question is to be fairly answered
in this way: it can be best decided by the Province of
Quebec. And what I have said as to the Province of
Quebec applies to each of the other Provinces. I say the
question is, how best cau the members be chosen to this
Parliament, to represent the mind of each Province,
and I say it can best be done by the Province which is going
to send the members-best be done by the people who are
going to elect the members, and if by them, the Local
Legislature is the exponent of their views and the repre-
sentation of their minds. The First Minister said the
Local Legislatures might increase or diminish our consti.
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tuencies. Now, it is not at all proposed that we should
call on the Local Legislatures to establish one law and one
measure for us and another for themselves. That is not
the rule in the United States; it is not the rule here today.
The rule in the United States has been found a sufficient
safegnard, and it is. Whatever you establish for yourselves
locally shall be the measure for your representation here.
It is not to be supposed that they will hurt them-
selves locally in order to hurt us here, and
what interest eau they have in hurting us here anyway?
Their object must always be to have as full, as powerful
and as fair a representation as is possible. And, mark you,
although you speak so contemptuously apparently of Local
Legislatures, yet the Local Legislatures are the creation of
the same people who send us here; and they speak within
their sphere of allotted or assigned power, whether it be
assigned under the constitution or limited by our action in
this matter, they speak with as good a warrant and with
as great a popular sanction from the same electors, and as
representing the mind of the same people, as we do who sit
in this larger Chamber. Now, the First Minister a little bit
withdrew from his position ofuniformity in his speech. Did I
perceive a sign of further party action ? Did I find a small
loophole of retreat from the main basis which has been for
these 18 years alleged as the ground of this measure, namely,
that we must not have variety, that we must have uniformity,
that we must have assimilation, that we must have the same
franchise for the different Provinces, when the hon. gentle-
man said ho did not stickle forI" pedantic uniformity ?" Doos
that mean that we are going to have a franchise to suit the
people of Prince Edward Island, for them? Or is the later
language of the hon. the Secretary of State to prevail, who
pointed out that under the present system the smallest
Legislatures may be allowed, at will, to change the franchise
-that little British Columbia and little Nova Scotia might
change our law ? Is little Prince Edward Island to change
our law, as far as she is concerned, because our law, speaking
of that as the law of the majority, requiresuniformity? And
if there is to be variety in the case of one of the Provinces,
because one of the Provinces,complains of the adoption ofthe
principle of uniformity, the whole business is given
up, the whole groundwork of action is gone. You say
it is contmary to first principles that there should be
variety; you say that you ought to pass a uniform franchise,
and if a little Province is to say no, for itself, I want to
know why a big one should not. Now, the hon. gentleman
said that little Nova Scotia or little British Columbia might
change our law, and the First Minister said they could
increase or diminish our constituency. But I say again, it
is the people of the Province who increase or diminish our
constituency; it is the people of the Province that elect the
Local Legislature; it is the people of the Province that
will undo their work for them iWit is undone; it is the mind
of the people that is represented in the Local Legislature.
But the hon. gentleman sneered at the Local Legislatures,
as if they were not as sacred a representation of the
popular will, in their sphere, as this Legislature can be in its
Sphere. The hon. gentleman, I say, sneered at these small
Provinces.

Mr. CH APLEAU. I did not.
Mr. BLAKE. Well, his language, I think, was that of

sneering; but if the hon. gentleman did not intend it as a
aneer, I am glad to know it, and glad to have elicited this
expression from the hon. gentleman. The hon. gentlaman,
then, not sneering, pointed to the smallness of the Provinces
and asked if they wanted to change our law. They do not
ask to change it; they want to have a free mind, to say how
they shall be represented, each in its own sphere, and each
to the extent of its own membership. They do not want to
control the deliberations of this Parliament; they do not
want to decide how any other Province shall regulate its
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ranchise; each wishes to regulate its own. As I said, thé
decision which is to be taken in small British Columbia, or
in small Nova Sootia, is how the quota for British Columbis
or Nova Scotia shall be chosen, and no more than that.
The hon. gentleman has said that the constitution does
not provide for a local franchise; but that observa-
tion I have already answered-I say ita spirit doma.
Thon the hon. gentleman referred to the forces of natur,
and gave us an elaborate description of those feroes;
ho told us how they operated, and how we ought to
apply the great principles, which hé seemed to evolve
from that discussion, to the present debate. Well,
Sir, I think we had not better enter into that large domain.
The forces of nature and the laws that rule the world and the
creatures therein, are vast and mysterious; they are beyend
our ken. We do not apprehend how it happons th-at the
lion and the tiger raven and rend; we do not apprehend
the mysteries of the storm and tempeet; we do not under-
stand the mysteries of disease and death, of crime and
misery; yet they are all parts of a great order, and, as I
believe, are susceptible of explanation, though not te our
finite minds, as clearly and as consistently with the great
harmonies which, we believe, will be evolved, as those great
rules which the hon. gentleman applied ; and yet we would
not propose to apply them to our legislation or to our
action. No, Sir; we cannot dispose of this great question
on this broad and mysterious basis which the hon. gentleman
evolved ; and, entirely agreeing with him in the belief that
some day or other the mysteries of those things will be re-
vealed, I decline to acknowledge in the hon. gentleman's argu-
ment any practical application which will aid us in the dis-
charge of our duty of to-day. I believe that, notwithstanding
lion and tiger, storm and tempest, disease and death, crime
and misery, God is good-

"That God which ever lives and loves,
One God, one law, one element,
And one far-off, Divine event,
To -whioh the whole crestion noyes."

But while I believe that, I do not profess to be able, as the hon.
gentleman seems to think ho is able, to solve those various
mysteries, or to make a practical application of them to the
business of a Franchise Bill. Thon the hon. gentleman
declared-I beg the hon. gentleman's pardon.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I say that is great applause,
after those beautiful words you have just spoken.

Mr. BLAKE. I may say to the hon. member for North
Hastings that I did not expect him to applaud those words;
they are not the kind of words ho likes. If I were making a
speech for his applause, it would be in quite a different tone.
The hon. Secretary of State declared that this Bill recog-
nised the progress of the age, that it recognised the fuller
right of the people to act in the administration of affaire,
and that it gave a larger interest to the people in that
direction. Does it so for British Columbia? Does it so for
Manitoba ? Does it so for Prince Edward Island ? Does it
so for Ontario ? Does it so, in some instances, even for
Nova Scotia or New Brunswick ? The hon. gentleman wili
find that these grand sentences, these rounded periode, elo-
quent though they may be, lack the essential element, I will
not say of truth, but of accuracy. As a rule, and looking
over this whole Dominion, whether you count the numbers
of the Provinces or the numbers of the population, this Bill,
if it recognises the progress of the age, recognises aprogress
towards a restriction of the franchise instead of its
enlargement ; it recognises a less right than those
rights now belonging to the people to aet in publio
affairs; it recognises and establishes a diminished power
from that which now existe under existin legisation.
Thon the hon. gentleman declared that while the Bill went
as far as it was possible to go without universal-suffrage, to
universal sufrage ho was opposed. He denied the franohise
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to those who had no stake in the country, and he admitted
that some of the Provinces might be discontented, but that,
he said, was inevitable. They must remember he said that the
Bill gave the right to vote to every one who deserved it. That
is just the question. The Provinces of Manitoba and British
Columbia and Prince Edward Island have believed, and do
believe, that many more people are entitled to the right of
franchise than are included in this Bill. Why do you decide
that point ? Why should you take upon yourselves to deter-
mine that those who are now exercising the franchise in
those Provinces do not deserve it ? The Province of Onta-
rio has, I have said, with unanimity decided that many
thousands, aye, many tens of thousands of its citizens,
are entitled to the franchise, who, the hon. gentle-
man says, do not deserve it. But for this Bill they would
have it. By this Bill you are going to take it from them.
Then the hon. gentleman, giving us some more of the philo-
sophy with which he adorns his speeches, says we must
choose in practical polities between what is opportune and
what is better. Perhaps so; sometimes the hon. gentleman
may have so to choose, and I dare say he is an opportunist,
But I venture to say to him that you need
not now so choose. Why ? That which is opportune is, as
in the broad sense and in the long run it always is,
better, too. That which is better is that which is really
opportune, and there is concurrence, and not divergence,
between that which is opportune and that which is better.
What is both opportune and better is not to disturb the
existing system, is to leave this franchise to be regulated
as, up to this Session, it has been regulated ; and if it were
not so, I would venture to say, in opposition to the hon.
gentleman's doctrine of opportunism, that he had better
assume a new role and declare himself " too fond of the right
to pursue the expedient." But the hon. gentleman said
there was a secret reason for the opposition to this measure,
and the reason was that some Province wanted to rule
this Dominion. I have no idea to what Province he
reterred, but if there were a way in which some one Pro-
vince who wished it could get the power, and I do not believe
anyone can get the power, if there were a way in which one
Province could dream for itself it would have the power to
control this Dominion, I suppose it would be by declaring
that in this Parliament it would regulate the franchise for all
the other Provinces ; whereas,those who oppose this Bill say:
We do not want, whether we belong to a strong or too weak
Province, to interfere with the Provinces at ail; we want
each Province to decide for itself, how best
its mind will be represented. Is that a desire
to centralise? Is that a desire to get power here
for some strong Province to rule the Dominion?
Is it not rather a desire to leave to the smaller, the
weaker Provinces, the fullest measure of self-control in this
as in all other matters. It is the hon. gentleman and his
followers who, by their policy, want to make the small Pro-
vinces bow to the will of the great; it is they who are
proposing to do this, and who tell the smaller Provinces,
such as Manitoba, British Columbia and Prince Edward
Island-small in point of population, though in point of
area Manitoba and British Columbia outshine a good
many of us-it is they who are telling the smaller Pro-
vinces: Gentlemen, we insist upon administering to you
such a dgse of franchise as we think is good for you; it may
taste bitter, but it will do you good afterwards; take it on
trust; swallow your medicine ! The hon. gentleman defends
his course by saying that those who wish to leave eachPro-
vince to regulate its own franchise are desirous that one
Province shall rule. He says we will never build up the
country or consolidate the Union on such lines of argument
as these; and, by an unhappy illustration, he added, we
shall never be like the great nation to the south of us. But
the United States, the great nation to which the hon. gentle-
man referred for an illustration, is great, and consolidated in
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spite of its adopting the very rule the hon. gentleman de-
nounces as fatal to greatness; nay, Sir, it is great and con-
solidated because of the adoption of that rule ; it is great and
consolidated just because of the great measure of local
liberties which it enjoys. I am not now about to enter into
a discussion of the arguments advanced sometimes by
hon. gentlemen opposite as to the causes which pro-
voked the great war which threatened at one time,
in the opinion of some people, to rend the Union
asunder. I think I know those causes, having
studied them a little. I maintain, in spite of the argu-
ments about State rights, and State sovereignty, and all
those difficulties, that the principle of wide local liberties is
the principle which has made the Union great, which has
really consolidated it as a federal union, whih has given
such an adaptation of local powers and of federal adminis-
tration as enable it, with its vast territory and enormous
population, to regulate its local and general affairs effici-
ently and harmoniously, and to grow, as that great country
is growing, and we are all glad to know that it is growing,
in strength and unity as well. And those who hope the
brightest hopes, who dream the most glorions dreams, who
are inspired by the most exalted imaginations, with refer-
ence to the future of the land for which we are legislating,
those who rejoice in its broad domain, in its immense area of
territory, in its diversified interests, are they to forget that
it is in this country, above all countries, by reason and by
experience both, that we must preserve to the highest
extent the principle of local liberties, if we would indeed
accomplish that consummation which we all so
devoutly wish-the consolidation of the country
into àa great nation ? We, with our great difficulties,
for they are serious,' with our great distances, for
they are obstacles to centralisation, with our differences
of race, our differences of nationality, our sparse popula-
tions, surely ought to realise from our reason, and, if not,
we ought to learn from the experience of ourselves and of
others, how important it is that the principle of local liber-
ties and local administration should prevail. Here I shall not
touch upon topics which would be more appropriately touch-
ed later, but I am sure no man eau reflect upon that which
has largely engrossed the mind and thought of the people of
Canada and the members of this House for three weeks
past, without reflecting upon the importance of local
administration, without reflecting upon the difficulties
which administration, thousands of miles from the point at
which you administer, involves the Goverument and the
country. No person who reflects can doubt that the prin-
ciple of local franchise and local liberties, applied at an early
moment, even at a time when you might not be disposed
otherwise to apply it, is after all the sound and just prin-
ciple for us; and at this day, in this Parliament, with
these events passing before us, we should piuse before con-
summating the act of centralisation which the hon. gentle-
man has been attempting without success for these
last eighteen years. There are great practical advan-
tages in addition to all the considerations to
which I have referred, in the retention of the
existing law. It is the simplest law you can have.
I do not care if the local franchise were, though it be not,
so complicated as this one; for practical purposes, the local
franchise of the Province is the simplest franchise you can
have. Why? Because a double franchise is hard to under-
stand ; a double registration is hard to accomplish ; the labor
of revising lists,of organising and of electing are all increased.
Great confusion is inevitable. Why, in those Provinces
in which a different ballot law prevails, although you have
skilled officers, whom you appoint presumably because they
are skilled, and are mon of intelligence and are men who
have had some training in elections, the difficulties and com-
plications which ensue from the mistakes that these men
make, because they will apply to a federal election the
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rules of the local ballot, or to a local election the rules of can, and the easiest thing you can do is just to leave it
the federal ballot, are numerous, and they are within the alone. Now, if we are to have one franchise for this Domin-
experience of everybody. And, if a man whom you select, ion, to which I object, unless in so far as the mind of each
presumably because he is an able and efficient man, to Province shall from time to time approximate to the same
whom you send your papers with instructions to study point of view, if we are to have one franchise, I say it does
them, who is liable to the penalties of the law if lie does not seem to me that the only logical view for a Dominion
cirry it out, if this chosen individual will make mistakes, as franchise would be one based on other considerations than
ail of us know he repeatedly does, and will apply the those which are stated in this Bill. I give my individual
federal provisions to the local or the local provisions to the opinions, and I givé opinions which I have never proposed to
federal, what will yon say with regard to the ordinary any Legislature to adopt, because I do not believe they
voter, with respect to the provisions of the are so gonerally accepted, as yet, that it would be
election law which affect him? I say the greatest confu- fitting to make them the subject of parliamentary dis-
sion will ensue. Now, I want to know whether it is not cussion, with a view to parliamentary action, and because
of the last consequence, to ensure a true representation of I prefer not to force those opinions upon the consideration of
the people, that we should have the lists as full as possible, any other Province, at any rate, than that in which I have
and the people placed thereon with as little trouble and the principal stake, my own. But, I say that this Parlia-
expense as possible, and as little doubt and uncertainty ment has naught to do with the real property of the country.
as possible, as to who have the right to be placed on We do not regulate the civil rights. The laws of descent of
the lists and who have the right to vote ? I say that is property, all the laws which affect the holding of property
a practical question of the greatest consequence to those are not ours, and it seems to me that, if you are going to
who really value representative government. I say our establish a Dominion franchise, which I do not ask you to
first care ought to be to place as few obstacles and impedi- do, which i oppose your doing, and which I should not pro-
ments as possible in the way of the honest man who is pose myself, the basis for that franchise should be citizen-
i nttled to the franchise getting on the voters' list, and as ship, residence and intelligence-that intelligence estab-
few obstacles as possible in the way of his knowing what lished by an easy test, which has been applied in several
he is to do in order to get there; and I say that, if you self-governing states and colonies, the easy test with refer-
establish, as you inevitably will establish by your law, one ence to reading and writing. That, I believe, should be the
franchise for the local and another for the federal legislature, basis. I have said you have no right to interfere
because you say you are going to establish one for all the with property and, as to the old British rule, that represen-
Provinces, and because we know that the conditions and the tation should depend upon taxation, your system of tax-
views of the Provinces vary, you will then establish complica- ation strikes every man, whether he has real property or not.
tions and troubles, a double trouble, a double registration, a All of us who live, Sir, pay taxes here, and the wage-earner
double enquiry on the part of the voter, and you will thus pays very heavy taxes indeed, and therefore, in so far as you
create, instead of removing, obtacles towards a full and fair resort to the old British rule, and if you say taxation en-
representation of the people. Great expense will be caused, titles to representation, I would like to find the man, who
too. Why, I suppose everybody knows, who has directed any is not a pauper living on public charity, who would not come
attention to this subject, that it is an expensive matter to within that rule in Canada. Now, thon, you are proposing a
keep the votera' lista right, that it is an expensive matter to franchise togive afuller and freer representation, as yousay,
see that no improper votes are put on, on the one side, and to the people. Let me call your attention to the operation
that all proper votes are kept on, on the other side. It is of the existing franchises, so far as it is possible to understand
often neglected now; it is often neglected by both parties, them from the census. In the Province of Nova Scotia the
and, when an unexpected election takes place, you find males over twenty-one are 1 to 4-12 of the whole population;
sometimes that the real expression of the people's will is in New Brunswick 1 to 4.11; in Quebec1 to 4-34; in Ontario,
thwarted by the circumstance that the liste have not been 1 to 4-04. So that there is a slight variation, the Province of
revised and do not accurately represent their view. Are Ontario having a larger number of males over twenty-one, in
y ou going to double all that trouble ? Are you going to proportion to the population, than any of the other Provin-
have two sets of voters' lists to be looked after every year ces, but the results being nearly the same. Now, then, the
instead of one set? Do yon think that is helping the votera on the list in each of the Provinces are, in Ontario,
elector on ? Do you think that is making easy the path to 1 in 4-73 of the population ; in Quebec 1 in 5-97; in Nova
a real and true representation of the people ? It cannot be. Scotia, 1 in 6-78; in New Brunswick 1 in 5·94. Of course
It is impossible that those who argue for this Bill can con- that is not an accurate statement, because we know that the
tend for that result. Then thereis the expense-the expense voters on the list comprise a very large number of persons
to the public in this double registration, the work that has who are rated for more than one property; therefore there is
to be done, the printing and revising of a separate set of lista. an uncertain element which, in the Province of Ontario
The local authorities-in my Province, at any rate, I exista, perhaps, to a larger extent than in the other Pro-
know not whether in the others-provide you a list vinces, and would diminish the number of separate votera in
now ; they provide you a printed Eist; they provide you proportion to the population. But yon observe that there
a revision, a framing of it by the municipal officers elected is a fair approximation in all the other Provinces. The
by the people, a revision by the judicial officers yon appoint franchise for the Province of Ontario is more liberal than
yourselves, the judicial officers that you appoint here, the the franchise for the other Provinces, and that also in part,
county court judges ; they give you your list, complete, and to a large extent accounts for the circumstance that the
framed and revised, revised finally by judicial officera votera upon the list number more, in proportion to the pop-
appointed by the authority of this Legislature. There is the ulation, than those in the other Provinces. That being the
system. And you are going to take upon yourselves the state of things, I say that you will not establish uniformity,
public expense of raming lists and printing them your- and you will not produce any botter result by your change.
selves, and you are going te impose the private expense Let me now look at one of the most important propositions,
on individuals which is involved in the carrying out of that to which I alluded a little while ago; look to the
this double franchise. I ask this House not to make the question of suffrage for women. Now, you found a mai ked
franchise more difficult than it now is, and I say you difference in the language of the First Minister and that
are making it more difficult, perhaps more than if you of the Secretary of State, with reference to that subject.
raised it, by the practical obstructions you are placing The hon. Minister of Public Works was wisely silent; he
in the way by a double franchise. Make it easier if yon said nothing about it. I do not know what ho thought.
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Perhaps it was because he thought so much that he
said se little, But at at any rate he las kept a profound
silence upon the subject of woman suffrage. The hon.
gentleman, however, upon some former occasions, was dis-
posed, I remember, when a little badinage was passing
acrosa the House, rather to take credit for the woman
suffrage clause. I recollect he alluded to the ladies in the
courteous and pleasant manner in which he speaks of the
whole population, whether ladies or gentlemen, and spoke
about the action of the right hon. gentleman with reference
to it - so presume that ho favors it, too. But
the First Minister declared himself strongly in favor of
woman suffrage; he declared the time was coming, and
that soon, when it would be granted, and that he would be
glad to see Canada take the first final step ; and he referred
to Mr. Gladstone, who, ho said, was in favor of woman suff-
rage, and to Lord Salisbury and Sir Stafford Northcote, who
had declared themselves in favor of it. Now, I think I
have read all that Mr. Gladstone has ever said on that sub-
ject-though I have not been able to refer toall is speeches
since the hon. gehtleman spoke-and my recollection
is, that Mr. Gladstone las not delivered an opinion in
favor of woman suffrage. I am quite certain that, in the
late debate, when he had to meet Mr. Woodall's motion, ho
did not express an opinion in favor of it. He declared he
would not express an opinion on the subject. He took the
line of the Secretary of State. But, if I do not greatly err,
in a former debate upon the question he expressed the view
that if the franchise was to be given to the other sex he
saw no ground upon which it could be limited to unmarried
women ; ho expressed the view, if I remember rightly,
that it must be conferred upon married women, if
conferred at all. Now, the hon. gentleman says that
he will adopt Mr. Gladstone's attitude, and that he will not
imperil this Bill on the question of woman suffrage. But
Mr. Gladstone's attitude was wholly different. Mr. Glad-
stone had not brought in a Bill with woman suffrage in it.
Mr. Gladstone had brought in a Bill that did not give the
franchise to women. It was a Government Bill, and he was
handling that Governxtent Bill with a Government in
which the question was an open question, avowedly. Some
members of the Government were in favor of it and others
opposed to it. But what Mr. Gladstone, who had not com-
mitted himself upon the question, said, was: I will not
imperil this Bill by allowing you to add the question of
woman suffrage to it at all. I will express no opinion. It
is an open question, so far as we are concerned, but we
have a duty to discharge, and that is to carry this Bill
through; and those of us who are in favor of, as well as those
who are opposed to woman suffrage, take the ground that
we are opposed to tacking it on to this Bill. But the hon.
gentleman's view is different. He says: I have intro-
duced a Bill. I introduced it in 1883; I introduced it in
1884, and now in 1885; and I commend it to your attention
as a Government proposition. It is the Government's propo-
sition, but, forsooth, I will adopt Mr. Gladstone's views, and I
will not imperil the Bill. The hon, gentleman had botter
have left it out, if he did not intend to carry it. But the
hon. gentleman seems te be disposed to think that he will
manage the matter. Having brought it in lu tIe fermer
Sessions, and having, presumably, taken the opinion of his
friends upon it, he still proceeded, this Session, with that
clause in; and presumably he took some opinions again, and
inthe endhe is to be forced to leave it out. It cannot be called
an open question. Whoever heard ofany Ministerial measure
being an open question. It is not an open question, but
ho has been forced torelax the tight bonds of party discipline
and graciously to give his followers liberty to vote as they
please on this question. Well, the Secretary of State
declared that he would not discuss the subject. He said
that in different Provinces that question was not accepted
in the same spirit, and that in Qaebec public opinion was
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hostile. Now the question is no doubt a very important
one. It is one of the most important questions which can
be raised. I cannot conceive a more important political
question than that which is raised by this clause of this
Bill, and I am froc to say that I do not think the First
Minister discharged his duty as leader of the Government
by proposing such a clause in the Bill if he did not mean
to pass it, nor did ho discharge his duty in the way of
exposition of the views of the Government in his speech.
fie said but a word upon the former occasion-he made
the bare statement that the Bill conferred the franchise
upon unmarried women, upon spinsters and widows.
This time he made a speech, in all of eight minutes and
a-half, of which two minutes were devoted to the woman
question, and it was devoted to the account of Mr. Gladstone's
and Sir Stafford Northcote's and Lord Salisbury's opinions.
That was the nature of his speech upon that question. But
of reason, or of argument, or of attempt to solve the great
problems involved, or to state a theory upon which they
should be dealt with, we had none from the hon. gentle-
man. This proposal is a halting proposal. It admits, it is
truc, certain spinsters and widows, but not all spinsters and
widows of the same class as those males who are admitted.
For example, a farmer's son is entitied to be enfranchised
by virtue of his father having sufficent property in his own
right; but a farmer's daughter, although not married,
although not subject to that disability, is not entitled to be
enfranchised though her father owns sufficient property.
Now, there is a distinction without a difference, except
the difference of sex. Put for a moment the marriage
relation out of the question. Do as the lon. gentleman does;
treat the question on the basis on which he treats it; treat
marriage as a disability ; deal with the unmarried only, and
tell me, if you please, if it be fitting that some spinsters and
some widows should be enfranchised, why you should say that
those spinsters should remain unenfranchised who are the
daughters of farmers, having property sufficient to qualify ?
I see no reason, I can understand no ground for that. But
the hon. gentleman, in effect, says that marriage is a dis-
ability. Now, I ask, who seriously supposes that you can
stop with this proposition, if it is once accepted ? Can it
be seriously supposed that you are to stop there ? The
appointed lot of the great bulk of men and women is
the marriage state. The figures of the census of the Pro.
vinces indicate that, in round figures, there are of women,
of the age of twenty-one and over, 1,000,000. Of those of
that age of twenty-one there are 655,000 married, 105,000
widows and 245,000 unmarried. But if you run to the next
point of the census, thirty-one years, you find that there
are but 85,000 unmarried women of that age. So the great
bulk of those who are unmarried at twenty-one are married,
as we know, between that age and thirty-one, and most of
them between that age and twenty-five. So we may not
unnaturally say that if we take twenty-five years for the
moment as a datum point, you may take 1,000,000 as the
women of that age, and say that 800,000, or thereabouts are
married, 100,000 are widows, and 100,000 are spins-
ters. Eight-tenths thus are married, and nine-
tenths either are married or have been married,
leaving about one-tenth of spinsters at that age.
In that condition of things, i want to know why you sup-
pose you can pause at the point at which the Government
Bill proposes you should pause. Why do you suppose you
can give the franchise to those out of this small minority of
adult women who may be qualified under either clas, and
refuse it to that great majority of about eight-tenths, who
may be qualified also as owners of property or income, and
so forth. Yon cannot suppose it. If you once grant that
it is for the good of the race that women shonld become
political electors, you are driven to treat marriage not as a
disability. You talk of elevating the race-the race ef
women and of men. Yon say it is for the good of the race that
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women should become political electors. I grant your con-
cession for argument's sake. But there is a law higher
than your laws, that is the law under which we live, the
natural order under which we live and in which the
appoinLed state of the great bulk of us is the marriage state;
and that is not for the good of the race which tells us: You
are to elevate those who do not happen to be in the married
state, and you are to disable them from the exercise of the
elevating principle, as soon as they assume that which is the
ordinary condition of the race, both as regards men and
women. Will you be allowed, do you think, to say that the
daughters may vote and the mothers shall not vote. Our
laws are every day, and justly so, more fully recognising
the right of women to own property-the right of a woman
to have her own property, independent of her husband.
These conditions of amelioration are being generally
accepted, and they are becoming exceedingly wide; I do not
know exactly how wide in the different Provinces. They
exist in Ontario; under the old codes, to a very large extent,
they exist in Quebc, which, for very many years, las had
more reasonable laws on this eubject than formerly pre-
vailed in others of the Provinces. We do not recognise the
old doctrine that the husband may say to the wife that all
she las is his. That is no longer the doctrine. A woman's
property may be ler own. If a woman's property may be ber
own, why should we say it is for the elevation of the woman
that she should have a vote, and yet deny it to eight-tonths
of the women, the mothers and the wives, though they
are property owners, and give it to those who are spinsters
or widows, and to those only. iow can the question stop
aven with the right to vote? On what principle will you
grant the right to elect, and dony the right to
be elected? On what logical and political principle
will'you do that? I can apprehend inconveniences,
of course, but as to them, surely the people are to be the
judges. If the people choose to elect a woman, and a woman
is eligible to vote, why should she not be eligible to take
her seat in Parliament ? On what ground can we say that
people shall not have the right to choose a woman as their
representative, if women have the franchise ? I do not sec
but that all those things are to be opened by this Bill, and
that we may, some day or other, under the Government's
proposition when fully developed, have a Speaker in a
gown, it is truc, but of a different kind and framed on
different plans from that which you, Mr. Speaker, wear.
Those questions are all opened by this Bill; it is certain
they are not closed. They are opened by this Bill; and
even the proposition brought forward is brought forward
without popular approbation? fHave we been told by the
hon. gentleman at any election that this was his policy?
The hon. gentleman says that he as always favored it.
But he kept it, like many others of bis favorites, in hie
bosom. He did not tell anybody of his secret affection
for the female franchise; he did not disclose bis hidden
love:

" Concealment, like a worm in the bud, preyed on bis damask cheek."
He alone knew how devoted he was to the sex. Why did he
not let us know; why did he not let them know ? Why
did he woo them so much in secret that they did not know
he was wooing them at all ? How did it happen that this
unrequited attachment of the First Minister did not become
known. I maintain that if the hon. gentleman nourished
those views, and nourished them not merely as theoretical
views and ideas which he would like to sec put in force, but
did not intend to take the responsibility of bringing for-
ward, but as practical ideas, on which he was going to
legislate, he was bound to have told the people at large, and to
have said: I am in favor of woman suffrage, and I am not
merely in favor of it, but I propose, if you elect me and1
my supporters, to use my influence and position to accom.
plish that which I conceive to be a great reform. We did

not know anything about this until the hon. gentle-
man was in office. Has there been any agitation
on this question; lias there been any discussion on
it amongst the people ? Yes; I think I hear the
hon. gentleman say : A petition or two was presented.
But the greatest marks of surprise upon the subject were
exhibited by the few agitators for the women's suffrage
themelves, who met and passed a resolution of thanks to
the hon. gentlemen for having spontaneously and without
request done so much more for them than they expected.
Now, I maintain that that is not the way in which a great
idea of this kind should germinate and ripen until it becomes
an Act of Parliament. I maintain that there ought to be
suggestions by responsible statesmen, agitation and discus-
sion, and a fair opportunity for the people at large to decide
what they will have upon such a subject, before you propose
to legislate at all. Thon, I say, that so little did the hon.
gentleman discharge what I conceive to be his duty, if he
were about to propose such a measure, that he as not even
really spoken upon it; we have not really got his reasons
for it. Now, that is not the view which the great statesman
to whom he las referred took in his last speech of the
nature of this question. He did not think it as a thing so
easily settled as to be disposed of in one and a-half or two
minutes, as it was in the speech of the First Minister, not
backed up by his colleagues. What is the character which
he gives this question ?

t My own opinions,",says Mr. Gladstone, "upon this question, if I am
to describe them in rude outline, are : that it is a question of immense
difficulty, a question upon which nothing hasty is to be done, a question
which requires absolutely to be sitted to the bottom, a question which
should be completely disassociated from every movement of party, and
every important political consideration, and upon which the House of
Commons can only, by a strict adherence to these rules, arrive at a
satisfactory conclusion."

Now, can you conceive a statosman like Mr. Gladstone, to
whom the hon. gentleman has referred, arriving at a con-
clusion to treat this question as a Ministerial question, and
bringing forward a Bill to give it effect ; dealing without a
single argument with a question, the character of which he
has described in the words I have quoted. No, Sir; it would
have been unworthy of him, and it was hardly worthy even of
the right hon.gentleman to touch the subject so lightly if ho
was going to touch it at all. Now, I. agree with the view
Mr. Gladstone has stated, that this question is one of
immense difficulty, and I dare say it is not at ail necessary
thoroughly to attempt to discuss it. In so far as the quet-
tion of keenness of intellect is concerned, we know that
some of the brightest brains in the world are those of
women ; in so far as interest in public affaire is concerned,
we know that many of the keenest politicians have been, and
from time to time are to be found, in the ranks of
women; and in so far as political sagacity is concerned,
we know that you have many striking examples in the
ranks of women. All these things are not merely to be
conceded, but freely to be stated and rejoiced in. But they
by no means solve the question. I, myself, have not infre-
quently stated my earnest desire that my fellow-country-
women should take a more active interest than they do in
public affaire; that they should acquaint themselves more
thoroughly than they do with with public questions, and I
rejoice when I see thom attending our political discussions
and informing their minds on public questions. But wbile
that is so, and while I believe there is a very satisfactory
and progressive improvement in that department of this
question, I ask the candid consideration of the House, and of
the mon and women of the country to the question, whether
the women have as yet, as a clas-if we are to call them so
-as a Box, as a whole, taken up politics in the way we do. I
do not think the men pay sufficient attention to public
affaire. I do not think that the electors give that attention
which they ought to give to the current of public events. I
do not think they do their full duty, or that they are fully
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alive to their responsibility'as electors of this country. I
think much has teobe done in the way of informing them
what that duty is, andin enlisting from them a more active
discharge of it. But whatever the shortcomings of the men
may be, it is clear, up to this time, that women have taken
less steady and active interest in public affairs than thise
who are the electors. Now, do you wish to see them take
that measure of interest that we do in politics ?
Unquestionably, yes, if you wish them to be voters. There
is no more dangerous element in the voting community of
the country than the mass which does not take a keen and
active interest in public affairs, on one side or the other.
I say the mass who do not inform themsolves and keep their
interest alive-and there are too many of them among the
men of the country to-day-the mass do not keep alive
their interest in public affairs, is a mass which is dangerous
and which impairs and sometimes imperils the stability of
our institutions. Therefore, unquestionably, you do wish
them to take an intorest. Thon, do you wish them to
become delegates to your conventions; to become commit-
tee women ; to become canvassers ? I say yes, if they are
going to be voters. I say yoe cannot double the voting
population of the country without danger, if you do not
hope that the added population will take the same degree
of interest and activity in the formation of public opinion,
the organisation of public opinion, as the rest; and therefore
yon must wish these things. Therefore it is, Sir, that
the question before you is a momentous question-the
question whether you are to make electors of the
women is a question not to be dealt with in a speech
of one and a-half minutes, even by a gentleman of the
authority of the First Minister, it should not be settled
without full and ample thought and deliberation, without
full consideration by the people at large, without full con-
sideration by the women of the country themselves, without
an appreciation of what their wishes are-which are import-
ant to the consideration of this question, because I think
it would be a mistake to force the franchise on a reluctant
portion of the population-if they be reluctant to accept
the franchise, as to which, again, one bas no opportunity of
forming an opinion, except from the absence of application
for the purpose. I say we have got to consider, then, the
whole bearings of this proposition in the extent to which,
in my opinion, it will inevitably lead. I do not believe the
wives and mothers of Canada will be content to see the
daughters and widows voting, and will support the proposi-
tion that they should vote the view that it elevates the sex
that they should vote, and yet should find themsolves rele-
gated to the lower sphere of those who are debarred from
voting because they are wives. I do not believe in that view
at all. I do not think that we should in one breath say it is
good for women; it is good for spinsters; it is good for
widows; it is good for the race ; it is for the elevation of
women that they shall vote, but it is bad for the married
woman. I do not think so at all; and therefore I think the
question of their opinion and of their condition, must be
taken into account on this subject. I do not intend, as I
have said, to discuss what the present place of woman is,
and what the future of woman is to be, but if you will allow
me, I will read you what I think is some very good philoso-
phy, couched in glorious poetry, on that subject, and which,
although I do not agree with all it says, I think tells as
much on the problem which the hon. gentleman has sub-
mitted to us, as has been told in any time past in so short
a space :

" The woman's cause is man's: they rise or sink
Together, dwarf'd or Godlike, bond or free;
For she that out of Lethe scales with man
The shining steps of nature, shares with man

is nights, his days, moves with him to one goal,
Stays all the fair young planets in her hands-
If she be small, shght-natured, miserable,
How ehall men grow? But work no more alone;

Mr. BLAKE,

Our place is much ; as far as in us lies,
We two will serve them both in aiding lier-
Will clear away the parasitic forms
That seem to keep her up, but drag her down-
Will leave her space to burgeon out of all
Within her -let her make herself her own,
To give or keep, to live and learn and be
All that not harme distinctive womanhood.
For woman is not undevelopt man,
But diverse; could we make her as the man,
Sweet love were slain ;his dearest bond is this.
Not like to like, but liek in difference.
Yet in the long years liker muet they grow
The man be more of woman, she of man;
Re gain in sweetness and in moral height,
Nor lose the wrestling thews that throw the world;
She mental breadth, nor fail in childward care,
Nor lose the childlike in the larger mind;
Till at the last she set herself to man,
Like perfect musie unto noble words;
And so these twain, upon the skirts of time,
Sit side by side, full-summ'd in all their powers,
Dispensing harvest, sowing the to-be,
Selt-reverent each and reverencing each,
Distinct in individualities,
But like each other ev'n as those who love.
Then comes the statelier Eden back to men;
Then reign the world's great bridals, chaste and calm;
Then springs the growing race of humankind.
May these things be."

Yes; may these things be. But I believe that the philosophy
which is indicated in those verses is a philosophy which
requires deep study before you can decide that these things
are to be by the hon. gentleman's proposal to confer the
rights of voting upon spinters and widows, and to leave out
those to whom these verses are addressed-the married
women. Now, as I have said, the only safe process in this
matter is discussion-gradual discussion, thorough discus-
sion; and the result of that discussion may be, indeed pro-
bably will be-for we have to look far off-a diversity of
opinion in the different Provinces The hon. Secretary of
State to-day frankly admitted that on this branch of the Bill
there are two opiniois. There is the hostile opinion in the
Province of Quebec; there is perhaps a favorable opinion in
some of the other Provinces; Iargue for leaving each Province
to settie its own franchise. If you do not want woman fran-
chise in the Province of Quebec, you are free not to have it ;
but leave the people to decide whether they shall have it or
not. Woman franchise may be popular in the Province of
Ontario; let the Province of Ontario pass a law to give
women the franchise; that does not hurt Quebec, but gives
Ontario that which best suits her. And so with reference
to the other Provinces. No stronger argument for the
adaptability and convenience of an independent franchise
for each Province can be found than that provision
of this Bill, and the statement of the Secretary of
State with reference to the woman franchise. Now, I
want to touch on one remaining topie, that of the
revising officers. Upon that topic I wish to remind
you of the First Minister's statement, when, at an early
period, ho proposed this measure. He thon declared, when
proposing the Bill which should establish revising barristers
the nominees of the Government, that this was analogous to
the English eystem, where, ho said, revising officers are
appointed by the Lord Chancellor, who is a member of the
Administration. That was the hon. gentleman's declaration;
and, ho said, here the Government is going to appoint them.
The hon. gentleman was, in two respects, entirely wrong in
that statement. In the first place, the revising officer in
England is not the revising officer the hon. gentleman pro-
poses to appoint; ho does not make the lists ; ho revises
them only. In the second place, the revising offleer is not
appointed by the Lord Chancellor. The revising officer for
the county of Middlesex is appointed by the Lord ChiefJus-
tice, who is not a political officer; and in the other consti-
tuencies the revising officers are appointed by the senior
judge going on the Assizes each year. And the hon. gentle.
man, for the purpose of assimilating this provision to the
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English practice of appointing revising barristers by the provided for the making of lists by three men, whom
judges of the land, made them out to be appointments by he was to nominate, but those lists were to be revised by
the Lord Chancellor, and declared that ho was following the the county and district judges ; after the first making of
stops of British precedent ! What the hon. gentleman does the liste the Government nominees had no more to do with
is, to take within the control of the Administration the them for all time. Ail future dealings with the lists were
appointment of these officers. Now, let us consider this a to be in the hande of judicial officers. Ris present proposal,
little. A little while ago the hon. gentleman wanted to excite however, is to put these revising liste into the hande of hie
a prejudice against the system of license inspectors being own nominees for all time. He is, in fact, proposing a
appointed by a Local Government, and what did ho declare ? scheme by which hoe can take control of the polis. The
He said the Local Government would appoint partisan liste are to be made right for the Conservatives, and the
license inspectors, who would exorcise a baneful influence on Reformers will have to fight against them. The
the tavern keepers with reference to their votes. There Secretary of State said that the liste could not
was the danger, which was to be avoided by appointing be got from the local officers, because we cannot
independent persons, not under the control of the Govern. command their service@. But we can command their
ment. Was it that he was so virtuous, and that other services; we can command the services of every citizen
people were so vicious, that ho could be entrusted with a of this country, whether ho be a local officer or not, to do
power that others would abuse ? Was it in reliance things which are within our jurisdiction as the Federal
upon his well-known and thoroughly well-ascertaiDed Parliament. We do so in the case of sheriffs and other
character of declining to avail himself of casual political officers. We have got rid of that doctrine, used by the right
advantages of one kind or another that the hon. gentle- hon.gentleman many times in early days, that we could not
man was stating his argument ? No; it was not on force judges and other persons to discharge duties we order
the argument of the nature of our First Minister, though them to discharge; we can force any citizen of Canada, we
good, or of a Provincial Minister, though bad. It was the' can force any local or municipal officer, to dischargethatduty
nature of things, the weakness of humanity, that the hon. which it is within our piovince to impose upon him, in order
gentleman referred to; it was a bad thing that a Govern. that the country may ho well governed. The municipal
ment should be allowed to appoint license inspectors, because councils do not make the franchise, says the Secretary
of the influence they would exorcise on the tavern-keepers, of State. No; but the local officers decide, in the first
with respect totheir franchise. But the hon.gentleman who instance, who, under the laws, are entitled to the franchise.
said that, proposes to take to himself the appointmont of That is the course here and in England; and, on the
the man who is to make the voters' lists, who is to empan- whole, it is the most satisfactory course. The judges,
nel the jury that is to try himself. Now, the English sys- he says, are not more independent than the revising officers,
tem has for its basis the local making of the liste. I have because they are paid by the Government, and are equally
spoken of local liberties in the sense of provincial liberties; obnoxious because they are appointed by the Government.
but I say that municipal liberties are not less important. It But are they appointed for this purpose ? No; they are
has been recognised in England by the students of free appointed to dispense justice. Their whole character, their
institutions that the nurseries of larger liberties are minor standing in the community, their instincts, their lives spent
local liberties; and that the powers of action of munici- in the dispensation of justice-all these are against the
pal bodies, within their narrow sphere of executive work of supposition, and you cannot, you must not suppose, that they
busipess doue, and of functions and privileges enjoyed,, will, when they are called upon as judges to discharge this
are of the greatest consequence, as educating the people in particular duty, depart from their ordinary rule of life, and
the general principles of' representative government; and degrade themselves in the eyes of those for whom they are
in those restraints, under constituted authorities, which are acting by acting unjustly. There is, however, no such safe-
essential to the establishment of a democratic, and guard in the case of the revising officers, who will be selected
yet orderly and stable system of Governmont, I say, thon, as political mon for a political and particular purpose. But,
that the privileges which the municipalities enjoy in Eng- says the Secretary of State, there will be an appeal, the same
land, of making the liste through their overseers and as there is now. The Secretary of State declared that this
officers, are ancient and important privileges, and if the was a very easy and simple Bill, one with which we are ail
hon. gentleman defers to British practice, he had botter thoroughly familiar; but he proved that there was, at any
follow it here. But the ion. gentleman says: Oh, I am rate, one member of this House who did not know it, who
making the revising officers entirely independent; they are had a good deal to study before he could say he was familiar
to be kept in office; they are not to be dependent on the with it, and that one momber of this House, with reference
will of my Government. Of course not. First of ail, ho to whom the Secretary of State falsified his statement, was
appoints them ; they do their duty to hie satisfaction; they the Secretary of State himself. He declared that there was
make the lists as he likes them to be made; they return an appeal, as before. First of ail, the 46th section gives an
members to support him; and thon they are not to ho appeal, if the revising officer thinks it reasonable and pro-
turned out by the Parliament. Do you not think, Mr. per to allow the appeal. I remember a county court judge
Speaker, that the tenure of office will ho just as secure with- who was a little unfortunate with the appeals that were made
eut that provision? le it at all likely that the Parliament from his judgment; and after there had been a great many
they lave made will turn them out? Surely they will not reversais, he said one day to a friend of hie at the bar:
be so ungrateful; surely the Parliament will not allow the " I really cannot understand how it is that they always just
Government to turn them out, if they hold their office during happen to appeal from me in the cases in which I am
these gentlemen's pleasure. This is a perversion, a total mis- wrong." His decisions were always reversed when appealed
application of the supposed benefits of an independent tenure from, and so he thought those were the only cases in which
of office. For the discharge of a duty, the most delicate in the ho was wrong. Now, if that county court judge had been
world, that of establishing the lists by which itis to ho decided permitted, in every case, to decide whether an appeal should
whether the Government are to continue in power or not, Eallowed, he would have taken good care only to allow an
the Government takes the power of selecting the men, appealto be taken in cases in which ho was certain that ho was
and undoubtedly they will select safe men; and if any right, and that the appeal would be dismissed. How much
of these do not do the work effectively, and the Govern- an appeal from the revising officer, to b. made only when
ment continue in office, the House of Commone will that gentleman considers it quite safe to allow hie decision
turn them out, but not otherwise. The hon. gentle- to be appealed from, is worth, I leave you to say. What
man's Bill i worse than his old Bill. His former Bill is more, the appeal is only to be allowed on questions of law;
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no appeal is to ho allowed from the decision of the revising
officer in matters of fact. But the admission or rejecting
of a vote is of itself mainly a matter of fact. Wo know
perfectly well that if yon allow a revising officer to decide on
the evidence, and will not allow any appeal from his decision,
as to the admissibility or the weight of evidence, and if yon
allow him to make up the cases in which an appeal is to be
had, and if, finally, to make quite sure that there will
ho no inconvenient appeals, you allow him to decide
when an appeal should be given, you may as well
take away the right of appeal altogother. But the Secretary
of State says there is to be an appeal, as at present. I would
advise the hon. gentleman to study the Bill before discuss-
ing it further. Then ho says it is impossible to get the
judges, when yon want them, always, and this is only to ho
used in cases of necessity. Why not say so in the Bill?
Why not say the judges shall be appointed, and it is only
in case of some such necessity that this other provision is to be
used. If you emunerate the judges they will do this work,
and you intend to remunerate the returning officers.
There will be no difficulty. But the hon. gentleman asks us
to give away the authority to cause every list to be revised
by the revising barrister, and hoesays, we will only use this
power where we must. But ho may consider one of the
cases of necessity to be the necessity of making a
list right. That has always been the policy of the
hon. First Minister. Hie took to himseolf the nomination
of the returning officers; ho took hold of the
days of election; ho declined to have one day
of election, and insisted on having the days of election
according to his will, so that he might fix them in the way
ho thought would best help himself and damage his adver-
saries; ho insisted that the committees of Parliament should
decide cases of contested elections. In the two latter
instances ho was ultimately forced to yield, after a violent
and protracted agitation and a decided expression of public
opinin. He was forced to give up the days of election and
the election courts, but not until we had from hini many
speeches, saying that it was most monstrous to have the
elections on the one day, and outrageons to have them deci-
ded by the judges of the land. When, however, it was impos-
sible for him to resist public opinion longer, he yielded to it,
and I believe ho claims credit for the legislation in these two
instances. With reference to the returning officers, ho took
possession of them, and when my bon. friend from East York
(Mr. Mackenzie) came in, ho restored the provision, the pro.
vision which, according to the hon. gentleman's view, might
work fairly in some cases, where the Local Government was
Liberal, but would work adversely in others. Take the
Province of Quebec, which, at the time my hon. friend from
East York restored the provision, was Conservative. Take
the Province of New Brunswick, which was Conservative,
and so on. You find it worked both ways, if it worked at
all. My hon. friend restored it, and there was no complaint
thon. Why, I remember an hon. member then, who now
occupies a place at the Table, complaining across the House,
when I was Minister of Justice, because, the law being so,
that there was a choice between registrar and sheriff, I had
-not chosen the sheriff, but the registrar. He said I ought to
have chosen the sheriff, because ho was first. The fact was,
the sheriff was the brother of the candidate, and I gave that
as a reason ; but, wheu they were in opposition, they thought
it dreadful to use the law to that extent that,when there was
a choice between the two officers, we should choose the second
of the two and should not choose the first one, though he was
a brother of the candidate. They were so strict then, in
regard to the matter, and, having taken all the benefit of
iny hon. friend's change, when they returned to office they
took hold of the returning officers again and they now
appoint them al]. The hon. gentleman took the money of
the public contractors in 187:, and subsequently, when he
got back here in 1882, he took the electoral districts, and,

Mr. BLAKE.

now ho is taking the voters' lists. His efforts have been to
secure and retain and increase a majority by the use of these
powers, powers which ought not to be in the hands of Govern-
monts, in the great contest between the two political parties
as to which has the majority of public opinion; powers which
ought, as far as possible, to be kept out of the hands of
Governments, which, being human, are liable to misuse
them. Well, the hon. gentleman may succeed in procuring
the passage of this clause, as to the appointment of revising
officers, which ho did not say anything about, which ho did
not intimate might be considered an open question,so that any
of his supporters who felt they could not conscientiously
accept a revising officer of their own nomination might be
free to vote against it. He did not make this an open ques-
tion, and he as not defended it as yet. He may succeed
in carrying it; but, as lie las from time to time found that
many of these efforts to obtain control have failed, though
many of them have succeeded, I hope and trust that this
effort, even if sucoossful here, will be less successfal else-
where; that a spirit of fair play and justice will be dominant
through the land; that the people at large will say that the
hon. gentleman ought to deal as ho would be dealt by; that

'they will say there ought to be a pure and equitable and
honest system of making the lists, and that he will not
derive, at any rate, all the advantage from this disposition
which, in his secret heart, ho hopes to obtain.

MEMBER INTRODUCED.

Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER informed the House that the
Clerk of the House had received, from the Clerk of the
Crown in Chancery, certificate of the election and return of
George Guillet, Esq., to represent the electoral district of
the west riding of the county of Northumberland,

Mr. GUILLET, having previously taken the oath, accor-
ding to law, and subscribed the roll coitaining the same,
was introduced by Mr. Curran and Mr. Wigle, and took his
seat in the flouse.

THEF RANCHISE BILL.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The hon. gentleman (Mr. Blake)
commenced his speech by referring to the delay in bringing
down this Bill, and the difficulty of fairly discussing it at
this period of the Session, and ho devoted about one hour of
that speech to a roference to the history of the Bill, showing
that for eighteen years this measure had been before the
people of this country and had been discussed at least once
in Parliament and several times by, the press of Canada.
Now, it seems to me, that if the hon. gentleman really
desired to discuss the measure, was anxious for time to dis-
cues the measure, . at leut ho migLht have saved
this House that hour, in order that that might be
devoted to the discussion of the moasure itself ;
but, instead of that, we had, for three quarters
of an hour before dinner, and for about twenty
minutes afterwards, a painful iteration of extracts from
Governor's speeches, extracts from speeches made in Par-
liament, a painful iteration of facts in regard to
the history of this measure, not one of which touched in the
slightest degree the question which we really have before
us at this moment. One would imagine, hearing the hon.
gentleman, that it has been an entirely unusual thing to
have measures brought in of this importance so late in the
Session; and yet, if ho had looked to the action of his own
friende in the Province of Ontario, in the Session whioh has
just closed, he would have found that there was no suhi besi-
tation with them about bringing in most important measures
at the very termination of the Session. He tells us that the
extension of tho franchise for the Province of Ontario was
discussed at the last general election. Well, I took some
interest in the last general election. I had the opportunity
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of spending some days in my own constituency and some
days in other constituencies, and I can only say that this is
the first time that I have heard that the subject of the exten-
sion of the franchise was talked of at all at that time. The
first practical statement that there was to be an extension of
the franchise was made in the Speech from His Honor
the Lieutenant-Governor, in the opening of the Legislature,
that having occurred two days before we met here; and yet
it was not until the 24th of March, six days before the
House was prorogued, that the measure was introduced for
a second reading and the members called upon to discuss it
at all. Thon there was another important measure intro-
duced into that Legislature, a measure of which no notice
was given, even in the Speech of His Honor the Lieutenant-
Governor, delivered from the Throne, and that was the
Redistribution Bill; and yet, although the House met two
days before we met here, it was not until the 18th March
that its attention was invited to a discussion of that Bill, on
a motion for the second reading. The hon, gentleman has
been good enough, lu the closing sentences of his speech,
to refer to what had been done by this Parliament lu con-
nection with the redistribution of the constituencies; but I
think that, after the experience of the last Session
of the Local Legislature, when, from no necessity
imposed upon them by law to increase the representation,
as was imposed upon this Parliament to increase it; when,
from the mere motive of Gerrymandering the constituencies
in that Province, under the pretence of adding one repre.
sentative to the constituency of Algoma, the whole Province
was cut up muto new electoral districts, in such a manner that
the members of that Legislature can scarcely recognise the
constituencies which elected them to their seats. When a
similar measure was introduced into Parliament here, a
measure rendered necessary by the fact that under the
constitution we had to add three new members to this
House from the Province of Ontario, when that was intro-
duced somewhat late .in the Session, what were the
attacks of hon. gentlemen opposite upon the Govern-
ment, for the late period at which they had lutro-
duced it and for their unwillingness to allow the
people of Canada fairly and fully to discuss it. So,
Sir, the introduction of the Torrens' Bill, a system which
changed entirely the manner of the transfer of land in the
Province of Ontario. Although that was announced in the
Speech of the Lieutenant-Governor, it was not until the
20th of March, ten days before the prorogation of the Logis.
lature, that the attention of the Legislature was invited to
the discussion of that question. This illustration, Mr.
Speaker, serves to show how these hon. gentlemen and
their friends have one rule for their own Legislature, in
Ontario, where they control the administration of public
affairs,and an entirely different rule for this Parliament. Hon.
gentlemen pretend that they have not an opportunity of
discussing this question, because it is proposed at so late a
period in the Session. Have they shown, within this;very
week, any disposition to get through with the business before
this House ? Have they shown by the discussion which
took place on Tuesday night, and by the discussion on
Wednesday night, when one hon. gentleman spoke no less
than forty-seven times-a tally of which was kept by an hon.
gentleman on this side-in relation to the details of a
measure which ias practically been the lawfor several years ?
Yet those ion. gentlemen who waste hour after hour, who
have been wasting hours of this Session during this week, tell
us that they have not time for fair and reasonable discus-
sion of the important question which is now before us.
Now, Mr. Speaker, what is this measure of which so much
is said ? We are told, in regard to it, that it is an inter-
ference with provincial rights, that we have no right to
pass this law, or that we ought not to pass it-for I believe
that the hon, gentlemen do not go so far as to say we have
not the right to pa it-but that we ought not to pass this

150

law, because it is a matter which ought to be left to the
Provinces. Under what clause of the constitution is it left
to the Provinces ? I find that it is so loft under the 41st
clause of the British North America Act, which is in these
words :

«Until the Parliament of Canada otherwise provides, ail laws in force
in the several Provinces at the Union, relative to the following mattersor any of them, namely, the qualification and disqualification of voters,
etc., etc.
And, Mr. Speaker, there are no less than nine subjects
which stand in precisely the same relation as this subject,
affecting the privileges of this House, upon which we were
permitted to enact laws, but upon which, until we did enact
laws, we were to accept those that were in existence at the
time Confederation took place. What were they ?

« The qualification and disqualification of persons to be elected to oit
as members of the legislature in the several Provinces."
Now, the qualification of a meniber ought certainly to be a
matter of provincial rights, quite as much as the qualifica-
tion of a voter; so that the principle laid down by these
hon. gentlemen, that each Province knows best for itself
whom they should send here and what kind of electors
should be permitted to send them here, is precisely the same
principle as that which permits them to say what shall b
the qualification of the members who are to be sent to this
House. Yet that was one of the things which we have
changed. We have fixed our qualification, and thore was
no protest raised about provincial rilits, no cry about inter-
ference with the autonomy of the rovinces, when we did
pass a law to fix the qualification of voters. Then :4"Voters
at elections of such momber." That we are prOposing to
deal with now. Then: "Oaths to be taken by voters."
That, surely, is a matter which the Provinces might deter-
mine just as well as this Parliament. Thon :I"Returning
officers, their powers and duties." These things we have
already fixed. But if we leave the qualification of the voter
to the Provinces, why not leave to them the question of
who should be the returning officer. As a matter of fact,
we did determine that matter in our first election. Thon:

" The proceedings at elections, the period during which elections may
be continued, the trial of controverted elections,the proceedings incident
thereto, the vacating of seats for members, and the issue of new writs,
in case of seats vacated otherwise than by dissolution-shall respect-
ively apply to elections of members to serve in the House of Commons
for the sane several Provinces."

There were thus nine subjects upon which we were to accept
the laws in existence in the several Provinces at the time of
Confoderation until the Parliament of Canada passed other
laws. We have legislated upon eight of them; we have
made our own laws in relation to eight of them; and when
we come to make a law in relation to the ninth, which
every one will admit is, if anything can be so, not only
within our jurisdiction, but within the proper jurisdiction
of this House, determining the qualification of the electors
who are te send us here, we are told that wo are interfering
with provincial rights, bocause we are complying with
that clause of the constitution which was enacted
for our guidance at the time of Confederation. Thon,
Sir, we have been told, during this debate, that
this is a policy of centralisation, and so we have
heard it stated that the First Minister is simply indicating
in this Bill his determination to carry out, as far as he dare,
his well-known views in favor of legislative union. Sir, that
statement in regard to the First Minister has been made sa
often and has been apparently accepted by so many people,
that it is worth while referring, in a manner which cannot
be controverted, to what were the actual opinions of the
First Minister with regard to a legislative or a federal
union. The hon. gentlemen from Ontario and Quebec par-
ticularly, will remember the agitation in favor of represen-
tation by population, the point to which that agitation was
carried, the earnestness with whiph people discussed it, both
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in and out of Parliament; and among those who did discuss
it, in theyear 1860, was the right hon. gentleman who is
now, as ho was thon, the leader of the Conservative party.
In bis speech at that time ho made use of these words: 1

I Tyefonly feaible pshemewhich presented itself tiohiosmd, as a
remedy for the. evil complained of, was a confederation of ail the Pro-
vinces. But In speaking of a confederation, he must not be understood
as alluding to it in the sense of the one on the other aide of the line."
Then, Sir, ho went on to describe what the difficulties of
that constitution were :

" The fatal error which they had committed-and it was, perhaps,
unavoidable, from the state of the colonies at the time of the revolution,
was in making each State a distinct sovereignty, and giving to each a
distinct sovereign pover, except in those instances where they were
specially reserved by the constitution and conferred upon the General
Government. The true principle of a true confederation lay in iving
to the General Government all the principles and powers of sovereignty,
and that the subordinate or individual States shonld have no powers
but those expressly bestowed on them. We should thus have a powerful
Central Government-a powerful Central Legislature, and a powerful
decentralised system of minor Legislatures for local purposes."

I ask you, Mr. Speaker, whether it would be possible to
describe, in a few words, more accuratoly the constitution
under which we hive than it is described in these words.
We find in them no question of a legislative union. There
is a statement that we should have a strong central power ;
and I think the events through which we are passing, and
to which the hon. gentleman referred, as indicating the
importance of our having strong local powers, to my mind,
rather demonstrate the advantage of possessing a strong cent-
ral power which can assert its authority in all parts of the
country, and which can make Canada, and itsinfluence, and
responsibility, and power, felt from one end of the Dominion
to the other. That was the principle laid down at the time by
the right hon. gentleman; and neither by word nor by act,
since that time, has ho been guilty of anything which would
justify any hon. gentleman, in this bouse or out of it, in
saying that ho desires to sap the foundations of the institu-
tions under which we live, and that ho proposes, bv means
of this measure or of any other measure, to centralise our
systom and to destroy in any way the legitimate and pro-
per influence of the Local Legislatures. Then, Sir, we are
told that in England reform Bills have been discussed for
many Sessions, and at many elections, before they become
law; that the popular sentiment is thoroughly aroused
in relation to thom; that they become in that way
the subject of popular agitation, before they are crys-
talised into statutes by the Parliament of the country.
Sir, is there any analogy botween the English Reform Bill
enfranchising millions of people, as has been done by the
Franchise Bill juast passed in England, and a measure of
this kind, which simply proposes to take the power which
the Confederation Act says we shall take, to determine who
our electors shall be, and affixing machinery for voting, in
order that we may carry out the constitutional system of
the country. But if it wore true, if thore was an analogy,
the answer to the hon gentleman is to be found in the fact
that this measure bas been before the country for many
years, bas been discussed for many years, everyone know-
ing that sooner or later this Parliament must take
control of the electoral franchise, so far as its own privileges
and its own members are concerned. Why, even the hon.
gentleman himself, when the Bill was introduced in 1870,
and that discussion took place to which ho has referred,
used these words at almost the opening of his speech:

" They were all agreed as to the necessity of an Eeotion Act; andhoweer he might opposesomercf the dettils of that measure, he haine idea of opposing lhe second readiag."

And as a matter of fact that measure passed its second
roading without the votes being recorded; it passed on a
division, it is true, but as I say, without the votes being '
taken, and with that declaration of the hon.gentleman, that
everyone admitted we required an election law,

1Mr. WmTz (Cardweîl).

Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear. The hon. member for Est
York passed an election law.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). It is quite true that the hon.
gentleman objected to some of the details, that ho objected
to the method of appointing revising barristers, and sug-
gested, as ho has auggested to-uight, that the revising
barristers should be appointed by the judgea, asin England.
It is quite true he objected to some of the forma of words
used in declaring the qualification of votera, and discussing
it from the point of view of his own great legal knowledge,
pointed out what might be the effect of the words as to the
qualification of voters. But the Bill introduced was a Bill
to take control of the franchise, to arrangea franchise for
the House of Commons of Canada, and it was a Bill pro-
viding machinery by which that might be carried out.
When the hon, gentleman, as I say, came to deal with the
question of the particular officers who were to carry it out,
ho made thon, as he made to-night, in almost pre-
cisely the same words, objections to the officers
appointed, and urged that the revising barristers should be
appointed by the judges, as they are appointed in England.
The hon, gentleman admits, in fact, that if Provincial
Legislatures were to interfere in any way, or were to abuse
in any way, the power thus conferred on thenm, this Parlia-
ment might then interfere. But why should it ? If the
doctrine laid down by the hon, gentleman be true, if
the Provinces are to determine, and they alone, the
qualification of the members who are to be sent to this
House, what right have we to say whether they abuse
their power or not? The hon. gentleman asked if any
evil had resulted. All I know is this: We have had
indications of a disposition to cause evil. I have bore two
statutes passed in the Province of Nova Scotia. I have
bore a statute passed in 1871, I presume when their own
local elections were coming on, in which it is declared as
follows:

"It shal not be lawful for any person to vote at an election for a
member or members to represent tih people in a General Assembly of
this Province, who, at any time within fifteen days before the day of
election, was in receipt of wages or emolument of any kind as an
employee, in the Post office, theC .ustom house, the lnland Revenue
Department, the light hous. service, on the. Governmenat railways, in
the (roenl'andeoffice, or the local Public Works and Mines."

That was passed in 1871 by the Local Government. Why ?
Because they supposed that some of those electors, being
officers in some sense, or employés of the Dominion Gov-
ernmont, might be disposed to vote with the party repre-
sented in the Government, they passed. that law to disfran-
chise them, practically to lessen the power of the Conserva-
tive party in that Province. Having accomplished their
object by means of that Act, they went to work, when it was
their interest, the Liberal party coming in after the elec-
tion of 1872, and passed an Act to repeal that law, and
give all those mon votes again. What have we seen during
the last Session in the Local Legislature of Ontario ?
The hon. gentleman has attempted a comparison between
the franchise of the Ontario Act and the franohise of the
Bill now proposed, and ho has told the House that the
franchise is much more liberal in Ontario, under the new
Act, than it is proposed to be under the present Bill.
But ho did not tell the House that there are a very large
number of voters who are cut off from the franchise
altogether under the Act passed by the Local .1Legisla-
ture, They have made residence a qualification. They
have struck a direct blow at the influence of property,
at the iifluence which property should fairly have, and
while atteýnpting to go one better-having soen the
Bill, wbich the right hon. gentlemen introdaced last
year-with a view, if ossible, of carrying ont the object
which they appear too resolved to attain just now, to
catch the workingman's vote, they have deliberately
eut off altogether the property vote, ecept in so far A
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the proprietor is a resident in the county in which ho
desires to vote. We have here thirteen Ministersofthe Crown
all of thaem compelled to reside in Ottawa, and become rosi
dents 'ere by virtue of their office. Everyone of thom
residing in Ontario is disfranchised in is own constituency
by the act of the Local Legislature. When the election
come on, although they may be large property-owners
within their respective counties, yet because of the fact thaï
their office compels ther to reside in Ottawa, they will be,
everyone of themr, disfranchised. Whp has not loard of
what are called outaide votera ut elections ? Who has not
heard of the number of persons who sometimes vote three
or four times ut elections, in different counties, being able to
reach there by railway or by fast horses. They cannot do
it any longer; and I venture to say that more people are
disfranchised by that Act - and those are the proprietors
and property-owners of the country-than are enfran-
chised by the wider franchise that las been passed
in Ontario, if you leave out mechanics' sons,
whicb provision will undoubtedly bring in a large number.
The hon. gentleman tells us there will be great confusion
resulting from those several franchises. He tells us the effect
will be, if we pass this Bill, that votera will not know where
they are to vote and how they are to vote; that they will
not know whether they are to vote or not; that, owing to
the changes in the carrying out of the elections, they will
not be able to perform their duties, because of the confusion
arising from tiis multiplication of franchises. Yet, if the
hon. gentleman will go to lis own Province he will find
that there are already four franchises there. There is one
franchise for elections of school trustees, another for muni-
cipal elections, another for voting on bonuses or debentures
for grauting aid to railways, or similar objecta, and thon
there is the provincial franchise, for the elections for the Pro-
vincial Legislature. So there is already n that Province that
very oonfusion to which the hon. gentleman refera ns likelyto
inure to the disadvantage of the people if this Bill is passed.
They now have it there to the extent of four distinct
franchises, and no one ever thought of suggesting that the
Province of Ontario should have precisely the same fran-
chise for the election of school trustees, of municipal
couneillors and of members of the Legialature. Thon, Sir,
the hon. gentleman deals with the 11 itself. Now, Sir,
what is the .Bill ? It is simply this; That we shall have for
this Parliament electors whose qualifications are determined
by Parliamentitself. I have pointed out to you that, under
the system which prevails at.this time, as was done in the
Province of Nova Scotia, they may change their franchise
-having one franchise one year and changing it back again
the next, the political object having been accomplished in
the meantime. It is .competent for any Province, ut this
moment, anxious to defeat the party which may happen to
be in power here- whether that party be the party now in
power, or hon.gentlemen, if in the remote future they should
De in power, the argument is the same -it is competent for
any Provincial Legislature, having the control of the fran-
chise, by an amendment to that franchise on the eve of an
election, to destroy very largely the influence and power of
the Government, and u ithat way to alter the expression of
public opinion, as reprosented by the party which happens
to be in power. Sir, after all, this Bill is sirp to
determine our franchise. Are we, as a matter ef fact,
restricting the franchise ? Are we giving reater or
les power to the people of this country? Who are the
persons to b. enfranchised under the Bill? Who are fie
persons not to be enfranchised under it ? In the first place,
I think we can say that every householder in Canada will
have a vote under this Bill. The ion. gentleman was good
enough to say that, in the Province of Ontario, under the lasti
Act of its Legislature, no measure of rental was put on the1
house which is to qualify the voter; that the householder,i
irrespective of what rent ho ha to pay, is to have a vote.
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e Now, when I tell you that, under this Bill, the man who
, pays $2 a month rent has a vote, I think I may fairly say
- that this franchise includes every householder who is to be
i found in Canada; for I do not know the house, I do not
7 know the cot, even, for which $2 a month will not be paid;
s and that being the case, I think I may say that every man

who has a house over his head will have a vote. Thon,
every man who is a wage-earner, every man having an
income, will have a vote. The hon, gentleman drew a dis-

f tinction between wage-earners and persons having an
income; but when he read the qualifications of wage-earners,
and pointed out that a man must have been living 12 months
in a place before lie voted ; that he must have been in the
p lace and in receipt of wages, amounting to 8300 a year,
for 12 months before the voters' lista are made up, and must
have continued there, in order to qualify himself for voting,
I think the distinction between wage-earners and income
franchise voters is very difficult to point out. Then we
have, in addition to that, the sons of farmers and the sons of
mechanics, who are entitled to vote under this Bill; so it is
almost impossible to find any cluas of people in the country,
who are residents of the country, who are earning a living
in the country, that are not enfranchised in the Bill now
before you. But we are told that the woman franchise is
one which should have been discussed at very great length.
Allow me to say that the hon, gentleman again forgets the
experience of his own friends in his own Province. Why,
Sir, in 1883, a Bill was passed, with regard to municipal
institutions. It was a consolidation, and I find that the
qualifications were there set forth, as follows:-

" Subject to the provisions of the next eight sections, the right of
voting at municipal elections shall belong to the following persons,
being males of the full age of twenty-oue years, etc."

The law of 1883, therefore, restricted the franchise to male
voters; and yet, in 1884, one year afterwards, without one
single agitation from outside, without a petition, without a
suggestion anywhere, that the subject of female suffrage was
going to be taken up, we find another Act introduced to
amend the Act of 1883, in which it was declared :

" In order that widows and unmarried women, who are in their own
right rated for a property or income qualification sufficient to qualify
male voters, may hereafter have the right to vote at municipal elections
it is enacted that section 79 of the said Act is hereby amended, by
inuerting after the word 'being,' in the third line thereof, the words
'widows, unmarried women or.'

So it appears that the hon. gentleman's friends in Ontario,
so far from considering that the introduction of female
suffrage was a matter which should be carefully discussed,
and discussed at great length, that it was a question involv-
ing the greatest consideration, a question of far-roaching
importance, deliberately, after passing an Act one Session,
in which they exclude female suffrage, in which they do
not appear to have thought of female suffrage, next year
passed an amending Act, in which they include female
suffrage, probably simply because having seen the Bill
of the right hon. gentleman, they determined that they
would go one botter. The truth is, that the Bill introduced
in the Ontario Legislature bears on the face evidence
of having been taken, in all its material details, from
the Bill introduced into the House last Session, simply
altering two or three particulars, so that it might appear
to be more liberal and, not I believe, because of any strong
conviction on the subject at all. The hon. gentleman says
-and I speak upon this matter, because I am in favor of
female suffrage-if we permit spinsters, as hoecals them,
-I prefer to call them unmarried women-and wid.
ows who have property, to vote, we cannot stop
there, but we must give married women the same
right. Now, I can see a very marked distinction
between the two cases. I am a firm believer that the one-
ness of the family and the headship of the husband lie at the
basis of the whole social fabrie, and in those two facts you
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have a sufficient distinction between the admission of
narried women to the suffrage, who are represented

through their husbands at the polls, and whose property is
thus represented, and the case of unmarried women andi
widows, who may be proprietors in their own rights, and
whose property can only be represented by their own votes
at the polis. The question, Sir, we have to deal with-and
I do not intend to detain the House, because I
think we can discuss the question in shorter
speeches than five hours-so far as the principle
is concerned, is simply whether we shall have the
control of our own franchise or leave it to the Pro-
vincial Legislatures. Questions of detail-questions of
whether $300 or 6400 franchise is the best; whether female
suffrage should be admitted or not; whether-we should have
$300, $250, $200, or $100 qualification for owners-these
are all questions of detail, which may fairly be considered
hereafter; but on the general principle of our controlling
our own franchise, I think there can be no difference of
opinion. Now, Sir, as to the question of passing this law at
this time. We are in the third Session of this Parliament.
If this Parliament lives out its full period the elections will
occur in 1887. Under the Bill, as it is introduced, the
voters' lists must be comploted by the 1st ofJanuary, 1887 ;
to that there is not more than time sufficient, between now
and thon, to have the voters' lists prepared, so that the elec-
tions may take place at that time. The question, there-
fore, is simply whether we are to have our own franchise
for the next Parliament, or whether we are to postpone
this measure for another Parliament, and possibly until the
following one. If we are to have the voters' lists ready
for the next Parliament, we must pass the Bill at this
Session, and that is the reason why we ought to pass it
now. There was no such necessity of pressing the Bill in
the first two Sessions of this Parliament. If we had passed
the Bill in 1883 or in 1884 it would not practically have
come into operation as an active factor in the election of
members of this House until 1887 under any circum-
stances ; and therefore, the necessity of passing it in
those years was very much less than it is to-day.
But the hon. gentleman says that the proposal in this
Bill is for the Government to take into their own hands
the power of controlling the voters' lists, by means of the
revising barristers. The hon, gentleman, I think, insults
every judge in the ]and, when he undertakes to say that the
clause ln the Bill providing for the appointment of a revis-
ing barrister, of a gentleman of five years' standing at the
bar, and qualified, by that fact, to be a judge, and that the
fact of appointing him to office during good behavior is no
security for his ndependence of the party who appoints
him. IHow are our judges appointed ? They all hold office
by precisely the same tenure s is proposed in this Bill.
The qualification for a county judge is, I believe, to be five
years a barrister, and his appointment is during good
behaviour. I think the county judges can be removed by a
simpler process, but the Superior Court judges are only
removable by impeachment in Parliament. Therefore, I
say that no botter safeguard can be provided for the indepen-
dence of the gentlemen who are to make up the voters lists'
and to revise them, than the fact that they are appointed
during good behavior, and are not liable to dismissal from
time to time. If that is not a guarantee, it is no guarantee
in regard to our county judges. Now, the hon. gentleman
tells us that the fact that we are going to appoint as revising1
barristers lawyers who are not judges, will render themi
dependent on this Government, and will be destructive]
of all security for their independence in the preparation ofi
the lists; and yet he proposes that the county judges, who
are appointed by the same power, and whose tenure of office
is precisely the same, may be trusted with this duty without1
the same risk as to the independent performance of that1
duty. Sir, there is no difficulty, I hould think, of securing

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell).

in this country men of character and of professional stand-
ing, who have been barristers for five years, for the prepara-
tion of these lists. But the hon. gentleman says, in Englpnd
they take the local machinery for the preparation of the
lists, and the revising barristers are revising barristers and
nothing more. Unfortunatoly, in our case, not having the
control of municipal institutions, we cannot avail ourselves
of local machinery to the same extent; but what has been
done in this Bill is to provide that the revising barrister, or
the county judge, if ho. is appointed, shall take the voters'
list as they have been prepared by the local officers as the
basis; and, having taken that list, he simply secures, in
the best way he can, the addition of such persons as
by the Act are entitled to be placed on the list.
Suppose we did not adopt that plan. Suppose we took
simply the municipal machinery; how would it be in the
Province of Quebec, for instance ? We have no machinery
there that would enable us to ascertain those who are
entitled to the franchise on the basis of income. Income is
not assessed in the Province of Quebec; there, only a prop-
erty assessment prevails, and there the revising barrister
would be compelled to do precisely what he has to do under
this Act, namely, ascertain, in the best way ho can, those
persons entitled to vote on income, and add them to the
list. That must be the case, also, in other Provinces,
where income franchises do not exist. So with regard to
farmers' sons. I do not understand that they have been
made voters in municipal elections. I do not understand
that the qualifications for municipal voters have been made
the same as those for parliamentary voters even in the Pro-
vince of Ontario. So that if we take the municipal list, the
revising barrister would be compelled to add such names as
he could ascertain, by the persons coming forward them-
selves, or by political committees on both sides bringing
forward their names. But the hon. gentleman says there is
no appeal. Where is the appeal to-day ? At present the
assessor goes around and takes the assessment; the clerk
makes up the voters' list from that; before the list is com-
plote, the municipal council sitting as a court of revision
meets, and anybody can go before that court and get the
assessment increased or decreased, as the case may be;
thon the voters' list is made up from the assessment roll so
revised; then the county judge, who will probably be the
same person as the revising officer, sits as a revising barris-
ter, in fact, in order to hear any complaints that may be
made as to the voters' list; and after he has given his
decision, there is absolutely no appeal of any kind what-
ever. So that, under this Bill, as now proposed, there is
greater security, by way of appeal, than there is under the
present system, under which fthe county judge simply
revises the voters' list. Under this Bill we have, first, the
authority to take the voters' list made up by the local offi-
cers; next, the power to add to the list the names of any
entitled to vote under the law; next, the right of any per-
son to complain that he is put on or left off, or that some-
body else has been wrongfully put on or left; next, an appeal
to the Superior Court on matters of law, as to
the legal right of any person to be there or not ;
and in that way we have the best possible assurance that
by this Bill we shall get an honest voters' list, and shall be
enabled to know who our electors are, instead of being com-
pelled to feel, from election to election, that we are subject
wholly to lista passed by one party in the Local Legiala-
ture, who may be ready to doctor their election law just on
the eve of an election, in order to change the entire com-
plexion of parties in the country, as unfortunately was done
in the case of Nova Scotia, and as to some extent has been
done by the Act just passed by the Ontario Legislature. I
think there is no doubt to anybody who looks at the matter
fairly that we ought to have in this Parliament the right
to determine our own franchise, and, admitting that
right, that by no botter means can it be carried out
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than by the Bill now before us, for which I shall have great
pleasure in voting.

Mr. EDGAR. I am afraid that the hon. member for
Cardwell (Mr. White) commenced his speech a little
out of humor; he evidently came here after dinner,
determined to make a speech, and had to make It
an hour later than he hoped to do, and on that
account he undertook to lecture the leader of the
Opposition on making too long speeches. I think
we will have to leave to the importance of the occa-
sion and the feeling of the country, and to the brilliancy
of the speech itself, to decide whether it was too long or
not. I hope, however, that the speech of the hon. gentle-
man's leader (Sir John A. Macdonald) satisfied him on the
point of length, for he made a speech of exactly eight and a-
half minutes in length, in introducing this important measure
which, on a former occasion, he said, would be the work of
a whole Session. The hon. gentleman pursued what seems
to me, since I have been watching the debates in this louse,
a favorite method on the other side; when they find some
act of their friends particularly indefensible, they think
that they have condoned it completely, and answered all
objections to it, if they can point to something which
may have been done by the Ontario Legislature, and
which they think is of the same description. In pursuance
of that policy, the hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White)
proceeded to attack the Ontario Legislature for delay in
bringing in the Franchise Bill which they recently passed.
Why, that Legislature opened its Session one day before this
House did, and that Franchise Bill bas been introduced, and
passed, and become law, two weeks ago. Where was the
delay there ? Long before this Bill was brought before this
louse, the Ontario Government's Bill had become law,
although their Sessions began about the same time as ours.
We were told also that the Ontario Government had never
given notice to the public of the intention of the Liberal
party to extend the franchise. In that the hon. gentleman
is entirely mistaken. At the great convention of the great
Reform party held in Toronto before the last election, a reso-
lution passed at that meeting laid down the policy of the party
on this question, and declared in favor of a largely extended
suffrage, and in the Legislature a resolution was passed in
a previous Session in the same direction. The Govern-
ment went to the country on the platform declared at that
Liberal convention, and in pursuance of the pledges made
to the people, they brought in the Bill which has since be-
come law. When did the Conservative convention declare
in favor of this franchise ? The hon. gentleman does noti
point to th at, but he points to the Speech from the Throne as1
a notice to the public that this Bill was to be pushedforwardi
this Session. Why, bas it not been promised in Speechesi
from the Throne, ce, and on, for the past seventeen years ?'
Putting it in a Speech from the Throne, so far as experi-1
ence can show, is a notice that the measure will not be1
brought in during the Session. But a difficulty, it appears,
arose in Nova Scotia, in 1871, in the imagination of the hon.
gentleman, when the Legislature of that Province under-1
took to make some changes in their local franchise whichi
would disfranchise certain Dominion officials. That may1
have been right or wrong; I am not going to discuss it now;i
and they changed the law afterwards, I believe, but1
that was in 1871, and the remedy for it has been in thet
hands of the bon. the First Minister since he returnedi
to power in 1878. Why, therefore, did he not apply1
it before ? The bon. the member for Cardwell (Afr.1
White) accused the leader of the Opposition of inconsis-i
tency of some kind, because he says he supported an
election law in 1870 in which there were provisions
as to the Dominion franchise. Fortunately, we can1
refer to the debate on that subject, and as the hon. gentle-(
man has referred to the subject, I will have to trouble the-

flouse with a short extract showing what the leader of the
Opposition said on that occasion. Mr. Blake said:-

" The Act was not of a nature to satisfy the people ; it would satisfy
them more were they to adopt the system used by each Province for the
election for the popular Legislature. That was a plain rule. The
people should be trusted so far, and until there should be found a
necessity for acting. There was to warrant confidence in a scheme of
this kind, and there was no doubt that the popular Legislature would
adopt the wisest, best and most suitable rule for each Province, for this
course was not without precedent. It was the course adopted in the
neighboring Union. Congress had not given up the power of dealing
with the question, but the law had been left to each state, and during
aIl the trials and vicissitudes to which'the Union had been exposed, the
reserved power neyer required to be exerted. The rule of uniformity
was not onl unsuitable to the present, but was even more so in the
not distant future of the country to which they muet look. It could not
be carried ont without injustice to the feelings of those who were
expected to join the Confederation."
That seems to me to be exactly the language which the
hon. gentleman used to-night in respect to thiîs Bill; and if
the Government were consistent in proposing uniformity of
franchise, the leader of the Opposition was consIstent in
opposing it. In the committee on the same Bill the hon.
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) said:

"If this Bill was passed as it now stood, it would be a veryserious
blow to the extension of Confederation. In view of these facto, he urged
that the Bill be amended so as to adopt the franchise of each Province as
the basis of franchise for the Commnos."

And that is what the resolution of my hon. friend from
Quebec East (Mr. Laurier) says to-day. The hon. gentleman
who last spoke (Mr. White) bas also undertaken to attaòk
the Ontario Government for its action in disfranchising non-
residents. If it were neoessary or proper, I would undertake
to defend that, for I think a great deal of the corruption at
elections is due to the existence of non-resident voters, but I
do not propose to enter into the discussion of that to-night, for
in the measure before us we have a great deal to discuss,
without going into other questions. The Ontario Government
is brought in again to condone the action of the Government
of the Dominion in the matter of introducing female suffrage
without notice. The hon. gentleman is in error there again.
The action of the Ontario Government, in introducing
the female franchise into the Ontario municipal law last
year, was not sudden or unexpected ; this principle las been
in operation for years, in the election of school trustees in
the Province of Ontario, and the people in municipal mat-
ters there are familiar with it. More than two or three
years ago there was agitation in Toronto in favor of female
suffrage; a convention was held, and a deputation of the
ladies waited upon the Attorney-General the Premier of
the Province, to urge upon him the adoption of female
sufrage, and he suggested it might be tried first in muni-
cipal matters ; and it was so tried. Who bas heard of any
deputation of the publie that waited on the hon. the First Min-
ister for the purpose of getting female suffrage as part of this
Bill ? The Secretary of State this afternoon paid some left-
handed compliments, as he meant them, to the Opposition,
for the information they had shown by their speeches they
possessed on this subject, and he did tis in order to show that
the Opposition had plenty of time to look into the question.
I think that compliment was well deserved ; although the
speeches had to be made on short notice, there were not to
be found in them the gross mis'takes which were in the
speech of the Secretary of State on the subject of the con-
tents of a Bill of his own Government. He entirely mis-
stated or misunderstood the provisions >of that Act as to
appeal from the decisions of the revising officers. Re
went on, and said this was a very simple little
Bill ; that there was nothing in it at all ; it
was not complicated, and any one could understand it.
Why, Sir, if we look at that Bill, the interpretation clauses
required to enable us to understand it at all are no less than
twenty-three in number. Then, as to the qualifications in
ciies and towns, there are seven clauses or sub-sections,
distinct and separate. Thon, as to the qualification in coun-
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ties, there are nine more distinct and separate clauses in
this little Bill. Thon, there is the great social revolution of
female suffrage, and the mysterious revolution, which I do
not exactly understand, of Indian suffrage. Certainly we
have not had much notice of that in any Province. Then,
as to the revising officers and thoir duties, in this simple
little Bill, which is not complicated at all and which any-
body who runs may read, there are no less than forty-six
sections ; and, besides, there is something else, which I did not
see myself at the time, but the Secretary of State explain-
ed it to us, what he called "the eguilibrium." That hon, gen-
tleman told us there was no danger to be apprehended Irom
this Bill, because the law itself, the statute law,would prescribe
the qualification of electors. I think we knew that before.
It is not the law that we are complaining about, although
ver y likely we shall not like it and it may not be as good as
it should be; but it is the interpretation of that law, and the
interpretation of that law without appeal, that we complain of.
Then, again, we were told that there was no danger in the pro-
vision as to the appointment of revising barristers, because
the Government may appoint judges. Now, if they intend
to appoint judges, could they not change the little word
" may" into another monosyllable word, " shall," and then
all the trouble and difficulty of that point will be over ? Can
we trust the gentlemen implicitly in this matter ? Can
we trust that they will never appoint partisan political
officers to that position ? Are not these the sane hon. gen-
tlemen who appointed partisan political returning officers,
who sometimes elected men to this House whom the people
did not elect, and who sometimes defeated men whom the
people did elect ? The other evening we had the plea-
sure of listening to the speech of the hon. member for
Ottawa county (Mr. Wright). It was a very interesting
speech, and I think both sides of the House would like to
hear more of those speeches. le is almost the only mem-
ber of the House who undertakes to make an oration to you,
Mr. Speaker. Of course, an orator is entitled to a sort of
poetic license, and there was nothing small about his
speech; he completely involved everything with magnifi-
cent words and expressions. The whole measure, from
beginning to end, in his mid, was perfect; but, if there were
any points which ho admired more than the others about it,
they were female suffrage and the extension which the Act
would give of the male franchise. Well, he cannot have known
at the time that the female suffrage forms no serious part of
this Bill; that, as the right hon. the First Minister has told us,
it is just a sort of trial balloon, sent up to sec which way the
wind blows, and, as is often the case with the right lon. the
First Minister, when he finds which way the wind blows,
he will trim his sail to catch the breeze. Instead of there
being the extension of the franchise which the hon. gentle-
man seemed to think there was in this Bill, I am prepared
to show that in nearly all the Provinces there has been a
disfranchisement by this Bill; therefore, there was nothing
really left for the hon. gentleman to get enthusiastic about,
except the revising officers,and I am sure that, if the hon.
gentleman was here in the House to-night, he would not say
he is in favor of that most extraordinary provision in the
Act. He was enthusiastic, however, upon the subject of
female franchise. Now, one tan understand how the hon.
member for Ottawa or the right hon. member for Carleton
could come here with some excuse and advocate that pro-
vision, but what opportunity have any other members, who
do not happen to have their constituencies around this
seat of Government, for consulting with their female con-
stituents as to this measure ? We must inform ourselves
upon this question. Itb as not been before the
country at any election, and if there is any one subject more
than another upon which it would be fair to allow hon.
members of thie fouse to consult their constituents, it is this
one of female suffrage. It will be our duty, before we take
such a revolutionary step as this, to have meetings of maid-
ens andspisters, and to call conventions of widows in our
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constituencies, in order to see what their views on that sub-
ject are, and it will be necessary for us to attend Doroas
meetings and places where the ladies congregate, because
we can never form an opinion as to the views of those ladies
merely from meeting the ordinary constituents that we are
accustomed to talk to and address. Why, it would be a cruel
and wicked thing to impose the obligations and duties and
burdens of the franchise upon their fair shoulders without
their consent. So I think it is hardly fair for the hon.
member for Carleton, who lives in the county town of his
constituency, and has no doubt had deputations waiting in
his office, that we have not heard about, and for the hon.
member for Ottawa county, who visits his riding every day
and sees them all, to force this measure upon us who have
not had that opportunity. One would think, if there were
any agitation in the country upon this subject, we would have
heard about it in this House. There would surely have been
deputations here from different parts of the country, of the
strong-minded women,who desire this extension of their pri-
vilges, demanding of us male monsters here to give them their
rights. But what do we find ? I took up the paper this
morning and saw there was a gathering of ladies in this
town; I saw that last night in the Drill Shed the ladies
assembled together and organised themselves into an
organised band-but what for? Was it to come up here
and demand justice from us? No; it was for a very differ-
ont thing. While we were discussing their interests and
their rights here, they were not thinking of them at all.
They were attending to matters which they thought much
more in their own line, and were displaying the skill of the
Broom Brigade to an admiring audience. The ladies were
down there:

" Attired in muilin caps, in beautiful garments, each wlth a dust pan
fastened to her back, with the letters "B. B.' inscribed thereon, and a
broom completed the outfit. They had a captain and three sergeants, a
drummer and standard bearers; and twenty rates formed the brigade;
and, ou forming into line and halting in eronlut of the audience, they
were greeted with loud applause. Keeping time with their feet and
keeping up a proper motion with their broomo they sang the following
gong-"

Now, Mr. Speaker, what song would they be likely sing on
an occasion when they were demanding their rigits ?
Would it not be some battle cry of freedom-a cry for their
enfranchisement ? I should almost expect them to sing,
" Ontario, Ontario," on an occasion of that kind, as a gentle-
man beside me has suggested. But this was the song they sang.

" No martial maidens, we,
Though armed thus cap-a-pie,

No weapons aed for bloody field of war ?
Still must we fight our fight,
Good friends we'11show to-night,

We can, though only girls, do our devoir.
"Then dwecp, girls, we e, sweep, cleanly sweep,

And drive the dust.y foe before each broom;
For aching arms we care not,
Ourselves and brooms we spare not,

Till order reigus within the room.
"And when we've done our sweeping,

Weshoulder brooms, and keeping
A good look out;, we mareh around the flour;

Perchancewe left some speck there,
Some pin or crumb to vex there,

But no, all's right, and now our labor's o'er."

That is all they sang. When we were discussing the
question of their rights and privileges, I should have sup-
posed they would have formed in marching order and come
up to this House and demanded their rights at the point of
the broomstick. I really think that when the female mind
is no more agitated upon the subject of the franchise than
that, the question might be postponed until another general
election. Now, I stated a little while ago that this was a
Bill, not to enfranchise, but to disfranchise, and I think I
can show that. Take the Province of Ontario. Remember
that the Bill recently passed by the Local Legislature
establishes a franchise which is our own until we have made
another. Now, the effect of this Bil will be tois; In
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Ontario this Bill will disfranchise all owners in towns, and
ownersiand occupants in cities and towns, whose qualifica-
tion is between $200 and $300. Every one now in Ontario,
whose qualification in cities and towns is $200, has a vote;
but this Bill proposes to prevent anybody voting who has
not $300. In counties what does it do ? At present, all
having $100 property have a right to vote; this Bill says they
shall not vote unless they have $150, so that all between
$100 and $150-and they are a numerous class in the
villages and towns-are disfranchised by this Bill. Thon
the same law will apply to farmers' sons, because, under
this Bill, farmers' sons and owners' sons cannot vote unless
the property, according the scale we introduce, is sufficient
to give each one a franchise; whereas, all they require
under the Ontario law is that they shall be the son of a
qualified farmer or owner. Thon, under the Ontario law,
the sons of the farmer or owner of land are interpreted so as
to include the stepsons, the grandsons, and the sons-in-law,
of those people ; you do not give them a franchise, there-
fore you disfranchise them, and they are a numerous class.
Stepsons, and grandsons, and sons-in-law, are all disfran-
chised by your Bill. Thon, with regard to incomes over
$250. The leader of the Opposition mentioned $300, but in
the last days of the Ontario Session it was reduced to $250,
wheroit was left. Now. ail those deriving income from trade,
equalling, in Ontario, $250 a year, have a right to vote.
You say they shall not have a right to vote unless the
income amounts to $400, and that is a still larger class
that you are disfranchising in my Province by this Bill.
Then there are the householders. The Otario Bill does
not ask what the value of his property is; as long as he has
a house over his head, and is a citizen of the Province, he
has a vote; but you exclude all who do not qualify under
your high property qualification. Then the wage-earners.
The hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White), is entirely
wrong in saying that this Bill includes all wage-
earners, because it does not include those who
give a large portion of their wages in payment for board.
Then, take some of the other Provinces. In British Columbia
every male, twenty-one years of age, has a right to vote, but
is Bill disfranchises every one of those who are entitled to

vote there, unless they have thishigh property qualification
which you are requiring to-day. But the Bill does more for
British Columbia than that; it enfranchises all Indians who
have a property qualification. They are many, and they
are British subjects, and the Bill seems to enfranchise all the
Indians for the benefit of the white people in British Colum-
bia ; whereas, on the Statute Book of the Province there is a
law providing for qualification of local electors, which says
that no Indian shall vote. So we increase, to that extent,
the franchise in British Columbia. 1 do not know how the
people will like it, for they have certain prejudices on the
subject. 'Then you go a little further and you enfranchise
Chinamen, who are qualified and take the oath of naturalisa
tion. Now, thepeople there have strong prejudices on that
subjoct, They havea local law of their own, which says that
no chinman shall vote, audit imposes a severe penalty upon
any offieer who dares to put i (Chinaman's name on the voters'
list. Still, under your Act, you say that shall be done.
Then, in Manitoba, you diseufranchise a still greater class.
Al oeners of land worth $100 can vote under the local
law; *hereas, by your Bill, you provide that in cities and
towns, in Winnipeg, for instance, where mo eau vote now
on $00 qualifications, you say they shall not vote unless
they have $300. You treble the qualifications in the cities
and towns of Manitoba, and in the country you raise it
from $100 to $150. Then, in Prince Edward Island, you
take away what is, practically, manbood suffrage, and estab-
lish your high qualification there. In New Brunswick you
raise the qualification of owners from $100, in cities and
towns, to 8300; and in the counties you disfranchise all
between #100 aud$150, Besides that, uinew Brunswick you

disfranchise all who qualify on personal property, and all
who qualify on mixed real and personal property, except a
few fishermen. In Nova Scotis, until the franchise was
further reduced by a late Act, it was much the same. In
cities and towns the qualification was $150, which you make
$300. No, I would like to know how can members who
are sent to this House by electors who probably gave them
their majorities go back to their old constituents and say:
I became afraid of you. It is true you sent me to Parlia-
ment, but I took advantage of my position there to take the
franchise away from a large number of you who sent me here.
How is it possible that any hon. gentleman can go to his con-
stituents and say that ? In Ontario we are not met with that
difficulty, although the reduction in the franchise is very
great; still noue of us in Ontario were elected on that lower
franchise that now prevails. But in a number of other Prov-
inces the members were. They were elected by manhood
suffrage ln British Columbia and Prince Edward Island; by,
practically, manhood suffrage in Manitoba; by lower suf-
frages in the other Provinces; and those come here, without
authority, direction or instruction, from the electors who sent
them, and exorcise the arbitrary and high-handed proceeding
of saying that a large number of those men who elected them
shall not vote for members of the House of Commons here-
after. I do not believe any ion. gentlemen can go back
and face their constituents successfully after doing that. I
believe the indignation of the constituents who will be left
out will be so great that the members will suffer the con-
sequences of their acts. In this age we do not find that the
franchise eau be raised. You eau bring a franchise down,
extend it and widen it among the people; but it is a
revolution to come here and raise the franchise in several
of the Provinces, as is proposed by this Bill. Some of
the reasons which strike me as influencing my decision
to second and support the motion moved by the hon. member
for Quebec East (Mr. Laurier) are these. It is surely more
in accordance with tho fedoral principle to allow the Pro-
vinces to say how they shall be represented. It is their
matter ; it is their affair. If they are satisfied, everybody
else should be satisfied, because, excepting the North-West,
there is no part of this country that is not in one Province
or another; and, therefore, if the Provinces are satisfied, the
whole country ought to be satisfied. We have a check
against any unreasorable provision, because they have to
apply the same rule to themselves that they would apply
to us. No two of the provincial franchises are alike now.
That fact shows that local considerations have had full play,
healthy play, and they have made their franchises to suit
the habits, tastes and feelings of each Province. It is a
great pity now to come here and try, instead of maintain-
ing this interesting diversity, to create a dead uniformity
of franchise. I do not believe it is healthy and good for
the community. It is a long step, indeed, towards legisla-
tive union, and I do not think anything like a majority of
the people are prepared for that, or ever'will be preparod
for it. Now, as to the mere question of con-
venience. Surely the machinery of the Government
to-day is sufficiently complicated, withont adding to it the
preparation of those lists. The confusion will be very
great; it will be created in every Provinces, for the pro-
posed Dominion franchise differs from the franchisé of
every single Province. Surely the public are interested
in having the political machinery simple and intelligible,
and not complicated. The whole public, whether they
have votes or not, are interested in that matter; every man,
woman and child in the country is interested in having
simple machinery for Government and for elections. But
the electors themselves will annually be put to great addi-
tionai trouble, in order to look after the correct registra-
tion of their votes, not to speak of the unspeakable trouble,
annoyance and expense imposed on the candidates them-
selves. Of course, it is appealing in a very improper way,
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I dare say, to address the intereste of individual members of
the House ; but, after all, it is our successors we are talking
about, not ourselves. Just think what trouble and expense
it will be for all future candidates throughout this country to
look after a separate electoral list. Hitherto, we have under-
stood that the same electoral list was used for muni-
cipal, legislative and Dominion elections. In Ontario, for
instance, the same printed list for municipal elections
was used for provincial and Dominion elections, with this
distinction, that the few electors who were qualified for
municipal elections and not for the provincial elections were
put on a small separate list. The municipalities themselves
protect that general list. There is hardly a municipality
in Ontario where there is not a contest for some office or
other, for some councilorship, deputy-reeveship or reeveship.
Men look after that list in their own interest. The municipal
candidates take care of it, and try to see it is correct.
They are watching one another all the time, as a cat watches
a mouse, and it is quite certain no great fraud can be per-
petrated in that list, because it is an extraordinary muni-
cipality where there is not, at least, one member of the
council of five who does not agree with the majority and
who goes to watch the lists, whether ho be Conservative or
Reformer. That is a very great safeguard to the public in
Ontario. Altogether, apart from the interest the people
have in protecting the lista and making them perfect for
municipal purposes, an enormous expenso is saved by the
work being done in this way. The First Minister spoke
of irritation being caused, when some voter in
Quebec found out that under the provincial law
of Ontario the franchise had been onlarged, and a
man might be a voter for Dominion purposes in Ontario
who would not be so in Quebec. I do not think that
amounts to much, compared with the irritation that will
surely be felt in every municipality and in every polling
place in all the Provinces when they find that the provin-
cial franchise is one thing and the Dominion franchise
another; that a man who knows ho has a vote for muni-
cipal and for provincial purposes, and thinks ho should
have a vote at Dominion elections, is thus addressed on his
going up to the poll to vote: You have $200 or $250 or
$275 worth of property, not $300, and althougLh you can
vote for municipal candidates and for the Provincial Logis-
lature, and for school boards and other elections, you are
not fit to vote at Dominion elections; we do not want such
fellows as you are; you are not fit to vote, as regards
Dominion politics, and you have not the franchise. There
is where irritation will occur in every possible direction,
if you make a separate and high Dominion franchise, as com-
pared with that applicable to municipal and provincial elec-
tions. Now,what is the nature of the appeal from the revising
barristers ? It is simply no appeal at ail. As to matters of
fact, as to matters of evidence, as to whether a man has the
property qualification at all, there can be no appeal. The
decision as to whether the property is worth enough to give
him a vote or not is absolutely and finally in the hands of
the revising barrister, because these are questions of fact
and not of law, in nine cases out of ton ; and when the
revising barrister settles that question, it is settled finally
and without appeal. It is only in matters of law there
can be any appeal, and only when, as has been explained
already, the revising officer chooses to allow an appeal
on questions of law. Well, how has it been before? In
the Provinces of Ontario and Quebec, where the lista
have been prepared by municipal officers, they have been
subject to revision as to fact and as to law, and as to every-
thing else about them, to the county judges in Ontario,
and to the Superior Court judges in Quebec. But we are
deprived of that right now. Thon, in Manitoba the lista are
piepared by enumerators appointed by the Governor in
Council, and they are subject to revision on ail points by the
county judge. That is taken away now. In British Colum-
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bia we find that the collector there, duly appointed by
the municipalities, prepares the lists and that there is aun
absolute appeal as to that list, first to the county judge,
and thon, if necessary, to the Supreme Court, so that they
were fully protected ; and in al the Provinces, under the
systems they bave had so long, the people who had the pre-
paration of the lists in the first place were persons entirely
independent of the Dominion Government, and surely that
is as it ought to be. I cannot believe that the Government
will persist with that portion of the Bill, which is so repug-
nant to all sense of fairness and justice. I cannot believe
it possible that they will persist in that portion of the Bill,
which allows them to nominate anyone to croate that list,
outside the usual functionaries, and prevent an appeal from
that person, to the fullest extent, to the judges of the land.
If the revising barristers are to be limited by Act of Parlia-
ment to the county court judges, I shall not find fault;
because, although we know perfectly well that the county
court judges are appointed by the Government of the day,
still, they occupy a very high, responsible and important
position, and although appeals have always been to county
court judges for the correction and revision of the voters'
lists in Ontario, I never yet heard a case, no matter what
the politics of that judge were, in which fault was found, for
political reasons, with his action. So, Sir, when they are
placed in that position, a sense of responsibility attaches to
the office, and I hope the Government will be shamed out
of attempting to place the correction of those voters' lists,
the empanelling of this jury, in any other hands than those
we have been accustomed to in the different Provinces, and
will permit us to make the final appeal to those in whom
we have con fideuco as a whole, in the different Provinces-
the judges of the land.

Mr. McMULLEN. I am exceedingly sorry that it
devolves on the Opposition to enter into a lengthy
discussion of this question at this particular stage of
the Session. I should have much preferred had we had
an opportunity of giving it our serious consideration at
an earlier period. However, Mr. Speaker, it appears the
Government have decided to press upon the House the
necessity of considering this measure before the House
rises. I think it would have been botter, if the Government
had made up their mind to force us into a consideration of
this question, that they had brougbt it on at an earlier
period of the Session. It has been said that the measure
has been before the House for some time, that it
was brought down some years ago, and that it was repeated
in the Speech from the Throne from time to time, and that
consequently we might be expected to give it some con-
sideration, after having had such an extended notice of the
intentions of the Government to bring it in and carry it
through. But the fact is, we began to think that its being
introduced from year to year, and the Government taking
no action, further than merely intimating their intention to
legislate in this direction, we began to think that it was not
their intention to touch the matter at all, but that in order
to fll up the bill of fare for Parliament, it was put in as a
mere ornament, amongst the other things which we were
asked to consider. Now, I consider this is a very
important question. It is not every year, or overy Ive
years or ton, that a Parliament is called upon to consider a
Franchise Bill, a question of such vital importance as the
ground upon which the people shall be represented in this
Hiouse, and I think it requires a great deal of caroful study.
I have no doubt that the First Minister, in framing this Bill,
las given it a good deal of study. I dare say ho has bestowed
a considerable amount of time upon it, and possibly some
have assisted him in framing it and gotting it into the posi-
tion in which we find it. At the same time, while he has
been doing that in the interests of the party that he so ably
represents, it ie quite neeesary, oz onr part, thAt we should
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be permitted the duty of viewing and investigating it from
our standpoint, so that we may, in our own interests and in
the interests of those who sent us bore, give it that con-
sideration which we thiak it is entitled to at our hands.
We claim, then, that it is not right that the question should
be forced on us at this late period of the Session. However,
if it is the intention of the hon. gentlemen opposite to press
this question on the House, to make us vote upon it, to make
us give the several clauses of the Bill our consideration, we
certainly shall discharge that duty. We are not going to
shrink from the responsibility that rests upon us. Although,
perhaps, we are few in numbers, not possessing the numerical
strength of hon. gentlemen opposite, after all, if we are
forcedinto a fight over this thing, we are bound to show
that we are prepared to defend our right, or at least to pre-
sent our view of the case to the House and to the country,
and discharge the duty devolving upon us as an Opposition.
If we did not discharge that duty, thQ country would find
fault with us and the House would have a right to find
fault. The fact is, that the functions of an Opposition are
to investigate and examine very closely every measure that
is brought before the House. When we come here we are
eupposed to come for that purpose, and when we return to
the country the country will expect that we will be able to
show that we have discharged the duty devolving on us;
and if we fail in this case to discharge that duty, we would
undoubtedly be liable to suffer censure at the hands of those
who sent us bore. Consequently, although it is getting well on
in the Session, although we have been quite a time here now,
and although a number of us, with a number of hon. gentle-
men on the other side, would be very glad to go home,
stilli, if it is necessary that we should sacrifice further time
and pay that attention to this Bill that it necessarily requires,
we will remain and will devote the time and attention and
criticism necessary on our part. We will try to make it,
by what advice we can give the Government, as perfect a
Bill as possible. And, judging from the difficulty we have
had in getting hon, gentlemen opposite to listen to our
remonstrances on questions brought before the House this
Session, I am afraid it is going to take us a very long time
to drill into their heads the necessity of the changes we think
should be made. We had some little experience, a few nights
ago, of this difficulty, when the question connected with the
shipment and importation of cattle and the powers vested
in the Minister of Agriculture in that matter came up. We
were bore a whole night trying to drive into bis bead the
necessity of changing the value that ho would allow a per-
son for a valuable animal from $40 to $150. Judging from
the difficulty he had in accomplishing that change, in bis
case, I would not venture even to suggest what length of
time it may possibly take to get through the different
claussa of this Bill. However, if we have to undertake
the task, we shall proceed with it. Now, we have
had a great many changes in Canada in our election
laws. 1 can remember the time when no one was
allowed to vote in this country unless le held a freehold-
unless le was an absolute owner in fee simple. I can also
remember the time when people had to travel to one place
in a oeunty in order to diacbarge that privilege and duty.
After that, we had our laws altered, so that we had au
election in each minor municipality. Then the voters all
went to one place in each of tiiese smaller municipalities to
record their votes. Sometimes elections lasted two d#ys,
and in some cases, in which there were a very large number
of votes, I believe they lasted as long as three days. We
have overcome that state of things; we have got our
election law into a very perfect condition. I think the system
by which we elect our municipal officials and our members
of Parliament is about as complete as we can reasonably
expect to have it, and I think it is unwise to be continually
altering our franchise system. Our experience, since the
introduction of the ballot, bas been that it is quite difficult
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to train people into the use of the ballot. There is hardly
a constituency in the entire Dominion in which very great
mistakes have not been made by people recording their votes
at elections; and although the ballot is now used, not
only for Dominion and provincial, but also for municipal
elections, yet after quite a number of years of education
in this matter, we find still that very great mistakes are
made and very many ballots are spoiled. Well, I hold that
any changes in the mode of electing members of Parlis-
ment or municipal officials, no matter how trivial those
changes may be, are a mistake, if they can be avoided;
because, unless people get in the way of doing a thing
properly, a little change very often leads to many mistakes
and results in a great deal of confusion. Now, I do not
think that there has been any evidence of a necessity of the
Bill now before the House. I do not know that any
Province or county or riding has presented to this Rouse a
memorital asking that any change should take place. I
think that from Confederation down to the present time we
have got along very nicely. In all the trials that have
taken place before the judges of the Superior Courts, I do
not know of a case in which a judge has fouad any
serious fault with our system of election. On the
whole, I think things have passed along very well.
Hon. gentlemen opposite should at least be satisfied.
Under the present system of election, and wheu
the reins of power were in the hands of the Reform party,
they again secured the Treasury benches, and they claim to
be in pretty secure possession of them. I do not think
under these circumstances, that they should be at ail
alarmed. They appear to place a good deal of faith in the
National Policy and other things which have contributed
very largely to put them and to keep them where they are.
Well, I do not see how they can feel very much dread when
they are so secure, and why they find it necessary to make
a change in the election law, snch as they propose In this
Bill. For my part, I cannot see that there is any jast
ground for it. A few years ago we had what was known
as a Gerrymander Act. To-night I heard the hon. member
for Cardwell (Mr. White) speak of the changes which Mr.
Howat has made in the constituencies of Ontario as a
Gerrymander Act. Well, I can honestly defy any man to
put bis finger on a single county in the Province of
Ontario, the boundaries of which have been interfered with
in any way by that Act. Not a single county in the
entire Province has bad its boundaries disturbed, and in no
case has a municipality from one county been
pitchforked into another county, for the purpose of
strengthening the hands of the Government or its friends.
When you confine the changes of a connty strictly within
the limits of that county, it is impossible t put a certain
number of townships in a square together. When you want
to adjust the number of inhabitants, yon have to take the
townships in the county that will most nearly bring
together the necessary number, in order to give an oquitable
representation ; and in order to do that, you sometimes have
to make some very peculiarly-shaped constituencies. We
admit all that, but it cannot be avoided; but in the entire
Province of Ontario I defy hou. gentlemen opposite to put
their finger upon one eingle instance in which the boundary
of a county has been broken upon, or in which any change
that has been made has not been made for the purpose of
adjusting the representation and equalising the population
of the different ridings. I was saying a few moments ago, that
there was no evidence of discontenton the part of the people
with regard to the franchise system that now exista. In
the Province of Ontario some representations were made
with regard to the changes which have taken place in the
franchise there. I was surprised to hear the hon. member
for King's, N.B. (Mr. Foster) state the other night that in
the Province of Ontario we had taken up this matter. He
said the Governnment of that Province had taken up
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the question and handled it, without any evidence whatever
having been brought to bear on the Government to adjust
the matter. He said there were no deputations. I was
very much surprised to hear the hon. gentleman say so. I
have some reason to believe that a deputation of ladies
waited upon the hon. Mr. Mowat, and that it was very
courteously and kindly introduced to the Attorney General
(Mr. Mowat), by an hon. member on the other side. He
will, if no other hon. gentleman opposite will, vouch for the
fact that there were representations made to Mr. Mowat by
the ladies, and that the ladies had taken the opportunity of
approaching him on that question. The hon. member for
King's was not, therefore, quite correct in saying that there
was no complaint and no request on the part of any of the
people of Ontario, with regard to changes in the franchise.
Ithink the great question we should consider in arranging
this whole matter is the question of cost. It is a deplorable
fact, and I am sure hon. gentlemen opposite agree with us
on that point, that the expenditure of this country is
increasing yearly, and it is absolutely necessary, as well as
highly desirable, that every item tending to increase our
annual expenditure should be cut down. I do not think
hon. gentlemen opposite, notwithstanding the fact that
we have approved of the appointment of judges as revising
officers, will deny that this will cost a considerable
increase of money. Although you may get judges, in
certain cases, to act as revising officers, you cannot enforce
upon them increased work without giving them con-
siderable allowances; they will have to employ clerks
and constables; they will have to apply to the several clerks
in the ridings for copies ofthe assessment rolls ; those clerks
will not furniseh those copies for nothing ; they will require
to be fully paid for that service, under the present system,
there0 is no necessity whatever that all this increased
cost should be incurred. Under the present arrangements,
the assessment rolls prepared for municipal purposes can be
used for provincial and also Dominion purposes; the voters'
lista prepared by the municipalities can be used for the pur-
pose of electing members to the Local Legislatures and to
the Dominion House of Parliament; consequently, the copy-
ing of the assessment rolls, the reprinting of the voters' lists
and other additional expense, can be avoided by just allow-
ing matters to be left as they are. I was saying that in
my humble opinion all these costs can be avoided by letting
matters remain as they are, and I am sure it is highly
desirable and in the interests of the people that not one
single dollar of increased expenditure should be permitted
that can possible be dispensed with. We must all feel that
our country is getting very rapidly into debt, that our
national debt is increasing year by year. We 'have very
heavy and important demands continually being made upon
us for publie improvements, and is it not desirable that in a
matter of this kind the whole matter should be left as it is,
especially as we are not suffering for the want of this Bill1
No person has complained that our present system is not just
and honest in itself ; nobody bas found fault with it, and I
can see no grounds whatever why this increased cost should
be in3urred. The course adopted in the past, and which is
now in force is, that when the assessor goes through a muni-
cipality he enquires, as he goes from house to bouse, the
names of families who have the right to be put on the
assessment rolls, also the names of their sons, and generally
all the information required, and the assessor under oath
has to make a faithful and efficient return of that roll to the
township clerk. After the roll bas been returned to the
township clerk, a notice is posted up and a day for revisioni
appointed. These councillors are directly dependent uponi
the people for the positions they occupy, and naturally seeki
to popularise themselves with those who conter that honori
upon them. The revision court is held. There are Conser-i
vatives there to look after the interests of their friends and
Reformers look after the interests of Reformers ; the argu-1
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monts are presented on the one side and on the other, as to
who should and who should not be put on or off the lista;
and the municipal councillors virtually become the revising
officers. There is not one but five revising offices; there
are four men and a reeve charged with the performance of
this duty of revising the voters' lista, and they are supposed
to do it in the interests of the people. After they have
made their revision, after every one has had an opportunity
of making representation with regard to those who should
be put on and off the lists, an appeal is allowed to the
county judge. Now, I hold that is an appeal that is wise
and prudent; because, however well disposed the municipal
council may be to do what they think is wise and fair,after
all special cases may arise in which parties may consider
themselves aggrieved, and in those cases they have a right
to appeal to the county judges. The appeal is very simple,
and there are no costs connected with it. There is not that
amount of form and proceeding to be gone through which
would have to be gone through in the case of an appeal
under the Bill we are now discussing. The county judge
appoints a day for the appeal; the parties appear and are
permitted to give evidence; and after the judge has care-
fully considered the whole question, he decides who should
have and who should not have the franchise; that is to
say, the voters' list is revised and perfected, and that is
the end of the proceedings. With regard to the duties
devolving upon the county judges, I do not think that in
any case very serious injustice has been done. In my own
section the county judges have almost all been appointed
by hon. gentlemen opposite. I cannot eay myself that
in the county in which I live the judges are both
Conservatives, but I know that in every case they try to do
what is right, and I am glad to be able to bear this testi-
mony to their merits. As far as the county judges are con-
cerned, matters put in their hands would not be handled in
the way they are likely to be if put in the hands of revising
officers. I think that taking away the right of appeal from
the people is a very unjust move. In the first place, I do
not think it is right that, in a free country such as ours,
where a man is a citizen and is entitled to all the rights
and privileges of a citizen, he should be compelled to sub-
mit to the dictation of a revising officer, as to whether he
should be permitted to vote or not. I think it is a most unjust
principle. Even supposing the revising officer discharges his
duty with fairness and efficiency, still, with that particular
clause in the Act, that provides that no appeal shall be
allowed unless with his own consent, it is so tyrannical, it is
so unjust, it has the evidence of tyranny about it to such a
degree, that people will not be satisfied, there will always
be a feeling that injustice will be doue. I think it is unfair
that the people should not be allowed the privilege of
appealing, if they choose to make an appeal. I think, if a
man is disposed to spend the money in order to have the
decision of a Superior Court judge as to whether he is to be
allowed to vote or not, he should be allowed the privilege
of spending his money in that way. I do not think it
should be left in the power of any partisan returning officer,
through some personal spleen of his own, through some
cause that perhaps nobody would know but himself, to
decide to act in a very crooked or unjust way with some
particular individual that justly deserved to be enfran-
chised. 1 think it is not right that any man should be
placed in the position. that he would have to run the
risk of submitting to an injustice of that kind without
redress. I hope and trust, if the Bill is forced
upon the House, the hon. the First Minister will seri-
ously consider that provision, and will at least allow a
reasonable appeal and a reasonable proceeding with as littie
cost as possible, so that any person who feels aggrieved
may be permitted to appeal and to have his case brought
before a Superior Court judge ; and it is only in that way
that electors will fel that there is no desire on the part of
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the Government to do them any injustice. The Secretary
of State insisted that there was an appeal. 1 do not know
whether the clause with regard to the appeal was read or
not, but I shall take this opportunity of reading it. Clause
47 points ont very plainly what kind of an appeal. it is,
and on what grounds a man can appeal. It says:

"No such appeal shall be allowed or entertained against any decision
of the revising officer upon any matter of fact, or the admission or
rejection of evidenoe adduced or offered on any matter of fact, but the
appeal shall be allowed only on some point or points of law, as before
mentioned, with the oonsent of the revising officer."

Now, it is only with his consent that you can have an appeal,
and, in the case where there is a bitter spleen between him-
self and the person who is applying for the purpose of being
enfranchised, or where some particular friend has an
influence and wishes to exercise it against some other per-
son, he does so, and the result is that, when this man applies
to be put on the voters' list, the application is brought
before the revising barrister in the form prescribed, and he
says: No ; I do not consider it is a case that I could allow
to go to appeal, and I will not grant you any appeal. I
think that is exceedingly unjust, and I am quite sure that,
if the hon. the First Minister will seriously consider that
question, ho will feel that there is a tyranny and an injustice
about it that should not be made the law of the country,
and I hope it will not be. Now, with regard to this Bill,
no doubt it has been, I dare say, a long time under con-
sideration. However, there have been matters of an impor-
tant character that have been brought before this Parlia-
ment, and which the hon. the First Minister bas deemed it
bis duty to ask that a committee of this House should
consider. When the question of insolvency was up, and
that is a very important question, and one that has
been pressed upon him, I believe, by a number of merchants,
both in Toronto and in Montreal, he did not consider
it would be wise for the Government to undertake
the duty of preparing a Bill and bringing it before Parlia-
ment to settle that question, but h. asked that a committee
should be struck. That committee was struck, and has
been laboring very carefully in order to perfect that Bill.
If it was bis intention and anxiety to perfect an election
law, I cannot see why he might not have asked the co-opera-
tion of gentlemen on this side of the fouse to assist, as ho
did in connection with the Insolvent Bill. I would also remind
him that, in England, and ho is very fond of following
English precedent, when the question of readjusting the
constituencies and settling the representation was brought
before the English House of Parliament, one party did not
go into that question and settle it all in their own interest,
the same as, unfortunately, it was settled in this House four
years ago, but they consulted the Opposition and arranged
a Bill to which they all agreed, a Bill that was fLir in itself,
that was just to the Government and just to the Opposition.
The Government did not take it into their own hands, and
it is creditable to them; I am glad to think that they acted
with such g'eneroeity ; it becomes mon belonging to the
political stripe to which they belong to extend justice and
fair play towards their opponents. I hope hon. gentlemen
opposite will take a pattern from the example
set them in that particular, and, in this Bill, as
well as in any other Gerrymander Bill, if we
should ever be called upon to consider another, which I
have no doubt we may be, because one thing leads on to
another, I hope they will ask us to consent to whatever
future changes are made, and that we shall not have the
unsightly exhibitions and extreme bitterness and injustice
that we have had in this country in the past. Some refer-
ence was made to the license commissioners. Some refer-
ence was made by the hon. member for Cardwell to the
Mowat Government having taken the appointment of
liconse commissioners, and the hon. the First Minister
found very grave and very serious fault with them on that

account. He said it was exercising a political power in the
Province of Ontario that was unjust and unfair, and that it
was being used for political purposes, and all that kind of
thing. Now, if the appointment of license commissioners,
in connection with the license law in the Province of
Ontario, is acting unjustly towards the Conservatives
of that Province, I wonder if this law will
not act unjustly towards the Reformers of that
Province. Men who feel that injustice is done them in one
case should not perpetrate that injustice upon their oppo.
nents in another case; but, in order to get over that difficulty,
the gentlemen opposite went to work and passed a Dominion
election law and they have been appointing Dominion
license commissioners, and the one have been playing
against the other, and we have had a state of things in that
Province that is positively a shame and disgrace to the
Government and to the legislation of this country. It is
an outrageous thing to see in some places the number of
houses that have been licensed and the quantity of liquor
that is being sold; to seoe the miserable hovels that have
been permitted to sell liquor under the provisions of the
Dominion License Act. It bas completely demoralised the
towns and villages in some places, owing to the colli-
sion between the Ontario Act and the Dominion Act.
The Ontario people would go around and license the best
and most respectable men, regardless of their political
stripe, and as soon as they got through the Dominion
license commissioners would go around and licens: the
balance, and the result is that we have a condition of affaira
in that section of the country that iu disgraceful. Now,
there was another remark made with regard to the franchise
in Ontario not having been considered before the last
election. If theli hon. gentleman who made that statement
had paid more attention to the platform of the Reform
party h. would not have made it. If he had looked back
to the convention held at Toronto before the last general
election he would have seen that one of the resolutions
passed tbere asked for an extended franchise. It was
plainly set forth in that resolution that the Government
should extend the franchise considerably, and it was uin
accordance with the declaration of that convention that the
Legislature of Ontario has recently made the change
referred to. The hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White)
referred to that Act as having disfranchised the members
of the Government her e. I do not know whether that is
correct or not, but I find by the Bill now before this House
that if it comes into force it will disfranchise all
police magistrates and recorders, and will seriously affect
some of those individuals who are appointed by the Mowat
Government. I was rather amused, also, to hoar the hon.
member for Cardwell say that the wives were reprosented
by their husbands. Well, in the matter of recording
thoir votes they will not be represented by their
husbands; properly the husband cannot represent them.
If a woman owns property when she marries, lier
husband does not get possession of her estate. She
still owns it in her own right, and ho cannot interfere
with it; so I do not see how you can claim that
the woman is represented in the person of the husband
when ho goes to record his vote. The hon. member also
states that he wants this Bill passed now, in order that the
list might be prepared for the next general election, and
that unless it was passed this Session there would not be
time to prepare the list in time for the next general elec.
tion. Now I find by this Bill that once the lis of electors
has been certified to by the revising officer, even although
ho consents to an appeal, or a dozen appeals, in the case of
votes that may be entered that should not be on the lit, or
in case they wanted to put them on the liât, any deoision
that may take place afterwards, according to the Act,
is not to affect the result of an election that
is held in the meantime. Now, if ti " Bill passes
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and the list is revised by the officer in the fali of 1886, if
there is thon an appeal from the decision of that officer
with regard to certain electors, the election cannot be
afiected by the resuit of that appeal. Suppose there is an
appeal in the case of fifty, and that the ofLeer consents to
that appeal. If, in the meantime, there is an election held,
and the successful candidate gets twenty-five of a majority,
and gets the whole fifty votes that are appealed against,
according to the provisions of this Bill the resuit of the elec-
tion cannot be affected. The man will continue to hold his seat,
because the list is certified, and no alleration in the voters' list
made by any judge afterwards can make any change in it,
Now, in regard to the question of women suffrage I have
not much to say. From my little experience in the
matter of canvassing, I should very much dread to go
through a constituency trying to secure the votes of per.
haps forty or fifty old maids who have got beyond the age
when they may expect to enter the marriage state. I
must say that it will be a difficult duty for any man to
p erform. I was struck with the remark of the hon. mem-
or for Algoma (Mr. Dawson), who did not appear to dread

any engagement of that kind. Well, he is a bachelor, and
he is reaching that age in a bachelor's life when it
becomes doubtful whether if ho will continue in that
state of single blessedness very much longer he will ever
get married. Ho will shortly find himself in as bad a
position as the old maids. But if this Bill becomes law,
and if, in the course of his canvass through Algoma during
the next election, he isnot able to get a wife, with ait
the coaxing he will no doubt have to do in order to get
votes, I am afraid ho will never succeed afterwards. I
have no doubt that if this Bill becomes law we will have
more actions in our courts for breach of promise than
has ever yet been known in the history of this country.
It is well known that a great many of these old maids
will be only too willing to promise to vote if they are
promised a husband ; and a single man, in that case, will
undoubtedly have the advantage of a married man. I do
not know whether a promise of marriage, under such cir-
cumstances, would be an act of bribery or not, but if it is, I
have no doubt it will be perpetrated. Now, the First
Minister said, in introducing his Bill, that women now-a.
days were about equal to mon. Well, I have learned for
many years to believe that they are the botter half, and I
was surprised to hear the Minister say they were very
nearly equal. 1 think it is pretty well known, in his own case,
that she is the botter hait, and I think in the case of most
all married men they are prepared to admit that the woman
is the better half. I believe myself that it is very becoming
on the part of the hon. gentleman to give the franchise to
women ; I think it is a just tribute to the fair sex, in the
declining years of their life, to bestow that privilege upon
them. The poet bas told us that:

"The wisest man the world e'er saw,
He dearly loved the ladies."

If we believe carrent report, and what we hear from day to
day, I believe that some of the gentlemen opposite love the
ladies, and I honestly believe that if this country is blessed
with any of the Solomons of the age, we have them in this
House. I believe that they can be credited with that as
much as any others, and it is no disgrace to any man, and
we have no right to believe that it i. I am very glad to
be able to say that I have no doubt myself it is a fact, in the
case of some of those hon. gentlemen. I was pleased -to
hear the Minister of Publie Works say that ho was willing
we should have all the time necessary to discuss this Bill.
I hope and trust, whatever may be the issue of this discus-
sion as regards the interests of the general community, the
resuit will be for good. I am sure the party on this side of
the House, so far as I know their feelings and sentiments,
are quite willing to go to the country on fair terms and on
equal grounds. We are perfectly willing to start in the
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political race from the same point, and end at the same
winning post; but we do not want to be fettered or put
outside the course and placed at a disadvantage. We are
perfectly willing to contest with hon. gentlemen opposite
on a straight course and equal terms. We say that je
right, just and fair, and I trust hon. gentlemen opposite will
not attempt to take any advantage in this matter. I think
they should place us in an equal position, so that they may
be able to say, after the next general election: We have
fought you a fair fight ; we went to the country on equal
terms; we have beaten you and compelled you to
again take the Opposition benches. This we are willing
to do, but we do not wish it to be by the operation of a
statute and by hon. gentlemen opposite legislating them-
selves into power;' for we do not wish for office although in
Opposition we do not feel at all uncomfortable, but on the
contrary satisfied. We have no particular desire for
office; and I have been having a feeling of compassion
for hon. gentlemen lately, owing to the amount of trouble
which they have had to meet. It has been great and
grave, and I shall be glad indeed if some of the trouble that
unfortunately has arisen recently is quietly and satisfac-
torily settled. I cannot help but feel that a very large
amount of expense will be incurred in connection with this
unfortunate trouble. I hope, I say, it will be settled, and
that matters may turn out to be better than they appear at
present. I do not wish to prolong my remarks, and I shall
reserve what I have to say for a future occasion.

House divided on amendment of Mr. Laurier, p. 11'1.
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King,
Kirk,
Landerkin,
Laurier,

NATs:
Messieurs

Lister,
McIsaae,
McMullen,
Mills,
Paterson (Brant),
Platt,
Ray,
Rinfret,
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Springer,
Sntherland (Oxford),
Trow,
Vail,
Watson,
Wells,
Wilson,
Yeo.-54.

Dodd, McNeill,
Dugas, Massue,
Farrow, Paint,
Ferguson(Leeds &Gren)Patterson (Essex),
Foster. Pinsonneault,
Gagné, Pope,
Girouard, Pruyn,#
Gordon, Riopel,
Grandbois, Royal,
Guillet, Shakespeare,
Hackett, Small,
Hall, Sproule,
Hay, Stairs,
Hesson, Taschereau,
Jenkins, Tassé,
Kaulbach, Temple,
Kinney, Tilley,
Kranz, Townshend,
Langevin, Tupper,
Lesage, Vanasse,
Macdonald (King's), Wallace (Albert),
Macdonald (Sir John), Wallace (York),

Mackintosh, White (Cardwell),
McMillan (Vaudreuil), White (Hastings),
McCallum, Wigle,
McDougald (Pictou), Wood(Brockville),
McDougall (0. Breton),Wood (Westmoreland),
McGreevy, Woodworth.-86.
MoLelan,

Amendment negatived.
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Mr. CASEY. The hon. member for St. John (Mr.

Weldon) has not voted.

Mr. WELDON. 1 am paired with the hon. member
for North Renfrew.

Mr. FAIRBANK moved the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreed to.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
the House.

Mr. BLAKE. I hope the hon. gentleman's motion will
not be adopted for a moment, until he has had an opportu-
nity of placing those North-West papers on the Table.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.
the deputy head, informing me
ready in the morning, and I willi

I received a note from
that those papers will be
send them to the clerk.

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 1:25 a. m.,
Saturday.

FOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAY, 2Oth April, 1885.

The SPEAxEa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. CARON. Before the Orders of the Day are called,
I desire to read to the House some telegrams which were
recoived during the course of yesterday and to-day. The
first one is dated at Clark's Crossing, the 17th, and is from
Major-General Middleton:

" Arrived here last afternoon with small party, and found scows safe.
Remainder of troops came in this morning. Grassett will catch u to-
night. Men have behaved and marched wonderfully. 198 miles from
Fort Qu'Appelle in Il days, in this country and veather, and with al
the difficulties about supplies, is a feat not to be despised. The bard.
ship bavebotan real and great, and have been borne by all ranks, not
oni>' without a murmur, but cheerfzilly."

Another telegram is also dated Clark's Crossing, 19th April,
1885, and is signed by Major-Goneral Middleton :1

"Sent out scouting party under Melgund this morning. We captured
three Sioux of White ap's band, who have been lately forced to join
Riel. Got a little information. I kept two and let on go, tellinghim
to tell the chief and all Indians that we have no war with good Indians,
and that they had better go back to their reserves where no harm could
come to them."

I also wish to read a telegram from Captain Stewart, who,
moet of the hon. members of this House will remember, was
in command of the Princess Louise Troop of Cavalry here.

" CALGARY, 19th April, 1885.
"To Hon. A. P. CARON.
IlOrganisation complete. Withdrawn police fromn Fort McLeod.

Have put fifty mon and mounts in garrisen. At requeat Commandant,
100 additional on duty at important points.

" J. O. STE WART."

I have also received the following telegram:
"AALGiar, l19th April, 1885.

" To Hon. A. P. CARoN.
"I assumed command 65th on Sanday. I am ready to assert we are

ready for action. The physique and health and endurance and soldier-
ness of the men, are excellent. The drill bas improve wonderfully.
Target practice is going en with good results. The men are weil
equipped, and I consider the battalion is in as good condition as any.
e march on Edmonton on Monday.

"GEO. A. HUGHES,
"Lieutenant-Colonel."

Another telegram received from Mr. Bethune states:

"Blon. A. P. CARON."April 20, 185
"l H'umoLr, April 19.-Oourier just arrived from Prince Albert.

Reports ail well there. No scaroity of provisions at present.'

These are the telegrame I desire to read to the House, and
I eau only say that the report of the Maor.General in so
far as the volunteer force is concerned didnot take me by
surprise. I knew, being thoroughly acquainted with the
force, that the men are equal to any emergency, and that
the Canadian army would prove true to the country, and
would endure the hardships through which they were
called upon to pass in the manner reported.

LIEUTENANT.COLONEL OUIMET.
Mr. CASGRAIN. I desire to call the attention of the

Minister of Militia to a report concerning Lieutenant-Colonel
Ouimet, I was informed the other day, in reply to à ques-
tion asked the Minister of Militia, that Lieutenant-Colonel
Ouimet had returned to his post at Calgary. I am, however,
credibly informed, and have reason to believe that the hon.
Minister was mistaken, and that Lieutenant-Colonel Ouimet
is now in Montreal. Perhaps it would be advantageous,
under the circumstances, to know why ho left his post. I
desire at the same time to say this: I1do not put this ques-
tion in any way to obstruct the Government, nor do I
desire to interfere in any way with the military discipline
and internal economy of the force; but I think, under the
circumstances, we might expect an explanation that would
relieve the public mind respecting certain rumors that are
afloat.

Mr. CARON. When I answered the question which was
put to me the other day, I stated that I had reason to
believe from the telegram which 1 had received that Lieu-
tenant Colonel Onimet had returned to his command. My
reason for so stating was, that in the telegram which
ho addressed to me ho asked me to give instructions
to himself, to General Strange and to Colonel Osborne
Smith, who at the moment were all either at Calgary or, as
in the case of Lieutenan t-Colonel Smith, leaving for Calgary.
I took it for granted that, if he wished me to send instruc-
tions to him, that it must be for the reason that ho was
returning to his command. In go far as Lieutenant-Colonel
Ouimet is concerned, I may state that this morning Lieu-
tenant-Colonel Ouimet called at my house at 6.20 a.m. He
stated to me that ho had left Calgary and corne down to
Ottawa en route to Montreal on pressing and most important
personal business, and, as he stated to me, under leave from
Major-General Strange. Lieutenant-Colonel Oaimet also
stated to me that ho was going down to Montreal by the
eight o'clock train, that ho woul leave Montreal to-morrow
night at the very latest to rejoin his regiment at Calgary.

ENQUIRIES RESPECTING RETURNS.
Mr. LANDERKIN. I desire to again call the attention

of the Government to return No. 63. I drew the attention
of the Government to this return a few days ago, asking
what explanation was teobe given for the failure of'the offi-
cers of theI louse to bring down the return as directed by
the House. I have since examined the return. A portion
of it bas been printed; but all the return ordered by the
House has not been brought down. I am aware of that fact,
because the matter with which it deals came under my own
notice, and so I know there are other papers which have
not been brought down. The officers of the Department
have disregarded the Order of thei House and have brought
down such portions of the return as they thought preper,
altogether disregarding the Order. I am aware tiere
are other papers, papers of the greatest importance in order
to an intelligent discussion of the question. The papers
brought down beg«n right in the middle of the history of the
subject, and it is eogeerout of the question to thoroughly
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appreciate or intelligently discuse it unless you have all th
papers asked for by the Order. There are the follow
ing papers which have not been brought down: Marc
24th, 1879-Report of Attorney-General Mowat discuss
ing the whole subject, and recommending that His Excel
lency the Governor General be moved to bring the subjec
under the attention of the Imperial authorities. Marc]
27-Order ixn Council adopting the same. April 2nd-
Despatch, Assistant Secretary to Secretary of State, trans
niitting claim. April 4th-Under-Secretary of State te
Provincial Secretary in acknowledgment. April 9th-
Report of Committee of Privy Council. April 16th-Under
Secretary of State to Provincial Secretary with copy o
same. May 5th-Under-Secretary of State to Provincia
Secretary with following enclosures: Letter, E. H. Bald
win, March 2nd, to W. I. C. Miller, with extract from
Toronto Globe of 28th February; letter, E. H. Baldwin
February 19th, to W. I. C. Miller; letter, U. -Ackland, 28th
March, te Secretary of State for the Colonies, enclosing
resolution and correspondence relating to qualifications to
practice medicine in Canada; despatch, Sir M. E. Hicks-
Beach, l7th April, to Marquis of Lorne with above
three letters. July 4th-Despatch, Assistant Secretary
acknowledging receipt of above, enclosing extract from
letter of President of College of Physicians and Surgeons of
Ontario, and calling attention to Minute of Council of 27th
of March last. July 29-Under-Secretary of State to Pro.
vincial Secretary in reply. May 13th, 1880-Confidential des-
patch, Secretary of State to Lieutenant-Governor, with secret
despatch from the right lon. the Secretary of State for the
Colonies, and draft clauses therein referred to. September
28th-Report of Attorney-General upon same. September
30th-Order in Council adopting report. October 5th, there
is a despatch from the Lieutenant-Governor to the Secre-
tary of State transmitting report and Order in Council; on
October 7th from the Under-Secretary of State to the
Lieutenant-Governor acknowledgiDg it; and October 22nd,
from the Secretary of State to the Lieutenant-Governor
answering the despatch of the bth instant. Now it is im-
portant to notice with reference to information of
this kind, asked for by an Order of this House,
that it has not all been brought down, and that
in the printed return no notice is taken of the
fact that only a portion of the information is given. What
was asked for by the Order of the House has been ignored
by the officers of theDepartment, there being no minute
or reference in the printed portion showing that a certain
portion of the return is printed and that a certain portion
is not printed. Nor is there anything stated showing that
the most important portion of the return asked for by the
lon. member for Cornwall (Mr. Bergin) has not been
brought down, or showing why the House bas been insulted
by the officers of the Department in refusing to obey the
Order of the House in brînging down the whole of this infor-
mation. I think it is the duty of the Government te stand up
for the dignity of the House, and to see that the officers of the
Department observe orders which are sent to them, and that
returns are not mutilated in this manner. I feel that it is
decidedly wrong and decidedly a breach of trust-some-
thing which the House cannot permit te exist, something
that the Government should not tolerate-that the officers
of the House should disregard an Order of the House and
bring down only the portion which suits them, when it is
known to the medical men of the country that this corres-
pondence existe.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Se far as the return from the Depart-
ment to this House is concerned, I understood the other day
from the explanation of the hon. member for Cornwall
(Mr. Bergin) that all the information necessary had been
brought down, the hon. member for Cornwall having calledj
at the Department to see that the papers asked for had been
brouét down. I understood, however, that owing to some

,ULD m ,

e reasons which I do not exactly remember, the Committee
r- on Printing had given an order only to print those whieh
[h were thought to be necessary. I have nothing to say-in so
s- far as the work of the officers of the House is concerned.
1- So far as the bringing of the report to the House I under-
t stand that that hon. gentleman now, in spite of what was
b said before, states that some papers have been forgotten and
- not brought down, and as to these I may say I will see that
- they are brought down immediately. I may tell the lon.
o gentleman that I was informed by the hon. member for

Cornwall that there was a large quantity of official corres.
pondence which hardly had any bearing on the subject, and

f which would take a long time to be copied, but I understood
l that all the information which had a bearing on the subject
- was brought down. I will, however, make a note of it and
i if any has been forgotten it will be brought. The other
, part of the hon. gentleman's remarks I have nothing to do
i with.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I do not object to that portion of
the report which the committee in their wisdom saw fit not
to print. What I do object to is that the full Order was not
carried out by the officers of the Department, and that the
papers to which I have alluded as being in existence were not
brought down and printed. It may have been all right for
the committee not to print all the correspondence, but it was
wrong for the officers of the Department to bring only a por-
tion of what was ordered when the origin of the question
actually arose in the correspondence which they omitted, so
that it would be impossible for us te apply the correspon.
dence we have, when it is selected from that which had
reference to what occurred several years before. The matter
is one of the greatest importance to the medical mon of the
country, and I am much obliged to the hon. gentleman for
stating that he would have these papers brought down.

Mr. BLAK. I desire to call attention to some papers
which were sent to the Clerk of the House in consequence-
1 cannot say quite in pursuance-of an arrangement made
by the hon. gentleman-at eleven o'clock to-day. From a
cursory perusal of these documents I find that they are
inadequate to what I think was our just expectation. Of
course it is impossible for me, with the meagre sources of
information I bave at hand, to point out to the Govern-
ment what they can do, but I can produce something which
will facilitate the hon. gentleman's labors in laying the
information before thei louse. I will begin by adding to
my many times repeated reference to the Order of the
House, passed on the 7th of March, 1883, with reference to
the land claims and other claims and grievances of the
settlers at Prince Albert and neighborhood. I have been
asking many times that that Order should be complied with,
but it has not been complied with, and there is no attempt
to comply with it in this document. This document is
directed to another and a particular purpose to which I shail
allude presently. Now I really think that not only should
we have a full compliance with that, but I think it would
be reasonable that ion. gentlemen should carry that Order
up to the latest practicable day. We got in March, 1883,
an Order for this information in a debate in which the hon.
gentleman answered me and promised those papers, a debate
in which the hon. member for Provencher (Mr. Royal)
took part, in which there was a statement with reference
to those grievances, including the question of the claims of
these settlers by analogy to those of the Manitoba half.
breeds, and although I have been pressing and pressing
again for that information that Order has not been complied
with. I ask therefore for a speedy compliance with that
Order, and that we siould be placed in the same'position as
if that Order had been up to the present date, so that we
mayget the papers between March, 1883, and now, as well
as those prior to that date. Then the papers laid on the
Table, though they purport to be with referen to the com,
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mission lately isued, are themselves imperfect even in the
narrowest sense in which that phrase can be used.
In the first place the commission itself is not
brought down. Well, really, I cannot see why
the commission should not be brought down. We
have the Order in Council on which it is based, we have
papers respecting it, but we have not the document itself.
There may have been a supplementary commission; I do
not know whether there has been; but, judging from the
papers, I think it possible, and if so that also ought to be
brought down. Then the telegram of the Minister of the
Interior, dated 6th April, to Mr. W. P. R. Street, refers to
the action of the Government taken in January last, and
that action, so far as it is brought down, consists of a mem-
orandum of the 26th of January, of the Minister, promising
the appointment of persons unnamed for the enumeration of
the haif-breeds, and an Order in Council of the 28th agree-
ing to that recommendation that they should be authorised
to nominate three persons to enumerate. Subsequent papers
recite that in pursuance of that Order in Council three per-
sons have been appointed, and then they go on to enlarge
their commission and give them fresh powers, but no papers
connected with the appointment of any persons under
the Order of the 26th of January are brought down.
The same telegram of the Minister of the Interior to Mr.
Street states that on the 4th of February the half-breeds
were notified of the action of the Government. There is a
telegram to Mr. Dewdney, I think of the 4th of February,
but there is no telegram or other communication as to any
notification to the half-breeds. There also is a defect pal-
pable on the face of the papers, Then, there was doubt-
less some correspondence in January, upon which the action
of the Government on the 28th of January was based ; there
is no correspondence, however, brought down. The first
paper I remember is the memorandum of the Minister on
the 26th of January. Then, a telegram of Mr. Street, of I
think the 5th or 6th of April, proposing a change and
enlargement of the principle of action adopted by the Gov-
ernment in dealing with the half-breeds, refers for explana-
tion of that enlargement to a letter of the 3rd of September,
from Mr. Johnson, I presume, of the Council of the North-
West Territories, to Sir Hector Langevin, I presume thei
Minister of Public Works. That paper, although it is refer-
red to as one of the documents on which the Government
acted in modifying their views and enlarging their powers
bas not been brought down. Now, I have pointed out papers
which on the face of this return, and immediately connectedi
with the return, are important and ought to be brought down,i
but which are yet missing ; and it must be remembered1
that the papers which we have bere are papers which'
could have been copied by three or four clerks lu a fewi
days. My hon. friend says one clerk could have copied1
them in one day. At any rate, it is a mere matter of ai
few hours, and no question of time could be a justificationi
of delay. I think the delay has been in large part the1
framing of the policy of the Administration down to the1
part which is indicated by these papers being reached, but1
the old papers which disclose the past have not beeni
brought down. Now, I have no opportunity of telling thei
Government all that they have got, but If can tell them
some of the things which I perceive, from information1
which is public to us, that they bave, and others that they
probably have, and I will invite them to consider the pro-1
priety of bringing these down in accordance with the(
exigencies of the case, and also in accordance with thei
promise of the First Minister made to the House that thatî
course would be taken-made, I cannot remember the
precise date, but I think as long ago as the 26th of March
last, or thereabouts. Now, in the year 1878 Lieu-
tenant-Governor Laird visited Prince Albert and thatr
neighborhood, saw many of the people, and received ad-i
dresses and deputations; and in September, 1878, he receive4

amongst others a deputation from the half-breeds of Duck
Lake. I presume there was a report made by Lieutenant-
Governor Laird to the executive of his mission, and of what
he had heard and seen; I cannot tell-I presume there is.
In the course of his receiving that deputation to which I
have specifically referred, the half-breeds of Duck Lake
asked him whether any reply had been received to their
petition which had been sent to Ottawa, and the report
which I have states that Lieutenant-Governor Laird gave
them explanations on the subject. There, therefore, appears
to have been a petition sent to Ottawa as long ago as
September, or earlier than September, 1878, and I think
the House ought to see that petition. In the year 1879,
the North-West Council passed memorials requesting the
adjustment of the half-breed claims and a number of other
things deeply affecting the futur.- of the North-West
Territories. That memorial came to Ottawa; it has been
brought down te Parliament, and -therefor'e I do not ask
the bringing of it down to be repeated; but some response
must have been made to that memorial, some report must
have been made by the Minister to whom it was referred
some action must have been taken upon a memorial
of that description, and I think the report of
that action ought to be brought to the Houae.
In the year 1879 the Government proposed to Parliament,
and Parliament passed, a Land Act, a clause of which gave
authority to the Government to dispose of this half-breed
question. I am not, of course, dealing with anything but
the right of the half-breeds to be treated upon similar terms
to those who were dealt with at the time of the settlement
consequent upon the extinguishment of the titles. For con-
venience sake I am limiting the series of papers to that for
the moment. I say that in the year 1879, then, the
Administration had a policy upon this subject in so far as
they proposed to Parliament to withdraw it from parlia-
mentary action and to bring it within the domain of execu-
tive and administrative action. Some report musu have
been made, some communications must have been had, some
memoranda must exist, upon which the Administration
were moved to adopt that policy. That step having been
taken, no doubt the Minister who was charged with the
settlement of this question must have proposed a policy to
the Administration, and there must be some report or pro.
posals with reference to the executive action which the
Administration had proposed to Parliament they should
be entrusted with during the Session of 1879. I
should have said that I have mistaken the date
of the memorial. I am rather inclined to
think it is not the memorial of 1878 or 1879 of the North.
West Council, but rather of 1883; and in that case, I would
ask him to bring down the memorial of 1879. Then, in
October, 1883, the North-West Council petitioned, and their
memorial has been brought down; and the reply to that
memorial ought also to appear. Then, in 1883, Father
Leduc, who was the clerical guide of the half-breeds, I
think, in the neighborhood of St. Norbert, came to Ottawa
to discus the claims of the half-breeda, and there no doubt
exists some memorandum or some report of the action taken
in consequence of that delegation. Then, in 1884, there
were a number of meetings held in the section, in connec-
tion with the claims, not merely of the half-breeds, but also
of the white settlers at various points. I have no doubt
these meetings attracted the attention of the officers of the
Government in the Territories, and of the Government
itslf, and there must be some report upon the resolutions
adopted at those meetings, and upon the agitation which
was going on at that time. Then, there came another
phase of this question. There was a policy adopted for the
organisation of militia corps for the North-Wat Territories;
action was taken upon which these corps were organised,
and we voted special sums with the view of their being
organised. The correspondence, the motif, which induced
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that organisation, and the action of the Government,
would also be interesting. Then, in May, 1884,
there were meetings of settlers, as well white as
half-breeds, at which proposals were made to invite
Louis Riel to visit thom and give them assistance; and I
have little doubt that there were some reports as to these
meetings, which were general, having taken place, and some
report from the local officers as to what it would be fitting
to do, and some action of the Government on these reports.
In June, 1884, Riel arrived, and there were numerous meet-
ings held during that and the succeeding months, at many
of which he attended. I have no doubt, also, that these
meetings again attracted the attention of the Government
at Ottawa and the officers of the Government in the Terri-
tories, and that there were reports in connection with them.
Then, in July, the Deputy Minister of Interior visited the
North-West and acquired information upon this subject, and
expressed bis views in public, and they were published in
the newspapers of the country in the month of July.
Doubtless upon his return he made a report to the Govern-
ment, giving them what information he had acquired.
Then, in July, Colonel Houghton visited this Territory, under
instructions of which we have not received a copy yet, and of
which we ought to receive a copy. Colonel Houghton visited
the Territory for the purpose of securing the arms of five
corps to which arms had been entrusted, and upon bis return
he also intimated, to persons who made publie his views,
his ideas of the situation. It was his plain and obvious
duty, having regard to bis mission, to what he had
heard and the conclusion he had reached, to report his views,
and I have no doubt he did so to the Department. ie was
there also at another interval with reference to the original
organisation of these forces upon which there will have been
no doubt reports. I have little doubt that Louis Schmitt,
who was Dominion land agent in those quarters, and was
secretary of the meetings, and had the advantage of being
the link of communication between Riel and the Govern-
ment, would have communicated to the administrator of the
Department his views of the situation, and I am quite sure
if he did not, the Government would have communicated
with him who, through his obvious acqaaintance with the
precise condition of affairs, was well informed and could
give the Government accurate information. Then the hon.
the Minister of Public Works went to the Territory under a
mission which was, as he publicly stated, to ascertain what
the grievances of the people were. He passed through the
Territory, and he ascertained their grievances, and he made
a statement upon bis homeward trip that he had, I think,
found two discontented individuals in the Territory,
whose discontent he had been able quite to soothe.
In the course of that progress the Minister, whose time
of course was valuable and the case of the
Metis was probably not worth a journey over the
prairie, did not visit the scene of the disturbance but ha
visited Qu'Appelle where we hear the commission are now.
But although ie did not go to the Metis they came to him.
A deputation of the Metis met him, expressed their claims
and their grievances, and he promised that upon his return
to Ottawa he would report to his colleagues and lay the
matter before them. We know the Minister of Public Weiorks,
and knowing him we are quite sure that upon lis return to
Ottawa he did, without delay, make that report to his col-
leagues. Then there was obviously on the 3rd of September
a letter of Mr. Jackson, to which I have already made
allusion ; that latter is also of importance in this connection.
Immediately after the published statement of the views of
the Deputy Minister of the Interior, those views did not
appear toe hashared by the constituted authorities in the
.North-West Territories, for on the 21st July there was
a meeting of the Council of the North-West Terri-
tories at which they passed a resolution declaring
that they dissented from those views, that they

Mr. BLAKE.

thought that the claims eof the half-breeds just and
pressing, and they once more drew the attention
of the Executive to their claim. That paper ought &ao to
be brought down; it is of great consequence. That resolu.
tion seems to have been communicated by telegraph because
the case seemed emergent; and theC Government have, I
find, a report of a reply by telegraph in the same month to
that paper, showing that on the return of the Deputy Min-
ister of the Interior, the matter would receive immediate
attention. That paper ought to be also before us. Thon
three other Ministers visited the North-West with a view of
seeing for themselves. The hon. the Minister of Marine
visited the country in company with the hon. the Minister
of Public Works. I have no doubt he found out all about
it.

Sir HECTOR LANGEV1N. Not in eompany.

Mr. BLAKE. Not in company? Wall, they were to-
gether. They were together enjoying a great banquet at
which many speeches ware made, and among them speeches
by the Minister of Public Works and the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries; and the latter hon. gentleman inveighed in
bis usual happy and courteous language against the politi-
cal gentlemen with whom I happen te bo associated; and I
read bis remarks with the feelings with which he no doubt
desired that I should read them Then the lon. the Acting
Minister of Railways who, in that capacity and as Minister
of Agriculture and as Minister of Immigration and
as Minister of Statistics, had a fourfold claim to'
visit the North-West aud a fourfold duty to dis.
charge, also visited the North-West last summer and
doubtless found out something about it. So did the
bon. the Postmster General whose fellow citizens and con-
stituents are now making a visit under his auspices to the
country in different guise from that under which the
hon. gentleman visited it a few months ago. There were
some demands made, formulated by the Metis under Louis
Riel, which I suspect must, in some way or other, have
reached the Government, or at any rate if they did not it
was because the Government did not read the newspapers
and thoir officers did not inform them. Resolutions were
formulated and demands made embraced in a Bill of rights.
There must have beau soma letters and correspondance on
that. Then, Mr. Richardson, the stipendiary magistrate, was
summoned to Ottawa; it is not long since. He was here,
and I cannot doubt that he, long acquainted as he is with the
Territory, gave some information, and in fact it is generally
assumed that the stipendiary magistrates and the commis-
sioners of police or the officers of police there, from time to
time, have made soma reports upon this question. The
Comptroller of the Mounted Police was up there last summer,
and ha also expressed his opinion publicly more or less on
this question. I have no doubt since ha gave the public hie
views upon it, he also gave lis immediate superiors and the
Government his views. Then the Lieutenant Governor, Mr.
Dewdney no doubt has from time to time made his own report,
apart from those of the Council, upon the condition of' the
Territories and more particularly as he made a wonderful
tour, visiting St. Albert and other points in October, 1884,
when, besides those effusive displays of loyalty and content-
ment with which ha was greeted, perhaps his pi ivate ear
heard something which ha communicated to bon. gentlemen.
Then, there must have beau soma reporte, soma orders, some
correspondance, as to the arrangements under which Fort
Carlton was obtained from the Hudson Bay Company last
fall, was repaired and rearranged, as I see by the papers it
was repaired and rearrangad, and was orderad to be
occupied by a force of the mounted police. Then, in
November, 1884, a very widely circulated petition of settlers
and others to the Privy Council was signed, as I ses by the
papers, embracing amongst other things the claim of the
half-breeds. That, no doubt, is alse here. Then, Sheriff
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Chapleau was here during this winter, and ho also in the
course of the summer and fall had expressed his opinion,
with reference to the condition of this question, publicly. I
have no doubt that, during the same summer and fall, and
at any rate when he w9s here, he will have expressed that
opinion to the Government. I will not weary you, Sir; I
have not quite done, but I think I have, perhaps, given the
hon, gentleman enough for one afternoon.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, Mr. Speaker, the
hon. gentleman has given us enougb for one afternoon, and
for a great many other afternoons. Under the pretext of
asking for a return, ho has made a speech for the purpose
of encouraging the half-breeds. There is nothing more
clear and nothing more discreditable to the hon. gentle-
man's patriotism than the course he has taken to-day, a
course that will meet with the indignation of the country.
He may sneer at it, and the hon. gentlemen behind him
may cheer him, but the country, or at all events the loyal
portion of the country, and that is the great majority of
the people, will look with disgust at the attempt of the
hon. gentleman to keep up this feeling at a time like the
present. The hon. gentleman may make the most of it
and, five years hence, and for the rest of his life, he may
perhaps regret the spirit and the tone and the motive that
has actuated him in ail this. The course taken by the Gov-
ernment in bringing down the returns is the same as is
taken by all Governments when a return is granted, the
papers are .sent to the Department. The permanent
head of the Department, who has charge of these
papers, who lias the custody of these papers, who
is responsible for these papers, is told to prepare
the returns and to send them down, and I can
only say that, in anything that I have stated in this
Hlouse, that has been fully carried out. The Departments
were instructed to send down all the papers that could by
any possibility be included in this return by the most
liberal construction of the Order. The hon. gentleman has
gone on supposing, and making sneering insinuations. It
appears that three members of the Government have gone
up there. Have they not a right to go up there ? Are
they to be sneered at because they went? Are they to h
sneered at because the people treated them with civility
and acknowledged them to be members of the Government
at the time ? Are the givers of the complimentary demon-
strations to be sneered at, and are the recipients of those
demonstrations to be sneered at? The hon. gentleman
sneers at all that. Ho is good at a sneer, Mr. Speaker, if
lie is not good for anything else. I hear the hon. gentle-
man laugh. He is good at a sneer, and they are good at a
laugh.

Mr. CASEY. We have plenty to laugh at.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman says

they have plenty to laugh at. I think that is the hon.
gentleman who spoke forty-seven times in one evening, or
was it seventy-one times ?

Mr. FARROW. Seventy-one.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Seventy.one times.

An hon. MEMBER. Seventy times seven.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I can only say that the
papers have been brought down, as far as I know, to cover
these returns. It is impossible that we could guess, or that
we could assume, or that we could presume what the lion.
gentleman wanted. If he wanted them, he should move
for them. He has not moved for any of these papers; he
has not moved for a report from any one of these Ministers,
or from Mr. Chapleau, or from Mr. ]Richardson, or from
everybody that he has read of in any newspaper that existe
and that ho has happened to cast his eye upon, and that ho
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has presumed and assumed has made a report.
to have asked for them-

He ought

Mr. BLAKE. So I did.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD-and they would have

been brought down if they were not confidential. I must
say that we do not get from the hon. gentlemen opposite
any courteous acknowledgment of what we do. We bring
down returns-the returns are enormous in number, and
enormous in volume-as quickly as we can, and again and
%gain it has been my duty to call upon the Departments in
reference to questions put to me in the House, to make
these returns. We will continue to bring down these
returne, and the hon. gentleman maymake the most of it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not think the
First Minister should be permitted to make insinuations
against the loyalty of mon in this House. I think ho was
distinctly out of order in doing it.

Some hon. ME[BERS. Order.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. State the point of order.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I say the Firet Min.

ister was distinctly out of order in insinuating that my hon.
friend from West Durham (Mr. Blake) was actuated in any
respect by any improper motive, and least of all by any
disloyal motive, in making enquiries which it was his right
and his duty and his privilege to make. The bon. gentle-
man's own conduct shows that ho desires to keep the Houe
in ignorance of what it ought to knowi

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I rise to order. That is
a charge of motive. The hon. gentleman is out of order. I
made no charge against the loyalty of the hon. gentleman.
I spoke of the effect of his language in the country, and
said the effect was to encourage the disloyal. I made no
charge upor. him or his motives, but I said hie remarks
would have an injurious effect in eneouraging the disloyal.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then I withdraw my
statement, and will say that the hon. gentleman's action
has the effect of making the country believe he does not
want to make explanations.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman says ho did not make
any charge of motives against my hon. friend from West
Durham. Hie words were that that hon. gentle -nan had
taken the pretext of criticising this return in order to make
a speech for the purpose of encouraging the half-breeds in
the action they were taking. These are the words to which
I object.

Mr. SPEAKER. If h said such a thing, of course it
would be out of order, but the right hon, gentleman states
that that was not what he said.

Mr. CASE Y. It is what ho meant.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is not true.

Mr. HESSON. I fnd that, in a recent debate, I am
reported in Ransard in a certain way, and as it reflectesupon
a member of this House as well as myself, I should take
this opportunity of setting myself right. In the debate on
the Civil Service Bill, the hon. member for West Elgin (Mr.
Casey) expressed his regret that he did not know this Bill
was coming on, or he might have had something to say as
to the principles of the Bill. I took occasion to make a
remark as to a certain gentleman obstructing the House
and prolonging the debate unnecessarily; and at the close
of the debate, when the Chairman left the Chair to report
the Bill, the bon. member for West Elgin expressed himseolf
in this way:

11I beg to congratulate the hon. Minister on the pleasant sud profit.
able discussion on this Bill we have had to-day.
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"Mr. HESSON, The hon. gentleman has reason to congratulate him-

self on having had forty-seven shots at that Bill."

Now, I had no intention to do the hon. member an injus-
tice, and I now wish to do him justice. I had taken the
number of times he spoke from a certain period of the
debate, but not from the commencement. I wish to give
him the full benefit of his ability. We all know what his
ability is. I was incorrect in saying he had forty-seven
shots at the Bill, because it was exactly, by count, seventy-
one times that he spoke. I wish to give him the benefit of
that.

Mr. CASEY. It seems that this is what has been making
the hon. gentleman so anxious to get up for the last half
hour. I have to congratulate him on the important ques-
tion ho has at least cleared up. As to the number of times
I spoke on that Bill, I would point out that the Bill was in
committee, that there were fifty-nine clauses in it, and I
think the number of times we on this side spoke was not
inconsistent with the importance of the measure. The
discussion on the Bill was a real discussion, and obtained a
real result, as I think the hon. Minister who had charge of
it will recollect.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the Orders are called, I wish to say,
with reference to what the hon. gentleman has said as to
the personal charges against myself, that my character and
my reputation for loyalty are well known in this country,
and any effort to impugn them will have very little result.
As to the statement that it was my duty to have asked for
those papers if I wanted them, and that I had not moved
for them, I desire to say, Sir, that I did move for them in
amendment to the motion going into Committee of Supply
on the very first occasion after we had news of this dis-
turbance and before it had assumed its present proportions.
The hon. gentleman resisted the motion. The following day
he came down to the House and stated the gravity of the
events, which have been communicated since, and I then
asked him: Would he bring down all the papers referring
to the matter, and he said he would bring down any papers
as to the past that did not throw too great or two bad a
light upon the future-something of that kind-papers that
would not affect the military arrangements, He agreed to
do that. A few days afterwards the question came up again,
and I said once again :

tI trust that on Monday, without fail, we shal have onthe Table of
the House ail the papers that ean be laid on the Table with reference te
past events, in connection with this matter, and any reports made
in the course of last year by any of the officials of the Government bear-
ing on the matter-Mr. Dewdney's report, the report of Colonel
Houghton, who was charged, I believe, with the duty of picking up arms
in the neighborhood of this disturbance, and the report of Mr. Stephen-
son, with reference to the settiers on the lands of the colonization com-
panies. Now, I am not giving a list; I am only mentioning three or four
reports which have been probably received; but I have no doubt that in
the discharge oftheir duty in the North-West, the officers of the Govern-
ment, and in the discharge of their duty at Ottawa, the Government,
have had numerous communications of what was going on, and I think
these papers shonld come before us without any delay.

That was a repetition of what I said before, and what the
hon. gentleman acceded to. Now that is the state of things;
these were the transactions that occurred between the 23rd
and the 26th of March, and I have been repeatedly asking
for these papers ever since, and have been given to under-
stand, across the House, that they were coming down. As
to moving for the papers, I could only do so in amendment
to going into Committee of the Supply; there was no pos-
sibility of doing so except in one way. I desire therefore-
and I think I am entitled to ask him-whether he intends
to bring down those papers without a Imotion, or whether
ho insista upon a motion before they are brought down.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly not. I said at
the time I would bring down every paper that had any
connection with the matter, and under that promise the
ofEcers of the Department were instructed to take the most

Mr. H 0ON.

liberal view that their sense of duty would allow, in bring-
ing down all returns in any way connected with those
events. If any of those papers are not among them-I
have not looked over them-they are either of a confidential
nature, or such as cannot be produced at prasent, at all
events, without prejudice to the public.

Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman

laughs, but I am making a serious statement. Perhaps my
hon. friend did not catch exactly what I said about the
return. I do not suppose there is any report from Colonel
Houghton on that subject. The hon. gentleman says that
several officers of the Government have given their views
to the public. Well, we all know what that means. It
means that a zealous correspondent of a newspaper sees an
officer from the North-West and begins to cross-question
him. I take it that the officer says as little as possible, and
unless he keeps silence altogether, he cannot but state
something of what he has seen in the North-West, and a
zealous correspondent certainly does not diminish in quan-
tity or importance this statement. These interviews are
something of which Government can take no notice, and it
is not the proper thing that we should.

Mr. BLAKE. I ask whether it is intended to comply
with the Order of this House made on the 7th day of March,
1883, as to the papers up to that date.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, I will take a note
of that.

CONSIDERED IN COMMITTEE-THIIRD READING.

Bill (No. 55) to authorise the Dominion Grange Mutual
Fire Insurance Association to insure against fire the prop-
erty of the Patrons of Husbandry wheresoever situated in
Canada.-(Mr. White, Cardwell.)

THE RICHELIE U NAVIGATION COMPANY.

Mr. DESJARDINS. Before moving that you leave the
Chair that the House go into committee on the Bill amend-
ing the Act incorporating the Richelieu Navigation Com-
pany and the Richelieu and Ontario Navigation Company,
I beg to inform the House, that, in order to meet some
objections that have been raised against the Bill, I intend
to move, with the permission of the House, an amendment
in Committee of the Whole. It is this: That to the first
clause relating to the power of purchasing a certain
amount of shares at a price not exceeding sixty per cent
upon its par value, the following words shall be added :-

" Such purchase of balance of shares shall only be made after notice has
been given to aIl the shareholders of the intention to purchase (which
notice shall be in the manner in which advices for general and special
meetings of the shareholders are given), and each shareholder shall be
invited, if he or she desires to dispose of any part of their stock, to
offer the same in writing to the company on a day and hour to be
named in such notice, and in parchasing said stock preference
shall be given to those offering it at the lowest price, and in case more
stock than needed should offer at same price, the same shall be divided
among the persons so offering in pro rata to the amount so offered."

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Before that is put, I
think the Government ought to give some expression of
their views on this Bill. In the committee this was discussed,
and the Minister of Finance, who I do nof see here, expressed
a tolerably strong opinion on the principle of the Bill. I
call the attention of the First Minister to the very peculiar
position that is raised.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am not personally cog-
nisant with the matter at all. I am sorry to say that the
Minister of Finanoe has been obliged to leave the House
to-day in consequence of indisposition. Perhaps my hon.
friend would allow it to stand over until he returns. of
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course, we will give an opportunity to the hon. gentleman
-he will not lose anything by it,

Mr. BLAKE. I would recommend my hon. friend tc
give notice of that upon paper, It is a remarkable Bill, and
contains an extraordinary proposition. The amendment
seems to be an important one. He could not move it, of
course, without two days' notice, and if he puts a notice on
to-day he will be in order, and the House would be made
aware of the amendment.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. And no one can -object
to it.

MR. ANTOINE LEBEL.

Mr. DE ST. GEORGES asked, Whether the Govern.
ment are aware that Mr. Antoine LeBellad an agent for
the Township of Viger, Temiscouata, is acting without
sureties? 2nd. Is it true that the sureties asked the
Department to compel Mr. LeBel to render an account of
bis administration with a view to ascertaining how mat-
ters stand ? 3rd. Has Mr. LeBel been ordered to furnish
an account ;hlas he furnished it, or what reply has he given ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. LeBel, agent for the
Township of Viger, is not acting without security. His
sureties have, I believe, given notice that they desire to
witldraw fro their position as suich, and Mr. LeBel has
beau notified to furnish new sureties.

INDIAN RESERVE AT VICTORIA ARM, B. C.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether any negotiations have been
entered into for the sale of the Indian reserve of about
one hundred and ten (110) acres across the Victoria Arm
from the City of Victoria, British Columbia ? Whether it
is proposed to sell this reserve, and if so, whether it is
to be sold by private sale or public auction ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No negotiations have
been entered into. Offers and applications have been made
for the acquisition of the land in question. It is desirable
those lands should be sold, but the difficulty in the matter
is that the Indians are not inclined to surrender their
reserves. It is not proposed to sell the reserve at present,
either by private sale or public auction, until the question
of the Indian consent is settled.

SUMMARY PROCEEDINGS BEFORE JUSTICES OF
TIHlE PEACE.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the Government will take
charge of the Senate Bill for the purpose of curing irregu-
larities in summary proceedings before justice of the peace,
etc., so as to secure its consideration this Session ?

Mr. CARON. At the request of the Senator who intro-
duced the Bill, the Government will take charge of the
Bill.

MAILS BETWEEN SHILOH AND FEIRGUS.

Mr. INNES asked, Whát are the names of the parties
who tendered for the carrying of the mails between Shiloh
and Fergus viá Oustic and Speedside? To whom was the
contract awarded, and was it awarded on the lowest tender,
if not, whose tender was the lowest, and why was it not
accepted ?

Mr. CARLING. In the arrangement for the carrying of
the mails in the locality referred to, tenders were not asked
for. An arrangement was made by the Post Office Inspee-
tor at Toronto with Thomas Hamilton, of Shiloh, at $150 a
year, from the lst April, in accordance with the provisions
Of the Act.

MR MILLARD.

Mr. FORBES asked, Have the fines imposed upon Mr.
Millard for putting mill rubbish and shingle shavings into
the Mersey River been collected, or have the same been
remitted ?

f
Mr. McLELAN. One of the fines has been oellected and

two of them stand in abeyance.

LIQUOR LICENSE ACT, 1883.

On Order for Çcmmittee of the Whole to consider the
following resolution (Mr. Cameron) :

Reaolved, That in the opinion of this House such portions of the
Liquor License Act of 1883, and the Act to amend the Liquor License
Act of 1883, as the Supreme Court of Canada has declared to be ultra
vires, should be suspended unless and until the same shall be decided by
the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council to be infra vires of the
Parliament of Canada.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Before the hon. gentle-
man speaks on this motion I desire to say that the Govern-
ment have delayed acting in the matter in expectation of
hearing the result of the application in the appeal. In
consequence of no answer having been received up to this
period of the Session, the Government intend to bring in a
measure on the subject.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). What do the Government
propose to do?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is in the nature of a
suspensory Act.

Mr. CAMERON. To suspend the operation of the
statute ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes; in the line of the
hon. gentleman's motion.

Mr. CAMERON. Then the hon. gentleman will allow
my motion to pass ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have no objection to
do so.

Motion agreed to; and resolution considered in committee
and ordered to be reported.

Mr. CAMERON moved the second reading of the resolu-
tion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. To-morrow.
Mr. BLAKE. Now. This is not a money resolution.
Mr. CAMERON. The hon, gentleman knows I cannot

move it to-morrow.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will give the hon.

gentleman an opportunity of moving it to.morrow.

OTTAWA RIVER CANAL SYSTE.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew) moved:

That in the opinion of this House the improvement of the navigation
of the Ottawa and FrenchiRivera by a stem of canals, so as to enable
vessels to pass from Lake Huron (via said rivera) to tide water on the
St. Lawrence, is a work deserving tne early consideration of the Gov-
ernment.

He said : In moving this resolution I desire to offer a few
observations in relation to the importance of the work
referred to in the motion. In doing so I may say that I
am not starting any new theory or project. This scheme
has been spoken of, has been before the country for many
years. But for several years nothing has been said about it,
and nothing has been done in relation to it. As long ago
as 1615 the great French navigator, Champlain, passed
over the identical route which is intended to be
adopted i the construction of this work from Montreal to
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Lake Huron which was the first of our great fresh water
seas gazed on by European.eyes. The same route was used
until a comparatively recent period for transporting the
fur-laden canoes of the Indians and voyageurs from the
great lakes to Montreal, and the question of improv-
ing the navigation of that route was taken up a
considerable number of years ago. 1 believe,.Sir, it was at
the instance of John Egan, a former member of the old
Legislature of the Province of Canada for the county of
Pontiac, that the question of improving the navigation of
the Ottawa was first brought to the attention of the Govern-
ment, and as early as 1854 work was commenced on the
impediment known as the Chats Rapids and for the purpose
of connecting the Chats and Deschênes Lakes. Con-
siderable money was spent on the prosecution of that work,
and it was continued until 1857, when, for some cause, the
work was abandoned. In 1856, however, a survey of the
whole route was commenced by Mr. Walter Shanly, under
instructions issued by the Commissioner of Public Works of
that day, and was continued thereafter by Mr. Clark and
completed in 1859. It will be necessary, Sir, for me in
discussing this question and endeavoring to press its
importance and advantages on the House, to refer to
some of the statements that appear in the reports of Mr.
Shanly and Mr. Clark, and more especially to the report of
Mr. Shanly. I do not think any apology to the House is
necessary for referring to Mr. Shanly's report, because,
although it has been before the country for a considerable
length of time, and although its contents are tolerably
well known to members of this House, the circulation
of that report was so limited that I think very many
people in the country know very little about it. In
referring to his report and to the advantages set out
in that report in regard to the importance of this
work, it will be necessary for me to refer to its great
advantages over existing routes. In doing that I do not
desire to decry in the slightest degree the importance of the
existing system of canals on the St. Lawrence river connect-
ing the great lakes. The importance of this improvement
will, I think, be made manifest by the references which I pro-
pose to make to Mr. Shanly's report; and in the first place I
propose to refer to the great advantage in distance which
will be possessed by this route over any other route now
existing, in carrying grain from the great west to tide water
at Montreal. Mr. Shanly in his report gives the distances
between Chicago and Montreal as follows: Welland Canal
route, distance by lake, 1,145 miles; river, 132 miles,
canals, 71 miles, making in all 1,348 miles. By the
Ottawa and French river route he estimates the dis-
tance as foHows: Lake, 575 miles; river, 347 miles;
canal 58 miles; making altogether 980 miles, or a
saving in distance between Chicago and Montreal by
adopting this route as compared with the Welland
canal route, of 368 miles. He also estimates that by the
Welland Canal route the time consumed in a voyage
between Chicago and Montreal would be 196 hours, while
by the Ottawa and French river route it would be 152
hours, or an advantage in point of time of 44 hours in favor
of the Ottawa river route, in a voyage between Chicago
and Montreal. As regards the estimate of the cost of trans-
porting grain or other commodities between those two
points he makes the following comparison ; and in making
this comparison Mr. Shanly has estimated that the greater
mileage cost of the work to be performed on the Ottawa
as compared with the Welland route would necessitate an
increased toll equal to double the tolls which would legiti-
mately be chargeable on the Welland route, and includes
those tolls in his estimate oi the cost of transportation. HiEs
estimate as to cost is as follows: Cost of carrying on the lake,
1,145 miles at 2 mille, $2.29 per ton; river, .L32 miles at three
mille, 40 cents; canal, 71 miles at 8 mille, 57 cents, malking

Ur. WmTRz (Renfrew).

altogether $3.26, as the cost per ton from Chicago to
Montreal by the Welland route. The estimate for the
Ottawa route gives, 575 miles lake at 2 mills, $1.15; 347
miles river, at 3 mills, 81.04; 58 miles canal, including
tolls, at 8 mills, instead of 4 as on the Welland route, and
estimating the cost of canal navigation at 12 mills alto-
gether 70 cents, giving a total of $2.89 per ton by
the Ottawa route, as compared with 83.26 by the St.
Lawrence route, or a net saving of 37 cents per ton. In
the report of the Canal Commission appointed in 1870 I
find the following paragraph, and as I desire to make this
comparison as fair as it is possible to make it as regards all
other routes, I give to the House a comparison, under the
state of affairs stated to exist by the Canal Commission in
1870.

" In instituting a comparison between the St. Lawrence and the
Ottawa routes it is necessary to point out an error which has been
repeated in various cfcial reports on the subject, with regard to the
comparative distance between Chicago and Montreal."

Then they give the comparative distance as follows: Wel-
land canal system 1,261 miles, Ottawa river 991 miles,
making a difference in favor of the Ottawa route of only
270 miles, instead of 368 miles as stated in Shanly's
report in 1856. I have taken those figures as stated in the
report of the Canal Commissioners, and made a comparison
of the time which would be consumed in the transportation
of a vessel from Chicago to Montreal, and of the cost, bas.
ing both on the estimates adopted by Mr. Shanly. By
the amended figures I find that the lake and river naviga-
tion 1,190 miles, by the Welland canal route, and estimat-
ing eight miles per hour as the speed with which a vessel
could pass over that portion of the route gives 149 hours;
71 miles of canal, 24 hours; 553 feet lockage 13 hours,
making altogether 186 hours by the St. Law-
rence and Welland route. By the Ottawa route
there is lake and river navigation of 952
miles, consuming 120 hours, and canal navigation of 29
miles. Mr. Clark in his report estimated that by a series
of dams he proposed to build at the obstructions on the
Ottawa river, the canal mileage would be reduced from 58
miles, as estimated by Mr. Shanly, to 29 miles, and I
take Mr. Clark's mileage. That would consume 10 hours;
and 710 feet of lockage would consume 18 hours; making
a total of 148 hours, or a difference in favor of the Ottawa
route of 38 hours, instead of 44 hours, as computed by Mr.
Shanly. I may say at this point, that although the navi-
gation would be open during a greater period of time by
the Welland route than by the Ottawa route, yet
according to the estimate I have made, at least one freight
trip would be saved by the Ottawa route, estimating
the saving 38 hours on each voyage, over the Welland
route. As to the question of cost, taking Mr.
Shanly's figures, I fimd, according to the report of
the Canal Commissioners, that by the Welland route
there would be 1,005 miles of lake navigation,
at 2 mills per mile, giving $2.01; 185 miles of river, at 3
mills, 55 cts.; and 71 miles of canal at 8 mills, 57 ets.;
making $3.13 altogether as the cost of transporting a ton
of merchandise by the Welland route. By the Ottawa route
there would be 560 miles of lake navigation, at 2 mills,
$1.13; 402 miles of river, at 3 mills, $1.20; and 29 miles of
canal, at 12 mills, 35 ets.; making altogether $2.67, or a
saving of 46 cts. per ton as against 37 cts. as estimated hy
Mr. Shanly. Now, Sir, as regards the period of naviga-
tion open upon these two routes, Mr. Shanly gives the
average of Il years, from 1847 to 1857. The average
opening of navigation on the Welland canal was the
9th of April, on the Erie the 26th of April, and on
the Ottawa the 27th of' April. The average closing
of navigation during this period was on the Welland
December 12, on the E.e December 9, and on the Ottaw4
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November 27. The information, he says, respecting the
dates of the opening and closing of the Ottawa navigation
were obtained from Capt. Cumrning, manager of the
old Union Forwarding Company, a company that con-
trolled the steamboat navigation upon the Ottawa for rmany
years, and as manager of which Capt. Cumming had many
opportunities of obtaining, during those years, correct
information respecting the opening and closing of naviga-
tion. As I said, although the Welland Canal would be open
33 days longer during the season of navigation than the
Ottawa route, yet the saving that would be effected on each
voyage would more than counterbalance the greater period
of time during which the navigation would be open on the
Welland Canal. Now, I do not propose to occupy the
time of the House at any considerable length on this ques-
tion; but I desire to offer the opinion but of one gentle-
man-obtained by the Canal Commission in 1870, in answer
to a series of questions proposed by that commission-Mr.
James Little, of Toronto. I give his opinion, because I
am convinced that ho could have no local reason for advo-
cating the Ottawa route in preference to the St. Lawrence,
and because he was a gentleman of long business expe-
rience, who had much to do with the business of navigation
on the upper lakes, and his evidence on this route will, I
think, be taken as impartial. Ho says:

" The Welland Canal ls known to be some 370 miles farther between
Chicago and New York than would be the route by the Ottawa. All
other things being equal, the difference in cost between enlarging the
one and constructing the other is not a matter of sufficient importance
to be allowed to stand in the way, when the volume of commerce to be
opened up is to be taken into consideratioi. The opening up of the
Ottawa will ensure to the country a much larger amouat of benefits
arising from the moving of products than the Welland ; and while the
enlargement of the latter will open up no new section of the country,
the Ottawa will at once bring into market the timber, and promote the
settlement of the vast territory drained by the Ottawa, Mattawan and
French Rivers-a distance of 330 miles from the city of Ottawa to the
Georgian Bay-equal in length to the Erie Canal, and sufficient of itself,
from its agricultural, timber and mineral wealth, and the enormous
amount of water power it would make available, to overbalance any
difference of cost that might accrue. Unlike the Welland, which had
to wait on the agricultural development of the west, the Ottawa route
would at once force business to itself on account of its immense advan-
tages over every other route. It would leave the Erie oCanal just as the
completion of the St. Lawrence Canals bas left the Rideau-simply
dependent on the local traffic, and what it could gather from the shores
of Lake Erie ; and even there it would meet the competition of the
Welland. It would be without a rival for the western commerce, as no
canal can ever be constructed through the United States with a tithe of
its advantages, even at the expenditure of hundreds of millions of
dollars. Other advantages may be summed up as follows:-

"I 1. It would open a far safer and more capaciona route than any
other in use or construction.

" 2. It would effect a saving of time equal to two full trips, accord-
ing to Mr. Shanly-possibly to three.

"3. It would afford direct communication, without breaking bulk,
between Lake Superior, Michigan and Huron, and the head of ocean
navigation at Montreal, and by the Caughnawaga to the head of Lake
Champlain, within about 60 miles of steam navigation on the
Hudson.

"4. It would posses. immense ad rantages for the timber trade of the
Georgian Bay, the valley of the Saginaw, the whole northern peninsula
of Michigan, and Green Bay.

" 5. It would give but a short lake run to reach the shelter of Mani-
toulin at either end.

" 5. It would leave the Welland undisturbed to the business of Lake
Erie and other port. that would make Oswego their distributing point ;
and above all, it (the Welland) would supplement the overtaxed Ottawa
route; for the latter, soon after its completion, would certainly have
more than it could do to meet the requirements of the 17,500,000 of
people of the great grain-producing country of the West, ever seeking
a way to the points of distribution and consumption.'"

So important was this work considered to be that,
if I am correctly informed, a number of gentlemen
from Chicago visited this city in 1880 or 1881, and offered
to construct it as a private enterprise, provided it was sub-
sidised by a grant of land from the Government. So,
it would seem that the advantage of this work made itself
manifest to the people of Chicago and the western States.
That it would be an advantage to our own North-West is
undoubted, The advantages of the Ottawa route would be

la

as great for moving the products of our ownNorth-Wst aMM
for moving the products of the western States, and if this
work were undertaken and carried ont -by the Government
as a national work I am convinced that its importance
would become manifest to everybody in a very short time
after its completion. But it may be said, and I have no
doubt will be contendel by some, that the era of railway
traffic has at the present time, to some extent, superseded
carrying by water. To some extent that statement may be
true, but I think it will be conceded that for the moving of
heavy products, such as the grain, lumber and minerals of
the North-West and of the western States, and all heavy
products of that kind, it is a matter of absolute necesuity
that we should have some other means of moving those
heavy products than the railways either of the United
States or Canada.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Why ?

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). In the first place, waterways
possess no franchises; any person who chooses can use
them. They are not exclusively owned by one company
or any set of companies; no combination eau be made by
which the freights upon the waterways of the country,
whether natural or artificial, can b controlled as they can
be upon railways; no combination of companies can be
made that would create a monopoly in the carrying trade
over our waterways; whereas, on the other hand, combi-
nations may be entered into by railway companies by which
a monopoly may be created even where more than one lino
of railroad exists. The importance of canals and of other
artificial and natural waterways is well known in the
older countries. France, I believe, possesses the largest
extent of inland waterways of any country, at all events, of
Europe. In 1873 there were in France 3,000 miles of canal,
2,000 miles of canalised river, and 2,000 miles of navigable
rivers, giving a total of 7,000 miles of inland waterways;
in 1875 there was carried by water transportation in that
country 1,748,500,000 tons of freight, bosides large quantities
of wood, and the canal, of England are estimated to carry
annually soma 23,000,000 tons of freight, and are in length
some 2,500 miles, The United States canals, according to
the 4th volume of the Census of 1880, are somo 2,500 miles
in length, and carried in that year 21,044,292 tons. I have
a table here which, while it goes to show that the propor-
tion of freight carried by railways was greater in the decade
from 1874 to 1883, inclusive than during the previons docade,
is susceptible, to some extent, of explanation. I shall not
trouble the louse with ail the figures contained in
this statement, but will simply give the reults. The
shipments of wheat and corn from Chicago, during the
decade from 1864 to 1873, inclusive, showedthe following
averages: 87-04 per cent. by water, and 12-06 by rail. In
the decade from 1874 to 1883 the proportion shipped by
water was 70-8, and by rail 29-2; but it will be found on
eimination of these figures that the inroads of railways
upon the carrying trade was not a continuously progressive
one; it will be found that during the railway war, in 1876
and 1881, during which morchandise was carried by rail-
way at a loss, the proportion carried in those two years
by lake was only 59 per cent., and by rail it was 41 per
cent. In 1876, however, the percentage by water was 61
and by rail 39; in 1877 the percentage by water was 8.,
an advance of 21 per cent. over the previous year, and by
rail only 18 per cent. Then, if we take 1881, another year
of railway war, we find that the percentage by water was
58 per cent. and by rail 42 per cent.; but in 1882 the per-
ceotage by water was 70J and by rail only 29J per cent.,
so that it will be seen there were circumstances, other
than the advance of railway construction, which entered
into the causes that produced the general results
over the years I have just quoted. If we take the
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shipments of wheat and corn received by lake at Buffalo
and forwarded thence eastward, we find that in the six
years, from 1872 to 1877, there were shipped by the Erie
Canal 223,000,000 bushels, and by rail 62,000,000 bushels,
whereas in the six years, from 1878 to 1883, the shipments
by canal were 266,000,000 bushels, and by rail 111,000,000,
the percentage by canal for the six years ending 1877 being
78-03, and by rail 21-07; and in the six years ending 1883,
the shipments by canal were 70-20, and by rail 29-80.
Then, as regards the rates of freight, we find the average
rate of freight upon a bushel of wheat from Chicago to
New York during the decade from 1864 to 1873 was, by
lake and canal, 23.84 cents, by lake and rail 26-32 cents per
bushel, and by all rail 38-29, showing the proportion of 38
per cent. as the cost by water and 62 per cent. as the cobt
by rail. From 1874 to 1883 the rates were considerably
lowered in both instances. By lake and canal the average
during that decade was 10-39 by lake, and rail 12-66, and
by all rail, 17·80, but the proportion of the cost between the
water transport and the rail transport was similar to that
of the previous decade, the proportion being 37 per cent.
per canal, and 63 per cent. by rail. So that, I think, the
hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie) will admit
that there are advantages in carrying heavy products by
canal as compared with railways. A writer on this subject
has, to some extent, accounted for the inroads that railways
have made upon water carrying in the following way. Hie
says:

" The waterways being closed some months in the year, place the
producer and the consumer in the power of the railway companies,
who, during that portion of the year, can raise the freight rates on all
products that are unable to await the opening of navigation to the
utmost these products will stand. In this way numerous articles that
could be, with equal facility and less cost, transported by water, have
gone to the railways, as those compelled to send freight by rail find it
more advantageous to make contracts covering the year, on the con-
dition that the railways have the carrying during the season of navi-
gation."

That advantage we hope by legislation-at least those of us
who are favorable to the railway commission-to remedy.
lie also says :

" The greater portion of the United States canals was built before
the era of railways. They were purely artificial, of small sectional
area, and for local trafic and local distances. As the country settied,
the water supply of many became deficient ; the sectional area was
decreased by sediments and de posits, formiûg a very imperfect naviga-
tion, which the construction of railways superseded for transportation,
leading to the abandonment of some and the maintenance of others,
chiefly as regulators of freight charges by the railways.

"Of the 2,500 miles now in operation, with a very short mileage
excepted, they are of limited capacity, with a depth of fromn 3 te 7 feet,
and many with drfficulty supplied wit water. Reference ismmadeto the
American canals on account of comparative statistics of their trafic
forming the stock.argument, both when the increase in traffic upon our
own canals is discussed and when opponents to their completion
attempt to present any facte in support of their assertions."

It may be said that the expenditure which the country has
made upon the Canadian Pacific Railway, running, as it1
does, parallel to and in competition with the navigationj
which is proposed to be adopted by this resolution which I
am about to place in your hands, does not justify the(
assumption of an additional burden for the improvement of1
the Ottawa River, but I think it will be admitted that if1
the anticipation which we have in regard to the develop-1
ment of the North-West be at ail realised, the time will1
soon arrive when the Canadian Pacific Railway will be(
wholly unable to move the products of the North-West1
alone, leaving out the products of the western States alto-E
gether. It has been stated on good authority that duringi
the present season there is a surplus of six million bushelst
of wheat in Manitoba and the North.West Territories, andt
I have computed that, taking 6,000,000 bushels as the quan-1
tity to be exported from that country during this year, itN
would require two trains of twenty cars each, carrying 5001
bushels per car, nearly every working day in the year, tou

Mr. WmTE (Renfrew). R

move that. If that be the case, what are we to expect if
the progress of the country goes on, as we have reason to
believe it will go on during the next ten or twenty years,
in the sane progressive ratio as the north-western States ?
I need only refer to the production of grain in the north-
western States to show what we may reasonably expect
in our North.West Territory within a very limited
period of time. I will take the six States of Dakota,
Illinois, Iowa, Ohio, Kansas and Nebraska, which are the
great grain-producing States of the north-west. Dakota,
according to the United census, produced, in 1870, 422,426
bushels of grain, and in 1880, 7,352,589. In Illinois the,
production was 207,936,491 in 1870, and 444,622,350 in
1880. In Iowa the production was 121,951,917 in 1870, and
362,497,131 in 1880. In Ohio the production was
123,473,304 in 1870, and 188,933,077 in 1880. In Kansas
it was 23,726,086 in 1870, and 131,971,726 in 1880. In
Nebraska it was 8,572,842 in 1870, and 88,039,613 in 1880.
This shows an increase from 486,083,066 bushels in 1870,
in those six States, to 1,223,416,486 bushels in 1880, or an
increase of about 250 per cent. That, to my mind, is some
evidence of the vast increase that must take place in the
production of grain in our North-West Territories, and
inasmuch as a large portion of the grain, in fact the major
portion of it, must be moved within a limited period of
time, not extending over the whole year, it is, to my mind,
evidence that we must obtain other outlets than one line of
railway from the North-West to enable us to carry the
products out of that country. And, in addition . to
what comes from our own North-West, which will be
shipped at Port Arthur, a very large quantity of grain
will be brougbt by the Northern Pacific to Duluth, and if
we are to obtain the carrying of that grain through our own
territory, if we are to compete with the Americans for it,
if we are to prevent it from going by way of the Erie Canal
to New York, we must, I think, have a shorter route and a
cheaper route than that which at present exists by the St.
Lawrence and the Welland Canal. This work is, to my mind,
not so costly a work as to prevent the Government from
entering upon it. It has been estimated by Mr. Shanly to
cost $24,000,000. That is the highest estimate that has
been placed upon it, and Mr. Shanly, in his estimate, does
not pretend to base it upon actual quantities, as,
has been done in the case of Mr. Clark. Mr. Clark, who
performed a subsequent survey to that of Mr. Shanly,
taking out quantities and showiug the estimated value of
all the quantities upon which he based his calculation,
estimates the whole cost of the work at $12,058,680. In
view of the fact that there is so wide a discrepancy
between the estimates of these two engineers, 1 think that,
before any appropriation for the actual construction of this
work be made by this Parliament, it would be the duty of
the Government to undertake a new survey, for the purpose
of determining, as accurately as possible, what the cost of
the work would be. I do not think that survey would be
a very expensive one, for I find that the survey performed
by Mr. Clark, which was a very exhaustive one, cost the
country only $32,479, so I think a moderate sum expended
by the Government in obtaining the necessary information
to enable them to determine whether his work could be
performed within a reasonable compass might very reason-
ably be voted by this House, and I would suggest to the
Government that such a course as that be adopted. Then, if
the Government and the House-should come to the conclu-
sion that this is a work in the interests of the country,
it would not be necessary to make any very large expendi-
ture in any one year. Rach of the links of this naviga-
tion would be of itself an advantage to the country.
The construction of the first link here at the city of Ottawa
would open up an additional navigation of some thirty miles.
Thon the construction of the link at the Chats would open
up an additional navigation of from twenty-six to thirty
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miles. The construction of the link from Portage du or Quebec merchant purchasing grain in Chicago or Mi-
Fort to the head of the Calumet, would open up waukee can effeot au average saving of fully 4 cents, after
an additional navigation of about 100 miles, so that allowing a liberal estimate for tola, on each buhel, as com-
each of the links in this cbain of navigation would be of pared with what it now costs him to bring it around by
itself advantageous to the country, and whilst no very way of the Welland Canal; while that which now goes from
large expenditure would be required upon each, the same points to New York by way of Lake Erie and the
great advantages would ultimately result from the Hudson, at a cost of 27 cents per buahel, eau be delivered
construction of the whole work. I am not here to pro- at Montreal for 15 cents and m Quebcc for 18 cents
pose any particular seheme as to the depth of water that per bushel. Now, Sir, if we compare the coat
would be most advisable to be adopted in reference to this of the insurance and commission, the advantage in the
system of navigation, but I firmly believe that the construe- Ottawa route to the trade of the western States nay be
tion of this work is one that would result in great advant- seen by a reerence to the comparative cost of transporting
age to the country, and that its benefits would more than a bushel of wheat from Chicago to Liverpool via Buffalo
counterbalance any possible expenditure that would be and New York, as contrasted with the cost of the same via
required for its construction. Ottawa and Montreal. Cost of average cost of lake freight

te Buffalo on a bushel of wheat, 10ï cents; from Bluffalo to
Mr. BRYSON. Mr, Speaker, I desire to offer a few New York 15ï cents; insurance from Chicago to New York

remarks on the motion that bas just been presented to this 2 cents; weighing, brokerage, stamp duty, etc., 1 cent. Lt
House by the hon. member for North Renfrew (Mr. White). is unnecessary, however, to go further in enumerating each
This is a subject that, at the present time, is agitating the item of cost. The chef difference between the route via
public mind, more or less, on both sides of the House. We Buffalo and New York,and the route via Montreal and Ottawa
have had laid before us the advantages which the Ottawa would be in commission and insurance. The total cost to Liv-
River route possesses in comparison with the Welland Canal erpool from Chicago via Buffalo and New York wonld be 71
route, and several other routes. The advantages which the cents; while via Ottawa and Montreal it would be 53J cents,
Ottawa River route chiefly possesses, I think, are three-fold, making a difference in favor of Ottawa and Montreal route
namely, in the saving of time, in the saving of expense in of 17J cents. The importance of the Ottawa River should
handling heavy goods, and in the safety of carrying those not be overlooked. It is 780 miles in length, draining an
goods. I find that the distance, as compared with other area of 88,000 square miles, or onc-fourth of the whole
routes, stands thus: Welland route-lake navigation, 1,145 Provinces of Quebec and Ontario. Its course for 305 miles
miles; river navigation, 132 miles; canal navigation, 71 above the city of Montreal to the confluence ofTho Mattawa
miles, making a total distance from Chicago to Montreal of River is ncarly due west, and a straight lne drawn froi
1,348 miles. By the Ottawa route there is, of lake naviga- thence te the centre of the Straits of Mackinac would clearly
tion, 575 miles, or about one-half that of the Welland define its course. The estimates that have been submitted by
roule; of river navigation, 347 miles; of canal the hon, gentleman who proposed the motion differ con-
navigation, 58 miles, or a total of 980 miles, showing siderably from that proposed by Mr. Shanly for the improve.
a difference in favor cf the Ottawa route of 368 miles, ment of the Ottawa River route, which was i24,000,000;
These distances are estimated by Mr. Shanly, but I and the cost estimated by Mr. Clark, was $16,000,000.
find that Mr. Clark, in ais report, reduces the canal- Mr. Shanly, however, states:
ing required by about 30 miles. In carrying thse "iaMyloriginal stimate was for a propeller navigation lok, 250o50 feet
cemparison a step further, we have fren Chicago te epthofwater wfeet, and as the report shows, was based on verd liberal

wew York, taking the Erie Canal route, the following dis- prices for ail classes of work, with a view to covering every snforeseen
tancs: Lke avigtio fren Chcag te l3uf0le ) cOntiflgency that might poBssbly arise in carrying out an undertaking of

hes agitude. w YtounteI grwss to $24 000,000Deducting the
miles; canal navigation from Buffalo te Troy', 350 mileH; lowestabove estimateddifference, $8,200,7e p , aLd we ave $6,dOeoal
river navigation frein Troy te New York 150 miles-or a to the probable coat of a large barge navigation, such as conemplatd

t. p in the question submitted to me by the suc-committee, but stil oshaving
locks of the dimensions originally designed, so that when the larger

Distance fren Chicago te Montreal, by the Ottawa, 980 projet sha rhave become a commercial necessity, it can ta attained
miles, or a diffrence in favor ef Montreal of 520 miles. without the sacrifire of any costly works.a sp
The Atlantic distances, alse, compaae favorably with us. It will now oe argued that the cest of labor has very much
Fren New York te Liverpool, the distance is 2,980 miles; incrOased, but when we take into consideration the advan-
from Montreal te Liverpool, 2,740 miles; fren Quebec to tages that we now have, in the shape of drilling by stoam,
Liverpool, 2,580 miles; difference in favor of Montreal 240 and the Yapliances that may be used on the Ottawa River
miles, and in fhvor 2f Quebcc 400 miles. The distance in removing shoals and rock sediment in the bed of the
frein Chicago te Liverpool, by Lake Brie and New York, is river, I think this estimate may fairly be considered a safe
4,480 miles, and frein Chicago te Liverpool, by Ottawa and eue, of the cost of impreving thc Ottawa. Mr. Shanly gees
Gulf of St. Lawrence, 3,729 miles, showing a diffrence in on teo say:
favor of Ottawa and Gulf route of 760 miles. The ciBI have now completed my sketch of the varions waters whi h fora
advantages te bc secured by suclaaliue as propoSed the several nks of the Ottawa and nrench River navigation but there
are the following :-lst. As te timo saved: By this route stili remain for discussion tbree important questions-supplycapauitygrin could bc taken frein ac ports on Lake Michigan and nd cost-ere a final opinion eau b t pronouced on the practwl cabity of

delivered tenseagoing vessels in Montreal, two days sooneofr
than by the Welland route, or than by any ether route that Il sens te have been a question in Mr. Shanly's mid as to
can be constructed; and in fully eight days less time than whether they could produce a sufficient quantity cf water
is required te lay down in the harbor ef New York a cargo at the summit f the lek to enable tet of thave suffwoient
loaded in Chicago or Milwaukee. The better condition for lockage, making calculations for a i. increased trade, or
the transfer te ocean vessels in which the grain wii cone calculating upon carrying all tch western trade this way.
te, hand aftcr the shorter as coRpared with the longer inland lie seea atonetintew have been undecided as te whether
voyage, is a point that wili be conceded by alilshippers, the prospects ef this reote weren t greatly endangered by
and is eue of such moment that it sdould be kept in view these circustancese; but heges on te bay:
in contrasting the merits of the prposed new route with IdLake Nipissing is 23 feet lower than Trout Lake-the summit
the existing and more circuitous ees between Lutie propose, by means of dams thrown acrois Its outleta, to raise it to the
fin and tidewater. Now, as regards th expenses latter leael,l-ud tue at once inoreae the storage capacity of the summit
igrervoir from 12 te upwards of 300 square miles. lu speaking of thesaved: L the item Ef fright charges atone, thec ontral haudire outet of Ldseipi-amg anto th Pwsoh P4vsr, Ihmaid
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that the passage is through a narrow channel, between lofty walls of
rock, resembling a combinationof mighty locks, from which the pent-up
waters have swept out the gates. The other two outlets are of similar
formation, presenting great facilities for the construction of dams to any
required height. In this way the water ean be raised 25 feet above its
natural level, and an inexhanstib e supply obtained to feed both ways
from the summit; for even setting side the enormous storage capacity of
its immense area, the accession of water which Lake Nipissing receives
from its many tributaries is ample to guarantee a sufficiency from
whatever draughts may be made upon it for any possible purposes of
lockage in the most distant future. The raising of Lake Nipissing
would reduce the actual canalling between it and Trout Lake to less
than half what would be required were the latter body of water capable
of furnishing the necessary supply, and as the cost of one mile of canal
would be more than that of al the dama together it follows that the
cost of the whole work on the plan proposed will be considerably less
than if the supply were drawn from the natural summit. "

Having solved the question of intercommunication between
the Atlantic and Pacifie oceans, Canada now finds herself
face to face with the problem of internal navigation via the
great lakes and rivers between the fertile Provinces and the
seaboard. Seven years ago those territories raised sufficient
cereals to feed their population, but the last season it is
reported that a surplus of 6,000,000 bushels, equal to 150,000
tons, is added to the rapidly increasing freight and mer-
cantile development of Canada. Such rapid expansions
will soon place this question of freight transport to the sea-
board beyond the power of railways or existing lines of
internal navigation, and as the great national enterprise,
the Canadian Pacifie Railway, is approaching completion, an
additional stimulus to increase production will be given, so
that it would be no unwarrantable assumption to state that
this traffie alone will furnish 1,000,000 tons cf freight before
the end of the present decade. It is obviously a present
necessity to prepare sufficient means of transport in order
that the resources of the North-West may be developed
parri passu with the increaso of population. The tcndency
of commerce to concentrate in one great centre the various
products of the adjacent territory will make Winnipeg
what Chicago is to the United States, the great grain centre,
a market of the North-West; from thence it must pass by
rail to Fort Churchill on the Hudson Bay, or to Prince
Arthur's Landing, at the head of Lake Superior. A traffic
of this description cannot be passed to the seaboard by an
all-rail route-1,000,000 tons would require 5,000 trains, at
5 miles per hour, running time 121 days between Winnipeg
and Montreal, a distance of 1,50U miles, for each train-
and assuming that 12 trains per day could be forwarded,
the time necessary to transport the given amount to the
seaboard would be 420 days. Moreover, it is assumed that
every movement should be made into mathematical preci-
sion; one break-down, and the road was blocked indefinitely.
This brings the problem down to the consideration of inter-
nal navigation as the only sure means of effecting the distri-
bution of the surplus grain crop in one season of ninety days.
At present there is only one route available for this pur-
pose-rail from Winnipeg to Prince Arthur's Landing, 426
miles. Great lakes, St. Lawrence River and canals to
Montreal, 1,290 miles; thence to Liverpool, 2,770 miles;
total, 4,476 miles; time, railway, at five miles per hour,
eighty-five hours; lakes, river and canals to Montreal, at
eight miles per hour, 161 hours; total, ten days and six
hours. There is the route from Prince Arthur's Landing vid
Lake Superior, Georgian Bay, French, Mattawa and Ottawa
Rivers to Montreal, the distance on railway, 426 miles;
lakes, 470; river and canals, 430; Liverpool, 2,770; total,
4,096 miles. It is thus 300 miles shorter than the lakes,
Welland and St. Lawrence canals, and as their grain is in
our inland waters it gives the command of time, which is
the most essential consideration, to this route. As time
is necessarily the test of value of all these routes, that on
the St Lawrence in detail will be as follows :-Lakes and
river, 1,240 miles, at the rate of eight miles per hour, 155
hours; canals, fifty miles, at two miles per hour, twenty-
five hours; lockage, 560 feet, at 1 foot per minute, 9½

Mr. BaYsoN.

hours; total 189J hours from Prince Arthur's Landing to
Montreal. Ottawa route, lakes and rivers, 900 miles, at
eight miles per hour, 112f; lockage, 660 feet, at 1 foot
per minute, eleven hours; total, 123J hours from Prince
Arthur's Landing to Montreal ; difference in favor of this
route, 65,983, or one third of the time by the St. Lawrence.
The capacity of each route being equal, that by the Ottawa
could accommodate two-thirds of the freight and transport
it in two-thirds of the time. The following extract will
show what the traffie in cereals is now in the south-western
States, and what it is likely to become in the north-
western Provinces, emphatically the wheat-producing areas
in this continent:-

" WASHINGTON, March 10.-The Department of Agriculture reports that
37J per cent. of the last crop of corn remains in farmers' hande, against
33 per cent. on the 1st of March, 1884. The supply in farmers' hands
is 675,000,000 bushels. The proportion of merchantable corn l very
large, 87 per cent., against an average of 80 for a period of years, and
60 last year. Wheat in farmers' hands is about 33 per cent. of the crop,
169,000,000 bashels, an increase of 50,000,000 over last March. The
quality is above the average, except in Illinois and Missouri."

lon. members will doubtless remember that last year the
Minister of Railways, now Ligh Commissioner in England,
made a statement in this House, showing the basis on which
he made a prediction as to the amount of freight which
might be expected to be carried from the North-West. le
said :

" But I may say that I believe there are few members of this House,
much as our attention has been turned to the devolopment of the North-
West, who have begun to contemplate in all its fulness what the
capabilities of that great country are. I have spoken of its enormous
extent, of the unexampled fertility of the soil, of the splendid
description of wheat that can only be produced in these more northern
and colder climes. But let me just ask the attention of the House for
a single moment to a few figures which will indicate what the capabilitiea
of that country are in regard to the production of wheat. One hundred
thousand farmers, each farmer cultivating 320 acres of wheat land-has
any bon. member made the calculation of what they would produce?

"Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes.

"Sir OHARLES TUPPER. I am glad the hon. gentleman has done
so. I am glad his attention has been drawn to the fact that one
hundred thousand farmers, cultivating 320 acres each, or two hundred
thousand farmers, cultivating half that quantity each, and taking the
product at only 20 bushels to the acre, instead of 27 or 30, which is the
average in the North-West in favorable years, would give 640,000,000
bushels of wheat, or 50 per cent, more wheat than the whole United
States produces to-day. You have only to look at those figures for a
single moment to see what the future of Canada is, to sec what a
magnificent granery for the whole world is placed in our Canadian
North-West; and when you remember we have six belts running
through that fertile country, that would each give 320 acres each to one
hundred thousand farmers, jou can understand to some little degree
what a magnificent future awaits us in the development of that great
country."

I desire also to call the attention of the House for a few
moments to the statistics of the lumbering trade. This
trade is annually increasing. The eut of our mills in the
Ottawa district has been increasing since 1881. The fol-
lowing is a statement of the quantity and value of planks
and boards exported from the, port of Ottawa to the United
States during each year, from 1881 to 1884 respectively:

Year. Quantity.
M. feet.

1881.............173,772
1882..... .................................... 164,055
3883.............-............................ 159,539
1884.......................................... 169,078

Value.
$

1,956,814
2,202,229
2,312,331
2,381,718

The amount of sawn lumber in the Ottawa River mills,
during the season of 1884, is estimated at 450,-
000,000 feet, board measure, as compared with 300,-
000,000 feet in 1870. I hold in my hand a state-
ment of the number of pieces of timber and sawlogs that
passed through the Government slides and booms on the
river Ottawa and its tributaries from 1870 to 1883-84. I
shall not trouble the House by reading all the figures, but
will confine myself to stating that the number of saw logs
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last year was 2,943,804, as compared with 3,550,698 in
1882-83. I have also a statement of the square timber; but
as all this timber is shipped to the Quebec market, and as
the trade for the last two years bas been depressed,
and the quantity has consequently been very much
reduced, I think it is unnecessary to read the
statistics. In conclusion, my humble opinion is that if the
Government are not in a position to express an opinion as
to when they will be able to take up this great question of
the improvement of the Ottawa River, still it would be well
to have Eurveys made of the whole river. The surveys as
they stand at present will merely act as a guide, they hav-
ing been made some years ago, and the channel of the river
having very much changed during that period, and very
many improvements having been made. If the Government
are disposed to take up the question, a small sum should be
placed in the Estimates, to enable the Government to have
a proper survey of the whole river made. Then, if the Gov-
ernment should decide to take up this matter, I have no
doubt, from the remarks made by the mover of this resolu-
tion and by others, that there are a sufficient number of
gentlemen on the other side of the lino who would be only
too glad to take hold of the enterprise if a subsidy wore
granted, as bas been suggested.

It boing six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

Mr. COUKBURN. I desire to say a few words on this
subject, as it is one in which I have taken some interest, so
much so that in 1873 I put a notice on the Paper with
respect to it. Some time ago a Mr. Plummer, who took a
great interest in this scheme, wrote a letter to the Citizen,
in which ho proposed to the Minister of Railways and Canals
to get up a company to carry on this work, on condition of
receiving a grant of land. He was very enthusiastic in the
matter, and ho wrote a lengthy letter, from which I will
read a few extracts, while those who take an interest in the
matter and may wish to read the whole letter may have an
opportunity of doing so in Bansard. It is true, as Mr.
Plummer stated, that the Ottawa ship canal is on a direct
lino to the great west, tho mouth of the French River being
directly in lino with the Strait of Mackinaw, so that the
scheme would appear unobjectionable with regard to the
directness of lino. There is one part of Mr. Shanly's
report that is nothing short of absurd-[ mean that part in
which ho suggests the raising of the waters of Lake Nipissing
about 23 feet; for if you would raise the waters of that lake
12 feet, the rosult would be to lay some 30 miles of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway under water altogether. There
is no doubt, however, that the construction of this canal
would be a great advantage to lumbermen and to carriers
gonerally. Mr. Plummer says, in his letter, after referring
to some figures:

With these figures and facts in my pos3ession, I propose to deal, and
I am very much mistaken if the people of Oanada do not decide that
they have already waited long enough for the opening of one of the
gzeatest thoroughfares the world ever saw.

I may mention, in this connection, that the average time of
open navigation on Lake Nipissing is 210 days. As to the
means for constructing this work, Mr. Plummer makes the
following suggestion:-

" The manner I would suggest for its construction would be this: The
Government to set apart a certain amount of land in the North-West,
for the express purpose ofopening upand improving the route, in such a
manner as the facts will warrant; and they appoint a committee, whose
duty it shall be to make terms with some gool and responsible parties,
composed in part of Americans and Canadians."

le also describes his work as:
" A work that, in my opinion, shall eclipse-ail others of a like nature

on this continent, and rank as an undertaking worthy of the nineteenth
century."

153

While saying this much with respect to the Ottawa Cana],
I may say that I am a supporter of another canal scheme
which has made important progress, and is in a more
advanced state ; I refer to the Trent Valley Canal, a scheme
which has already been undertaken by the Government, so
that, while it is advisable to keep the other scheme alive, I
wish to say that my present constituents are much more
interested in the Trent Valley Canal than in the other
scheme. As, however, the Government are already com.
mitted to the construction of the Trent Valley Canal, and
as a failure to prosecute that work would be a breach of
faith to some twenty constituencies in the country, there
can be no danger in referring to the newer scheme,
especially as I feel interested in all these great
waterways. The country expects that the Dom-
inion Government will carry on the Trent Valley
scheme, but at the same time there is no rivalry between
the two schemes, and the Ottawa canal must commend
itself for its directness, especially to the people of the
United States. The country will have to find the money
to build the Trent Valley, and as I do not suppose our finan.
ces are in such a position that we could undertake the
other work, Ithink a scheme such as Mr. Plummer suggested,
involving a grant of land might beo considered. i know
that the popularity of the canals has passed away, to a certain
extent, but I think it is important to the country that
these canals should not be lost sight of entirely, and parti.
cularly the Trent Valley Canal, which is to be carried
through by votes of money, while the other, as I have
said, might be carried out on the basis mentioned by our
American friends, namely, by a grant of land:

"THE OTTAWA SHIP CANAL.
" Editor of th# Citizen:

"Sm,-I wish to call your attention to a very important subject, and
one whicb I am sure will interest the people of the Ottawa valley. I
refer, Sir, to the carrying trade of the great North-West and the pro.
posed opening up of the Ottawa River ship canal. But first of all, let us
secure a map of the route proposed to be traversed and the country to be
benefited. For instance, starting at Mfontreal, passin gup the Ottawa
River to Ottawa city, a distance of 110 miles, by river, already improved
to 9 feet, thence up the Ottawa to the Mattawa, a total distance of 305
miles abive Montreal; thence up the Mattawa to the east end of Nipis.
sing, a distance of 44ý miles; thence through Nipissing and down t>
French River to Georgian Bay, 80 miles, a total distance from Montreal
ot 429J miles.

" Now, let us again return to Montreal and follow the St. Lawrence
through its varions canals, through Lake Ontario, the Welland Canal,
through Laker Eri to its head, a distance of 607 mile-, including 70
miles of canals ; thence du 3 north 346 miles, a total of 953 miles, as
against 43J by the Ottawa route.

" With these figuresand the facts in my possession I propose to deal,
and I am very much mistaken if the people of Canada do not decide that
they have already waited Iong enough for the opening of one of the
greatest thoroughfares the world ever saw.

" With a total rise to the summit of 642 feet in 350 miles, thence a fali
of 83 feet to the Georgian Bay, or about 1 ïfeet to the mile, with 29 miles
of canal, with 69 locks, with a depth of water in the rivers and lakes of
from 15 to 20 feet, enabling us to paso through without breaking bulk
the largest vessels now navigating the great lakes.

" Allowing, as I believe, English bottoms to unload at the docks lu
Chicago, or from Chicago to Liverpool without breaking bulk-let me
assure yon that by this route, standing upon the docks in Ohicago, yo
are but 27 miles further from Liverpcol taan from New York, saving
over the American route, via Buffalo and the Erie Canal, 1,392 miles, or
a saving in time equal to a return trip as against the arrival in Liver-
pool by the American route. Astounding as these assertions may seem,
they are backed up by the beat judgment and engineering skill this
continent affords.

" Such is the opinion of Walter Shanly, who, while he differs with
me as to a sbip canal, gave it as his opinion ihat it could be made the
finest barge route of the world, capable of accommodating the entire
traffic of the great lakes, causing but one transfer, and thatat Montreal.

" By this route we will be enabled to secure the cattle of the great
North-West, as we avoid the dangers of the three great lakes, Buron,
Ere and Ontario. Keepiug taud locked and having 1,510 miles more of
smooth water than by the American route, and 550 mile3 more than the
St. Lawrence and Welland, bcing but 1,714 miles of ocean as against
3,633 from New York.

" A gain, I expect to bid for the conveying of coal from the mines of
Nova Scotia, to aid in opening up the vast mineral deposits of Lake
Superior region, whose hidden wealth, in my opinion, is second to none
on this continent-to say nothing of the almost inexhaustible supply of
timber regions to be immediately benefited by this great work.

1885. 1217



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 20,
'' And right here I wish to gay that this is not a political scheme,

uprung upon the people to catch votes, and in the interest ot any par-
ticular party, as the present advocate is an American, with no wish or
desire to aid or advance any particular interest, but simply to urge
upon the Dominion Government the opening of this route, a work that,
lu my opinion, shall eclipse all others of a like nature on this continent,
and rank as an uundertaking worthy of the nineteenth century. The
manner I would suggest for its construction would be this : The Domir-
Ion Government to set apart a certain amount of land in the North-
West for the express purpose of opening up and improving the route in
such a manner as the facts will warrant; that they appoint a committee,
whose duty shall be to make terme with some good and responsible
parties, composed in part of Canadians alfd part Americans, or either,
for the completion of this great work, and when seo completed to make
over to them saîd lands, together with the improvements herein men-
tioned, subject, however, to such restrictions and regulations as the
Dominion Government may impose as to the working and operation of
the same. With these suggestions, I would urge upon the Dominion and
upon every Canadian that they individually give the scheme their most
earnest attention.

''Information as to the survey may h found in a report of the
Commissioner cf Public Works for the year ending 3oth June, 1867, also
Sessional Papers 17 to 24, Clark's "8urvey of the Ottawa." With these
remarks, Sir, I close this, to me, very important matter.

"Yours tru
'. H. PLUMMER,

"fSaginaw, Michigan.
" Winduor Hotel,

"16th March, 1882.'"

Mr. DAWSON. In this era of railways, it is hardly to be
supposed that a projected canal will attraet much attention,
but this canal, which has been brought to the attention of
the House by my hon. friend from North Renfrew (Mr.
W bite), is certainly one of the grandest and most important
works ever thought of in this Dominion. It is a work which,
if carried out, would change the face of the country, and
would be the means, I have no doubt, of adding very greatly
to its trade. It would bring the trade of the North-West to
our doors, and the trade of Chicago. The hon. member for
North Ontario (Mr. Cockburn), who has just spoken, has
referred to a gentleman who interested himself in this
scheme a few years ago. I remember that he came here
accredited to us by the Governor of Michigan and other peo-
ple high in position there, about two years ago, and he had
a project for the opening up of this great canal, in the
interests of the people of Chicago and other people in that
direction. le had statistics to show that the traffic which
would pass through it would be somethiug immense. Now,
Sir, since Mr. Shanly, whose report has been quoted in this
connection made a survey of that country, the circumstances
have very much changed-the conditions of navigating the
great lakes have changed. We now use much larger vos-
sels than we did then, and it is nothing unusual to sec vessels
approaching 300 feet keel, with auxiliary steam-great four-
masted schooners drawing 16 feet of water. The
canal which he proposed would not admit of these ves-
sels passing through it; still, I think, a scheme of naviga-
tion could be carried out which would meet the require-
ments of the country, without our embarking in such a
stupendous work as would be necessary in order to accom-
modate such vessels as now navigate the groat lakes. It
would be quite possible to construct the canal as far as
Lake Nipissing, which is only about 55 feet above the level
of Lake Huron, and to make it of a size and
depth sufficient to accommodate such vessels.
These great vessels could go as far as Lake
Nipissing, the eastern end of which is, I think, 250 miles
from Ottawa. Then, you would have these huge lake
vessels coming within 250 miles of Ottawa; and the question
would arise, what would be the best system of navigation
between that point and Montreal or Quebec ? I should sup-
pose that a canal of moderato dimensions would be the best.
The navigation would be of that nature, that is called in the
Unitel States slack water navigation. There would be a
series of lakes connected at short intervals by short canals.
This system could be so arranged as to admit vessels of
moderate draught. Mr. Shanly's estimate was for a canal 10
feet in depth, the construction of which he considered would

Mr. CoorevaN.

cost $24,000,000. A depth of 2 feet, more or less, means a
difference of 85,000,000, according to his estimate. Now,
a canal of the depth of 8 feet on the sills would, in my
opinion, meet the requirements of the case. You would
have to employ different vessels. You would have to break
bulk at Lake Nipissing; and from that point to Montreal
the wheat could be carried in barges, such as are to be
found in the river at Ottawa. In view of all the facts, I
consider the scheme quite practicable, and one which, if
carried out, would be of immense advantage to the country.
As to the traffic which such a canal would have, it is impos-
sible to estimate it, wben you consider the vast extent of
prairie country lying to the west of Duluth, and when you
consider the extent of the trade of that country in wheat
already. It is only ten or twelve years since the country,
immediately to the west of Duluth began to settle up; and
in the beautiful valley of the Red River itself, which is 300
miles long, including the portion on the Canadian side of
the boundary and the portion on the United Statem side,
there is not a single acre that is not susceptible of
cultivation; and not only so, but it is the richest
soil in the world. You can easily consider what an enor-
mous quantity of wheat 30,000 square miles of fertile
country like that would produce every year, without taking
into consideration a much greater extent of country to the
west and north of that, in our own prairie regions and in
the prairie regions of the United States. But it may be
said that the wheat of the United States would pass by way
of Chicago, and would not come this way. Well, I have a
statement of the quantity of wheat shipped at Duluth last
fall, and I shall read it to the House:

"Duluth wheat receipte were, in 1884, 14,000,000 bushels, and ship-
mente, 11,447,449 busbels of wheat. Shipments of flour, in 1884, were
about 1,000,000 barrels, which, reduced to wheat, at 4j bushels to
the barrel, would make 4,500,000 bushels, which, added to wheat ship-
ments above given, would make a total of 15,947,499 bushels that
Duluth bas furnished au outiet for in 1884. This exceeds Chicago, or
any other lake port, for the same time. In 1884 the departures were
902, without counting.tugs, making a total tonnage standard of 594,235
tons. In 1880 the arrivais weTe 524, and tonnage 302,865.

" These figures are significant in more ways than one. In the frst
place, they show that, as the prairies to the west fill up with settlement,
the trade of Duluth increases in a correeponding ratio; and, in the next,
they demonstrate the very interesting fact, that railways cannot
wholly, or to any overwhelming extent, divert the carriage of grain from
such navigation as is presented by the great lakes. From Fargo,which
lies 250 miles west of Duluth, to Chicago, the railways afford facilities for
transportation that are not surpassed by any similar means of conveyance
on the continent; and yet a great portion of the grain produced in the
regions traversed by these rail ways, to the westward of Duluth, finds its
way to Duluth, to be there shipped and carried ,by water, in some cases
all the way, and in others a great part of the way to its destination."

Now, these countries to the west are developing rapidly,
and the quantities of wheat that they will be able to export
in a few years are beyond computation. The scheme
now proposed could not. I think, in any way interfere with
the Canadian Pacific Railway, or deprive it of any of its
carrying trade. On the contrary, I think it would be the
means of bringing traffic to that railway from the other
side of the lakes. I would be sorry to advocate any scheme
which would diminish the traffic on that great national
work, to which the country is pledged, and which has
already cost so much. Another canal which has been
advocated for the western trade is the Huron and Ontario
ship canal; but that project has, I think, been given up, to
a great extent, as it has been found to be impracticable.
The Trent Valley Canal would, no doubt, he a useful work,
but it would be on too diminutive a scale for the traffic of
the great lakes. Of all the schemes whieh have been pro-
posed, 1 think the present one i the best. I do not advocate
its immediate adoption, but I think it should be kept in view
as one of the great works of the country, which is to form
one of the fluturo avenues of the trade of the North-Wast.
But,.ir the meantime, and I hardly imagine the people of
the Ottawa region, or even the people of the lakes, expect,
with the great works which the Government has now in
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hand, that this work should be immediately undertaken;
but I think that they might all reasonably expect, if cireum-
stances allow, and the Government be able to do it, that a
comprehensive series of surveys may be made, which will
enable a proper estimate to be arrived at.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I am sure the House was
glad to have had an opportunity of hearing the hon. mem-
ber for North Ontario (Mr. Cockburn) give us the bentefit
of his practical experience and knowledge of navigation
at Lake Nipissing, and the Ottawa waters, as affecting the
question which the hon. member for North Renfrew (Mr.
White) has brought before the House. The question is a
very important one, no doubt, but probably one in the remote
future, as the hon. mem ber for Algoma (Mr. Dawson) rather
indicated by his remarks ho was bound to admit that it
was; but there was one statement made by the hon. member
for North Ontario which attracted my attention particu-
larly, and it was this. As I understood his statement,
Mr. Shanly reported it would ho necessary to raise the
water of Lake Nipissing a height of 23 feet, in order to
make a canal of 10 feet depth of water practicable, and my
hon. friend followed that with the statement that to
raise the waters of Lake Nipissing a height of 12 foet would
put thirty miles of Canadian Pacific Railway track under
water. If I understood my hon. friend aright, and these
are the facts, it shows that the whole sheme, at the present,
at any rate, is completely impracticable. I do not know if
this is the true result, and I am sorry to see that my hon.
friend is not in his place, but if I am not mistaken ho made
those statements in reference to the matter. The project
indicated by the hon. momber -for Algoma (Mr. Dawson)
is to make the canal from French River to Lake Nipissing
for lake-going vessels which shall thore tranship their car-
goes, to becarried thence in barges to the head of eastern navi-
gation. I do not know whether, as part of that scheme, it
would be necessary to make Lake Nipissing navigable fcr
those large vossels; if it would, probably the same difficulty
would arise as that pointed out by the hon. member for
North Ontario (Mr. Cockburn). I am glad that hon. gentle-
man, interested, as I understand ho largely is, in navigation
matters on Lake Nipissing, did not loose sight of that pro-
ject in which bis constituents, as well as mine, are so very
largely and vitally interested-I mean the Trent navigation
works. is constituency as well as mine is much inter-
ested in that work, and of course any opposition
works, such as the Ottawa River canal, would naturallyi
come in direct competition with it. The hon. member for,
Algoma (Mr. Dawson) has, I think, rather decried the1
Trent navigation works by saying that they are altogether
too diminutive in their aspect for the great trade of the
west. All that is intended by the Trent navigation works
is to make a barge canal, a canal of 6 feet depth of water,c
adequate for the passage of barges, the scheme being that3
the vossels should tranship their grain cargoes, as they can
now roadily, by the use of elevators, at the Georgian Bay, intoI
barges which will pass through without breaking bulk, ast
they would be able to do by the Trent navigation systera, to t
Montreal, where the grain cargoes could be again shippedt
into the ocean-going vessels by the use of floating elevators.î
A canal of that kind, which would certainly carry the grain t
by the shortest and the most expeditious route, through'
the heart of Canada, and developing, as it would, the lum- i
bering and otheroommercial interests of the centre of the e
Province of Ontario, is a work which would secure to us I
many and great advantages, and probably, within our life- t
time, at any rate, would be quite adequate for supplying t
all the wants of the trade of the North-West and the a
western States, added to the other routes for carriage l
of those products, such as the Welland Canal, upon i
whieh we have spent and are spending so much money,q
and which will, undoubtedly, for many years, he the high- c

way for these large 14 feet draught of water vessels, of
which the hon. member for Algoma has spoken. 1 trust
that in this larger project now submitted, a project I think
which, if ever considered at all, will only be considered in the
remote future, of a ship canal from Georgian Bay to the
head of navigation at Montreal, the more important and
more immediate, and I think I may safely say the more
practicable and useful scheme of the completion of the
Trent navigation canal will not be lost sight of.

Mr. TASSE. I fully concur in the views expressed by
the mover and seconder of this resolution. The scheme,
now before us is a great scheme, an important scheme,
one of the greatest, one of the most important ever
submitted to this Parliament. If carried out-and it
will be carried out, because it is vital to our national
interests-it will create a revolution in the trade of
this country, aye, in the trade of this continent. Many
years ago an American statesman, the founder of the
Democratie party, predicted that "tlhe west was the future."
That future has been reached; it is the present for the
United States. And we, also, shall see the day when our own
west shall become, if not the ruling powor, the great factor
in our destinies. Since the prediction of Jefferson, territo-
ries have been organized, States have been created, some
doubling thoir population in ton years; cities and towns have
sprung up as if by magie, and to-day the richest and the most
populous portion of the Republic lies on the western side
of the Alleghanies. The producing power of this region
has been developed to an unparalleled degree-to such a
degree that it las not only disturbed and, even, controlled
the markets of the old world, to such an extent indeed that,
notwithstanding the wonted energy of our neighbors,
their own means of transportation for the surplus products
have proved insufficient. Such a result is astounding, whon
we consider that there are more railways in the United
States than on the whole continent of Europe; that more
than seven thousand millions of dollars have been spent on
the construction of railways and canals; that the Erie
Canal alone has absorbed more than sixty million dollars;
and that the largest percentage of railway mileage is to be
found in the western States. In 1883, ont of a total of
120,552 miles of railroad, the western States could claim
70,345 miles-considerably more than one-half-built at
the enormous cost of $3,441,141,046. Sir, the trade of the
west is assurming the most gigantic proportions, and its
importance cannot be over-rated. One may judge of its ever
increasing volume in comparing the exports of grain and
breadstuffs from the United States during thirty years. In
1850 the value was estimated at 813,066,509; in 1860, at
$24,422,320; in 1870, at $72,250,933, and in 1880, at
$288,036,835. Quadrupling the export of grain in a single
decade was a stupendous leap. It is true that the
year 1880, owing to exceptional causes, witnessed the
largest export of cereals, but the quantity is still enormous,
representing a money value of more than $208,040,000 in
the year 1883. It is not surprising that we have con-
tended strenuously for a portion of that great and growing
traffic. We have offered a shorter route to the ocean, the
groat route of the St. Lawrence, the great natural outlet of
the upper lakes. Sir, we are all proud of the St. Lawrence,
whether we live or not on its banks. That noble river
s the Mississippi of Canada. It was truly depicted by the
eloquent Joseph Ilowe when he said : "Take the Italian's
Po, the Frenchman's Rhone, the Englishman's Thames,
he German's Rhine and the Spaniard's Tagus, and roll
hem all into one channel, and you then only have
a stream equal to the St. Lawrence." Forty millions of dol.
ars have already been spent by the Canadian people on
mproving this route of the St. Lawrence, and no one
will grudge the additional millions required to make
our great highway not ouly equal but superior to any
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American route. We have just enlarged the Welland
Canal, our great link between Lake Erie and Lake Ontario,
and it can now accommodate boats of 1,500 tons, having a
carrying capacity of 60,000 bushels; this is a most impor.
tant result, the tendency in the construction of vessels
being to increase their tonnage. Twenty years ago they
did not carry more than 30,000 bushels, whilst now there
are boats on the lakes which can transport 8C,000
bushels. The larger the ship the lesser the freight. We
have also enlarged the Lachine Canal at the other end to
a navigable depth of 14 feet, but common sense tells us that
the intervenng section must have a corresponding depth
of water, that we must have a uniform system, as far as the
St. Lawrence and Welland canals are concerned. So long
as these canals are not enlarged, and a great effort should be
made in that direction. I apprehend we are building up
Oswego and Ogdensburg in bringing to them vessels of
1,500 tons from the lakes, to the prejudice of our Canadian
ports. When the whole route is opened to its fullest capacity
propellers having cargoes of 50,000 or 60,000 bushels could
descend from the lakes to Montreal or Quebec,
or proceed to Halifax, without breaking bulk. This
would be a great, a glorious result for Canada.
From the foregoing remarks, it will be seen that no one
recognises more fully than I do the importance of the St.
Lawrence for the carrying trade of the west. But, how-
ever valuable it may be, there is a route which in many
respects outrivals even its great advantages. That route
was for a long time our only communication with the west.
It was followed by Champlain, when he, the first white,
planted the flag of civilisation on the shores of Lake Huron
in 1615; it was followed by Lasalle when he left Lachine
in search of another and greater Chine which he could not
reach; it was followed by our first missionaries, by our first
traders and voyageurs,when fur formed the staple trade. As
It has already been explained, it would unite the ocean navi-
gation at Montreal withLake Huron. Its length would
comprise 430 miles, distributed as follows : French River,
forty-nine miles, Lake Nipissing, thirty miles, Mattawa
river, forty-six, and the Ottawa river, 305 miles. Trade
follows the safest, the shortest, and the cheapest route.
This is one of the first laws which it obeys. It knows
no frontier, no country, no nationality. It may have
preferences, but not to its detriment. If this contention be
undisputed, then those who advocate the construction of the
Ottawa ship canal have established their case on the
soundest possible basis. As it bas beon already demor-
strated, the route of the Ottawa is the shortest communica-
tion between tidewater and the lakes. Taking Chicago as
the point of embarkment, and Montreal or New York as
the destination, the Ottawa route is 270 miles shorter
than the St. Lawrence and 338 miles shorter than
by the Erie Canal. And if, instead of Montreal or New
Yoik, we take Liverpool as the terminal point, the distance

by the Erie is 4,983 miles, and by the Ottawa 4,207-a
difference of 776 miles in favor of the Ottawa, or of more
than 1,500 miles for a complote trip. Such is the superiority
of the Ottawa ship canal that it is also, by 150 miles,
the shortest route between the west and the New
England States. And this is no mean advantage, for a
great portion of the products of the west is transhipped
to those States for home consumption. Besides, the
journey would be shortened by the fact that the length
of canal on the Ottawa and French riverr, would be but
one-sixth of that on the New York route, and 20 per
cent. less than on the Welland and St. Lawrence.
The Ottawa follows a more northern route, and its cool
waters are thus better adapted than those of the Erie or the
Mississippi for the carriage of grain. It would open later
and close earlier than the St Lawrence. But as there would
be a saving of four days on each complete trip from Chicago
to Montreal, the difference would be more than compensated.

Mr. TAssi.

The Ottawa is also the safest route. It would save 600
miles of lake navigation, a navigation full of risks and
dangers. The cost of transportation would be thus reduced,
not only by the shortening of the distance at least 10 per
cent., but also by the diminished rates of insurance, which can
fairly be put at 30 per cent. less. To realise how dangerous
is the navigation on the lakes, let me submit the following
figures relating to the wrecks and casualties thereon to
American merchant vessels, from 1875 to 1883:

Year. Number. Tonnage.
1875.............515 150,297
1876....... 509 158,873
1877........,...... 288 99,286
1878............ 464 143,837
1879 ý........... 391 130,171
1880............. 547 207,318
1881............... 533 189,000
1882 ............ 49) 184,720
1883..........453 175,940

4,191 1,439,449

Total Partial
Losa. Loss.

51 458
39 249
63 402
33 358
48 499
56 477
34 456
46 407

370 3,306

Lives
Lost.

69
94
50
63
48
76

109
78
100

747

Lest the very great losses shown by these figures should raise
a suspicion of exaggeration, I may say that they are taken
from the Life Saving Report, published at Washington. I
regret that our statistics are se incomplete that I do'not care
to give the figures representing Canadian losses during the
same period. The Ottawa route presents another feature
of great consequence. One of the disadvantages against which
the St.Iawrence has to contend is the absence or the insuffi-
ciency of return freights. Such a trade is a prime necessity to
shipping. With this route the boats, laden with grain or
minerals, could return to Chicago, Duluth, Port Arthur and
other ports with a cargo of sawed lumber, for which there is
an inexhaustible demand in that region. Botter prices and
an additional market would be thus secured for our lumber,
the importance of which as an export article is only excelled
by agriculture. We all know that Chicago is the greatest
centre of distribution, not only for grain and live stock,
but also for limber. During the year 1883 it received
by lake and by rail 1,909,910,000 feet of lumber, of
which more than 1,065,000,000 were reshipped, the railroads
receiving 8t,000,000 and the ship owners $3,000,000. A
large portion is dressed and manufactured in the city,
represonting, for that year, about $12,000,000. In 1862 the
quantity forwarded did not exceed 189,277,079 feet-which
shows what expansion that branch of the Chicago trae lias
assumed. While on the subject, let me observe that the
magnificent pineries of the lumber-producing States of the
West-Michigan, Wisconsin and Minnesota-are fast disap-
pearing. Thirty years ago the northern peninsula of Michi-
gan contained a quantity of 150,000,000,000 feet, whilst it
was reduced, in 1880-the whole State included-to
35,000,000,000 foet. So rapid is the extinction of tho3e
forests that Mr. Charles S. Sarjent, who prepared the report
on the forests of North America for the last American
census, comes to the conclusion that the west must soon
depend for building material upon the more remote pine
forests of the Gulf region or those of the Pacific coasts. I
may hore mention, incidentally, that the prospect fore-
shadowed in the last volume of the United States census
should not be lost sight of by the limit holders of Canada.
Mr. Speaker, if the Ottawa has not the magnitude of the
St. Lawrence, it is second in importance only to that
noble river. It has a course of about 750 miles,
a great number of tributaries, and 'drains an area
of nearly 80,000 square miles-an area as large as that of
all the Maritime Provinces, or the whole New England
States. That region contains millions of acres of fertile
land, notably on the shores of Lake Temiscamingue,
which would be opened to cultivation. The falls of
the river are renowned throughout the world, and
they eau supply more motive power than is actually
employed on the entire continent. Manufactories would
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rise all along the watercourse, and mills would be erected
to grind the grain and prepare it for the foreign market.
The valley of the Ottawa would become one of the great
manufacturing districts of America, and this city, which is
already a great railroad centre, a great industrial centre,
would reach the highest rank, thus fully justifying the choice
made of her as our political metrop:lis. At the entrance of
French River, where a safe and deep harbor bas been found,
another Buffalo would rise in a few years. In a word, the
Ottawa canal would produce for this region the wonders
which the Brie Canal bas realized in the State of New York,
where it has built almost a continuons city, with its suburbs,
from the Hudson to her western border. Its benefitting
influence would also affect, to a high degree, the city of
Montreal, from which most of our grain is shipped to Europe
or to the lower Provinces. A leading paper of Milwaukee,
baving discussed thoroughly the subject, did not hesitate to
assert that with such a route Montreal would supplant New
York as a shipping port for the grain trade. Instead of
increasing, however, the export trade of Montreal has been
declining steadily during the last four years, owing to various
causes, which, it is true, were not all under our control.
Wh atever may have been those causes, the following figures,
which cover fourteen years, are full of significance and
demostrate how pressing, how important it is to increase
our means of transportation :

Year.
1870... .,..........................................
1871 ........ ....................... ............
1872.......'.........'.....................
1873............. ........................................
1874 ...... ............................................
1875................. ' ....... .....
1876...................................................
1877.................................
1878..............................
1879 .......................................
1880,... ... 4.........0-......... .............
1881 ......... ..................... .....
1882 ...........................................
1883....................................... ....... ,.......
1884..................................................... .

Bushels.
13,601,310
16,186,48t
17,522,957
17,912,572
16,739,580
15,363,184
18, L67,642
17,346,678
20,899,187
22,755,946
27,200,905
18,567,360
14,878,928
9,781,001
7421,152. ... ... ...... .... ... ... ... .. .. . , ,

Sir, we have not reached yet the millenium. Mr. Gladstone
dreamed once of universal peace, of the settlement of all
international difficulties by arbitration, but unfortunately
it was a mere dream. To-day the clouds of war are hanging in
almost every sky, and, unfortunately we have not escaped
this universal alarm. I hope that our neigh bors have given
up the aggressive spirit which they exhibited on two
solemn occasions, and which it was our duty, our patriotic
duty, to resist triumphantly. I hope they have ceased to
cherish the idea of a so-called manif est destiny, by which
the American Bagle's wings would overshadow the whole
continent. But whatever may be their present aspirations,
we should not fail to provide for the future. Si vis pacem
para bellum. In a case of war, the St. Lawrence could not
protect us, and our boats could be blown up without
the enemy setting foot on our soil. On the con-
trary, the Ottawa, running through the heart of the
country, would be a safeguard of our trade, furnish a safe
basis of supplies, and offer a line of defence practically
unapproachable. Its military advantages have already been
recognized by the Imperial authorities, the Grenville
Canal, the Carillon Canal, not to speak of the Rideau
Canal, having been built by them in the first
place. The Ottawa route would be in reality
the national route, the St. Lawrence, on its upper
course, as well as the great lakes, being half American.
The Welland Canal is as much suited to American as to
Canadian interests, as long as the canals of the St. Lawrence
are not properly enlarged, whilst the Ottawa belongs as
much to Ontario as to Quebec, and is a thoroughly Canadian
waterway. Mr. Speaker, as long as our domains in the
west were not open to cultivation, the construction of the
Ottawa ship canal could, perhaps, be delayed, however

profitable it might have been to divert the trade of the
American west to our seaboard. But now that we have a
western country, susceptible of indefinite expansion, of
illimitable possibilities, a country superior in extent and
agricultural wealth to that of the United States, a country
which contains three-fourths of the wheat-producing area
of the continent; now that we shall have several millions of
bushels of wheat to export annually, the best, the hardest
wheat in the world, this enterprise becomes almost an
immediate necessity. It is true, we shail have the
Vacific railway to transport our cereals but this exit
will not be sufficient. Our neighbors have already
built throe grand trunk lines across the continent, with-
out supplying adequately the wonderful demands of trade.
And I venture to predict that ere long we shall have to
build a double track between Winnipeg and Port Arthur -
nay, that the day is not far distant when we shall have again
to span the continent with a railway further north. I can also
foresee when there will be an uninterrupted chain of navigu-
tion from the Rocky Mountains, from the remote parts of
the Saskatchewan to the seaporte. To see those great
works accomplished it will not be necessary to live the days
of Mathusalem. In the meantime, our Pacifie Railway will
require as many auxiliaries as it eau provide for the export
trade of the west. Let us not forget that the trade of the
lakes is assuming a magnitude undreamed of, reprosenting
annually hundreds of millions of dollars, although it is not
balf a century since the first cargo of grain left Chicago for
Buffalo. Let us not forget, also, that the day is not far
distant when Lake Superior shall draw a trade to its ports
equal, if not superior, to that which contres at Chicago. We
have already a share of that traffic; many of our bouts visit
Dulut.h, Marquette, and other Aimerican ports, and it only
requires foresight, boldness and enterprise to direct a large
portion of that commerce through Canadian channels. Last
summer I accompanied the Press of Ontario in their excursion
to the west, and a most pleasant, a most instructive excur-
sion it was ; i visited with them Duluth and Port Arthur,
the lake termini of the Northern and the Canadian Pacifie
Railways, and I was amazed at their rapid growth.
In that very year, the shipments of wheat and flour
from Duluth even exceeded that of Chicago. In two
years the population of Port Arthur had increased from
1,500 to 4,000 souls. The mayor, a most representative
man, whose operations cover a million of dollars a year,
presented us a most glowing address on the prospects of the
town, claiming for it a future as brilliant as that of Chicago.
It is true that we were promised previously, on a similar
occasion, by the mayor of Winnipeg, another Queen of the
West, but I really think that the capital of the prairie Pro-
vince should be satisfied with having been dubbed by Lord
Dufferin, in his hyperbolical language, as the "umbilicus "
of the Dominion. Two years previous, I had accompanied
the fourth estate as fur as the terminus of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, which vas thon Moose Jaw, and after
having visited our great lakes, as wide as the Caspian Sea,
in which the whole United Kingdom could easily, if not
safely, take a plunge, after having admired the grand, the
enchanting, the unparalleled panorama of their surroundings,
after having contemplated the vast, the boundless rolling
prairies, the seas of golden vegetation, through which
runs the railway, I came back with an enlarged, a more
accurate comprehension of our immense domain, of
its capabilities, of its future greatuess, and prouder
than ever of my country, of the Canadian name.
For the last two years the people of Manitoba-or rather a
portion of them-have been clamoring against the droaded
monopoly of the Canadian Pacifie Railway. An hon.
member who sits on the other side of tb House folt so
much depressed on the subject that he almost preached
rebellion-preached what others are practising just now.
To escape that so-alled monopoly-although the rates of
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the Canadian Pacifie Railway are lower than tho3e of the lines, inasmuch as the latter carry on their struggle with similar

American competing lines -our Manitoba friends seem weapons, and generally wind up by coming to a mutual nnderutanding
1rather than draw on them3elves inevitable ruin; whereas the boat and

determined to build a railway to Hudson's Bay-which, to the rail naturally appropriate to themselves the special traffie for which
many, till a few years ago, would have looked as feasible as they are adapte -.
the fantastical journey of Jules Verne to the stars. But we "Such is the actual work of the canals, to outstrip the railways in point
. .b of cheapness, and even to compel the latter te follow their example, as
ive in the age of wonders. Napoleon said that impossible constituting the only serions opposition they have to encounter on this

was not a French word. The men of the north wish to repeat continent, and thus becoming tte moderator, cnrb and counterpoise to
the boast. Supposing that a railway to those aretie regions railroad monopoiy. Assuredly this part is an important one and suffi-

oient te jnstify the special solicitude of the Gevernment and the gener-
be not visionary, the bay could not be made navigable for esity of the legisiator.an
more than three months-four, at the utmost-whilst they Mr. Speaker, as it has been so well demonstrated by
could have seven months of uninterrupted navigation preceding speakers, it is not the first time that Parlia-
on the, lakes and on the Ottawa ship canal. The ment is called upon to consider the merits and demerits
Hudson's Bay scheme cannot be accomplished of this scheme. As far back as 1856 a survey was made
before many years elapse; but, in the meantime, the best of the proposedroute, under the direction of a very
energies of the Prairie Province should be concentrated, I eminent engineer, Mr. Walter Shanly, and two years after-
think, towards securing the more practicable route, which is wards another survey was ordered under Mr. Clark,
their natural outlet to the ocean. If a railway be built another distinguished member of the same profession.
towards Hudson's Bay, who can say that in these days of Both came to the conclusion that the route was feasible,railway consolidation, extension or absorption, the enter- that it was the best the safest, the cheapest, the shortest
prising managers of the Canadian Pacific Railway will not exit for the western' trade. Mr. Shanly estimated that 58succeed in acquiring its controlling power ? Whilst, with miles of a canal of 10 feet would be necessary, entailing a cost
the Ottawa ship canal, no such result could be apprehended. of $34,000,000. But we must not forget that subsequent infor-
Its rates would be regulated by the Government, and they mation led him to reduce his estimate to $21,000,000. Mr.would act as a moderator, as a counterpoise to any railway Shanly held also the opinion that the route could be adapted
monopoly. It may be said that the projected canal will to vessels of 8 feet for about $16,000,000. On the other hand,
injure the Pacifie Railway, for which we are making such Mr. Clark estimated the whole cost at $12,000,000, for asacrifices. No doubt, the railroad must run alongside the depth of 12 feet, and the length of canalling at 21 miles, not
canal, throughout a great portion of its eastern course. including the Lachine Canal or the improvements below
But, instead of depreciatiDg the railroad, the Ottawa ship St. Anne's locks. The main difference in their estimates is
canal would be a powerful feeder, its most effective comple- due to the fact that Mr. Clark suggested the damming up ofment. It would increase its light freight and passenger the Ottawa and Mattawa Rivers to a far greater degree
traffic, the two paying powers. The special faunctions of than was proposed by the project of Mr. Shanly, thus
railways and canals are becoming more and more distinct, relucing the length of canalling. As the Lachine Cinal,
the heavy, the less profitable freight, being assigned to the St. Anne's lock, the Carillon and Grenville Catals
water routes. The Canadian Pacifie Railway could not, for have since been enlarged, the expenditure to be incurred
instance, carry the very rich minerals around Lake would be thus reduced by several millions of dollars.
Superior and the upper Ottawa region, with advantage to In 1863, in 1869 and 1870, the importance of this scheme
its proprietors and customers, the actual condition of the was recognised by Parliament, committees were ap-Grand runk amply proving that a large amount of heavy pointed, and on each favorable reports were submitted.
traffic may be far from profitable. I am not of those who The first committee slected as chairman the late la-
believe that canals are the superannuated competitors of mented Robert Bell, the builder of the pioneer Ottawarailways, that they have outlived their age, that their use- railway, the Prescott and St. Lawrence. The other mem-fulness is gone. And the Government showv thoir ap bors of the committee were Messrs. A. Mackenzie, Dawson,preciation of their advantages in demanding an appro- Daoust, Morris, Simard, Kierkowski, D. A. Macdonald,priation of $2,287,900 for the carrent year!1 Water ilaultain and Morrison. The subsequent committees weretransportation is just as necessary to railroads as railway presided over by the universally respected member for thetransport is necessary to water navigation. The best county of Ottawa, another popular member-so popular thatpatronised lines of railways in the State of New York are ho has attained royal rank in a very democratic country.those that run close to the Erie Canal, the New York Cen- Valuable as they were, the labors of those committees havetral having even had to quadruple its track. The Grand not yet produced all the fruits which one could have reason-Trunk Railway has felt, for a long time, the necessity of ably expected from them. Such an important matter coulddoubhng its track, although it is bordering upon the St. not fail being brought before the Dominion Board of Trade
Lawrence for several hundred miles. It will ho remem- -an institution which has rendered great service, which isbered that in 1878 M. de Freycinet, an eminent now defunct, but which ought to be revived. At its meet-ongineer, thon Minister of Publie Works of France, sub- ing of 1871, a very exhaustive paper was submitted by Mr.mitted a vast plan of internal improvement, by which it Geo. H.Perry, a prominent engineer, who had been engagedwas proposed to spend from $15,000,000 to $20,000,000 per in the survey of the propose: canal, and who at all timesannum during fifteen years, two-thirds of which was warmly and ably advocated this scheme. I may add alsointended for railways and the balance for canals. The that the association found a very zealous and indefatigable
views expressed by M. de Frcycinet cover the very ground champion of that scheme in the person of the late lamented
which I am now discussing, and I will quote them briefly: Senator Skead, one of the most enlightened and truest citi-

"1 t is acknowledged that water ways (or canals) and railways are zens the city of Ottawa ever possessed. I have mentioneddestinednt pan one anotherbutather to ppe the hon. membr for as York as being a member of the
ether, and thereby efl'dct a natural division of duties. To the railwayt in ebrfrEs oka en ebro h
belongs the ligbter traffic, which demands speed and punctuality, and first committee that studied the question of the Ottawa ship
which eau command high rates for its service. To the navigable water- canal, and although I do not agree with most of hi& political
ways appertain those heavy and cheap commodities which lyield te opinions, am bond to say that flly approve of his viewsthe railway au illueory profit, and which encumbers rather than benefits pn 9  ,Ianbud1 a ha iflyapoeo i iw
them. on this very matter. In 1865 that hon. gentleman made a

" Navigable water courses fil another function. By their very existence speech, a very eloquent speech, on Confederation, and ia the
they restrain and moderate the charges on such goods as seek the rail- course of his remarks ho paid the following tribute to theway; they are, for the railway manager, a warning not to exceed the
line beyond which commerce would not heuitate to sacrifice regularity scheme now before the House:
to economy. In this respect, navigable water-ways are much more "I think it la absolutely necesaary for the prosperity of this colony
powerful than any competition that May arise between dierent railway that our canal connections with the upper lakes should be perfected a4Mr, TAu6.
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early as possible. Our canal mystem must be improved, no as to!
accommodate the large trade that isc oming from the North-West. Oa
the northern shores of Lake Superior we have sources of wealth that are
perfectly Inexhaustible. We read only the other day that a mountain of
iron h .d been discovered close to the coast, quite sufficient to sipply the
demands of the world for 500 years. We have in that locality an
abundant supply of minerals of all kinds, and unless our canals are
made capable o carrying that traffie, it will necessarily find channels in
another direction. There is an agitation among a portion of the
community for making a new canal from Toronto to the Georgian Bay,
and I admit it is very desirable it should be constructed, though I do
not think it ever can be; and even if it could be, it is entirely beyond
our resources at the present time. I am convinced that the true route
for a canal (il a new one should be undertaken) to the Georgian Bay, is
up the Ottaa, beause that would be giving a great backbone te the
country. If we badl a fine canal, capable cf carry ing vessels of war in
that direction, it would be a splendid means of defence, as well as a
great highway for the commercial products of the west."

I presume it was with the intention of giving a temporary
substitute or a useful adjuact to the Ottawa ship canal-so
impressed was ho with the importance of this region-that
the same hon. gentleman undertook, in 1874, as soon as he
was Prime Minister, with very extraordinary haste, without
an instrumental survey, the building of the Georgian Bay
branch, one of the many unsuccebsful experiments ofa very
unsuccessful Government. Two years later, that hon.
gentleman held three public meetings in the county repre-
sented by the hon. mover of this resolution-the county
of North Renfrew. That campaign was a very disastrous
one for the Liberal party, and there the Liberal leader
met a foeman worthy of his steel, that eloquent, that
courageous tribune of the Conservative party, Sir Charles
Tupper. The two champions of our two great parties vied
in their eulogy of the Ottawa Valley, and the hon. member
for East York used the following language:

11I am tolerably well acquainted with the geographical features of the
Ottawa Valley, having f or the lait fif teen years been act3ively interested
in aIl the questions which most closely affect its people. The very
first year I was in Parliament, I was one of a committee appointed to
investigate the question of canal navigation on the upper Ottawa, and
from that time I have been perfectly satisfied that the valley presents
the greatest facilities of any route upon the continent for the transipor-
tation of the products of the North-West to the Atlantic Ocean, or
rather I should say to the head of the Atlantic navigation."

From these remarks, it is evident that the Ottawa ship
canal will meet with some favor on the other side of the
House; and it has already been advocated in the
instructive speech which bas been delivered to-night by the
hon. member for North Ontario (Mr. Cockburn). I do not
know what are the views of the leader of the Opposition,
but I feel confident that if the hon. member for Eaut York
was still commander of the Liberal forces, bis active
sympathy would be given to the motion of the hon.
member for North Renfrew. Mr. Speaker, 1 will not
leave the louse under the impression that the leaders of
the Conservative party-the progressive leaders of a pro.
gressive party, the party that has built the greatest bridge,
one of the wonders of the age, the greatest railway,
a greater wonder of the age-have not fully realised
the pregnant results that may be expected from that
measure. The late lamented Sir George E. Cartier
was always one of its warmest supporters. And bis views,
I am proud to say, were in full accord with those of the
right hon. gentleman who has conducted for so many
years the affaira of this country. At a public dinner
given in 1869, in this city, the right hon. gentleman pro-
claimed that the Ottawa ship canal had an importance
almost equal to that of the Pacifie Railway, and that its
construction would be acoomplished ere long:

"To consolidate and bind those great colonies together, the link
referred to by the chairman, the Ottawa Canal, had almost become a
necessity, and the day when it must be constructed is much nearer
than their friends beheve. As soon as the resources of the country now
rapidly developing, become adequate to the undertaking, both the
canal and Pacific Railway muit be constructed, and no voice would be
raised against the great national work, which would open the WesternStates arid colonies to the seaboard."

Sir, the boldest and the most expensive part of this pro-
gramme has already been successfully accomplished, or is
on the eve of accomplishment. The great dream of laying
the iron band across this northern portion of the continent
has become a reality. We may now almost believe that
Canada is a nation. But there are still great deeds that
remain to be done. Let the right hon. gentleman continue
his noble work, let him remove the physical obstructions to
the free navigation of the rivera between Lake Huron and
our seaports, and wo shall see in a near future thousands of
wealth-laden steamers and barges plying on their waters.
I know, Sir, that for the moment the resources of the country
are heavily taxed in order to accomplish public works,
which no people of our numbers would have dared to exe.
cute or even to conceive. TheRe works may increase our
public debt, but they multiply our resources, our population,
our taxing capacity, in a far greater degree. They do not
impoverish, they enrich the country. They are the most
productive national investments. Such is the importance
of the measure now before us that it cannot be pressed too
often and too urgently before the Parliament, before the
country. If we cannot now accomplish that scheme in
toto, let us adopt its principle, let us devote every year
a portion of the public moneys towards its achievement,
let every improvement, every section, every lock, every
chamber, be made in accordance with a general plan, and
in a few years we shall have the satisfaction of seeing the
whole scheme fully realised. Sir, we are engaged in a great
struggle with our neighbors for the carrying trade of the
west. That struggle is fraught with momentous resuits, it
means the commercial supremacy on this continent. Such
a goal is well worth fighting for. Two years ago the
State of New York abolished its tolls on the Erie Canal, and
now it has to pay, ont of direct taxation, for its mainten.
ance, not less than $1,600,00) per annum. In his message
of last year, Mr. Cleveland, then Governor of New York-
now President of the United States-fully endorsed that
policy in the following terme:-

'Remarkable proof of the Increased commerce attracted to those
waterways, by the abolition of tolls, i found In the fact that the ship-
ments of grain from Bufflo, by canal this year, aggregated 42,350,916
bushels, against 29,439,688 buahels last year; and the statistics, which
will be transmitted by the Superintendent of P2blin Works, will exhibit
like increase in the other freights which comprise the great bulk of the
canal traffic.

" These figures assure those interested in canal navigation that the
liberal policy adopted by the State will make reasonably certain a con-
tinuance eof employment and opportunities for the capital and labor of
our citizens. They also give promise to the people, who have asumed
the expense of mamntaining the canals, of a full return, in the benefits
which must accrue from seurng to our State a traffic of such import-
ance as to add materially to its business and wealth."

That expenditure of $1,600,000 may be a great sacrifice ; it
may show how the State of New York values the trade of
the west, but let us not forget that from 1862 to 1883 the
canals produced a revenue of $56,795,944, against an expen.
diture of $27,210,264, the surplus revenue reaching the sum
of $29,585,680, not to speak of the numberless advantages,
direct or indirect, which it las produced. Sir, England
was made great and glorious by the carrying trade of the
world. Let us follow in her footsteps. Let us secure if
possible the trade of the west, and the trade of the Pacifie
will fall into line. We are already one of the great mari-
time powers; our vessels float on every ocean, but I feel
alarmed at the fact that our tonnage bas decreased during
the past years, its volume being now smaller than in 1876.
It has been said that the nation that had the most
ships bas had the most influence. Let us then make
a most energetic effort to regain the ground lost.
Let us accomplish an enterprise which will develop our
internal trade and marine, and foster at the same time
our foreign commerce. It would be an unwie policy to
improve only the frontier; let us give width and breadth
to the Dominion, in developing ' itsj central 'Jpoints.
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Let us forge another powerful link between the east
and the west, and let us cement and consolidate some of
the most essential parts of our economic and national fabric.
Let us be equal to the occasion. Let us rise to the height
of the interests involved. "Don't give up the ship,"
exclaimed the American sailor Lawrence, in dying bravely
for his country. "Don't give up the ship," I would say to the
Government-we are all deeply interested in its course
towards our destiny, but do give us one of the safest, one of
the most important channels through which it could be
directed, distributing wealth all along its passage. Impressed
as I am with the magnitude, with the necessity, with the
far reaching results of this plan, I have no hesitation in
saying that the Government that will accomplish this work
will be a patriotic, a far-seeing Government, a Govern-
ment that will deserve to be commemorated in Canadian
history.

Mr. HILLIARD. I regret I was not present when this
measure was introduced, and consequently did not hear
those hon. gentlemen who spoke on it; but I gather from
others that there was a harmony of opinion among those
who addressed the flouse with respect to the advantages
accruing from our inland waterways. There are two
routes before the public at present; the one the Ottawa
River route and the other the Trent Valley Canal. Unfor-
tunately those routes have been compared, to a large extent,
with the Erie Canal, which, I think, is rather unfortunate,
as the Erie Canal is nothing more or less than a respectable
ditch. Now, Sir, 1 think that these waterways should be
compared very largely to the navigation of the Hudson
River. Freight, I may say, is carried on the Hudson River
a distance of 180 miles at the rate of 15 cents per ton, or
81.50 per car load of 10 tons; this route-I speak more par-
ticularly of the Trent Valley Canal now-is a very similar
route to the Hudson. The Trent Valley Canal route would
afford navigation suitable to connected bands of canal boats
of probably ten or fifteen together, except for a very short dis-
tance of artificial work, and in that respect it compares very
favorably with the Hudson River. When we see that the
Hudson route affords the means of cariying freight at tho
rate of 15 cents per ton for 180 miles, no one will dispute
the fact that tbat rate is as low as the work can possibly be
done for, if not lower than by any other route. There has
been an opinion prevalent, and I do not know whether it
prevails to.lay, that railways are about to supersede or
have superseded waterways. I think I can state positively
that the railways will not carry freight 180 miles at the
rate of 15 cents per ton; and if that be the case, it is a fact
that it can be carried at that rate for that distanc3 by a
waterway similar to those we have to offer, it is proof evi-
dent that the railways are not going to supersede the water-
ways. In the Trent Valley route we have large stretches
of land-locked water, perfectly protected from storms, so
that vessels can be lashed together in bands with perfect
safety, and large quantities of grain can be carried in that
way. Thus, vessels carrying 10,000 bushels each may be
banded together, say ten in one lock, and towed, making
150,000 bushels in one tow. There are 60 miles of solid
embankment, most of it rock-bound shores, so that tugs
can be used on this route with perfect success. Comparing
this route with the Erie Canal, I may say that tugs cannot
be used in the latter. The trial has been made, but the
agitation of the water is of such a nature that it is impos-
sible to use steam to any extent. At one time the State of
New York offered $10,000 for an improved method of pro-
pelling canal boats by steam; I think that offer is standing
yet, and has not been accepted. It was then proposed to
lay down a cable, which is known as the Belgian cable, the
idea being to lay it down as a fixture on the bed of the
canal, and the boats were to take it up and work it by
machinery. That proved unsuccessful, from the fact that if

Mr. TAssÉ.

you take up a line and draw it tant, it will
draw it straight, and there was no provision made
for the serpentine windings of the canal. In our
route, in the only artificial work on it, we have a solid
embankment, a rock embankment, so that we can put on
steam tugs and they can work away without danger at all.
This route from the Georgian Bay to the Bay of Quiné, is only
200 miles in length, and, out of that, 140 miles is now navi-
gable by steamer, and has been navigable for some years.
This Trent route is not a new one. In 1836 the Govern-
ment of that day took tqp the scheme, and actually com.
menced work, locks having been built at several places at
that early period ; but, for some reason, it was abandoned,
1 understand in consequence of a lack of funds to carry it
on. At a later date, the larger interest representing the
frontier and the Welland Canal region, brought influence to
bear on the Government, which resulted in the opening of
the Welland Canal-route, and consequently the other was
abandoned, I hope only for a time. As was stated by the
hon. member for Ottawa (Mr. Tassé), the Trent Valley
route also shortens the distance from the west. It will
shorten the distance between common points, from the
Straits of Mackinaw or the Sault Ste. Marie to Montreal, by
upwards of 300 miles, nearly 400 miles. Not only that,
but it avoids the most dangerous route we have to contend
with on the lakes, that is, that portion of Lake Superior which
runs north and south. Ail who are acquainted with navig-
able waters, and especially with large sheets of navigable
water, know that vessels, on these inland waters trending to
the north and south, have more difficulty than on those
which run east and west, because cur prevailing winds are
from the west and strike them broadside. We escape that
portion of Lake Huron and the whole of Lakes Erie and
Ontario by this route, and, in doing so, we avoid great
risks. The hon. member who just spoken has given you the
igures of the loss oflife and property from 1874 to 1883,
which in itself is enormous and is worthy of the considera-
tion of this country. I think I can safely say that we have
a route to offer that will, to g certain extent, avoid those
difficulties, certainly the danger of being wrecked by storms.
It is a safe land-locked route. Then, as to the capabilities
of a route of this kind for the carrying trade, in comparison
with a larger route, I may say that we can carry m>re
cheaply. The largest vessels we have now on the lakes
carry something less than 100,000 bushels. If these routes
were open, and twelve or fifteen boats were lashed side by
side in a flotilla, where there is no danger, carrying each
its 10,000 bushels, we should have a carrying capacity
of 150,000 bushels, which evidently could be carried
cheaper than by the other route, while the tugs which are
employed are not laid up at the time of taking in and dis.
charging a cargo, but as soon as they deliver their boate at
the destination, can return and take up another flotilla, or
can take one back, and are so employed ail the time. The
vessels to be employed in this are of a cheap style, are
manned by few men, and can be operated very cheaply in
consequence. I think, in view of these facts, that people
who argue that freight can only be carried cheaply in
large vessels will have to reconsider their opinion. i admit
that large vessels are necessary on wide waters, where
there is danger, and you cannot keep two vessels side by
aide but must separate them ; but, in a land-locked water,
such as we have to offer through these routes, it is different.
The question will be upon the two route, the Ottawa River
and the Trent Valley Canal. I hope the time is not far
distant when they both will be required; but, at the present
time, I think I am safe in saying that the 60 miles of arti-
ficial work on the Trent Valley Canal can be completed for
85,000,000, whereas the other route is estimated to cost
$21,000,000 at least, and probably $31,000,000, which is an
item of some importance to this country. The hon. gen-
tleman who just sat down spoke of the advantages of the
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Ottawa route on account of its being a more northern route,
less subjeet to heats than the St. Lawrence. The difference
between the Trent Valley and the Ottawa route is very
slight in that respect ; they are both northern routes, and I
may say they are equal in that point of view. I hope that
the Government, having undertaken the Trent route, hav-
ing certain sections of it under contract at the present time,
will not delay in getting the whole work carried through.
There are certain sections in that route which ought to be
opened immediately, with great advantage to the inhabit-
ants along the line. I refer to the section from the town I
represent, northward for a distance of nine miles. If that
wore opened, and I think it could be for less than a million
of dollars, it would give us continuons navigable water for
140 miles, which would be of great advantage to that inland
country. It would connect us with the different lines of
railway now in existence ail along the lino of canals. There
are large quantities of minerals in that section of the coun-
try and large quantities of lumber, all requiring a cheap
means of getting it to the market. I hope that the Govern-
ment will push that section forward rapidly.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have listened to the
speeches of hon. gentlemen on this question with a great
deal of interest. The speeches are certainly mach above
the average of speeches made in this House. Evidently,
hon. gentlemen have studied this question very specially,
and their speeches wil[ be real afterwards with great
interest, as they contain, besides the strong arguments they
have been using, a great deal of valuable information. The
mover of this resolution cortainly did justice to his subject,
and he presented it with great force to the attention of this
House. I noed not speak of my hon. friend from Ottawa
(Mr Tassé) who, as usual, presented this subject in a very
intereSting, able and eloquent speech. I might also
say the same of a number of other gentlemen-of my
hon. friend from Algoma (Mr. Dawson) who had studied
this subject attentively, and shown that the large
expenditure which Mir. Shanlv thougbt w>uld bA
incurred by the building of this great work might be
reduced b7 using that canal, at all events, a large
portion of it, for flat boats and tags. Mr. Speaker, I
certainly approciate very highly tho importance of this
work; it is one which, as the First Ministor said, according
to the quotation given by the hon. gentleman fcom Ottawa
(Mr. Tassé), is to bc built ut a future time; but I an sure
that the hon. gentleman who have discussed this matter
and presented it with so much ability to this House, do not
expect that the Government can undertake this work at
present. It is a work of great magnitude, and the First
Minister coupled it with the Canadian Pacifie IRilway. But
we have not yet completed the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and
we do not yet know the magnitude of the trade that is to be
created by the construction of that railway; but, from what
we have seen during the last two years, we have reason to
expect a very large trada from the west, and this railway
may not be sufficient, oven in an early future, to carry that
trade; and then, perhaps, it may be necessary to build
another railway. I hope that second railway will not b
required very soon, although we desire to see that country
opened up, settled and prosperous. But it is oneofthoseworks
that weshould hesitate in beginning, even for the purpose of
opening up that large territory where, unfortunately, we
have trouble just now. The lon. mover of this resolution
will, no doubt, besatistied in having called forth the
expression of opinion of so many members of this House,
and brought this measure to the attention of Parliament and
of the public. But in the present state of our finances, with
the large worke we already have on hand, and to complote
which we are straining our resources, the hon, gentleman
eau hardly expect that the Government should undertake
this work at present; therefore, I wouild ask my hon. friend
not to call for a division, but to withdraw his motion.
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Mr. BLAKE. I agree with my hon. friend who has just
spoken, that the speeches that we have listened to have been
very good and interesting. Whether, in view of his declar.
ation, they will be eIually practical, so far as results are
concerned, thosehon. gentlemen themselvesare asgoodjudges
as myself. I was surprised, however, to hear the hon. Minister
of Publie Works declare that be hoped that we would not
soon require to build a second Pacifie Railway. I should
have thought ho would have been hoping earnestly that we
would soon require to build a second railway, and in view
of the admirable arrangements which the hon. gentlemen
opposite have made for the construction of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, and the admirable results, financial and
otherwise, they have achieved in the construction of that
railway, how the hon. gentlema'n could express the hope
that we would not be calied upon to renew the operation at
an early day, I really do not understand. Now, with
reference to that which is the immediate subject of this
motion-the Ottawa Canal, the hon. Minister of Public
Works was, of course, correct in indicating that any state-
ments that have been made by the Government and the
First Minister were of a prospective character. It was the
future; and, perbaps, after what he had said, we may say,
t'ie dim, remote, misty and uncertain future, that was
spoken of with reference to that enterprise. But there is
another canal which was spoken of by several hon. members
-and I presume the hon. gentleman's compliments were
intended to be confined to the advocates of the Ottawa ship
canal-there is another great waterway which also formed
the subject of discussion this evening, and with respect to
which the promises of the Government are of a positive
character. They were precise ; they were definite ; they
were made before the last election. I refer to the Trent
Valley Canal. [ want to say to the hon. gentleman that
very early in the Session I moved for the papers and infor.
mation which would indicate to us the result of the action
of the Government, from the reports, explorations, et3., that
have yet been made ; and we would like very much
indeed to see what actual progress has been made with
reference to the Trent Valley navigation, with respect to
which the promises and pledges of the Government were of
a very difforent character from those given with resp3ct to
the Ottawa Canal. The hon. gentleman paid very high
compliments to the supporters of the latter scheme, but ho
will allow me to quote an English proverb, which applies to
to his compliments-" Fine words butter no parenips."

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Before this debate closes I may
be pormitted to say a word or two with reference to some
observations which have fallen from some of the speakers. 1
do not desire to throw any obstacle in the way of the con-
struction of the Trent Valley Canal. Those of us who
advocate the opering up of the navigation of the Ottawa, do
not desire in any way to throw any obstacle in the way of
those gentlemen who are advocating that other work which
is, no doubt, of very considerable importance to the country.
But, I may say, in reference to oneor two observations whieh
fell from the hon. member for North Ontario (Mr. Cockburn)
respecting the result of the raising of Lake Nipissing: If
ho had looked into Mr. Ulark's report ho would have found
that ancther scheme was proposed by that gentleman, differ-
ont from the one proposed by Mr. Shanly, and one that
would not have the disastrous effect which the hon. member
for North Oatario, and the hon. member for North Victoria
(Mr. Cameton) anticipated from raising the water of Lake
.Nipissing to the height of 23 fet. Mr. Clark says:

"My early attention was called to the question of suppiy of water,
upon which the suecess of which the whole projpet depe ids, and more
prticularly directed to the praticability of the plan of elevating Lake

ipissing to the summit level, as propased br Mr. Shaniy, oth by the
general instructions of the Board of Publie Works and by your letter of
instructions.

1aMr. Shanly, in his report on the '1Ottawa Surveys,' sy: 'It may at
once be stated that the ummit does not furniah water sufficient to meee
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the demanda of even a far inferior scale of navigation to that which the
general character of the route would warrant us in looking forward to.'

" To this opinion of Mr. Shanly's respecting the supply of water from
the summit, that is, from Trout and Turtle Lakes, I agree; and after a
careful examination of the whole subject, I would recommend the follow-
ing plan for the supply of water : It is proposed to raise Lake Nipissing
9•46 feet above high water, and lower Trout Lake 7-85 feet, and Turtie
Lake 6·95 feet, and Turtle Lake outlet to the same level, and to raise
Lac Talon 20-95 feet, which brings it up to the same height, making a
summit level for navigation of 57-12 miles in length, with an area of
watershed of 31-65 square miles and a reception basin of 80 miles in
length, and varying from one-half of a mile to 12 miles in widtb, giving
a surface ot about 333 square miles. By this provision it does not
become necessary te make any provision for a storage reservoir, The
waters of Lake Nipissing are sufficient for any scale of navigation, and
for all time to come.

" There are but few objectionable features to this mode of supplying
the necessary water for navigation, and of raising Lake Nipissing to
the height above stated. The first and almost the only one is the over-
flowing of the lands bordering on the lakes.

" The entire southern shore of Lake Nipissing, east of the
Chaudière portage, is bounded by high, barren, rocky cliffs, with a
scanty growth of evergreens covering the whole, except a strip on the
east end of the lake, about eight miles long, and varying from one-tenth
te one.fourth of a mile in width, one-half of which is annually inundated
by the spring freshets. The shore of the east bay and the east end of
the lake, for the distance of ten miles, will be overfiown; a large portion
cf this tract is annually submerged by the freshets, and nearly the whole
is one extended tamarac swamp or an alder marsh. The north shore,
for two-thirds of its length, is high, and out of the reach of this
height of water.

" In the vicinity of the Hudson's Bay post, at the mouth cf the
Sturgeon River, the largest tract on the borders of the lake will be sub-
merged, say from ten to twelve miles in length and from two te three
miles in width ; one-third of the tract is low, open marsh, about one-
third swamp, annually overflowed, and the remaining third tolerably
lair land for agricultural purposes.

IIn te western iay there ls an occasional narrow strip that will be
drowned out. Taking the whole land that will be drowned by the
rising of Lake Nipissing, it will be inconsiderable when compared with
the length of shore, and that but of small value for agricultural pur-
poses.".
I do not propose to make another speech on this subject;
but I should like to say that my purpose will not be finally
served by having brought this matter before the attention
of the House. I brought it before the House with the full
conviction that it would commend itself to the House, and
that the Government would be prepared to take some action
in regard to it. I observe that the leader of the Opposition
is not prepared to express an opinion on the su bject-at
least he has not expressed an opinion. I said, in my open-
ing remarks, that I did not expect the Government to com-
mence the work at the present moment; but what I asked
was, that they should ascertain, by some moderate expendi-
ture, whether the estimate made by Mr. Shanly, or that by
Mr. Clark, was nearest to the mark, and, in point of fact,
ascertain, by the expenditure of a comparatively small
sum what the cost of the improvement would be, and
thus be in a position to state, at some period in the near
future, the exact cost of this great work, which seems to
have commended itself to the leaders of both political parties.
I think the Government might have gone to that extent,
that they might appropriate a sum for the purpose of
ascertaining the actual facts in relation to this work. Of
course, if the Government have determined to oppose this
motion, it is very little use attempting to further prees it
on the House. I therefore ask leave to withdraw the motion.

Motion withdrawn.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 10:20 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
TUESDAY, 2lst April, 1885.

The SPEAKEa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

FIRST READING.
Bill (No. 129) to amend the Act respecting the Central

Prison of Ontario-(from the Senate).-(Sir John A. Mac-
donald.)

Mr. WmTE (Renfrew).

THE STATUTES OF CANADA.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved for leave to intro.
duce Bill (No. 180) to consolid ate and revise the Statutes of
Canada. Ie said : The Bill is framed on the lines of Bills
introduced in the several Legislatures for the consolidation
of the statutes.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

LIQUOR LICENSE ACT, 1883.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Before the Orders of the Day
are entered upon, I desire to ask the First Minister whether
he will consent to concurrence in the resolution from Com-
mittee of the Whole with respect to the Liquor or License
Act being taken, it having been allowed to stand over until
to-day. It is a very important matter, and I trust the
Government will at once introduce a Bill on the subject.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes. The reason why I
asked the hon. gentleman to allow it to stand over was
this, that on concurrence a Bill might be introduced. The
Minister of Inland Revenue has charge of the matter and
is having a Bill prepared.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Thon the First Minister
desires it to stand until the Bill is ready ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.

TEHE ELECTORAL FRANCHISE.

Bouse resumed adjourned debate on the proposed motion
for the second reading of Bill (No. 10) respecting the
electoral franchise.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

Mr. FAIRBANK. Mr. Speaker, the Bill, the discussion
of which we resume to.day, is one which proposes to change
the system that has existed since Confederation. It necessi-
tates two sets of qualifications for voters; one for lcal, the
other for Dominion purposes. It proposes two voters' lists,
the qualifications under which, for the two purposes, will
vary. To use perhaps a somewhat inelegant expression,
but a common one, it will be a whale of a Bill. It is like a
whale in some respects. Its strength is in its tail. The
tail of this Bill is the revising barristers. Without the tail
its usefulness would be gone. Clause 10 reads thus:

" The Governor in Council may, within three months after the coming
ito force of this Act, and from time to time thereafter, when the office

is vacant, appoint a person to be called 'the revising officer,' for each
or any of the electoral districts of Canada, who shall hold office during
good behavior, but who shall be removable on an address by the House
of Commons, and whose duties shall be to prepare, revise and complete,
in the manner hereinafter provided, the liste of persona entitled to vote
under thre provisions of titis Act."

It provides that he shall procure the last revised assessment
roll and the list of voters.

"And he shall proceed as speedily as possible with the aid thereof
and of such other information as hè can obtain, to ascertain and prepare
a list of the persons, who, according to the provisions of this Act, are
entitled to be registered as voters."

It'provides for a preliminary revision and a final revision,
and, at the close, it provides that he may "affirm or amend
the list according as he may think right or proper." In
introducing bis able, cloquent, logical, and unanswerable
arguments against the Bill, the leader of the Opposition on
Friday last gave us a chronological sketch of the labors,
adventures, toils and sufferings of the Premier in
searching for a Dominion franchise, and we see him as one
of old in "jourrieyings often, in weariness and painfulness,
in watchings often, in hunger and thirst, through a period of
eighteen years." Sir, this is a long period. Those who, at
the beginning of that period were young and curly, have
grown old to-day, and perhaps some of them are tottering to
their decline and fall. During that period we have largely
increased our territory, we have added Province to Pro-
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vince, and bave prospered to a considerable extent, and wE
have talked about our prosperity i good deal more than we
have prospered. We have constructed a railway almost
from ocean to ocean-well, Sir, we have not exactly done
that, but we have furnished the money to do it, which is
just about the same thing. We have collected money from
our people to as great an extent as we could, and have
borrowed what other people had to spare. All this we
have been able to accomplish without a Dominion fran
chise. We have placed ourselves in a position to attract
attention. People who are largely in debt always receive a
greatdeal of attention from those to whom they are indebted.
We have made ourselves respectable in this regard-we have
piled up a handsome debt-a debt amounting to over two
hundred millions of dollars. Our creditors will give us
attention hereafter-we shall not be neglected. It is a debt
which resta on an average to the extent of $250 on each
family in the Dominion of Canada; a debt which, if many
of them realised, they would look upon us as a little differ-
ently from what they do to day. We are preparing to leave
this legacy to our children as a proof of our tender regard
for them. We have achieved this without the aid of a
second franchise. Hon. gentlemen opposite have, during
those eighteen years, been in authority the greater portion of
the time; they cannot complain of their want of powers under
existing laws. But this is not the crowning glory of what
we have been able to accomplish. Hon. gentlemen opposite
have been able to hive the Grits-to gerrymander Ontario,
and they have done this without the aid of 200 political
tools,whom this Bill christens revising officers. Mr. Speaker,
the honor which attaches to that measure I want no share
in. There has been another thing accomplished-an event
that occured recently. We have a live insurrection on our
hands. This has been brought about by the aid of Mr. Riel,
and without the use of the usurpation and tyranny which is
possible under the provisions of this Act. lu that now
historical speech which consumed eight and a half valuable
minutes, when the principles of this Bill were being affirmed,
the First Minister said the present position was an anomaly.
I understand this to mean "deviating from the ordinary rule
-irregular." I would ask what rle is it contrary to ? Is
it contrary to the rule in Great Britain and Ireland ? Sir,
the measure is not English even in name. Need I enquire,
have they provincial franchises in England, Wales, Scotland
and Ireland ? Have they Provincial Legislatures ? Have
they a federal union? To apply English rules in this
regard is no more applicable or proper than it would be to
attempt to moasure molasses with a tape-line. We might as
soon take our horses to a jeweller to be shod as attempt a
comparison between England and Canada in this regard.
Where should we look for a rule? Where do we look for
rules ? We look to those places where similar circum.
stances exisft, and in this respect we have not far to look.
We have only to cross the border and we find a rule there
which bas stood the test of 100 years,and is now successfully
exercised over 50,000,000 of people. And is it beneath our
dignity to draw any inspiration from that immense
republic? When it suited hon. gentlemen opposite to
introduce a certain measure they had no objection; in the
language of the First Minister, to "take a leaf out of their
book." I do not think it would be derogatory to our dignity
to take another "Ileaf " out of their book in this respect-a
leaf which we have been using for the last 18 years. The
present position, Sir, is not an anomaly; it is in harmony
with the best authorities existing on that subject. The
Firat Minister goes on to say that "sooner or later this
principle muast be affirmed." " Must," is a word best fitted
to the mouth of kings; here we only obey it when
embodied in the statute. "Sooner or later "-if it is all the
same to the gentlemen opposite we will take it later, and
considerably later. Again the First Minister said: " I think
and the Government thinka "-it would appear from
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e this that the First Minister and the Government
e do not always think alike, but on this Occasion
t they did-" I think and the Government think

that no time is more opportune to affirm that prin-
ciple by practical legislation than the present moment."

i What is there about the present moment that particularly
fits it for the pressing of this measure? Why, in all the
eighteen years that have passed, is the present moment so

- particularly adapted to this business? Is it because it is the
last half of the third month of the Session, and our real
business hardly begun ? Is it because our members, com-
posed of farmers, professional men and business men, who
have their own affairs to attond to, who have to earn their
own living, have spent nearly three months here and are
anxious to return to their homes? In this country we have

b no leisured class to carry on our legislation for us, and per-
haps it is well that we have not. I doubt very much, if we
had, that they would possess that knowledge which is neces-
sary to the successful legislation for a new country. But is
there anything transpiring at the present moment that
makes it particularly "opportune " for this measure ? Let us
sec. An armed rebellion has lifted its head within our bor-
ders. Is it on account of that ? Is it because police and
citizens are confined within stockades in the North-West?
Is it becau5e settlers have abandoned thoir homes to
pillage, and are fleeing from the frontier ? Is it
because destruction and desolation are being spread over
an immense area in that land ? Ia it because the blood of
our slain citizens and soldiers is not yet dry upon the banks
of the Saskatchewan ? Is it because three columns of our
citizen soldiers are now marching to the relief of those who
are imprisoned within those stockades-are marching to the
putting down of this rebellion, and the restoration of law
and order ? is it because thousands of families have no
ear for any news except that which comes from the North-
West, and which pertains to their husbands, and fathers
and sons and brothers who have responded to the cali to
arms ? Is it because in tens of thousands of bouseholds their
whole attention is absorbed in anxiety for their sons and
daughters who are scattered over that vast and to a great
extent still lone land ? Is it because in many a Canadian
home of luxury, in many a humble cottage, anxiety has
banished sleep, and the mother nightly paces to and fro
like a sentinel on his beat, with one thought, one prayer,
and that for her absent son, though that son is to manhood
grown, and sleeps on his knapsack with his rifle by his side,
still as much her boy as when ho rested on her bosom? Is it
because the eye of the pres, that national police who we
expect will give warning of approaching danger, is
fixed on the North-West, and on it alone that this is so
opportune a moment for pressing this measure? During
this long period of eighteen years, is this the one thing that
was wanted, the one thing waited for, in order to press this
measure ? When the fire bells ring, and the fire engines are
hurrying throngh the streets to contend with the conflagra-
tion, when all attention is centered on the flames, that is the
time, Sir, when the burglar delights to ply his art; that is
the time when the merchant's goods, and the banker's
treasures are most exposed. la this the opportune moment,
long and anxiously waited for, when a hand is to b stretched
forth to grasp the ballot box? We do not see the smoke of
the conflagration, but we get a strong amell of sulpher. "I
think, and the Government think, no time more opportune
to affirm that principle by practical legislation than the pre.
sent moment." This term "opportune " assumes a special
prominence in this connection ; and I propose to examine
the exact meaning of that word. "Opportune, " I find, is
from the Latin word "oppartunus," and mean, literally,
" at or before the port." Are there any indications of a
gathering tempest? Is there a storm centre now moving
along the Saskatchewan ? Is it specially desirable for
gentlemen to be "near the port ?" I find further that the



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 21,
definition given is "present at a proper time, recurring, or
furnished at a needed or suitable occasion," and in illus-
trating the meaning of the word a quotation is made by the
author from Milton:

"Perhaps in view
Of those bright confines, whence with neighboring arma
And 6pportune excursion we may chance
Reenter heaven."

There is but one general principle in this Bill, as I under-
stand it, namely, the retention of power; the details of the
Bill are the manner to do it. There is one other principle
mentioned in it, that of woman suffrage; but even in the
mention of it, during that celebrated minute and forty.five
seconds devoted to it, the quickest time on record-no square
trotter ever did it in that time, not even a pacer-even in that
short time the consent is given to strangle this part of the
measure, to kill the child. It is true, the Minister says lie
would mourn somewhat for it, but he won't prevent the
killing. I do not envy the position gentlemen find them-
selves in with regard to woman suffrage. I think it will be
an embarrassing position. They have proposed three times
to take the spinsters and the widows to the circus,
and now they seem prepared to assert that their big
brother will not let them do it. Now, this kind of conduct
may be all very well for politicans, it may answer very
well for men, but it will never work with widows. This
Bill is at variance with the rule, the most prominent rule
we have in relation to Confederations. This Bill is adverse
to every provincial feeling; if carried out, it will be attended
with untold trouble, trouble to an extent which, I believe,
must exclude from this House many who it is in the interest
of the country should be here. It is pouring sand into the
journals of Confederation, and those journals are sufficiently
heated; they do not require sand, but tallow. It will be
attended with endless confusion-with its two sets of
voters' lists. Already what with municipal elections,
school elections, provincial elections, and Dominion elec-
tions, and the preparations and protests, people are saying,
and correctly saying, that we have too much of this thing to
the acre. It will be attended with a large and utter waste
of money. Does our financial position warrant this ? We
have at the present time a far too large floating liability,
a floating liability which bas been rapidly increasing; it is
not in harmony with sound finance, and if it
extends much further it may become dangerous to
our credit. We are at present pawning our credit
at the local banks; we are not prepared, indeed,
it seems we dare not prepare, to fund our fioating debt
which is assuming alarming proportions; we have just given
authority, for the expenditure of 8700,000 for the restora.
tion of order in the North-West. This is but the beginning;
I see nothing in cur financial position which warrants the
measure before us. Is it at such time that it is desirable or
statesmanlike to add 200 more Government offices to the
list, and expensive offices too. These will not be ordinary
gentlemen; they will be gentlemen who, when they per-
form services, expect full pay; some of them, I understand,
are already waiting, are already here; there must have
been a taint in the air, even at a distance they seem to smell
something dead and want a piece of it. Is it necessary ?
Cannot the Provinces fix the franchise suitable to their
local surroundings better than we can? HRas not the experi-
ence of 18 years shown that they can do so ? There is no
doubt but what the general sentiment of the country is in
favor of an advance movement in relation to extending the
franchise; are not the Provinces responsive to this senti-
ment ? Are they not responsible governments, quickly
reached by the sentiments of the people? Reached faster than
can be done by the Dominion Government? In its workings,
wherever this measure effects a change, it will produce hos-
tility; in every Province it will disfranchise some who now
enjoy the franchise, and wherever that occurs it will produce
hostility. I believe that thia measure ls purely and simply

Mr, FAIENZ.

political; I challenge any fair-minded Conservative in the
Dominion to show that any practical benefit can come to
Canada from it, and that anything beneficial can be expected
from it; all that is claimed and expected from it is some
partisan gain, and that is by no means a certainty. I believe
the people will not sanction it, and I doubt seriously whether
under it any party gain will be attained. I call upon hon.
gentlemen opposite to give a proof, at this particular time,
of their boasted patriotism; 1 call upon them to show that
their patriotism means something more than a greed of
office; I call upon them, when they are pressing a measure
for which there is no necessity, to the exclusion of legisla-
tion that is necessary, to show that they are really patriotic
and not seeking their own gain, by withdrawing this Bill,
and allowing us to come to practical legislation, legislation
seriously demanded and now too long delayed.

Mr. WOODWORT. After hearing the long, elaborate
and able speeches of the hon. member for West Dur-
ham (Mr. Blake) and some of his friends behind him, to
which we listened, as we always do, with great patience,
the speech of the last speaker (Mr. FAirbank) seemed a
little out of place. It reminded me of the story of the old
Scotch minister who, after it bad rained for about eight
weeks without intermission, save an occasional hour or so,
went to church and prayed to the great architect of the
universe who rales all things to close the flood gates of
beaven and let out a little sunshine, and not submerge the
earth beneath a new deluge; and as he went on to show
the reasonableness of his prayer, pointing to the rainbow in
the sky as a sign of the divine promise that another deluge
would not occur, there was a rift in the clouds, the heavens
became clear again, and the sunshine streamed gaily down.
Lifting up his hands most fervently, he said: "O, Lord,
we thank thee for answering our prayer so speedily ;" but
hardly had he uttered this pious ejaculation when the clouds
came together again and the rain poured down as if it had
neverrainedbefore. Then the minister,sadly sbakinghishead,
said: "Oh, Lord, this is simply ridiculous." Thus, after the
speeches of the leader of the Opposition and those who
followed him the other day rained upon us, we come
to that of the hon. gentleman who has just sat down.
I will not say it was simply ridiculous, but it seemed a little
too much for our patience. I could not understand the
drift of his argument, or how to attempt to reply to it.
The hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) took some
three hours of the time of this House to elaborate a speech
against Ithe principles of the Franchise Bill, as introduced by
the Premier this Session. After he had shown that there
was no time to discuss it, he went on to show that the prin-
ciple of the Bill was wrong, that the Provincial Legislatures
were the proper authorities to determine what the fran-
chise should be for the election of members to this House,
and he stated most emphatically that he and his party had
been opposed to the principleof*uniform franchise. He stated
that the hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie) had, in
18747 introduced a Bill into this House carrying out the prin-
ciple for which lie and the hon. member fer West Durham
and his party had long contended, as against the principles
for which the right hon. Premier contended. HIe said this:

" My hon. friend was returned to power in January, 1874; and true
to his pledge Le introduced his Bill and asked the Parliament of Canada
to consecrate the principle for which he had been contending, in oppo-
sition to the principle for which the hon. gentleman opposite Lad been
contending, the principle, namely, thst the franchise which the Pro-
vincial Legislatures adopted for the Liegisiative Assemblies should be
the franchise for the election of members to this House."
Wby, in 1870 ; a Franchise Bill, almost precisely as it is intro-
duced to-day, was introduced into this House by the same
gentleman who bas introduced this one, and, upon that
occasion, the only man who opposed its provisions, who
opposed the details of it, although ho did not even oppose
the principles of the Bill, was the hon. member for South
Bruce, now for West Durham. The hon. member for Both-
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well (Mr. Mille) shakes his head. I know he did not oppose
the second reading of the Bill. I know that he opposed it
in committee, but ho did not oppose the second reading of
the Bill, and I am strictly correct. The bon. gentlemen then
in Opposition, led not by the hon. member then for South
Bruce and now for West Durham, but by the present member
for East York, did not oppose the Bill as a party. The Hon.
Mr. Mackenzie said, as leader of his party:

" When the hon. the Minister of Justice introduced the Bill, he had
stated that it waa not a party measure, and the Opposition were quite
disposed to treat it in that way."
So I say that the hon. member for West Durham, when be
undertook to show that the hon. member for East York, true
to bis pledge, introd&ed a Bill in opposition to the principle
for which the right hon. the Premier was contending, in
regard to uniform franchise, was not correct, for his party
never divided the House on the subject, never dared to move
an amendment, but he himself, the member then for South
Bruce and now for West Durham, after complimenting the
member for Kingston, the Premier of that day as he is the
Premier of to-day, upon the full statement of details, upon
the full explanation that ho had given, said :

" They were all agreed as to the necessity of an Election Act, and,
however he might oppose some of the details of that measure, he had no
idea of opposing the second reading."
That was read to him the other night in this House, and how
did ho meet it ? When the hon. member for Cardwell (Mr.
White) read it to him, how did he meet it ? He said this :

"'Hear, hear. The hon. member for East York passed an election
law."
He knew, when he said that, that the election law passed
by the hon. member for East York in 1874 was not the uni-
form Franchise Act of 1870, which h e said he w.ould not
oppose the principle and would not oppose the second read-
ing. Let me show how he had proved to the House in his
previous speech that that was in bis mind and how disin-
gennous his interruption was when ho was confronted with
it. He had gone-and I found the places carefully marked
- to the Library, he had searched to see what ho had said,
and he had found himself confronted with this, and had
asked himself: How am I to meet it if the Government
side fnd it out? I will meet it, he said, with the statement
that the member for East York passed an Election Act. He
said on Friday night :

l In the year 1870 the Speech from the Throne was more compre-
hensive :

"' The laws in force on the subject of the elective franchise and the
regulation of parliamentary elections in the several Provinces of the
Dominion vary very much in their operations, and it is important that
a uniform provision should be made, settling the franchise and regulat-
ing elections to the Bouse of Commons, and measures upon these sub-
jects will be submitted to your consideration.

' ' We were told that uniformity was the difficulty ; that this wantof
uniformity was a blemish. It offended hon. gentlemen opposite. They
did not like it. It is as aposties of the great doctrine of uniformity, it is
as exponents of the necessity of a uniform provision, that the right hon.
gentleman induced his colleagues to corne forward when they, for
the third time, in the Speech from the Throne, announced such a
measure."
&nd, whon that measure was announced, and those apostles
of uniformity announced it, ho Eaid they were all agreed as
to the necessity of an Election Act, and ie had no intention
of opposing the second reading. And yet he interrupted the
hon. member for Cardwell to say that his excuse was that
the hon. member for East York had introduced an election
law which, ho declares on Friday night, was in opposition
to the principle of a uniform franchise. I never heard in
my life of any member in a deliberative assembly, affecting
to lead public opinion, making an interruption like that, and
attempting by a quibble of a most trivial character to get
out of a solemn announcement which he made at that time.
One would think that it had been opposed by these hon.
gentlemen. The hon. member for West Durham traced iti
for eighteen long years, traced the measures introduced and1
considered, and, during al those long years, we have heardj

for the first time on Friday night that he was opposed to the
principle, that he was going to oppose the second reading of
the Bill and the principle of the Bill. But he was not the only
one who took that ground. The Houpe will notice that, in
1870, when the Bill was introduced, and all along, when it was
introduced, the hon. member for East York said nothing. He
knew that his colleague and friend, Mr. Dorion, was opposed
tb the franchise being other than as the Provincial Legisla-
tures determined it. They sat there and said nothing. They
said it was not a party measure, but the hon. member for
West Durham was the only one who made an elaborate
speech, except the hon. member for Bothwell, but the Globe
newspaper of that date, which was as much of a guide to
these gentleman at that time as the pillar of fire was by
night and the cloud by day to the Israelites, which was as
much of a Bible to them as the Koran is to the Mussulman,
which was edited and controlled by that grim old Reformer
George Brown, who allowed no kicking over the tracen and
kept his party pretty well together, came out in 1870, and
I want to contrast its utterances thon and its utterances
now, and to state why there is a change between that time
and this. This is from the Globe of March 15th, 1870:

" There is no doubt that a good judicious election law is very much
needed."
On May 20th, 1869, the Globe delivered itself as follows:

" The income franchise is an excellent feature in the ministerial
measure. It is simply provided that an income of $400, of which a man
has been actually in receipt for one year, shall give the qualification for
a vote. The Provinces, moreover, are constantly altering their asseas-
mQnt law, and it would hardly do to pass a new election law for the
Dominion every time the mole of assessment changds in any Province.
A way out of this difficulty might be found by accepting the franchise
as adopted in the different Provinces as the franchise for the Dominion,
but that would be at the expense of uniformity,"
This is the Globe that led the party, as I said beforc, as
much as any people were ever led by an organ in the wide
world. The Globe went on to say:

"In the United States the qualifications for votera for 0ongressmen
are settled by State law. It therefore happens that Virginia Congress-
men, under an educational restriction, that in some States only whites
can vote for members of Congress while in others there is no distine.
tion of color-and that in some States the foreigner has a voice in
national affairs much sooner than in others. If we intend to avoid such
inconsistencies and to have the sarne conditions confer the Dominion
franchise on all parts of the Dominion, we cannot leave the qualifi-
cation or registration of electors to the Provinces."

That is the Globe of that date. Now, Sir, I ask this House
if, with the declaration of the hon. member thon for South
Bruce (Mr. Blake), backed up by the Globe for their party,
and the leader of their party declaring on the floor of this
House that it w as not a bad measure, with the fact that they
did not divide the Houre, but allowed it to go to committee
after the second reading-how is it possible for these gentle-
men to come here to-day and, man after man of them, stand
up and say : Let this exercise of power remain with the
Provincial Legislatures, as it ought to. Sir, I will put side
by side the Globe's utterances then and the Globe'sutter ances
now ; I will put side by side hon. gentlemen's statements
thon and their statements now, and you will see the in-
congruity and hypocrisy of the whole affair; you will see that
the Globe and the hon. gentlemen opposite have been taking
sweet counsel together, and they have alil changed their base.
Since this discussion commenced the Globe came out the
other day and said :

" The pretence was that the provisions of the Bill were so well known
to all that lengthened explanation would simply be a defenceless waste
of time. Never was pretence more transparent or more detenceless.
The provisions of the Bill were not so known and were by no ineans so
transparently reasonable s to need no defence. The very introduction
of such a measure needed defence, for, as Sir John himseif acknow-
ledged, it had never been contemplated by the North America Act-"

That is not correct.
" which took it for granted that the regulation of the franchise would
remain with the Provinces, as in all reason it ought to do."

That is the Globe of to-day which, in 1870, had declared
itself in favor of a uniform franchise, an deoclared that we
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should avoid the inconsistencies of the United States, and
have a universal franchise for this Dominion. Bat, more,
Sir, in 1865, when the Parliamont of Tpper and Lower
Canada were convened, the Hon. George Brown, in speaking
upon the reslutions passed by the delegates of the Maritime
Provinces and Upper and Lower Canada, at Quebec, made
use of these words :

" A Federal Parliament will, of course, have full power to regulale all
arrangements for the election of its own members."

That is on the debate on those resolutions, and it shows that
at the very inception of Confederation, it was agreed and
understood that this Parliament should, for the time, accept
the registration of voters as it then existed in the different
Provinces, until the Parliament of Canada should otherwise
provide, and should accept all the lawsin force in the several
Provinces which existed the same as they are to-day. That
is in the 41st clause of our congtitution. But in the 26th
resolution passed by the Canadian louse of Parliament in
1865, the clause read a little different. It commenced by
stating that until provisions were made by the general
Parliament, all the laws which were in existence
at the date of the proclamation constituting the
union should be in force in the different Provinces.
Well, Sir, the hon. member for West Durham has shown
that the present Premier of this country, for 18 long years,
has been attempting to carry out the basis of the Confeder-
ation Act, has been asking this House to carry out the basis
of the Confederation Act. We are opposed to-day by hon.
gentlemen opposite, who are possessed of great command of
language and great volubility, and who tell us, as the hon.
mnember for St. John (Mr. Weldon) told us, that it is a civil
right and belongs to the Provinces. The hon. member for
St. John knew as well as any other lawyer in this flouse, as
well as any layman-and every layman knows it-that it
was one of the provisions of the constitution under which we
live, under which we are enacting laws here, that only until
the Parliament of Canada otherwise provided, the provin-
cial franchise should be retained, and the laws of the Local
Legislature should be in force. Why, Sir, that was a neces-
sity. We could not run an election without we took their
laws. It was necessary to have that donc, and it was a
wise provision to have it done. But whoever heard tell
of the principal, when he cornes upon the scene of
action and asks his agent to give way to him, and says; I
have allowed you to go on with the business so far; 1 will
now resume the reins of power myself, and take charge of
my own affairs; and the agent saying in return: I have
been here for eighteen years. You have allowed me to do
this work; it is a civil right that I have got, and you can-
not undo it ? Why, Sir, the idea is preposterous. Therefore
I say, by the constitution under which we live, by the
attempt to pass this Act for eighteen long years, beginning
in 1867; by the declaration of hon. members opposite who
have addressed this flouse; by their own organ, and by the
consensus of universal opinion, this question is one that
shall be decided by this Parliament, and this Parliament
alone shall take charge of its own franchise. The hon.
member for St. John used this language:

"I believe that the people in their Local Legislatures are the parties
who have the right to regnlate the franchise, and that it is one of their
civil rights which may fairly be said to be under the control of the
Local Legislature."

In the face of the Federal Act under which we are working,
in the face of all the evidence before the country, the hon.
member for St. John, who is a lawyer, stood up in this
flouse and uttered that language. Well, Sir, I do not know
what explanation ho can give the flouse or what apology
ho can make for using that language. Now, Sir, it has
been said here that we have no time this Session to discuss
this Bill. The hon. member for West Durham stated, with
al1 the ositiveness posible, that because the Premier

Mr. VOODWOaRT.

stated, in 1867, that it would take a whole Session to discuss
the Franchise Bill that was thon introduced into this
House, therefore we were bound to take a whole -Session to
discuss this Bill now before the House. The hon. gentle-
men opposite have endeavored to show that although 18

ears of light had been thrown on this subject, we were
still not in possession of all the facts in relation to it. Let
me quote again the Globe on this question. On 20th May,
1872 the Globe said:

" The Election Bill was not even pressed to a second reading."

They were complaining bocause the second reading did not
take place.

" There was no pretence whatsoever for saying that more information
on such a topie was needed by anyone. The past experience of some two
or three abortive election law Bille, las given the Government whatever
light they needed with regard to the wishes of Parliament and the
country."

That was in 1873. There were Bills introduced in succes-
sive Sessions, and we have the same Bill to-day, and yet
hon. gentlemen opposite tell us that a whole Session of
Parliament will be required to disouss it. It has also been
contended by hon. gentlemen opposite that we ought to
follow the United States plan. I have read what the
Globe said, but in dealing with this subject on its merits
ourselves hon. gentlemen opposite declare that we should
take the American plan, and that the State Legislatures,
which stand in the same position to Congress as our Local
Legislatures here do towards the Federal Parliament,
regulated the franchise and performed those functions.
But hon. gentlemen opposite should know, and the hon.
member for St. John (M.r. Weldon) knows well, that the
State Legislatures have constitutions of their own. Every
State hai a written constitution, and the qualification of
votera is one of the written laws of each State; and you
cannot change the laws in regard to the qualification of
votera without you first change the constitution of the
State. That has been decided over and over again by the
Supreme Court. The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills)
again shakes his head. I know whereof I am speaking, and I
repeat that it has been decided over and over again by the
Supreme Court at Washington that no State Legislature can
.change the franchise without first changing its constitution.
Our Local Legislatures, on the other hand, can chance the
franchise at tueir own sweet will. Let me readto the hon.
member-as a barrister once said to a legal light, let me read
Blackstone in order to show what a fool Blackstone is-
McCrary on American law of elections. He says:

" There the constitution prescribes the qualifications."
Mr. MILLS. There was not a single instance of any

state constitution containing such a provision at the time
the federal constitution was adopted. Not one.

Mr. WOODWORTII. Every State of the United States
to-lay possesses a constitution in which itis declared what
shall be the qualification of votera.

Mr. MILLS. Hear, hear.
Mr. WOODWORTII. Yes; that cannot be changed by

any Act of the Legislature without first changing the con-
stiLution.

Mr. MILLS. Hear, hear.
Mr. WOODWORTII. Thon there is no contention betwoon

us. This authority goes on to say :
"1 Whoever possess them has a constitutional right to vote, and of this

right he cannot be deprived by legielative enactment."
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hear, hear.
Mr. WOODWORTH. That is so. And therefore 1 say

there is a guard and check in the United States which we
do not possess here. The Local Legislature in Nova Scotia,
in 1871, changed the law respecting the franchise, and dis-
franchised all Dominion officials. The Parliament had to
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step in and relieve them from that disfranchisement. That
Legisiature passed a law on the subject this winter, and
disfranchised, as I understand, a large number of people wh
vote for the Natiônal Policy, men who, believing in th
National Policy, and throwing off ·the trammels of party
voted for the National Policy candidates; and the Loca
Legislature, by this Act, as I am informed-I do not stat
it authoritatively, but I believe I am correct-disfranchised
them. Thus our Local Legislatures step in and disfranchise
a number of electors at their own will and fancy, while thi
House lies powerless at their feet. This will continue unti
this House takes action, and it is provided by our
constitution that at some time this should be done. We
are told by hon. gentlemen opposite that there are
provincial rights, and you must not entrench on
provincial rights. Am I not, however, interested in
provincial r ights as regards Nova Scotia; are we not
ail interested in the rights of our respective Provinces; and
are we precluded fron considering them the moment we
come bere ? Is it true that after the strife and turmoil of
Dominion elections we come here perfectly regardless of
the interests of our Provinces, and it becomes necessary for
the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake), to call on
the provincial authorities to exorcise their rights and to
declare that they are being invadcd. Why, when we
attempted in this House laset year to pass a railway Bill
giving subsidies to the different Provinces, I thought it was
one of the most innocent measures, and that it would prove
very beneficial to the Provinces; but the hon. member for
West Durham rose and declared it was another attack on
provincial rights. Let me read the strong language he
used on that occasion. le said:

"I say the policy of the hon. gentleman is a degrading and demoral-
ising policy. It is objectionable on other grounds. It is an assumption
of provincial functions, and it is centralisation in its most dangerous
becanuse in a material way and in its most inviting form.

Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear.
Mr. WOODWORTH. The hon. gentleman says, hear,

hear. Although the hon. member for West Durham occu-
pied four hours in endeavoring to show that the BiIl was, first,
dishonest, and secondly, unconstitutional, ho was deserted
in the hour of his utmost need by his own friends from the
Maritime Provinces, and only one member from Quebee, Mr.
Scriver, voted with him on that occasion. Aiter that occasion
millions of money were voted in Supply by the House with.
out the votes receiving the criticism of the hon. gentleman,
who remained on the back benches. The moment
a Provincial Act is disallowed by the Government,
hon. gentlemen opposite declare it is an invasion of
provincial rights. They say you must not disallow.
Yet this power was vested in the Federal Government,
and should therefore be exercised at the proper time.
No matter how or when this power is exercised by this
Government, we always hear the cry that provincial
rights are being invaded. But what about federal rights ?
Are there no federal rights ? Does the hon. member for
West Durham (Mr. Blake) and his friends expect the people
of this Dominion to rise in their might against the Federal
Government and federail authority because the hon. gentle-
man says that provincial rights have been invaded ? Does
he desire to arouse the people to make this Confederation,
which cost so much thought and concession of opinion, and
so much expense and trouble, unworkable ? If he and bis
friends were so fortunate as to come into power ho might
expect, like the borses of Diomedes, which were
taught by their master to eat human flesh, that
they would turn round and eat him up. Why,
Sir, it would be impossible for him, even supposing
he got power to-morrow, to attempt to do what his declara-
tionsroquire and demand of him should be done. He would
be bound by what ho has told the House in past years; ho
would be bound by Lis own speeches, and he would find

t that the friction of Government would be such that he could
not carry it on for six weeks. Sir, al Government is
Government by concession. If every man stood bere and

e took bis own individual private opinion and put it against
that of his fellows, Government could not be carried on for

l a day or for an hour. In all Government there must be
e concession, and much more does it require concession in a
1 country like this, consisting of seven Provinces, heterogene.

ous as they are, composed of different races and different
s creeds; men must necessarily in such a nation, when they
I come to the Federal Parliament, give up something for the

general good of the whole nation. Sir, we had in the
Government of the hon. Premier- the Government of 1870,
sncb men as the Hon. Joseph Howo and Sir George Cartier,
and I think we had Sir Leonard Tilley- thongh I am sure

i the others 1 have mentioned were members of that Govern.
ment. All these men agreed to the principle of a uniform
franchise, and yet thore was no greater stickler for pie.
vincial rights in the whole Dominion than Joseph Howe. He
did not see any infringement of provincial rights in the
principle of a uniform franchise-noue whatever, and there.
fore when we find these great lights of public thought, these
great leaders of the public, gathering round the hon. Premier
-many of them have since gone to their rest, we cannot

) have them with us now-we find they all agreed withlim
that a uniform franchise was necessary in order to carry
out the charter under which we live. The hon. member for
West Durham could not, I say, cari y on Government for an
hour upon the plan ho las laid down, and why then does he
proceed in this course, why does he clamor for power at any
sacrifice, why doos ho throw :out baits and allurements
every time ho gets a chance, in the hope of catching some
stray, straggling vote? It reminds me of a story of two
colored men who were going down a stream on a raft. They
were coming to a very bad cateract and Jim says to Ned,
" Can you pray ? If you can, you do the praying and
I will do the poling." Ned commenced to pray, and
promised the Lord that if ho got ashore ho would give
Him $10,000. Jim said to him, IlWhy yon know you
have not got a cent in the world; why do yon make a
promise like that?" The other said, "lo!d your tongue,
wait till we get ashore." The hon. leader of the Opposi.
tion says, only let me get power; never mind only let
me get ashore. The hon. member for East York (Mr,
Mackenzie) who Las some consistency, who led his Govern.
ment here, I must say, with a great deal of ability, who was
a staunch old Reformer, one that stood by the Globe
and George Brown-that hon. member muet lift
his eyes in holy borror to find is former trusty
lieutenant and his present leader, going whither he knows
not ; going all sorts of orratic ways, guided by no prin.
ciple ; ho must say to him, surely you cannot expect,
if yon get into power, to fulfil all these promises, to
govern by all these principles or want of principles. I can
fancy the reply: Never mind, hold your tongues, let us get
ashore ; give me the Government for a day or an hour,
give me the Government at ail hazards. John Knox, the
old reformer cf Scotlaud, said, Give me Scotland or I die,
and the leader of the Opposition says, Give me Canada or I
die, but I am afraid if ho got it, we would all die instead of
him. I do not think ho uses that conciliatory manner which
would give him power. Some men you feel like standing
by even if they are a little wrong because they are kind,
affable, bland, and charitable ; they never sneer, they never
come down on a weak opponent with a heavy hand when-
ever they get the chance ; they observe the amenities of
private and social life, and for such mon, I say, even if tbey
are a little wrong, you have a feeling of tenderness, for
them, you feel like being, "to their faults i little blind, and
to their virtues very kind." I do not thinik the hon. mem-
ber for West Durham (Mr. Blake) will get even one of his
own party to say that of him, It is said in a book from which
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hon. gentleman sometimes quotes,"Ilfor scarcely for a righ.
eous man will one die; yet peradventure for a good man
some would even dare to die," and for a good square plea-
sant fellow we would be inclined even to go a little wrong.
But what kind of bait is it which i, thrown out to this side
of the House ? It is the provincial rights bait; it is that
gorgon, that hydra-headed monster of provincial rights.
that is called forth every time that a Bill is introduced into
this House; it is called forth every time the hon. gentleman
can hang the slightest particle of clothing upon it; it is the
only bait, the only allurement, he seems able to hold forth.
The hon. member for West Durham sneered at my hon.
friend the Secretary of State; ho thought he had a chance
of saying he sneered at the Provinces. Well, I am not
here to defend the Secretary of State-he can do that much
botter for himself than I can-but as I have the floor I may
say that we all know how eloquent that hon. gentleman is
in English, although it is not his mother tongue. We
know how aptly he puts his remarks and how acceptable
they are to the House. But sometimes he will make a
slip, as the best of us would make a slip if we were to
speak in French. I can fancy that even the hon. member
for West Durham, if ho attempted to addrese the House in
French, would make many a slip, but I cannot fancy a
single Frenchman in this House taking him to task for it.
The Secretary of State took occasion to allude to the Pro-
vinces other than Ontario-the Province upon which the
hon. member for West Durham always has his mind
-speaking of Quebec, Prince Edward Island, Nova
Scotia and Nee Brunswick ho used the words little
Provinces in a way in which we do not use them,
and not speaking English as his native language.
fie used it not in an offensive sense, but as contra-distin-
guishing these from the great Federal Parliament which
governs all the Provinces. Three different times the hon.
member for West Durham sneered at him because ho used
that word, when he knew it was a slip of the tongue, when
he knew that my hon. friend was not intimately acquainted
with the English language, and at last the Secretary of State
said, interrupting him, in siatirg that he was sneering at these
Piovinces: "I did not sneer; and the hon. member for
West Durbam replied, in effect: "I accept your explanation,
but you certainly said it." The hon. member for West Dur-
ham took a tour through his own Province last summer.
He had addresses presented to him, and ho accepted them,
as Mr. Blaine accepted the address of Mr. Burchard-ho
bowed his head, he took all their compliments; but I won-
der if he thought of some of these addresses when ho made
this allusion to the hon. Secretary of State. Mark you ! the
hon. member for West Durham knows English, he has full
command of it, he knows every cranny and crevice of its
import, and knows what it means in all its relations, its
verbs, its substantives, its adjectives. Yet we heard no
word of complaint over the expression which I shall quote
from one of these addresses, and therefore I put it te him
whether it was fair to sneer at the word "little," used by any
hon. member in the sense in which it was used, and much less
the Secretary of State. This is an extract from one of the
addresses which was presented to him in Ontario last
summer:

" We further wish to place on record our disapproval of the wholesale
system of bribery recently inaugurated by the Government, under the
guise of grants to railways, bywhich Ontario was robbed for the benefit
of the amaller and poorer Provinces.

fie accepted that : that was all right; he was in Ontario,
and there was not a word of apology; he thought ho would
take what little political advantage he could; and yet when
the Secretary of State in excellent English, in beautiful
English, in eloquent tone, spoke to the House and happeued
to use the word little, in the sense I have described, ho is
taken to task, first by sneers, and secondly, by the hon.
member for West Durham when he rises to his feet and
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addresses the House. There is an old adage which says
that those who live in glass houses should never throw
stones; but I say it is not a parallel case, as the hon. Secre-
tary of State did not mention it in the sense the hon. mem-
ber for West Durham attached to it. Now, I want just to
allude to a letter from Mr. Davies, of Prince Edward Island,
a Reformer, who formerly occupied a seat in this House.
He writes to the Charlottetown Examiner in reply to a
member of this House, Mr. Hackett, and this is what ho
says:

" I was not in favor of depriving the young men of their franchise
votes ; but I was and am strongly in favor of a registration of votera,
and I was in favor of a unifrrm qualification for electors for the Com-
mons all over the Dominion.
But, Sir, the member for West Durham when he was in the
Government, passed an election law. It was introduced by
Mr. Dorion, under the auspices of the thon leader of the
Government, the member for East York. What did it pro-
vide ? Did it provide that the voters' lists in the Provinces
should not be interfered with ? Did it provide that the
Local Legislatures were the best judges of what franchises
should be had for this House, and that the lists should be
left as the Local Legislatures made them ? No, Sir, it did
not. It provided that they should in all the Provinces except
Prince Edward Island. Why they left that Province out I
do not know-perhaps the hon. member will tell us; but
instead of accepting the suffrages of the people who elected
the members of the Assem bly of Prince Edward Island, they
took the franchise of the upper House, which was £100
worth of reaf property, and tacked that on to their Bill,
thus disfranchising, according to Mr. Laird, one of the
Ministers, who made a speech in the House of Commons,
one-third of the voters on the island. In speaking in the
debate in 1874, ho (Mr. Laird) said :

" He denied in toto that anything like two-thirds of the electoro of
Prince Edward Island would be disfranchised by this Bill, and asserted
that it would flot exceed one-third."P
Showing, according to the statement of one of their own
Ministers, that at one stroke of their pen theydeprived one-
third of the electors of Prince Edward Island their votes.
Was this an invasion of provincial rights ? What did that
mean ? Why, Sir, it meant a good deal like the old couplet:

"IThe devil was uick, the devil a monk would be;
The devil wae well, the devil a monk was he."

At that time, when they were in power, they were willing
to strike down one-third of the electors of Prince Edward
Island; but the moment they get into Opposition they say:
Don't you interfere with the electoral lists, because you may
hurt someone. Now, I know that this Bill does not curtait
the franchise; I know that it gives a botter franchise than
there was before. lt does not affect the franchise by restrict-
ing it; it helps the franchise; but that is a matter of detail
that I need not go into now. I want to say one word about
the revising barristers. Mr. Dorion, in introducing his Bill
in 1874, to show why he did not wish to -have a uniform
franchise, used these words regarding revising barristers:

"Lesides saving a considerable sum of money in making up liste,
employing revising barristers, and sch other means as were necessary
to obtain a correct list of votera in each constituency every year, iG
would be far better, as a matter of principle, to adopt both the franchise
and the machinery of the Local Legislaturea in elections for the
Commons."
That was his idea if ho had got a uniform franchise; and
every body knows ho was against a uniform franchise, although
some of his colleagues were not against, and the Govern-
ment of that day was not against it. One of the reaons ho
gave was that ho would have to employ revising barristers.
The member for Queen's, P.E.I., (Mr. Davies) spoke of this
feature of the Bill, and one would have thought from his
language that he had never hoard of such a thing; "arbi-
trary," "unjust," "villainous,"-these are some of the adjec-
tives ho used with regard to this Bill. The hon. gentleman
happened once to be a member of the Local Legislature of
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Prince Edward Island, and ho introduced an election Bill
there in 1877, and carried it too; and this was one of the
clauses of that Bill:

" The said lista of electors shall be osubject to revision by the judge of
the County Court, at the time and place and in the manner set forth in
this Act, at the instance of any voter on the ground of votes being
omitted from the lists, or from either of them, or being wrongly statea
therein, or of names of persons being inserted on the lists or either of
them who are not entitled to vote ; and upon such revision the assess-
ment roll shall not be conclusive evidence in regard to any particular,
and the decision of the judge under this Act in regard to the right of
any person to vote, shall be final."

There are three judges on the island, every one appointed
by the hon gentleman's friends; and, to use the words of
the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), do you
suppose for a moment that because a man is appointed a
judge he will be a non-political judge ? No, Sir, he said, he
will be a political judge. Did ho know it because his own
party have been so extremely anxious about and have
looked so carefully after the electoral lists? Is it because
they have been making up the liste to suit themselves that
they assume that this Government and this party will do the
same? This Bill provides for a revising judge or a revising
barrister of five years' standing. He revises the lists twice,
every vote is given, and every publicity is had, and there
is not a final decision until the last revision. The
Bill of the hon. member for Queen's provided for one
revision, I won't say by a partisan judge, as hon. gentlemen
opposite would say, were he appointed by a Conservative
Government, but by one of their own friends appoint-
ed by themselves, and bis decision was to be final. We hear
a great deal about these electoral lists. I know that they
are anxious about them. The hon. member for West
Durham, when he was down in the Maritime Provinces,
told his followers there: Look out for your electoral lists ;
your speeches are all very well, but keep your eye on your
electoral lists; and one of his friends down in Annapolis
took lis advice and made out a new list altogether, the
clerk of sessions made out a new list, and it was an extra-
ordinary thing that the Tories were left off and the
Reformers put on. Re did not give a reason, but I suppose
ho would have said: Our great leader was down hore, and
ho told us to keep our eye on the electoral lists, and I did it
and made ont a new one. Now, I say that any lawyer of
five years' standing of any degree of respectability, can
be safely entrusted with the revision of the liste,
living in the county, coming into daily contact with the
public, holding an open court in open day, subpænas being
issued and every facility given to produce evidence--I ray
that lawyers of any respectability at all of five years stand-
ing will not make the mistakes that the revisers, to-day
make. Why, to-day in Nova Scotia we have revisors who
are appointed by political influence and who revise the
assessment rolls, their revision being final, no appeal being
allowed to any court or judge. Is not the system proposed
in this Bill a preferable one? Hon. gentlemen opposite have
raised the bugbear that these revising officers are to be a great
power behind the Throne, that they can do as they like, and
that we are attempting to retain office by their means and
their influence. In this hon. gentleman opposite raise an un-
necessary alarm; they are continually striving to croate feel-
ings of prejudice. They preach provincial rights in Quebec
when it suite them, and in Ontario when it suite them; they
eall the Maritime Provinces the smaller Provinces when
they are in Ontario, and describe us as the Saviours
of the Dominion when addressing the people down
by the sea; but despite all these sectionai appeals,
steadily the right hon. the leader of the Government
and his party go on from victory to victory, holding their
own wherever an opening is made, and sometimes more
than their own, despite the cries of alarm continually being
raised by hon. gentlemen opposite. Only the other day
their organ in this city described this measure as an
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infamous one, and stated if it passsed there would be a
white rebellion. Such attempts to excite prejudice are
unworthy of statesmen, they are unworthy of men who are
trying to lead public opinion, and who have behind them
many men of solid information and judgment, good, patrio-
tic.-

IMr. LANDERKIN. Loyal.

Mr. WOODWORTH. Yes, loyal; but I know there are
f annexationists in this House in the vicinity from which

came this interruption. I shall not particularise them, but
there are to-day seated in the ranks of the Opposition gen-
tlemen who would prefer annexation to the United States
than to continue living under our federal charter. I honor
the hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie) for the
part ho took in this charter, for his consistency in trying to
work it out, for his ardor and hard toil in aiding to perfect
it, and I tell him that when he and the men with him who
traoed the charter of our constitution, when their eloquent
lips are hushed, when the spirits that sustained and
nourished and resolved this charter will have departed,
their influence will still survive.

IlThese shall resist the empire of decay,
When time is o'er and worlds have passed away,
Deep in the earth the perished heart may lie,
But that whieh warmed it once can never die."

The hon. member for East York is a loyal man, loyal to
confederacy, loyal in heart and principle. He does not
quote Tennyson as glibly as does his leader and former
lieutenant; he doos not come here with Tennyson in his
arms and recite for half an hour from that poet's works; he
does not give us pictures of the lion and the tiger, and the
raven and misery and crime and death and life and all these
descriptions of storm and tempest, and, weaving them into
one great mass, say that from these miseries our finite
minds will rise some time and know their reasons now so
mysterious. Why does not the hon. gentleman, who is so
fond of losing himself in these speculations, try to
evolve harmony out of the heterogeneous elements of
confederacy? Why does ho not, before going to that
higher sphere, use his abilities and talents in the
endeavor to harmonise the elements of this confederacy,
and build up here, side by side with co-workers, a
vigorous nation? Why does ho not engage in that
work, instead of casting sneers at and heaping oppro.
brium upon the hon. tho Secretary of State, who in happy
and choice language showed the equilibriuin that existed
among the various elements in our confederacy, as for
instance exemplified in the making of the courts by the
Provincial Legislature and the appointment of the judges
by this Government and Legialature ? The hon. the leader
of the Opposition is fond of quoting Tennyson. Is not this
fiom Tennyson ? and would it not have been more appro-
priate in his case than the paraphrase ho gave:
"For nature is at one with rapine-a harm no preacher eau heal;
The May Ry is torn by the swallow, the sparrow is spear'd by the shrike,
And the whole little wood where I ait is a world of plunder and prey."

He should have quoted that instead of paraphrasing and
plagiarising Tennyson, but with all his groat rhetorical
abilities I would not give one ounce of the solid hard
work given by that loyal Canadian, the hon. member for
East York (Mr. Mackenzie), who does not, I am sorry to say,
often address the House now, but whom we regard with all
the more respect that ho does not make speeches of four
hours and three hours in length on provincial rights,
going through all the range of history and giving vent to
all sorts of utopian ideas when we have practical work to
perform when we have a country to build up. Why
does not the hon. the leader of the Opposition take the linos
from Tennyson to heart, which appeal to our national sym-
pathies. Why does not his heart beat:
" In the steamship, in the rallway, in the thoughtsathat shako mankind;"
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Why does not the hon. gentleman use his talents and
abilities, side by side with his fellowmen, in helping to
build up this great country with:
" Men, my brothers, men, the workers, ever reaping omething new
That which they have done but earnest ofthe thinga that they shalldo."

Let him give up dealing in rhetoric and turn his attention
to facts. 'Ihis is an age of facto ; bis rhetoric might very
well have suited centuries ago when people had plenty of
time on thoir bands and events marched slowly, when now
it is better to have "fifty years of Europe than a cycle of
Cathay ;" but it is out of place in this practical age, and I
trust we have had the last of three and four hour speeches on
Tennyson and the North-West troubles and every conceivable
trouble thrown into one Bill, merely to show how able a man
can make a speech with nothing in it. With these remarks
I will conclude. I am confident, Mr. Speaker, that this
Bill which bas been 18 years before Parliament and which
it is now high time should be passed, will receive ite second
reading by a very large majority.

Mr. DUPONT. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, I have
heard the hon. members opposite charging the Government
with having delayed too long in submittiug this Bill to the
consideration of the House. I cannot agree on that ground
with the hon. members of Her Majesty's loyal Opposition.
On the contrary, I think, not only that this measure bas
been introduced early enough, but also that it should never
have been introduced at all. I consider the Government
scheme, politically speaking, as a Tower of Babel-as a
political impossibility. For the last eighteen years, since
Confederation, or the federal compact, is in force in British
North America, the varions Provinces have had the privi-
lege of determining their electoral franchise to send their
representatives even in this Parliament, and no evil what-
ever bas resulted from the fact that the Provinces have had
the control of their own electoral franchise. Each Province,
in fact, is the best judge of the mode of franchise which is
best suited to it. We must not forget that the federal sys-
tem under which we live is an organisation which is rather
federal than unionist; therefore, the Provinces themselves
have to see in what manner they will be represented here.
The proof that this assertion is true lies in the fact that
each of the Provinces within the Confederation thinks it
possesses the best system of franchise. Nearly all the
modes now in force in the various Provinces differ from
one another. We have manhood suffrage in British
Columbia ; and in the eastern Provinces a suffrage exces.
sively broad, and verging upon universal suffrage; in
the Province of Ontario, and in the Province of
Quebec, qualification is based wholly on the right of property.
How is it that in this Confederation of ours we should have
so many different systems? This lies in the fact that each
Local Parliament bas chosen the mode of suffrage, which
was best suited to the people whom they were called upon to
govern. Ench Province sends a certain fixed number of
representatives to the Federal Parliament. The mission of
these members is to defend the general interest of each of
these Provinces in the Federal Parliament, with respect to
the general interest of the other Provinces. I consider, Mr.
Speaker, that in order to attain this end, we must leave to
the Local Legislature the absolute control of the electoral
franchise. Besides, there cannot be uniformity in the
electoral franchise. In the Eastern Provinces and in British
Columbia. real property may be worth less than in the Pro-
vince of Ontario, and in the Province of Quebec. $100 or
$150 worth of real estate in British Columbia, in Nova
Scotia and in Prince Edward Island, may represent a pro-
perty far more extensive than the same amount would
represent in the Province of Quebec or Ontario. That is to
say, if a property valued at $100 in British Columbia was
in the Province of Ontario it might be worth thousands of
dollars. Therefore, I say, it is impossible to establish a
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uniform mode of electoral franchise. And, Mr. Speaker, in
which Province of Confederation have people suffered
from the present system ? What complainte were brought
before the Government urging thom to come down with
their scheme, and submit it to the consideration of the
House ? I fail to see any; the whole scheme is based on
hypothesis, on conjectures, which I consider as chimerical.
They are more pretexts to carry through a most extraordi-
nary legislation. The First Minister seems to have thought
it very peculiar that a man from the Province of Ontario
might be qualified as a voter, while an inhabitant of the
Province of Quebec should be deprived of it. For my part,
I see nothing strange in that. Sir, the laws are quite
different in the various Provinces of the Dominion. The
municipal system and the civil laws differ according to the
Provinces. It is impossible to have uniformity everywhere,
and I do not think that it would be desirable. I might
recall to the hon. First Minister, an axiom which is nearly
as old as the French language itself, and which is this:

" L'ennui naquit un jour de l'uniformité."

And I much fear that with such a Bill as this, the First
Minister or the Government may end in wearying a great
many of their friends and followers. Mr. Speaker, laws
should be made for the public, and the public is not obliged
to get accustomed to laws which are made for it. In the
present case, I consider that we are compelling the people
of the different Provinces in the Dominion to adopt an
electoral law which will certainly displease a great many,
for in the Province of Quebec the extension of suffrage
granted by this Bill will be objected to, while in the Province
of Ontario and in British Columbia it will be thought that the
suffrage is too restricted. Now, the electors of the different
Provinces of the Dominion will be compelled to abide by a
law which does not suit them, and which is probably not in
keeping with competency, their wants and their way of
thinking on electoral law. I believe, Mr. Speaker, that this
Bill is useless, and moreover, that it is contrary to the spirit
of our constitution. It is an infringement on the rights of
the Provinces, and it will give satisfaction to none of them.
But, indeed, this is not the only fault of the Bill now before
the House. Lot us examine its intrinsic merit, and let us
see whether it is entitled to a special consideration on our
part, and whether it deserves to be favorably received by
the electorate of this country. This Bill does not rest upon
any principle. Besides, there is a certain class of people
who should never become electors under any law. Well, I
observe that the Bill provides for woman suffrage. Mr.
Speaker, this is the upsetting of all the ideas which we of the
Province of Quebec have entertained, at least up to thisday,
on the question of the mode of suffrage. In fact, what is
the appointed lot of woman in the community ? I do not
hesitate to say that ber mission is far different from that
which the Government assigns to her by this Bill. The
mission of woman in the community is te watch over
domestic happiness, to educate ber children, to cultivate in
the hearts of her offspring those civic virtues which will
render them usefal citizens, devoted to society and humanity.
Such, in my opinion, is the mission of woman in the world.
It is not proper that she should moddle with our electoral
contesta any more than it would be proper to send her on
the battlefield. In the one case you would expose her to
death, in the other you expose ber to insult. Yen
cannot shield ber from insult at the polls any more
than you could shield her from death on the battlefield,
if she mingled with the male soldiers. Sir, if such is the
mission of woman, then if you compel her to enter in the
political arena, you cause her to deviate from the true path
which she ought to follow. She is a bright luminary, a
shining star, but if you cause this luminary to depart from its
route, consequences will follow which will be quite serious
for society. Even, as if in the celestial world, one of the
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luminaries should cease to follow the route, which has been
assigned to it by the Creator of all things, immense trouble
and disorder would follow. So if you prevent women from
fulfidling her mission, indescribable trouble and disorder
will be the result for society. Sir, the political school for
women has never produced anything else-and history is
there to prove it-but such women as Charlotte Corday and
Louise Michel. The present Bill also offers other faults
which I cannot refrain from pointing ont to this hon.
House. Each one views them from his own standpoint,
and I feel rather inclined to explain to this louse how I
appreciate the objectionable features I find in the other
p arts of this Government measure. It will be exceedingly
difficult, if not impossible, for one officer to prepare the
voters' lists for one large county. Lot us enquire how
much work is required to prepare one voters' list in one
municipality of a county. Lot us ask the opinion of well
informed men. For my part I have, as secretary-treasurer
of a municipality, been preparing voters' lists for the last
eighteen years, and I have had occasion to notice the great
difficulties with which these officers have to contend. Now,
how can you expect that a stranger, a young lawyer from the
city or a judge from another county, men who do not know
the voters personally as the secretary-treasurer of a munici-
pality knows them, how can you expect, I say, that this
unknown individual, when he arrives in a county, will be
able, even with half of the municipal papers, to prepare a
complote list of voters? The municipal papers often
require corrections, and how will ho know that these docu-
ments ought to be corrected, when he does not know any
of the inhabitants of the municipality. It will be absolutely
necessary for him to do as the Census Commissioner does,
to travel through each muncipality, from one house to the
other, and how much time will it take to travel over such
an immense county as Gaspé, for instance, and many other
counties in the Dominion. The result will be, Mr. Speaker,
that the officer charged with the duty of making such a
list will be obliged to commence it over again when he gets
at the end of the county, or else hoe will have to employ
a host of assistants to aid him in the performance of his work;
and thon what will be the cost of preparing the list, if this
revising officer is obliged to have under his command forty
or fifty employés for each county municipality ? I can fore-
see that the lists will cost enormous sums of money, amounts
that will be far larger than the Government can expect. I
venture to say I am not exaggerating when I state that by
the proposed system the votera' list will cost over $ß00,000.
To-day the municipal officiers, or the officers charged with
the duty of preparing the voters' lista in the different Pro-
vinces in the Dominion, do not themselves determine the
value of real estate; they are not clothed with that absolute
power which is conferred to the revising officers by the
present Bill. On the contrary, these officers are obliged to
take valuation rolls from the different municipalities, these
valuations are not made for electoral purposes, but they are
generally made in a fair manner for the assessment of the
burden of taxation among the ratopayers of the municipal-
ities. It is the municipal authority which presides over the
dispensation of juetice to the ratepayers, for a certain fixed
taxation, through a valuation which is the same in propor-
tion for all the inhabitants of the municipalities. In the
Province of Quebec, at least, we have excellent voters' list,
which are prepared with a great deal of care; these lista
hardly cost anything, and the officer who prepares them is
not charged with the almost impossible task of valuating
the real estate himself; on the contrary, he takes an official
document, in which he has no right to charge an iota, and
the lista are made according to this document. There, Sir,
is a guarantee for the electorate of the municipalities, there
ls a guarantee for the electorate of a county, a guarantee
which I do not find in the Government Bill since the power
of determining the valuation is conferred upon one
man. According to the Bil the officer must take cogni-

zance of the valuation rolls, of the assessment rolls and
of the votera' lists; ho may get help from all these, but
if my property is worth $5,000, and ho feels inclined
to say that it is only worty $5, ho bas that power
and I have no means of asking redres from the
injustice done to me by that officer. Such is the position
in which the Government Bill puts us. Mr. Speaker, I fear
the Government and the party to which I was always proud
to belong, have laid themselves open to the charge of
extravagance on the part of the electorate. In
what a predicament are we to-day? We have to contend
with a rebellion, the cause of which the people think is due
to the bad policy of the Government. I do not wish to
pronounce on the policy of my friends. I claim the right of
hearing their justification before judging them. I wish to
deal fairly with them, but I say that in the Province of
Quebec such is the direction which public opinion has taken.
flere we are, going to squander in the North West, in order
to quell this outbreak, several hundreds of thousands of
dollars, and we may consider ourselves lucky if we eau put
it down without having to pay millions in expenditure. And
the remainder of our surpluses, what are we going to do
with them, Mr. Speaker? We are going to spend it in pre-
paring bad votera' lista, while we will abandon our railway
schemes, which are waiting for Government subsidies in
order to open out the untilied land of our Provinces. We
are going to leave these railways, without any subsidies, in
order to spend each year, amounts which will represent
millions, for the preparation of votera' lista which will be
not only useless, but injarious to the interest of the
party to which I have the honor to belong, Sir,
what is the revising officer? Why, it is an extra-
ordinary officer!1 Why, ho is more than a judge from the
Superior Court!1 Why ho is more than a judge from the
Supreme Court! 1Because we can appeal to the Sovereign
from the decision of the Sunreme Court. Well, from the
docision of the revising ofiicer, there will be no appeal
unless ho is willing to allow it. Sir, I think that an offloar
clothed with such power is a fact without a procedent in
any legislation, not only as regards electorat matters but
also as regarda any other subject. It seems to me that the
Conservative party and the Liberal party have their guar-
anteo in the laws now in force in the different Provinces of
the Dominion. The two victories of 1878 and 1882, prove
that our leaders have had full liberty and that the Pro-
vincial Government have not intertered in any way with
the conduct of the federal elections. Mr. Speaker, I would
be ashamed to go back to my constituency after having
sanctioned by my vote, such a monstrous principle as that
which is consecrated in the Bill now before us. I would
prefer teobe defeated in any electoral contest, with three-
fourths of my party than to achieve a victory which might
be suspected of being the result of such a tyrannical law as
that which is now before us. War comparisons are in
order in time of war, I shall make one: It would be bot-
ter for the general of an army to lose a battle fairly and
while knowing the resat beforehand, than to employ, in
order to achieve victory, destructive weapons which are
prohibited by the laws of civilized warfare. If he
employa these destructive weapons which are for-
bidden by the international law, ho will have
against him the whole world who will march against hie
army, and will crush him if ho las been victorious. On
the contrary, if after having fought fairly and loyally, ho
is beaten after having shown that courage which one las a
right to expect from the chief of an army, thon ho will, at
least, have the consolation of saying with the illustrious
vainquished of Pavia: "All is lost save the honor." Just
so in political contesta. Never should any party do any-
thing which is not according to the law of nations in order
to get the control over straightforward opponents. Now,
I consider that the prosent Bill is an infringement on the
law of nations. Indeed, Mr. Speaker, could any one
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imagine a law which would be more contrary to the
principles of constitutional government, a more arbitrary
law ? A law so extraordinary in fact, that I believe, that
even if we should use the means which it pute at our dis-
posal to control the electorate, we would be crushed in the
next electoral contest; because, in my opinion, this law will
have the result of stirring up against us our own
followers, who will say: If to-day we deprive our opponents
from their liberty, to-morrow they may deprive us from
the liberty we now enjoy. Mr. Speaker, what is the posi-
tion in which the judges of Ontario are now put? We make
them come down from the bench to become electoral agents.
But it may be said: The judges are superior men, men who
enjoy the respect and confidence of those who are under
their jurisdiction. I believe that is true, but then that is
no reason why we should take means to make them
lose that respect and that confidence. Indeed I consider
that in compelling them to meddle so actively withpolitics,
we will deprive the courts over which they preside, from
that respect which they now enjoy. The judges will lose
their character the moment they become electoral agents.
There are men in whose breast you will awaken the slum-
bering political passions and party spirit; the more so, as
there will be no appeal from their decisions. They will act,
not as judges, but as political and salaried agents of a Gov-
ernment. And there will be no appeal from their decision.
They will only be responsible to the House, and to what
kind of a flouse will they be responsible to, if they commit
irregularities ? To a House whose election will be partly
due to their irregularities. We all know that such a House
will never blame these officers, through whose exertions it
shall have been elected, and through whose exertions the
members will unjustly retain their seats. But, perhaps, I
may be told that I am putting things to the worse, that I
see everything in dark colore; that the electoral officers
will not act so; that they will all be honest, and will allow
them to act according to law, and according to the dictates
of their conscience. Sir, under the existing laws, the electoral
offcers are amenable to the courts. Severe penalties are
dealt to those who violate the laws; and still, at every gen-
eral election, a certain number of these offcers do violate
the laws. Why should we lead one or the other of the two
parties into the temptation of appointing election officers,
who will control the electorate in a shameful manner ?
Why should we consecrate the principle by a formal
law if it is not to be used ? I fail to see the reason
of this, and I await an explanation from the hon. Ministers
on this point. And, Mr. Speaker, when a political party
will leave power, bequeathing to their successors the legacy
of such a law under which exactions will perhaps have been
committed, what can we expect ? I do not allude to either
of the two political parties in particular-we must expect
retaliation, and where will retalliation lead us ? They
will lead.us to political anarchy. Mr. Speaker, if the Con-
servative party consider as a present the electoral war steed
which is offered to them by their Government, they are
sadly mistaken. It is a dangerous gift, it is a present which
carries in its entrails the death of many a member of the
Conservative party. I may perhaps be considered by some
as being rash and foolhardy; I know not what lot is in
store for me after to-day, I know not whether my lot will
be that of that imprudent youth who having one day
thrown a spear in the Bide of a large wooden colossus before
Troy was devoured by serpents. I hope not, I know that
such will not be my fate. But i eis quite possible that my
political reputation will be damaged by journaliste who are
too zealous in favor of the Government. Nevertheless, I
think I have done my duty, and I do not think that in spite
of common sense, in spite of justice, we are obliged to intro-
duce into our legislation this electoral war horse. I am
not making a threat, but I believe that if this Bill becomes
law, such as it is drafted, without amending it so as to
change its nature, great injury to the Conservative party
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will be the result ; I believe both political parties will
buffer from it. I think it will lead to political anarchy,
and that it will completely rout the compact phalanx over
which the hon. leader of the Government has presided for
such a great number of years. Once again, this is not a
throat which I make, it is a conviction which I frankly and
candidly express.

Mr. TASCHEREAU. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, I cer-
tainly did not expect to address the House on the second
reading of the Bill now submitted to our consideration, but
after having heard the eloquent speech, the passionate plea
of the hon. member for Bagot (Mr. Dupont) I feel it my
duty, as a representative of the people, to try and express
also my opinion on this Bill.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. (Translation.) Perhaps the
hon. gentleman will allow me to remark that it is impos-
sible for him to make his speech in ten minutes, and he
would probably prefer that the House should declare that
it is six o'clock.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. TASCHEREAU. (Translation.) Well, I was saying

that I feel it my duty to also express my own way of think-
ing on this Bill, to not give a silent vote, and to say why,
as a member, just as consciencious, just as independent, and
just as enlightened, I hope, as the hon. member for Bagot.
I shall vote in favor of the second reading of this Bill. I
shall give my vote in favor of the second reading of this
Bill, for the chief reason that it contains a conservative
idea, a conservative principle, and that it is con-
servative in its very essence. it is conservative
as a whole, and will be conservative in its con-
sequences. Indeed, Mr. Speaker, what do we see to-day
in every part of the Dominion, that immense country which
is composed of many Provinces, every one of which has
franchise of its own? In one you have qualification based
entirely on real property, as in the Province of Quebec;
and in other Provinces, as in British Columbia and some
other Provinces in the east, you have universal suffrage.
Now, what is the result of this law ? It will tend to e8tablish
uniformity of the conservative principle in all parts of the
Dominion, to base the qualification of all the inhabitants of
the Dominion of Canada on the conservative principle,
that whoever pays taxes has a right to vote. In fact, by
referring to the Bill you will find in it that principle
affirmed in its broadest sense; that is to say, there is no
more what the English call manhood suffrage; but you
will find in it the suffrage given to the elector who is owner
of property, or lessee, or who bas a certain income. This
is the essence of the conservative principle, as regards the
right of suffrage. I believe that this Bill is conservative in
its essence, and for that reason it was right it should be
introduced by the leader of the Conservative party, and for
that reason I think it ought to be supported by every one
who calls himself a Oonservative, and who have acted as
such up to this day. Now, Mr. Speuaier, one of the
objections raised by the hon. member for Bagot against
this Bill is that it interferes with the rights of the Provinces.
I will ask wherein it does interfere with the rights
of the Provinces? A law interferes with the rights
of the Provinces whenever, by virtue of the constitution,
it is not within the jurisdiction of the Parliaments
who have passed it. For instance, the argument might
apply in the case of the License Act. In that case there
were doubts as to which Parliament had jurisdiction
with regard to the License Act. The law paissed in 1883
was such as to croate, as it has created, a number of diffi-
ties; because, on the one hand, the Provinces claimed the
right of legislating on this matter, and, on the other hand,
the Dominion Governament claimed the same right. But
the case is not the same to-day, for it is written in black and
white, in the Act of British North America, that the
Canadian Parliament shal have the right to pass a law
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uniformly regulating the electoral franchise. Therefore,
the Bill does not interfere, in this manner, on local legisla.
tion. In what manner could it interfere with it ? In pas.
sing Ihis law, are we to touch any of the privileges of
the Provincial Legislatures ? Are we to infringe, in
any way, on their right of passing such a law? fHas
their right of regulating the Dominion franchise been
vested in them by virtue of any of the provisions of the
Act of British 1orth America ? I do not think it; and if I
was not satisfied that the Bill which is submitted to our
adoption, on the present occasion, does not in any way
interfere with the legislation of the Provinces, or encroach
in any way upon their jurisdiction, I would oppose it with
all my might. Another objection raised by the hon. member
for Bagot, against the Bill now before the House, is that by
giving the right of suffrage to women we would be creating a
montrous legislation. Well, Mr. Speaker, I do not now wish
to discuss that part of the question which is more intricate.
This innovation in our legislation may lead to serious conse-
quences, and I suppose it will be discussed when the Bill
is examined in committee. But for the same reason which
I have given a while ago, it seems to me that the fact of
granting the right of suffrage to women is pushing the con-
servative principle to its last limits, so to speak. If we
take it as a conservative principle that the right of suffrage
should be granted to whoever pays the taxes, and if a
woman pays taxes, owns property and is interested in the
good legislation, and in the welfare and prosperity of the
country, by virtue of what principle could we refuse to give
her the right of voting ? Have we not seen in our municipal
elections, at least I can affirm that it was so in the city of
Quebec, a few years ago, women having a right to go to the
polls and to vote for the aldermen or the mayor whom they
thought was best qualified to defend their property and their
municipal interests, and I do not think that any serious
evils followed. But, as I said a while ago, this new legisla-
tion involves consequences which are too serious to allow
me to form an opinion just now on this matter, and I intend
to do it when the Bill comes before the Committee of the
Whole House. The third objection raised by the hon. mem-
ber for Bagot has reference to the question of revising
officers. He has specially urged two leading argu-
ments. The first is the question of expenditure, and the
second is the want of guarantee which would be offered
to the electorate by the action of these revising officers.i
Well, Mr. Speaker, I think with the hon. member, that this
appointment of revisirg officers, and this revision of lists
will, for the first year, cause considerable expenditure. 1
scarcely know the counties of the other Provinces, but I
know that in the Province of Quebec, the counties are large,
the population is numerous, and in order to prepare a list
which will be satisfactory to all concerned, it will be neces.
sary for the revising officer, during the first year, to devote
most of his time to it, and this will involve a pretty large
expenditure. But it is so with all laws when they are firstj
put in force; this inconvenience will take place, but it willj
not last long. Though, if I rightly understand the present
Bill, when once the voters' lists are prepared, when once
they are completed, so to speak, all that will be necessary
will be to revise them; that is to say, all the revising officers
will have to do will be to go in the counties and cause to
be inserted in the new lists, the names of those who have
become qualified to vote since the previous year, and at the
same time remove therefrom the names of those who have
died or have become disqualified in any other manner. It
seems to me that this will not cause a great loss of time
nor involve a great amount of cost.

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

After Recess.
Mr. TASCHEREAU. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, when1

you left the Chair before recess, I had stated that I should1

vote for the second reading of the Bill because it appeared
to me that the Bill was consecrating a conservative principle;
secondly, because the Bill was not interfering either directly
or indirectly with the provincial rights, and thirdly, I said
that the revision of the list by a lawyer called "revising
barrister " would not, after the first year, involve a greater
amount of cost, and I was just saying that by this Bill the
whole of the electorate of the Dominion will bave as full a
guarantee as if we followed the same mode which has bore-
tofore been followed in making and preparing the voters'
lists. [1will limit my remarks to the Province of Quebec,
to which the hon. member for Bagot has referred in the
speech he delivered this afternoon. He said that in the
Province of Quebec, the valuation rolls on which the voters'
lists were based, offered an important guarantee to the
electorate. But, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this
guarantee will still exist in the same manner that it existed
heretofore. The voters' list which will be prepared by the
revising barrister will aiso be based, to a certain extent, on
the valuation roll, and if it is allowed to give evidence
before this revising barrister, in order to insert the names
on the voter's list, the first document which will have to be
consulted, the first evidence which will have to be
adduced before him, will necessarily have to be the
valuation roll itself, which will be the most important basis
of the voters' list. To-day this valuation roll is not the only
document on which the list is based, and we can also
appeal from the valuation roll itself. Thus, supposing
there should be an appeal from the voters' list prepared by
the municipal councils, it is allowed to prove by witness
against the valuation roll, and it will still be permitted to
prove the same thing before this revising barrister, it will
be possible to adduce the same evidence against the valua-
tion roll or in support of it, which it is.to.day allowed to
make in case of an appeal before a judge. I hold, Mr.
Speaker, that that tribunal being more important, having
more prestige, surrounded with more spledor than the
municipal council, the electors will be more eager to have
their names on the voters' list than they are to-day ; and I
think that consequently the lists will be prepared in better
shape than they are to-day, and that a smaller number of
persons will be deprived of their votes, either willingly or
unwillingly. Sir, the hou. member for Bagot, in the.
speech he bas just delivered, bas used an argument which is
so violent, that it is upset by its own violence. Hie stated
that this Bill was an infringement on the law of nations.
Well, Mr. Speaker, I beliere that no hon. member, not
even those who are most opposed to the Government, none
of those who have discussed this Bill with the greatest
warmth, and who have opposed it the -most strongly, have
dared to use such an argument, such an expression. The
leader of the Opposition, in the speech ho delivered last
Iriday, admitted that, according to the Act of British North
America, the Bill was constitutional. To say that this Bill
is against the law of nations one must say that the
authors of Confederation, when they inserted in the Act of
British North America the sub-section which authorises the
Dominion of Canada to enact a law to establish uniformity
in the qualification of voters throughout the Dominion, have
introduced a principle which is against the law of nations,
and say that those who took part in the contest at the time,
and who bad far more experience than the hon. member
for Bagot has now, have not discovered such a principle,
and that neither them nor those who are even now fighting
the authors of Confederation, have discovered it. Why then
should this Bill involve an infringement on the laws of
nations ? Does it contain a principle which is against
natural law? fias not any Parliament, any nation, the
right of passing laws regulating the mode of suffrage?
Are there not in any county aifferent systems of franchise?
Has not France her own mode of suffrage? Hias not
England a system of franchise which is different from that
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of France? And has not Belgium a different mode of lier
own ? Now, if we come to the Confederation of Canada, do
we not see that almost every Province has a special mode
of regulating their franchise? Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I
do not see where is the infringement on the law of
nations in this Bill. Is it because the officer who is
to be called a "revising barrister" will be appointed
by the Government? Well, if it is on that account,
I think that the danger arising from that appoint-
ment is greatly exaggerated, but perhaps this will
offer the greatest difficulty in carrying out the law.
The law is good in its known principle, as, I think, I have
pointed out, but in order that it may be good in its applica-
tion, the Government must chose a revising barrister who
shall be considered as an able lawyer, who shall be awake to
the sense of his responsibility, who shall have sufficient
knowledge and prestige to place himself above party pre-
judices, above popular passions and who will be able to give
a sound and impartial decision on all questions which will
be submitted to him. Mr. Speaker, the Government will
have to exercise a great discretion in the appointment of
these. If these voters' lists are not prepared by judges
already appointed, as long as the revising officers are chosen
among men of high standing, men who are responsible in all
respects. I believe there will be no danger in the carrying
out of that law. Bat it may be said: These revising officers
are appointed by the Government, therefore they will be
the Government's creatures and will be interested in put-
ting on the voters' list only persons who are supporters of
the Govern ment. Well, this is a poor reason to give. It
is showing very little confidence in the moral sense of the
people, it is showing very little confidence in their learning
and independence to state that the electors of the whole
Dominion are so little enlightened that their votes will be
influenced because the revising officer shall have put their
names on the voters' list. I think, Mr. Speaker, that
we must place ourselves on a higher standpoint in
order to judge these questions and that we ought to consider
the electorate of the Dominion of Canada from another stand-
point, consider it as being more enlightened, more inde-
pendent and not use such reasons as these to oppose this
Bil. The hon. member for Bagot said : These judges will
be the agents of the Government. Well, I stiil fail to see
that their position will make them electoral agents. As I
said a while ago, they would be men who would have the
sense of their position, and why should they be electoral
agents ? Why should they come down from the seat in
which they would have been placed by the confidence of
the publie? Why should they stoop from the dignity to
which they would have been raised through the confidence
of the Government, and consequently of the public,to become
low electoral agents and to try and defraud the electors of
their franchise ? I do not think, Mr. Speaker, that this
argument is irresihtible and I have too much confidence in
the members of the bar and in the electorate as a whole,
to believe that such an argument might prevail. Besides,
the municipal councils who now prepare the lists are
generally composed of members of both political parties,
are generally Conservatives or Liberals, and did we ever
see that there was irretrievable abuses ? Well, I do not
see why these revising officers, who will be better scholars
than the municipal councillors generally are, should not keep
their independence and should not be worthy of their country
and of the Government who appointed them. And more
than that, Mr. Speaker, the Bill provides that their indepen-
dence will be wholly loft to them. These judges will not
be Government employés, when once they shall have been
appointed. These officers will not be in the service of the
Government, but they will be at the service of the country
at large. They will only be dependent on the House itself,
which will have the power to dismiss them; and, therefore,
the argument that being officers of the Government they
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must work in the interest of their masters, falls to the
ground. I think, that as a rule, people are greatly mis.
taken about this law. I think this law, or another of the
kind is necessary, if we wish to become a united people
over the whole of the Dominion. The inhabitants of one
Province must enjoy the same rights and privileges, as
those of all the other Provinces. For that reason, I aleo
think, that if we wish to avoid the difficulties which some-
times crop up between the various Provinces and the
Federal Parliament, each one must keep within their own
jurisdiction. We must remove all circumstances in which
conflicts may arise between the rights and privileges of
each Legislature. Provincial Legislatures must pass their
own laws, and the Dominion Parliament must not interfere
with them. On the other hand, the Dominion Parliament
must be at liberty to make laws, with which the Provinces
will not interfere. For the reasons I have just given, Mr.
Speaker, I shall vote in favor of the second reading of the
Bill.

Mr. AUGER. I think it is my duty to say a few words
on this question. It is an important question, and I think
I would not be doing my duty to myself, to my constituents,
or to the country, if I did not enter my protest against the
Bill before the House. The hon. the Minister of Public
Works and the hon. member for Cardwell (Mr White),
when they spoke on this question, found fault with this side
of the House because, according to their ideas, we discussed
the matter rather too much. The member for Cardwell
went so far as to state that the member for Elgin (Mr.
Casey) had spoken forty-seven times on the Civil Service
Bill. Well, it does not make any difference how many times
an hon. member speaks on a measure if he speaks well and
brings out good arguments. I think it would have been
better for the hon. member for Cardwell to have taken the
small speeches of the hon. member for Elgin and shown
which of them was useless and ought not to have been
spoken. I think we are here to discuss. But I have the
report of the answer of the Secretary of State to the argu-
ments of the Minister of Public Works and the member for
Cardwell. The Secretary of State said: Discussion brings
good results. Well, if it brings good results, I think the
Opposition ought to be congratulated upon doing their duty.
Has there been any reason advanced for the necessity
of this Bill? The present system has existed for eighteen
years. No one has found fault, everyone las been satisfied,
there has been no petition, no one has asked to change the
law. The reason given by the Secretary of State and the
member for Cardwell is that we ought to have uniform
legislation. Will they have it by this Bill? I believe not
if you take this Bill and go over all its details, over section
after section, you will find that we have not a uniform Bill.
For instance, in some Provinces, the Bill gives the right to
fishermen to be qualified on moveable property, but else.
where other classes of people have not that right. In towns,
a man who has a lot that may be worth $200 and who may
have a span of horses worth $400 or $500, who is earning
his living and doing good to the country, has no right to
vote, while a fisherman in the Maritime Provinces may have
a foot of ground worth 25 cents, but, if he has a boat and
tackle, he bas a right to vote. Is that uniform ? Is the
principle just ? No, it is not just, and I think the hon.
members on the other side know that it is not just and that
it is not uniform; it is only a pretext. The second reason
given is that we have no control over the local officers.
That argument has been advanced by the hon. member
for Cardwell and the hon. the Secretary of State.
Are they serions about that ? If they are seri-
ons, they cannot have read the Bill, but they
cannot be serions; they must have read the Bill;
the Secretary of State, who is a member of the Government,
must know something about the Bill; so I think this argu-
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ment is only used to throw dust in the eyes of their fol-
lowers. They say we have no control over the local offi-

cers. Let us see whether that is so. Section 61 of the
Bill says this:

" Eve officer or person who is by law the custodian of any asses.
ment roi, or list of voters, or of any other list or document, which,
under section 12 or section 30, the revising officer is required to obtain
and use for the purpose of preparing any veters' list, or of any duplicate
or duly certified copy thereof, shal furniah the same, or a certified copy
or copies thereof to the revising officer, as by him required; and any
such officer or person refusing or omitting to furnish the same to the
revising officer within a reasonable time, shall, for such refusal or omis-
sion, incur a penalty of not less than two hundred dollars, and not
exceeding one thousand dollars."

Now, if you can force the municipal officer, the secretary of
a council, to furnish a copy of the valuation roll, or a copy
of the voters list, can you not force him just the same to
make the list ? It is one or the other. ias there been a
case where the local officers have refused to comply with
the requirements of the Federal Legislature ? No. The hon.
member for Cai dwell seems to give two reasons for the only
pretext the Government might have for passing such a law.
He says that, in Nova Scotia, the Liberal Government
passed a law in 1871 by which they disfranchised a cer-
tain class so as to lessen the influence and the power of the
Conservative party. Here are his words:

"I have here a Statute passel in 1871, I presume when their own local
elections were coming on, in which it declares as follows.
I will not read the section now.

" That was passed in 1871 by the Local Government. Why ? Because
they supposed that some of those electors, being officers in some sense,
or employees of the Dominion Government, might have influence in
Dominion elections, and they passed that law practically to disenfran-
chise them, practically to lessen the power of the Conservative party in
that Province."

Lot us see what class of voters they wanted to strike off:
" It shall not be lawful for any person to vote at any election for a

member or members to represent the people in a General Assembly of
this Province, who, at any time within fifteen days before thé day of
election, was in receipt of wages or emolument of any kind as an
employee in the Post office, the Custom house, the Inland Revenue
Departent, the lighthone service, on the Goverament railways, in the
Crown land office or the local Public Works and Mines."

Now, in the Province of Queboc, in 1875, the Conservative
arty passed a law, and let us see what are the exemptions1
made by the Conservative party, in order so see whether1
they did it to lessen the power of the Conservative party.1
Here are the exceptions: Custom house officers, clerks
of the Crown, clerks of the peace, registrars, sheriffs,
deputy sheriffs, deputy clerks of the Crown, offleers and
mon of the provirioal and municipal police, Crown land
agents, postmasters in cities and towns, all officers employed
to collect duties payable to Her Majesty, including Excise,
and those that are under the local or Federal Government.
That was passed by the Conservative party of the Province
of Quebec. Did they do it to lessen the power of the Con-
servative party in the Federal Government. The hon.i
member for Cardwell, who is always ready to throw hints1
against the Liberal party, was ready to make believe that
the Provincial Government of Nova Scotia passed that lawî
on purpose to lessen the power of the Oanservative party.
no, Mr. Speaker, I believe that if we leave the Conservativei
party alone they will lessen their power soon enough.c
These are the only reasons given by the hon. gentlemen
opposite. Now, I am opposed to this Bill for several rea-.
sons. One of them is that in the state of our finances,
when, as the M inister of Public Works said last night, our
financial position is such that we cannot undertake usefulr
public works, when we are engaged in putting down a
rebellion in this country that will likely cost millions, when
we have to go to a foreign market to borrow money to
meet our necessities, and when we have to go from bank to
bank to borrow millions to keep the Government going, I
think it la no time to put the country to such a cost-for

cost it will be, and a great cost, more, I think than some
hon. gentlemen have estimated. I think it will cost over
8300,000. Now we are to have over 200 of these revising
officers. They will bo lawyers, and we know that lawyers
do not work for nothing. Then you would have as many
bailiffs, then as many clerks, and in some instances, more
clcrks. Then there wili be the printing. You will have to
have a great many copies of the lists. I have made
a calculation for my own county, and I find the revising
officer would have to furnish 275 copies of the list.
That will cost a good deal of money. Then there
would be the confusion between the Provincial voters' list
and the Dominion voters'list which will prove very trouble-
some. Thon it would force a Province to accept a franchise
to which it is opposed. In British Columbia, I think, they
have manhood suffrage, and aiso in Prince Edward Island ;
while in the Province of Quebee we have a land and pro.
perty suffrage. I think it would be contrary to the wishes
of the people to assimilate all the suffrages of the several
Provinces. I know in my own Province we would rather
fix our own franchise, and I think the other Provines
desire to do the same. That is only just. The Province of
Quebec sends 65 members here. What difference does it
make to Ontario or the other Provinces how we send them ?
It is for us to judge by whom we are to be represented and
not for the other Provinces. The hon. member for Card-
well (Mr. White) has said that thero will be an appeal
under this Act from the decision of the revising officer, and
said there would be a botter a ppeal under this Act thau
there is under the local law. Well, now, if he was a mem-
ber for the Province of Quebec, ho would know botter, but
I excuse him because he belongs to Ontario. In the Prov-
ince of Quebec the council appoints three valuators, who
make the roll. The roll is advertised, and it is brought
before the local council by whom it is revised. It is not a
political affair; it is revised in case of mistakes, and
then, if any one feels that injustice bas been done
him, he can appeal to the county council or to the courts.
The secretary-treasurer is bound to make hi@ voters' list
from that roll after it is revised. After he makes the list he
deposits it for thirty days, and during that time notice is given
to the electors, if they have any complaint to make, to come
before the council and there state their case. If their names
have been left out, and they can show the council that they
have a right to have their. names put on, the council decides
whether they shall be put or or not. If anyone feels aggrieved
at the action of the council, he has a right to appeal to the
courts. But it does not cost him ariything, except when ho
appeals to the courts. The appeal to the council does not
cost him anything, and of course ho would be more likely to
get justice from seven councillors, elected by the people, than
from officers appointed by the Government. Still, if ho is
not satisfied, he can appeal to the court, and it is only thon
that he has to pay anything ; and ifho is right and succeeds
in his suit, it is the municipal council who has refused to do
him justice that bears the cost. But the hon. Secretary of
State and the hon. member for Cardwell said there was an
appeal. Now, let us see what kind of an appeal there is.
The Secretary of State, of course, is a clever lawyer, and he
read the clause concerning an appeal. Let us take the first
clause that grants appeal and see what it says:

"oAny persn or persons who, under the foregoing sections, shall have
made complaint according te the practice therein provided for in respec-
of the lisof f voter in any polling district, the fial revision thereof,
whether such list be the ret or any subsequent voters' lit for the poll-
in g district prepared under this Act ; or any person or persons, with
reference to whom such complamnt was made, who shall be dissatisfied
with the decision on any point of law of the revising officer, in respect of
mh cmplaint, may give te the revising ofleer on the day of eschdecision-

See the injustice cf that. Suppose the decision is given at
half-past three o'clock in the afternoon. Thec an is there
without a lawyer to defend him. That very day he must
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give notice to the revising officer; and more than that, in
that notice he must state all the reasons. Ie has not time
to think about it; he has no chance to consult a lawyer; he
must give the reasons at once. Well, of course, Mr.
Speaker, you are not likely to have such an experience,
because, I believe, you are a lawyer; but if you were a farmer,
and were before the revising officer, pleading your case, and
you had only from half-past three o'clock or a quarter to four
to state your case, and if you did not do that, he would
decide that you had no right to have your name on the list,
you would think that was pretty hard. But in a court of
law you would have time to give the reasons. The Bill
goes on to say:

" And before the adjournment of the court on that day, notice in
writing of his desire to appeal to a saperior court from uch decision,
stating shortly in such notice the decision complained of and his
reasons for appealing against it."

In some cases it may be possible to do so when the matter
is decided early in the morning; but wheu it is decided
later, just before the court adjourns, how is there time to
give reasons ? Of course, the Government does not intend
that this shall be done at all. The party may have only
one minute in which to give that notice in writing. If the
officer-

" Thinks it reasonable and proper to allow such appeal, he shall, as
soon as he can conveniently do so, state, in the form of a special case,
the facts established, according to bis opinion by the evidence, and
necessary to be laid before the court above, in order to determine the
said point of law, also his own decision on the same, as nearly as may
be according to the form and practice provided for the stating and
heariig of a special case in the court intended to be appealed to, and he
shall then sign the same as revising officer.1

He will do that, if he thinks proper. If he does not think
proper, he will not do it. We know there will not be many
officers who will grant the appeal. But is it right and
just that we should be placed in that position, that a nominee
of the Government-for, of course, they will appoint their
friends-should possess this power; it is possible there may be
211 honest lawyers, but, of course, lawyers of any standing
will not accept the positions. They will have to be filled by
lawyers of the lowest grade, by some of those who go round
the election courts and earn 75 cents a day, or so. So I say,
that even though the Government are able to find 2l(1
honest lawyers in the country, yet they will not be of this
class. Thus we shall be placed in the power of
the lawyers. It is ridiculous and against common
sense; and I am surprised that a man of the stand-
ing of the First Minister should bring in such a Bill
and submit it to the country. It is surprising, and I
believe he is surprised himself. I am satisfied he knows
better. The hon. Secretary of State said the other night
he was for the autonomy of the Provinces. I doubt it,
somewhat. I believe I have a right to have my doubts on
the question. I will tell you, Mr. Speaker, why I doubt it.
I doubt it because he is a member of the Government which
presented this Bill, that seeks to take away the rights of
the Provinces. He is a member of the Government that
desired, when the courts decided that the Provinces had the
right to pass laws respecting the liquor license question, to
carry the case to appeal, and endeavor to take away the
rights of the Provinces. These facts speak stronger than
words. The difficulty of preparing these lists by
the revising officer will be great. Of course, as
ias as been said by other speakers, the treasurer of a muni-
cipality, who is on the spot all the time, knows everybody
and all the property; ho has the voters' roll before him, and
it is pretty easy, therefore, to make up a list; but even in
that case there are mistakes committed. Take a man,
especially a lawyer, and what does he know about property?
Lawyers know only about cases. If the Government had
taken the secretaries of municipalities, they would have
been more qualified to prepare lists, because they deal with
property all the time; they make deeds, not for themselves,

Mr. Auez».

but for others. But what does a lawyer of five years' practice
know ? Take any lawyer in my county, and what does
he know about property in the county? He will have to
go from house to house, if he is an honest man. But ho
cannot do it, if he wished to do so. Then look at the cost
and trouble. First, the officer is to find the roll and make
the list. He is not bound to take the roll; he is not to take
it as a basis but as a guide only. He then makes enquiries
of this man and that woman, and finds out who are widows,
old maids, and so forth. After that he gives notice that on
a certain day he will visit the county and make a revision.
He has to visit every municipality of the county and
hold a meeting to make a final revision. In my county
there are fourteen municipalities. It is out of the
question that you can appoint a judge to do this work.
They are too much engaged already, and the other
day it was found necessary to bring Judge Mousseau
from a distance to hold court in my county. How could
a judge hold fifteen meetings in one county. The
consequence is, that he will require more than one clerk-
he would require a staff of clerks, and the county will have
to pay for them. Any practical man in this House recog-
nises the fact that it is impossible for the revising barrister
to make a list correctly, unless he spends his whole time at
the work; and in that case we would have to pay him well I
have no confidence in the appointments which the Govern-
ment will make. How eau we trust the Government to do
justice in this case-a Government that passed the Gerry-
mandering Bill of last Session, a Government that wants to
take away power from the people, a G>vernment that wants
to take advantage of its strength in Parliament to carry the
next general elections. That is the meaning of the speech
of the hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White) the other
night. I have heard, during last Session, and ever since I
came into the House, that hon. gentlemen opposite were
strong, and were not afraid to go before the electors;
but I believe they have been afraid of the electors
all the time. They are afraid of the electors now.
They dare not go to the electors now, with the law we have;
and why ? Because they have not carried on the affairs of
the country as they ought to have carried them on, and
hence they are afraid to meet the electors. Some of the
speakers have said that they would go to the same electors;
but I say no. If, for instance, the hon. member for
Missisisquoi (Mr. Baker) were here, he would tell you that
in his own couaty, in the town of Farnham, this Bill would
take away from him 100 electors who voted for him
before, because the qualification, which is $200 now,
would be $300 under this Bill, and the same may be true of
some other members. Now, Mr. Speaker, others will
address the House, and I think I have said enough.

Some hon. MEMBERS. lear, hear.

Mr. AUGER. Yes; I think I have said enough to satisfy
any reasonable man that the Bill is unjust, but of course I
cannot satisfy the hon. gentleman for Perth, and others on
that side. I think I have said enough to convince any fair
minded man who is not a partisan, who works only for the
interests of the people, that he should not vote for the Bill.
But a further proof that this Bill is contrary to justice, that
it is hard to be swallowed, even by hon. members from the
other side, is, that the Government dare not let them free
to vote for themselves, but the Minister of Public Works
turns round and tells them that if they voted for the motion
of the hon. member for South Huron they would vote
against the Government, and to beware of the consequences.
That shows that they are afraid to meet the subject freely,
and have the members on the other side vote according
to their consciences. They must not vote according to their
conciences, but according to their party. If the measure
was so necessary and so just, why not make it an open
question, as the hon. Premier proposes to make that part of
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Bill with reference to women franchise. Why do they not
do so ? It is because they know the Bill would not pass.
But the Premier says he will not insist on that clause about
the female franchise. Of course, I am going to vote against
women franchise, for I am opposed to it. I do not
believe there is a man , in this Hous likes a woman
botter than I do. I like a woman, but Iike her in ber
place, in the sphere which Providence provided for her.
Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I would be placed in a
bad position if this Bill should pass-not on account of my
looks, bocause I think the man opposing me might, perhaps,
be a worse looking man than I am; but we know we are going
to have widows voting, and most likely we will have old
maids, and it would not do to have a public meeting
attended by these widows and old maids, so we would have
to have private meetings. The candidate would have to be
there, and that would be placing me in a very bad position;
for what would my wife say? Perhaps some old mon would
like to be placed in that position; perhaps thePremier himself
might like it, as I think.he is at an age when there would b
no danger. But to be serious, Mr. Speaker, I want to show
yon the injustice of the proposed female franchise. Beocause
a widow or an old maid bas some property, she bas a right
to vote, but a married woman, who does more good for the
country than widows or old maids, may'have property, and
the Government will qualify her husband on that property,
and still she will not have the right to vote. The man may
have no property; he may ho a spendthrift, and cannot
keep his property, and the woman may be a clever, smart
woman; the man would not vote if it were on his own pro-
porty, and the Governmont gives the man a right to vote
on bis wife's property, but it debars that clever woman. who
is raising a family of children, who takes care of them and
perhaps takes care of her husband-the Government deb.rs
that woman from voting. Now, if you were to give the
franchise to any class of women I would begin with married
women, because we know it is not good for widows and old
maids to be going from door to door, and so on, for they
would get to be too talkative. That would be the effect, for
if the candidate was not a married man, and was a good
looking fellow, they would take an interest in getting him
elected; perhaps they might do so with me; they might go
from house to house, and just think of a young widow or
an old maid doing that kind of work. I think it is absurd.
Now I will leave the subject. If this Bill passes I do not
fear it so much as some persons do. I do not believe if it
passes it will carry the Conservative party into power, for
I bolieve thero is public opinion enough in the country to
drive them out of power when they see its injustice, and
that it is a grab on their rights, that it is taking
away the rights of the people altogether, and put.
ting every elector of the country into the power of
!ho revising officers-yes, and of the Government
that nominates them. I think, however, the Bill will not
pass. I think the Premier, after ho has looked over;matters,
after ho las heard the Bill discussed on both sides, will see
bis way to withdraw the Bill, and if he does so it will be so
much in his favor. If ho does pass the Bill I do not
believe it will hurt us as a party, but it will hurt the
country. It will help to set Province against Province and
party against party. And supposing they pass the
Bill, and we are returned to power, would not we be
tempted to follow thoir example and to retaliate in some
measure. That is the conclusion of this party feeling-
doing everything through party, so that I hope the hon.
Premier will see lis way clear to withdraw the Bill, and
keep the little confidence which the country has in him
now.

Mr. MACKINTOSU. Mr. Speaker. It must be reas-i
suring to gentlemen on this side of the House to
discover how quickly the equanimity of our friends
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opposite has been restored by the jocular remarks of
my hon. friend from Shefford (Mr. Auger). I think, in
discussing this question, we should at the same time look
into the record of those who profess to criticise the Bill
introduced by the right hon, leader of the Government.
We have been told that this measure has been introduced too
suddenly-that there has not been time given for the coun-
try to consider it, that it has been sprung upon this House
and country. I ask hon. gentlemen to look back and
weigh the question fairly, generously and in an unbi-
assed spirit, and thon to say whether the Government have
taken the public into their confidence, or basely betrayed
that confidence. All the speakers on the opposite side
who have preceded me, referred to the fact that this
Bill was introduced fifteen years ago. When it came
before the House on the 13th of April, 1883, 1 find that the
hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) said:

" We should have had a full opportunity, not merely to consider the
provisions here, but also to consult the constituencies throughout the
various parts of this extensive country."

At that time the hon. gentleman complained that the people
had not been consulted; he asked for time, and the lion.
leader of the Government gave him time. Putting it at the
shortest period, the hon. leader of the Opposition has had two
years during which to consult the feelings of the constitu-
encies. I ask him and his supporters in this House, whether
they have done so-whether they have taken advantage
of the time at their disposal, and whether they are now
dealing honestly or fairly with the Government, in doclaring
that no time has been allowed for discussing this matter.
More than this. I find that my bon. friend, the able
and accomplished member for Quebec East (Mr. Laurier),
in his remarks the other day, said:

"'During the nearly eighteen years that this Confederation has lasted,
the hon. gentleman has made seven attempts to establish a uniform
franchise throughout the Dominion,,but each time, until now, he has
been torced to abandon the attempt"

And further, he said:
''Public opinion generally manifests itself either by petitions at the

bar of this House, or by resolutions of public meetings, or through the
pres. Now, where are the petitions that have been presented in favor
of it? Not one has been presented thus Session, nor at any previoua
Session. that I am aware of. Where have public meetings been held in
favor of a uniform Dominion franchise ? I defy the hon. entleman to
point out one instance where any public meeting has passed a resolution
to that effe't..

I ask hon, gentlemen to criticise the measure according
to ýthis standard; I ask whether the people, whon they
have great wrongs to be redressed, whon there are great
questions to be considered, when they feel that their rights
are being trampled upon, do not approach this House by
petitions or public meetings, or manifest their feelings in
some tangible form; and I ask whether they have ex-
pressed themselves in any of theso ways against this mea-
sure? We have had no petitions against it; but as the hon.
member for Quebec East says, eighteen years have elapsed,
during which there was ample time for this question to be
discussed; and although there have been scores of publie
meetings and elections during that time, in many of which I
have taken part, i have never yet heard this question of
the franchise introduced by one of the lion. gentlemen,
who now denounce it as an outrage upon a free people.
Now, I remember that my lion, friend from Pictou (Mr.
Tupper), in moving the Address, quoted from the Halifax
Chromicle, in February, 1883, as follows:-

"It will.soon be necessa 1 for the franchise to be made uniform by
the Dominion Government.'

At that time the Liberal party of Nova Scotia were in
favor of a uniform franchise; but the moment the party
tocsin sounded and the watchword went forth to oppose
such a measure, hon. gentlemen opposite opposed it,
and that very paper casts its own articles to the
winds and turns about, as some bon. gentlemen on the
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other side have done, and denounces this Government
for giving it to the country. Now, it has been said
that the people's rights have been trampled upon;
but when such a charge is made, we may reasonably ask
what is the record of these hon. gentlemen who prefer it ?
I propose to look into the records of hon. gentlemen-
opposite, to see whether they have, in the past, shown any
respect for the franchise, and whether, when the courts of
law were in their way, they did not use their votes
in Parliament to pass Bills for the removal of disqualifica-
tion and for the whitewashing of returning officers
who strangled the prnciples which Liberals profess to
hold dear. I undertake to prove that they have done so,
and I ask any hon. gentleman in this House to disprove
it. Now, Sir, I do not really believe that my hon. friends
on the other side of the House are sincerely 'opposed
to a Dominion franchise; I do not believe that they in-
in tend to attempt to prove that provin cial rights have been
trampled upon. The only points with reference to which I
have heard them raise objections were, as to whether the
judges should be the revising officers, whether the Govern-
ment should word the Bill to say "shall " instead of "may,"
and as to the assertion of a change being made in the char-
acter of the electorate. Now, with regard to our judges, I
think every man in this House, at least every man reflecting
the feelings of the public without, will say that we desire to
maintain the charac'er of our judiciary as pure and honor-
able and high, in every sense of the word, as possible. But
what do we find, looking at the past? I remember when
Judge Wilson, on one occasion, gave a judgment in a trial,he
was denounced in unmeasured terms by the Liberal news-
papers; I remember, on a recent occasion, that Judge Wilson,
after charging a jury, was told that "Ottawa is the source
for the promotion of the judiciary;" and I remember other
cases which might be quoted, of attacks on Mr. Justice M. C.
Cameron, a gentleman of as high and pure a character as any
man who as ever sat in Parliament, and a judge of unim-
peachable integrity. I say therefore that the Government
have acted wisely in inserting the word "may " instead
of " shall," for it is quite possible certain county judges
might decline to act or feel that duties where thrust upon
them for which their previous training unfitted them.
If there is one thing that the right hon. leader of
the Government holds dear, if there is one thing he
respects, and that the people respect him for, it is the high
character that he lias always maintained in our judiciary.
That being so, we look back, and ask, why is it that
there is such a feeling among our Liberal friends with
regard to the judges of the land ? Why is it that they want
to have provincial franchises-to have things left as they
are ? I remember a time when the Conservative party was
betrayed in Ontario; I remember also when a learned judge
cast the ermine from his shoulders and entered the arena of
polities, admitting that he had, whilst acting as a judge,
taken a warm interest in politics; and we must all remember
that that gentleman did not, on all occasions, since he becamei
Premier, respect the law, so far as the law should bej
administered by upright and honest men, either as
politicians or judges. But, Sir, let us consider the question
of revising the liste. I find, on looking over the official
reports, that in 1883 the lon. member for East York (Mr.1
Mackenzie), when the right hon. leader of the Government.
introduced his Bill, said:--9

"Mr. MA&CKENZIE. The hon. gentleman bas failed to state who shall1
make the list of voters primarily.1

"Sir JOHN A. MAC DONALD. The revising barrister. He has to take1
the assessment roll and the voters' list in the difféerent constituencies as
being pimâJacie evidence, and hold the court as in England ; any per-
son who bas tu make a claim puts it before him, and there can be the
sane system of objections that now exists in the two Provinces with
which f am most familiar, Ontario and Quebec."r

There we find that the local lists are male from municipali
returns and all objections to voters placed on the lists

Mr, MacaciTosu.

can be made before the revising barrister, and I ask
hon. gentlemen opposite whether they believe any barrister
of position in this country, any barrister who has a public
future, or any man who las a political future, would be
willing to degrade himself by becoming the tool of any
Government, in order to have a candidate returned for any
particular consttuency. I know that in Ontario, having
spent my life in that Province, there is not one barrister,
who has any regard for hia reputation and desires to
advance in his profession, who would so degrade himself.
I say more; no revising barrister dare do it. The indepen-
dent sentiment of the constituency and the country would
be so strongly aroused against any such action that neither
the revising barrister nor the candidate in whose interest
the outrage was committed would dare venture to face public
sentiment. That isthe greatest safeguard, where a wide fran-
chise exists, against wrongdoing on the part of a judge or
revising barrister. I have said thattthe Dominion Government,
from 1874 to 1878, never stopped for a moment to consider
whether it was right or wrong to endeavor to strengthen
their supporters in various constituencies by special legisla-
tion, and I think 1 can prove that statement. You, Mr.
Speaker, and others who were in Parliament then, will
remember the well known Tuckersmith Bill. I think the
political crime then committed will always remain green in
the memory of those who had an opportunity of considering
it. Had it not been for the Senate, that high power to
which most of our legislation is submitted, we would have
had, in 1874, a constituency represented by the hon. gentle-
man who now represents it, represented in such a way that
a gross and grave wrong would have been done to the elec-
tors. The then hon. member for South Wentworth, Mr.
Rymal, gave a very brief summary of the reasons why
the Government supporters of that day were willing
to support this contemplated outrage. It was this: " I
will vote for the Bill, for I want to give Mr. Cameron a chance
to come back to Parliament again." Now, you will remem-
ber that the hon. member for South Huron (Mr. Cameron)
had a tlhat time been elected for that constituency by a
small majority, 86 I believe. Under the Redistribution Act
of 1872 the population of North Huron was 21,862, Centre
22,790, and South 21,512. The lon. gentleman ran for the
south riding, was elected and his election protested; what did
we find ? A Bill was brought in, and there are hon. gentle-
men opposite who supported it-I do not know whether on
account of the principle or the want of principle of the
measure--which proposed to take Tuckersmith from Centre
Huron and add it to South Huron, because in a prior
election the Conservative candidate had had a majority
of 200 votes Reform votes, cast against him in that
particular township. Yet hon. gentlemen opposite had
not on that occasion. a word to say about trampling
on the rights of the people or about violations of the
constitution, as they have to-day, when the right hon.
the leader of the Government introduces a measure lower-
ing the franchise, by giving every man who ought to have
it the right to vote. How did hon. gentlemen opposite
endeavor to change the character of the electorate of South
Huron ? They proposed to give Norih Huron 21,812,
South Huron 25,211, leaving only 19,000 in Centre Huron,
because there they had a sufficient majority to elect a
Reformer every time. Yet to-day, these gentlemen say the
supporters of the Government have no case to defend and
therefore remain silent. For my part, I remained silent,
amazed at the audacity of hon. gentlemen opposite, and
I take this opportunity of holding up a mirror in which I
think the people throughout the Daminion will know themu
as they are. That Bill to which I refer was passed by this
House by a large majority, but was rejected by the Senate.
The election trial for South Huron took place, the sitting
member was unseated and when the case came before tho
judges, in appeal, they said:
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'' There are strong grounds for thinking that the respondent (Malcolm

Colin Oameron, ex-M. P. for South Huron) was guilty of peronal bribery
and had the learned judge who tried the case and who unsea'ed him
found the respondent gilty of personal bribery, we should have sus
tained the judgment."

This was a judgment given byJustices Hagarty,.Gwynne and
GaIt. There we find a case where ovidence was given to prov
conduct verging upon personal bribery; and yet within
the walls of this Parliament was introduced, by the so-called
Reform party, a measure to relieve the gentleman against
whom this charge was pending, by adding 200 Reform votes
to his constituency, making the Reform candidate safe for
re-election should the seat be vacated. I ask hon. gentlemen
opposite to consider that point before I give then one
or two others, We will now take up the question of
redistribution in Ontario. Of what use is the franchise
to the people, if the Government of the day can
so change it, so redistribute the seats, as to completely
take from the people the exercise of the franchise, by
concentrating théir votes in such a way that but one
result may be expected? The hon. member for Shefford'
(Mr. Auger) has spoken of the so-called Gerrymandering
Bill, introduced by the right hon. leader of the Government
in 1882, but that measure did what hon. gentlemen opposite
never did; it admitted and acknowledged the principle of
representation by population, and whon that Bill was
brought down it was shown that the population was propor
tionately about 22,000 to every county. What was the
action of the Liberals lu Ontario? The way they gave the
people the right of the franchise was to nullfy
the franchise by so redistributing the counties as
to hive the Conservatives. In Muskoka, Cornwall,
Algoma, Brockville, Elgin West, Stormont, North Brant,
Monck : the total population in, 1874-5 was 77,000. Mr.
Mowat gave eight members, or one for every 9,665, in
these Reforn constituencies. Turning to some Conservative
constituencies, what do we find ? We find he treated them
in a very different manner. Thus, Toronto East, Toronto
West, Ottawa, Russell, London, Carleton, Dufferin, had a
total population of 154,000. We got seven members for
those constituencies, making one member for every 22,000.
lence, the Ontario Premier actually gave eight members to

77,000 in Reform constituencies and only seven to 154,000
in Conservative ridings. In other words, this Bill was
framed on the principle that one Reformer was entitled to
more representation than two Tories. If the Provincial
Legislature can so redistribute the constituencies, and they
have done it again in Toronto this year, as to
absolutely nullify the franchise, I ask hon, gentle-
men opposite on what ground they can declaim
about tie rights of the people being trampled upon, and
yet justify this high-handed and inconsistent action of Mr.
Mowat? The question, to my mind, when this Bill came in,
was. whether the Dominion -had the right to pass that Bill,
whether the right hon, gentleman at the head of the Gov-
ernmont had the right to give us a Bill for the Dominion;
and, finding that we have that right, the question natu-
rally suggests itsolf: why should we not have the ad-
vantage of proving to the people that we are so
desirous of vindicating the position of the Conservative
party that we eau go to the constituencies and appeal to
thei on our record, without asking the hon. gentleman who
presides over the Province of Ontario to settle the question of
the franchise for us? My hon. friend from King's (Mr. Wood-
worth) to-day spoke of the question ofEectionalism. I believe1
-I have been forced to believe, by listening to the debatesi
in this House during the last two years-that hon. gentle-1
men opposite have for their design the spreading of ill-feeling,'
the sowing of acrimony, the sowing of contention through-1
out the different Provinces. I ask them to look at the chron-j
icle of their amendments moved in previous years, as they
sat at your left, Mr.Speaker, and to sece whother they have not
systematically endeavored to array Province against Pro- 1

vince, race against race, brother against brother, and section
r, .aagainst section ? I say that advhodly, and I do not say it in
- any spirit of ili-feeling; because, while I am a strong party

man, while I believe in Conservative principles, I would be
prepared to condemn any party-my own party or the

e party opposite-for introduciing a principle, or a want of
p rinciple, so dangerous, as, carried too far may end, as my

hon. friend from Norfolk said the other night, in secession and
disintegration. My hon. friend f rom King's to-day quoted

s a resolution which was passed in Ontario, I think in the
county of Simcoe, by the Reform party last year. It was
this :

' IWe further wish to place on record our disapproval of the whole-
f sale systen of bribery recently inaugurated by the Gwerament, under

the guise of granting aid to railways, by which Ontario was robbed for
the benefit of the amaller and poorer Provinces."

My hon. friend quoted that sentence tc-day, but I think it
bears a further application. I think I can prove what I
have statcd, by also quoting from the remarks of the hon,
the leader of the Opposition on a former occasion. I find
that at that time his chief aim and the chief aim of hie
party was to croate dissension among the Lnwer Pro-
vinces, and to make themfeel that Ontario was receiving too
many benefits. • I find, by the Kansard, that in 1883 the
member for West Durham said:

"The other changes (in the Cabinet) gave rise to some results differing
a little from what the First Minister propaunded on tbe inception of
Confederation. At that time he laid down the constitutional rule that
the Cabinet ought to be represented from the several Provinces, in the
proportion of five Ministers from Ontario, four from Quebec and two
each from Nova Scotia and New Brunswick. There were now six
Ontario members in the Cabinet, independently of the two great politi-
cal prizes, the Speakerships of both Ciambers, which were now held by
Ontario representatives, thus practically giving te Ontario eight out of
the sixteen highest positions in the gift of the Goverument."

Here was the hon. gentleman receiving addresses from his
supporters in Ontario, on the ground that ho was fighting
the lower Provinces, that ho was fighting against the
smaller Provinces, that ho was counteracting the greed of
the smaller Provinces, and the year before he was appeal-
iî'g to hon. gentlemen from the lower Provinces, and show-
ing them that Ontario was getting all the prizes. There is
the poison, there the danger, for I believe that, if there
Je any man in this country to.day who would stand up
for his country if he realised the danger, it is the hon. mem-
ber for West Durham. I know that as a Canadian ho nourishes
those sentiments, that as an educated man he nourishes those
sentiments, and that as a loyal man it is his duty to nourish
those sentiments, and it will be a sad day for Canada when
her sons, for party purposes, are willing to ride into power,
over the ruins of their country. I hold, Sir, that hon. gen-
tlemen who use sectional questions in this House, to stir
up sectional animosity, array up race against race, commit
a crime and jeopardises the interests of Confederation.
What does Confederation mean ? It means the joining
together of a number of Provinces, formerly of antagonistic
tariffs, formerly of antagonistic laws, and certainly formerly
having antagonistic feelings, under a code of laws, under a
broad constitutional system, which guarantees to each its
free and independeunt institutions, yet binds all to respect
and maintain national autonomy. We can remember when
the people of Ontario were taught to fly at the throats of the
people of Quebec, but all that bas passed away, and, when the
Hon. George Brown joined that Government, and formulated
the British North America Act, and sat in conference at Que-
bec, agreeing to bury the hatchet and assist in solving the
question of building up a great country, an empire, which in
the future might b not only a dependency bat an ally of Great
Britain-all classes of politicians hoped that a botter and
higher era had dawned. Knowing that, and realising that,
as a young man I trust I shall never raise my voice or give
my vote for any sectional question, or cease to condemn
any hon. gentleman, occupying the bigh position which
the leader of the Opposition occupies, and which some of
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bis supporters occupy, when endeavoring to spread sectional
discord throughout the community. Now, hon. gentlemen
opposite are not very anxious about the franchise, but they
prefer manhood suffrage. Perhaps a majority of them would
probably vote for manhood suffrage to-night. Having lived
in Ontario for a great many years, having participated in a
grcat inany elections, having lived in Western Ontario all
my carly life, I took some interest in visiting constituencies,
in Eeeing how voters' lists were prepared, and in organising
the party; and I find, as year after year passes, that the vote
increases in every polling sub-division where there is a
Liberal vote, and I frequently said to my friends: How
does this occur ? I was told "Mr. so-and-so has bis five sons
put on, and Mr. so-and-so has bis three sons put on," and
wherever I went I was impressed with the belief and the
conviction that the bon. gentleman and their party now
enjoy manhood suffiage in this country, and that this Bill,
and even the Bill passed by the hon. Mr. Mowat, will
strengthen the Conservative party, because I believe the
Liberals have every vote they can possibly squeeze into the
lists now. The member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) says:

" The hon. gentleman proposes by this very Bill that we shall not go
back to the same people. le proposes that nearly one-half the voters in
Prince Edward Island and one-half in British Colombia should be dis-
franchised."

The hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) says:
" In the Province from which I come this Bill will throttle the voices

and the votes of a large number of people, and I cannot remain silent."
I ask hon, gentlemen opposite if this is consistent, if it
is logical ? They first tell the Dominion Government that
it is wrong to trample on the rights of the people, to have a
newly framed franchise, and while they are uttering these
words, they have changed the franchise in Nova Scotia, while
in Ontario it bas already been changed. Was it the right
hon. gentleman at the head of the Government who changed
those franchises ? No; it was two Liberal Premiers, and yet
this Government is to be blamed because two Liberal Pre-
miers change the vote, change the entire complexion of the
vote, change the political franchise, and force the Dominio»,
Goverr ment to abide by such changes ! As to what has been
said by my hon. friend from Queen's (Mr. Davies), I may
remind the House that there was a time, I think in 1874, when
an hon. gentleman from Prince Edward Island was Minister
of the Interior. There was a time when the hon. member
for East York, who was thon Premier, introduced a Fran-
chise Bill in this House, and what do we find ? We find that
at the dictation of Mr. Laird, then Minister of the Interior.
a Bill was adopted disfranchising half the people of
Prince Edward Island, disfranchising the whole Catholic
vote of that island, because it was antagonistic to him.
My hon. friend from Queen's was not here at the time, but1
I never heard a protest from him when he was at home oni
the Island. He may possibly have entered' a protest1
privately. When that, Bill went to the Senate it was
rejected. An exception was made in favor of Prince Edwardi
Island, and it was placed in the same position it occupied pre-
viously. In that Bill, I find they had mainhood suffrage for
the Assembly, and a property qualification for the Logis-
lative Council. Tho hon. gentlemen opposite changed the
whole position of the franchise, and instead of manhood
suffrage they imposed a proporty qualification for the Legis-
lative Assembly, similar to that for the Legislative
Council. Now, I call hon. gentlemen's attention to this
fact. I have shown that, in so far as Ontario was concern-9
ed, the party of the hon. gentlemen opposite never scrupled,E
where the franchise was against them, to bring in an Act(
covering either redistribution of a constituency, or for
whitewashing a friend of theirs who had been corruptly
elected ? Every time the Government perpetrated an
Act like that it degraded the electorate which it
profeEscd to endeavor to elevate. I say, under these
circumstances, this Dominion Governmont, having theà

Mr. MAOKINTosH.

power to fix a franchise of its own, would be
derelict in its duty if it did not make a uniform
franchise. I think, however, that the Government
ought to take into consideration the circumstances
of some of the Provinces. I regret it has not seen
its way clear, while adopting a uniform franchise, for
the older Province to make an exception in favor
of Prince Edward Island. The object of the Bill
should not be to curtail the franchise, I take it
that the desire is to enlarge and extend it. Where
an enlarged franchise is enjoyed by a small Pro-
vince like Princo Edward Island, I would like to see it
retain the manhood suffrage which it now enjoys. But,
Sir, our hon. friends opposite have another plan. If they
find an election going against them, if they find a
franchise is detrimental to them, they change it by another
process. They send a returning officer out, and ho is made
to understand that whatever he does the Government will
see him through. Consequently, when Mr. Apjohn-and
a very apt John he was-was sent to Prince Arthur's
Landing, or some other point in Algoma, to act as return-
ing officer, we find him acting illegally; and when
the courts of 'law fined him hoavily, the Government
brought in a Bill whitewashing him. Now, I ask our hon.
friends opposite, if they desire that a Government like that
sitting in Toronto should make a franchise for us ? I say
no. I say that public feeling and public senti-
ment will sustain this Government in adopting a
uniform franchise for the protection of this House;
I say any hon. gentleman who talks about provincial rights
in connection with such a matter has never studied the
question at all. I am sure the hon. member for West Dur-
ham (Mr. Blake) would never have dared publicly to state
that the rights of the Provinces were being trampled on,
by the Parliament adopting a franchise of its own.
Ie says that in 1874 there was a pronunciamento issued
by the Reform party, that we should adopt the franchise of
the different Provinces. Now, I think that they only repre-
sented the country for a brief period; that Government
was driven from office. It only remained in power until
1878, until the people had an opportunity of delivering a
second verdict. Therefore, it is not very generous or reason-
able to ask us to go back and adopt the policy of a Govern-
ment which was driven from the Treasury benches in dis-
grace. Consequently, I hold, that in adopting a Dominion
franchise the Government is doing right, and every reason-
able man throughout Canada will support them. I have
often noticed that hon. gentlemen opposite evade the issue
when they attempt to discuss questions in this House. For
instance, the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charl-
ton)-whom we alwayslike to hear speak, because he always
says something that I hope he did not mean to say-in
his speech the other night, said:

'' I feel that thia high-handed act of despotism, this measure which is
to trample upon the hberties of the people of Canada, is fraught with
danger. This Confederation is already subjected to a dangerous strain.
It may be possible that this Confederation, without further strain put
upon it, already totters to its fall, and if the people of this Dominion
are worthy to be considered free men, if the people of this Dominion
value the privileges and the liberties that have descended to them from
their forefathers, they will never submit to these usurpations that are
ractised by these political tricksters who occupy the Goverr.ment
enches. We are in danger of having our institutions subverted by

secession."
Now, I ask who uttered these words, and whence came he ?
Can it be that an honest Canadian sends abroad
sentiments such as these? If I were a stranger in this
country, could I believe that a gentleman who utters these
words is a member of this House ? Could I believe that one
of the loyal and true constituencies in Ontario sends him
here by an immense majority ? No; I could not believe it.
But happily we know the man; happily we know that in
our political conflicts men use words that they regret
afterwards. We know that if we use harsh and thoughtless

1244



COMMONS DEBATES.
languago on thespur of the moment, we can meet after.
wards and apologise for them. But these words burn
on the page of our political records forever. These are
words not likely to be passed over, seeds that may
germinate in such a manner as to bring trouble and dis-
grace upon this country. The hon. member for Lambton
(Mr. Fairbank), in speaking this afternoon, simply revelled
in pictures of blood. He talked about the blood that moist
ened the soil in the North-West; he talked about the lives
sacrificed, as if le were gloating over it. I felt, in listening
to him, thatthough he was at present a Canadian, and repre.
senting a Canadian constituency, he was doing wrong to
himself, wrong to this HRouse, and wrong to the country,
by making such unwise and inflammatory remarks. I
knew that he was being carried away by his party
zeal, his party fealty and lis partisan prejudices,
and that those sentiments did not really spring from
his heart. When an insurrection is in progress in this
country, and we know not how soon a gloom may
be cast over the whole community from some great misfor-
tune, and hon. gentlemen opposite, in face of these facts,
can speak in such a manner on a Bill like the Franchise
Bill,jit shows that there is but one question uppermost
in their minds, and that the disasters and troubles
and adversities threatening Canada in the North
West. As a Canadian, I have no other feeling, and
no other desire than to promote the interests of my
native country, and as a Canadian I feel degraded and
lowered when 1 reflect that on the records of this
House are placed words and sentiments that I am sure
those who uttered them cannot feel in their hearts. But
they are there, and the hon. gentlemen who put them there
are making a terrible mistake. Now, Mr. Speaker, when
they tell us that we are adopting a franchise to day differ-
ent from that of England, they cannot know what the facts
are. They ask why we do not adopt the same system as
prevails in England, where each country has a different
fran'chise. Why, what are they doing to-day in England ?
They are endeavoring to assimilate the franchise and make
ià uniform. The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills)
mnys that, so far as the vote is concerned, we go back to a
new set of electors. Why, let him look at the provisions of
Mr. Gladstone's Franchise Bill. When Mr. Gladstone goes
back to the country in 1886 ho will appeal to a constituency
with 2,000,000 more votes on the list than in 1880 ; to a
totally changed state of the constituencies. Yet the hon.
gentlemen opposite, while they quoted only a portion of
Mr. Gladstone's scheme, as something that we should follow,
left out another part of it. Now what do I find ? I find
th-if -. John D. Mayne, an ominent English barrister, in
discussing the Franchise Bill in the Edinburgh Review of
April, 1884, said:

"In point of facL, the provisions for equalising and assimilating the
franchise will, under the Bill, be extended to ail parts of the United
K'ngdo , and a udiformiafranchise wi, if the Bill becomes law, be
established for Etngland, Ireland and Scottand."

Mr. Gladstone and the Liberal Government sought to give a
unifir m franchise to tha United Kingdom; and yet here
we find hon. gentlemen opposite asking why we want to
secme ithat which the L:berals have given to England,
instead of having different franchises for all the Provinces.
I have shown by the records of the country, the records of
the Iouse of Commons and by the public journals, that this is
the very system that Mr. Gladstone has been aiming at,
namely, to enlarge and assimilate the franchise-which ho
has done by adding over 2,000,000 voters-assimilating and
maiking it uniform. I do not desire to detain the House more
thau a few minutes longer; bat I!want to show the ultra-
to;yism which pervades the Liberal party when it has an
opportunity of exercisiug ifs power. We have bard a
gi eat deal about the enlargement of the franchise, and I dare
say much time has been spent by certain Ministers in

- Toronto in so manipulating their franchise scheme as to
2 deprive conservatives of votes. One of the greatest

factors, so far as votes are concerned in a number of
r the close constituencies in Ontario, is that of non-
- resident voters. Why, I ask, is it that Mr. Mowat's

Government struck ont that vote, 8o that owners of pro-
1 perty will not be allowed to vote on their own property
- unless they are residents ? Not less than 12,000 or

15,000 persons will thus be disfranchised ; and nine-tenths,
or at least seven-tenths of the non-resident voters are Con-

- servatives. Yet hon. gentlemen opposite have told us
to-night that we are bound to adopt the franchise prepared
by Mr. Mowat. If we did so, what would be the result ?
Suppose a great national question arose, and there were

7 certain provincial questions involved therein. What would
there be to prevent the seven Provinces adopting seven dif-
ferent franchises, and thus making a concentrated attack
on the central power ? Poison the fountain whence springs
provincial vitality, and the whole fabrie of Confederation is
jeopardised and a national mistake made that may ulti-
mately lead to our absorption in the AmericanUnion. Surely
that is not a result which hon. gentlemen opposite desire.
They have given the House no reasons why the Government
should not adopt this Franchise Bill and reserve to them-
selves the power to say "may " or "shall " in regard to the
appointment of a revising power. Why should we follow
Mr. Mowat's franchise ? I have shown this House the record
of that hon. gentleman on all occasions. Only the other
day, in regard to the McLaren-Caldwell case, which was
carried on appeal to England, we found the Ontario Govern-
ment paying out of the public exchequer no less than
$10,000 to Mr. Caldwell, a supporter of the Government
in the House, in order to pay his costs in this suit. The
significant facts that are occurring every day should teach
hon. gentlemen opposite discretion, should teach them ret-
icnce and the value and wisdom of silence; in fact, the spirit
recently displayed in this country must have satisfied them as
to the instincts of the country. It must have taught them a
lesson as to the unity and union of all sections of the Domi-
nionwhen we saw a regiment passing through this city from
Halifax to the North-West, and regiments going from Mon-
treal and Quebec, and almost every Province, to the North-
West, to maintain the integrity of the Empire, the integrity
of Confederation and of our own homes-that fact must have
taught every man, with any heart or sympathy, and any
thought for the future of his country, that we are still
strong, still united; that no matter what hon. gentlemen
may say, no matter what reports may be sent abroad, no
matter how extreme may be their statements, and how vio-
lently they may be expressed-and I know that very often
they regret them the very next day-the country is safe;
and the Conservative party, that party which has success-
fully governed this country, will continue to prove, beyond
question, that our institutions are safe in their hands, that
under their policy all races, sections and creeds will be equally
protected ; and that they will work out successfully the
problem of maintaining this great Confederation, one of the
greatest Confederations of freemen the world has ever known

Mr. GIGAULT. In answering all the objections raised
to this Bill, the defenders of the Government have always
given as their reasons for supporting it that the constitution
allows this Parliament to pass an Act respecting the elec-
toral franchise, and when they have given that reason they
seem to think they have answered victoriously all the
arguments of the opponents of the Bill. As has been pro-
perly said by the member for Bagot (fr. Dupont), where
are the petitions demanding a change in the present elec-
toral system ? Where are the abuses which are said to have
resulted from this system ? There are noue whatever.
The only objections, the only abuses quoted in defonce of the
Bill, are that changes have been made sometimes by Pro-
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vinces with respect to the electoral franchise. Such is not
an abuse; it is a right which the Provinces have exercised
by virtue of the constitution, and it is a right which
bas not been taken away by the establishment of a
Dominion electoral franchise since this Confederation
has been established. If there is any necessity for
the change, why was not the change made before
this time ? The last speaker stated that no petitions
had been presented against a Dominion electoral franchise.
Well, it was not necessary until to-day to -present any peti-
tion, because every time the Electoral Franchise Bill was
presented it had to be withdrawn, because of its unpopular-
ity, in the presence of the opposition, shown even by sup-
porters of the Government. I, myself, two years ago,
opposed that measure, as I oppose it to-day; and I believe
that this measure is not such a one as we should adopt
and enact as the law of this Dominion. Why should
we not leave every Province to deal with its own
franchise ? Why should the different Provinces come and
say to Ontario: Although you have the right to elect a cer-
tain number of members, we will fix what electoral fran-
chise you must have. It would not be fair for the other
Provinces to impose on Ontario an electoral system which
it did not desire. So it would not be fair if Ontario and the
other Provinces were to say to Quebec : Yon may not like
universal suffrage, yet we will force you to accept it.
You are allowed to elect sixty-five members to the House of
Commons, but we will compel you to accept our views as
to the franchise under which they shall be elected.
Notwithstanding what the hon. member for Beauce (Kr.
Taschereau) bas said this afternoon, I say that this Bill is a
centralisation measure. In answer, they may say: Has not
this Parliament the right to enact a Dominion electoral
franchise? Does not the constitution say that we can enact
such a franchise ? Yes; the constitution says so, but when
we are allowed to enact a law, does it mean that we are
obliged to enact it; does it mean that if there is
any defect in the constitution, if there are some provisions
in the constitution which are contrary to the spirit of Con.
federation, we are obliged even to abide by those defects,
to adopt laws which we do not like, to adopt laws which
take away from the Provinces the right they have enjoyed
until to-day, of determining their own franchises, and choos-
ing the class of electors who will elect members to come to
this House, to defend the interests of their Provinces at the
same time as the general interests of the Dominion? I think
we should reflect twice before we adopt such a measure. It
is certainly inopportune. It is hostile to the spirit of the1
Confederation. It is also anti-conservative-hostile to the
conservative idea, which we have always maintained
in the Province of Quebec. The hon. member for
Beauce (Mr. Taschereau), after having declared that he was
opposed to manhood suffrage, said this Bill was conservative8
in its principles. Well, Mr. Speaker, we have only to look
at an article which was published on the 20th of April,
instant, in the Montreal Herald, to come to the- conclusiont
that this Bill does not contain conservative principles.E
The editor of that newspaper, after having pronouncedj
himself in favor of universal suffrage, says:

"There is not an argument that can be adduced against manhood
suffrage that does not apply with cqual force to the enfranchisement of
the sons of farmers and mechanics, or, for that matter, to any extension
of the franchise whatever."

The editor of this paper is certainly right in saying thats
the fact of giving up the principle of property qualificationt
naturally leads to universal suffrage, and by adopting this
Bill we give up that principle with respect to farmers' sonsi
and owners' sons-a principle which we have always, in thet
Province of Quebec, considered as one of the most conser-1
vative pririciples. We remember what bas happened inN
the Province of Ontario. There, at first, the franchise was1
granted only to farmers' sons, but that concession called for

Mr. GIQÂVLT.

another. The mechanics'sons said afterwards: Since you gave
the right of franchise to the farmers' sons, we have a right
to have the same privilege; and their wish was complied
with. I am sorry to see some Conservatives of Ontario
strongly in favor of manhood suffrage, and we are very
likely, if this measure is adopted, to see very soon those
Conservatives trying to impose here the same principle
which they advocated in the Provincial Legisiature. On
the 20th of March last, in the Provincial Legislature of
Ontario, Mr. Meredith, the leader of the Conservative party,
moved the following resolution:-

" That the following words be added to the motion: 'And while
assenting to the second reading of the Bill, and thereby to the principle
that an extension of the franchise is necessary and expedient, this Bouse
desires to express its opinion that no such extension, which does not
under a proper system of registration, and while excluding the criminal
and non-sane classes, ahiens and persons disqualified under the pro-
visions of the Election Acte, confer the franchise upon every male
resident of the Province of the full age of 21 years, ought to be adopted
by this House."

So it is evident that the Conservatives of Ontario enter-
tain a different opinion frorm those which we hold in the
Province of Quebec as to universal suffrage. It is easy to
understand how dangerous it is to allow this Parliament to
deal with the franchise. We see to what conclusion, to
what legislation, this first step of adopting this electoral
franchise will lead us. Now, in order to have this Bill
pass, the Conservatives of Ontario may not press the adop-
tion of manhood suffrage; but what guarantee have we that
next Session those Conservatives of Ontario will not corne
with an amendment to that same Bill, and say: Now that the
principle of having a franchise for the whole Dominion is
accepted, manhood suffrage must be adopted and must be
established for the whole Dominion. And that is one of the
reasons, and one of the strong reasons, why I oppose this
measure-because J see that in the very near future, on
account of the existence of the opinions which are spreading
in other Provinces, sooner or later the members for those
Provinces will compel the people of Quebec to accept an
electoral system which they do not like. Those will be the
evil consequences which will result from the adoption of
this Bill. According to the hon. member for Beauce (Mr.
Taschereau) there is in this Bill no infringement on provin-
cial rights. That gentleman knows that since Confedera-
tion was established, the Provincial Legislatures have always
had the right to determine their own franchise as they
liked, but as soon as the Bill is adopted those rights
will be done away with as to Dominion elections.
Now, though I contend that this Bill is useless, that it is
unnecessary, anti-conservative, and contrary to tLe spirit
of our constitution, let us admit for a momeLt that this
Bill is necessary. But does the necessity of passing such a
Bill involve the necessity of enacting such an ai bitrary,
such an unjust law, as the one which is now being
discussed and considered by this House ? 1 do not approve
of the mania of always copying English laws, without
taking into accouant the difference between our circum-
stances and institutions and those of England. Ergland is
a Legislative Union, while Canada is a Confederation, and
laws which may be good laws in England may not be at
all adapted to the circumstances in which we live here.
That country is far from having the same perfect municipal
organisations we have here. i have read a portion of the
English electoral law as it at present exists, and I may
say safely that we have copied only the worst features of
that law, and have omitted al that portion which gives the
people any supervision or control over the preparation and
revision of the lists and frees the revising barrister from
the influence of the political party in power. We
have taken only the arbitrary portions of that law, which
vest the revising barristers with exorbitant powers, but we
have left that portion which gives to the people sonie safe-
guards to enable them to protect their electoral righte and
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franchises, In England, the revising Ibarristers revise the
liste made by the overseers, who are officers of the different
municipalities. Those overseers prepare the lists, taking,
as a basis, with respect to certain classes of elec-
tors, the poor rate books. But here, what do we propose?
The revising barrister shall be controlled by nobody; there
is nothing to hinder him doing the grossest wrong to the
electorate and the publie; he is not even obliged to take
the valuation roll as the basis of the value of the land which
will qualify a man to vote, so that this Bill is far from
being in order. To show that the pow ers of the revising bar-
risters in England are limited by those of the overseers,
I will cite a judgment from Grady on the law of elections,
which says :

" If the qualification of the voter is made on the face of the register,
the revising barrister ha! no power to strike out such voter's name,
on the ground that the qualification is inhufficient in law, unless the
retention of the name on the list has been duly objected to."

Here all that safeguard has been done away with, and the
revising barrister will be the potentate who will have the
electorate at his mercy. But it has been said by the hon.
member for Beauce (Mr. Taschereau): Oh, you need not be
afraid of those revising barristers; they will be eminent
lawyers; they will be fair men; and their decisions will be
such that no injustice will be done. Well, if we are sure
that no injustice will be done, why should we ho afraid of
giving the right of appeal to the electors ? If no injustice
is to be done, why should we grant the right of appeal only
if the revising barrister thirks fit to consent to it? The
appeal, moreover, lies only on questions of law, and not on
questions of fact. Thore is no appeal from the decision of
the revising barrister as to the evidence adduoed, so that his
will is supreme and arbitrary, and no one can feel that he
wil obtain justice if that revising barrister is il-intentioned,
and wishes to manufacture votes or to deprive the electors
of their rights. I will read a judgment which was rendered
in an English court as to that provision which says there
shall be no appeal on points of fact. In a certain case an
elector had tried to bring evidence to prove that the pro-
perty which was intended to qualify a voter was outside of
the limits of the borough for which the electoral list was
made. There was an appeal made by that elector, and
the Superior Court decided as follows :-The judgment was:

''ertain evidence was received at the Registry Sessions to prove that
the premises out of which the claiment sought to register were outside
the limita of the barough. Held: that this was a question of fact, and no
appeal lay trom the decision of the barrister as to the items of that
evidence."
This shows what arbitrary powers are vcsted in the revising
barrister. Some electors' names will be inserted 'on the
electoral list; some persons will try to adduce evidence that
the property which is to qualify those electors is situatedi
outside of the limits of the electoral district for which the
list is prepared; and yet upon that point there will be noj
appeal. lere, as in England, the judge will say that thej
decibion of the revising barrister is supreme, and that he
cannot reverse his judgment. Now, I have endeavoredj
to find if there was any precedent which could justify the(
Bill proposed by the Government; and I have rtudied the1
different electoral systems of various countries, as to the1
right of appeal and as to the mode of preparing the electoral1
lists. In France the electoral list is prepared by the mayor,i
a delegate of the warden or prefect, and a delegate of thei
municipal council. There are appeals to the justices1
of the eace from the docisions of that commission;
and even from the decisions of the justices of the
peace we can appeal to la cour de c -ssation, and thatE
court may refer the .case back to another justice of1
the peace for another hearing. In the Goi man Con-E
federation, now the German Empire which is composed,i
like our Coiifederation, of different States, the electoral .
lists are prepared by the municipal authorities. An ap-c
peal lies to the judiciary, which must decide withine

three weeks. In Spain, thec lectoral lists are made by a
commission composed of the alcade and four persons
appointed by the municipal council, and an appeal lies from
thoir decisions to the judicial authorities. ln Italy, the
electoral lists are made by aun organisation similar to our
municipal council, and an appeal lies to a provincial
commission, and from the commission to the cour de cassa.
tion. Now, lot us examine what are the different laws that
existed in Canada with reference to the preparation and
revision of the electoral lists. I sec by the rovised statutes
of Ontario of 1877 that :

" Alphabetical list of voters is made by the clerk of the municipality
from the assessme t roll ; the said list of votera shall be subject te revi-
sion by the county judge, at the instance of any voter or person entitled
te be a voter in the mnnicipality for which the list le made, or in the
electoral district in which the municipality is situated, on the ground of
the names of votera being omitted from the list as be:ng wrongly stated
therein, or of names of persons being inserted on the list who were not
entitled to vote. Any voter or person entitled te be a voter making
any complaint of any error or omission in the said list shall, within 30
davs after the clerk of the municipality has pasted up the said list in his
office, give to the clerk or leave for him at his redidence notice in writ-
ing of bis complaint and intention to applj to the judga ia respect
thereof."

So that in Ontario an appeal lies from the docision
of the clerk to the county judge, and that appeal is not
only on question of law, but also on question of fact. In
Manitoba, according te the Consolidated Statutes of Man*-
toba, in 1880, the voters' lists are prepared by enumerators
appointed either by the Lieutenant Governor or by the
municipal clerk, and delivored to the clerk of the county
court. It is afterwards revited by and beforo a judge of the
court for the electoral district for which the lizts have been
prepared, and I sec no distinction between questions of
law and questions of fact. Now, in the Province of Quebec
the people have the greatest safegua:ds for the exercise
of the olectoral franchise and for the preparation
of the eloctoral lists. The hon. member for Be.,uee
(Mr. Taschereau) fell into an error this afternoon, when ho
said that the assessment 1oli was not the basis for the quali-
fication of the voters or of the persons entitled to vote in the
Province of Quebec. The value fixed by the assessors can-
not be changod, either by the council or by the judge, when
the lists are revised, and is the test of the value of the lands
which entitle the eloctors to vote, In the Province of Que-
bec the assessment is made by three sworn assessors. Thora
is an appeal as to the valuation of the land from the
decision of the assessor to the local council ; and when
the clork is called to prepare his electoral lists, ho must
take as a basis of his lists the valuation roll, as it has been
prepared by those assossors; and that roll is of great im-
portance, because it is the work of impartial persons, made
subject to supervision and appeal. The elctoral lists are
prepared by the secretary of the council; there is an appeal
from the docision of the secretary to the local council; a-id
afior the list is revised by the council thore is also an appeal
from the decision of thecouncil to the Superior Court. The
appeal lies as well upon questions of factas upon questions
of law. According to the measure which is submitted to
this Parliament, the revising barrister will monopolise the
powers of the assessors, the secretary of the council, of
the local council, and even of the Superior Court judge. To
rule his country, the Czar of Russia has some powers which
are more arbitrary than those conferred on the revising
barrister for the preparation of the electoral lists. The
operation of the English electoral law involves great ex-
penditure. According to Grady, in overy electoral district
each party must have an organisation to supervise the
preparation of the lists. There is a general manager for
each political party, and beasides that, an agent in each
municipality to control the revising barrister. The gen-
oral manager receives a remuneration, and only aristo-
crats and very wealthy people can make the necessary
expenditure to control the preparation of the lists; and even

1885. 1247



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 21,

as to the appeals which can be made, the poor man who will
appear before a revising barrister will have to ho attended
by a lawyer, in order to write ont his notice giving the
grounds for which he appeals; ho is obliged to file that
notice of appeal while the court is sitting. He cannot
file it after the court is adjourned, as we now have
the right to do before our local municipal councils.
This Franchise Act will involve an enormous expenditure.
it will not only croate a very heavy burden upon the public
Treasury, but will be also a source of great expenditure to
the publicand the electors. It isnot surprising that in England
to-day only wealthy people can afford to become members of
Parliament. Among the 600 members who to-day compose
the House of Commons in England, the agricultural class is
represented only by four farmors, and the laboring class is
represented only by one mason and one miner. All the other
members are aristocrats or very wealthy persons. The last
speaker, the member for OLtwa (Mr. Mackintosh), said that
the revising barristers will always act fairly towards the
publicand towards the electors; that there is no danger that
any wrong will be done to the electors. That member bas
certainly forgotton the events which have taken place here
in Canada, and what partisanship may actuate Government
officialsto do. At the elections of 1841, in Lower Canada, the
Government officials fixed the polling places far from populous
centres and disfranchised a large portion of the population
in order to favor their political friends. Some years ago in
the United States, have not some Government officials
declared as elected for the Presidency of the States a
candidate against whom the great majority of the people
had voted. In presence of these facts, in presence of those
frauds and infamies which were, resorted to by Lord
Sydenham in 1841, how can we pretend that Govern-
ment officials will always deal fairly and may not take the
means to extort from the people a verdict which would not
be the expression of the popular will ? For the reasons I
have given, I took the determination to part from my polit-
ical friends on this question. I cannot -upport this measure,
which I consider unnecessary, unfair ani unjast. I cannot
approve of a Bill which vests some Government officials
with most exorbitant and arbitrary powers, and which may
bring about most deplorable consequences.

Mr. COURSOL. I intend to vote in favor of the second
reading of this measure. I have listened with unbroken
attention to the speeches which have been made on the
other side of the House against the measure, but I fail to
see in any of them arguments sufficiently strong to con-
vince me that I ought to oppose it at its present
stage. A great dealihas been said about the injustice com-
mitted, about the anarchy that will be produced, about the
unfairness of the measure, and so forth, but it seems that
the speakers who have deait with this question have
forgotten that they wore only discussing a measure at
its first stage, and that they were'nt discussing the details
of the measure; that it was not now the time to do so; that
hereafter they would have an occasion to discuss them, but
that at the present moment it was only the principle of the
measure. Well, to my mind the principle of the measure
amounts only to establish the fact that this Parliament
has a right to legislate on the eligibility of its members.
This Parliament does not attempt to coerce the Pro-
vinces, to infiinge upon the sacred right of
those Provinces, but only to show that it hasu
itself a right to legislate. Whenever a measure has beenj
brought before this House affecting the rights or interests
of the Dominion at large, iL las been the duty, and it bas
always given to the members an ocesion, to maintain the
rights of those Provinces. They have looked, and will
always look with a jealous eye into any measure of such a
description, to see whether it docs not contain any infringe-j
ment on the rights of the Provinces. Does this measure1

Mr. GIGAULt.

contain any infringement on those rights? Is there one
single paragraph in the measure which affects the rights of
the Provinces ? We have a right to legislate-it bas been
admitted-and, if we have a right to legislate on this
question, why should we call it unconstitutional? Have
we not legislated before on this franchise? fHas not this
Parliament doclared already that it had a right to do so ?
Have we not passed an electoral law for this Parliament,
affecting the different Provinces, and those hon. gentlemen
on the other side of the House, who appear to have taken
so much to heart the measure in itself, ought to remember
that they themselves were the first, if I remember aright, to
legislate on this very subject. Which was the party which, in
this House, proposed to abolish and did abolish dual repre-
sentation? Did they consult the different Provinces in doing
so? When they legislated to abolish dual representation,
were they not taking a right from the different Provinces ?
Did they consult the people of the Province of Quebec,
for instance, and did they say: You are in the habit
of sending a member who is elected for the Local
Parliament to the Dominion Parliament, and now we
say you shall not send that member any longer ? Was it
the Conservative party that did so ? No; it was the Liberal
party. Were they not infringing then on the rights of the
Provinces, and how can they now complain that we are
encroaching by a measure which we have a clear right to
pass. Another question has been brought before this Par-
liament, another measure has been passed by the Liberal
party-the vote by ballot. Who introduced that, if it was
not the Liberal party ? Who had that passed, if it was
not that party ? When they did so, did they consult the
people of the Province of Qucbec ? Did not the legislation
emanate from this Pa .iament only, and was it not only
after the passing of that measure in this House that they
legislated in the Provinces ? They had abolished the old
right and custom of voting publicly and openly and had
substituted the vote by ballot. I b3lieve the measure has
been conducive to some good in the prevont ion of abuses,
but at the same time it was affecting the will of the people,
and it was done without their sanction, but omanating from
this Parliament. Therefore, 1say this Parliament has a clear
right to legislate on this subject, and if it has a clear
right to legislate on the subject, lot us sec what the measure
in itself, at this first stage, contains, which is so obnoxious.
We want to have the eligibility of the members fixed by
this Parliament, and nothing more. Is this measure so
obnoxious that we cannot give it a second reading ? I say that
the moesure, as it stands, contains a principle that we have
a right to legislate upon, and if that be so, lot the House
have an opportunity of pronouncing upon it; the details of
the measure can be discussed afterwards. Some of them
may be objectionable, but the Goverament declared in the
beginning that they desired to consult the feeling of the
flouse, and if any amendments were proposed they would
be accepted, if the Government could see its way clear to
accept them. The did that in respect to th provision for
woman suffrage. If woman suffrage is not accepted by
Quebec, or ary other Province, lot it be stated here in
committee,and that clause will be erased, and I believe it will
be erased. As to revising barristers, if it is found that too
great a power is given them, or that they are likely to abuse it,
an amendment may be made in committee which will meet
the difficulty, and which will give a right of appeal to ques-
tions of fact as well as questions of law. If the Government
refuses to accept the amendments which a majority of this
House desire, thon let the members* stand up and do their
duty, and oppose this measure at the proper stage, when
the details are discussed. Some of the reasons advauced by
the Opposition against this measure I cannot au prosent
approve. They say it has cone down too late. i believe
myself it has come lato, but I do not think that is what
troubles the Opposition, because I think that for some of
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them it has come too soon. It may be adverse to the the Province of Ontario or any other particular Province
Liberal party in Ontario. But if the measure is so bad as ought to complain. We ought to put the interests of the
they say it is, if it is so radically wrong, I cannot see why whole Dominion above the interests of any particular Pro-
the Opposition should oppose it so much. If it is going to vince, and I say the same thing of the Province of Quebec.
ruin the Conservative party at the next election, I cannot Many have said that it will do harm to the Conservative party
see why those gentlemen should so strongly oppose the in the Province of Quebec. I care not whom it harms, if it is
measure. I don't believe they have a great desire that the minority. If the majority benefits by it, it is the duty
we should continue in power any longer; I do not believe of every patriot, and every citizen, and every member of this
they ardently wish that the present leader of the Govern. -House to accept the Bill. These are the true principles
ment should remain in office any longer, and if he should which must guide every public man. Let the majority bene-
ever resign the reins of power there would be rejoicing in fit by the vote of the majority ; let the majority make rules
the ranks of the Opposition. For my part, I am not afraid for the good of the majority ; and I believe if those rules are
to vote for the principle of this measure. The leader of the followed, the minority will also find those rules to be
Opposition, in an exhaustive and elaborate speech, has led beneficial to themselves. Mr. Speaker, I have made
the charge against this Bill, and he las been followed by these few remarks, without any previous preparation,
all the brilliant talents aroundhim. He bas brought against because I could not give a silent vote on this occasion.
it, 1 may say, all his horse, foot and arlillery. He I think it is a matter that will affect the laboring classes,
has also been assisted by two hon. members who are the commercial classes, the farming classes, to each of
recruited from our ranks, who came fully equipped, which it will extend the franchise; and I think in a few
so that surely nO complaint can be made about years the country will find this is a measure for which the
the equipments. I do not see that any sound Government, instead of being blamed, will be praised. And,
objection can be taken to our right to legislate on the no doubt, if the Government in its wisdom will correct
eligibility of members of this House. We have legislated certain defects in the Bill and accept such amendments
up to the present time, and we have legislated on the fran- proposed as will prove to the public advantage, the measure
chise and made it more plain. It has been said that there will pass. So far as I am concerned, I have every confidence
would be no uniformity in the Provinces. That may be. It in the Governmont which has brought it forward. I say
is difficult, in a country like ours, with so many different that whenever it is said that this is a monstrous measure,
interests and, so many men holding properties under whenever that is asserted by friends or former friends of
different titles to secure a uniform system; but I believe it this Government, such expressions cannot be tolerated.
is as uniform as possible; and I have no doubt that if this Those leaders we have maintained in power for many
Parliament enacts a Franchise Bill which will be generally years past-the venerable and worthy leader of this Govern.
acceptable to all the Provinces, the various Local Legislatures ment, who has brought in this measure, with the con-
will adopt it, and assimilate all their laws to this one. A sent of his colleagues from the Province of Quebec,
great deal has been said about the danger of creating dis- who advocated that such a measure should be brought
sension in the family, by giving farmer's sons the franchise, in; and for hon. gentleman now to say that it is a coercive
in case they should vote one way and the father another. measure, and one destructive of the rights and against
Sir, I think that anyone who knows the families in the the interests of Quebec and of my own countrymen, is to
Province of Quebec, at any rate, will admit that the sons make a statement that I cannot accept for a moment. If I
have been brought up to respect and revere their fathers. thought that the hon. gentlemen on the Ministerial benches
The son may have his own opinion on political matters, but representing the French element had, at the dictation of the
if he differs with his father he will not for that reason Premier, wilfally and knowingly proposed and supported a
cease to respect him; and I have no doubt it will be measure which would prove destructive to the rights of the
the same in the other Provinces. This Bill proposes to people of the Province in which I live, and of those who
extend the franchise to a class of men who deserve it. sent me here tc defend their rights, I would not support
It will give the farmers' sons a direct personal interest in those hon. gentlemen a single'moment longer. But no; I
the affairs of the country, and they will feel a deeper have every confidence that they are acting for the best, and
attachment to the soil, while tilling it, by the sweat of their that the leader of the Conservative party, who has led us
brow. The Bill also proposes to extend the franchise to to victory so often, is, I am sure, at the present moment,
thousands of men in cities who do not now enjoy it. Take, acting for the good of ail; that this measure will be approved
for instance, the intelligent class of clerks, those young by his colleagues, will be adopted by this House, and that
men who form clubs and societies for mutual improvement. it will be found to result to our common advantage.
It will give them a vote, and thereby give them confidence
and an interest in the country; and those young men, Mr. TOWNSHIEND. I desire, before the second reading
many of them may hereafter become leaders of parties and is taken, to address a few remarks to the House. One of
perhaps members of this House. It will do the same thing the leading points made by Ion. gentlemen opposite,
for the sons of artisans and manufacturers. When they get respecting this Bill, was the late period of the Session
votes they will come to the poll unbiassed, and vote for at which it has been introduced. We have had several very
whom they please, feeling, at the same time, that they are earnest speeches on that subject from hon. gentlemen
performing a duty of which they had been deprived before. opposite, in which the Government have been very severely
it has been said that the people should be consulted on this condemned for not placing the measure before the House

matter. Sir, why should not the Government lead public at an earlier period. To a certain extent I can concur with
opinion in these things ? Are not all these measures intro- hon. gentlemen opposite in that regret. I should have
duced by the Government? Is it not the duty of the Gov- been glad to have had an opportunity of discussing the
ernnent to introduce measures for the public good? Ifthis measure before the House and the country sooner. But
is a progressive measure, then we are a progressive party, my reasons are entirely different from those given by bon.
and we are the true Liberal party. Now, Sir, the opposi- gentlemen opposite. They differ, because in my view of
tion made to this Bill, in my opinion, springs from the matter this is an excellent measure, a measure
another motive ; it comes from the fear that a Bill which is required by the people of the country, in fact,
of this description might do harm to their party in the which is demånded by the people at theb ande of the Gov-
Provinces.' But to my mmind that is not a sufficient ernment. My regret is not so much that they have
objection to the Bill. If th measure in itself is a good one, brought it down so late, as that they have beei so long
and calculatéd to benefit the country at large, I do not think lin bringing it here at ail. I know that many hon. mem-
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bers on both sides of the House agree with me that this mea-
sure should have been introduced and become the law
of the land many years ago. I believe it to be the impera-
tive duty of the Government to the people to submit the
present measure to Parliament. I should like to ask why
hon. gentlemen opposite complain of the lateness of
the period at which the Bill has been brought down.
They say it is a measure of supreme importance, of
far-reaching consequence, and that it deserves mature
consideration. I quite agree with them in this regard.
It is a matter of great moment, of far-reaching import-
ance, and one which deserves very grave consideration
by members of this House and the country. But while
I agree with them in that respect, I think the long and
elaborate speech of the leader of the Opposition furnishes the
best answer that can be given to the complaint that it has
been so long delayed. The hon. gentleman gave a history
of this measure from Confederation. He las been in the
House almost ever since, and he las been intimately
acquainted with all the legislation enacted. The hon. gen-
tleman furnished us with an accurate account of what had
taken place on this subject since 1867, and I listened to
his statements with pleasure and interest. He spoke of
the fact that this measure had been mentioned in the
Speech from the Throne at almost every Session of Parlia-
ment. If it has been mentioned in the Speech from the
Throne almost every Session, it must be a matter
that has corne before the people of this country for
their consideration, and it must be a matter to which
they have given ample thought and discussion. For
about eighteen years the people and the varicus mem-
bers who have, from time to time, been elected to
Parliament have had an opportunity of giving this sub-
ject their attention. It would be unfair to hon. gentle-
men opposite to assume that after this subject had been
mentioned in the Speech from the Throne so frequently
they would ignore it and not give it due consideration,
and make up their mind as to what should be the policy of
the country with respect to it. A most effectuai answer
was given by the hon. member for King's (Mr.Woodworth)
this afternoon, when he showed that not only hon. gentlemen
themselves, but the press of the Opposition, had elaborately
and fully discussed it from time to time. - It is said that
the people have not had the.question before them. I say,
that in view of the statements of the leader of the Opposi-
tion and of the Opposition press, that argument
falls to the ground, because they do not deny that the
subject had been considered by them, and considered
by the Opposition press, in a light favorable to the Bill.
There is another ground on which to show the subject of the
franchise has been discussed fully by the people of this
country, and I deal with this point because it has been made
a point of considerable importance by the Opposition,
that this Bill was sprung upon the country, that it has
not been fully considered, that the people have not had an
opportunity of weighing the different reasons put forth in
favor of this Bill, and why it should be made law at this
time. What do we find, with regard to the different Local
Legislatures of this country? I find that in the Province
of Ontario the subject las been discussed, and a Bill,
changing the franchise of that Province, has been
enacted there. I find that both in the Province of New
Brunswick and in the Province of Nova Scotia, in the
Sessions they have held during the the past winter, they
have discussed the subject, and in each laws have been
enacted, making variations in the franchise in different
respects. I ask lon. gentlemen opposite, in ail fairness,
can they say that this question has not been discussed
by the people, has not been before them as a subject
upon which they should exercise their judgment ? I think
we must consider that so far as that point is concerned
their argument is at an end. Now, I could see a

Mr. TOWNsHEND.

great deal of force in what has been said by the leader
of the Opposition and others on that side; I oould give
much weight to what they have said, if the Government
were, at this time, propounding a Bill to Parliament in
which they were taking away from the people valuable
rights which they now possess.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I concede that at once, and if hon.

gentlemen opposite say, " hear, hear," I agree with them that
if we were taking from tbe people any rights which they
now possess, I could see some force in their argument, that
at this period of the Session and that at this time of day the
Government should not bring down such a measure. But is
that the case ?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Yes.
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I deny it emphatically, and I hope

before I take my seat-if hon. gentlemen are drawing any
comfort in that respect-to show that they are entirely mis-
taken, or else that they are endeavoring to mislead the
people of this country. Now, how can they say that? I
assert, and I assert it with the proof given in the Bill itself,
that valuable concessions are given to the people by
this Bill; that people who never had the right to vote
before will be given that right under this measure. I
say, Sir, that in every Province of this Dominion, with
the exception of the Provinces of Prince Edward Island
and British Columbia, the rights of franchise will be
conceded to the people, which they never pos-
sessed before. If that is the case, is it right for
hon. gentlemen opposite to get up and condemu and
anathematise the Government because they give to the
people rights and privileges which they did not enjoy
before. I say their argument on this point answers itself,
and does not require me to extend my remarks in regard
to it at any greater length. Now, with regard to the two
Provinces of Prince Edward Island and British Columbia, I
understand that in them manhood suffrage exists. As
to that, hon. gentlemen opposite must take one of two
positions. They must cither say the Bill is right, in making
the franchise uniform in all the Provinces and thus rais-
ing the standard of the franchise, or else they must
commit themselves to manhood suffrage. If they com-
plain that privileges are taken away, it is only in those
two Provinces, and are they prepared to say that manhood
suffrage should be the law of this Dominion? I could
understand their consistency in saying that, but if not,
it shows them to be utterly inconsistent in the argu-
ments which they have been putting forth in this
debate. Let me say, with regard to the position of
those two Provinces, that hon. gentlemen opposite take
the legislation of the great Province of Ontario as their
model. What has been done there, so far as I can
understand, they consider perfection. If they take that as
their standard, I say that to be consistent and honest they
should be willing and anxious to support the Government
in bringing up the franchise of Prince Edward Island and
British Columbia to the same standard as they themselves
adopted. They'must admit this themselves, that it is the
greatest inconsistency, it is intolerable that in this wide
Dominion the different Provinces should elect men to this
Parliament on different franchises-men who hold property,
electing them in one Province, while in others men who
have no property have the same rights and privileges.
This is an inconsistent position, from which hon. gentlemen
themselves must see they will be driven. In listening to
the speeches of hon. gentlemen opposite, I asked myself,
what are their real motives in the opposition which they
have given to this measure se persistently and obstinately,
day after day and night after night ? What are the real
motives behind all this fighting ? I take it that there are
two causes; amongst others: First, that any measure
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whatever, be it ever so good or beneficial to the people,
if it were to confer the greatest advantages, if it pro-
ceed from the Government hon. gentlemen opposite are
bound to place themselves in opposition to it. We
have seen measure after measure brought down
this Session, and I know the same thing has
taken place in previous Sessions, from what I have read,
and simply because they have proceeded from the
Government hon. gentlemen have given them untiring
opposition. Now, that is the chief reason which leads
hon. gentlemen to deal with this measure as they have
done, and raise this tremendous howl-if I may be pardoned
the use of the expression-which they have made use of in
discussing this Bill in the House. Apart from that, they
can not mean to oppose it, because it is an extension of
the franchise; it is extending rights to the people
which they had not before. They would be unworthy of
the name of ]Reformers if they opposed it on that ground.
Surely they will not contend that it is not consistent to
give to the people of this Dominion a uniform franchise;
they canndt give that as a reason for opposing the Bill.
They will not certainly deny the right of this Parliament
to give a franchise to those who elect its members, so that
cannot be their objection. Therefore, I put it down first, to
their undying opposition to anything that may be offered to
the House by the present Government. Bat there is clearly
another motive which actuates these hon. gentlemen,
which they must in their heart of hearts confess to be the
main motive, that is, their objection to the provision in the
Bill regarding the mode in which the voters' list is to be
fixed. I believe that is the sum and substance of the whole
of the opposition of these hon. gentlemen. So far as the
franchise is concerned, I will do them the credit of believing
that they think it is right there should be a uniforrm franchibe
for the whole Dominion; and if their main objection is to
the mode in which the list is to be fixed, it will be better
for them and botter for the country if, like honest men,
they come forward and say so, and fight out the question
on that line, and on that line alone, instead of wearying
this House, night after night, in discussing trivial matters
in which they thomsolves have no faith. Now, Sir, if
this Bill proves to be a good Bill, I ask hon. gentlemen
opposite what capital do they expect to make in the
country by this cry of delay ? No doubt the great splurge
they are making is intended to affect the people; but if the
Bill turns out to be acceptable to the people, if they find
that they get more rights under it than they have
hitherto had, I should like to know who, outside of this
House, is going to consider the period of the Session at which
it was brought down. If hon. gentlemen think they are
going to gain any advantage from that source they will be
grievously disappointed, and they had better assume the
position of true patriots and help the Government to make
it a good, respectable measure. If, on the other band, the
Bill is a bad and vicious one, there is no doubt that this
Government will receive the condemnation they would justly
deserve at the hands of the people of this country. The peo-
ple will judge it by its substantial results and not by any
captious objections which may be urged by these hon.
gentlemen against petty details, or on the ground of delay.
Now, this Bill is for the purpose of enabling this Parlia-
ment to fix the qualifications of the electors of its members
throughout the Dominion, and it is defensible on every
logical, political and public ground. In my humble judg-
ment, it is due to the dignity and the supreme authority of
this Parliament that it should not bo subject to the cap-
rice of outside bodies like the Legislatures of the several
Provinces. What position could be more lowering to the
dignity of the great Parliament of this Dominion, charged
with the management of the affairs of this country, from the
Atlantic to the Pacifie, than that the people who elect them
should be decided by bodies totally irresponsible to the

people who are represented here-in fact, so far as this
Parliament is concerned, utterly foreign bodies. If there
was no other argument that should be a sufficient answer
to hon. gentlemen opposite. What has struck me from first
to last as the greatest justification of this Bill, is that this
Parliament should not be dependent on any inferior Logis-
lature. Now, Sir, what is the position of this Parliament at
this moment ? It is at the mercy of seven different Legisla-
tures. There are seven Provinces in this Dominion, every
one of which has the right to legislate on the subject of the
franchise, and to adopt such different franchises as they
severally choose without the slightest regard to the
wishes of this Parliament. Is that a proper aposition 'for
this Parliament to occupy ? Is it proper that therepresen-
tatives of the people in this Parliament should feel
that they are not only responsible to the people
directly, but they are beholden to the Legislatures of
the different Provinces, elected in an entirely different way
and for different purposes ? As a matter of fact, all these
seven Provinces have different franchises. We have Nova
Scotia with one, New Brunswick with a slightly different
one, Prince Edward Island with a franchise entirely diffe-
rent, Ontario and Quebec different again, Manitoba diffe-
rent, and British Columbia different. And not only are
their franchises difforent at the prosent time, but they have
the power in the future to change these franchises to suit
themselves, without the slightest reference to us. Now, I
ask, is it logical, is it fair, is it statesmanlike, in hon. gent-
lemen opposite, to object to our taking it out of the power of
these different Legislatures to make such vital changes as
these ? But not only is that unfair to this Parliament and
an unseemly position for it to be placed in, but it is not fair
to the people of the different Provinces who elect members
to this Legislature. It is not fair that British Columbia and
Prince Edward Island should elect representatives on a
manhood suffrage, while the people of the Provinces of
Ontario, Quebec, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick,
who probably have a larger interest in the Domi-
nion, elect representatives on a property suffrage.
I say that is net fair and just, and it is demanded at
the hands of this Parliament that it should give the peo-
ple of all the Provinces an equal right in that respect. I
was referring just now to the power in the hands of the
Legislature of the different Provinces. It is not a more matter
ofimagination ; it is a matter of fact, that tho Legislature in
some of the Provinces have abused the right which this
Parliament has so far left to them. I speak now from a Nova
Scotia point of view. We find that the Legislature of that
Province has actually disfranchised mon who have in good
conscience a right to vote for mombers of this Parliament.
In Nova Scotia the Legislature actually disfranchised all the
officials of the Customs and railway departments; in fact, no
Dominion official has any right to vote. Is that the case in
any other Province?

An hon. MEMBER. Quebec.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It may be so, but I say it is not
fair; it is not right that they should be disfranchised in
Nova Scotia while in other Provinces they have the right to
vote. Why were they disfranchised ? It was done for the
avowed purpose of helping the opponents of the Dominion
Governmont, the majority in the Nova Scotia Parliament
being opposed to that Government; and this majority, for
this purpose, deliberately undertook to strike off the voters'
lists, people who had as good a right to vote as
any others on the list. What was done in Nova Scotia the
other day ? I ask hon. gentlemen opposite to note this fact,
which they must not forget in considering this question,
for .I hope they are patriotic enough to take a broad and
statesmanlike view of the matter. The other day the
Legislature of Nova Scotia passed an Act, which does not
enfranchise mon engaged in mining in that Province.
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Why ? Simply because the mining population in Nova
Scotia, owing to the National Policy, are to a unit in favor
of the present Government. For that reason alone the
IN ova Scotia Legislature, in passing their Franchise Bill,
enacted a measure not giving the franchise to miners
in the Province. Of course there may be exceptions,
where these people own property and come under
other sections of the Bill, but I ask hon, gentlemen
opposite if they are prepared to uphold legislation of that
kind. I understand the Province of Ontario has also
exercised its rights in disfranchising certain classes of people.
I cannot go into this in particular, but I understand they
have taken the right to vote from non-resident voters. If
the Local Legislatures are ging to exercise their power in
that way, it is high time that we should provide our own
franchise, and be no longer dependent on them. It las been
said that we have got along very well with the present fran-
chise for the past eighteen years, and that we should there-
fore stick to it. I dissent from that view. I say that while,
happily owing to the wise consideration and temperate con-
duct of the Government and the wise moderation of the
people of the different Provinces, we have managed to get
along so far; that does not make these various franchises
right, and it strikes me that now is the time, while the
people of the country are peaceful, and no unhappy diffi-
culty has arisen among the different Provinces, to legislate
on this subject. We should not wait for some overwhelming
provincial difficulty, which will force us to enact some
law, but now is time, while we are united, that we should
legislate upon this subject. We have been referred to
the United States; but I think the argumen tthat was
used with reference to our taking the United States as a
model was so effectually dispelled this afternoon by the
hon. member from King's (Mr. Woodworth) that I will not
say a word on that subject. The British North America
Act provides that this legislation should take place, and
that the different franchises in the different Provinces,
used the last eighteen years, should be taken merely as
temporary matter. The leader of the Opposition has proved
it was constantly in the contemplation of the Government to
change that, and do what the British North America Act
contemplated this Legislature should do, namely, make a
uniform franchise for the whole Dominion. That being the
case, I think thet this measure, which is one for the unity
of Canada and the completion of the Confederation Act,
should be passed, and that no more opportune time
could be chosen in which to pass it; and I may add, that 1
regret, for one, that years ago it was not put on the Statute
Book. The Bill extends the franchise in all the Provinces,
with the exception of the two I have mentioned, and that
being the case, 1 think it will meet with the universal
approval of the people. In the Province of Ontario a Bill
has recently been passed, which in some respects is different
to this, and in which, as I understand it, people have not
the right to vote who have the right under this Bill.

An hon. MEMBER. Who are they?
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will acknowledge to hon, gentle-

men opposite that is a question I have not much studied,
but I can mention one class, to which I have already referred,
that of non.residents? They have been deprived of votes,
and they have the right to vote elsewhere, and the depriv.
ation of this right was done with an avowed political
object by the Ontario Legislature ; that in itself shows that
in Ontario the Legialature has used its power in a
manner dangerous and unjustifiable. In the Province
of Quebec the franchise will be extended and also in
Nova Scotia. It will not affect us very much, but it gives
us what I am proud to say will be welcomed by the people;
it extends the right to vote to fishermen, who, in many cases,
are excluded from it to-day, and it will also enable the
mining population to vote, who are under deep debt of grati-

Mr. ToWNSH.nMD.

tude to the Dominion Government for its policy. It will give
the franchise to farmers' sons, who had not that right
before. It will give the franchise to parties having a
certain amount of income, up to $400. There is one change
to which I would like to advert, from what they have in
the Province of Nova Scotia. According to the law there,
parties having $300 personal property, or personal and real
together, have the right to vote; this Bill does not go that
far, but the other provisions are such that they will cer-
tainly cover the case of every person having a vote for that
reason; and in New Brunswick it is almost the same.
Therefore, with respect to all classes interested, this Bill
gives them greater privileges and rights than they had
before. As to Prince Edward Island and British Columbia,
one of two things must be done. Either we must, in order
to make this franchise uniform, bring down the franchise of
the Dominion to theirs, or we must bring up theirs to ours.
There is no getting over it. If you concede, what
every reasonable man must concede, that we should have
a franchise enacted by this Parliament, and that it ought, as
far as possible, be uniform, then either theirs must come up
to ours, or ours must go down to theirs. I believe I am correct
in saying that neither of the two parties in this louse, as a
party, has taken the position that manhood suffrage should
be granted; and, if that is admitted, gentlemen opposite are
not in a position to say that we are depriving the electors
of Prince Edward Island and British Columbia of any rights
which they had before that we ought not t@ take away. I
do not believe, and I think most gentlemen will agree
with me, that there are few people worthy of a vote
cither in Prince Edward Island or in British Columbia who
will be disfranchised by this Bill. I hold that there are
very few persons whose vote is worth anything, who would
not have at least $150 worth of real estate, or who would
not rent a louse that pays $20 a year. low many people
will be disfranchised under such a qualification as that ?
They will be so few, so insignificant, that their loss will
never be known. There is a great deal of noise, there is a
great deal of sound and fury over that provision of the Bill,
which does not amount to much after all. The leader of
the Opposition committed himself individually to the pro-
position that lie was prepared to take as the basis of the
franchise "citizenship residence and intelligence." I can
understand the two first qualifications, those of citizenship
and residence, but what the hon. gentleman opposite, an
hon. gentleman occupying the lofty position of leader of
the Opposition, means by intelligence, is what I cannot
understand.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have not the intelligence to com-
preliend that, and I should like to know from hon. gentle-
men opposite, who appear to be so much exercised over it,
what would be the measure of the intelligence that the voter
was required to possess in order to have a vote. I shouid
like a definition to be given. Who is to be the judge of the
intelligence ? Is the intelligence of the voter to be measured
by his political views ? I cannot comprehend it. It is an
abstract idea, very beautiful in one sense, but it has no
meaning. I was reading recently a speech of Lord
Beaconsfield on that subject. Hie has been quoted in this
House, and, with the permission of the louse, I will give
his words, which will very pungently express whait he
thought:

" The House has heard much of late years of what is called an educa-
tional franchise."

And I presume the hon. member must have meant an educa-
tional franchise when lie spoke of intelligence :

fI amn bound to say that ne plan fo hthecreain ofpanedusational
franchise,ian a prciase esen ofht w drwhi th ireapion othei
work satisfacoerily, hia@ been brought-under the oouuidration of the
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Government. It has indeed been proposed that the buis of such a
franchise should be sought for amon Rthe members of the various
learned societies, but as it has been aptly observed, it does not follow
that the members of learned societies sbould be learned. In these days
we frequently see names followed by an amount of alphabetical com-
bination which is almost appalling. Yet, though we associate the
highest learning, great antiquarian and scientific acquirements with
those persona, it sometimes turns out that they only possess a respect-
able character, and p ten guineas a year. An educational franchise,
according to that igh empyrean of imagination which some have
attempted to reach, bas baffed aIl our practical efforts."

I think it will baffle the practical efforts of the leader of the
Opposition and of the array of gentlemen behind him to
define exactly what a franchise of intelligence should be.
There is one clause in the Bill to which i cannot give my
approval; I refer to the franchise for women. I am opposed
to it, believing it would be not only degrading to the sex, but
detrimental to the body politic in every sense. It may seem
presumption on my part to express those views, when so
many able thinkers and writers hold an opposite opinion,
but my convictions on this point are very strong. I
listened with pleasure, perhaps not with profit, to the
eloquence of the hon. member for Ottawa (Mr. Wright) the
other evening, when ho depicted in such glowing colors
the reaults to humanity which were going to flow from
granting the franchise to women, I listened perhaps wi th
some hope that I would be convinced, but I regret to say
that I went away utterly uncbanged as to the propriety of
giving the franchise to the gentler sex. I believe it
would be degrading to them. We should be their greatest
enemies to give it tothem. I believe it would be essentially
a mistake, in every sense of the word. Why should she be
removed or tempted to leave the sphere in which God has
placed her, to enter upon those duties to which she is not, by
nature or constitution, adapted ? I can sec nothing in the
argument of any writer on the subject which has convinced
ne of the propriety of supporting this proposal. I ask hon.
members of the House, and through them I ask the people
of this Dominion, why should we accord to woman that which
she has not asked for? There is no public feeling or sentiment
on the subject, and I, for one, declare emphatically against
giW g a-right not asked for by the sex, and which no public
duty or public necessity demands. You take from woman
what she was constituted for. Instead of being man's help-
mate you make ber his rival, and you introduce into thefaumily
circle soeds of dissension, marring that domestic happiness
which should ever exist between members of the same tamily.
Woman's sphere of action is the domestic circle, in the care
of the young, in the nursing of the sick, in the consolation
of the bereaved, in performing those religious and social
duties which contribute to the general good of mankind. We
glory to see her engaged in these occupations so necessary
to the happiness of mankind. Here is ample scope for the
exorcise of all her virtues and intelligence. I think it
would be a mistake, a mistake which could never be
remedied, to take ber from ber legitimate sphere and give
her those privileges which she has not asked for, which
would involve her in positions and occupations for which
she is not actapted, and which would not b conducive to the
interests of our race. It cannot be contended that those duties,
which must b performed by somebody, are too well per-
formed at present. It will never be contended that the sick
are too well cared for, that those who are in distress and sor-
row have too many persons to console them, orthat religious,
social, and benevolent works are too well attended to. While
men are engaged in the general public occupations, woman
should be left to those more gentle and botter adapted to ber
nature. Now, Sir, there is another reason against granting
the suffrage to unmarried women and widows, as suggested
in thie Bill, and that is that if you grant the franchise to those
classes, there is no logical reason why you should not grant
it to married women. I quite agree with the leader of the
Opposition, that there is no defensible ground on which you

a-resfuse the franchise to married womn if yon grant it

to her unmarried sisters. And yon must go further. If you
grant women the right to vote for members of the Legis-
lature, yo must also grant them the right to be represen-
tatives. I say that one is the reasonable deduction froin the
other. If she is fitted for one duty she is equally fitted for
the other. You must not only give her that, but you must
give her the right to enter all the walks of life open to
men. Now, Sir, I ask the members of this flouse,
and the people of this country, if they contemplate
such a revolution as would be effected by this change ?
Do they think that women ought to take part in the
deliberations of this House, or of the Local Legislatures ?
Do they think they should occupy the position ollawyers,
or ministers, or of other professions, which heretofore have
been open to men only ? As surely as you grant the one,
.the other must inevitably follow in time. Hon. gentlemen
may differ from me ; nevertheles, that is the opinion I
hold on the subject, Now, Sir, no country yet, which has
representative institutions, bas conceded to women
the right to vote, except one or two States of the American
Union, and I do not think that they should be held up to
this louse for imitation. I have heard that in some of the
States women serve on juries. Now, Sir, all these things
must follow, the moment you give women the right to vote,
and in itself this is a most conclusive argument againet
granting them any such rights at all. A proposition was
made in Congres to give women the right to vote in 1883,
and it was rejected by a majority of 126 against 85; and I
see that last year in England a similar proposition was
rejected by a vote of 138; showing that in both the Con.
gress of the United States and the British Parliament, the
two Legislatures which might best serve us for examples,
this proposition bas been rejected by decisive majorities.
I may say, further, that no colony under the British Crown
bas yet adopted any such law; and I ask why then -shond
we rush into this abyss, the dangers and far-reaching
consequences of which we ought not to incur without
some very strong reason, and none such has
yet been given. Now, Sir, I trust that the
mature judgment of this House will pronounce against
it, and reject the proposition as unnatural, as uncalled for,
as impracticable and unprecedented, and as dangerous to
society, and to the elevated position which womau holds in
every christian nation. It has been argued that woman's
emancipation las been gradually advancing with the onward
progress of the world. That is true, Sir, but it has not been
in the direction proposed by this Bill, in Lgiving her the right
to vote. It has been in sbaking off the trammels and bur-
dens whicb, in days of ignorance and prejudice, oppressed
her. As to rights of property, as to ber social statua,
as to her protection-in all those matters the position of
woman las improved with christianity, but, Sir, not in this
direction. Those measures in themselves show to my mind
conclusively that there is no reason whywoman should have
the franchise, that her rights are amply protected by our
Legislatures, aseat present constituted, and that the mere fact
of her being a voter, of being able to take part in the delibe-
rations of the Legislature, would not advance her interests
in any respect. Now, Sir, the House wili pardon me if I
read an extract from a speech of Mr. Goeschen on this sub-
ject in the Britishi louse of Commons, and which puts the
matter very clearly:

'' Many of us know where to go when we want the views of women
upon this or any other subject. And how can the amancipation and the
enfrancbisement of spinsters enable women te convey te men a botter
ide& of vhate omen antsregards their cbildreu? (Obeers and
laughter.) I can assure the House that it is not by way of a simple
rhetorical argument that I put this point. It lieu at the whole root of
the case. (Bear.) Ho w are wornen te - make their influene 1.11?
Throg- their hubands, their sons, their brotherse, and their frienls.
(Hear, hear.) To think that a collection of female voters will better be
able to instruct us as to our duties in legilating for women is an
assamption whichb1 am unwilling to make. It is said that women caSne
no make the r influencee fertsokd i is o lege tofhhoredinnte
able speech of the member for 15toke. t l i Up4 Ibm Ilez Ouo$
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make themselves heard, and that they have interests which they cannot
rollow up. I think, on the contrary, that they do make themselves
heard. (Hfear, hear.) I am bound to admit that my hon. friend was
fair in saying that it was not the intention of this House to oppress
women. I should think not. (Hear, hear.) The interests between men
and women are not separate interests. The interest of the father is not
a separate interest from the interest of the mother. We take a joint
interest in our children, be they sons or daughters. We care for the
education and the future of our daughters as much as we care for the
education and the future of our sons. Now, I venture to think that
women in that way, actin g through their legitimate representatives, have
ample opportunities of being able to influence political men.
(Hear, hear.) But women are to make their influence felt. Well,
may I ask what hon. member is not or has not been more or less under
the influence of a woman ? (Hear hear, from Mr. Warton, and laughter.)
We know the varions classes of women who are able to have an inflience
in politics. Could we not see from the eloquence of my right hon.
friend the member for Halifax how much he lad been under the influence
of the noble women whom he so well represents, and who made him
eloquent on their behalt ? (Hear, hear, and a laugh.) There are other
women who may be called the Sirens of the political boudoir, and very
influential they are sometimes-perhaps quite as influential as the eman-
cipated Amazons of the public platform. (Hear, hear.) On all sides we
see the influence they bring to bear upon us, but what I object to, and
what has been pointed out by ot her members, is this: That certain
splendid examples of womanhood should be put before the House, and
that it should be said because they have so worthily discharged the
duties and functions assigned to them, therefore you may entranchise
women generally and place the franchise in the hands of the whole sex.
(Oheers.) We have had put before us the case of Miss Octavia Hill.

he has done, and is doing, splendid service in an unobtrusive manner;
but I doubt whether she would be stronger, either with the public or
with this House, if it were by the vote of female electors that she was
obliged to make their influence felt. (Hear, hear.) It is not at the
polhng-booth, but it is through their actions of this kind, that women
must influence legislation. Then it is said that women are excellent
poor law guardians, and that, therefore, we have before us a proof as
to the capacity of the sex for public civic duties. I object to this view,
and deny that we can argue from the puish or the municipality to the
State.

I think that places the matter very tersely and very plainly'
su far as regards the position of woman. With respect to
this Bill there is one other subject of importance te which I
wish to allude, and that is the mode of preparing the lists
of electors. This has been objected to by hon. gentlemen on
two grounds. First, that it is expensive; and second, that
it gives undue influence to the iovernmont. I say, as to
the first point, there is no force in it. Once concede that it is
the duty and right of this Parliament to fix the franchise, and
you must adopt adequate machinery te carry it out. But I
differ from hou. gentlemen opposite as to the matter of
expense. I think they are mistaken, especially after the
first list has been completed, as the expense after.
wards will not be large. As to undue influence, hon, gentle-
men opposite are unnecessarily alarmed. At the present
moment, in most of the Provinces, the list is fixed in the
first place by revisors appointed by municipal councils.
Those are generally selected according to the rolitical stripe
of the particular municipal council. They are selected
for that express purpose, because they are politi-
cal partisans. I ask hon. gentlemen opposite, in all fair-
nesa, whether barristers of five years' standing cannot be
trusted to do the work of revisors as satisfactorily as men
thus selected. A revising barrister has every motive to
act with greater impartiality than any person appointed by
the present mode. First, he las a character te maintain.
A respectable barrister, and I am quite sure none other will
be appointed, has lis character to maintain, and it will be his
interest to do lis duty impartially. We cannot, of course,
expect perfection in this world. lie may have his political
leanings, but i contend that a gentleman in the position of
revising barrister will do his duty, at least as impartially
as any one selected according to the present arrangement.
He will be a permanent officer, and have te maintain his
reputation, both as to legal knowledge and other matters,
and he will exorcise great care in carrying out his duties,
especially as he will know that his conduct must come
under the consideration of this flouse. But suppose he
commits a gross outrage in fixing the electoral lists,
the result of that must act prejudicially te the party
in whoee behalf ho does it, for no advantage can

Mr. TowNSuEND.

can accrue from it. Hon. gentlemen opposite are,
therefore, unnecessarily afraid. According to the
provisions of this Bill and the lower standard of franchise
adopted, there are very few who can be kept off the lists.
The most that can be said is, that it can be no worse than
the present system. I can only say, in conclusion, that I
will support this Bill. I will support it on different
grounds. First, I consider it a necessary part of the terms
of Confederation and required to seoure the completeness of
our national existence. I believe that this is the strongest
ground on which hon. members are bound to pass this Bill.
I support it, moreover, as extending the franchise to many
who ought to have it, in a liberal and judicious spirit, and
placing the various provinces on the same level in this respect.

think, on other gounds, this House is bound to sustain the
Bill. I support it, further, as removing a serious defect
from our Statute Book, which, although late in coming,
should not be any longer neglected.

Mr. FISHE R. I am very glad that when the hon. gentle-
man who has just sat down rose I was not able to catch
your eye, Mr. Speaker, as I had intended doing, because in
consequence of that speech I have heard several of the
strongest arguments stated against this measure, the
expression of which I cannot do botter than make in the
hon. gentleman's own words. But before going into that
matter, I will take the liberty of replying to an attack made
by him, in regard to the character of the franchise which
the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) said ho
would favor, and that was the personal intelligence of the
elector. The hon. gentleman accuàed the member for West
Durham of giving no criterion by which intelligence could
be judged. But on looking at Hansard for last Friday, I
find these words used by the hon. member for West
Durham:

" The basis for that franchise would be citizenship, residence and
intelligence-that intelligence established by an easy test, which has
been applied in several self-governing states and colonies, the easy test
with reference to reading and writing. "
The House will, therefore, soe that the hon, member for
West Durham did give the test by which ho would judge of
the intelligence of the elector if such a standard as he sug-
gested were adopted. The hon. gentleman who spoke last
has accused hon. members on this side of this House of
opposing this measure, first and foremost because it was
brought forward by the Government, we having no other
reason for opposing it, except the natural opposition inher-
ont in us as members of the Opposition. I think that accu-
sation must fall to the ground after the arguments addressed
from this side of the House, which have not been fairly
stated by hon. gentlemen opposite, arguments which had
not been attempted to be met until the hon. gentleman who
last spoke addressed the House, because I wish to do him
the credit of saying that he, at ail events, showed the cour-
age of his convictions, and endeavored, to the utmost of his
power, to sustain the case from his standpoint, by argument.

ut I desire to refer to the statement of the member for
Montreal East (Mr. Coursol), when he expressed his confi-
dence in the leader of the Government, which would
induce him-and I suppose he spoke for a large number of
hon. gentlemen opposite-to support any measure brought
forward by that right hon. gentleman, without enquiring into
its details; and he seemed to reflect on the hon. members
for Bagot and Rouville, because they had discussed those
details, and in consequence of the nature of those details
they felt bound to sever themselves, so far as this
Bill is concerned, from the party of which they have
always been followers, and to vote against that party.
And, Sir, ho was ready to support a Government measure,
whatever that Government measure might be, simply
because it was introduced by the right hon. gentleman, the
leader of the Government. I think that is a much more fair
statement, coming as it does from one of themselves, of the
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feeling which animates hon. gentlemen supporting the Bill,
than any accusation thrown across the House by them
against us can be. The hon. gentleman says we oppose this
measure because it is a Government measure, but I would
ask him what reasons does he give for the hon. member for
Rouville (Mr, Gigault) and the hon. member for Bagot (Mr.
Dupont) opposing this measure. Is it bocause that this is a
Government measure, a Conservative moasure, that they
have opposed itV? No, it is not; because they are Conserva-
tives and followers of the Government, or they have been
until to-day; so that it is not for those rosons, at all events,
that they have opposed the measure, but because the inherent
evils of the measure itself are such that (they could not
accept it, even though introduced by a Government of
which they have been supporters. The hon. gentleman
who has just sat down asks us whether we oppose it for
political reasons. I say we do oppose it for political pur-
poses; we oppose it because we believe it is a bad innova-
tion on the law of our country. We oppose it because
we believe it will do harm to the country, until
it is repealed, and we do not believe it is wise to put on the
Statute Book a law which should be repealed immediately
afterwards. I suppose, when the hon, gentleman said we
oppose it for political purposes, he meant that we opposed
it for party purposes more than for political purposes, and
the hon, gentleman professes to think that we oppose it
because we believe it will have an evil influence on our
party. I do not know what that influence may, be, but I
should think it would have an evil influence on the other
party, judging by what has been expressed by the two hon.
members to whom I have referred, who have opposed this
measure, although they are Conscrvatives. They said they
spoke for the honor of thoir party; they spoke because
they believed this measure was diametrically opposed to
the interests of the country; and if that is the case, I do not
think the hon. gentleman will suppose we are opposing it
simply because it is diametrically opposed to the interests
of our party, unless indeed its evils are of so widespread a
character that it not only hurts one party but hurts the
other party as well. Sir, the grounds upon which this Bill
has been opposed from this side of the IIouse are not, I think,
fairly stated by hon. gentlemen opposite. They seem tocon-
fuse two or three of the positions which have been taken hore.
I recollect, the other evening, the hon. the Secretary of
State, when alluding to our opposition to this Bill being
brought down at this period of the Session, seemed to think
that we had already displayed, on this side of the House, a
thorough knowledge of its provisions, and had shown our-
selves well able to discuss them, and therefore he thought
that it would not be any detriment to us or the country
that this Bill had been brought down at so late a period. It
is true that hon, gentlemen on this side can, I think, dis.
cuss this Bill thoroughly, and will, I believe, even at this
later period, discuss it; it is true that hon. gentlemen on
this side pretty thoroughly understand its bearings and
details ; but to ask this House to discuss a measure of this
importance at this late period of the Session is, I contend,
unfair, not only to the House, but to the country, because at
such a time as the present, when the attention of the
country is turned to other very important events in our
history, it is difficult to have the country devote its atten-
tion to this measure; and, further, if it is to be discussed
to the full extent it should be discussed-and I may say I
think it will be-it will necessarily keep the Housej
together to so late a period of the year that it will be unfairi
to ask hon. members to remain. These are the chief1
rosons why it was thought unfair to the flouse thati
the Bill should be introduced at this late date. I think1
that hon. members on this side of the House, if notI
those on the other side, will take the utmost pains, even if
it is introduced at this late period, to lay its evil provisions
before the country, so that the country will understand it,

so that we may get the attention of the country with regard
to it, and show them that the Bill will not be pased with-
out strenuous opposition, even if introduced atthis late date,
The reasons which have been advanced from this aide of the
louse in opposition to this Bill take chiefly two forma. In

the first place, we believe it is better for the franchise of
the various Provinces to be regulated by the various Gov-
ernments; and, secondly, we believe that it is not a good
thing that the management and making of the lists of those
who shall be the electors of this country should be taken
out of the hands of the people. There are also other les
important provision a of the Bill to which objection has been
taken, and to which objection, no doubt, will be taken, but
these are the two great reasons why this Bill is objected to.
The Secretary of State, and I think the hon. member for
Montreal East (Mr. Coursol) said the Government would be
willing to accept any reasonable amendment. But when
hon. gentlemen on this side are directly opposed to the funda-
mental principles of the Biïl we cannot wait until the Bill
is before the committee and then propose amendments.
The Bill, in its fundamental principles, is objectionable to
hon. gentlemen on this side, and it is in consequence of that
fact that this discussion has taken place on the second
reading, before the principles of the Bill are affirmed, as I
bave always understood it to be the parliamentary practice
that those principles would be affirmed by the second read-
ing of the Bill. 1, myself, Sir, have felt it to be my duty to
speak on this Bill, not only in consequence of my responsi-
bility in general terms, as representing the county which I
have the honor to represent, but because, when two years
ago, the right hon. leader of the Government introduced a
similar measure, in the first Session of this Parliament, and
when I went home to meet my constituents, and went
among them, and tried to lay before them the measures pro-
posed and discussed in this House, I laid before them at con-
siderable length the provisions of that Franchise Bill, and
when I did so, I was instracted over and over again, by
meetings in my county, not only of Reformers, but attended
by Conservatives who came to hear-I was instructed to
oppose the Bill t- the utmost extent possible. There-
fore, I felt that I could not vote silently against the
Bill, but should lay my reasons before the House for
opposing it. So far as the franchi'e which this Bill pro-
poses is concerned, I confess that, coming from the Province
of Quebec, as I do, and believing, as I do, being a Liberal, in
progress and advance, I confess I am not opposed to the
franchise contained in this Bill in -general terms. I flnd
that there is an extension of the franchise, so far as concerns
the Province of Quebec, and from that fact I am disposed.to
support a franchise such as this, except so far as the
extension of the franchise to women is concerned, which I
shall allude to a little later on. But I find that even as
regards the extent and limit of the franchise there are
changes made, even in the Province of Quebec, which will
not be exactly satisfactory to the electors, and will not be
really in their interests. I find that in towns the
franchise is increased to the extent of $100; as in Quebec
the $300 franchise is limited to cities, while by this
Bill that provision is made to apply also to towns.
The result will be that in towns the franchise, instead of
being extended by this Bill, will be limited; but, as I said
a few minutes ago, the result, in general terms, in the Pro-
vince of Quebec, will be to make a large extension of the
franchise. But the question of the franchise itself, the
question as to whether the Parliament of the Dominion or
the Local Parliaments should regulate the franchise, and the
question whether the revising barristers should prepare the
lists, or whether the lista of the municipalities should be
used, are so connected, that I must deal with them together.
The hon. gentlemen opposite said that this Bill, as it
extends over the whole Dominion and applies to every Pro-
vince in the Dominion, must be more or les, a question of
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give and take. The hon. Secretary of State, the other day,
said that a Bill, to be applied to every Province, might not
be perhaps equally or absolutely acceptable to all the Pro-
vinces. The hon. gentleman who has just sat down stated the
case very clearly and distinctly, that you have oither to bring
the franchise down to the standard of Prince Edward Island
or bring that up to the standard of the rest of the Dom-
inion. In other words, in consequence of the attempt to
croate an equal franchise all over the Dominion, you nust do
an injustice to some one or more of the Provinces. The hon.
gentleman, a few minutes ago, complained that the Nova
Scotia Legislature had disfranchised certain people. Does
he not consider it an evil that the Administration here is pre.
pared to disfranchise a large number of people in Prince
Edward Island, a large number in Manitoba and a large
number in British Columbia? And mind you, Sir, that is
not done by the representatives of Prince Edward Island, or
of Manitoba, or of British Columbia, but it is done by this Par-
liament of Canada, which represents the other Provinces as
well as those Provinces-by a body irresponsible to the
electors of those Provinces, and not by the Local Legisla-
tures, which may choose to elevate or lower their franchises,
each in its own Province. When hon. gentlemen talk of
injustice, I think they had better look at the beam in their
own eye instead of the moto in the eyes of other people. But
this is one of the points which is inseparably connected with
the votera' lista. The hon. gentleman said that since the
Dominion must take the franchise in its own hands, it must
provide the machinery for preparing the lista. That is quite
true, and that is one of the great objections to the Dominion
taking that power. The Dominion, I believe, has no right
to command the municipal officers of the different Provinces
to do this work; consequently, they have to create officials of
their own. That, I consideris a great reason why the Domin-
ion should not do this. The hon. gentleman said it is necessary
for the dignity of this Parliament and for the honor of the
Dominion, that the franchise all over the Dominion should
be equal and uniform; but we have been going on for years
back with different franchises, and we have been getting on
very well under that system. lon. gentlemen opposite
have not brought forward a single item or a single instance
in which any portion of this Dominion has suffered in con-
sequence of this mode of procedure. One hon. membor, I
think the hon. member for King's, N.S. (Mr. Woodworth)
said we were making a great noise over the fact that a
Province might suffer for the sake of the Dominion, but, said
he, why should the Dominion suffer for the sake of the Pro-
vinces. If the Provinces have to suffer for the sake of the
Dominion, why should we impose any more suffering upon
them ? It is true there has to be a certain amount of give and
take between the Provinces and the Dominion. It is true,
the Provinces in certain ways and on certain occasions, have
had to suffer, as I think might very well be shown in con-
sequence of the tarif that hon. gentlemen opposite have
imposed on the Dominion. If that is the case, and I quote
hon. gentlemen opposite, to show that it is the case, ia it not
the part of statesmanship and good government to try and
mitigate the amount of suffering the Provinces have to
endure for the sake of the Dominion ? 1 contend that it is
a duty on the part of this Parliament and this Government
to do so. But hon. gentlemen opposite have been accusing
us of opposing this measure because we believe it ta be a
matter of provincial rights. Now, I think they have totally
and entirely misconceived the opposition raised against this
measure on this aide of the Hlouse. I have not heard one
hon. gentleman say that this Parliament has not the right
to pass this measure, or that provincial rights are being
infringed upon. The hon. member for Montreal East (Mr.
Coursol) brought forward, in dispute of that statement, the
instance of the double mandate, and said that that was a
point in which the Dominion Parliament had infringed on
the rizhts of the Local Legislatures, and that consequently
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working from that precedent, it might go on and pass this,
Bill. f believe this Parliament had tho right to do away
with the double mandate, and I believe it has the right to
pass this Bill. But why did it do away with the double
mandate ? For the purpose of restricting provincial rights ?
I trow not. It was because it was found to be a practical
inconvenience, detrimental to the good of the country, that
members should sit in the Dominion as well as the Local
Legislatures. It was found to be bad for the Local
House and bad for the Dominion Hlouse, and it is because
this Bill will lead to equal or greater practical
inconvenience that hon. gentlemen on this side of the HSouse
are opposing it. Now, f will take a few minutes to expose
some of what I conceive to be the practical inconveniences
of this measure. By the creation of a Dominion franchise
we necessitate al tlirough the country a double set of
voters' lists. We have already the local franchises. I do
not suppose that hon. gentlemen on the Government
benches expect that all the Local Legislatures-are going to
assimilate their franchises to this. Do they imagine that
Prince Edward Island is going to do away with its inan-
hood suffrage ? Do they imagine that the Provinces to the
west are going to do away with theirs ? I do not think they
expect that to take place. Therefore, they pin themselves
down to the necessity of double lists. I suppose there is
hardly a gentleman in this IHouse who has not experienced
the practical inconvenience and the trouble and the difficulty
there is in taking cure of and managing the voters' list
of his constituency. I suppose there is hardly a gentleman
who bas not spent a good deal of trouble in seeing that the
voters' list is properly corrected from year to year. Now,
you can easily see, if all that trouble and expense is to be
doubled-an expense not only saddled on the officials con-
nected with the Government or with the municipalities,
but an expense also in which every individual who takes
part in political work has to bear his share, an expense in
which the members of this House will have to bear their
share, an expense to the whole community, an expense to
the electorate themselves, when they will have to go twice
to see that their names are upon the lists, and if their names
should be omitted from either or both, to see that they
are put on; all this work to which I have alluded is, by
this Bill, doubled. I am not going to count up, in
dollars and cents, the amount that these revising barristers
and their secretaries and other officers attending on them
are going to cost, but I think [ pointed ont pretty clearly,
in a few words, that what they will cost will be a very large
amount and will have to be borne by the whole community.
I will now touch upon what I consider teobe the crying injus-
tice and evil of this Bill. The question of the franchise is
an important one; the question as to whether the Pro-
vinces should have the right of making the franchise is a
very important one; but when we come to this question of
appointing barristers and to the manner in which the
voters' lists are to be created under this Bill, we touch a
question which strikes at the very root of repre-
sentative institutions in this country, and one
in -%which an absolute wrong is being done,
not to the politicians of the country, not to the members of
Parliament, but to the electorate themselves, who, by the
provisions of this Bill, are in danger of having their fran-
chise taken away from them. In saying this I am not
referring to those men in the country wbo are going to
be deprived of their franchise, as in Prince Edward
Island and the other Provinces, where they have univer-
sal suffrage-but I refer to the men who will suffer
injustice at the hands of the revising barrister in conse-
quence of the machinery proposed by this measure. I will
compare very briefly the manner in which the votera' lista
under this Bill are to be conducted, and that in which they
are conducted in the Province of Quebec to.day. I can only
speak of that Province with any authority and knowledg,
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but in it I know well how the votera' liste are made up, an(
I believe in their management, although, of course, subjec
to some slight difficulty and danger, the people themselve
have the ultimate decision ; whereasunder this Bill, th
party nominated revising barrister is the only one who wil
have a voice in the matter at all. In the Province of Quebe
lists are based on the valuation rolls of the municipalities
these valuation rolls are made for the purpose of taxation
and, consequently, it is in the interest of every elector an
of every person whose name is on these rolls to have th
valuation at which ho is assessed made as low as possible
because, if he choses to raise it, ho will have to pay taxation
corresponding to the increase of bis assesment. The result is
that, noman will ask for an addition to his assessment will
ingly to any extent ;,but under this new system the revis
ing barrister, although ho has to take as his first guide the
municipal rolls, still hasa right to make a change in them il
he thinks fit, and ho will be able to raise and give a nominal
value on the assessment roll to any piece of property ho likes,
for the purpose of making a vote, without any corresponding
disadvantage in the shape of increased taxation being atten-
dant on it. The result is, the greatest safeguard that
can possibly be imagined is taken away, the danger o
increasing the valuation for the express purpose of obtaining
a vote is incurred. Thon, to-day, our municipal councils
are obliged to revise the votera' list, which are based upon
the municipal rolls. These municipal conucils are affected
by the people of the municipalities which they represent.
The people therefore have in their own power the nomi-
nation of the men who shall control their lista; the people
have control over these men, because if they believe they
are not acting fairly, rightly and lawfully, they can defeat
them at the next municipal elections. The result is, that
the municipal councils, as a rule, act fairly and
honestly. In almost all cases the councils are
likely to be composed partly of one political party
and partly of the other political party; and the
result is, that while one is in the majority, the other have a
minority there to watch the procoedings. No party advan-
tage ean, therefore, be taken to any considerable extent in
the preparation of the voters' lists. The hon. gentleman
from Cumberland (Mr. Townshend) a few minutes ago
alluded to the fact that in Nova Scotia the municipal
council nominate revising barristers, and he held there was
no more harm that the Government should nominate them
than that the municipal council should. Those councils, ho
said, are composed of party men, and the result will be
that the revising barrister will be elected by the
representatives of the one party or the other. But the
hon. gentleman forgets that under the apresent Bill
revising barristers over the whole country will be
representatives of only one party; while under the other
circumstances if it was found that the municipal officers
had not acted fairly and honestly in the matter, the people
would have the course in their hands of not reelecting
them. In the Province of Quebec the municipal councils
have the revision of the votera' lists, but if, in consequence
of any party manifestation on their part, anybody thinks
himself wronged, ho has immediately an appeal to the
court of the district in which he lives. The Secretary of
State, the other evening, alluded to the fact that theri was
an appeai under the Bill, and that -appeal would not
be more exponsive than an appeal under the old law.
I am sure the bon. gentleman was not reflecting upon what
he said at the time. In the first place, ho confused the
appeal to the revising barristers with the appeal from the
revising barrister; but even ifhe did not make that confusion,
and ho really meant the appeal from the revising barrister,
ho must know well enough that by this law in the Province
of Quebec all cases appealed from the revising barrister
must be taken to the city of Montreal or Quebec and not to
the courts of the district in whioh the councils are held, and
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d he must know that the difference in expense will be much
t greater indeed than if taken from the municipal councils of
s the Provinces to the court in the districts in which they are.
e But that is not the worst of the matter. As the hon. gentle.
Il man for Bagot (Mr. Dupont) said, this Bill provides clearly
C and distinctly that the revising barrister's decision is only
; subject for appeal when the revising barrister himself is
, willing, and the result is practically there is no appeal.
d It is perfectly absurd to say that there is an appeal from
e the decision of a court, when that court itself has the
; decision as to whether there should be an appeal or not;
n and by the wording of this Bill the appeal is only to be
, taken on questions of law. There is to be no appeal on
- questions of fact, that is to say, there is to be no appeal if
. the valuation is incorrect, which this revising barrister
a chooses to put on the property of any person; there is to be
Ef no appeal as to whether a person is of full age or not, there
l is to be no appeal as to whether that person is qualified as

a farmer's son or in any other way by the different fran.
chises under this Act. It is simply upon a legal point, on a

- question of interpretation of the Act, and then only is it
t allowable with the consent of the revising barrister. Then,
f this Act has a plausible clause in it, by which the said revis-

ing barristers are to be removable at the will of the House
of Commons. I have no doubt that, in doing that, the peo.
ple generally throughout the country will imagine that the
Government are putting out of their own hands their power
or control over the revisig barristers. They are doing so,
but the only way by which any control can be had over
these revising barristers by this clause is in the hands of
the Ilouse of Commons. Now, a good many years ago a
law was passed in this country, taking out of the hands
of the flouse of Commons the decision of election
cases. I believe that law was passed with the
full consensus of the people of the country. I
believe it was a good law. I believe that the state of
affairs which existed before, when a party majority in this
fHouse could vote to have a man in this House or to turn
him out of the House, was one which ought not to have
existed. But by this law you are going to reinstate that
condition of affairs. Whenever there is a question of dispute
as to an election, based upon the electoral lists, you are
going to bring before this House the action of the revising
barrister, you are going to ask for a party vote on the
question of whether that revising barrister shall be dismis-
sed from his office or not. And who are going to vote upon
that question ? It is the members of this flouse of Cam-
mons who have been.elected, not by the people, but by the
people that these revising barristers, nominated by the
Government, representing the majority of the House, have
appointed. This shows the fallacy which underlies this
clause, which is held out to the people of the country as a
safeguard. I have no doubt it is done because the people
are not expected to understand. I believe the people
thoughout the country will think it is a safoguard, and
will trust to the louse of Cimmons to defend their rights;
but they do not know the full meaning and extent of that
clause; they do not appreciate the fact that it is practically
restoring a state of affaira which the Parliament of this coun-
try decided long ago was a bad state of affairs, in which a
party majority in this House could do just what it liked
with the electorate. I think that this question of making
the lista and the revision of the lists is the great blemish
on this Bill. As far as I am personally concerned, were
there no other objections to the Bill at all, I would find
myself bound, in honor to my constituency, and in honor to
the safety of the electorate of the country, to vote against
it on this ground alone, and I am convinced that the people
at large, if they couli once appreciate the extent of the
powers which are going teobe given to these men, would pro-
test against them most solemnly and energetically. They
will not have time to so protest, and therefore it is the
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duty of members of this House who sympathise in this
feelirg to protest as energetically as they possibly can.
Now, I must come to the question of the woman suffrage,
whichb as been dealt with by one or two gentlemen before,
and I wish to state very shortly the reasons for my inten-
tion to vote against that clause of the Bill. I dare say that
my action in this respect, will not meet with the approval
of some of my friends. It may be considered in some res-
pects, especially in view of the fact that I am a strong
temperance man, to be shortsighted ; but I feel that
this paltry attempt to introduce this question, in the
way in which it has been introduced is unworthy
of the Government which las done it and of the Parlia-
mentwhich considers it. I believe that this is really trifling
with the question of woman suffrage. As my hon. friend
from Cumberland (Mr. Townshend) said a few moments
ago, if the unmarried woman or the widow is to have the
suffrage, what possible ground can be adduced, reasonably
and logically, why the married woman, too, should not have
the suffrage. If we are to give women the franchise, if we
are to give them the right to decide who shall sit in this
Bouse of Commons, why, logically, should we deny them
the right to sit bere, too? The provisions of this Bill are
illogical and inconsequent, in this respect, all through. The
hon. the First Minister says he wishes to give the franchise
to the woman who has property sufficient to vote upon. Hle
does so to a few of those women, a&d to only a few. He
does not give the franchise to the farmer's daughter, although
he gives it to the farmer's son. If the franchise should be given
in any case to the womau, why should it not be given to
the woman who is in the same position as all the men are
who get the franchise, with the one exception, if the hon.
gentleman thought so, for the married women? But, in
the case of the married woman, although I am not a lawyer,
I know enough of the law of the Province of Quebec to
know that, in the case of a man and his wife, they are sup-
posed to have an equal share in the property they in com-
mon own. The wife is the equal partner of the husband,
and if, by owning property which is sufficient to qualify
two persons, this man las a right to vote, in the same way
and in the same sense the married woman should have a
rigbt to vote. Another anomaly is, that the mother's
daughter, should her father choose to deed her a piece of
property sufficient to enable her to vote, will have the
right, while the mother, who owns half the property which
the father is worth, cannot have the right to vote. This is
an anomaly, u n the very basis the right lon. the First
Minister statod, that the woman who has sufficient property
to give ler the right to vote should have that vote. But it
is perfectly absurd to give the right to vote to unmarried
women if you do not give it to all. The hon. member for
West Durham the other day, in alluding to this question,
showed that of all the unmarried women in this country,
about two-thirds are between twenty-one and thirty-one
years of age. We know perfectly well that women at that
age are not at all likely to take a deep interest in public
affairs. They are not at all likely to separate themselves
from the ordinary social interests which absorb the young
woman between those ages. The great majority of them
are probably looking forward to marriage. They are
not prepared to study great questions; they are not
so well prepared, at all events, to pronounce upon
great questions, as those of more advanced age.
and yet we find that, among those whom the right hon.
gentleman wishes to enfranchise, two-thirds of the whole
number of possible electors are between the ages of twenty-
one and thirty-one. I do not think we can conclude that
these women are better qualified to vote than their mothers,
who, however, are not allowed to vote under the Bill.
Therefore, I base my objection to this clause, not as against
the principle of woman suffrage, but because I consider the
provisions of this Bill are inadequate, and do not commend
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themselves to my judgment. If, at some future time, the
women of this country have shown that they desire the
suffrage, and, after full discussion, the matter is brought up
unencumbered with other difficulties, and the right to vote
should be given to all women as it is to all men, surrounded
with the same restrictions as surround men's suffrage, reserve
to myself the right to vote for or against that measure. But
I do not consider that, on this occasion, my vote would be
any indication of what I might do under such circum-
stances. I think that, fairly and fully to discuss the
principles of the Bill upon its second reading, it was
absolutely necessary to discuss a great many of its details.
For instance, in regard to revising barristers, we could not
show the evils attendant upon these provisions in the Bill
without comparing the proposed systemwith the present con-
dition of affairs; and without discussing the details of the
franchise in the varions Provinces, we could not show the
inconveniences and objections which exist against making
the Dominion franchise the same over the whole country. I
have gone over the points which I considered it my duty to
deal with, and before closing I desire to make an observation
as to the reason which has moved hon. gentle en opposite
to bring down this Bill at this late period of the Session.
Why is it that, at this late hour of the Session, with a great
deal of important work still before us, the Premier has
expressed his determination to put this measure through
coûte que coûte ? I am not at all disposed to impute unworthy
motives to the hon. gentlemen opposite, but I cannot help
thinking the truth was told by the hon. member for Bagot
(Mr. Dupont), when, in more powerful language than I can
use, he expressed his belief that on the eve of an important
battle it was much botter for a general to face his adversaries
and risk the danger of dofeat, without resorting to proceed-
ings which would entail dishonor if he gained the victory,
that it was very much better for a general to suffer defeat
with honor than to gain a victory with dishonor. Sir, I
believe these words clearly point out the true reason for
bringing forward this measure to-day; it is becanse hon.
gentlemen opposite, fearing the results of future elections,
wish to take into their bands the power to gain a victory,
by means which have been characterised as dishonorable,
by means which I myself am prepared to characterise as
an extreme action, an action which strikes at the foundation
of our representative institutions, and an action which, Sir,
I trust and believe, will recoil upon the heads of the men
who have taken it.

Mr. COCKBURN. I wish to state my objections to a few
of the features of this Bill. I had hoped, after the
experience of the past few years in elections in this country,
that a botter era was dawning upon us, but I regret to say
that this measure is a retrograde step. I will state at
present a few of my objections to the Bill, reserving further
remarks until the Bill is considered in Committee of the
Whole. The chief reason of my opposition to the Bill is
that it is not required; it has not been asked for. Another
strong reason is, that I think it very unfair. I think it
unfair that the Government should take the voters' list into
their own hands, as it will be practically, for no doubt these
revising barristers will be partisans, and strong political
friends of the Government, and perhaps experts lu many
election contests. It is following out the principle that was
stated by the hon. member for Rouville (Mr. Gigault), for
the Government have borrowed the worst features of the
English election law and left out the best. We have the
voters' list already prepared, which do not cost the country
anything. They are well revised, and very satisfactory.
Therefore, I think the present Bill is totally uncalled for, as
regards the preparation of the liste. I also object to the mea.
sure on the score of expense. Our controllable expenditure
has already gone far beyond what it should, and this measure
is going to add cosiderably to our controllable expenditure.
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I believe that the salaries of these revising barristers, the stress on the amendment of the law respecting deposits. To
expenses of printing, secretaries, and clerks, will not refer to the present Bill, I notice it is proposed to reduce
amount to less than 8250,000 annually, saying nothing of the franchise in townships from 8.00 to 8150. I think the
the great expense which will fall on individuals in looking Government might go further, and make the qualification
after these mattere, who will chiefly be of the Liberal party. 8100 on real estate, which would be a very satisfhctory
I had hoped that any refora measure, respecting the fran- franchise. I infer from the Bill that it is possible Indiaa
chise and the votera' liste, would be in a different direction, may be enfranchised. In the older parts of Ontario they
so that we could have elections carried on in a straight- are quite fit to exercise the franchise. I bave two bands in
foriard manner, as merchants usually transact business my constituency, who, I think, are quite qualified to exer.
between them, but it seems that we have not yet arrived cise the great privilege of casting the ballot. I desire to
at that happy period. The excuse is set up that we want say a few words respecting the remarks of the hon. member
uniformity of liste throughout the Dominion. Well, I for Ottawa (Mr. Mackintosh), who endeavored to make
never knew anyone who wanted to perform some bad act much of the Tuckersmith question, as regards the hon.
or to perpetrate some wrong who did not find some pretext member for West Huron (Mr. Cameron). The hon. member
therefor. We have so far got on very well. The provin- for Ottawa went so far as to say that the hon. member for
cial liste have given good satisfaction, and cost the West Huron, after the general election of 1872, would have
Dominion nothing to use them. I observe that the Ontario been disqualified-in faet, the judge had about disqualified
members of the Ministerial party can never speak on any him, when the Government of the hon. member fur East
Dominion question without making an attack on York (Mr. Mackenzie) brought in a whitewashing Bill.
the Ontario Government. I do not see what the That is not in accordance with the facts. The judge never
Ontario Government have to do with respect to these disqualified the hon. member for West Huron, and no such
matters, nor why hon. gentlemen should refer to Gerry- Bill was ever introducod.
mander Bills and such things. It is truc that in some Mr. BOWELL. The hon. member for Ottawa did notc)nstituencies township Unes have been changed to a certain say that the judge disqualified the member for West uron,extent, but county unes have never been disturbed. The
Gerrymander Bill of 1882 passed in this House was a gross Mr. COCKBURN. Hesaid something amounting to that.
anomaly, and even worse than an anomaly, for it was a Mr. BOWELL. What ho said was this: If the court
measure that bore on its features evidences deserving the below had disqualified hinq, they (the judges) on appeal
strongest condemnation. The constituency where I reside would have sustained the judgment.
is 110 miles long, and only five miles wide in one art; Mr
and I have to pass through two other constituencies, outh r. COCKBURN. Hie said it was neoessary te enaot
Ontario and South Victoria, before I can reach one part of some legislation te whitewash him. I have noth ing further
my constituency. If the antecedents of the hon. First Min te add on this subjeect. I an sorry the Bil has been intro-
ister and those associated with him in publie affairs were duced, as it is net necessary, and as its provisions are satis-
above suspicion, we might net feel so anxious with respect factory neither to the House nor to the country. The Bilt
to the working ont of the proposed election law now before increases the number of voters and extends the franchise.
the House. But we know that one of the tactics of the hon. I do not find fault with those provisions, and I am witng
gentleman and bis political admirers- although in this par- even to go a stop further. As regards the woman's franchise, I
ticular they are not supported by independent and fair- do not think that that is going to become part of the Bill;
minded Conservatives-is to take every advantage of any and I infer, from the remarks of the First Minister, that he is
possible chance in election matters. This Bill is specially going to ehiminate that portion in Committee of the Whole.
designed to give them another advantage. We never get a Mr. KIRK. Hon. gentlemen opposite are in the habit of
fair election. That in 1882 was not a fair election, aid I charging those on this aide of the House with making long
propose to give the analysis ot the resulits on that occasion. speeches, for the purposo cf obstructing business and pro.
Party conteste were held in 175 out of the 211 constituen- longing discussion. I do not think I carn be accused Cf
oies. The total vote polled in those 175 contests was 472,928. doing that, as it is very seldomn I rise to address the flouse,
Of that number the Conservative party obtained 247,469 I would not have risen to speak on this occasion had it not
votes, the Liberals 225,459, leaving a Conservative majority been for some remarks which fell from some hon. members
of 22,510. The Conservatives secured a majority of forty from the Province of Nova Scotia-the hon. member for
members. The average vote polled in cach constituency King's (Mr. Woodworth) and the hon. member for Cmbor.
was 2,703. This divided into the Conservative majority of land (Me. Townshend). They have given somevery highly
votes, 22,510, would only give a Conservative majority of colored statements with regard to the franchise and other
eight members i nstead of forty. The total mejority obtained matters in that Province. Sir, the hon. momber for King's
by the Conservatives should have been forty instead of ccv- (Mr. Woodworth) said that the Local Logislature of Nova
enty, as st present. Such a result, to some extent, would be Scotia had just disfranchised some electors because they wore
obtained under any circumstances, but not in such a glaring favorable to the National Policy. I wonder where he got
degree, except under the operation o the Gerrymander that impression. I am sure ho did not get it out of the
Act, by which the Grits were hived in several of the con. Franchise Bill itself, for that Bill bas no sucb provision.
stituencies. We have had some improvements made in the The hon. member for Cumberland (Mr. Townshend) also
election law during past years, among thea the ballot and made use of pretty much the same expressions. He said
simultaneous elections. Wo recollect that in former times the Local Legislature had just passed a law by whieh they
the First Minister held elections at different periods. He disfranchised the miners of Nova Scotia, simply becauso
always held elections in constituencies where his party was they were favorable to this Government and the National
strongest at an early period of the campaign, in order to Policy. I say that no such law bas been pasEed by the
add to his prestige. An amendment was subsequently made Legislature of Nova Scotia. What is the law of Nova
with respect to deposits by cardidates. This had ibe effect Seotia with regard to the franchise? The hon, gentlemen
of allowing some constituencies to be carried by acclama- know perfectly well what the law is, as they have both been
tion, in 1882, which otherwise would have been contested. I members of the Local Legislature, and the hon. member
remember an instance where a candidate was about to be for Cumberland was a momber of the Government of
elected by acclamation, but another candidate was Nova Scotia for four years, and during those four
nominated, the deposit put up and the latter candi- years ho never made the slightest attempt to alter
date elected. I do not, however, lay very much the franchise in Nova Scotia, which hoeclainis to be s0
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wretched. The franchise which las existed for twenty-three
years, up to the present time, was not altered by him, nor
was any effort made by him or the Government of which
he was a member to alter it. That law, as it stood, gave
the right to vote to those assessed on the roll for real estate
to the amount of $150, no matter whether they were
farmers, fishermen, miners, or what not. They were
entitled to be assessed under the law, and if their property
was worth $150 they had a right to vote. Then, there was
another feature of the law, which gave to parties owning
personal property a right to vote. A person not owning
real estate at all, if he had $300 worth of personal property,
if his name was on the roll, had a right to have a vote, and
he had the opportunity of having his name put on, if, by
any chance, it was left off. Again, if a man had not a suffi-
cient amount of real estate to entitle him to vote, that is, if
he had not $150 worth of real estate or had not $300 worth
of personal property, if the two together made that amount,
he was entitled to vote. Now, what bas the Legislature
-done this year ? They have not changed that provision.
They simply extend that law, so that the sons of farmers or
fishermen, or any other class, or the sons of widows,
of any of those classes, may have a vote; that is,
if a farmer. owns sufficient property to give him a vote and
one of his sons a vote, or more than one, they are entitled to
votes, if the property is sufficient to qualify them as voters
at $150 eacb, and the same with regard to pe-sonal prc-
perty. More than that: the sons of widows, who had not
votes before, are entitled to vote now, providing their
mother bas sufficient property to give them votes, at 8150
for each, for real estate, or 8300 personal property. These
people had no votes before, so that the Legislature of Nova
Scotia have extended the franchise instead of restricting it.
We have never had an income franchise in Nova Scotia; we
have not got one now, and the Local Legislature has simply
extended the franchise to sons of real estate owners
and sons of widows. If the law affects miners I cannot
see how they are disfranchised any more than they were
previously, and if miners were not enfranchised by the law
as it existed previous to this year, whose fault is it ? And
why did not the hon. member for Cumberland introduce a
Bill to enfranchise them ? I say, therefore, it was dishonest
for any man who knew, as he did, what the law was, to try
and prejudice members from the other Provinces, by mak-
ing a statement of this kind, which was so inaccurate
and which he must have known to be inaccurate. The hon.
member for Cumberland has found fault with the manner
in which the revised lists of voters are made up. Well, I
may say, with regard to that, why did he not make an effort
to alter the law in that regard ? But he never made
any such effort. It is true the municipal councils of the
different counties appoint three men as revisers, for the pur-
pose of making out the electoral lists. These men make
them out first from the assesment rolls, and they are
obliged to put every man on the list who is assessed for real
or personal property to the amount entitling him to vote, as
I have stated, and they are not allowed to place another man
on that list; they are bound to go by the assesment roll.
Now, there could not be a better basis on which to form the
electoral Lists, because when that roll is made out the asses-
sors are sworn to assess overy man in the county for the full
value of his property, and for all the property he owns, and
it is done for assoesment purposes-for the purpose of col.
lecting the taxes of the county. There can be no motive
for the asseseors making false assessment rolls, and there-
fore, when the revisers meet to revise the lists they are
bound to take the name of every man on that list who owns
sufficient property to entitle him to a vote, and no others.i
And after they make out a list from the assessment roll,
they post it up publicly, with a notice warning the people
to appear before them at a time and place named in theg
notice, for the purpose of correcting any errors thati

Mr. KRait.

may be made in the posted liste. If it did so happen
that the assessors left off the name of a man who
owned property and was entitled to vote, that man,
by applying to the revisers, could have his name
placed on the list. On the other hand, if the revisers
place the name of a man on the list who is not possessed of
sufficient property to entitle him to vote, they can be
'notified and have the name taken off. I say that under
those circumstances there could not be a better system pro-
vided, and it is a system which las provod satisfactory, so
far as Nova Scotia is concerned. It bas been in use for the
last twenty-three years, and there have been no complaints, no
petitions coming to the Legislature, asking for a change in the
law. Still the hon. member for Cumberland (Mr. Townshend)
and the hon. member for King's (Mr. Woodworth), talk
about it here as an outrageons law, and one which should
not be continued. Now, Sir, it was said that the Local
Legislature did a very corrupt thing when they disfranchised
a number of officials in the Province of Nova Scotia in
1871. What did they do on that occasion ? They simply
applied to Nova Scotia a principle which was applied
in the older Provinces of Ontario and Quebec for many
years; they simply enacted a law by which Customs
and Revenue officers and postmasters should be dis-
franchised. That I believe had been the law of the older
Provinces previous to Confederation, for many years.
It never was the law in the Province of Nova Scotia until
1871. No man, under the law previous to that time, wus
disfranchised, I believe, unless perhaps thejudges. But on
the occasion referred to, the Legislature believing that the
law in Ontario and Quebec was a good law, enacted the
eame principle, but included also railway officials. I dare
say, if there were Government railways in Ontario or
Quebec, these also would be disfranchised, on the same
principle as Revenue officers and postmasters are disfran-
chished. The disfranchising law of the Provinces of Ontario
and Quebec went a good deal further than our Nova Scotia
law. In Ontario the post offices do not include way.offices ;
consequently, every man appointed was a postmaster, ard
every postmaster was disfranchised in Ontario and Quebec.

Mr. BOWELL. No; the only postmasters disqualified in
Ontario were city postmasters, appointed by Orders in
Council and receiving a salary from tho Government. No
town or village or country postmaster is disqualified. These
are paid by fees-by commission.

Mr. LANDE RKIN. The postmasters of towns are not
allowed to vote.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes; they are allowed to vote.

- Mr. KIRK. Well, it was understood that all postmasters
in Ontario and Quebec were disfranchised. However, the
law on that occasion dis3qualified very few postmasters.
We had postmasters only in cities and towns. In the
country postmasters were not postmasters really, only
way-office keepers and consequently they were not disfran-
chised. Subsequently, however, this Parliament converted
all the way-office keepers in Nova Scotia into post-
masters; and the moment that was done the Legislature
of Nova Seotia repealed the law, so far as postmasters were
concerned, and the result is that all postmasters in Nova
Scotia to-day have votes. Now, what has the Local Legis-
lature done, that is deserving of such severe censure as las
been pronounced upon it by the hon. member for King's
(Mr. Woodworth) and the bon. member for Cumberland
(Mr. Townshend) ? It is true the Legislature disfranchised
railway and other Dominion officials, but this Parliament
was able to protect itself, and it passed an Act restoring
these officials to the franchise, so that every man was
entitled to vote and, I believe, did vote; and I think the hon.
members for Halifax know how they did vote. They have
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not got votes, I believe, for the Local Legislature, but they
vote for this House.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The hon. gentleman is mistaken.
The local law precludes them.

Mr. K[RK. This Parbament passed a law in 1871
restoring them to the franchise.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But there was another Act in 1874

Mr. KIRK. Now, the hon. member for Cumberland
thought proper to impute motives to hon. gentlemen on
this side of the House for opposing this measure. He said
we oppose every measure because it comes from the Govern-
ment. So far as I am concerned, I deny the charge. But
is it not true of gentlemen who support the Government ?
I ask if an hon. gentleman in this House a supporter of the
Government did not say, a few nights ago, that he was
obliged to give a dishonest vote-Why ? Because he did
not want to vote against the Government. He knew that
the motion, which was moved by an Opposition member,
was a proper motion, but he said he could not vote for it,
because it was moved by an Opposition member and he did
not, but voted for the Government. He knew that if he
voted against the Government he would lose the pick-
ings. Every supporter of the Government knows that
if ho votes against the Government he will not get the
patronage, and patronage is wbat some of them cannot do
without. The hon. Minister of Marine and Fisheries said
some time ago that a man must sell himself to the Govern-
ment soul and body like a huckster in oider to get the pick-
ings. The hon. Minister is a wonderful prophet, and ho
was true, on that occasion. The hon. member for Cumber-
land said there was another reason why we opposed this
measure-it was because of the mode of preparing the lists.
That is a sufficient reason why any man on the Opposi.
tion benches, at least, ought to oppose the measure. The
Government take upon themselves the right to make the
lista; they appoint revising barristers; they say they may
be county court judges or barristers of five years' standing.
Some hon, gentlemen say that they will be judges. 1 ven-
ture to say, so far as Nova Scotia is concerned, that not one,
judge there will be appointed to make the lists. Why ?
Simply because they have so mucb work on their
hands now that they could not do it. Therefore, the men
appointed to prepare the lists will simply be tools of the
Government-nothing more and nothing less. The hon.
member for Cumberland says they have their legal
standing to maintain. I fancy it does not require a great
deal of legal knowledge to prepare the votera' liste;
and even on that score, no appeal is allowed from the deci-
sion of the revising officer on points of law, without the .
consent of the officer himself; you cannot appeal on
matters of fact at all; and you cannot appeal on mat. t
ters of law without his consent. Therefore, I would like a
to know where is the security that these liste will be honest ?
Now, Sir, I object to this law for another reason ; I object to 1
it on the ground of expense. There are to ho no less than u
600 officers appointed; all of these men must be paid; what L
their salaries are to be we do not know, but we take it for I
granted that they will be well paid. - Probably the revising8
officers will get $1,000. I do not suppose the Government 1
will offer them less, as it will take a good deal of their time i
to prepare the liste. But suppose they get $500 each; thatr
will represent a cost to the Dominion of $300,OO to get t
these lists prepared; and we have liste at presont which area
just as good, which are prepared just as honestly as these can I
possibly be, and we have them for nothing. Yet the Govern- i
ment says: We have so much money in the Treasury that we 8
can afford to give snug salaries to 600 of our friends, at a cost b
to the Dominion of $300,000 annually to prepare lists which 1
we have already for nothing. Now, we know from experience r
that the money in the Treasury is not any too plentiful,I

If an y of us ask the Government-perhaps it is not o with
those who support the Government-but we know that if
those who oppose it ask for a sum of money to build a break.
water or improve a harbor, or to put up any public work,
they will say they have not the money ; yet they will find
$300,000 to prepare voters' lista, when there is no necessity
to prepare them, for they are ready at hand. I had no
intention of speaking on this question, were it not for the
statements of the hon. member for Cumberland (Mr. Town-
@hend). I wish to say a word or two, while I am on my
feet, with regard to the qualification. Hon. gentlemen
opposite pretend that this Bill will extend the franchise
with us, but I do not admit that. Under our present
system, any man having real property in the city to the extent
of 8150 is entitled to a vote, but in this Bill ho muet have
real estate to the amount of $300 to bea entitled to a vote.
Tenants are entitled to a vote, of course, if they pay 820
per annum rent, and are actually on the property; but who
is to know if they pay the rent ? I think this is a pretty
good way to gain the support of the landiords, because it
will help to secure rent for them, for the poor man, when
he cannot pay the rent, need only, in election times, go to
an election agent and have it paid for him. With regard to
the fishermen of Nova Scotia, I maintain that this Bill
reostricts the number of fishermen that will ho entitled to
vote. They are now entitled to vote, as well as others, if
they have real estate to the extent of $150, and real and
personal property to the extent of $300. Here they muet
own $150 real estate before they are entitled to a vote.

An hon. MEMBER. No.
Mr. KIRK. Except what may be added in the way of

tackle to make up the $150. But the boat and tackle of
many of the poor fishermen will not be worth more than
810 or $20, and they have no real estate, while many also
may own horses and agricultural implements and nets to
the extent of $300, to which they will not be allowed credit
at all.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Nets are part of the tackle.
Mr. KIRK. No, they are not ; they are not part of t he

tackle which belong to the baat. That includes but the
ropas, blocks and anchor, whon they have one, and does not
include nets and other personal property. I say that the
fisherman, under those circunstances, if ho were allowed to
add ali his personal property to make up his qualifcation
to $150, would be able to vote in many cases where ho
will not have that right under this Bill; because his nets
and tackle and horse and waggon and other things would
entitle him to vote, while ho might not have a 8100 worth
of real estate ineluding boats and tackle.

Mr. KING. It is not my intention to trespass on the
time of the House at this late hour, but I cannot allow
some of the remarks make by the hon. member for
Cumberland (Mr. Townshend), in reference to the
Province of New Brunswick, to pass unnoticed. If I
understood him rightly, ho said the effect of this Bill would
be to largely increase the franchise in that Province. I
have looked carefully into it, and find that I am unable to
ee it in that light. If the hon. member for Cumberland
had chosen to bave said, in the words of the First Minister,
n another case, that it was not an increase, but only a
readjustment, I could have understood him very much
better. At the outset, I will cali attention to the law in
existence in New Brunswick to-day,regulating the franchise.
In the firet place, we have a real estate qualification amoant.
ng to $100; next, anannual income of $400; then we have
$400 personal property qualification. Under the Bill now
before us, the real estate qualification has been increased from
$100 to $150, and, in addition, farmers' sons are to have the
ight to vote. It is said by hon. gentlemen opposite, that it
will not seriously affect the number of votes on the lists in that
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Province; but here I propose to take issue with them. It is
quite true that even in so far as regards the real estate
qualification it will have the effect of disfranchising a large1
number of persons in the Province of New Brunswick, who
are considered farmers,but this is not the ground on which it is
likely to do the greatest injury. There are in that Province
a large number of persons who are engaged in the business
of lumbering ; many of these people have no real estate;
some of them have homes, it is true, lots of land, which are of
not very much value, yet they are possessed in most cases of
a considerable amount of personal property, and many of
them have their names on the revised lists in their Province,
on account of the personal property qualification which
obtains in the law existing in that Province. Every one of
these, and they are not a few in my county,
and in some other counties in New Brunswick, will be
disfranchised under the operation of this Act. In a
number of cases this class is confined to young men
who reside during the summer with their parents on the
farm. They spend the winter and a large portion of
the spring in the business of lumbering. It might be said
that they could avail thenselves of the farmers' son clause.
But I wish to point out to the right hou. the leader of the
Government that this cannot be so, as they require
to be absent from their homes more than the time
allowed in the Bill, which is four months in the year, and
in most cases they are absent for six or seven months.
Therefore, a class of young men-and they are numerous
all over the Province where lumbering is carried on-eau-
not avail themselves of the provisions of the Bill which
gives the franchise to farmers' sons. Lumboring, nex to
farming, is the principal industry of the Province from
which 1 come. It lurnishes, as most gentlemen in this
House are aware, four-fifths of the exports of that Pro-
vince, and I think a Bill like this before the House,
whicb, if t becomes law, must have the effect of
disfranchising a large number of people who are engaged
in the lumber business, is one that ought not to receive the
asent of this House. It is true that numbers of persons
who are put down as farmers in New Brunswick
are livirg on farme which are not valued at more than
$100. i do not pretend to say that any farmer in New
Brunswick can subsist and make a living for himselt and
his family on a farm which is valued at no more than $100,
but for a great portion of the year these people
turn their attention to the business of lumbering, or
some other occupation, and under this Bill they,
too, will be deprived of the franchise. It is well
known also to hon. gentlemen in this House that the
shipping interest of the Maritime Provinces is a large
and important interest. If you will turn to the report of
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries, you will find, 1 think,.
that in the Dominion of Canada about thirty-seven millions
and a-half are invested in shipping. In New Brunswick
alone, something like ton millions of dollars in round
numbers is invested in shipping, and yet in this Bill I fail
to find any provision by which tbe owner of vessel property
in the Maritime Provinces or elsewhere bas a right to vote
or could be reprosented in this House. That is not so under
the local laws which prevail in the Maritime Provinces, as
the personal property provision gives to every vessel owner
to the extent of $400 the right to vote. By this Bill he is
deprived of that right. Some gentlemen have said that the
income derived from that property would entitle the vessel
owner to a vote. I am not a lawyer, but, as I understand
the law, such would not be the case. I will read the section
which applies to the incoe franchise, sub..section 6 of
section 4:

" Is a resident within such electoral district, and derives an income
fro more trade, office, calling or profession, or fromtone invesment
or charge on real property iu Canada, of not leEs than four huudred
dollars annually."

Mr. KING.

Now, I do not think, in that section which I have
just read, any hon. gentleman on the other side of the House
will be able te point out to me that the owner of vessel
property any where in New Brunswick or Nova Scotia
would be entitled to the franchise. What I am more parti.
cularly interested in, however, is not the large ship.owners.
but a class of men who are owners or part owners of a sinaller
class of vessels, ranging from 100 tons downwards. Every
year, on the lakes in my county, large numbers of that class
of vessels are built by the farmers. In most cases they are
owned and manned by the young men belonging te that
section of country. They are employed during the
season of navigation in carrying on the inland waters, on
the lakes and rivers of the Province, and also in the coast-
ing trade. Under our law, as it exists to day, in New
Brunswick, every one of these young mon, owning $400 in
a wood boat, schooner or coaster, would have the right to be
placed on our revised list, and in many cases they do vote
on that kind of property. Under the provisions of this
Bill everyone of those mon must be struck off this
list. I ask why this discrimination ? I ask why
provision should be made to enfranchise the fishermen
with a boat worth $150, and to disfranchise the owner of a
ship, the man who works in the lumber woods, or I might
say the mechanic or the miner? Then again, in this case,
it might be said that these young mon who follow the busi-
ness of coasting, as they reside for a portion of the year at
their homes with their parents, could avail thomselves of
the provision for the farmer's son, but here again a difficulty
arises, as they require teobe absent for at least seven or
oight months in the year. Therefore, unless that is changod,
they cannot avail themselves of that provision of the Act.
I think it is very unfair tothat class of men. I do not
complain of the advantages which are likely tuobe afforded
under this Bill te the fishermen. I think, perhaps, it is a
step in the right direction. At all events, I have no dis.

-position to find fault with it, but I would like to call the
attention of hon. gentlemen to it. I will read the section:

"Is a fishErman, and is the owner of real property, and boats and
tackle within any such electoral district, which together are of the actual
value of $150."

Now, it does appear to me that, so far as the real property
is concerned, it is a more myth. I have no doubt that I
could go to the county of Charlotte and buy -100 acres of
rocks for $100, and lay that off in lots of a quarter of an acre
each, deed it to 400 fishermen, and qualify them, as far as
the real property was concerned, for 25 cents each. Then,
if each of them owned bonts and tackle of the value of
$149.75, they could be placed on the revised list. I think I
can claim, notwithstanding the words "real property " are
in that section, it is practically retaining in the interest of
the fishermen, and of the fishermen: alone, the personal pro.
perty qualification which, under the present law, applies to
others in the Province of New Brunswick. I think that is
unfair. I am quite sure that the lumbermen and the vessel
owners of New Brunswick, so far as they are affected by
this Bill, will readily come to the conclusion-unless
some change is made, that it is an attempt to stifle
the expression of the opinion of these people at the polis.
It ie a well known fact that the policy of hon. gentlemen
opposite bears more- heavily on these people in the
Maritime Provinces than on any other class of people
there. I do net understand why they should be singled
out to be disfranchised. They are net dependent upon
this Government for bounties, and I cannot see, for the life
of me, why a Micmac Indian in the Maritime Provinces,
with his scoop net, his spear, and his dugout, is to count for
more than a vessel-owner or lumberman. I have shown to
the House that in the words of the First Minister this
Franchise Bill is no increase, only a readjustment at the
best. With regard te the appointment of revising barris-
tors, I would like to make a suggestion that would
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simplify matters a good deal. I would suggest that,
instead of a revising barrister, the Government should
simply appoint my opponent-if I should happen to meet
one at the next election-and allow him to make the
list. It would save trouble and expense. He would do the
work for nothing, and no doubt would make a list to suit
hinself, at all events. I cannot see that there is very much
difference between allowing him to revise the list and the
proposition now before the House. Some hon, gentlemen
opposite have tried to assure us that they did not want to
take any advantage of the Bill in the appointment of revis-
ing barristers. Well, that may be so, but we cannot see it
in that light. However, I can teli the hon. gentleman
that it is a game two eau play .t. If the hon. members
opposite who come from New Brunswick are so anxious to
take the power into their own hands, in making the lists to
order for the next election, it is just possible that in the
Local Legislature next year another Franchise Bill may
be introduced there, framed upon the same principle and
adopting the same tactice as are employed here, and that it
will have the same effect that is anticipated from this Bill. I
do not believe in that kind of thing, however. The hon.
members from Ontario who sit on the Ministerial benches
seem to carry the idea that this is a fight between Ontario
and the Dominion Government, and that the Maritime
Provinces and Quebec have nothing to do with it. But I
muast say that we do hope, in the Maritime Provinces, that at
some day a change of Government will take place-or at all
events, that a change of policy may be brought about, and
such a change of policy can only be brought about by
putting the Liberal party into power again. But if this
Bill strikes a blow at Ontario, it strikes a blow equally at
the Maritime Provinces, and our people will look at it in
that light.

Mr. BOWELL. I merely want to say that in the
remarks I made a few moments ago I was in error in say-
ing that the postmasters in towns are not disqualified. I
find that in the Ontario Act, postmasters of cities and
towns are disqualified, but not country postmasters.

Mr. CASEY. I have waited two or three times for some
of the hon. gentlemen opposite to rise in support of this
measure. I could scarcely believe that it would be
allowed to go through, without some further explanation
from its author. It is usual, even on an ordinary Bill, to
give more than eight minutes of explanatory statements
regarding it, and 1 am quite sure that the right hon. Pre-
mier, wbo bas such a capacity for explaining things that
ho himself bas created, is quite able to give us more than
eight minutes of reasons why we should pass this Bill. If it
is customary to make explanations in regard to an ordi-
nary Bill, how much more so should it be when we have
a revolutionary Bill-for I can characterise it by no
othe' term; it is a revolution in the whole practice
and theory of our constitution hitherto in regard to our
franchise. When we have a revolutionary and radical
Bill brought down by a Conservative Premier, I think it
deserves more explanation than ho bas given to us.

Mr. LAURIER.L It is a conspiracy Bill.
Mr. CASEY. I do not know how far we could prove the

conspiracy, but I am quite sure that if the right hon. gen-
tleman wished to create the impression that this was a con-
spiracy Bill, and that ho did not wish it talked about, on the
theory that the least said the soonest mended, ho could not
have taken a botter course than ho bas doue. We have
been told no reasons ut all why this Bill, which has been
hanging fire for eighteen years, should now be pressed to a
decision. It is true that the right hon. gentleman, in his
prelude to the discussion-for it was not a contribution to the
discussion-gave a hintof certain reasons that might have in-
ltaenced him to propose the Bill on former oocaions, to carry

it a certain distance, and then to drop it; but he gave us n
reason why the hankering, which ho confesses to have fel
for a Bill of this kind, which ho has manifested for so many
years in introducing and thon withdrawing it, is only now
to be satisfied by pushing this Bill on to its final passage.
He told us merely that we had undoubtedly the power to
pass such an Act, but not why it is to be pushed through
now. Since we have not been told, we are compelled
to guess. And I do not think it is very difficult to guess.
This Bill has been kept in roservu in the arsenal of the hon.
gentleman's forces as a desperate resort in case of a despeèi-
ate emergency. He has tried it once and again, and fonund
that it was rather premature; that some of his friends
did not like it, as they do not like it now. But now it
appears that a desperate emergency has arisen, requiring a
resort to this desperate remedy, and we have to guessagain
what that emergency may be. I do not think it is bard to
guess. I think the right hon. gentleman's conduct during
the whole of this Session, the conduct of his friends and
supporters, and the tone of their press, have shown that a
crisis has arrived in the history of that party. If any-
thing were needed to precipitate that crisis, it bas beon the
events of the past few woeks. I am not going to discuss
those events now.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Go on; go on.

Mr. CASEY. We will discuss them enough by and by,
perhaps. There are several stages in this Billyet, and hon.
gentlemen will have quite as much discussion as thcy can
wish. I say that the events of the past few weeks
undoubtedly added gravity to the crisis. The Government
have bonlembarrassed for some time by the failure of their
National Policy.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. CASEY. Yes ; and voices from all parts of Canada

would cry, "here, here," in answer to that statement. In
every part of the country somebody can cry : Here is a man
who has felt that policy to be a failure. Now we have the
additional embarrassment caused by the disastrous, the sud
and lamentable, failure of their policy in the North-West
Territory, a failure which bas brought about the events of
the last few weeks. Under all these circumstances, it Is
perhaps not to be wondered at that the hon. gentleman
should have resorted to that policy which ho bas kept in
reserve for an occasion demanding its production. At the
last elections it was found that something was needed to
reinforce the Government-something in addition to the
glories of the National Policy, which was thon booming.
At that time, in 1882, an attempt was made to strengthen
the bands of the Government by an extraordinary moasure.
The Gerrymander Bill was used on that occasion.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. CASEY. Hon. gentlemen may well cheer the name
of that famous Bill, which was conceived in their interest,
and, if it did not fulfil all the expectations of its authors, it
was not their fault. It was not completely successful and
was only partial in its operation, as it applied to only one
Province in the Dominion. Those to whom the right hon.
gentleman entrusted the task of advising him with respect
to that Bill did not prove good advisers, as in some of the
constituencies where it was expected to operate with cer-
tainty it absolutely failed. In Bothwell, West Middlesex,
one of the Hurons, one of the Bruces, East Elgin, Brant, and
in several other places where the hon. gentleman thought
it would inevitably bring success, it failed. On this occa-
sion, when the embarrassments are infinitely greater, and
when the hon. gentleman knows that in two years,
probably in a shorter time, ho must go to the country,

e feels he must adopt a wider policy than the Gerry-
mander Bill. He cannot have the excuse of the censu for
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another Gerrymander, and he muet go in, I say, for a wider
policy. He has done so, as I hope to point out in more detail
before I close. The policy of the Gerrymander Bill was a
policy which was designated at the time as a jury-packing
policy; it was an attempt to select from the jurors already
in existence those who were expected to give favorable ver-
dicts to the right hon. gentleman, and to colleet those together
in such a manner that the aggregate of all their verdicts
would be favorable to the hon. gentleman. He has gone,
on this occasion, beyond packing the petit jury; he has gone
down to the root and branch of the matter and packed
the whole panel. He is not going merely to select the jury,
but to select a whole panel, from which the jury is to be
selected. The hon. gentleman has taken into his hands the
right of naming the officer who shall select the jury to try
the case. He has taken the whole panel into his bands,
because, when we speak of the act and pleasure of the Gov-
ernment, we know whose act and pleasure it is. We know
that the rig't hon. gentleman is the head, heart, soul and
brain and the moving power of the party; we know,
in short, that he is the party. We do not say there are not
other men of brain and power in the Government; far from
it; but every other brain, energy and will are as completely
subservient to the will and brain of the right hon. gentle-
man as if those other members did not exist. Therefore,
every act and pleasure of the Government, whether in pur-
suance of this Bill or in any other way, have to be credited to
the account of the right hon. gentleman himself. I say he
has taken power to pack the panel by the appointment of
what he calls revising officers. It bas been pointed ont
time and again that this is a misnomer, that they are not
to be compared with those officers who are generally called
revising officers in other countries. These are officers
appointed to construct voters' lists. The officer is directed
to procure the assessment rolls of the district, from which
to prepare'the list, and he is instructed to proceed as
rapidly as possible with preparing the list, by procuring
other information. He is, in short, by the provisions of
the Bill, absolutely free, as regards the choice of evidence
upon which h e is to frame his voters' list, and as to
the law applicable in each case. Having framed his
voters' liEst in this way, taking what evidence he thinks
fit, he roughly revises it. He then gives notice of the final
revi sion. Who is to revise the action of this revising officer ?
la it to go to the county judge or any other judge,
or to a revising barrister? Not at all. This officer,
who is given the utmost freedom in preparing the list, is to
revise it himself and to be sole judge of what is evidence
and what that evidence means, and as to what is the law;
and an appeal cannot be taken against a decision, even on a
p oint of law, unless his own consent is given to such appeal.
T ha t shows the absurdity of calling him a revising officer.
He is a constructing and cooking officer. He is not to
revise but to cook the voters' liEst. If that assertion is too
strong, I challenge the leader of the Government to take all
the force out of it, by submitting the final list cooked
by this officer to an impartial reviser. I am not particular
by whom it is revised, provided it is not handed over to the
original cooker of the liEst. If the right hon. gentleman is
willing tW do that, I am willing to withdraw this phrase, that
he is intended to be a cooking officer, but until such a pro.
vision is made I shall call him by no other name than the
chief cook of the voters' list. The course proposed to be
pursued of preparing these lists in privacy is different from
that prevailing in Ontario. When our voters' list is made
up from the assessment roll it is printed. A large number
of copies are distributed; ton t each member in each
House and defeated candidates for each House; ten to
the reeve of each township and a certain number to each
councilor, one to every schoolmaster in the township, and
practically a copy is given by the township clerk to every-
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body who asks for one. Then we have thirty days within
which to enter appeals. They are entered and tried before
the county judge, who may or may not be a partisan, but
who at all events is not the individual who in the first
instance put the list together, and who las, therefore, no per-
sonal interest in maintaining it in the shape in which it
was originally submitted. I say, then, that the voters' list,
as at present prepared in Ontario, je prepared with the
greatest publicity, and copies of it can be obtained without
cost by anyone. The result is, that publicity produces the
effect it always produces in the conduct of public officers,
that the assessors, township clerks, and revising judges all
become more and more punctilions in following the law;
there are fewer appeals every year, and the votera' liste are
generally admitted to be in a botter condition than for-
merly. Now, as to the course of this Dominion official.
He is to send two copies each to the member or members
in the Dominion House. He is to send two copies to the
reeve, clerk and treasurer and other municipal officers.
Are these to be printed listae? It does not seem so.
le bas not necessarily to print these lists, and in case they
are not printed, he is bound to furnish copies at the rate of
6 cents for every ton names on the list. Perhaps hon.
gentlemen do not realise what a beautiful little tax this will
be upon any person not happening to be the member for
the county, or the reeve, or the warden, who may wish to
criticise the votera' list. Supposing it is a county where
the member is perfectly well satisfied with the voters' liste,
as I have no doubt most Conservative members will be-
supposing a candidate were to oppose the sitting member,and
should wish to have a look at the votera' list, he would have
to pay 6 cents for every ton names on the liat for a copy.
Take the average constituency, which is from three to four
thousand votera, and from $18 to $24 is a considerable tax
to impose on any person wishing tob have a look at the
votera' list, for the purpose of a revision. I may be
told that he as to post up a certain number at
certain public places. But I would like to ask who is going
to stand in a public office until he las gone over the whole
votera' list for anelectoral division, and compared thenames
on it with his notes, and ascertained whether every person is
on that should be on, or whether there are some on the list
who should not be thore. I say that is nota sufficient publi-
cation of the list, and that no publication is sufficient withont
printing and publication as now done in the Province of
Ontario. But we are told this officer is subject to a check on
his actions, because, although he is irremovable during good
behavior, in order that he may be independent, hie ei made
removable for bad behavior, on an address of the louse of
Commons, exactly in the same way as a jadge. Now, Sir, this
arrangement for securing the independence of these officers
is very pretty, when it is recollected that they are
all to be appointed by the present Government, and
will probably remain in office during a great many
years, when the successors of this Government are in office,
or would so remain, if the law should be left unchanged. It
would be a very nice thing for the Government to leave
behind them a large number of irremovable officials,
appointed by them in their interests, to serve those interests,
and no doubt a dutiful feeling on their Fart would cause
them to be true to the interests for which they were
appointed. But we are told there is a check on these officers,
because they are removable by an address. Now I think
this so-called check is as unwholesome and improper as the
original appointment. They are to be continued in office
during good behavior. I would ask what would seem bad
behavior to a Conservative majority in this louse, on the
part of revising officers appointed for their own pur-
p oses ? What would be good behavior?' An hon. member
bside me says "to put out all the Grits." That is what
they are appointed for, and as long as they do that their
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behavior will be good, and as soon as they show a litt
independence they will be removed by a vote of th
majority of this fHouse. The only condition of the contin
ance in the office of political agents, as the hon. membe
for Ragot (Mr. Dupont) correctly calls these officere,i
subservience, and the only condition of tenure of office b
these so-called revising officers would be subservienc
which, no doubt, will characterise them, so long as the
are in that position. The parallel with the case
judges does not apply to all. A judge is not appointed fori
political purpose; his duties are not political, except in s
far as ho deals occasionally with voters' lists, or, in the cas
of the higher judges, with controverted elections. He ma'
be a partisan, but as the great bulk of bis time is taken uj
with judicial duties, ho is likely to attain to a judicial fram
of mind and to perform his semi-political duties in that spirit
These men, however, will be appointed for political reasons
probably for political services, and to do political work
They will be there to do that work with all tho zeal and
energy of political partisans. The hon. member for OttawB
said that no barrister who respected himself would act as a
partisan in these matters. Lot us take the most favorable
view of the question. Supposing that the Governmont did
not appoint any barrister, but mon of the highest reputation,
men of high honor and integrity. We know perfectly wel[
that they would not appoint men who are not partisans,
and we know that such men, who are set to do political
work, wouli do that work, because they are partisans; but
even if they appointed mon of high reputation, if they are
partisans, they would be more than human if they did not
allow their partisanship to influence their decisions, either
consciously or unconsciously. I do not say that in all
cases this influence would be conscious; no doubt it
would in others; but it is equally beyond doubt that
if not consciously, their decisions would be infiuenced
unconsciously to themselves. Therefore, I conclude that
the whole Bil eis a scheme to secure the absolute control of
the voters' list in the interest of the Government.
I say the whole Bill is a scheme for that purpose,
because all the rest of the Bill is of comparatively
little moment to the Government. The excuse for the intro-
duction of this Bill is the Government's professed desire to
have a uniform system of franchise ; for unless something
of that kind were proposed, it would seem absurd to
appoint Dominion officers to make the voters' lists. Some
excuse for appointing those officers must be given, and that
excuse is a uniform franchise for the Dominion. But, Sir,
this pretence is not carried out; it is not a uniform fran-
chise. It is absurd to say that the provision that $150
worth of real estate, or $400 of income, shall be a
qualification all over tha Dominion, makes the franchise
uniform. As has been pointed out time and time again in
this debate, and most clearly pointed out by the hon. mem-
ber for Bagot (Mir. Dupont), this does not mean a uniform
franchise, for the purchasing power of money and the
value of property are so different in different
parts of the Dominion that when you establish
any fixed sum you like as a qualification, it
does net mean the same thing ail over the Dominion,
and therefore the excuse proposed for introducing the Bill
does not hold jood and is not consistent. Supposing we
were going to have a really uniform franchise, of what nature
could it bo? Io it possible to have any such franchise
throughout the Dominion ? It is, but only in one way. The
only sort of uniform franchise possible in the Dominion is
manhood suffrage. You cannot make money a standard
which will be uniforn, but you can make the standard a
personal one, for a man is a man in whatever Province ho is.
A dollar means so much property in one Province and so
much more in another; an acre means so much value in one
Province and so much less in another; but a man is a man
overywhere; and if you come down to the root of the matter,
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le and really wish to establish a uniform franchise, no other is
o possible except manhood suffrage. Now, do hon. gentle-
u- mon wish a uniform suffrage throughout the Dominion ? If
er so, they have only one course open to them. Let therm
is take the course which has been taken in Ontario
y by the lieutenant of the right hon. gentleman,
e and I am sure ho did not act in that matter without
y the advice and consent of his superior here. Let
f them take that leap; whether a "Ioap in the dark " or
a not, I do not say, but let them take that leap, and go in for
o manhood suffrage. The action of Mr. Meredith has been
e referred to already; but I do not know that his motion in
y amendment to the Ontario Franchise Bill has yet been
p given to the House. On the second reading of that Bill
e Mr. Meredith moved:

"While assenting to the seeond readinq of the Bill, and thereby to the
, principle that an extension of the franchise is necessary and expedient,
. this House desires to express the opinion that no such extension, which

does not, under a proper system of registration, and while excluding the
criminal and non-sane classes, aliens and persons disqualified under the

a provisions of the Election Act, confer the franchise upon every other
a male resident of the Province, of the full age of 21 years, ought to be
e adopted by this House."

That is the carefully prepared and clearly expressed
policy of the leader of the Conservative Opposition of Onta-

l rio; and judging by our past knowledge of the party, it
is porfectly certain that Mr. Meredith proposed that amend-
ment with the knowledge and consent of his leader in this
House, without whose consent ho does nothing, and by
whose order he has done so many things which have
caused his exclusion from office in the Province to whicl h e
belongs. Now, this is something which ought to be kept in
mind by those members of the Conservative party who are
not so radical as their leaders on this subject. Let them
remember that if we once establish a unform franchise
throughout the Dominion, that will lead to its logical con-
clusion of a universal franchise sooner or later; and the
Government is now taking the first stop in the direction of
universal suffrage. Mr. Meredith, in support of his motion,
made a long speech. He did not recommend the adoption
of manhood suffrage as a question of expediency. Ie claimed
it as a question of right. He said :

1 The idea of property as a basis of the franchise had come down to
us largely from feudal times. In these modern days every intelligent
man in the country, who had the means of forming an intelligent judg-
ment on the affaire of the country, should be allowed to vote. He went
on to argue that property was no test of intelligence * *,* So far as
he could voice the opinion of the Conservative votes of this Province, ho
held that this was a Democratic country, socially and politically, and
they.recognised that the franchise should be based on the broadest
possibl, lnes-the right of every man who was a good citizen to have a
voice in the affsira of the country."

Is every Conservative in this House who is going to vote
for this Bill prepared to echo the words of Mr. Meredith ?
If so, some remarkable change has lately come over the
spirit Of the party. I doubt if ail of them are ready to
echo that view. I doubt, even, if the party in Ontario were
sincere in the expression of that view. It was taken up for
the purpose of outbidding Mr. Mowat, if that could be done ;
and yet the sublime spectacle romains, of the Conservative
minority in Ontario advocating manhood suffrage, while
the Conservative majority in this House tries to force upon
Ontario a more limited franchise than that Province now
possesses. It must be remembered that this Bill is not
only going to disfranchise many Liberals, but many Con-
servatives, who were given the franchise by Mr. Mowat;
and for what reason ? Because the Government have any
particular views on the subject of the property franchise?
Not at all; but they must get in their scheme as to the revis-
ing officers, and this is the only way to do it. Now, Sir, the
hon. member for Bagot (Mr. Dupont) pointed out very clearly
that there was no general principle in this Bill. He pointed
out a good deal of what Irhave already called attention
to, that it was a more mass of dotails, pitchforked togother
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for a certain purpose, and was founded on no such
general principle as ought to afford the raison d'être for a
national measure. But it appears that the right hon. leade
of the Government himself has not always felt as keenly ai
he does now on this subject. Frequent allusion has bee
made to the Bill passed by the hon. member for East Yor
in 1874, adopting the provincial franchises. Now, it is a
matter of history that although the present leader of the
Government expressed his preference at that time for a
uniform franchise, lie gave lis support to that Bill to th
extent that ho did not oppose it, and called for no divisions
upon it, and offered to the thon leader of the Govern
ment his cordial assistance in perfecting the Bill in commit
tee, and ho granted that assistance. He gave is assent to
it, as far as a member of Parliament could give bis assent to
a Bill without actually voting for it, and le lias given us no rea
sons since to show why ho should now believe the application
of that principle necessary which ho did not not think was
necessary at that time, although he expressed a persona]
preference for it. Sir, I cannot close without a few reforences
to the remarks made by the hou. member for Ottawa city
(Mr. Mackintosh) who spoke earlier in the evening. He gave
voice to some of the ordinary objections which are made to
our course in regard to this Bill. He said we complained that
we had not time to fully discuss the Bill. Why, lie said, it has
been up time and again for fifteen years back; and surely,
if the Opposition have been paying attention to the affairs
of the country, they must know what is in it. The hon.
gentleman forgot that this Bill is not now in all respects what
it was before. When it was up before it had not this
revolutionary faature of the appointment of revising officers
to make lists ab initio. We have had the Bill up with a pro-
vision for a revising board to correct the lists made by the
municipal officers. We have had it up without female suffrage.
We have had it up in all shapes, but not as it now stands.
We have not had it before with all its present objectionable
features. There is another reason why we did not pay
much attention to this Bill. The right hon. father of the
Bill cried wolf so often, ho told us that it was going to be
brought into the world so many times, that we gave up
believing him. We thought it was kept on hand for us t>
hack at when we had not very much to do.
We did not think we should be called upon at this
period of the parliamentary term to consider a
Bill which had almost become a langhingstock from the
number of times it had been introduced and withdrawn.
We did not believe ho was going to force upon the country
a Bill like this, changing the whole basis of our representa-
tive system, without submitting it to the people. We did
not imagine that he could so far forget all the principles of
contstitutional government as to change the voting power
in the constituencies, without asking the opinion of the pre-
sent constituencies upon it. This proposailias scarcely ever
been discussed on any platform, yet he now wants to change
completely the whole basis of our representation. We may
be told that it will be discussed at the next elections. But
who will pronounce judgment thon? The people whose
franchise is now at stake? Not at all; it will be pro-
nounced upon by a new list of voters, made by the on.
gentlemen's patent machine and not by those whose inter-
ests we are now considering; those who will be disfranchised
by this Act will have no opportunity of being consulted on
the subject at all; they will be given no opportunity of
expressing their opinion on their disfranchisement. It may
be very well to say: Give us the means of packing the jury,
lot us put whom we like upon the voters' lists, and thon we1
will submit to the verdict of the country; but that is not
a course which is in accord with the spirit ofour constitution.
The hon. gentleman whose remarks I am discussing proposed1
to show that we, on this side, have no regard for the franchise,i
and that wo had overriddon the rights of the people andi
the rights of the judges on some occasions, when we
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à have had the power, and that Mr. Mowat carried on
a a similar course of action in Ontario. The hon. gentleman,
r I say, proposed to show this, but he did not get beyond the
s proposal; the only instance of overriding anybody which ho
n referred to, was in the case of Judge Wilson, who was criti-
k cised by the Globe newspaper, in connection with his
a action in an election case, but when the motion was made
e to show rule why Mr. Brown should not be committed for
a contempt of court, this case was argued in court before three
e judges, including Judge Wilson, who, however, did not pro-
s nounce on the case; the other judges differing, the decision
- was that there should be no rule granted. There was an
- overriding in that case, but it was an overriding of the pre-
) tention of Judge Wilson, that his action was not sub-

ject to criticism, and in many subsequent election cases the
- result of that wholesome lesson has beon apparent. The

hon, gentleman said this Government would be derelict in its
duty if it did not paso an uniform franchise, but still ho

l would have liked to see the Bill amended and made suitable,
in the case of Prince Edward Island to the inhabitants of
that Province, That was a most remarkable sentence,
expressing the average clearness of view which prevails on

) the other side of the House on this subject. They think the
Government ought to do this, but are not prepared to blame
the Government in not having done it before; and now that
they are doing it, they think the Government would do well
to make such breaches in the uniformity of the Bill as to
render it acceptable to the various Provinces. I hope amend.
ments will be made in this sense, in favor of each Province
individually, because it will render more clear to the gene.
ral public what now is evident to us, that every provision of
the Bill is a farce, except the one provision, which is the life
and soul of the Bill, and for which the right hon. Premier
would sacrifice all the rest of the provisions, namely, the one
giving him control of the voters' lists. I am not going more
into detail; I should hardly have spoken at this late stage were
it not for the fact that I believe so revolutionary, so uncon-
stitutional a Bill-let me go further, and quote the language
of one of the gentleman's supporters of the Government,
who, however, on this occasion, has shown his independ-
once, by shaking off the trammels of pairty-this
monstrous Bill, which should put to the blush the peo-
ple who propose it, and which will crush the Government
at the next elections. Yet even those bold, manly words
are not strong enough to characterise this attempt upon the
liberties of the country in the manner in which they should
be characterised. It is as gross an attack upon our princi-
ples as would be an attack on our personal property-on our
possessions. There is no civil right which is more sacred
than the franchise, and a Bill which proposes to take the
adjudication of the right of the franchise from the courts,
and put it in the hands of the Government, is nothing less
than a moustrous and shameless attack upon the liberties
of the people.

Mr. GILLMOR. This is the most remarkable audience I
ever attempted to address since I have been in public life-
125 empty chairs and about twenty members asleep. If you
were only asleep yourself, Mr. Speaker, the picture would be
perfect; and I do not see any members of New Brunswick
on the Conservative side at all.

Mr. BLAKE. Uhere is one.

Mr. GILLMOR. Yes; I sec my hon. friend from West-
moreland (Mr. Wood), the last rose of summer, not exactly
blooming, but sleeping alone. I have always thought that
Parliament was a deliberative assembly, that we were liere
for the purpSe of discussion, to advance argumente, and to
listen to arguments, in order that we might come to a correct
judgment on the questions before the louse ; but that
systen bas long since passed away, and legislation is no
longer considered in Parliament. It is now considered i41
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the caucus, and it is not worth while, after a measure has policy of obstruction when the r¶ght hon, gentleman led the
been decided by the majority of the caucus, to say any more Opposition. I saw thon that hon. members, in order to
about it. It has been decided in the canons to intro- obstruet the progres of legisiation, talked sensibly as long as
duce this Bill, and the caucus has decided to carry the Bill. they could, and tien tslked nonsense as long as they con d,
I very seldom take up any time, because I do not believe it 4nd got piles of books to xeadlfrom, and kept us here night
to be necessary; but, on this important Bill, I think I must after night and day after day, purely lr the purpose of
express a few thoughts which have occurred to mu in con- obstruction. Such a policy, under thoso circumstancos,
nection with it, since it has been under discussion. If I had becomes s0 ridiculons that I hope ne membor of the Liberal
any influence with the Government, or with the leader of party wil ho found in that position. There is a great dif-
the Government, I would suggest, now that this important ferenco botwoen full and fair discussion of a measure and a
measure has been introduced and has been pretty well dis- policy of obstruction. We do not propose to obstruet logis-
cussed, so far, bas been ventilated in Parliament pretty lation or to retard its progress, but I foel that a Billof this
thoroughly in a discussion which will go to the country, importance desorvos a full and free discussion. ThisBilliscf
that they would be consulting the best interests of the vast importance. Lt deals with tho dearest interests of free
country and the best interests eof the House if they were to mon. Lt deals with the franchise, and therefore it is a Bil
withdraw the Bill and allow the people a year to consider of more than ordinary importance. Thoro is ne question
the question, and I am sure that hon. members on both in which our constituents are sq much intorosted as in the
sides would come back botter prepared to give an intelligent franchise, and this Bill, as my bon. friend from Quocn'm,
opinion and to express the views of their constituents. This N.B. (Mr. King) bas said, disfranchises many of the c
Bill has kept for eighteen years, and I think it would stand tors ef .ow Brunswick, I have net looked over the Bil
another year's test without any injury. On the contrary, I and comparod it, and mado any calculation of that kind,
think it would be of great advantage if the GovernmenT but I know many who now vote upon personal property,
would now withdraw the Bill, after it has been fully dis- and have voted in that way ever since Confederation, ever
cussed and brought before the people; because I contend since mombers were elected to represent New Brunswick
that this matter lias never yet been submitted to the in this liese of Commons will be disfranchisod, and itisa
p.ople. I have listened to the debate, honestly and serious thing te disfranehise any body of mcn who have
sincerely, to learn the arguments for and against th enjoyed the franchise up to this time. 1 would be glad
measure, and I honestly confess that I have not heard any if the movor ef the Bil, if ho was going te make
arguments which have convinced me that this Bill is for a uniform franchise, would strike eut upon a basis
the benefit of this Dominion, I have not heard any argu- where uniformity ceuld be carried eut througbout tho
ments in favor of this Bill which would influence me to vote Dominion. I think that manhood suffrage is theconly
for it, and I am not influenced in this matter by any party franchise whiclican ho made uniform througlout tho
consideration. So far as I understand my own feelings and Dominion. That extension of tho franchise is a vory
motives in regard to this Bill, I am opposed to it. I think important question, ene I do net fel quite at liberty te
that no necessity has arisen for the introduotion of this give my opinion freely upon; but if wo are forced, under
measure. I do not say, and [have not heard any gentle- those circumstances, net having consulted our constituants
man say, on either side of the House, that this Parliament wifh regard te this moasure and the important changes it
has not the right, under the constitution, to propose and te contemplatos, I would prefer net te vote or te express my
carry a Dominion franchise, nor have I heard any member on opinion on any of those points, because I cannot do it intel-
either side of the House declare that thq provincial franchises ligently, undorsfanding the wishes of my constituents, as
were unconstitutienal. Unlss there is sope evil under the every lon. member oughe te gundrstand thom. tlias been
present systom which istebo removed, unless there is some said that this question lias been before the country
complaint, unless thore is some grievance that can b tforctgthteen years. econfnd that it blas not been
peinto eut, why adopt the change ? Unlees w e a before the country as an issue at any election;
improvo mattors, it is botter te lot thema rnmain as dhey are. it das nover been discussoed in the press. heiard
I can secne imprevemont that this Bill-will make upon an article from the Toronto Globe read on this question,
the present law under which this Parliament is now conti- but to say that this Dominion franchise has ever been dis-
tutod. The majority of lionmembers who have spbken on cussed at any election thair hout the country, I thik is
flua Bil1, instead of trying te prove ifs npcessity or net the fact. ilt has nver been before my constituents. I
its importance, have exercisod their ingonnity iunf ry- am satisfied iL lias nover been discussed before any con-

g te convince the country and thl i leuse fltstituency in the Province et New Brunswick, and I under-
e lion. the leader of the Opposition, in lis takoite say that no reprWsentative from New Brunswick

efferts, lias beon trying te Bsow discord flirougleut flie can give au intelligent vote upan this very important quesý
Dominion. I oxpected the riglif hon. mover of flua Bilt lation, pretending to represent ft feeling f this constituets.
have oxplained ifs provisions, te have oxplained its import- Now, Mr. Speaker, it is rather a remarkable circumstance
ance, to have shown teflie country why it was necessary. fat lessthaneig teen years ago tIe rigt hon. mover of
Ho did net dhoose te do se on invroducing tas Bill, and, this Bill should have declared Ithat a measure of tfeesare
since istening te fhe discussion, with ail due respect tefli c dharacter as this, wa of such importance thaf if would take
rigli lion, gentleman, I think tho Bih la suflhciently imp ort- nearly a wole Session te givo it due consideration, q iy
ant teornand frorn hlm a speech of a littie more than a is if that i odes not require any lengh of timee w, with
few minutes in lengNh. That is my impression. We did the great majrity lie ihas at hisfbackiave mon become
have a complote hisfory of this Bill for ciglteen years, but se cîango lias party producd ifs work ? Is ifpossible
we got fIat hisfery ia a very able and argumentative speech fIat fcmen wit frs came te this Parliament ehgteen
frem fIe lhon,.flic leader effflic Opposition. If flua measure, years ago came se untrammelled by party fIat if required
eiglteen years ago, wa sse important that if wouhd take, as deliberatien tIn, and argument te ci vince thra? I
flic movohelicBill said, a whe Session of Parliament te seems now unneocessary for the 140 or 150 gentlemen who
fully and flairly consider if, was if desirable fIat, affer fua support the rigt hon. movea b of this Bi wt give this
Parlianent lad been in session nearly free menths, tIat measuroe more than a passing thougt; in fact, mh.y wer
Bil1 should bo intredtced. 0f course, I have hoard if inti- quite wifling t have if pass without any discussion at
xnated fIat were pursuin g a policy of obstruction on fis al; tniey wIre wilin te take fhli s igur t and a-halt
side of tIhelieuse, do nef approve of a policy of obstruc- minutes' speech of th e st Minister in explanation of his
tion. Thaf la not my policy. I ge diagusted witlfli tgrat measure, that wi o affect overy constiuency of this
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Dominion-willing to lot it go without discussion. This
Bill would have been introduced, passed its second and third
reading, without one minute more of discussion than thE
eight and a-half minutes given to it by the Premier, so fai
as hon. gentlemen opposite were concerned. Mr. Speaker
in listening to this discussion I have taken my stand firmly
to continue the provincial franchise instead of adoptingv
Dominion franchise, because I believe that the Provincia
Legislatures are botter qualified to decide as to the franchis
that shall send representatives to this Parliament from th
Provinces than the sixteen men who represent New
Brunswick in this House, particularly when they are
divided in this Parliament on this question. Has there been
any difficulty arising under the present system ? No hon,
gentleman who has spoken bas undortaken to say that the
preeent system is not constitutional, and if it bas worked
well for eighteen years why should it be changed? Why
should it be changed without any complaints from any
Province, from any party, from any constituency, or from
any individual in the Dominion ? Nothing of the kind has
occurred. Then, if no difficulty has arisen under this system,
why insist upon introducing this measure at this time ? Of
course, I believe it is quite constitutional to do so, but
where is the reason for it ? While I do not attribute
motives to hon. gentlemen, I cannot resist the impres-
sion that the passing of this Bill satisfies the Govert-
ment and their supporters that they will secure a party
advantage by it. That conclusion forces itself upon my
mind, because none of them, no representative from any
Province, bas intimated that their people was fnot satisfied
with this. I am satisfied that there is not a Province in the
Dominion that expected this legislation at present. Why,
Mr. Speaker, what right does our present system infringe ?
Who does it injure? It does not enable the Provinces to send
one more or one less member to this Parliament. Who cares
upon what franchise any bon. member is sent here to repre-
sent their different Provinces ? I do not care whether they
come here under manbood suffrage ; I do not care whether
they are elected by Chinese, if any Province wishes to give
them the franchise, or Indians, or any body else. It
is none of my business. They are sent here by the
different constituents of the different Provinces, and that is
all we care about. I do not see that any evil has grown out
of the system, while I can sce that great wrongs
will be committed under this Bill; therefore, I hoid
to that under which we now act. Now, I do not feel that
I am as well qualified to vote in reference to this Bill as I
should be if 1 had a year to consider it-the recess which
we have before next meeting of Parliament will afford that
opportunity. It is possible that my constituents might
favor it. There is sometbing that may be said for
it. It secems consistent for the Dominion Parliament
to have a Dominion franchise. I admit that is one
argument that you have. It is quite consistent, quite
constitutional, for this Parliament to be elected by
the provincial franchises, or by a Dominion franchise,
and of the two I prefer the former. My constituents
might prefer a different franchise. My constituents may
prefer a qualification for voters which this Bill provides-
it is possible. I want to know whether they do or not.
Surely, on a measure so important as this, I think it would
be in the interests of this country, and of all concerned, if the
right hon. mover, after having a discussion here on both
sides, were to withdraw this Bill and let us have one recess
to consider it. It is undoubtedly my intention to vote against
it now; I might vote differently if I found that my con-
stituents were in favor of it ; but in the absence of an
opportunity to consult them, I am bound to act upon my
own convictions of what is for the best. I tbink this
measure ought to have been introduced very much earlier
in the Session. I think the Government are very much to
blame for allowing so long a time to pass without having

Mr. GILLMOI

s introduced some important measure. I do not say that the
1 measures which have been introduced by the Government
e are not important, but no measure of general importance,
r attracting the attention of the whole Dominion, has been
, introduced before this Bill. It seems to be the policy of
y the hon. gentlemen in power to submit important measures
a and pass them, and make them law, and then submit them
l for the consideration of the people, with one excep-
e tion-the National Policy. I took occasion some time
e ago to say that they went to the country upon that
v policy and they were sustained; but other important

matters, such as voting a bonus to the Canadian Pacifie
Railway and granting a loan of 825,000,000 to that
company for the completion of the rond, that was done
without being submitted to the people. It is true that the
Government afterwards went to the people, but it was after

7 the money had been expended. They go to the country
7 under different circumstances after the money has been

granted. The people say: We are opposed to that action,
but we cannot help it now. If the other party were now in
power it could not be helped, because the money has been
expended; and so we might as well have our friends in
power. Again, with respect to the loan of 830,000,000, the
Government did not go to the people, although that is a
large sum. The people have, in fact, not been consulted on
great measures of this kind. The policy of the Gov-
ernment is to introduce measures and pass them, and
afterwards submit them to the people, when the
evil done cannot be remedied. So it is with respect
to this measure; the policy it embodies is not a fair
one to the people. I cannot resist the impression that the
strongest feature of the policy of the present Administration
is a policy to strengthen their own party. Their logis-
lation to a great extent proves this. I thought, when the
Gerrymander Bill was proposed, they had done the last act
they could do in that lino. Ion. gentlemen opposite are,
however, exceedingly ingenious in discovering methods by
which they eau strengthen their party. This measure is
even worse than the Gerrymander Act, because the latter
only affected Ontario, whereas the Bill now under discus-
sion affects the whole Dominion. Without going into a
criticism of the Bill, because it is not my forte to do that
and this is not the time, I may say that this is a measure
which, if they choose to take advantage of it, hon. gentle-
men opposite eau strengthen their party very materially
throughout the whole Dominion. That is quite manifest.
I should have thought that a Government claiming to have
the confidence of a large majority of the people, and poss-
essing a large majority in Parliament, could afford to be
generous. .f I were expressing my opinion outside of
Parliament, I would say that this is a very cowardly and
unmanly act, to take power into the hands of Government
to fix the voters' lists and revise those lists by a person
whom they may appoint. They may say: We are not going
to do anything wrong ; but the very fact that the Govern-
ment are going to take the power by legislation to do an
act, gives evidence that they intend to use that
power. I believe hon. gentlemen opposite know it eau
be used to their advantage at the polls. There are
many bon. gentlemen on that side of the House who would
not take a mean advantage of anyone, in their individual and
personal capacity, who will yet, it seems, advocate a measure
which will give them undue advautage over their opponents.
I am surprised they should lay themselves open to this
charge. I know and respect many of those hon. gentlemen,
and I know in private matters they would not take a dis-
honorable advantage, and yet an advantage of that kind
will be taken by the present Bill, which will be the means
of strengthening their party. I do not know about a Gov-
ernment being weak or strong in the future. When elec-
tions come, I make the best effort I can to obtain a majority,
honestly and fairly. During thirty years I have never
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looked at voters' lists. I always depend on my efforts to
convince the electors that I should be their representative,
and I have succeeded a great many times without
troubling myself about the votera' lists. If this Bill
is carried, it will give power to the Government to
appoint men who may be unscrupulous-I do not say
they will be-but if they are, they will not do much
worse than bas been done many times before. I was in
Parliament when the present election law was passed, in
1874. I have never heard a murmur against it, and have
never heard anyone express a wish that it should be changed.
1, moreover, never heard anyone in my constituency express
the desire that this Parliament should pass a Dominion Fran-
chise Bill. The adoption of this measure will be attended with
a great deal of expense, annoyance and trouble. It will prove
of great annoyance in the diflerent Provinces, to have two
voters' lists. They have been in the habit of voting for both
federal and provincial elections on one list. This is a
change that is not necessary, and one that will be attended
with much annoyance and dissatisfaction. I do not, more-
over, sce the necessity of it; and if I could influence the
Government I would say: Consider this Bill, discuss it
thoroughly, then withdraw, so that at the next session of
Parliament we may be able to pronounce upon it.

Mr. SOMERVILLE (Brant). It is not often I trouble the
House with any remarks in reference to any measure ander
discussion, but on this occasion I feel it to be the duty of
every hon. member to expreEs his opinion with respect to
this important Biul introduced by the leader of the Govern-
ment. I was of the opinion at the time it was introduced
that we would hear a lengthy explanation as to the provisions
of the Bill, but the First Minister saw fit to introduce it
with but very few remarks, trusting, no doubt, that he
would succeed in procuring the support of his followers
without giving any further explanation. I suppose it was
an uhderstanding in caucus that it was te be put through
at any cost, and that bis supporters would sustain its pro-
visions. There are one or two thoughts in connection with
the Bill that I desire to present to the House. We
have had presented during this Session a large
number of petitions in favor of the maintenance of
the provisions of the Scott Act. Not only have we had
petitions from one end of the Dominion to the other ask.
ing that the Scott Act should be maintained as it is on the
Statute Book, but that if any alterations were allowed, they
should only be in the direction of making it more stringent
prohibition. We find that the Government paid no attention
to those petitions ; that the leader of the Government,
after being interviewed by a delegation, composed of mem-
bers of Parliament, sent to him for the purpose of asking
him Lu promote the legislation had in view te enable them
te bave provisions placed on the Statute Book which
would enable them to enforce the Act-after some delay
the bon. gentleman refused to comply with tie request of
that delegation. And so, in that respect, he set his face
against the petitions which had been presented to the
House, signed by thousands of the electors of this
Dominion, asking for that special logisaltitn. Now,
in contrast with this, we find that they have intro-
duced a Bill for the purposo of changing the whole
electoral franchise of the Dominion, without giving any
notice to the electors of this country. We find that there
have been no petitions in favor of any change of the
electoral franchise. We find that this Bill has net been
discus ed at any public meetings which have been held
througb the Dominion, and that at the last general election
it was not talked about in any of the ridings. Itis true the
Pirst Minister saw fit, in former Sessions of Parliament, as
far back as the first meeting after Confederation-I did not
know that until to-day-to speak about introducing this
measure, and that from that time down to the present ho

bas annually re-introduced his Bill with reference to
the franchise, whenever he has been on the Ministerial
benches. I know that since I have been a member of this
House this is the third Session that snch a Billb as been
introduced, and, of course, the fact that it ias been allowed
to drop every Session led the people to believe that ho had
no intention of putting-the BI on the Statute Book. The
people have been led into this belief by the bon.
gentleman's own action with regard to this measure,
and, in consequence, it has not been discussed at
public meetings or in the newspapers of this coun-
try. If that be the case, and from the fact that
the present course is in direct opposition to the course sug-
gested in the petitions sent in with reference to the Scott
Act, I think he should give the peopleproper notice before
introducing such a measure; especialy when the pres-
ent system ihas been accepted by the people of this country,
and has been proven to be satisfactory, at least in the Pro-
vince from which I come, and I suppose in the other Pro-
vince as well. And why should it not be satisfactory to the
people of those Provinces? They have had the control of
the electoral franchise in their own hande, and I would like
to ask you, Mr. Speaker, if the people, the men who send
their representatives here to Parliament, the men who have
had control of the matter, are not the proper parties to con-
trol it, if they have heretofore done so satisfactorily to
themselves ? Is it right that tbis Parliament should inter-
fere with the rights of the people in this respect, any more
than in any other respect ? No botter system could be
ado pted for purifying the electoral rolls than now prevails
in the Province of Ontario. Those who come from that
Province know that. in the first place, the assessor makes
his assessment, which has to be approved by the municipal
counciL After that, notice is given that the court of
revision will sit, to hear complaints with regard
to the roll. The people go before men in
thoir own localities, men whom they have elected
to positions of trust in those localities, men in whom
they have confidence. When the appeals are made to the
municipal councils they are considered, the diSeulties are
adjusted, so far as possible, and after that they may be
appealed to the judge of the county, an official appcinted by
this Government. I do not se. why this Government
should irequire any other official than the one we have now
to supervise the preparation of the voters' lista. They have
really now the control of the last revising officer, in the
person of the judge; the lists are prepared in this way-in
a way which is satisfactory to the people who elect these
men to represent them in their local municipalities-and I
cannot see why the Government should interfere with those
rights and put over the heads of the people, who wish to
control their own affairs, revising barristers, who will not
be amenable to the people in any respect, who are appointed
during good behavior, and I suppose good behavior
means so long as they serve the purpose for which
they are appointed. Now, we find that this system of
having the different Provinces in the Dominion prepare
their own electoral franchise, or rather attend to its
preparation, is not a new one. As has been stated
tc-night already, in the United States this system
bas been found to work satisfactorily; it has given
every possible satisfaction to that enlightened people on the
other side of the line, and in the mother country the elec-
toral franchise is not the same in England, Ireland and Scot-
land; and why should not the Provinces of this great
Dominion have the right to settle their own franchise, and
to say who shall be the people to send representatives to
this Parliament ? There is one point bore upon which I
wish to remark, and that is, that it does seem strange that
the members of this House, sent bere from all the different
Provinces, should deliberately go to work to diafranchise
some of the electors who sent them hore, which will be the
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case if this Bill passes, because there are a large number of'
electors, not only in Prince Edward Island, but in British
Columbia and the other Provinces, who have voted for and
sent men bore to represent them in this Parliament, who
will be disfranchised by this Bill; and possibly there are
some members hore from some of those Provinces who will
be instrumental in striking off the voters' lists a majority of
the voters who sent them here to represent them. Now, I
consider this is not very creditable to the members for those
Provinces, that they should vote to disfranchise the men
who elected and sent them here. Furthermore, with
regard to the expense of the new law, if it js put in
force: The present system is in many respects an inox-
pensive system; but if the new system is inaugurated,
it will be found to be an extremely expensive one, becanse we
find it will be necessary not only to have revising barristers
appointed in the different ridings to superintend the revising
ofthe rolls and make them up in the first place, but they
will have clerks and bailiffEs, all told, over 600 new officers to
be appointed by this Government. No doubt there are a
great many people in the Dominion anxiously looking for
offices-many people supporting the Government anxiously
looking for positions, which it will be necessary to fill if
this Bill becomes law. I entirely agree with the remarks
made by the hon. member for Shefford (Mr. Auger), that it
is not the best class of barristers who will be picked up to
fill these positions. First-class barristers will not accept such
positions, because it will take up so much of their time, and
I suppose the salary will not be sufficiently large to recom-
pense them for the time occupied in preparing and revis-
ing the lists. I must confess that I have no more confidence
in the legal fraternity than the hon. member for Shefford
has. I know that many members of this House
belong to that profession, but if you take the opinions of the
people in the country generally, they are inclined rather to
trust men of other professions and businesses than the legal
profession. I do not know why this should be so, because
I do not know that the legal profession entails upon its
members an inclination to be dishonorable in the trans-
action of public business, any more than other professions.
But, at all events, that is the opinion of the public, and I
share in that opinion, to some extent. I would just call your
attention to some of the provisions of this Bill. Section 17
says:

" On the day and at the time and place appointed, the revising officer
shall publicly proceed te the preliminary revision of the list, basing
such revision on the evidence and statements before him and of the per-
sons who may then be present te give information in support of or in
opposition te the written objections, claims for addition, or other pro-
Sosed amendments, and he shall then and there correct the list, to the

est of his judgment and ability upon the evidence or information before
him, attesting with bis initials any addition te or erasure or change
therein.''

Now, lot us road that in connection with section 34, which
says:

" After the lists for the several polling districts in an electoral dis-
trict have been se completed, revistd and corrected, they shall be certi-
fied in the form contained in the schedule te this Act by the revising
officer, and kept by him for the purposes of this Act, and a duplicate of
each, certified as aforesaid, shall be tranemitted forthwith by him te the
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery at Ottawa, who, on the receipt of all
the said liste for any electoral district, shall in the next issue of the
Canada Gazette, insert a notice in the form contained in the schedule te
this Act, on and afier the publication of which notice in the Canada
Gazette, the persons whose names are entered on the said lists as voters
shall be held te be duly registered voters in and for such electoral
district, subject te correction or amendment by the judgment of a
Superior Court on appeal as hereinaftermentioned; Provided, however,
that in the event of any such appeal, the said lists, after the publication
of the last mentioned notice in the Canada Gazette, shall apply te and
be final and conclusive as te every electicn for such electoral district,
held before such appeal has been diEposed of or the result thereof com-
municated to the revising officer,"

Now, I can see great danger in these two sections. The
revising officer completes his list and sends it to the
Canada Gazette. Appeals which may be pending are to

Mr. SOMERVILLE (Brant).

have no force or effect in case of an election occurring in
the meantime. Now, I remember a case which occurred in
the county of Wentworth some years ago, before the system
in operation in Ontario was so perfect as it is at present.
Just prior to an election in the south riding of that countyy
the côunty judge, who has since deceased, was appealed to
by a lawyer, who, in the interest of the Conservative party,
requested that he should put upon the list the names of
some seventy electors who had not been put on either by the
assessor or the court of revision, or at the final revision
made by the judge. That judge did place those seventy
names on the list, just prior to the election, and there was
no appeal from bis decision. Now, I can see danger of the
same thing occurring under this Bill. Appeals could be
made on questions of law, but not on questions of fact, and
while those appeals were pending the incomplete list,
which had not been revised or certified, might be made use
of to hold an election, and a great injustice would thereby
be done to the electors of a riding. Then, section 40 says:

"l The revising officer shall have power, at any court or sitting held
under this Act by him, to amend or give leave to amend, when he sees
fit, any of the proceedings taken in reference to any voters'list, to direct
notice to be given to other persons, or to dispense with any notices
hereinbefore required to be given, and to adjourn any court or sittings,
on the hearing of any claim or objection or proposed amendment, to a
future day; and he shall not be bound by strict rules of evidence or
forme of procedure, but shall hear an d determine all matters coming
before him as such revising officer in a summary manner, and so as in
bis judgment to do justice to all parties."

Now, I think ho has unlimited powers to do just as ho likes.
I think that a remark made by the hon. member for
Cumberland (Mr. Townshend) was very appropriate in con-
nection with this section. He said that the chief objection
entertained by the Opposition to the Bill was on account of
the appointment of revising barristers for fixing up the
rolls. Now, that just expresses the view held by myself,
and no doubt by other gentlemen on this side ofthe Hlouse,
that they were to be appointed for fixing up the rolls. Tfiat
is to be their chief occupation. They are to fix up the rolls,
first, by making them, and afterwards by revising them; and
if the revision court is not enough to provide for fixing up
the rolls, there is a clause which provides that they can
afterwards, at any time, fix them up at their convenience,
without giving any notice. Clause 55 says:

" It shall be the duty of a revising officer, on any revision under this
Act, of his own motion, where there have been no objections, claims or
complaints in reference thereto, to strike out the names on the said lista
of voters of any persons who have died or become disqualified, and to
change the names of others, where the same are incorrectly bntered on
any list, and generally to correct such liste, so far as any information in
hie possession will enable him to do so, in order to carry out the
intention of this Act."

I have no doubt the hon. member for Cumberland exprossed
the true meaning and intent of this, when he said that the

revising officers were appointed to fix up the rolls. Now,
the hon. Secretary of State, in his speech, said that there
was an appeal from the revising barristers. Well, I am
not a lawyer, but I think I can interpret a sentence su ffici.
ently well to understand it, and I will just read clause 47, so
that it may be clearly understood that there is no appeal,
notwithstanding the statement made by the hon. Sacrotary
of State:

" No such appeal shall be allowed or entertained against any decision
of the revising officer upon any matter of fact, or the admission or
rejection of evidence adduced or offered on any matter of fact, but the
appeal shall be allowed only on some point or pointa of law, as before
mentioned. With the consent of the revising officer, any number of
persons desiring to appeal on the same point or points of law may be
joined in the same statement of case, making it one appeal."

Now, I think the plain English of that Is, that'no appoal is
to be taken from the decision of the revising barrister on
matters of fact; and I fancy that the "matters to be dealt
with in preparing and revising these lists will consist chiefly
of matters of fact; there will be questions of law, but they
will not occur so often as questions of fact. I was rathor
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amused with the speech delivered by the member for Ottawa
city (Mr. blackintosh), and I will briefly refer to some of
the statements made by him. He had the hardihood to
speak of a whitewashing Bill. Now, I think that is the
last thing that any man sitting on the Ministerial side of
the House should speak about. Those who have been
members of this louse during this parliamentary term
know something of whitewashing. We all remember
the position occupied by the hon. Minister of
Railways during last Session, in regard to that.
We know that, night after night, day after day, hoe came to
his place in this House, and stood up in his place, and advo-
cated the measures which the Government desired to be
carried; we know that whenever a vote took place ho con-
veniently escaped to the gallery and looked down upon the
rest of the members while they voted ; and we all know,
furthermore, that the Government of the day saw fit, after
ho had completed his railway legislation, after ho had
pushed through the additional vote to the Pacifie Railway,
to introduce a Bill for the purpose of whitewashing Sir
Charles Tuppor. I think it therefore ill becomes any hon.
member on that side of the House to talk about whitewash-
ing Bills. Then ho says the Reformers are continually
attacking the judges. But those who are conversant with
the newspapers of the country know that the judges are
sometimes attacked by the leading organs of the Conserva.
tive party. We all remember that, during last winter,
the Toronto Mail,,the leading organ of the Conservative
party in the Dominion of Canada, had a good deal to say
about some of the minor justices in the city of Toronto,
who had something to do with bringing to justice the
brawling brood of bribersa; we need not go further for evi-
dence to show that the Conservatives are not clear on this
score. The hon. gentleman further endeavored to show
that the members~of the Opposition in this louse were
continually endeavoring to stir up strife, and set class
against class and race against race. This is a favorite
method members supporting the Government have of
dealing with the Opposition ; on all occasions, they are
ready to bring up their loyalty howl. It is a very common
thing for them to claim that they are entitled to all the
patriotism that is to be found in the country ; but, as was
well expressed by one of their members during last
Session, and which ought to have had some effect upon
them : "Patriotism is the last refuge of scoundrels." On this
occasion the hon. member for Ottawa (Mr. Mackintosh) went
out of his way to bring the loyalty cry into the debate; he
also talked about the Opposition not baing patriotie, and
about their setting class against class and race against race.
I do not think the hon. member for Ottawa can point to
any single instance in the history of the Opposition in this
country in which tho members of the Opposition have
attempted to set race against race and clas against
class. I defy hon. members on the Ministerial bonches
to point their finger to a single instance in which the
members of the Opposition have ,not been as patriotic
as those hon. gentlemen, in dealing with the important
questions which come up for consideration. The patriot-
ism of hon. gentlemen on this side is not actuated by
the same motives as those which actuate hon. gentle-
men opposite, whose bosoms throb with patriotism so
often. It ia well known that this is the lean aide of the
flouse ; there are no fat things for sons and relations on this
aide; there are no fertile timber limite to be got for mem-
bers on this side. The hon. member for Hastings laughs,
but, if I am not mistaken, ho was after timber limite pretty
lively. The correspondence indicates that ho was not quiet
when the other members were looking after their timber
limita.

Mr. WRITE (Hastings). You eau have them.

Mr. SOMERVILLE, The hon. gentleman will
be looking for something else if his limita do not pay.
There are no fat jobs in the printing line on this side.
I do not wonder at hon. gentlemen opposite talking so
glibly about their loyalty, because a large number of
them do so for special and substantial reasons. They are
actuated by motives which are said to sometimes actuate
other mon in life ; they find they are benefited person-
ally by supporting the Government; they are, in fact,
paid to do the bidding of the right hon. the leader of the
Government, and in many cases they are well paid. Talking
of patriotic sentiment, I was rather surprised, when the
flouse was discussing this Bill, at a time when the
whole Dominion is exercised over the difficulties which have
arisen in the North-West, when the people are in earnest
about matters in that territory, when gloom is cast over the
whole of the Dominion, to find the right hon. gentleman,
the leader of the Government, inducing a supporter of bis to
sing "Old King Cole ;" I think this showed his hoart is not
very deeply affected by the state of the country, and that
this cry about loyalty is not so deep-seated as people think
it is,

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). What bas "King Cole" to do
with the franchise ?

Mr. SOMERVILLE. It was not a coal limit you
were after, but a timber limit. When we look back to
the history of the Conservative party in this country, we
can trace something similar to the intro-uction of this
matter and the stops taken by the right hon. gentleman to
induce people to support him in former days. We can all
remember the universal disgust and horror which filled the
whole nation from one end to the other when the Pacific
Scandal revelations were made known. We can all remem-
ber at that time that the leader of the Government was
driven from bis place in disgrace at the time he endeavored
to buy the people of this country with their own money;
we all know the choques that were called for from Sr lHugh
Allan, the last desperate effort which was made-"another
$10,000 "-and we all remember that $2801000 was paid by
that gentleman on the Iledge that he would be recouped, for
the purpose of corrupting the eloctors of the country, and for
the purpose of corrupting them with the object in future of
returning the Ministerial party to power and place again; we
all know that at that time a large nuin ber of the Conserva-
tive party, disgusted with the course of the Government,
for a time left the party and supported the Opposition and
we all know the result was, that the Opposition came back
to Parliament and took the places on the Treasury benches
which had been occupied by the former Government. This
was one of bis attempts to obtain possession of the electorate
of this Dominion, but it was not successful. Then we
have to look back to the second attempt which was made,
in 1862, when ho gerrymandered a large number of the
constituencies in the Province of Ontario, the principal
Province in the Dominion, when, in order to retain place
for himself, ho cowardly aimed a shaft at the principal mon
on this side of the House who were opposed to him. I say
it was a cowardly act to attack theo seats of the men who
were leading the Opposition in the House at that time.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. It is in order, because the bon.
the leader of the Government usod this term himself, and
it is on record in the Iansard, when ho applied it to Mr.
Donald Smith, who is now one of the favorites of the Govorn-
ment. I say it was a cowardly act at that time to gerry-
mander those conctituencies; they boasted of their strength
at that time more than they have ever boastud of it since.
If they were confident of their strength, if they were con-
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fident that they possessed the affections and the confidence that for sevontoon or eightoon yoars we have been working
of the people of the Province of Ontario, why did they stoop with the franchise that we have adoptod, and have nover
to perform such a mean and contemptible act as to attack fonnd the least friction or necessity for changing that fran-
the seats of the leading men of tae Opposition ? But this chike. If we wanted any farther confirmation of it,
was on a par with the hon. gentleman's attempt to obtain we can find it in the fact that, in the neighboring
possession of the electoral vote of the Dominion of Canada Republie, with ail their diversified intorests, with al
by the money which was recoived from Sir Hugh Allan, their large extent of torritery, with ail their resources,
and now to crown his efforts in this direction ho brings and with their immense population, for nearly 110
down this Bill, at a late date in the Session, thinking the years they have found the State franchise perfectly sati4ac-
representatives of the people will be tired out and will net tory and perfctly sufficient. Thre was, thon, no nocessity
be inclined to fight this Bill, and to fight for the rights of whatever for introducing this measure. But there are
the people. But in this respect he is mistaken. I ar some other questions that have to be taken into considera-
satisfied that the small band who sit on the Opposition tion. Firat of ail, there is the question ef convenionce.
benoches to-day will fight it out all summer on this lino. Now, I have had a good deal to do in elections in my time.

1 have lad a good deal te do with arranging tho doectoral
Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Barking dogs never bite. divisons, and tho convenience of the people ougbt te be e

Someon. MEMBERS. Order.of the first things that the Governmnt and the Parliament
Born hon MEBF~R. Orer.consuit. I can remember whei, in Our Pî'ovince, the muni-

Mr. WHITE. I am in order. Barking dogs nover bite. cipal franchise was in one ferm, and the parliamentary
franchise in anether; when the polling places wore net coin-

Mr. SOMERVILLE. All these attempts were in charac. cident, and the is not a member rom Ontario, I believe,
ter. In the first place, ho tried to corrupt the electorate but remembers what a trouble it was te get people to under-
with money; in the next place, ho tried to obtain possession stand where tiey ought te go te vote, andmany of the
of the votes of the people by his Gerrymander Bill, and now votes were lest, because the people went from one place te
ho ha introduced this Franchise Bill for the purpose of another, and could net find the proper place te ve. fow-
disfranchising a large number of the electors of the ovor, the Governent took the matter iute considoration,
Dominion, and for the purpose of getting control of the and they fixed the basis ef tti polling divisions; thoy aIse
revision of the lists and appointing his own creatures to made the number of votera in oaci polling sub.division the
positions of trust and emolument to carry out this attempt same for boti municipal and parliamentary elections, and I
to control the electoral vote of the Dominion. I say it is think I may say thnt the municipal councils throngheut the
not creditable to the right hon. the Minister who leads the country have mado the polling divisions for both elections
Government, and is not creditable to those who support it,:the anme. What la )toposed by thia measure? It pro-
that, in the fullness of their strongth, when they are pes that tbese heu iiaries shah be completely eblito-
boasting of their strength in overy debate which takes place rated, se far as the D .minion elections are concerned, and
in the House, they should stoop to take such measures as tiat tiese irresponsible parties, these parties who are
they have taken in introducing this Bill, for the purpose of reaponsiblo te ne body, should have it in their power te fix
strengthening their position. If they are strong in the con-the boundaries as they sec fit. Tiey may gerrymander
fidence of the people they do not reed to introduce any them if thcy sec fit, and may make them as long as our
such measure, and, if they do su 11d in pubhiag it through, friend rom North Ontario toM us bis cnstitucncy was,
I am satisfied that there are many independent Conserva- and may put the people te ail tie inconvinience they may
tives throughout this Dominion who will be able to say that cheose. But, fix it how they wiII, unless they take tie same
they have given their last Conservative vote. It gives the basis as tînt fixed for tic municipal and provincial polhing
Opposition party considerable strength to know that a break places, confusion and inconvenience must necessarily ensue.
las been made in the Miinisterial ranks, by the fact that at (lose!y connected witi thc question cf cenvenience is tic
least two gentlemen on that side of the House have had question of ceaI. Now, Sir, tînt is a most serious question.
sufficient independence to express their opinions in regard 1 would like te ask tus fouse if tic state cf our finances at
to this iniquitous measure, and I am satisfied that there are the pront moment warrants us in incurring nny ndditional
many more over there sitting on that side of the House expendituro? Is tîcre a man who las considered tic
who would gladly endorse their views, were it not that th question inteligently wio dees net know tint if this Bill
party whip is brought to bear on them, and they are in.bocomes law n most«aIarmin, incroase of expenditure must
duced to forego their own convictions and to support this bo inourred? Tichon. mombor for West Lamiton (Mr.
mensure.Lister) fixed the ameunthat n hleast hat a million dollars,

and I believe ho was, it anything fbelr tcnmark. f speak
Mr. AIRUSTJONG. I wonld net, at this Inte stage of with knowledg f the subjefct. had four years' experience

thc debato, lave attcmpted te take up ttic Lime of tie ieuse, in preparing votera' listae nd afterstft I hnd twelve yars'
were it net tînt I foo tilat, in a mensure of snct immense im- experience in pying for them after thley wer madeo; and I
portance as th eone now beforo tieflouse, ih is lie duty cf state, as my firm conviction, frnat if t1s B10boesiaw,
every member te put himself on record. I de net intend te ai leas thaf a million dollars will be involved annully in
take up the urne cf theBlouse at any great lengti; suitl, direct payment by tficGovermentle these officiais and
thero arc two or tîrce fentures of thc mensure tint I wish tae incidentai expenses. But there are oter considerations
particulnrly te, notice. ThIc daim bas been made tînt it is tan theroqestio sc do net see tekweig mucnwith
necessnry thnt we siould lave a uniferm franchise throug ion. gentlemen opposite. ih was only tai nig t tint we
eut thc wiotc Dominion, for tic sako of uniformiy. Tînt,b hoard te ion.modmber for Montret Eat (nir. Coursel)say
1 tiink, as far ns I rernember, is about tie most cogent tiat we lad only te considrieaims of the i majority; tont
argument tint iabon used by gentlemen on tic otoer if a thingr wai good for the majority it oug t te bcome
aide cf the flouse. Now, tic question cornes: tiere any lnw. Bcut there aregentlemen, io are in the minority
necessity for tis mensure? Have thc people expressed nw, and who, if nis becomes law, muaia ho put te
ainy wisitint sud a mensure as this should be placed uponfancnen inmous expense personally. Il wineot affect con.
tle Statute Bock ? Ibave net heard tic wish expresaed by gentlemen opposite; for, according te toc gevernment plan,
a single elector since I first lad thc lonor cf inving a éeat tivir expenses wil beal paidel but if we tek at the eat to
in ibis louse, and se far as tic matter cf necesity is con- tecvoter' list e and tecceto f appea , ye n wilsecationt
cerned, tînt, I Lhink, la set comptotoly ai rest, by the fact gentleymn ou the aside of thec flouse s long as they
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remain here, will have an enormous cost to pay. Now, Sir,
there is this consideration, that you cannot impoverish one
class ofthe community without so far diminishing the wealth
of the nation, and if you take money from them in this way
you make the nation to that degree poorer. Now, are we at
the present time in a condition to incur this large and
needless expenditure ? I think there is not a gentleman in
this louse but who will agree with me that we are not. If
there is one fact better understood than another in this
House, it is that this year we have to face a very large
deficit in the revenue. We are not going to be able to
collect enough to meet our ordinary expenditure, and at the
end of the current year the balance will be against us. Not
only that, but in every Department the expense and charges
upon the revenue are running up, and we are increasing our
indebtedness at an alarming rate. A great deal bas been
said this Session about the national debt. We have
financial geniuises in this House, who can reason us
ont of it altogether, who declare it is a mere baga-
telle. But, Mr. Speaker, there are some plain facts
that cannot be ignored and one of these is, that we are run-
ning into debt at a fearful rate. We are mortgaging the
whole future of the country, and loading it down with a
weight of debt from which, I fear, it will not recover. As
regards the comparison between the Canadian and United
States debts, we had one financial genius here this Session,
who by adding the State and municipal debts together, also
the provincial, demonstrated that the debt of the United
States was 13 cents greater per capita than -the debt
of Canada, but in order to attain that result he had
to strike off $71,577,296. Why he did so I cannot
tell, unless it was too bulky to handle easily. But
I do not think that we can take that as a correct
basis in considering the condition of the two countries.
There is not a gentleman in this louse but will admit that
the man who owns $20,000 worth of property, and is in debt
for $10,000, if he is wiping off that debt from year to year
is in a far better condition than the man who has only 810,000
worth of property, and owes 85,000, and instead of making
any advance towards payment, is running deeper into debt
every year. That is about the position in which the two
countries stand. While the Americans are rapidly pay-
ing off their debt, we are as rapidly increasing ours. Let
me draw the attention of the House to the way in which
the two countries deal with the indebtedness.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Question.
Mr. ARMSTRONG. I aM speaking to the question now,

and an important part of the question, too. The Finance
Minister, in the return he made, stated that the debt of the
Dominion was something over $253,000,000. We have been
told, and told correetly, that at the end of the war the debt
of the United States was $2,773,226,873. Now, let me draw
attention to the way the United States have handled their
debt in the past. In 1813 the debt of the United States was
$55,962,827 ; in 1835 they had paid that all off, except
$37,513 ; in 1866, after the disastrous war, it had risen to
$2,773,226,373, and in 1881 they had reduced it to
$1,408,000,000.

Ur. H ESSON. That was done by the National Policy.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. What have you done to pay off our
debt with your National Policy? By your National Policy
you have raised the tariff to the very highest possible point,4
and, notwithstanding that enormous taxation, you have1
brougLht us face to face with a deficit. That is what thek
National Policy has done for us. Now, I submit for this1

louse to consider whether it is worth while to incur all that1
enormous expenditure merely for the sake of uniformity.i
There are one or two features of this Bill that require special
mention. Special prominence has been given to the question
of revising barristers, and that has been pretty well venti-1
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lated; but there is another feature to which I wish to draw
attention, and that is the question: Who are going to be
appointed for that special purpose ? Now, the hon.
Secretary of State claimed that they were going to
appoint the judges. Why ? Because the Bill gives to the
Government power to appoint the judges if they see fit.
We on this side believe that is not what the Government
intend to do. They will not appoint judges, because I am
proud to say that we have a set of jadges who are bound to
do justice. We have had experience in revising votera' lists
in Ontario, and we have had no reason to complain, but
those are not the men who are going to be appointed. They.
are going to be barristers of fire years' standing. What wiIl
be the test of their fitness ? I am justified by the events of
the past in saying that they are going to be chosen for
their fitness to manipulate the voters' lists. Iknow it has
been claimed on behalf of the Government that they are go.
ing to appoint honorable men to the positions-barristers of
five years' standing. I do not want to say anything disres-
pectful of barristers ; the profession of a lawyer is an honor-
able one, and there are very many honorable members of the
profession. But unfortunately, like • all other professions,
there are shaky characters in it, men extremely suitable
for this work. Hon. gentlemen opposite may say
there are 206 electoral, divisions and you cannot
find that number of such men as I have referred
to. The Government have taken care as to that point.
They have provided in the Bill that one man may revisa
the liste of a number of constituencies; so, no doubt, there
will be a sufficient supply of men to do all the work
required. If there is not a supply sufficient to give one to
each constituency, there will be'enough, by grouping several
divisions, and so the work will be satisfactorily done. Hon.
gentlemen may say these are harsh words and they are not
justifiable. All we have to guide us as to the future is our
experience in the past. I ask hon. gentlemen, without
regard to politics, if we are not abundantly justified, by our
experience in the past, in arriving at the judgment we place
on Government measures now? I have had only a short
parliamentary experience; but I have seen, in pursuance of
an Act rushed through the ilouse, one leading man in tbis
House, one whom the Govornment had always cause to
fear, kept out of his seat, in pursuance of an Act of Parlia-
ment, for a year and a-half. I have seen, during my short
experience, a man whom the people chose to represent
them driven from the House by a vote of the majority of the
House, and a gentleman whom the people rejected elected
to takehiis place. I have also seen an hon. gentleman, who had
forfeited his seat, and who had no more right to sit and vote
in this House than the Mikado ofJapan, elected to a seat by a
special Act passed by the votes of the majority of the House.
i ask, if in the face of these facts, we have not good reason
to believe that what appears on the face of the Bill is not
exactly what is intended to be carried out. But we have
other evidence to guide us in forming a correct jndgment.
Reference has been made to the Gerrymander Bill. I do
not hesitate to say that that was one of the most infamous
measures that any Legislature in any civilised country
ever enacted.

Some hon. MEMBERS. How about Mowat's Bill ?
Mr. ARMSTRONG. Some hon. gentlemen speak of

Mowat's Bill. This is neither the time nor the place to
enter into a discussion of that Bill; but I am ready to take
that Bill and sit down with any hon. member on the other
side, and if he is open to conviction, le will admit that
that Bill does not contain anything to deprive electors of
their rights. As regards the first Gerrymander Bill, 1 do
not want to repeat the remark which I uttered ; bat this is
decidedly a worse measure than the Gerrymander Bill.
The election of a man by a vote of the majority of the
Bouse had a bolduems about it which made us almost feel a
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respect for it, and when, by the Gerrymander Bill, hon.
gentlemen opposite proposed to legislate out of Parliament,
by an Act of Parliament, certain leading members of the
Rouse, there was a boldness and a dash about it that half
redeemed its infamy. But in regard to the present Bill
there is a sort of sneaking villainy about it which gives it
a character all its own, and rendors it altogether unap-
proachable in its infamy.

Mr. SPE&KEIR. I think the hon. gentleman should
hardly characterise, in such terms, a Bill now before the
House.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I am alluding to this piece of
paper. I will try, however, and not use such terms again.
Talk about Mr. Mowat's Gerrymander Bill. I do not intend
to discuss that Bill; I hardly know its provisions; I have
only cursorily looked over it. But we all know what was
attempted by the Gerrymander Bill passed by this louse.
There was the leader of the Opposition, a man who had
met the leader of the Government in a hundred fights, a
man who never asked for odds or struck below the belt, and
who at the time was on a sick bed from which it was hardly
expected ho would ever rise. How did the right hon.
gentle deal with him ? He got his henchmen to tie him
hand and foot and thon dared him to fight. By this measure
it is proposed to do something of the same kind-to
place in the hands of irresponsible men the power to
decide who shall and who shall not be members of
Parliament. I want to give one word of warning to the
Government. It is within my recollection, although I was
very young thon, that the people of this country, and
especially in Quebec, were driven into rebellion because
thoy were denied their rights. Time brings its revenges.
At the opening of this Session we saw the Premier unveil
the statue of a man on whose head a price was set
at that time, and who was called a rebel. Now we know
him as a patriot. Later on, in the years 1869-70, a part of
our Dominion was driven into rebellion again-I do not
say whether rightly or wrongly, but the people had griev-
ances. They were denied that autonomy which every
people has a right to claim under British rule; they were
driven to rebellion, and at least one precious life was lost
to the country. And, Sir, what is the condition of things
te-day. I do not wish to say one word which could in any
way be construed to encourage rebellion. I believe it is
the duty of the Opposition to do all they can to assiat the
Governmont in putting down that rebellion. Sir, we on this1
aide are proud of our leader in this House; we have always
felt proud of him, and never have we felt prouder
of him than during the last week or two, when
with the weapon in his hand, with which he might
strike the Government, ho has refrained from doingt
it, and has, by every means in his power, assisted thet
Government in putting down that rebellion. I repeat that
I do not want to say one word that could be construed into
anything like sympathy with rebellion, but this I must say,
that the mannor in which that commission was appointed
and hurried away to redress grievances and right wrongs,t
shows that both grievances and wrongs must have existed.0
Bat, Sir, I hope that the matter may soon be settled withoutt
any further bloodshed, but I want to warn the Governmentt
that there is danger ahead. From one end of the Dominion to
the other, there are ominous whisperings and murmur-r
ings. People are being ground down by taxes, when theyb
were told that their taxes would not be increased; the t
revenues are diminishing, so that they will not meet the a
expenditures, and poeple are beginning to ask what they haven
gained by Confederation. By such notorious Acts as the
Gerrymander Bill they have been depriving a part of the
people of their just rights to representation in this House, b
and by this Act it is sought to take away from ther
what little rights they have left. I warn the Gov. 1

r. AzaaoscaN

ernment that they had better consider in time,
for it may be that a high-spirited people may consider
death better than dishonor. If they trample on the rights
of the people it may be-I do not want to live to see it-that
the time may come when the people will consider that-it is
dishonorable to live under any such degrading conditions,
and that this Confederation, which % e so wish te perpetuate,
may fall to pieces, as the direct result of the misgovernment
of hon, gentlemen opposite. I repeat I do not wish to live to
see it, but I want the Government to see and consider the
matter in time, and not do anything which will unnecessarily
cause friction in the Government of this country.

Mr. WATSON. At this early hour in the morning it is
not my intention to occupy more than a few moments. But
as this important Bill is one which affects the Province from
which I come, I do not wish to give a silent vote upon it. I
think it is a Bill which is not calculated in the best interests
of the Dominion of Canada, as a whole, or of any particular
Province, but that it is introduced for the purpose of pro-
moting the party interests of hon. gentlemen opposite. It
is a Bill calculated to disfranchise a certain number of
people-

Mr. HESSON. Are they Grits ?
Mr. WATSON. The hon. member for North Perth (Mr.

Hesson), who is continually interrupting this House, I
believe has two sons in our Province, who should be dis.
franchised, as they are in the employ of the Government. I
hope that ho will keep quiet, for ho has been interrupting
the House the whole night. We have a Franchise Bill in
Manitoba, with which the people of that Province are per-
fectly satisfied, as it gives every protection against parties
voting who are not entitled to vote and in favor of those
who have a right to vote. The qualifications are less than
those in the Bill under discussion, because in Manitoba the
owner of property to the extent of $100 has a vote, while this
Bill requires a much larger qualification. I do not think that
the Government should introduce a measure of this kind,
unless it is a Bill for universal suffrage, because I believe
myself that a Bill extending the franchise to every man in
Canada, would ho a proper Bill, under present circumstances.
Every man contributes to the revenue under the present
high protective policy, and therefore ho should be a voter,
and until the Government and the people see fit to go as far
as universal suffrage, I do not think they should legislate in
this matter at all. In our Province the voters' lista are
prepared by the municipalities; they are posted a sufficient
time to give the people a chance to see the lists, and there
is thon a court of revision under the municipalities which is
botter calculated to give a botter franchise to the people
than any revising barristers that could be appointed, for
there is less chance of any corruption or any mistakes in
the lists. They have power to appeal to the county judge,
who is always in a position to be appealed to by the electors
who may wish to have names inserted on the list, or
improper names struck off. If the Government should
see fit to make this clause of the Bill apply so
that judges should be the revising barristers, it would not
change the effect of the Act in the Province of Manitoba
to any great extent, as now they are practically
the revising barristers in that Province. But I am satisfied
that the Government do not intend to appoint judges as the
revising barristers, and, at any rate, the judges, 1 do not
believe, would have the time to devote to this work. I do not
think it is the intention of the Government to take the lista
as prepared by the municipalities, and as another list would
not be satisfactory to the people, or to this side of the
HIouse, I shall oppose this Bill at every stage. I think it is
an infamous Bill, and one which is not calculated for the
best interests of the electors of Canada.

Mr. VAIL. I am very sorry to be obliged to address the
Rouse at this hour of the morniDg, but I have waited until
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this time, hoping that 80me member of the Government or
Bome of their supporters would put before us some good
reason why this most objectionable Bill sbould be forced
through the louse this Session. But up to this moment I
have not heard one reason which may be considered a valid
one for this objectionable legislation. There have been no
complaints, so far as I know, from any of the Provinces,
against the existing franchises. For nearly eighteen years
the several Provinces of the Dominion have been working
under their own laws, to elect members to represent them in
this Honse, and I have yet to hear the first word of complaint
against that system. There can be no reason given for this
change, that Iknow Of,except that theGovernment may hope
that by it they will get a more intelligent set of members
returned to this House. If that is their expectation, it is a
slur upon every gentleman who sits in this louse at the
present time. Do they expect to get a more intelligent vote?
I do not think they will,under this Bill. The Bill, apparently,
has been framed to suit one particular Province. Instead of
enlarging the franchise, it restricts it many of the Provinces
of the Dominion. Some gentlemen have asserted that this
Bill could do no harm, because it enlarged the franchise, and
gave votes to some persons who are now denied the privilege.
1 fail to see it in that light. In the Province of Nova Scotia
we have a simple franchise which is easily understood ; $150
worth of real estate or $300 of personal property, or $300 of
real estate and personal property combined, entitles a man
to vote; and that is the franchise of Nova Scotia, as it stands
at present. Now, this Bill, if it is carried through the House,
will deprive a considerable number of persons in Nova
Scotia, who have heretofore voted, of the right to vote for
members of this flouse. Thé measure is largely based upon
the principle of the ownership of real estate. Itisnotintended
to give any man a vote who possesses personal roperty only,
no matter how much it may amount to. In t eProvince of
New Brunswick, as my hon. friend from Queen's (Mr. King)
has shown, it will deprive a large number of electors of the
right to vote for representatives in this Parliament; in the
Province of Prince Edward Island we know it is calculated
largely to limit the franchise that now exists; in the Province
of Manitoba, as we have just heard from one of the repre-
sentatives of that Province, it will largely restrict the fran-
chise ; and in the Province of Ontario it wil have a like
effect; so that I do not understand how the Bill can be
received with favor by any gentleman in this flouse,
no matter from what Province he cornes. It is silvery well
to say that the object of the Bill is to create a uniform fran-
chise that will be snited to the whole Dominion, and one that
will give the electors of ail the Provinces a right to vote
under a similar franchise. But Ido not see that that will be
the effect cf the Bill if it becomes law. In fact, thé right hon.
First Minister, when ho introduced it, rather intimated that
it would be necessary for him to depart from the uniform
principle,to a certain extent; and the very moment he departs
from that principle with respect to any one.of the Provinces,
he destroys the whole principle of the Bill. I can easily
uÛderstand any gentlemen who is favorable to a legislative
rather than to a federal union being favorable to a BiIl of this
kind; but I cannot see how any body who is disposed to favor
the fedéral principle could for one moment favor this Bill. If
it is the intention to continue to carry out the provisions of the
British North America Act, which provides that every
Province of the Dominion shall send a certain namber of
members here to represent it in the Federal House, it seems
to me that it is only fair aud only common sense to allow
the Local Législatures of the Provinces to fix the franchise
under which tbey will elect representatives to this fouse.
The hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White) referred to a
law which was passed by the Nova Scotia Legislature in
1871, whereby certain officiais were disfranchisod. I think
his allusion to, and explanation of, that law was very unfair.
I happened to be a member of the Government of NovaScotia

ut the time that Bill was passed, and its object was to protect &
certain number of officials of the Dominion Governmentwho
were favorable to the Local Government of that day. A
great many of those men were pressed by the friends of the
Dominion GQvernment to go to the polls and vote against
the Local Government, which they were not desirous of
doing, and if anything could be done by way of legislation
to rélieve them, they considered that it would be a great
advantage, in fact, a God-send to thein. We know that at
that time the people of Nova Sootia were in a very excited
state. We know that the Dominion Government were using
every possible means to defeat the Local Government of the
day. We know that it was a very common thing for the
Dominion officials in the Custom houses, in the post offices,
and on the railways of that Province, to go ont at any time
that the election of a member for the Local fouse was in
progress, and to do their utmost to defeat the Government
candidate. Taking all these things into consideration, we
decided to pass a Bill disfranchising a certain number of the
Dominion and local officials, we did not confine it to the
Dominion officials. We included in that disfranchisement
the persons employed in the Crown Land Department and
the Public Works Department, both local Departments, so
that we disfranchised a number of our own men as well as a
number of Dominion officials; and [have yet to learn that
that was not a very proper Act. This Act went only a little
farther than old Canada in disfranchising. I will just rn
over, for the information of the House, a few of those who
were disfranchised under the old Canada Act :

I Judges, commissioners of bankrupts, recordera of cities, ail offmeers of
Oustoms, clerks of the peace, registraru, sheriffa, deputy aheriffi, deputy
clerks of the Crown, and ail agenta for the sale of crown lands.al
omfcers engaged in the collection of any duties payable telier XaJ.ty
in the name fdutiestor excise, sha1i be dipqualified. o aj

The hon. the Minister of Customs stated, I think, that
postmasters were also disqualified. We went a little
farther and disfranchised those employed in the several
Departments; we did not say they should not vote for
members of the Deminion House, but merely stated that
they should not vote for members of the Local House, and
a Bill was passed in this House afterwards giving them the
right to vote for members of this Parliament. For fear that
anybody should be disqualified who ought to have a vote, if
ho left the employ of the Government, we next year passed
a law to which the hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White)
referred, but out of which that hon. gentleman did, as hé
always does, when hé undertakes to quot, leave a
portion of it, which explains that we passed that Act to
authorise those to vote who had not been in the employ of
the Dominion Government for a specified time before the
elections took place, This is what the hon. member for
Cardwell said:

"The hon. gentleman asked if any evil had resulted. Ail Iknow la
thii - We have had1 indications of a disposition ta cause éril. 1 have
here two statutesapaséd e nthe Province e Nova 8cot!a. I have bere a
statute passed in 1871, I presume when their own local elections were
coming on, in which it declares as follows:-"

Then hé read the disfranchising clause:

IIt shah not be lawful for any person to vote at anélectyon for a
member or uembers te repreaent the people in a General Asemnbly et
this Province, who, at any time withie fifteen days before the day of
election, was ln receipt of wages or emolument of any kind as an
employee, in the Post Office, the Castom house, the [nland Revenue
Department, the lighthouse service, on the Government railways, in
the Crown land office, or the local Publie Works and Mines."

Then hé went on to say:
" That was passed in 1871 by the Local Government. Why ? Beeause

they suppose that some of those electors, being officers in seme sense, or
employees of the Dominion Government, might have influence in
Dominion elections, and they passed that law practcally to disen-
franchise them, practicall to lessen the power of the Conservative
party in that Province. ikavwn g scomplisbed tbefr objet by means of
thst Act, they went te work, when it wus théir interea.1, thé Libéral
party conqing in ater the election of 1872, and passed au Act to repeal
t hiat law, ana give ail those men votes again."

1885e 1275



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 21,
That is not true; we did not repeal the law. We merely Government havei
extended the franchise to those who had left the employ of only imagine that
the Dominion Government, as will be'seen by the next am really disposed1
clause: that has been goinî

" Ail persons disqualified under the first section of the Act hereby Ontario and the D
amended, and whose names shalftot have been inserted in the list or dozen years. It se
regùiter of electors, by virtue of the fourth clause of the Act hereby be sacrificed
ainended, and whose names shall have been struck off in the nianneraro
prescribed in chapter 28 of the Acts of 1863, shall be entitled to vote at the sake of giving t
any election hereafter to be'held in this Province: Provided, he shall over the Local Gov
oave ben discharged or ceasedto beanhemployee under the firsthclause such a law as will eof the Act hereby axnended, between the urne of raking up the final
lista of electors and within thirty days before such election, on his bars for the Provin
taking the following oath :" to give Ontario its f
There we enfranchise the man who was disfranchised under is the largest Provir
the Bill, if he ceased to be an employé ofthe Dominion Govern- Some hon. MEM]
ment, and the hon. gentleman says we passed that Act in order Mr VAIL. It .
to disfranchise certain parties whom we supposed would voteDmr.oVaL.1Itu
against the Dominion Government. The contrary, however Dominion, and i am
is the fact. It was unfair for the hon. member for Cardwelllo advantage to whic
quote from this Bill and make it appear that it was quite of the Dominion
different from what it is. The hon. member for King's (Mr. calcnlated to enable
Woodworth) told the House that a Bill which had been Province of Ontario
recently passed in the Local Legislature disfranchised a after. I say that is
considerable number of the electors who were in favor of Secretary of State
the National Policy. I am a little surprised at that state- representative Of th
ment; had the hon. member read the Bill he could not have provincial rights of
made it. Now, I bave a copy of the Bill here, and as I for a Bill which is i
stated to the House some time ago, our qualifications of vince of Ontario to
voters was confined to real estate and personal property. of the Province of C
Those qualifications are, in the first place, incorporated into the representatives(
the Nova Scotia Bill ; after that, every change is intended erment could get t
to enlarge the franchise ; it does not disfranchise a man) and fair play, f s
and how the hon. member for King's could say that it doing it; but to pas
disfranchised a certain number of men who were in lated to put tho wh
favor of the National Policy l3 something I cannot under-. will make use of it
stand, if he had read the Bill. I have looked pretty carefully is a thing that no m
into the proposed Act, now before the House, and tried to what Province he
understand how it would affect Nova Scotia. It is well ment. The ProvincE
known that there are a considerable number of people in It was forced int
Nova Scotia who do not hold real estate, but who are largely will not go so farj
interested in vessels. Vessel property, under our law, is time against its -
liable to be assesed for half the value, and a consider- kept in against the
able number of people have been placed on the list ered, in common wil
under this personal property qualification. This Bill Dominion, to an e:
wili now disfranchise every one of them; but still we know nothing, und4
are told it is a very liberal Bill, calculated to give the fran- criminal- perhaps t
chise to a great many people who have it not at present. not wish to use unpa
That may be the case in certain instances. I acknowledge cruel for a GovernE
that, in regard to the fishermen, it may increase the vote more hardships or d(
but it will be to a very limited extent, because the Gov: been deprived of. I
ernment do not even give the fishermen the right to vote tinue to legislate, as
upon a personal property qualification alone. The fisherman for the last seven o
is obliged to have real estate, in the first place, and thon he since the Local Hou
is allowed to add to the value of his real estate the amount favor of withdrawing
of personal property ho may have in a boat or vessel, in a pleasant state of th
order to entitle him to a vote, so that none of these fishermen the Government of t
who have an interest in a vessel or a boat or fishing tackle of way by which they
any kind are enfranchised by this Bill,unless they own real Dominion; if therej
estate of some kind. As my hon. friend from Queen's, N.B. Mr. WOODWORI
(Mr. King) bas said, it may only be of the value of 25 cents,
but it must ho real estate of some kind. That I consider is a Mr. VAIL. How
very objectionable feature in the Bill. The vessel-owning year ? It has been
people of our Province are a very important portion of the Scotia and going to i
population, and a class of men who are intelligent, and gether, and that is oi
1know how to use the franchise, and who ought the financial state it
not to be disfranchised by any Bill. lIn the Province things or refer to th
of Nova Scotia the Bill will disfranchise a large number; in but, when I see the G
the Province of Prince Edward Island thousands must be majority behind ther
disfranchised; in the Province of Manitoba and in the way as to make th
Province of British Columbia a large number will be dis- satisfied than it is at
franchised. Thon, how is it possible for gentlemen to say Confederation, I thi
that this is a general extension of the franchise, anJ should so. There are sever
be accepted by the people ? I do not know what object the have not referred to.

Mr. VAIL.

in view in introducing this Bill. I can
it was to strengthen themselves, and I
to think that it was because of the ffght
g on between the Local Government of
ominion Government for the last half a
ems to me that all the other Provinces
and to be put at great inconvenience for
the Dominion Government an advantage
ernment of that Province, by making
nable them to return a majority of mem-
ce of Ontario. Now, I am quite willing
full advantage in this Confederation. It
nce ; it is the most intelligent Province.
BERS. No.
s the most important Province in the
nquite willing that it should have every
h it is entitled, but I deny the righ t
Government to pass a law, which is
and empower the Conservatives of the

o to govern this Dominion for ever here.
the object of this Bill. The hon. the

laughs. I ask how any man, being a
he Province of Quebec, who considers
such paramount importance, can vote
ntended to give the power to the Pro.
rule this Dominion, and not the whole
)ntario, but the Conservative portion of
of the Province of Ontario. If the Gov.
lhe advantage by any kind of honest
hould say they were quite right in
s an Act of this kind, which is calcu.
ole control in the hands of revisers, who
to perpetuate their power in this House,
an of any independence, no matter from
comes, ought to countenance for a mo-
e of Nova Scotia is peculiarly situated.
o this Dominion against its will. I
as to say it is kept in at the present
will; but, I am sorry to say, it is
e will of a great many. It has suf.
th the other smaller Provinces of this
xtent of which the larger Provinces
er this National Policy. I say it is
that language is rather strong, and I do
arliamentary language-but I say it is
ment to fasten on that Province any
eprive it of any more rights than it has
say it is unfair to that Province, to con.
the Dominion of Canada has legislated
or eight years. Only a short time ago,
use met, a resolution was introduced in
g from the Dominion. Now, this is not
hings, and I think it would be wise for
he day to consider if there is not some
can make Nova Scotia satisfied in this

is, I believe they are bound to adopt it.

TH. Give us more money.

much money have they had in the last
coming from the Province of Nova
the North-West, out of our reach alto.
ne of the reasons why Nova Scotia is in
is now. I do not wish to mention these
em more than is absolutely necessary;
overnment of this country, with a great
M, determined to legislate in such a
at portion of the Dominion more dis-
the present time, as a member of this
nk I am in duty bound to tell them
ral other features of this Bill which I

There is the woman suffrage. I do
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notknow, for my own part that that is very objectionable,
provided the women would be willing to exercise the privi-
legeend vote at elections. My own opinion is, that they would
not. We allowed women to vote upon property in Nova Sootia
up to 1851, and Ithink; if youwere to search the pnll books
now, you would find that very-few indeed, and comparatively
none, of the women, took advantage of that privilege.
Therefore, I think that if you were to pass this law at
the present time or incorporate it into this Bill, it would be
a dead letter. It is true a few migbt take advantage of it,
but very few indeed. I, however, do say, that if yon give
one portion of the women a right to vote you must extend
it to the rest, and therefore I hope that if this is adopted
it may be extended to all women who own property,
whether they be married or single. Now, a word or two in
regard to the Province of Quebee. I do not think, so far
as I can learr, that this Bill, if enacted into law, is going
to be popular in that Province. It may satisfy the larger
cities; it may satisfi the city of :Quebec and the city of
Montreal,where the franchise.has been extended, but I cannot
believe that it will be satisfactory to the bulk of the people of
the Province If there is anything they have expressed a
strong opinion upon ,it is their desire to maintain their posi-
tion in the Confederacy as a separate Province, and -I con-
tend that this Bill is the first step towards breaking down
and obliterating provincial lines and prepaiing us for a
legislative union. If it is intended to do this, as I said
before, I can see why there would be a necessity
for this Bill. If we are, by and by, to break down
these lines, and say that we are to have a represen-
tative in this House for every 20,000 inhabitants
of the Dominion, without reference to any Province, I can
thon see that it would be only reasonable and fair that the
Dominion should fix the franchise on whieh to elect the
members. But as the provincial franchise has been
adopted and used for nearly eighteen years, with-
out any fault having been found, or any evil consequences
resulting from it, I think we may safely allow that fran-
chise to continue, and elect our members under it, as we
have heretofore doue, giving 'each Province the right to
regulate its own franchise, according to the circumstances
in which it is placed. Why, Mr. Speaker, what are we
doing to-day ? If you undertake to fix the franchise in
this Bouse, either one of the Jarger Provinces
if so disposed could force this franchise on any of the
smaller Provinces, no matter whether it suited them
or not. Now, I say that we have no right to force
upon each Province any franchise we choose. I say
this law will be injurious to several of the Provinces,
and will act very detrimentally to their intereets. Tie hon.
member for Cumberland (Mr. Townshend) stated very
broadly, and he is a lawyer, too, that this did not reduce the
franchise In Nova Scotia. Now, I have shown conclusively
that it does restrict the franchise in that Province, and
will take away the right to vote from a number of electors.
He stated that the main objection to this Bill is the way it
was prepared. Well, I imagine that it is in the preparation
of any Bill that the objections must creep in. If the Bill
was prepared in some other way, and a different franchise
adopted, and a different mode of appointing revisers, the
probability is that it would have been more satisfactory.
The revisers in the Province of Nova Scotia are appointed
by the municipalities. They appoint three men to revise
the list. The assesors are bound to furnish them with the
assesment roil, and from that assessment roll the revisers
make the voters' list, which they hand in to the clerk
of the peace, and from that list the sherif makes
up his list of voters. No liBt is valid until it is certified to
by the clerk of the peace and the sheriff. Now, the hon.
member for King's, N. S. (M. Woodworth), told us, to-day,
that our present mode was very objectionable; that in the
county of Annapolis the clerk of the peace had made A

list, and had left off a number of voters. I<ow, I
do not see how that could be. The sheriff of Annapolis
county was in full sympathy with the Government of that
day; and how the list could be made up by the clerk of
the peace, and used by the sheriff, where the law requires
both to certify that it is a correct and true list, I cannot
understand. I think the hon. member for King's muet have
been misinformed. I have no doubt he heard so, but I am
quite sure such a thing could not occur under our law.
If it did take place, the sherif did not understand his busi-
ness, or he would not have allowed such a list to be used,
and he would have insisted upon the clerk of the peace
making the list perfect before he would have used it. I
shall not dwell upon this subject any longer. I hardly
expected to speak upon this question at all, but I thought
it necessary to refer to one or two remarks made by
Nova Scotia members before the vote is taken.

House divided on motion of Sir John A. Macdonald for
second reading of the Bil.

YU~

Messieurs
Abbott Diekinson,
Bain (Soulangeu), Dodd,
Baker (Missisquol), Dugas,
Baker (Victoria), Dundas,
Barnard, Farrow,
Beaty, Ferguson (Leeds&Gren
Bell, Ferguson (Welland),
Benoit, Fortin,
Benson, Gagné,
Bexgeron, Girouard,
Bergin, Gordon,
Billy, Grandboiu,
Blondeau, Guilbault,
Bossé, Guillet,
Bourbeau, Hackett,
Bowell, Hall,
Bryson, Hay,
Burnham, Hesson,
Burns, Rickey
Qameron (Inverness), HilliarA,
Cameron (Victoria), Homer,
Campbell (Victoria), Hurteau,
Carling, Ives,
Oaron, Jenkins,
Chapleau, Kaulbach,
Cimon, Kilvert,
Cochrane, Kinney,
Colby, Kranz,
Oonghlin, Labrosse,
courso], Landry (Montmagny),
Oarran, Langevin,
Outhbert, Lesage,
Daly, Macdonald (Kingu),
Daoust, Macdonald (Sir John),
Dawson, Mackintosh,
Desaulniers (Mask'ngé), McMillan (Vaudreuil),
Desauluiers (St.M'rice),MOcallum,

Allen,
Armstrong,
Auger,
Bain (Wentworth),
Béchard,
Bernier,
Blake,
Bourassa,
Burpee,
Cameron (Huron),
Cameron (Middlesez),
Campbell (Renfrew),
Cartwright,
Casey,.
casgrain,
catudal,
Charlton,
Cockburn,
Davies,
Dupont,
Edgar,

NAYS:
Messieurs

Fairbank,
Fisher,
Fleming,
Forbes,
Geoffrion,
Gigault,
Gfiimor,
Gunu,
Harley,
Holton,
Innes,
Irvine,
Jackson,
Ki 2g,
Kirk,
Landerkin,
Langelier,
Laurier,
Lister,
Livingstone,
Mc0raney,

MoDougald (Piotou),
McDougall (C. Breton),
MoLelan,
Moeill,
Massue,

)Mitehell,
Moffat,
Montplaisir,
Paint,
Patterson (latex),
Pinsonneault,
Pope,
Pruyn,
Riopel,
Robertson (Rastings),
Royal,

ykert,
Shakespeare,
smal 1
Sprou e,
Stairs,
Taschereau,
Tas•6,
Taylor,
Temple,
Townshend,
Tupper,
Valin,

Vanasse,
Wallace (York)
White (Oardwell),
White (astings),
White (Renfrew),
Wigle,
Wood (Brockville),
Wood (Westmoreland),
Woodworth.-11.

Mchsaao,
McMNlen,
Mills,
Mulook,
Paterson (Brant),
Platt,
Ray,
Rinet,
Robertson (Shelburne),
Scriver,
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Springer,
Sutherland (Oxford),
Trow,
Vail,
Watson,
Weldon,
Wells,
Wilani.
Yeu.-63.

Motion agreed to; and BIl read the second time.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournmnet of

the louse.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 5:10 a.m.,
Wednesday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
WEDNEsDAY, 22nd April, 1885.

The Sauêan took the Chair at Three o'clook.

PaMs.

PIRST READING.

Bill (No. 131) further to amend the Act for the better
preservation of the peace in the vicinity of public works,
and the Acte in amendment thereof-(fron the Senate).-(Sir
John A. Macdonald,)

GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY-SHAREHOLDERS.

Mr. MITCH ELL. Before the Orders of the Day are called
I would like to ask the right hon. gentleman whether he is
yet in a position to telli me what course the Government
intend to take in carrying out the Order of the House for a
list of the Grand Trunk stockholders.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I understand that tjIe
manager of the Grant Trunk Railway bas sent home to
England the Order of the House for the return, where alone
the list can be perfected for the purpose of obtaining the
information the hon. gentleman wants.

Mr. MITCHELL, I did not quite understand from the
right hon. gentleman whether it was understood that the
list will be furnished or not. I would like to know that
from the right. hon gentleman.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is a question I can-
not answer. As I understand it, the manager in this
country has sent home the return, for the purpose of obtain-
ing the information the hon. gentleman desires to get, but
there has been no answer yet from England.

Mr. MITCHELL. Then the Grand Trunk is more
powerful than the Government or Parliament, it appears.

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. Our arm is very long
but it cannot reach across the Atlantic.

Mr, MITCHELL, But you can reach over this country.

NAVIGATION OF CANADIAN WATERS.

Mr. MoLELAN moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee of the Whole, to consider the following
resolution :-

That it in expedient to amend the Act 43 Victoria, Chapter 29, re-specting the navigation of (anadian waters, and to enable the Gov-
ernor acCouncil to suspend, from time to time, certain provisions of thesid Act.

He said: The original Act of 1868, to which this resolution
refers, is based upon the regulations of Imperial Orders in
Council; and as those re-ulations are subject to change
from time to time, it is desirable that our Acte respecting
navigation in Canadian waters, should be conformed to
those regulations. Therefore, it is proposed that we should
take power to harmonise the two. Since the establishment
of the inspection of the hulls and equipment of steamboats,
as well as the machinery, the Act of 1868 has been very
rigidlyenforced by our inspectors. It has been found that

M.VAIL.

the Act requires certain equipment for steamboats on inland
waters that is scarcely required under the circumstances,
thus causing a hardship to inland ship owners. It is tere.
fore asked that the Government should have power to axrend
the Act from time to time in accordance with the regulations
that may be imposed by Imperial Orders in Council on sea-
going ships and toE suit the conditions of inland waters.

Motion agreed to; and House resolved itself into Com-
mittee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. WELDON. In what respect does the hon. Minister
wish to suspend the provisions of the Act?

Mr. MOLELAN. One thing that has been brouglit to my
notice is, that the Act of 1868 requires that every steamship
shall be provided, not only with a steam-whistle and a bell,
but with a fog-horn, to be sounded by a bellows or other
mechanical means. It is not considered necessary that all
the small steamers navigating inland waters should have all
these three things, and it is proposed to allow them to dis-
pense with tha fog-horn. We shall still require them to
have the steam-whistle and the bell.

Mr. BL AKE. It seems as if we wanted fog-horns our.
selves here, to enable us to hear what the explanations are.
Perhaps the Minister will say if there is any other par-
ticular in which he proposes to take power to suspend the
Act.

Mr. McLELAN. The Imperial regulations are varied
from time to time, and it is necessary lor the Canadian Act
to be in harmony with them, se that the equipment of our
sea-going vessels shall be in accordance with the require-
mente of the Imperial Orders in Council. It is therefore
impossible for us to say how it may be necessary to change
the requirements for Canadian ships, and it is necessary to
have power to make such changes as the Imperial regla.
tions may call for.

Mr. WELDON. I must say that I think our legislation
regarding shipping has not always been in the right direc.
tion, because it sometimes comes in conflict with Imperial
statutes. With regard to our sea-going ships, there is some-
times some confusion as to whether the Imperial Act or our
own Act applies. The commission on the consolidation of
the statutes has just gone through our Act, and it would be
better to have this amendment included in the consolidated
statutes than to go on amending from time to time.

Mr. MoLELAN. I do not know what steps the commission
propose to take; but I suppose that any amendment we
make would be embodied in the consolidated statutes.

Mr. BLAKE. Is there any other specific amendment or
suspension that the hon. gentleman has in view besides that
with regard to fog-horns.

Mr. McLELAN. There are propositions to change the
material of life preservers after a thorough test, and a
number of other things have been suggested by the owners
of ships navigating inland waters which have not yet been
decided upon.

Mr. BLAKE. I can suppose that it would be convenient
-if our regulations are statutory, and so inflexible without
the action of Parliament, while the Imperial Act autho-
rises a constituted body to make regulations-to allow the
Government to suspend our statutory regulations on the
lines, so far as the circumstances of the country admit, of
the Imperial regulations made by Order in Council or other
authority. But of course, a simple power to suspend would
not be adequate to the occasion, because that would not
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involve the power to change. It might be requisite, if
-some change were made in the Imperial regulations,
that the hon, gentleman should have power to change as
well as to suspend the Act. The analogous Imperial Act is
one which gives power to suspend and to change by Order
in Council, and we want to be in the same position and on
the same lines. Then the proposal of the hon. gentleman
in the Bill should be restricted to those lines. It ought not
to be a general proposition to change and suspend, as he
thinks fit, but to suspend and change in the sense, so far as
the Government thinks fit, of the Imperial legislation. The
hon. gentleman will see that else the Act will be almost
entirely changed, or rather entirely suspended, although
there would be no Imperial action at all which should be
the foundation of our action.

Mr. McLELAN. We, at first, thought of proposing to
add the word "amend " as well as the word "suspend," but
we thought that, perhaps, that would be giving the Gover-
nor General in Council more power than the House would
be willing to grant. It would be better to come to Par-
liament, when sitting, when anything was to be imposed
upon shipping; but, if there was anything in the Imperial
regulations which might make it desirable to suspend our
Act, to make it more in harmony with the Imperial regula-
tions, we might have that power.

Mr. BLAKE. I undorstood that, but the hon. gentleman
seemed not to agree to that, because when I asked him
whether there was any change in his mind that he intended
to make, h. told me that h. proposed to change the required
material for life-preservers.

Mr. MaLELAN. That would not be imposing additional
burdens.

Mr. BLAKE. No; but it would be changing the regula-
tiong; it would not be suspending the regulatiens, it would
be more than the hon. gentleman could accomplish under a
suspension.

Mr. WELDON. With regard to that, the English Act
allows regulations which can be made by Order in Council,
which, in many cases, may be put in the statutes, and some-
times the resuit is our statute is brought into conflict with
the Imperial statute, in which case ours has to give way,
and this sometimes creates great confusion. The hon.
gentleman will recollect a section I pointed out in our Act
which is entirely different in the English Act. It is impor-
tant our legislation should be in entire accord with that of
the Imperial Parliament with regard to sea-going ships.

Committee rose and reported; and resolution concur-
red in.

Mr. McLELAN moved first reading of Bill (No. 132) to
amend the Act 43 Victoria, Chapter 29, respecting the navi-i
gation of Canadian waters, and to enable the Governor in
Council to suspend from time to time certain provisions of
the said Act.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

that a fourth-class should be added to the Act as assistant to
second-class engineers. 1, therefore, propose to add a fburth-
class with qualifications not so high as provided for in the
Inspection Act of 1882, and that that class may be employed
in certain capacities and in certain size boats. It is found
necessary in the navigation of inland waters that this fourth
class should be provided to supply the wants of the trade.

Mr. LISTER. I would like to ask the hon. the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries whether any provision has been
made to prevent American engineers from coming into
Canada and servingon Canadian boats withont first being
naturalised. I may say that the American Government
prevent our engineers from serving upon American boats
unless naturalised, or unless they have declared their inten.
tion of becoming naturalised citizens of the United States.
Living on the frontier, I have heard many complaints from
our engineers that people come from the other side, where
the examination is not as strict as with us and where the
qualifications are necessarily not so high, and enter into
competition with our engineers, although similar privilege
is not accorded by the American Government to Canadian
engineers. If that is the fact, it is a hardship to our engi.
neers which the Government should enquire into and rectify.

Mr. McLELAN. I do recollect that the question of
American engineers serving in Canadian boats has been
brought to the notice of the Department, but if their quali-
fications are less than required by the Canadian Act they
cannot so serve. If they are not up to the standard required
in gur Act, they cannot be. employed in our boats, as they
must hold a Canadian certificate.

Mr. LISTER. But there is no provision requiring them
to be citizens of our country; if they pass the examination
prescribed by the Department, they are entitled to a certifi.
cate regardless altogether of their nationality. But what I
complain of is that while weadmit American engineers, the
Americans refuse to admit Canadian engineers on any
terms, unless they become naturalised or declare their
intention to become naturalised, which, of course, has to be
done in the form of law.

Mr. BLAKE. My hon. friend's' point is that this is a
part of the development of the National Policy, reciprocity
of action in this regard. The people.of the United States
will not admit our engineers unless they are naturalised or
make the declaration that they intend to become natural-
ised, and my hon. friend wants the Government to let
American engineers understand that they cannot serve in
Canadian boats unless they become Canadian citizens.

Mr. McLELAN. That will require to be taken into con.
sideration; the matter has not been brought to the atten-
tion of the Department. It has been stated several times
that the salaries of engineers are very much higher:in Amer-
ican waters and in American employ, than in Canadian
waters and in Canadian employ, and there was great
difficulty in finding and keeping a sufficient staff of engin -
eers in Canadian waters. I will make enquiry as te the
other matter, and will see whether ýny complainte have been
brought to the notice of the Government.

STE&AMBOAT INSPECTION ACT, 1882. Mr. LISTER. It was only last summer that our engineers
were notified that they would not be permitted to work

Mr. McLELAN meved that the Hoeuse resolve itself into upon American boats.
Committee of the Whole to consider the following resolu-. mrcCKBRN.
tion: Mr. COCKBURN. As the hon, gentleman proposes te

have a fourth class will that inte re with the former
That it is expedient further to amend "The Steamboat Inspection arrangements as to the tug ? Will it be obligatory to have

Act of 1882." licensed engineers on tags ?
He said: In the Steamboat Inspection Act of 1882, pro- Mr. McLELAN. We do not propose to interfere with
vision is only made for three classes of engineers. lt is former arrangements, but we have an additional clas of
found in practice expedient, in some of the inland waters, engineers to be employed as asistants,
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Mr. COOK. Is this to be a school of education for
engineers ?

Mr. MoLE LAN. I would suggest that the details might
be better discussed when the Bill is brought down.

Mr. COOK. There are often men capable of passing the
board ofsteamboat inspection who have not served the four
years required to make them competent to serve as licensed
engineers on steamboats carrying passenger%

Mr. McLELAN. Those mon will come in under the
fourth class.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria). I would take'this opportunity
of impressing upon the hon. the Minister of Marine, while
he has under consideration the Steamboat Inspection Act,
that provision ehould be made for the old ergineers, those
who have been a long time in the service, successfully run-
ning steamboats not only on the inland waters of Canada
but up and down the coast of the varions Provinces.
Although they may make what may be termed, to a cer-
tain extent, sea voyages, they are nevertheless coasting
voyages. I have reference to many in the Province of
British Columbia, where they have been for a number of
years successfully running steamboats up and down the coast,
many of them simply employed as tugs, and now they are
called upon to pass a very strict examination before they
can be considered qualified to any longer run upon those
steamers that they have already been running upon for a
number of years. This has been pointed out to me by a
number of engineers as a very great hardship, and I think
it is, and I should like that, if possible some step should'be
taken so that those who had actually shown, by practical
experience and conduct in the past, that they are capable
of taking charge of the engines they now have charge of,
should still be considered capable, irrespective of an
examination before the board at Toronto or by their
appointed deputies. I know that, in the case of
masters and mates, those men who have the whole charge
and conduct of the vessel, when once they have obtained a
certificate of service, apart from a certificate of competency,
they are considered eligible for all time to take command of
any vessel they may be in command of. The engineer,
although he has not, beyond the engine room staff, the lives
of any persons under his control, is subjected to an annual
examination, and I think this is very hard, in addition to
the fact that they are compelled to pass an examination
after showing the public and their employers, and proving
to the satisfaction of everybody, that they are capable of
doing these duties for which they receive their pay. I
think the hon. member for North Ontario (Mr. Cockburn)
is in error about the engineers of tugs not being com-
pelled to have licenses. If that be the fact, it will be new
to me.

Mr. COCKBURN. It is the fact.

Mr. BAKER. That tugs are not compelled to carry
licensed engineers? I should like the Minister to tell me
if that is the fact.

Mr. McLELAN. I will take the hon. gentleman's sug-
gestion as to the old engineers into consideration, and will
give him the information as to the tugs in committee.

Motion agreed to; and House resolved itself into com-
mittee.

(In the committee.)

Mr. WELDON. What will be the qualifications of the
fourth class engineers ?

Mr. McLE LAN. What I propose is that a fourth class
engineer shall be twenty-one year of age, eshal have served

Mr. MOLALN.

an apprenticeship of not less than thirty-six monthe in a
marine steam-engine shop, and been employed on the
making and repairing of such engines, or shall have
been employed for not less than thirty-six months as a
journeyman mechanic in some workshop on the making
and repairing of such engines, or shall have served at least
thirty-six months in the englue room of a steamboat as
engineer on the watch, or shall have served not less than
forty-eight months li the fire-hole of a steamboat of not
less than thirty nominal horse power as fireman
on the watch, and in any of these cases may have served
twelve months of the time prescribed in a boiler shop on
the making and repairing of marine boilers; that he shall
be able to read, and write a legible hand ; that he shall
understand the construction and operation ofthe feed water
pump, water gauges and safety valves; that he shall know
when a boiter je foaming, and how to stop the foaming, and
also the danger from negleot to keep a bilIer dlean, and the
usual methods of cleaning it.

Mr. WELDON. That is pretty nearly the same as is
required for a third-class engineer now.

Mr. McLELAN. There is a difference as to the length
of time in service.

Mr. WELDON. Would the third-class engineer be
authorised to take charge of different boats or of any par-
ticular boats ?

Mr. MaLELAN. It is all laid down in the old Inspection
Act, and, whon the Bill is under consideration, I may give
fhe whole of the particulars, and then it will be seen wherein
this difiers from the old Act.

Mr. WE liDON. The present Act provides as to what
boats the different classes of engineers can take charge of.
Is it proposed that the fourth-class engineors shall have
charge of the engine mu any of*these boats?

Mr. McLELAN. No, they are to act as assistants to
second-class engineers.

Mr. BAKER. I would like to put that question again to the
Minister of Marine: Is the hon. member for North Ontario
correct in saying that tags are not compelled to carry
licensed engineers ?

Mr. MoLELAN. It-would depend on whether the vessel
is carrying passengers'or not. I will give the hon. gentle-
man the particulars of the case when the Bill is under con-
sideration.

Committee rose and reported ; and resolution concurred in.

Mr. MoLELAN moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
133) further to amend the Steamboat Inspection Act of
1882.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

DISTRIBUTION OF ASSETS OF INSOLVEMT
DEBTORS.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD moved that the Order of
the Day for the House to go into Committee on Bill (No. 4)
to provide for the distribution of assets of insolvent debtors,
be transferred to Government Orders.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not remember at the moment that any
Insolvency Bills were read the second time. I think they
were referred to a Special Committee.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. But there was a report.

Mr. BLAKE. But that does not mean a second reading.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is on the paper.
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Mr. BLAKE. I know that, but I do not think any of
those Bills were read the second time.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, No, they were not read
the second time.

Mr. BLAKE. Then, of course, we cannot go into Com-
mittee on it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not move to go into
committee.

Mr. BEATY. I think it was read the second time, and
then referred to the committee.

Mr. BLAKE. Is this Order of the Day correct in stating
that this Bill is in a fit shape to be referred to a committoe ?
My recollecltion is that none of these Bills had been read
the second time. The Clerk says it was read the second
lime. Of course, if it is so, it is all right.

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. Yes, it was read the
second time, and referred to the General Committee
appointed by the House; and the committee adopted the
course that they had power to report by Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. I think the second reading must have
been taken in a very great hurry, and not on the regular
Order of the Day, because that one of the Insolvency Bills
should have been read a second time without any debate,
ccrtainly takes many members of the House by surprise.

Mr. SPEAKER. The Votes and Proceedings of Wednes-
day, 18th March, state: -

"Bill (No. 4) to provide for the distribution of assets of insolvent
debtors, was read the second time, and referred to the Special Committee
on Banking and Commerce."

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I was not aware of it
myself.

Mr. BLAKE. I think it must have been done on some
other Order, because I am confident the House at large has
no idea that any Insolvency Bills have been read the second
time.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). It is a strange thing that it
should have been read the second time, and none of the
members of this House know anything about it.

Mr. BLAKE. I am not able to speak of the variations
that have been made in the Bill which it is proposed to deal
with now by the committee. But if this and a number of
other Bills wero regularly read the second timo and referred
to this committee to report upon, I suppose the committee
was authorised to amend them and report them in an
amended shape. I do not say that the committee bas been
doing anything irregular in taking that course, and that
consequently it is competent to take the course of assuming!
the Bill to have got to this stage; but it is a most inconven-
ient course, bocause tho principle and all this machinery of
the Insolvency Bill have been admitted without being dis.
cussed.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. My recollection is not
very clear upon the point. But I fancy I moved for the
eommittee and stated the general principles upon which
it should aùt, and I think likely that ail the varions
Bills wexe left to that committee to consider. I do not
remember the second reading of the Bill, but certainly it
must have been read the second time.

Mr. BLAKE. I think, perbaps, the most convenient
course to preserve to the House its liberty of action in the
matter would be to have an understandinig-of course the
hon. gentleman's motion is quite unobjectionable-that when
the motion comes on there be a motion to go into committee
on the Bill, and lot that be the testing motion instead of the
motion for the second reading.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Very well.
Motion agreed to; and Bill transferred to Government

Orders.
161

LIQUOR LICENSE ACT OF 1883.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron), moved that the resolution
agreed to in Committee of the Whole, on the 20th
inst., declaring that in the opinion of this House
such portions of the Liquor License Act of 1883
and the Act to amend the Liquor License Act of
1883, as the Supreme Court of Canada has declared
to be ultra vires, should be suspended unless and until the
same shall be decided by the Judicial Committee of the
Privy Council to be intra vires of the Parliament of Canada,
be read the second time and concurred in.

Motion agreed to, and resolution concurred in.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved for leave to intro.

duce Bill (No. 134) respecting the Liquor License Act of
1883. He said: The Bill does not affect the hon. gentle.
man's resolution It may be considered almost in blank,
but, however, it is not in blank. The Department of Inland
Revenue may be obliged to add some clauses; but the Bill,
as it is presented is simply enactiog the resolution in
which we have just concurred.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NOIRTH-WEST.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Before the Orders of the

Day are.called I desire to state that there is too much reason
to fear that the rumors which have reached us about a dis.
aster at Fort Pitt are true ; but they are not.fully confirmed.
They come from Battleford and are vague in their nature,
and therefore I do not think it will be well, out of considera.
tion for the feelings of those who are interested in the
various peoples who are there, to speak more specifically,
because all the reports are rumors as yet. But they have
sprung from varions sources, and therefore one must beieve
that a massacre has occurred there; but to what extent I am
unable to inform the House. The moment I receive infor.
mation, it will be laid before the House.

CIVIL SERVICE ACTS AMENDMENT.
On order for third reading of Bill (No. 31) to amend and

consolidate the Canada Civil Service Acts of 1882,1883, and
18Q4.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I desire to have a couple of amend.
ments made in this Bill, and therofore will move that it be
referred back to the Committee of the Whole for further
consideration. I propose to restore clause 7 which was
struck out of the bill. That clause as it read was found
objectionable in this way. It read:

Any person who is a member of the Civil Service at the time of the
passiag of this Act shall remain classified in the respeetive class in which

e is serving.

Objection was taken, and I think rightly taken, that the
word "serving" might be held to confirm the classification
of an officer who might be acting pro tem in the place of
another, which, effect waa net intended. At the time 1f
thougbt we night dispense with the clause altogether, but
I intend to re-insert it in this form:

'Any person wbo is a member of the Civil Service at the time of the
pasuing of this Act shall be classified in the respective class in which he
is appointed.'

I propose also to make a slight amendment in clause 55.
It is there stated: "Nor shall anything herein contained
affect any class, salary or emolument granted," and I pro-
pose to leave out the word "class."

Motion agreed to; and the House again resolved itself
into Committee.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. BLAKE. I do not very well understand yet the

object of clause 7.

1885. 1281



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 22,
Mr. CIIAPLEAIJ. 1 cannot give any other explanation

than that I have given, and I think it is satisfactory. I say
that several employés, appointed in 1882 or before, were,
by the theoretical reorganisation of the Departments under
that Act, receiving a salary different from the regular salary
attached to that class, and in some cases, as in the case of
Dixon, last Session, a special vote had to ie asked to fill up
the difference. We want to get rid of those anomalies.
There bas been nothing of the kind since the last three
years, because the appointments since 1882 have been
appointments for such a class as the class to which the salary
was attached. That is the reason for making the change.
I do not think it can be objectionable, and I know that there
is a difficulty in the interpretation of the Act by those who
have to do with the working of it.

Mr. BLAKE. If a man is appointed to a class, and his
salary for the class regulates his class, and the class regu-
lates bis salary, that is, if both harmonise, and this provision
is to do away with bis class, what is the object of it-what
good is to be done?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is simply to make the law clear
to those who are interpreting it. In fact the clause means
that the present classification of the members of the Civil
Service, made in conformity with the Act of 1882 and the
Act amending the same, is confirmed.

Mr. BLAKE. Of course, but one suspects legislation
which is apparently wholly a work of supererogation.
When yon find a.proposal made for which, so far as one
can see, there seems to be no reason, then one suspects that
there might be some reason-I do not suy in the mind of
the hon. gentleman, because, of course, he bas brought for-
ward this provision because somebody else finds a difficulty
in working the Act which he does not find himself. But
Ihe difflculty I find is that hbe should propose a clause to
meet the scruples or difficulties of other people. I think if
he feels himself that the law is adequate to the (occasion,
we should act on the law as it is, without proposing this
amendment. My difficulty is this-and it seemed to be
marked by the language of the clause as it was-namely,
Ihat it might be that a person should be by this Act con-
firmed in a situation in a class, in a rank, to which he was
not lawfully entitled, but to which ho was entitled per
incuram.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I do not want to do that.
Mr. BLAKE. I have no doubt the hon, gentleman does

not want to do anything wrong, but in carrying out the
wishes, and meeting the difficulties of other people, he
might make that error.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I do not see the clause can be objection-
able. It may be that the bon. gentleman will find it super-
fluous, but I do not think it is anything more than what I
have already stated.

Bill reported with amendments.
On motion for first reading of the amendments,
Mr. MITCHELL. I have already expressed my opinion

about this Bill, and about the whole Civil Service arrange-
ments, the feeling I have is that they are not in the inter-
ests of the reople of this country, and therefore I intend to
test the opinion of the House on that subject. I am not
going to reopen the discussion which has taken place on
the matter, because it has been already very fully discussed,
but I am going to move the three month's hoist.

Mr. SPEAKER. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will move
this amendment on the motion for the third reading.

Amendments concurred in.
On motion for third reading,
Mr. MITCHELL moved:
That all after the word "that " in the motion be expunged, and that

the Bill be not now read the third time but that it be read the third time
this day three months.

Mr. CHAPLEAU.

In doing so I may say that I make this motion from the
feeling which I believe pervades the whole country, that the
whole Civil Service of the country, based as it bas been on
the system in England-which exists under an entirely dif-
ferent state of things from those which exist bere, and deal
with an entirely different class of people-is a system which
has a tendency to create throughout this country a special
class, bereditary class, perpetuated in the Civil Service of
Canada.. I think it bas not been to the advantage of Can-
ada that the Civil Service Bill bas been passed. I think it
bas added very much to the expenditure of the country. and
I think that, step by step, the Governments of this country,
and certainly this Go-vernment, bave tended to perpetuate
the powers of an imperium in imperio, by giving to deputy
heads additional powers, as has been done by the legislation
of recent years. This amending Act is a step in the same
direction, and without going on to take up the time of the
Blouse by going into a discussion of the Bill at any length,
at this late stage of the Session, I am simply going to test
the opinion of the House on the subject. I am not aware
whether anybody will second my motion; I do not know
whether there is any person in the House who shares my
feelings upon the subject, though I believe teere are, but I
shall move the motion and allow any perFon who desires to
second it to do so.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria). I second the amendment,

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I suppose there is no need of entering
into a discussion of this Bill, which has already occupied
the House for several days. The Bill is founded on the
principle of giving as much independence as possible to the
Civil Service. It is not perfect-far from it-but I think it
is a step in the right direction. It is true it takes away a
certain amount of political patronage, but I do not sec that
that is a bad feature of the measure. The opinion of this
House bas already been taken on the principle of the Bill,
and I need not add anything to the discussion that bas taken
place upon it. I hope, however, my hon. friend will not
press a vote on bis amendment.

Mr. MITCHELL. I shall certainly press the vote, Mr.
Speaker.

Mr. BAKER (Victoi ia). In seconding the amendment of
my hon. friend from Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) I do
so from a sincere conviction that the Canada Civil Service
Act is not good for the civil servants of Canada. It is
particularly bard on those who have been a number of years
in the service-those who have entered the service with
the expectation that they would be promoted according to
their skill and ability, and that, so far as the circumstances
of the case would warrant, they would be remunerated for
their service in keeping with that skill and ability. The
Act of 1883 las inflicted on a large number of very estim-
able officers the necessity of either passing these technical
examinations-because after all they are technical examina.
tions-or remaining precisely where they are, without hope
of future advancement. This is particularly bard on old
officers and I have many suchiofficers in my eye at the pre-
sent moment, in the Province from wbich I come, who, at
the age of fifty-five or sixty years, are unable to go before
the Civil Service Board, or the sub-examiners appointed by
that board, and pass the examinations, as prepared by the
Civil Service commissioners. I believe in the examination
of those entering the service, but when they have once
shown their educational fitness by such a test, they should
be promoted by their peculiar fitness for the higher grades,
ascertained by their superiors by departmental eligi-
blity, pure and simple, but that those who have been
appointed since 1882 should be compelled to pass the
examinations, but that those who were in the service
previous to the passing, of the'Act should be compelled to
pass.those examinations is, I think, one of the greatest
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hardships which lhas ever been inflicted on the Civil Service. mittee of the Whole, the hon. Secretary of State expressed
I have therefore much pleasure, with all deference to the his approval ol certain propositions that were made, but he
Government, in seconding the resolution of my hon. friend did not go so far as to give his statutory approval of those
from Northumberland. suggestions, but has persistently adhered to his original

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman who has proposed this vews. The system of examinations adopted is not only not
motion appears to object not only to this Bill, but to any economical, but it is not convenient for those who are to be
Act respecting the Civil Service as tending to create a pro- examined; it is a centralising system; there can be very
fessional class. In that respect I am compelled to differ few centres for examinations under this Act, while, if it is
from him. I think there should be a Civil Service Act, and necessary to have a system of examinations, I think, for
it should be as minute as possible; and the aim of the Act reasons stated at an earlier stage of this Bill, that it is pos.
should be to make the Civil Service a profession in every sible to select a better system than that adopted. For these
sense of the word, to which young men would come in the reasons I intend to vote in favor of the amendment.
hope of reaching the top. I would point out that the post- Mr. MILLS. Without entering into the merits ofponement of this Bill for three months would not leave us..
without a Civil Service Act. We should still have the Act the system of Civil Service examination, it does seem
which is now in force. But as I do not consider some of the to me that the changes which the hon. gentle.
changes proposed by this Bill to b improvements, notably man now proposes by the Bill before the Honse
the provision regarding the Civil Service Examinors, I shall will not improve the Civil Service. I dare say
be compelled to vote for the amendment if it comes to a that many nembers of this House who are in favor of Civil
vote; but in so doing I do not wish to be understood as Service examination, and who would like to see the English
expressing full concurrence in the views of the hon. gentle- competitive system introduced into this country, are not
man, or as voting against a Civil Service Act. satisfied that the service has been improved by the changes

which have been made in the law in recent years. My ownMr. CHAPLEAU. I know that we should be making a opinion is that a Minister of the Crown, giving attention to
great mistake if after all the work we have done, we went the duties of his office and being responsible to Parliament
back to the Act which existed before the introduction of for the proper discharge of those duties, is competent to
this Bill. make a better selection than he can possibly do under the

Mr. CHIARLTON, There certainly exists a feeling in limitations of this Bill. No one can look at the examina-
the country that we are building up a privileged class here tions required for the Civil Service without seeing that they
composed of Civil Service employés, and the placing of go a very little way towards determining the qualifications
men on the superannuation list who might have done many of those appointed by the Government; yet they impose
years of good service,-and many other abuses of the same restraints on ihe Minister and confine his choice within
kind for which the Government are responsible, have those limits where it is not at all certain that ho will find
served to increase that feeling. I do not believe our Civil the most competent person for the appointment that he
Service system is equal to that of the United States, so far wishes to fill. At present, the powers of the permanent
as the efficiency of the officers is concerned. I believe that beads of the Departments, whose advice it may be well for
if the American system were adopted here, with competi. the Minister to take in many cases, but whose advice ought
tive examinations, it would be an improvement. In view not to be obligatory on the responsible head of the
of the discontent that exists with regard to ur Civil Service Department, are increased, and difficulties are put in the
system, I shall support the amendment of my hon. friend way of the removal of incompetent mon. Under the course
from Northumberland. pursued by the Government the Civil Service has been

Mr. MULOCK. I had occasion at several stages of this crammed to repletion, and the effect of the present arrange-
Bill to raise my voice against certain clauses in it, and now ments has not been so much to provide a competent staff
that this motion ias core up, I sha .briofiy give my of officials as to prevent the removal for incompetency of any
rtatns for supporting a.l who once succeed in finding thoir way into a public Depart.

ment. Now, I think that is a very unsatisfactory condition of
Mr. IVES. Very briefly. things. In my opinion, the law must undergo a radical
Mr. MULOCK. My hon. friend from Richmond and change; the examinations must be altogether different from

Wolfe requests me to be very brief. No doubt his request what they are; they must wholly be disassociated from every
is of paramount importance in this House. Department of the Government, if they are to place civil

servants in a botter position than they would be were the
Mr. IVES. ]Rather important. whole system swept away. As between the presentsystem
Mr. MULOCK. Well, I dare say that he will find, judg- and no system at ail, I prefer no system at ali. As between

ing by the opinion recently expressed in a newspaper pub- no system at all and a thorough and complote system of
lished in his own riding, that his voice is not as important examination, I would profer the latter. I think that we are
there as it was. This Bill proposes to establish a number of in a worse position than that in which we were before.
new offices in the pay of this Government. It proposes to What is the effect of those examinations? The hon. the
establish a very expensive system of examination, which, Minister informs us that 1,200 young men come up every
while expeneive, is without merit, and is not going to pro- year for the purpose of being examined. The Government
moto, in my opinion, the welfare of the service. During have not anything like that number of positions to offer,
the past three years this system has been on its trial, and and what is the consequence? They call away the attention
has not given satisfaction. It is a system that has not the of a large number cf young men from the ordinary parsuits
confidence of the public, as it tends to disturb the minds of of life, who might be profitably engaged in those pursuits,
many young men, and to divert their thoughti from other and make them hangers-on of the Government for the time
callings and lead them to look to the Civil Service as a haven boing; looking for places, importuning their friends to
of rest for the remainder of their days. It is on its own secure for them positions. That is a most unsatisfactory
account, on account of its expensiveness, on account of the and unhealthy state of things; it is the condition produced
difficulty of working it out, and on account of the disas- by the present Civil Service examination, and it will not be
trous effects it is likely to have on the public that I am glad remedied by the Bill now before the House. That being the
this motion has come up, and glad to have the opportunity case, I am disposed to support the amendment, not because
of recording my vote against the Bill. Moreover, in the dis- I am opposed to a system of Civil Service examination, but
cussion on the second reading of the Bill and in the Com- because I believe it is better the Government should be
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unrestrained than that they should be restrained by such
a system as that which we now have or that which it will
become if the present Bill be adopted.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. One would almost sup-
pose from the remarks of the hon. gentleman who bas just
sat down that ho expects very sbortly to take a place on
this side of the House, and therefje does not want the Civil
Service Act in any way to interfere with the independent
action of a responsible Minister; that ho does not want the
present difficulties which are thrown in the way of a
responsible Minister, to be allowed any longer to exist. We
all remember when Charles Fox had bis celebrated inter-
view with the great Napoleon. Napoleon said ho objected to
the trial by jury because of the difficulties it threw in the
way of Government. Mr. Fox said : In England these
difficulties are just the reason why we like trial by jury. So
it is with the Civil Service Act, the difficulties which the hon.
gentleman says it puts in the way of a responsible Minister
is just the reason I am strongly in favor of the Civil Service
system. Jlho responsible Minister is liable to pressure, ho is
bu man, and there are political exigencies, and it is of very
great importance that, as in England so bere, the Govern-
ment sbould be saved from that as much as possible ; it
is important that bere, as in England, an officer should
be appointed after an examination which shall show ho will
not be a discredit to the service. The permanent beads
who are responsible to every Administration, to the incom-
ing and outgoing Administration, the political Administra-
tion, are responsible for the working of the machine. In
England that is so weil understood that the Ministry of the
day take but little interest in the machinery of carrying on
the ordinary administration'of affairs: the permanent offi-
cers are responsible to the Ministry of the day, they are
true to that Ministry, but when that Ministry vanishes, as
Ministries will vanisb, they are equally true to their suc-
cessors, and they know the character of the men who are
appointed; they know who ought to be appointed, they
take the responsibility of promotions, and the political Min-
ister casts the responsibility upon them. So much is that
the case that Mr. Gladstone said ho could not even appoint
his own secretary-be did not of course mean his private
secretary-so completely was the whole machinery, as it
ought to be for the efficiency, the purity of the Administra-
tion, under the control of the heads of the Departments.
That these difficulties should be thrown in the way of poli-
tical favoritism is to my mind undoubtedly necessary. The
Government of the day always help their own friends, and
before the Civil Service Act passed they did so very often.

Mr. MITCHELL. They do itnow.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have been frequently
Uimportuned and menaced, and. I daresay my bon. friend
has had sometimes, when ho bad control of a Department,
to submit to political exigencies. In order to put an
end to that system, in order to remove Crom the Ministry
the temptation to exorcise patronage and from their sup-
porters the temptaticn of trying to place unsuitable men in
the Civil Service, the Civil s5ervice Act was introduced. In
England this system bas produced a most marvelous effect.
There is no Civil Service in the world so remarkable for
efficiency, purity and zeal as that to b found in Englandi
to-day through the operation of the Civil Service Bill. Wej
all know what effect the old system has had upon thei
United States, and I folt proud of Canadians to think thati
we had here a system in advance of that in the United
States. It is the crying evil of the American system which
has occasioned the change in the Administration of that
country; it is that more than anything else which hias
caused the election of a Democratic Administration; thei
crying evil of the patronage in the oontrol of the politicali

Mr. MILLs,

Government of the day was so great that the moral sense
of the whole nation revolted against it; and if Mr.
Cleveland is to-day the President, it is because, in
response to the cry of the honest people of the
United States, ho said, we must do away with this
log rolling, we must put a stop to this system of making
patronage a political engine, and we must have only one
consideration in view, that is to place effcient men in the
service and retain them there so long as they keep their
characters clear and do net interfere offensively and osten-
tatiously, by action or by contribution, to the political
struggles of the day. The hon. gentleman says that our
present systom of examination encourages too many young
men to b hangers.on to office. That is the necessary con-
sequence of any system. If you have the principle laid
down that no person is to hold an office unless by competition
or standard examination, the young men who desire to go
into the public service will enter the competition, if there is
to be a competitive struggle for office, or will work up to
the standard if a certain standard be required for applicants;
and if a considerable number of young men present them-
selves for examination, it only shows they cônsider
the service a respectable profession, a desirable one.
We know that in England there are many more on the lists
than can possibly be utilised, but in England it has been
found cut, and it will bo found out in this country, that if
you have a respectable standard, the young man who gets
bis cortificate that ho is equal to that standard and is eligi-
ble for the public service, will look at it as equal to a diplo-
ma of an university in good standing. In England, if a
young man applies for a situation in a bank or mercantile
house or on a railway, and has passed the Civil Service test,
the first thing ho sends in with his application is the cer-
tificate that shows him te be a well educated man fit for
any employment. The time ho spends in preparing to
pass that examination is net a loss of time at all. These
young men are in no way prejudiced, if they have passed a
good examination, by not getting the situation any more
than it can be considered a disadvantage for a boy to get
prizes at a college or for a young man to carry off
honors in the university. It gives him a standing,
it gives him a status, and it will be of use to
him in every walk of life; and I should deeply regret
that we should take such a retrograde stop, that we
should be so false to the principle of trying to relieve the
Government and to relieve tho supporters of the Govern-
ment from the nuisance of patronage, as to go back to the
old system. It means favoritism, it must mean favoritism,
it 'means promotion without merit, it means appointment
without merit. Everybody knows that. This will b all
avoided by the maintenance of this system, and I should
deeply regret that we should make such a backward stop,
when we see that England has had this system for years,
that it is now adopted and rigidly carried out in the United
States, to the joy and exultation of every honest man, of
every lover of his country in the United States, as to go
back and fall into that old slough from which we have just
emerged. But the consequence of the motion of the hon.
gentleman will net, I am happy to say, be that the system
will be altered; it will be that this Bill will not paso, and
that the law will remain as it is on the statute book. I will
not be a party, for one, to agree to our returning to the old
slough and having people appointed to office without any
guarantee to the public that they are fit for office, and to the
responsibility being thrown on the Government of appoint.
ing men without any such guarantee of qualification by edu-
cation or abilitW.

Mr. BLAKE. I have seldom heard a finer display of
virtuous indignation or a choicer collection of noble senti-
ments than those which have fallen from the hon, gentle.
man, and I have seldom heard him say more thinge in the
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same space of time with which I could heartily agree,
except as to their application to the measure now before
the House. He has rightly said that the choice which is
presented by the motion of the hon. member for Northum.
berland (Mr. Mitchell) is whether this Bill should pass or
the old law should romain in force, so that we are asked to
say whether, on the whole, the Civil Service Act will be
improved by the passage of the product of the labors and
ingenuity of the Secretary of State for the last few weeks.
As to that point, I may say that I think there are several
provisions in the hon. gentleman's Bill which are not
amendments but which are worse than the provisions in
the existing law. That is my opinion of it. I do not state
them all, but amongst others is that which places the Board
of Civil Service examiners under the supervision of the hon.
gentleman and whoever may be his successor in office. But
there are several provisions of the Bill which I consider to
be positive deteriorations instead of amendments in the law,
and therefore, when the choice is offered whether the exist-
ing law shall remain or this deterioration of the existing
law shall pass, I have no hesitation in voting for the former
proposition, and thus for the three months' hoist. As I have
said, Ihave seldom heard more sentiments in the saine space of
time expressed by the hon. gentleman in which I could agree.
I agree with him in the importance of a properly framed
Civil Service Act, and I believe it to be of the utmost impor-
tance to the public that there should be a properly framed
Civil Service Act; I agree with him in the importance of a
Civil Service Act framed on proper principles ; I agree with
him in the laudations which he bas expressed of the Eng.
lish Civil Service Act; I agrce with him in the statement of
the general results which have been obtained under the
operations of that Act; I agree with him in the views
which he as expressed as to the evils of political patron-
age, and I am sure that he as given to us a very great and
a very valuable testimony to-day of the evils and of the
difficulties which surround a Minister or Ministers in deal-
ing with this question of civil service. But what is the hon.
gentleman's Act ? The hon. gentleman's system is one which
does not protect the Government where he says it is weak
and ought to be protected, tbe hon. gentleman's system is
one which does not relieve him from political
patronage, the hon. gentleman's system is one which does
not secure to the best man a place in the Civil Service. The
hon. gentleman speaks of his examination; Jet him look at
his examination. Let him look at these wretched little
papers, a certain percentage of which these young men are
Io answer as the test which he speaks of efficiency. Let
him look at them and compare them with other examina-
tions which take place in the country, and let him tell us
after that investigation that these are any true testimonies
of efficiency and standards of the acquisition of learning of
which a young man ought to be proud. I do not think
they are anything of the kind. I think that a qualifying
examination such as we now have is no proof of qualifi-1
cation in the true senee of the term. It is true that it may
exclude some, but it is also true that it admits far, far too
many amongst the list of those amongst whom the Minister
may choose. What is that system which the hon. gentle-
man bas referred to, and which anyone who was noti
acquainted with the facts would have supposed was thei
model upon which the system he is lauding here was based ?
What is the English Civil Service system? It is one in
which there is a competitive examination, it is one in which
the comparative efficiency in answering the questions gives1
the right to be tried, not the right to permanent employ-
ment, but the right to be tried by the actual test of
temporary employment. That is the English system.j
That is the system which you would have supposed, if you1
did not know to the contrary, the hon. gentleman was
lauding as the system bore. But it is not the system here.

That is the system under which the English Civil Service
has become such as he has depicted it. It js under the in-
fluence of a system of this kind, gradually extended, ap-
plied first to one great branch of the service and afterwards
to others, that the English Civil Service has become that
which it now is and which is boasted of. It is by that
means and under that system that Mr. Gladstone was able
to make the statement which ho did make as to the ap-
pointment of subordinate officers. But is that to be said
here? The bon. Minister knows tbat-how many were
they ? Were they 1,200 ?-1,200 young men passed the
qualifying examination to fill-how many offices? Possibly
a hundred, possibly fiftv, I know not how many; and, so
far from, not having the power to choose, there was the
power to choose out of 1,200 to fill fifty or one hundred
places. There was ample opportunity for the exorcise of
Ministerial favor, there was ample opportunity for Minis-
terial weakness, there was ample opportunity to yield and
to take the worse and leave out the better man in the choice
from these 1,200 who had managed to scrape through the so-
called qualifying examination to which the ion. gentleman
refors. No, while I believe that a good Civil Service Act is a
good thing, while I believe that a high standard, to which
the hon. gentleman bas referred, is an important thing,
although, as I bave said before in this House and repeat,
the passing of a good examination cannot be accepted as
the sole test of qualification, although the practical efficiency
in the office is to be the ruling condition after a man has
bad his chance, while I am willing to accept the proposi-
tion that a good standard of examination and passing iu
the comparative order of merit as the t3st of right to be
tried is a good thing, I believe of this system that it is a
system which is delusive, that it is a system which is a
screen, that it is a system which, under the guise to the
public of giving those advantages which the hon. gentle-
man has so glowingly depicted, of giving those advantages
of getting rid of political favoritism and of securing to the
most efficient an entrance into the public service, it is none
of these things, but it is a system which gives the right to
exorcise political patronage under a cloud, which gives the
right to employ the least deserving instead of the most
deserving without the public knowing it, which gives a
screen to those transactions which, but for the Act, would
take place under the direct responsibility of the Minister,
and in respect to which there would be a more accurate
appreciation of the neglect of public duty that can exist
whon the Minister points to his long list and says : I took
them out of the qualified lot, they passed the examination,
they passed the test, and I am entitled to choose.
No, Sir, we have contended on this side of the House for
the adoption of the English system, we have pressed for the
adoption of it, a majority, I believe of the Commission which
the bon. gentleman appointed on this subject, proposed the
adoption of that system. Hon. gentlemen opposite delibe.
rately rejected that system ; they adhered to the other system,
just because they declared that thoy required that discretion,
that power, that choice, that right, that Ministerial right,
which the hon. gentleman has told us it is so dangerous to
give, and which is sooften abused. They want it to remain
in the rut, in the slough, of which ho bas spoken. They
refused to be relieved of this clause ; they insisted on this
which gives them power to do the things at which the hon.
gentleman has hinted, and gives them, also, the means to
protect themselves against the public in respect of the
things they do. That is the provision of the Civil Service
Act, and it is to such a provision I object; and it is because
I believe that, bad as the present law is, the proposed law
is worse, I propose to vote for the motion of the hon. mem-
ber for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell).

louse divided on amendment of Mr. Mitchell, p. 1282,
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Cockburn, Mackenzie,
Cook, McCraney,
Davies, McMullen,
De 8t. Georges, Mills,
Edgar,

Mitchell,
Mulock,
Paterson (Brant),
Patterson (Essex),
Platt,

Rinfret,
Robertson (Shelburne),
Scriver,
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Springer,
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Thompson,
Trow,
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Watson,
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Wellg,
Wilson,
Wright,
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Messieurs

Abbott, Dodd, McCallum,
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Bain (Soulanges), Dundas, McDougall (0. Breton),
Baker (Missisquoi), Dupont, Mc Lelan,
Barnard, Farrow, McNeill,
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Bell, Ferguson (Welland), Moffat,
Benoit, Fortin, Montplaisir,
Benson, Gagné, Pain t,
Bergeron, Gault, Pope,
Bergin, Gigault, Pruyn,
Billy, Gordon, Reid,
Blondeau, Grandbois, Riopel,
Bossé, Guilbault, Robertson (Hastings),
Bourbeau, Guillet, Ross,
Bowell, Hackett, Royal,
Brysoi, Hall, Rykert,
Burham, Bay, Shakespeare,
Burns, Hesson, Small,
Cameron (Inverness), Rickey, Sproule,
Cameron (Victoria), Billiard, Staire,
Campbell (Victoria), Homer, Tascýhereau,
Carling, Hurteau, Tassé,
Caron, Ives, Taylor,
C hapleau, Kaulbach, Tilley,
Cimon, Kilvert, Townshend,
Cochrane, Kinney, Tupper,
Colby, Kranz, Valin,
Coughlin, Labrosse, Vanasse,
Coursol, Landry (Kent), Wallace (York),
Curran, Landry (Montmagny), White (Cardwell),
Cuthbert, Langevin, White (Hastings),
Daly, Lesage, W hite (Renfrew),
DaouEt, Macdonald (King's), Wigle,
Dawson, Macdonald (Sir John), Wood (Brockville),
Desauluiers (Mask'ngé),Mackintosh, Wood (Westmorelaad),
Desaulniers (St.M'rice),McMillan (Vaudreuil), Woodworth,-112.
Dickinson,

Amendment negatived.

Mr. MITÇHELL. Although not successful in my motion,
I congratulate myself upon a great moral victory.

Sir RICIIARD CARTWRIGHT. I want to caR the atten-
tion of the Government to one feature in this Bill which, I
think, they would do well to amend, and to which, in the
discussion, I callel the attention of the Premier, and also of
the Minister of Finance and the Secretary of State. This
Bill, as it now stands, provides, in most cases, that the
Governor in Council ehall do certain things affecting tho
Civil Service. Now, in practice, that means that the Secre-
tary of State, acting in the usual mode through the Gov-
ernor in Council, shall do certain things. My impression is
that in this particular case, and in all matters affecting the
civil service, it is specially desirable that these questions
should be discussed by the board which formerly had charge
of them, that is to say, the Treasury board, of which, I may

Mr. BLAKZ.

observe, the Secretary of State is, in future, to be a member,
if another Bill, which I see on the order Paper, becomes
law. Not to detain the louse, my amendment is this.

That this Bill be not now read a second time but that it be re-commit-
ted with instruetions to amend it by inserting thoughout the Act, atter
the word "council,'" the words "on the report of the Treasury board."

As I have said, the effect of that is simply that the ;Trea-
sury board will have to consider and report on the various
changes, alterations and promotions affecting the Civil
Service, which otherwise would be nominally done by the
Governor in Council, but practically, to a great extent, by
the Secretary of State, whoever he may be, for the time
being.

Amendment negatived.
Mr. CASEY. When this Bill was up for the second

reading, I declared my intention of moving, on the third
reading, an amendment to place on record my objections to
the principle of the Bill itself, and my preference for the
English system. On that occasion my views were sup-
ported, briefiy, by an hon. gentleman on the other side, the
member for Kings, N. B. (Mr. Foster); and on the present
occasion I am happy-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh !
Mr. SPEAKER. I must ask hon. gentlemen to keop

order. It will expedite matters much more if order is
kept.

Mr. CASEY. On this occasion I am happy to have the
support, not only of that very prominent gentleman, but of
a still more prominent gentleman, the right hon. Premier
himself. We have had from him this afternoon an elo-
quent eulogy of the English civil service system; wo have
had the disadvantages of our present system pointed out in
some detail; we have had the confession that he himself
has been subject to the temptations imposed by the existing
patronage system, and has yielded to thom, as other politi-
cians have done. He talked to us, Sir, about -

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh!
Mr. SPEAKER. Order, order, order. I must ask hon.

members to keep order. I am sure the hon, gentleman
will only be a few minutes.

Mr. CASEY. I can make no promises, Mr. Speaker; but
I can assure you of one thing: I have a certain amount to
say, and the less I am interrupted, the sooner I shall be;able
to say it. Sir, the right bon. Premier allude: to some
remarks of my hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills), as to
tho responsibility of Ministers. He rather twitted him
with the assumption that ho was to change sides of the
louse shortly, and desired to keep power in the hands of
the responsible Ministers; and the right hon. Premier ridi-
culed the idea that the responsibility of Ministers was any
safeguard in the Civil Service; and he did so justifiably.
It is a most ridiculous assumption that the responsibility of
Ministers secures the propriety of the appointments made to
the Civil Service, or the judicious management of promo-
tions to the Civil Service.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh !

Mr. SPE AKE R. Order, order, order. I beg that hon.
gentlemen will keep order. These noises are most unpar-
liamontary and most undignified.

Mr. CASEY. Well, Sir, I say that in that particular I
thoroughly agreo with the right hon. Premier. We know
that this so-called responsibility, which is supposed to give a
guarantee of the fitness of those promoted in the service,
bas been no safeguard and can be no safeguard. As the hon.
gentleman himseif has said, the Government and members of
the louse are subjected to "intolerable pressure " from their
supporters to get unfit persons appoiuted, and ho confesses
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that even with the Conservative Government of which ho is highest in the list secure the appointments. None of those
the head, this intolerable pressure will sometimes be success- who have failed to get these particular offices obtain positions
ful, and that unfit persons will be appointed. And be in the service on account of the examinations to which they
acknowledged that such would be the case if any other have been subjected, and they have no claim on the Govern-
Government were in power, or if any person with a less ment. They are given clearly to understand that fact; and
firm power of resistance to party pressure were at the if further vacancies occur, the appointments are not given
bead of the Governmont than the hon. gentleman himself. to those who were candidates at the previous examination,
The right hon. gentleman says there should be every pos- but a new examination is held. So, if a candidate fails to
sible obstacle placed in the way of exercising pressure secure an office, b knows he must wait until the next
upon Ministers and members; that the system should be com- eramination, and must then take bis chance of coming
pletely free from political preferences, as is the Civil Service out at the head of the list. So, there is no tempta.
in England, as exem plified by the remarks of Mr. Gladstone. tion to hang round, waiting on Providence for appointmonts.
He says it is necessary to remove temptation from The candidate knows very soon the resuit of the examina.
Ministers and members; that the correct principle in dealing tion and whether ho bas obtained an appointment or not.
with the service is, first, to appoint efficient men, and This provision is framed for the purpose of preventing the
second, to retain them in the service as long as possible. Our formation of a class of young men waiting on Providence for
system, ho said, was botter than that of the United States; appointments. On the contrary, our system leads to the crea-
and in this remark he was guilty of an anachronism. I think tion of such a class. Very many of our young people have
that years ago our system was botter than that of the passed the Civil Service examination, in order thereby to
United States, for the reason that though we had political secure appointments. The goneral impression is that this Bill
appointmonts, yet dismissals for political reasons were not cannot .b such a farce as it seems to be; that if people are
common. Now the United States have taken a step ahead. invited te pass examinations something is to result. It is
Not only have they adopted the English system of making not known to the public at large that under this BtIl the
appointments, by competitive oxaminations, and promotions passing of the examination does nothing towards obtaining
on account of proved efficiency, but they have also adopted office. This should be known to the public, and I hope they
the English system of continuing a inan in office during will take notice of the fact, and thus save themselves much
good behavior. The latter principle is an affair of yester- unnecessary toil and expense. To pass the examinations is
day, and was due to the triumph of President Cleveland not the slightest step towards obtaining an appointment.
at the polls; for ho bas, since bis accession to office, The first step is to secure political influence. This must be
given the assurance that he will adhere to the done before any office can be had, and pas ing the examina-
principles of the Civil Service Act, which bas been tion is only necessary after this first and vital preliminary
in force there for some time, and remove no one work bas been accomplished. The difference between the
from office for political reasons and appoint no one two systems is thus very obvious. Our system tonds to
to office except in accordance with the rules of the service, create what I might cal[ well-educated young loafers,
as laid down by that Act. We have been wont to boast while the English system prevents the creation of
with pride of our institutions, but we now admit that any such class. Coming to speak of the report of the
something should be done to change the patronage system- commission appointed in 1880 by the right hon. gentleman
This has impressed the leader of the Governmont and himself, I may say that it was composed of gentlemen
everyone else.in the country who possesses experience, whose names were calculated toe carry weight, whose
and if the English example were not sufficient, we have knowledge of the subject was primá 'facie large, and
now the example of people circumstanced like our- was greatly increased by the eiquiries they carried out.
selves, a Federal Government in a democratic country, The commissioners were Messrg. D. Mclnnis, E. J. Barbeau,subject to all the pressure and temptations to which this J. C. Taché, A. Brunel, W. White, J. Tilton and Mr. R.
Government can be subjected, following the example of our Mingaye, and Mr. M. J. Griffin was secretary of the com.
common sense, businesslike relatives in the old country, mission. They carried out a most complote system of
and taking away from the Government that power of enquiry. They examined a large number of witnesses
patronage which has been found injurious to the Govern- belonging to all the Department-, in order to obtain the
ment itself as well as to the service at large. I was glad opinion, not only of the leading men in each Department,
to hear the First Minister acceding to this view of the but of the rank and file, as to the presont state of the
case. He unquestionably approved of the English system, service, and as to what changes should be made. They
and I intend to afford him an opportunity of supporting an were authorised by the Government not only to report on
amendment to this Bill, which, if adopted, will make our the present state of the service but to make such recom-
system, in effect, like .that of England, and carry Out, mendations as might appear to them desirable. They
the remedy which has been happily applied there. gave in their report a brief summary of the legisla.
No doubt the hon. gentleman will have pleasure in en- tion on the question, and pointed out where it
dorsing his verbal statement by his vote, and indacing had failed to be effective. They referred to the
the Government which ho leads to adopt the system committee which sat under my own chairmanship in 1877,
which is at present in force in England, and the and performed duties of the same kind, though not to the
adoption of which in Canada was strongly recommended same extent, and they stated that "this committee examined
by the commission appointed by bimself in 1880. many witnesses, and that the evidence taken by it had
There is one point in the hon. gentleman's remarks to proved of considerable use to the committee in its investi-
which I must refer before I pass to the amendment which gation." I may say that the report of that committee was
I intend to move. The evil effect of the examinations, as unanimous in recommending the adoption of the English
conducted in this country, has been already pointed out, system of competitive examinations and promotions on
namely, that they lead many young mon who bave passed merit, in place of the prosent system. The committee was
the examinations to expect places la the service. composed of members from both sides of the House. They
The bon, gentleman admitted it; but he said that ihere go on to note what has been done in England. They say:
must b a similar trouble in England, under the system in
force there. Our Act is worst than theirs in that respect. , "A reform in the administration of the Civil Service of the United
In England, only a certain number of appointments are adver- Kingdom was inaugurated in 1855, which bas been gradually extended
tised as about to eflled. The results cf the competitive and improved up to the present time, without any important opposition

Pahaving ansen to its progress, or any serious attempt having been made
examinations are speedily made known. Those who come to revert to the systemwhichprevailed previoug to that date."
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It is, Sir, I think, a sufficiently strong endorsation of the
system, that no important opposition has been made to its
progress, and no serious attempt made to revert to .the sys-
tom which prevailed previously:

$.This system, towhich more particularreference will hereafterbe made,
excludes, so far as is possible, from the administration of the greater
number of Departments, political influence, or personal favoritism, aud
compels aspirants to places in the public service to uroduce satisfactory
evidence as to health and moral character as well, and to submit to a
competitive examination, which tests at once ttieir educational statua
and their fitness for admission into the public service."

Reference is then made to the Civil Service system of different
countries ; to France, where it is much the same as in
England, being based largely on competitive examinations,
and on the non-removal of the Civil Service officers on
changing Administrations; to Sweden, where the same
system in effect prevails; to the Gorman Empire, where
admissions are based on educational tests of a high character;
and to Belgium, where thora is something similar. They also
refer to the agitation which was thon taking place in the
United States, and which has now resulted in the passing of
an Act embodying the principles of the English system.
They thon go on to say:

I While there exists in the public mind a very general belief that the
Civil Service is defective and inefficient, and that the true remedy is the
abolition of political patronage and personal favoritism in making
appointments to public offices, there is, on the other hand, an impression
that it is difficult and almost impracticable to apply the remedy, and
that those %ho poseees the power of patronage will continue to exercise
it, at the sacrifice of an efficient and economical administration of.public
affaira. We believe this impression to be in the main erreneous. a. d
that public men, realising how much the prosperity and welltare of the
country depends on a pure and efficient public service, will not hesitate
to abandon a patronage which is found to be injurious to the bcst
interests of the country, and which is generally admitted to be a source
of weakness and annuyance to themEelves as well as demoralising to the
constituencies."

These words convey, in condensed shape, the matured
opinion of the commissioners on the whole question, and I
think they embody the opinions of all of us who have given
any particular attention to the matter. I am sure they
embody the opinion of the right hon. the Premier, because
ho bas given utterance to similar opinions to-day, and I
hope those opinions will bear proper fruit and wili result in

the adoption of a botter system. I think it is patent to us all
that, not only is the present system injurious to the
service, but to those who exorcise the patronage on which
it depends. Those of us who have exercised that kind of
patronage in the past, or those who exercise it now, must
feel that nothing is more troublesome, nothing bas a
greater effect, in the way of injuring our personal popularity,
than this responsibility of having to recommend some
person or other for the public service. It makes for every
person who exorcises it more enemies than friends, and it
must lead in the long run to such an amount of discontent
among the larger number who do not get the places, as
compared with the small number who do, that it inevitably,
weakens and finally leads to the defeat of any Government
which exorcises it. The commission thon go on to refer to
the Order in Council appointing them, and their remarks
are very instructive. It is stated, they say, in the Order
in Council, amongst other things:

" That many had, by old age, incapacity, bad habits or continued
idleness, become unavailable for useful purposes.

" That the number of men in each Department had increased, it was
thought, '

And, mind you, this was the expression of the Government,
of the Committee of Council, and not of the commissioners
themselves-
" had increased, it was thought, out of proportion to the needs of the
servi ce.

Ie That youn gmen had been appointed who, from want of education
or strength of constitution, or general unfitness, had not made and
would not make efficient public servants-

" That the general expense of the service had been increased by the
tendency of existing ries to the gradual culmination of officers by mere
force of survivorship into the more highly paid classes."

Mr. CAsEY.

Here is the distinctly expressed opinion that the system
we have often objected to, of giving men an annual increase
of pay, leads to the resulta here mentioned. Now, Sir, we
go on to notice the recommendations of the commissioners
in regard to appointments to office.

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

After Recess.

CONSIDERED IN CONKITTEE-THIRD READING.

Bill (No. 94) to incorporate the West Ontario Pacifie
Railway Company.-(3ir. McCallum.)

CIVIL SERVICE ACTS AMENDMENT.

Mr. CASEY. When you left the Chair at six o'clock, I
was just about to notice the recommandation of the Civil
Service Commiss'oners of 1880, in regard to appointments
to office, and I cannot do botter than begin by quoting their
language, which I think is full and clear. They say;

"The present mode of nomination by political influence, and appoint-
ment witbout examination as to qualification, which prevails so very gen-
erally in the service, seems to us, and is frankly confessed by the majority
of the witnesses we have examined, to be defective in the highest degree.
It affords no sufficient guarantee of fitnesi for the discharge of the
duties of office. It embarrasses Ministers in providing an efficient pub-
lic service, and it causes great, and often irresistible pressure to be
brought on members of Parliament, to force their consent to the nomina-
tion and appointnent of unfit persons. It has, we think, a mischievous
eff et on the public mind, in making the desire for offices too strong an
impulse in political conduct ; for while the higher offices of S:ate are the
laudable and legitimate objecte of the ambition of statesmen, the
scramble for a paltry patronage, and for the smsaller offices of the ser-
vice, cannot but have a bad effect, alike on those who exercise and
those who enjoy such patronage."

Now, thore are two or three points in that paragraph to
which I wish to call special attention. The commis.
sioners state that it is frankly confessed by the majority of
the witnesses that this system is defective in the highest
degree; they admit that it affords no sufficient guaranteo
of fitness on the part of the nominee, and that the respon-
sibility of the AMinister is no safeguard; they go on to con-
fess, in language which might be derived from the speech of
the hon. Minister this afternoon, that this system causes
often irresistible pressure to be brought on Ministers and
members of Parliament, and they wind up with a consider-
ation which is perhaps the weightiest of al, that this system
actually demoralises that portion of the publie who are apt
to care for appointments of this kind. Their deliverance
on this point is worthy of repetition; they say that it bas
a mischievous effect on the public mind, in making the
desire for office too strong an impulse in political conduct.
Now, all of us who have ever conducted a political
campaign, are well aware what this means; we know that
there is a class of persons in almost every constituency
whose sole object in political warfare is to creante for
themselves an influence on the candidate whom they
are supporting and whom they expect to be elected
-an influence that will afterwards inure to their benefit,
by obtaining for them an office under the Government. The
patronage system has the same effect here that it bas in any
other country where it exists, of creating a class of small
office-seekers-men who practise politics, with the only
object in view of obtaining a living at the public expense.
Now, I am prepared to admit that there is nothing
unworthy in a young man looking forward to making a liv-
ing in the public service. It is, I am free to confess, a
worthy ambition, when the means taken to realise the
ambition are worthy; but when a man spends the best part
of his life, as many mon do bore and in the United States,
in creating an influence, in obtaining the means of bringing
pressure to bear on the Government, or on members of Par-
liament, to get himself, instead of some equally competent
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person, appointed to publie office, the system which makes
that possible is a degrading system, calculated to degrade
the individual who follows that course of action, and to unfit
him, in the highest degree, for exercising his duties as a
citizen.

"Notwithstanding the reluctance of witnesses (say the commission-
ers) to commit themselves to any specific statements as to the inefficiency
of their subordinates, there is sufficient in their general statements on
that subject to justify the conclus on that the service is susceptible of
very great improvement, and that there have been many appointments
to it of persons whose habits, lack of educational requirements, or inapti-
tude for business, could not fail to produce a state of affairs fully.justify-
ing most of the propositions stated in the reference of the commission."

The propositions referred to are the propositions I read to
you this afternoon, which pointed out that grave defects
exist, in the opinion of the Government itself, in the condi-
tion of the service.

" But, apart from any specific statements made in the evidence, we
find in its general tenor and what we have ourselves observed, abundant
reasons for the conclusions that the service requires reform, and that it
has not been sufficiently guarded against the evil effects of political
patronage.

" To Ibis baneful influence, we believe, may be traced nearly all that
demande change. It is responsible for admission to the service of those
who are too old to be efficient; of those whose impaired health and
enfeebled constitution forbids the hope that they can ever become use-
fui public servants; of those whose personal habits are an equally fatal
objection ; of those whose lack of education shoald disqualify them ;
and of those whose mental qualities are of an order that has made it
Impossible for them to succeed in private business. It is responsible,
too, for the appointment if those who desire to lead an easy, and what
they deem, a genteel life.'"

I have read these remarks, instead of using original lan-
guage of my own, for the reason that I think they are as
well expressed as anybody could express them-that they
are expressed as the result, not merely of the theoretical
study of the question, but of an enquiry which extended
over weeks and months, and which included the examina-
tion of witnesses on oath, a most thorough scrutiny into all
the details of the service, as at present managed, and a con-
parison with the Civil Service systems of various foreign
countries. Such being the basis of these remarks of the
commission, and such being the concise form in which they
have been expressed, I have thought that I would be doing
a benefit to the House and the country by putting on record,
in a more public form, the words which are now comparatively
hidden from the public in this report to the Government.
But while I do not feel that I can improve upon their language,
I do feel it my duty to call special attention to particular
portions of their remarks, and I would, in regard to the
quotation I have just made, call particular attention to the
phrase that "the service requires reform, and that it hias
not been sufficiently guarded against the evil effects of
political patronage, and that to these evil effects we believe
may be traced nearly all that demands change." The
particulars of that general charge have been to some extent
verified by the discussions that have already taken place in
the fHouse, and will further appear from some subsequent
remarks of the commissioners. They go on to say, in regard
to promotions:

" To the same influence may be ascribed most of the appointments of
men taken from beyond the service to the best places, over the heads of
tried and efficient servants; and it may fairly be charged with all the
discontent anfd demoralisation arising out of the feeling, justified by
bitter experience, that a faithful and zealous performance of duty
establishes no sure claim to the prizes of the service, which, as is
abundantly shown by the evidence, are too often carried off by persons
whose claim to office is mainly founded on the political service they have
rendered to their party. These observations, we may add, apply with
greater force to the outside as compared with the inside service, in which
there is but little chance of advancement or increase of pay."

In those remarks you have an endorsation of the
charges made by members on this side of the House
time and again, and perhaps those who will not listen
to members of the Opposition will listen to the words
of their own commissioners, their own political and
personal friends, appointed by themselves to consider a
matter of national importance. The conclusion of those

il2

hon. gentlemen is that there is truth in the accusations made
from time to time, that the junior members of the service
were discouraged and demoralised by the fact that all the
prizes in the service went to the worn ont war horses of the
party. It is evident the motto "to the war horses belong
the spoils," is the ruling motto.

" To this class of appointments," they continue, 4land the consequent
removal of the chief incentive to zeal, may perhaps be attributed more
than to any other single cause the languid interest which many of the
publie servants feel in the performance of their duties."

That is not to be wondered at when they are aware that
the best performance of their duties gives them no claim to
the prizes in the service, or, in the words of the commis-
sioners:

" They have but little motive for more than the most perfunctory
performance of their work, because tbey feel they are iii that way as
likely to gain promotion as by the most active performance of it."

This would be thought strong language if it came from
this side of the House, but it is the calm, mature, deliberate
expression of opinion of a commission appointed to enquire
into the minutest details of the service.-

" Political patronage is responsible for other evils, and we do not
hesitate to express the conviction that many unnecessary civil offices
have been retained and that new places have been created, for no better
purpose than to provide for the followers of influential politicians."

That is not a partisan declaration, but a declaration made
in a general way, supposed to be true of all Governments,
and I believe it is true of all Governments that have existed
and will exist with a system like thise; and it is responsible,
as I have said, after the creation of new officers, for the
erection of new buildings to hold them. With regard to
promotion it appears the same deleterious influence l at
work:

" Much that has been said with reference to first admission to the ser-
vice applies with equal force to promotion therein. To cause men in
the publie service to abandon these legitimate hopes of promotion in
rank and improvement in income, which are naturally entertained by
most men in the pursuit of private business, or in the employment of
private persons, is necessarily to deprive them of aIl incentive to the
active and zealous discharge of their duty. Sometimes promotions have
been made by seniority regardless of merit, thus-as suggested by the
order of reference "--

So it seems the Ministry were aware of this weak point
themselves-
" filling the more highly paid places with men whose chief qualifica-
tions are length of service. "

This is again a repetition of the point which I noticed
before, that the promotion of men by seniority, regardless of
merit, promotion in pay though not in duties, has led to very
serious abuses. In other cases, promotions have been made,
regardless of merit and seniority, and in this way men fully
qualified and fairly entitled to promotion have been passed
over, while others less qualified have, by undue influence,
obtained promotion in their stead.

" We find, too, that in many instances men have been brought from
beyond the service and either placed at once over the heads of long tried
and efficient men, or, after temporarily filling minor positions, they have
been elevated, with unjustifiable rapidity, to places to which they had
no previoi training."

This judicial deliverance more than justifies all the casual
paragraphs we have seen in the papers, and the occasional
remarks we have heard in this House about the evil effects
of political influence, when itis allowed to interfero with the
regular course of promotion in the Departments. I have
called attention to the case of the postmaster in this city,
and must do so again, not from any personal objection, for
I have none, to the kindly and genial gentleman who has
been appointed, but because I feel bound to say that injus-
tice was donc in giving one of the prizes in the ottside
service to a mere political friend and favorite, passing over
the head of a long-tried and faithful officer, who lias dis-
charged and must continue to discharge the greater part, if
not the whole, of the responsible duties connected with the
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management of the post office; for it is quite impossible
that a gentleman like Mr. Gouin, whose experience hitherto
bas been confined to hotel keeping, even if on a large scale,
should be able to take up at once the important duties of
city postmaster. Those duties must continue to be per-
formed by the less highly paid official, who bas the experi-
once, while the more highly paid official, who has the salary
and not experience, is getting all the glory, honor and profit
of the appointment. The commissioners continue:

" The efficiency of the service so largely depends on a good system
of promotion, that we have feit it necessary to emphasise the importance
of avoiding such injustice as we have mentioned, and which cannot fail
to be injurions to the best interest of the service. Men whose just
claims are thus passed over become discouraged, they lose their self-
respect and hope for the future Such injustice destroys all incentive to
emulation and all desire to excel. Nor does the misehief end there. It
affects the whole service; it is destructive of discipline, and it impairs
the usefulness of those who witness it as well as those who suffer it."

They go on to point ont that their observations are against
the system rather than against the individual. Very often
individuals appointed in this way have turned out very
well; nevertheless, although those appointments may some-
times turri out satisfactory, they are in effect demoralising
and injurions to the service. The commissioners con-
clnde:

" These coneiderations have forced upon vs the conviction that any
reform in the administration of the public service must begin with an
improvement in the mode of nominations, appointments and pro-
motions."I

Then they state that it becomes their -duty to submit a
remedy for the grievances which they report:

" This, we believe, can only be found in completely eliminating all
traces of political patronage. This remedy involves the necessity of
substituting some other mode of regulating entrances to the Service,
and this, without doubt, is a more difficult task than might at first
..ppear."

They go on thon to speak of their investigations of
foreign Civil Service systems, and they speak first of that
of England. I want to call attention to that in some detail,
because the remarks of the right hon. the Premier this
afternoon, might have left the impression on the casual
reader or hearer of those remarks, that that system was
pretty much the same in principle, if not in detail, as the
system now in force in Canada. I want to point out to the
House that not only are they dissimilar in detail, but that
they are dissimilar in principle, that they are dissimilar in
the very essence of the theory on which they are based.
They are as wide apart as the poles. While the Canadian
system retains all the worst evils of the patronage system,
the English system gets rid of it altogether. They say:

" The CivilService Commission of the United Kingdom consists of
three commissioners, one of whom is a Privy Councillor."

Then they go on to speak of their duties, and add
" All appointments in the Civil Service in the Departments mentioned

in schedule A'"--

That includes most of the Departments; I need not give the
libt-
" are to be made after conmpetitive examinations, according to regula-
tions to be, f rom time to time, framed by the Civil Service Commissioners
and approved by the Commissioners of Her Majesty's Treasury.
After a candidate has passed his examination, he must enter on a six
months' term of probation, as a test of his conduct and capacity for the
transaction of business, and is not to be finally appointed to the public
service until the head of his Department is satisfied of his fitness."

Those two provisions together, I think, constitute a perfect
system of safeguards. First, candidates are to obtain the
opportunity of being tried in the public service, by
oompetitive examination, that is, by a test which will select
from amongst those who present themselves as willing to take
service nnder the Executive, the few who afe best qualified by
previous education to perform such duties. When I say
best qualified, I mean in a primd facie sense. It selects the
mon who know most, and who may therefore be assumed
prim d facie to be likely to make the best public servants. In

Mr. CAszy.

addition to this test of education, and following close upon its
heels, comes the test of actual trial. By the two tests of educa-
tion, and of actual trial in the special duties of the Depart-
ment to which they are appointed, the head of the Depart-
ment is able to find out with absolute certainty which of
those who have been given to him for trial are likely, and
i'ndeed certain, to be good and efficient officers. He recom-
mends the continuance of such, and all whose continuance
he does not recommend are dropped, by the mere fact of
his omisaion to recommend them, from the ro]]s of the ser.
vice, and cease to have any claim on the Government at all.
I pass over a great many points of this system, in regard to
the organisation of the service, which are deeply interesting,
but do not bear so particularly upon what I bave inview
in the present amendment. I will, however, quote the
summary of the commissioners, after dealing with the
English service:

" From what has been stated, it will be seen that the essential prin-
ciple of the Civil Service regulations of the Imperial Government is oPEN
COMPETITIVE EXAMINATION and PROMOTION BY MERIT.'"

It is just those two principles which I wish, by the amend-
ment which I shall shortly propose, to ask this House to
incorporate in the present Bill. Closely connected, however,
with the question of admissions and promotions is the ques-
tion of the general management of the service, and especially
of the examinations through which only entrance to the ser-
vice is to be obtained. Our commissioners recommend
strongly the following :-

"I Having arrived at the conclusions above stated, as to the advantages
of the system we recommend, we have now to propose the means for
giving effect to our suggestions. This we believe can only be satisfacto-
rily accomplished by the constitution of a Board of Civil Service Commis-
sioners, as free from political influence as the judiciary happily is."
I am happy to have the support of the commissioners
appointed by the present Government against those hon.
gentlemen, Ministers and others, on the other side of the
House, who have argued against my contention that the
members of the Civil Service board should be beyond the
reich of political influence :

" To the action of this board we propose to refer all those questions
which have heretofore hampered and impaired the administration of the
Civil Service."

The present Bill goes in the other direction. It takes away
from the present board of the Civil Service examiners-for
they are not commissioners-even the little independence
they formerly possessed, and proposes to submit them to
the supervision of the Secretary of State, so that the Bill
originally framed, in opposition, to some extent, to the report
of the commission appointed for the special purpose of
getting information on which to frame a Bill, is now being
made more and more different from that report, is getting
further and further away from the recommendations made
by those practical and well-informed gentlemen. They say:

" We propose that this board shall be composed of men holding an
independent position and capable of commanding general confidence.
It should consist of three members, one of whom should be a French
Canadian, and they should be appointed in the same manner and hold
office on the sane tenure as the judges. We believe that the judgments
and decisions of an impartial tribunal thus constituted would command
the respect and confidence of the public and of the service."

You see that the commissioners desire that not only
examinations but the general conduct of the service, the
conduct of the routine of it, the promotions and the disci-
pline, and all those things which should not be political ques-
tions, which have no political bearing, in the proper sense,
should be given to the board of non-political commissioners
and taken away from the political heads of the Depart-
ments. I am sure it will be generally admitted that it is
only by some such plan that the basiness-like, practical
management of the routine and discipline of the service can
be insured. Then they go on to notice the objection on the
ground of expense to their plan of Civil Service Commis.
sioners, They calculate that it would come to a pretty

1290



COMMONS DEBATES.
considerable sum. I have some reason to differ from their
figures. They say it would cost S25,000. I do not think it
need cost s > much as that, but they argue, and with some
force, that even if it did,-

t If the objects aimed at are attained by such an outlay, if the service
is reformed, as it is clearly showa it requires to be, and if by the action
of the board it is economically and wisely recruited, as we believe it
will be, the money thn3 expended will b. among the most judicious and
most productive of ail the expenditures incczrrel1 by the Go1ve rnment.
Por we have flot the slightest doub' but that man times the cost will
be annually saved, by the avoidance of unnecessary and unwise appoint-
ments."

I confess that I do not think it ought to cost as much as
that, but I would much rather agree to an expenditure
approaching that named by these commissioners, for the
purpose named by them, the purpose of rendering the ser-
vice non-political and efficient, than agree to the compara-
tively small increase in the cost of the service made by th>3
provisions of this Bill ; for, while the expenditure recom-
mended by the commissioners would undoubtedly lead to
great reforms in the service, I think the expenditure pro-
vided for by the present Bill tends to increase defects
already existing. Then they go on to recommend that
here, as in England,-

'With the exception herein mentioned, all appointments made to the
Civil Service of Canada after the lst day of January, 1882, should be
by means of competitive examinations, according to regulations to b3
from time to time framed by the Board of Civil Service Commissioners,
and approved by the Privy Council, and all regulations havingreference
to the qualifications of clerks i r ofilcers for any DeparttLent should be
settled by the commissioners, after consultation with the chief authori-
ties of the Department."

They then go on to provide for preliminary regulations for
ascertaining the age, health and moral character of appli.
cants, before they are allowed to be examined for the quali-
fying examination, something like that now in force ; and
then they provide that those who have passed that qualify-
ing examination, and shown themselves reasonably fit to be
employed in the public service, should be subjected to a
competitive examination, and the selection is made from
those who are reasonably fitted for employment and who
are specially fitted by the amount of education they have
obtained. They also make a recommendation which will
do away with the grievance I pointed out this afterno.on
and discussed at some length, the griovanco of the creation
of a class of offiac-seeking young men who have passed the
examination in the hope of sometime getting a berth. After
recommending a provision similar to that of the English
Act, for avoiding any such operation of the law, they go at
great length into the questions of organisation and discip-
line, which I noed not now discuss. I will quote, however,
the closing paragraph of the report, which sums up the
effect of the whole

"The system we have advised cannot, we are convinced, be continu-
ouuly and properly carried.into effect under a law which requires to be
supplemented in any essential particular by means iof Orders in Council.
We are, therefore,-of opinion that the only practical way to ensure a
thorough and permanent reform in the Civil Service is to give the sys-
tem recommended by us the force and authority of an Act of Parlia-
ment; and if that is done, we have the highest hopes of a beneficial
result frorn our labors."

We have been trying, during the discussion of this Bill, to
carry out this recommendation of the committee. We have
time and again urged that matters left open by the Bill to
to be provided for by Orders in Council should be provided
for in the Act-at least, that the general principles under
which these matters should be settled should ho so definitely
stated that the Order in Council should do no more than pro-
vide the means for carrying out the clearly expressed inten,
tion of the Act. We have not succeeded in all cases, thoogh
we have in some, in having those improvements adopted.
There was an attempt mada this afternoon to place a check
on the operation of Orders in Council, and that also failed.4
I regret that the Bill, as it now stands, with its frequent1
referencee to the Governor in Council, who, in this case,1

means the Secretary of State-because he i8 specially
charged with the management of this Department-
I regret that the Bill, with these wide loopholes
for the exercise of executive power, really amounts
to very little, because there is scarcely one of its
provisions which is not capable of being nullified by
executive action, taken under pretence of carrying it ont.
So much for the report of the commissioners, the spirit of.
which I intend to ask this House to accept. This recom-
mendation has cost us a great deal of money to obtain, and
it has cost the commissioners a great deal of trouble and
intellectual exertion to prepare it. I think that by adopting
these recommendations we should initiate a totally new
era in our Civil Service; that we should obtain, by holding
out reasonable hopes of reward for industry, application,
and special ability, not only as good a class of mon as are
obtained by any private institution in the country, but a
botter class of men; that our Civil Service would become
not merely what it is now, a genteel profession, as the
commissioners called it, but a profession as honorable and
distinguished in every way as the Civil Service of England-
a profession of such a nature that the more fact of belonging
to it would be considered by the general publie, not only
a certificate of social standing and of gentlemanly
character, but a certificate of a degree of ability suffi•
cient to have raised a man to eminence in any
other profession in the land. We are aware that such
is not the case now; that although there are many distin-
guished and j able men in the service, the more faot of
belonging to that service is not considered to carry with it
any great intellectual distinction. It will, Sir, not only
give us a more perfect service in the way of intellectual
ability, but by removing that service, from all suspicion of
political influence, and by reonving from the minds of the
young mon of the country the hope of obtaining an entrance
to that service by political influence, it would exert a highly
improving effect upon the general public. We know how
the Civil Service can now effect an election. Not only are
civil servants allowed to vote themselves by the Bill now
under discussion, but they all have an influence, which they
can exert. I am not discussing the question whether they
should or should not vote, but I am pointing out that they
arc allowed to vote, and they are likely to vote for the
Government, or the party which appoints them and pays
tbem. There is a certain amount of gratitude, even in the
official human brpast. For instance, my hon. friend
from Hastings (Mr. White), who is now interrupting
me, if he were appointed to an important office, not
so high in the service as to prevent him from voting-
would not be likely to forget the triends who gave him
that appointment and made him comfortable for life. say
would probably so at, and such is the case with all,
Therefore, civil servants are almost bound to support the
party to which they owe their appoin tment. We would
get rid of that by the introduction of the Eiglish system;
we would get rid of the temptation held out to those gentle.
men to take an active part in elections, as we know they
will'often do, for the purpose of retaining their friends in
power and increasing their own chances of promotion.
That grievous scandals have arisen out of this temptation is
too notorious to all of us to need elaboration. Sir, I pro-
pose to move :

That this Bill be not now read the third time, but that it be refer.
red back to the Committea of the Wbole, with instructions to amend it
by inserting provisions which shall carry out the spirit of tue recom-
mendations made by the Civil Service Commissioners of 1883, namely,
that admissions to the service should be made, as a rule, by open com-
petitive examinations, and that promotiins shaould be for merit only.

In the words of the right hon. Premier, who addressed us
on the subject this afternoon, I can say that I myself would
greatly rejoice at the passing of this amendment, for the
reason that it will relieve Ministers and members of this

1885. 1291



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 22,
House from the strong and often irresistible pressure that
is brought upon them by political friends, in order to obtain
an improper exercise of political 'patronage. I have no
doubt he will support by his vote, and that the other mem-
bers of his Cabinet will do the same, the system upon which
he passed such an eulogy this afternoon, and which he
declared to be so necessary for the proper management of
our Civil Service.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). Before this amendment
is put, I desire to make a few remarks in connection
with it. The subject of Civil Service examination is one of
sufficient consequence to justify some further remarks at
the present time. The principle was laid down, as bas
been shown by the hon. member for West Elgin (Mr.
Casey), in the report of the commissioners appointed
to examine into that question, that competitive examinations
should be recognised in appointments to the Civil Service.
In the Bill now on the Statute Book and in the amended
Bill now under discussion, that principle has been entirely
ignored. It was stated this afternoon by the First Minister
that in England the examinations are of such a character as
to resemble the taking of a degree at a university. As we
are aware, the hon. gentleman himself possesses a diploma
from a university; but I should not like this House to remain
under the impression that the examination for the Civil
Service has any relation or compares in any way whatever
to a university examination. I have taken a little trouble
to examine the reports of the Civil Service Examiners,
in order to ascertain the character of the examin-
ations held. The examination in arithmetic was of
a most elementary kind. On the examinations held on
12th and 13th June, 1884, the arithmetic papers, as
shown at page 4 of the report, include questions in
simple addition, of which the first question is to add nine
lines, of eight figures in a line; and the second question is
to add nine lines of five figures. Ten marks out of a total
of 60 were allowed for those two questions. In subtrac-
tion the questions include the subtracting of a line of
ten figures and a line of five figures; and these have
a value of 10 in a total of 60. In multiplication
the examples are equally simple. I should be very
sorry, therefore, for the impression to go abroad that
such an examination is in any eense the equivalent of an
English or Canadian university examination. Let me show
the Rouse, very briefly, what is the character of the papers
submitted at one of 1 he ordinary examinations in one of our
Ontario high schools. In the second form in one of those
schools, the follo wing were among the -questions on the
arithmetic paper given last month:-

ARITHMETIC.
"I. In the expression e per cents are at 103, explain fully what is

meant? A person sells a certain amount of 5 per cents for 86 and
invests in the 6 per cents at 103. By so doing he changes hie income by
$1.00. How much stock did he sell?

"II. A man buys 150 ibs. of sugar, and after selling 100 Ibo., finde he
has been parting with it at a loss of 5 per cent. At what rate per cent.
advance on cost muste sel the aining 50 Ib., that he may gain 10
per cent. on the entire transaction?

"III. Find when, after 3 o'clock, the hour and the minute hands of
a clock make av angle of 60 degrees with each other.

" IV. Find the present worth of $1,166.40 for two years at 8 per cent.
per annum, with compound interest.

" V. A B, C and D enter into partnership A and B con tribute $1,390,
B and 590, O and D $1,810, à and D $1,610, A and 0 $1,500. .They
gain $1,152. What is the ehare of each of the gain ?"

I would ask hon. members if those questions bear any con-
parison to the questions contained in the Civil Service
examination papers. Let me compare them a little further.
In orthography the subject matter of the Civil Service
paper is in every way commendable, but at the same time
I submit that it is by no means excellent, as showing a
knowledge of the language on the part of candidates. The
title is: "The men who succeed." It states:

Mr. CAsEy.

"The great cause of difference among men is energy of character.
If each have the same amount of learning and integrity, and each have
the same opportunity, energy will make one man a conqueror, the want
of it will cause the other to be a failure."

ID the dictation paper of one of the high schools, which is
also designed to show the acquaintance of the'pupil with the
language, I find the following : "Galvanism, palpable, em.
barras@, prejudice, presentable, coercion, icicle, sizable, hypo-
crite, dilatory, guinea, acoustics," and such like. I hold that
the result of a comparison of the examination papers
is to the prejudice of the Civil Service papers. They
moreover, bear out the statement I have made before in this
louse, that the entranco examination to the high schools
throughout Ontario is a much harder effort than the preli-
minary entrance examination to the Civil Service. Suc being
the case, what is the practical result? I am satisfied that
hon. gentlemen are well aware of the immense number of
those seeking information as to the course to be pursued in
order to go up for examination for the Civil Service. The
result, is that a great many of our young mon are leaving
most useful spheres of life, in order to find easy positions
in the Civil Service. There are other considerations that,
I think, should weigh with us, in our effort to perfect
our Civil Service system. It is manifest that it is the
intention of the Government not to deprive themselves
of the opportunity of appointing their own friends.
Now, Mr. Speaker, I am quite prepared to leave that
responsibility with them, if they are desirous of assumfig
it; but I will not say that we should follow the principle
that this House is assuming the responsibility while the
Government are making the appointments. I think, Sir,
that the resolution proposed by the hon. member for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) this afternoon, wa one
which met the case, in this respect, very fully. If the
Government of the day is desirous of holding the right to
these appointments in their own hand, they should assume
the full responsibility; but it is an easy matter, when there
are, as there were last year, 1,036 candidates presenting
themselves for examination, while there were less, perhaps,
than fifty positions to fill, for them to throw the responsi-
bility on Parliament, after having passed this Bill, and at
the same time secure those whom they were anxions to
secure, in the positions which they would have had under
any circumstances. In committee the other night I was
desirous of securing an amendment which would have placed
whatever positions were vacant in the hands of those who
passed bighest at the examination. I do note, by any means,
assume that those who may pass the highest educational tests
would be the best fitted, under all circumstances, to the posi-
tion ; but the provision is, in the present Act, that all appoint-
monts are probationary, and this might be continued with the
change I suggest. The principle could be continued that the
appointments would be still probationary, and the head of the
Department could still say whether te accepted candidate
had the qualifications necessary to the active discharge of
the duties. Mr. Speaker, this is a matter -which excites a
growing interest throughout the country, and if hon.
gentlemen on this side of the House show thmselves
desirous of perfecting a measure of this kind, it is because
they are anxions that the Civil Service should be, in fact,
what it pretends to be. If we have a Civil Service, the promo-
tions for which are to be by examination, these examinations
should be the test, and itfollows to my mind that if those ex-
aminations are to be the test of entrance to the Civil Service,
the examiners themselves should be thoroughly independent
of the Government of the day. Instead of that we have a
Bill before the House which practically gives the control of
the examiners-and more effectively than any previous Bill
-to the Government of the day. The Bill now before the
louse transfers the whole of the examiners to the Depart-

ment of the Secretary of State. That implies a good deal;
and the success of the Act, i think, is practically in the
hands of the Secretary of State for the time being. If we
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are to foHow the English systém, if that system has all the
merits which the First Minister said it has, if the English
systen is désigned to give -ma perfeoct Civil Service, why
should we not adopt4hat efstem in its details? We know that
there the Civil Service Commissioners are entirely indepen-
dent of the Goverument of the day; we know they are,
equally with the jadges, dependent only, for their positions,
on the louse of Parliament, and consequently they are in
every way independent. Not only so, but every appoint.
ment to any vacancy occurring in the Civil Service of Eng.
land, as was justly said by the First Minister this afternoon,
is made on their recommendation entirely. So much is
ti the case, that even the Prime Minister of England can.
not appoint his own secretary. Now, I ask, if that is the
Swe, it folo>ws that tbe Civil Service Bill now before the
House ki merely a pretense-of what it ought to be; itis not in
any sense designed to further the object which it had in
view; if we are at all to perfect it in any direction, it ought
certainly to be in some euch direction as that suggested by
the amendment.

The House divided on amendment of Mr. Casey, p. 1291.
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Mr. BLAKIE. In pursuance of the notice Which I gave
in the course of the debate, I rise to cill attention to those
parts of this measure which prescribe once again the prin.
ciple on whioh the salaries and promotion i. the Civil Ser-
v'iôe have been and are to be regulated. The subjeot ii one
of very great gravity, in view of '"th.e enormous increase
which has taken place and is taking place in the cost of the
service, and added gravity is attached to this particular part
of the system to which I desire to call attention, by the
official statement which was made in the earlier part of the
Session, as to the effect of the law which we are asked once
again to consecrate by the third reading of the Bill. In the
Budget debate, cn the 3rd of March last, the Finance Min-
ister adverted to the expenditure for civil government in
these words:

" While the expenditure of civil government for 1877-78 was $823,369,
lat year it was $1,584,417, or an increase of $261,047"-

" Mr. CASGRAIN. Hear, hear."
" Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The hon. gentleman says, hear, hear. I

do not wonder at it, because bon. gentlemen opposite have made this
one of the great charges against the administration throughout the
length and breadth of the country, to prove the extravagance of this
Administration. Now, I desire to call the attention of the House tu the
fautsas regards the cost,,to the circumstanoes that have led, to this
increase of $$61,000 in six years. One of the difficulties that every
Governmeut muet experience in preparing the Civil Service estimate is
the increase that is inevitable under the provision ot the Civil dervice
Aet, by which a very large proportion of the employés receive each a
yearly increse of $--0. This increase for the last six years is estimated
as follows : It Le estimated that 420 of the Civil Service employees have
received an increase of $50 a year, and each year since 1877-74 that la
during six years, or a total increase of salary to each employee of $300.
That amount for 420 civil servants gives $1,275,000 of an increase."

Now, Sir, there is an addition of 8126,000 a year to the cost
of the Civil Service. And that addition does not stop there ;
it is progressive. Under this law it is to be progress1ve, and
you have already accumulated under the law an addition
which represents a capital charge of more than 83,000,000.
It is as if you had added more than $3,000,000 to the public
debt of the country within the three years, If that is noces-
sary, in order to the efficiency of the service, it muet of
course be borne; but the question is, whether it is necessary.
Let me give you the progressive increase, in round num-
bers, excluding those elements which are statutory, and
which do not come within the items of the departmental
salaries and contingencies:

Salaries.
1878,.................$545,000
1879 ................. 566,000
1880.......... 609,000
1881....... ........ 682,000
1882 ........... 652,000
1888 ............ 672,000
1884............ 78,000

Contingencies.
$158,000

177,000
165,030
153,000
167,000
184,000
203,000

Total.
$704,000

744,000
776,000
788,000
8L9,000
857,000
966,000

New, the question is, is this neceasary, and when is it to
stop ? I do not know that it is necessary, and I think we
ought to take a step towards stopping it, here and now. I
do not think it is too early; I think, if anything, it is late
enough. le it necessary ? The report of the sub-committee
of Council of the present Government, appointed to consider
on the condition of the service, in the year 1880, whie h
report was adopted by the Council, contained these worde:

" Since the period above referred to, a series of years have elapsed,
and many changes in the character, as well as in the ertent of the ser-
vice required in each Department, have developed themselves. The
duties of some Departments and some branches of each De partment,
and of certain officers in each Department, have been varied, diminished
or increased; and many men have, by old age, incapacity, bad habits,
or continued idleness, become unavailable for useful purposes. The num-
ber of men in each Department bas increased, a4 is thonght, out of pro-
portion to the needs of the service. Youag men have been appointed,
who, from want of education or strength of constitution, or general
unfituess, have not made, and will never become efficient public ser-
vants. The general expense has been increased by the tendency of the
existing rules, to the gradual culmination of officers, 1,y mere force of
survivorship into the more highly paid classes."
And they recommended the appointment of a commission to
consider the whole question, and to report a method of
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reorganising the service. Now, that commission did report,
and their report tontains this language:
"We have b"en impressed, duiing the progress of our enquiry, with the

conviction that while b yfar the greater portion of the work of the
Departments is nf a rrely routite character. and such as in private
business would bo perform9eby men receiving comparativeiy low sala-
ries, it has heretofore been ilargely done by clerks who, by mere foice of
survival, have been advanced to the highest grade of the service. This,
we believe, is a fruitful source of unnecessary cost, atd we think the
remedy is firmly to restrict the number of empl yees in the higher grades,
and to provide with equal stringency that promotion shall only be made
to actual vacancies, and then only apon the certificate of the head ot
the Department, as to fitness, and of the Civil Service Board, that the
qualifications of the person it is proposed to promote have been satis'ac-
torily established, both as to character, business habits, and knowledge
of the duties required af the incumbent of the office to which it is pro-
posed to rLake the appointment."

Going -on, they point out :
" It is, we think, abundantly evident that the existing classifi3ation

l, much too complicated, and that while it bas a tendency to create
diecontent it afforde too man)y facilities for the unjustifiable advance-
ment of employees to which we have referredt ia n

And they propose four grades below the deputy heads-
chief clerks, first-class, second.class, and third-class clerks,
and that the number of chief, first and second class clerk-
ships shall be restricted in the manner stated. As to
second-class clerks, equally with the first-class clerks, they
point out :

" That clerkships of this class, equally with those in the fir3t-class,
should be given only where specific duties have to be provided for, and
equal care should be taken to guard against any unnecessary increase
in its numbers, thus leaving the great bulk of the routine work of the
Department to be performed by the men of the third orjunior class'"

Thon, dealing with the third-class clerks, they say:
" To the class of clerks, will be assigned the routine work ot the

Departments, such as checking, comparing, copying, compiling and
transcribing accounts and documents. Thîr, so far as we can ascer-
tain, eopie four-fifths of the whole werk te be done, and requireo
for i, perfomance no special attasumente beyond what can be acquired
in the common schools. The clerks in this clase should be promoted
only on having passed a competitive examination, and thereby attained
suct aposiion as the liste herein rôferred to, of clerks eligible for pro-
'notion, as will establicli thei fituess to fil the vacancies that may eccur
in the bigher grades. The salary, at first entrance, we propose, shall be
$50, advancing by biennial increment of $100 to $900.

I shall not read other passages in the repoit. But I may say
that practically the recommendations of the commiesion are
consonant, as 1 conceive, with the necessities of tho case-to
establish a set of clerkships, as writerships, attending to that
business which is all routine, or as they describe, copying,
checking, filing-dealing with that sort of business which
requires a neat hand, punctuality and business habits, but
requires no more. They do not propose that these clerks
shall be eligible for promotion in their own classes ; but, of
course, and reasonably, they do not propose that in case
any of thena is of superior morit and superior mettie, ho
shall be debarred from the oppertunity of rising into other
classes of clerks, provided there are vacancies in those
superior classes. Hle should have the right, just as the
man outside has the right, to rise into the limited
number of those for whose work superior qualifications
are required, and to whom, therofore, a botter pay is
assigned. But, Sir, the practical operation of the Law,
which was passed in conformity with the recommen-
dations of the commission, and which has not worked
in conformity with those recommendations, is that there
are these increases and these promotions going on steadily ;
and you have seen, as I have pointed out-from the state-
ment of the Finance Minister himself, excusing the increases
in the Civil Service, fron the report of the yearly increases
which [ have given you, from the appalling total of increase
in a few years, from the circumstance that that incroase is
proceeding more rapidly in these late years, since this
remodelled Act was passed, than it was before-that the
mischiefs to which I refer still prevail, and they prevail
to this extent, as the Finance Minister sums up the case,
that 420 out of the civil sQrvants of the country have, within
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the last six years, received inereases which make them now
in the receipt of $300 a year by virtue of these $50 increases,
apart from the promotion increases, or a total of $126,000 a
year, which would be oqual to the average wages of 420
mechanis, with familles. This increase alone of $50 a year,
in the course of the six years would support comfortably
a town of 2,000 souls, at any rate so far as the bone
and sinew are concerned-the mechanie interest. Now,
I maintain that the exigencies of the public service
do not require this system and that the public ser-
vice cannot bear its further continuance. I do not
object at all to paying fairly what is required, in order to
get the proper order of intellect and attainement into the
public service, but I do object to this disgraceful system,
a system condemned by a committee of the Council of this
Government and by the report of the Council and the com-
missioners, whereby, just by force of survivorship, men go
from class to class, from increase to increase, after
they have passed the maximum point of efficiency,
after they have long passed the salary which they would
obtain for similar services and similar capacity in private
establishments; yet they go on rolling up increases
while in the Civil Service'of the country. It is an unrea-
sonable and extravagant and an intolerable arrangement.
It has been the subject of discussion for a considerable time;
we discussed it when the hon. gentleman's original Bill was
before the House, and objected to those results which he
siid would flow and which experience proved have flowed
from it. Experience has been had since; we have had the
results given by the Minister of Finance, who does not draw
the line between the time before and the time since the
new Civil Service Act came into operation, and show such
was the result until the passage of the Act and such had been
the result since. He goes straight along, passing what ought
to be a line of demarcation, without a word. Why ? Because,
in point of tact, there has been no change; the increases are
going on and the systea in this regard is practically and
measurably the same. I maintain that it ought to be
changed; I maintain that the system is a bad one. In
those cases in which you give increases, the increases ought
not, in my opinion, to be given as this law gives them, I
maintain there ought to be no right to an increase, even in
those cases in which increases may be given ; I maintain
that the increase should only be given as a stimulus to
extra exertion; whereas, by this law, it is given as a
matter of course, for unless a man's conduct is disgracefully
bad, the rule is to' give the increase. If the rule is not
without exceptions, let us hear the exceptions. But I need
not argue this point, because the Finance Minister himself
describes the increase as an increase inevitable under the
provisions of the Civil Service Act; it is an inevitabie
increaso, which bas auiounted te, 8126,000 a year in the
course of six years. Under these circumstances, I do not
think we ought to pass this consolidation Act; I do not
think that this system, which has worked so ill, should be
continued to be worked on an increasing scale; and we
should, I think, make an effort to carry out the true prin.
ciples,which have been adverted to by the committee of the
Council of this Government, and the Civil Service com-
mission, and, iQ that view, I beg to move the following
amendment

That all the words after Ilthat," to the end of the question, be left
out, and the followivg inserted instead thereof: A Committee of
Council of the present Government, reported, on the 14th June, 1880, on
the Civil Service, that the general expense has been increased by the
tendency of the existing rules, to the gradual culmination of officers by
mere force of survivorsbip into the more highly paid classes.

That the report of the Civil Service Commission declares that four-
fifths of the whole work of the service is routine work, requiring for its
performance ro special attainments, beyond what can be acquired in the
common schools; and that this work has been largely done by clerks
who, by mere force of survival, have been advanced to the higher grades
of the service, while in private business it would be performed by men
receiving comparatively low salaries ; and that this is a fruitful source
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of unnecessary cost, to be remedied in part by firmly restricting the
number of employees of higher grades.

That the practical working of tbe existing law has resulted in a
great increase in the cost of the service, due largely to the increases of
salary and the promotions of the clerks of the lower grades.

That the said Bill be referred back to a Committee of the Whole, for
the purpose of amending the same, by providing for the modification in
future cases of the provisions far yearly increases of salary, and for pro-
motions, so as to lessen the evils above mentioned, and to check the
enormous additions which are being made to the cost of the service.

Mr. MULOCK. There is constantly coming up in this
flouse reference to the Civil Service, and 1 presume that,
in that respect, the House is but echoing the sentiments of
the country. I am not one of those who see no good in the
Civil Service, for my experience has given me to under-
stand that, in the Departments at Ottawa, as well as in the
service outside of this city, are men who efficiently dis-
charge their duties. But, if they do so under disadvantageous
circumstances, if they do so in despite of defects in the
system itself, how much better would the services of those
employés be discharged if the system itself was a sounder
one. Now, whilst I admit that economy is of the very first
importance in all branches of the public service, it is also
well to consider, and it is of first importance to consider,
the public service itself. If the public service can in no
way be endangered by a revision of the present system, it
appears to me that it is incumbent on the Government to
revise this system. If any economy, if any savings of th >
public funds can be accomplished, without in any way inter-
fering with the efficiency of the public service, the Govern-
ment ought to give their attention to such economy. Now,
we have it of record, not of record as the outcome of enquiry
by adversaries, but we have it of record from a commission
issued under the direction of the present Government, that
the present system is a vicious one. As I understand the
report from which the lhon. the leader of the Opposition
bas read, it is established there beyond controversy that we
are now paying at least $120,000 a year more than is
necessary in order to secure efficiently the discharge of the
public services, by reason of the defective system in force.
As I understand the commissioners' report, it is this: that
we have not limited the possible number of employees in the
higher classes to the demand on the part of the public
service for such higher work, but promote employees into
higher classes as a matter of course. Now, what is the
course pursued by any business man in his own business ?
Take a merchant; say he is a wholesale merchant; he turns
over a certain volume of business each year; he com-
mences business with a certain staff; he bas, of course, his
highest employé, and there is' a gradation down to the
lowest porter in the establishment. Well, if the porter
remains with him for a certain number of years, it is reas-
onable that he should receive some little addition from time
to time, but ie can never attain to the salary that is drawn
by one higher than himself in class of work, but he always
must draw the salary that attaches to the class of work that
he is engaged in doing. The employer does not multiply those
in his service who are drawing the highest salaries, simply
because of long service. He limits the employment to the
demands of the business, and it seems to me that, in the
public service, the same business principles should be
applied; and, if so, we should be not only saving a vast sum
of money, but I submit we should be in no way demoralis-
ing the public service. We have it beyond all question,
under this report, that we can save $120,000 a year, and
notwithstanding this report has been in the possession of
the Ministers for some time, we find them to-day forcing
upon the louse this Bill, which is calculated to perpetuate
the present system. It may be that the provisions of the
report had not been brought to the attention of the hon. the
Secretary of State. When we look at the Bill itself, we find
that he proposes to establish a certain number of clerkships.
There is a deputy head, with a salary of $3,200, to be
increased to 84,000. It is but a short time since the highest

salary of the deputy head was $3,200, but now they muet
all receive an increase of 25 per cent. Why is thaà?
Is it by reason of increase in the cost of living?
Is iL that everything that they buy now is dearer?
Or, is it that their services are more valuable? Or, is
it because it is immaterial whether there is economy or
not in the public service? It is not more than five or
six years, in my recollection, since $3,200 was the highest
salary paid to a deputy head, but here we find that, day after
day, month after month, and year after year, the cost of
maintenance of the Government is increasing, till now we
find ourselves facing a deficit, and yet we find propositions
to increase the controllable expenditure of the country.
Thon we have the next class below that of deputy head, the
chief clerk. When I asked the Socretary of State if he could
give any information at all to the House as to the peculiar
duties discharged by the chief clerk, as distinguished from
those of the first-class clerk, what did lie answer? He did
not attempt to give us any information. He simply said
that the chief cierk occupied the position of a superior to
the first-class clerk. That afforded us no information. Any
one knew that there ought to be that relative position, but
from the inability or the refusal on the part of the Secretary
of State to grant that information, it would appear that the
only distinction between these two classes is the amount
of salary drawn. When we pass to the first class
clerk, we find he draws a salary of $1,400, increasable
to $1,800 by an annual increase of $50. Thon we descend
in the grade, and we find a second-class clerk commenc-
ing with $1,000, increasable at the same arbitrary
rate, as time rolls on, to $1,400 a year. And then we
find a third-class clerk commencing at $400 and increasing
to $1,000; that increaso, too, is at the arbitrary fixed
rate of $50 per year. And last of all, we find a group
of employees, messongers, packers, sorters, &c., beginning
with a salary of $300, which increases up to $500. Now,
when we were in committee I pointed out to the Secretary
of State that it appeared to me that the system of increase
alone was an unsound one. The same fixed sum of $50 a
year is added to the salary of each clerk, whether he is of
the lowest class or the highest class. Now, that is contrary
to all business principles. The Secretary of State must know
that increases in salaries should be in proportion to the value
of the services, having due regard to the then salary ; whereas,
in this case, there i8 au arbitrary sum of $50 a year, without
rhyme or reason, added to the salary of each officer, from the
lowest class up to the highest. Mr. Speaker, I submit that
this country will not endorse this measure; I submit that the
country ought not to be compelled to pay this unnecessary
sum for the discharge of the public service; I submit that
it is an injustice to waste public money in this manner. There
are men who are compelled to contribute towards these
salaries who are not as well off as the men to whom they
are paid ; and if the Secretary of State, if the Government,
desire to enjoy the confidence of the public, I think they
cannot adopt any better way to secure and retain that con-
fidence than by a due regard to economy. Mr. Speaker,
this is no time to waste money ; this is, of all times, a time
to economise. But this Session, what have we seen already ?
This is not the first attempt to increase the cost of running
the Government. It is not long since we had to discuss the
question of examiners, and before this Bill is through I
intend to discuss that a little farther. We also have a motion
of the hon. Minister of Publie Works to establish a court of
claims. I do not know how much that is going to cost in
the end, but we know it is going to cost a good many
thousands in the beginning. lere is another large sum to
be saved, and yet they will not save it. Last night we
discussed a measure that may involve, if it becomes law, the
permanent addition to this ountry of an army of civil
servants. We were discussing last night the Franchise Bill,
and we find in that a provision whereby it is competent to
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the Government to appoint a revisig offlcer for every riding
in Canada-211 revising officers. We also found in that Bill
a provision whereby each revising officer was to appoint one
clerk-21 1 clerks. There is also in thatBill a provision for each
revising officer to have a constable-211 constables; so
that, under that Bill, it is possible for the Governor in Council
to appoint, in all, 633 officers. What cost that will be to the
country we do not know at present. Already this Session
we have all these propositions made to place new burdens on
this already over-taxed country. Under this Bill that we
discussed last night we have a propogition that will involve
us in adding an army of officers to the country, a number
of men sufficient to equip two regiments. The hon.
Minister of Public W orks has his little proposition, too;
and I do not suppose that the ingenuity of the hon. gentle-
men opposite has failed them, and that they will bring
down no more propositions involving public expense. But
if we go on like this we shall, in the end, have more officials
than non-officials; we will not have enough to equip the
service in the end. Now, surely it cannot be necessary
to increase the number of officials in the direction
indicated. I think, if we took a review, we would find that
this practice of increases has been going on systematically.
The hon. Minister of Finance made a most illogical answer
in reference to this question. It was charged against this
Government, in a certain discussion, that the cost of the Civil
Service had increased. Well, the hon. member for Card-
well (Mr. White) endeavored to show that the rate per head
of the controllable expenditure under the head of Civil Ser-
vice was not more under the present Government than it
had been under the Liberal Government. But the fallacy
of that explanation must be apparent to every one. The
cost of civic government does not increase rateably with
the population. It costs no more for a man to preside over
a Department, if the population of this country goes up a
few hundred thousand, than if it stands still. Take the first
office of the land, the office of Governor General; the
expense of that office is not greater if we had ton millions
of a population than with five millions. Take the Lieutenant
Governors throughout the Dominion. The Lieutenant Gov-
ernor presides over the Province, no matter how populous it
may be, and so on. In answer to the observation of the
member for Cardwell, I say that the mere fact that the cost
per head has not increased, does not get over the objection
that the total amount of expenditure is more than it should
be. Now, for all these reasons, I trust that the Secretary
of State will sec the propriety of economising at this
critical time in our history; that he will see the propriety
of endeavoring to establish a Civil Service system on a
sounder basis. It is absolutely defective, ut the present
time; it has not the confidence of the public, and although
I say that, and say it with regret, I do not wish thereby to
be understood as saying that the employees themselves, as
a whole, do not endeavor to do their duty to the country.
I trust, Mr. Speaker, that the Bill will be referred back, and
that an attempt will be made to give effect to the amend-
ment of my ion. friend from West Durham.

House divided on amendment of Mr. Blake, p. 1294.
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Beaty, Ferguson (Welland), McDougall (0.Breton),
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Bergeron, Gigault, Montplaisir,
Bergin, Girouard, Paint,
B illy, Gordon, Pinsonneault,
Blondeau, Grandboi, Pope,
Bossé, Guilbault, Pruyn,
Bourbeau, Guillet, Reid,
Bowell, Hackett, Riopel,
Bryson, Hall, Robertson (Hastings),
Burnham, Hay, Royal,
Barns, Hesson, Rykert,
Cameron (Inverness), Hickey, Small,
Oarling, Hilliard, Smyth,
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Colby, Jamieson, Tassé,Ooughlin, Jenkins, Taylor,
Coursol, Kaulbach, Temple,
Curran, Kilvert, Townshend,
Outhbert, Kinney, Tupper,
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Daoust, Labrosse, Wallace (York),
Dawson, Landry (Kent), White (Hastings),
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Dodd, Macdonald (Sir John),

Amendment negatived.

Mr. DAVIES. The amendments made to the Civil Ser-
vice Act are not thoroughly understood by the House, and
do not meet its approval. JUnder the old Civil Service Act,
if an officer of a superior grade were absent on leave, and
his duties were performed by another officer, who did not
hold the same grade, the latter officer received the pay of
the absentee. That principle is not, in itself, a good one.
But the amendment which the Secretary of State proposes
extends that evil principle still further. The amendment
proposed by the hon. Minister not only provides that when
a superior officer is absent the same rate of pay shall be
received by the officer performing his dutiesbut in case of the
death of a superior officer, and of his duties being discharged
during a period of three months by one not of the same
rank, the higher salary shall be paid to the locum tenens. I
think that principle is objectionable in the highest degree,and
the explanation given by the Secretary of State was sufficient
to convince any person that the amendment should not be
adopted. The Secretary of State was asked to give reasons
why this pernicious principle should be further extended.
Only one idea seemed to pervade the mind of the hon. gentle-
man in regard to the Civil Service, and that was how the cost
of the country can be increased, not how the service can be
improved. What was the reason given by the Secretary of
State. H1e said that sometimes, as in the case of the Libra-
rian, an office mîght become vacant and might be kept
vacant for some time. Why ? Simply for political purposes.
If an office is vacant it becomes the duty of the head of the
Department to make an appointment without unnecessary
delay, and it is not in the public interest for the Govern-
ment to keep open the office for one, two or three months,
and allow some subordinate to discharge the duties and
receive the higher pay. It has been erroneously assumed
that each of the different grades of officers had special and
distinct duties assigned to them, which those of an inferior
grade were unable to dischargei and an attempt was made
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to lead the House to the conclusion that if an inferior officer
performed the duties of a higher grade, ho should receive a
higher rate of pay. I was much interested in the discussion,
and the questions asked the Minister by the hon. member
for North York (Mr. Mullock), as to whether special duties
were assigned to different grades; and I came to the con-
clusion that there was very little in it. The hon. gentleman
was asked as to what were the duties of chief clerks and as
to the duties of first-class clerks. The hon. Minister said
the duties of a chief clerk were a chief clerk's duties. This
reminded me of the old story about a person at dinner boing
asked as to what were an archdeacon's duties, to which the
reply was given, that his duties were to discharge archi-
deaconal functions. So it appears that the duties of a chief
clerk are those of a chief clerk, and the same with respect
to a first-class clerk. I have failed to understand that there
is any distinction between the duties which those clerks
have to perform. I have failed to understand that a first-
class clerk is not in every way competent to discharge a
chief clerk's duties; and so I might run through the whole
gamut of clerks. The deputy heads have responsibilities
and duties to discharge which an ordinary man not having
experience, cannot discharge. That class of gentlemen
stands alone; but as regards the clerks, they have no dis-
tinct duties which clerks of.an inferior grade are not com-
petent to discharge, so far as we have been able to learn ;
if they have such duties, the Secretary of State has not
deigned to explain them to the House. The amendment I
am about to submit is one in the direction of economy,
and in the direction of efficiency also. Hon. members must
have been interested ih listening to the statements made by
the hon. member near me, and by the leader of the Oppo-
sition, with respect to the recommendations made by the
Civil Service Commission. As to the defects which they
pointed ont as existing in the Civil Service, and as to the
recommendations they made to remove those defects, the
Government have not attempted to adopt any of the
improvements suggested by those gentlemen. The Secre-
tary of State, in this Bill, does not attempt to carry out the
recommendations of the commission. We find the com-
mission stating-and it is a fact which I hope will become
known throughout the length and breadth of the country,
in order that sound public opinion may be formed on this
Civil Service question-that four-fifths of the work of the
Department is merely mechanical, work that any boy from
a public school is fitted to discharge. Yet, in the face of
this fact, Parliament is asked to increase the salaries of
these mechanical clerks, and give them $50 annual increase.
No attempt is made to economise. We heard the statements
made by the Minister of Finance, that we are now
expending $126,000 a year more than we did six
years ago, on account of this annual $50 increase. It
is not pretended by hon. gentlemen opposite that the
country obtains any proper return for that outlay.
There is not a Minister who has arisen to attempt
to justify that extraordinary increase, and still we are
supposed to pass these enormous increases year by year,
and that, too, without any criticism. I maintain that hon.
members who look closely into this Bill will oppose every
amendment made by the Secretary of the State, which has
for its object to increase salaries, unless the hon. gentleman
can justify the increases by pointing out that they are
necessary. I say no attempt has been made to point out
any necessity for the increase. The result will be some-
thing like this: Some first-class clerk will die, and a second
or third-class clerk will discharge the duties during two or
three months. That clerk will not receive the pay of his
rank in the service, but the pay of the first-class clerk.
That cannot be justified. Personally, I should have liked to
have moved a resolution to strike out the whole section,
and say that if any officer discharges other duties it does
not follow as a consequence that ho is entitled to increased
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pay. I maintain that the conduct of the service should be
more and more assimilated to those business principles
which control mercantile establishments. Yon do not
find that if a man in the employ of a large
mercantile establishment is absent for a week or
two, and his duties are performed by another clerk,
that that clerk obtains $200 or $300 extra pay. Espe-
cially should not that be the case when the work is not
harder, and no more brain power is required. It bas been
suggested that in many cases the work is ever casier in the
higher grades. Bat the proposition is not to increase the
work, but, if it is possible, to squeeze an increased pay out of
the publie Treasury. Scatter the public money right and left,
and have no regard to the tax payers! Every amendment is
in the direction of getting more monoy. When the Bill was
under discussion in committee, there was not ton members
on the opposite side of the House who took the slightest
interest in the debate. They did not romain in the House
and listen to the explanations. And I suppose they think
that that is the proper way of conducting the public
business. It may be, in their estimation, but i do not think
it will be satisfactory to the general public or to the tax-
payei s of the country; and I do think that every amend-
ment in the Bill which aims at an increased expenditure,
unless it can be justified by showing that the expenditure
is necessary, should be voted down. I move in amendment:

That the Bill be referred back, with instructions to amend the second
sub-section of the 56th section by expunging the provision allowing
extra pay to inferior officers or clerks doing duty after the demise of the
superior officer or clerk.

Mr. BOWELL. Da I understand the hon. gentleman to
advocate the adoption of the whole of the suggestions made
by the Civil Service Commissioners ?

Mr. DAVIES. No. The hon. gentleman understood me
by my vote just now to support the principle laid down
by the amendment of the leader of the Opposition. But I
do not adopt all the suggestions made, bocause I do not
think all of them were made with a view of economy,
especially some of the heads of Departments, who went for
increases of salaries, which I do not approve of. There are
other suggestions made which i do not approve of.

Mr. McMULLEN. When this question was before the
House before, I took no part in the discussion which thon
took place on the several clauses of the Bill. I feel it my duty,
however, Dot to give a silent vote on this question, because
I feel it is a matter of very great importance. Any person
who examines into the operation of the Civil Service Act
since its inauguration must come to the conclusion that the
amount of money annually spent, under the operation of
this Act, bas increased year by year, and it is highly desir-
able that we should give that attention to this question
which it deserves at our hands. The remarks of the bon.
gentleman who moved the amendment a short time ago are
in point. I think the matter is one which requires the
attention of hon. gentlemen opposite as well as hon.
members on this side of the House. Any person who
listened to the speech dolivered by the hon. Finance Minis-
ter must have been struck with the faut of the announce-
ment ho made on that occasion, that an increase of
$126,000 annually took place, through the operations of
this Act, by giving the increases of $50 a year to the ser-
vants in connection with the Civil Service. Now, I hold
that there are many points in connection with this statute
which are exceedingly objectionable. The question of the
manner in which the examinations are conducted was gone
into a short time ago. I hokd that the expenses in
connection with those examinations are not at all
necessary, and I believe that a much more efficient, simpler,
and less expensive way of these clerks undergoing exami-
nation could be adopted, by simply accepting the
certificates of boards of education in the different Provinces.
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We have, in the several Provinces, boards of education, to
whom the candidates seeking certificates for the purpose of
becoming school teachers apply, and if those certificates
were accepted on behalf of the Civil Service, it would save
a great deal of expense, and I cannot very well understand
why they should not be accepted. I do not think there can
be any just ground shown why the certificates issued under
the superintendence of boards of education in the different
Provinces should not be as well accepted as the certificates
issued under the examinations held by the Board of Civil
Service Examiners. I think if that course were adopted, a
considerable saving might be effected. I believe, alho, that
this system of increasing the salaries annually by $50 is a
very absurd one. A man is hired to a Department to per-
form certain duties. If he is capable of performing those
duties ho should be paid a salary proportionate to the service
he renders, and the service ho renders should be the ground
upon which his salary should be fixed. Once you fix a value
upon the services ho performs, there is no necessity whatever
that there should be an increase annually in the ratio of $50
a year. I do not know, in connection with any other
business that any man may adopt in this Dominion,
that a system of this kind is in force. I know
mysolf that efficient mon in different establishments,
in the different banking institutions of the country,
are paid very fair and remunerative salaries. I believe, at
the same time, that the proper system upon which the whole
Civil Service is based should be that each man in the Depart-
ment should receive a salary proportionate to the service
ho renders, and that that salary should not b increased by
a statutory provision that he should get $50 a year added
to his salary year by year. In connection with the ques-
tion of superannuation, last year I drew the attention of the
Government to the fact cf this increase, and I enquired
whether there was a case of any civil servant in which this
increase was held back, on the ground of inefficiency or for
any other reason, and no such case was brought forward.
Now, any person knowing anything about the qualities
of clerks employed in banks or other establishments-
anybody who knows anything about the adaptibility or
the qualities of a number of clerks, will come to the
conclusion that where yon have 50 or 100, or 150 clerks,
you cannot have them all equally valuable or efficient; and
therefore it is evident that these increases are not granted
for cfficiency, but as a matter of statute, as something
which they expect to get when they enter the service, and
consequently it is a direct increase and loss. Now, I do not
think this system should be allowed to go on. The fact of
the matter is, that the expenditure in this respect is becom.
ing alarmingly large, and it is wise that we should give
our earnest attention to these matters. I think it is a pity
that the Secretary of State should not have taken the whole
question into serions consideration, and rather come to
Parliament and ask that some restrictions should be placed
on the operations of this Act than that ho should have
added so largely to the burthens of the country,
as this Act is doing year by year. I think it
is desirable, notwithstanding the different political opinions
we hold, notwithstanding the different opinions we hold on
great and important questions in this country, that on
important questions of this kind we should earnestly and
honestly devote our best endeavors to cutting down matters
of expediture that can be reasonably reduced. I think it is
wise that, in the present condition of things, with evidences
of expenditure increasing, with evidences of difficulties which
are likely to add largely to our national expenditures and
our national debt, I think it is of vital importance that we
should pay attention to matters that can be reduced, and
not permit laws to be put on our Statute Book which will
annually increase the amount of money which we are called
on to pay out in this way, item by item, increasing
the debt of the country, increasing the amount of
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our annual expenditure, so that it is mounting up
to a sum which is really becoming alarming. Now,
I think we should pay some little attention to this
matter. For my own part, I have no desire to get up and
talk for the purpose of offering any factious opposition to
the measures before the House. I simply wish, for myself,
and in the interest of those I represent, to express a candid
opinion of this question. When the different clause of the
Bill were before the House, I did not take any active part
in the discussion upon them. I left the discussion of them
to those whom I thought better qualified to practically
discuss them than myself. But I have listened to the
whole discussion on this question, and I think it is highly
desirable that we should try to find some way of preventing
the increased expenditure that is going to take place under
the operation of this Act. I was rather struck with the
number of candidates who came before the examiners for
examination. It appears that between 1,000 and 1,200 came
before those examiners in order to procure certificates,
that they might be eligible for positions in the Civil
Service, if positions should offer. Now, we find that last
year some fifty-six civil servants, were superannuated,
whose places will have to be filled up. In addition to
that, there are increases going on every year, although
it is to be hoped they will not go on as rapidly in the
future as they have during the past few years, when it has
been necessary, I suppose, owing to the development of the
North-West, that an increase should be made to the Post
Office and other Departments. Yet we find that for the
vacancies thus created we have about 1,200 young mon
walking about with certifieates in their pockets, waiting
day after day and month after montb, in the hope that per.
haps they will get notice from Ottawa that there is a place
open for them. Moreover, no doubt, aliso they will keep
pressing upon their political friends to use their influence
at Ottawa to get them positions. I say it is injurious to the
youth of the country to place them in that unsettled state.
We should not hold out to them that it is possible or pro-
bable for them to become civil servants. When we remem-
ber these things, it is difficult to understand how the
Government are able to withstand the applications made to
them for positions, month after month and year after year.
I do not wonder that some of the Departments are over-
stocked, when we consider that there are 211 members in
this House, and that the Government have the support of
two-thirds of that number; and I do not suppose that there
is a single member who has not friends and relatives
pressing him from day to day to urge on the Government
to open up some place for them. The result is that the
Government are being continually bored to find places for
all kinds of people, when there are in reality 90 to 95 per
cent. more in the country holding certificates than are
wanted. Now, I do not think that is a proper state of
things, and I do not think the system will commend itself
to the country. There if another question which 1 think is
closely allied to this. The manner in which people are
admitted to the Civil Service tends very largely to augment
the number that are removed by superannuation. We
have a large number now on the superannuation list, and
no doubt from political influence many people are admitted
to the Civil Service who should never have got a place
there. In many instances a young man is urged upon the
Government, and after boing kept for some time, perhaps
for years, the Government do not like to turn him on the
street again. They would rather put up with the very
inefficient service such a young man is capable of
rendering than give his friends a chance to find fault,
and say that he was first admitted and then turned
out. ln many instances, I have no doubt, men are kept
performing duties that are inefficiently performed, are
i eceiving salaries much greater than they are worth. I
cannot understand why, when we meet here in Parliament,
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the frst month of the Session is gone through before we
have any of the documents laid before us that are prepared
by the Civil Service. I think if efficiency was the rule we
sbould have the papers laid before Parliament in a more
efficient and forward condition when we meet here than
they are. I do not wish to reflect on any of the Depart-
ments. In some of them perhaps the work is increasing,
but I think some determined effort should be made by the
Government to see that the work in the several Depart-
ments here should be in a more forward condition when
Parliament meets, so that we F hould not be here waiting for
a month for a number of returns that should be brought
down early. Now, in Ottawa, there are 140 clerks, receiv-
ing an annual average salary of $1,346.66, und I do not
think you could find in any other part of the Dominion
such a proportion of clerks drawing an equ-l salary. I do
not see the necessity of adding $50 a year to the salary of
a man who is getting $1,200 or $1,500 a year, especially in
a country like ours, where the price of everything is mode-
rate. lu addition to this, last year these 140 clerks
have been paid $412 each for extra services, which makes
an average payment to each clerk of $1,758.66. Now, I
think that is a very handsome allowance, and any clerk
receiving that amount should be satisfied to live on it, without
any increase, and considering the limited amount of work
the Civil Service clerks have to do. They only serve six
bours a day, and if they devoted the balance of their time
to purposes of their own, they ought to be able to lay by
money upon a salary of that kind. I think this Civil Service
Act ought tobe altered in toto. I would prefer to see the whole
Act wired out, and something different altogether adopted,
so that allthis political influence to obtain poàitions for friends
might be removed, and that the members of the Govern-
ment would not be under the necessity of meeting the
wishes of their friends in this respect. I think in all proba-
bility we should get a more efficient service, and the Gov-
ernment would be free from the worry they must
be now subjected to, in trying to please their friends.
The remarks dropped by the leader of the Opposi-
tion were very pertinent to this question. I think
that the present Act is simply a sham. It only
places the Government in a position in which they will
have to submit to a certain amount of worry in order to
find places and positions for their hangers-on and political
friends. The result is, we have more cleiks than we would
otherwise have, and have men also appointed to positions,
the duties of which they are unable efficiently to discharge.
To get rid of such men, the Government makes use of the
superannuation system, so that the one thing helps the
other, and the result is, we have at present a superannuated
class of 433 men, walking about doing nothing and drawing
an allowance of $200,000 a year, while we are paying
others full salary to do their work. There is no class in
the Dominion better paid than the public servants, and who
.do less work for ther money they receive; there are
none who have easier times or greater privileges, and,
everything considered, a stop should be put to all this.
Hon. gentlemen opposite will find, when the country gets
thoroughly educated to the operations of this system, the
people will rise and rebel against it; and I shall be glad
if they would, because it is high time a stop should be made
to the working of an Act which will add very considerable
to the burdens of the country if passed in its present shape.
I hàpe the hon. the Secretary of State will take the ques-
tion into serions consideration, and withdraw the Bill, on
the understanding that something in the character of what
hasbeen suggested on this side of the House be adopted, so
as to make the service much less expensive, without impair-
ing its efficiency. I consider it my duty to make these
remarks, because I think it is the duty of every man toi
speak his mind when a question of such great importance
4s this is before the louse,

Mr. FISHER. The discussion which has arisen on this
Bill this afternoon has shown that notwithstanding the
efforts which the hon. the Secretary of State has made
towards improving the law, which is in his special charge,
he has evidently not succeeded, according to the views of a
great many members of this Honse. Not only is that the
case, but when we reflect upon the words of the First
Minister this afternoon, it is very evident that the law,
which the hon. the Secretary of State has been attempting
to amend, does not really embody the essential principles
of that law which the First Minister so largely extolled this
afternoon. As I understood his words, he held up to us, as
an example to be followed, the Civil Service law in England,
and expressed his admiration for that law, chiefly on the
ground that by it the civil service was entirely removed
from any question of party stripe. Now, as I understand
the Civil Service examinations in England, they are so
removed ; and why ? Because, chiefly, I might almost say
entirely, the rule is laid down in them that office and pre-
ferment should be given as the result of competitive exami-
nation; that is to say, the grade in which a competitor
passes at the examination determines the question of his
obtaining his promotion or the place he desires, and more
than that-

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I would ask the hon. gentleman to
keep to the question. It is all very well to waste the time
of the House, as hon. gentlemen opposite have done in dis-
cussing, three or four times over, the principle of the Bill;
but I think that now the hon. gentleman should keep to the
question proposed in the amendment before the Chair.

Mr. FISHER. The question which we are discussing
involves, to a great extent, the principles of the Bill. The
Bill is a Bill to amend the whole Civil Service Act of the
country.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Does the hon. gentleman know what
is the question before the Chair ?

Mr. FISHER. Certainly.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. I doubt it.
Mr. FISHER. I have heard the amendment which, has

been placed before the louse, and I know perfectly well
what it is, and what it is aiming at. The question to which
I have alluded is, I think, wholly within the purview of the
amendment, which is entirely directed towards effecting
economy in the Civil Service of the country, and that
economy can best be accomplished by removing the Civil
Service wholly,from the arena of party strife; otherwise,
we cannot possibly accomplish the end the mover of this
amendment has in view. Hon. gentlemen opposite, in
carrying ont their desire to reward their supporters, with
disregard to the economy of the public service, and instead
of dealing with the question entirely in the view of the
interests of the public service, will do so with the desire to
reward political favorites. I believe that the example which
has been held out to us by England is one that ought to be
followed by us.

Mr. BOWELL. I rise to a question of order. I would
like your ruling, Mr. Speaker, on the question as to
whether an amendment proposed to the third reading of a
Bill, a full discussion of the merits and principles of the
Bill, is in order. Such discussion has been had already, over
and over again ; and if it is to be repeated on each amend-
ment, there will be no end to it. The question before the
House, as embodied in the amendment, is that a certain
clause, which grants to an officer, on his performing the
duty of another and a higher officer, on account of the
death or illness, or the unavoidable absence of the other,
shall receive lis salary for the time being. The hon. gen-
tleman claims that that involves the whole principle of the
Bil, and I must ask your ruling on this point.
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Mr. DALY. On the motion for a third reading of a Bill,
when there is an amendment of this sort put before the
House, it is competent for hon. gentlemen to enter very
largely into the discussion of the Bill; but they should con-
fine themselves as much as possible to the resolution in
amendment. At tke same time, I do not think the hon.
gentleman has gone so far as to necessitate my calling him
to order.

Mr. BOWELL. What has the examination system in
England to do with this amendment ?

Mr. FISHER. I eau assure you, Mr. Speaker, and the
House, that I have no desire whatever to take up the time
of the louse unnecessarily. I desire simply to deal with a
question which I consider to be within the scope of the
amendment now before us, and I regret that I have even
laid myself open in any sense to the imputation that I may
have gone beyond that, and will try to the utmost to follow
the ruling you have laid down. I was referring to the
English Civil Service Act, and our desire in dealing with
our Civil Service Act was to adopt that as our standard, as
an example we would do well to follow. The amendment
of the hon. member for Queen's, P. E. 1. (Mr. Davies)
is one the object of which is to restrict extravagance
in the Civil Service. In doing se my hon. friend has
attempted to do away with what may be considered by hon.
gentlemen opposite a very small piece of extravagance,
but one which I consider to be absolutely unnecessary for
the efficient working of the service. The amendment is to
the 52nd section of this Bill, second clause, which roads
as follows :-

'' When the duties of any superior officer or clerk, during his absence,
or by reason of bis demise, but not through superannuation, are contin-
ously performed by an officer or clerk of an inferior claes or junior rank,
during a period of more than three months, the officer or clerk perform-
ing such duties may, on the report of the deputy head, concurred in by
the head of the Department, by Order in Council, and provided that
funds are available under parliamentary vote for such payment, receive,
in addition to his ordinary pay, the difference between such ordinary
pay and the pay of the officer or clerk whose duties he bas performed,for the time he has performed such duties."
The amendment declares that the contrary should be the
case; that the clerk or inferior officer who performs these
duties, should continue to receive the pay he would receive
in his ordinary capacity, and I think that, independent of
any question of increased cost to the Civil Service to be
brought about by this clause, it is.but reasonable that such
officer should receive only his pay in the capacity in which
he ordinarily serves. Supposing that an officer is perform-
ing the duties of a higher position; if he is able to perform
those duties, one of two things must follow; either he ought
ordinarily to be receiving the pay which these duties deserve,
and which the officer who usually performs them gets, or the
officer who usually performs those duties only ought to be
getting the pay which this other inferior officer usually gets.
If that inferior officer is able to perform these duties, there
is no reason whatever, in common sense, why another officer
should receive higher pay for performing the same duties.
But if this lower officer is capable in every way efficiently
to perform these duties, he should receive the higher
remuneration therefor. But I find, in this report of the
Civil Service Commissioners, which has been so frequently
referred to here to-day, and which I consider more valuable
than almost any report which has lately been issued in the
publie service, a recommendation that we--

"Provide with equal stringency that promotions shall only be made
to actual vacanclès, and then only upon the certificate of the head of the
Department as to fitness, and of the Civil Service Board that the qualifi-
cations of the person it is proposed to promote have been satisfactorily
established, both as to character, business habits and knowledge of the
duties required of the incumbent of the office to which it is proposed to
make the appointment."

Now, Sir, in the circumstance which this sub-section alludes
to, there has been no such test of the incumbent's qualifi-
cation for the office he is going to fill; there has been no

Mr. BOWZLL.

test as to whether he is qualified by his knowledge of the
duties of the office. I have nothing whatever to say against
the hon. gentleman's qualification test as to the character,
business habits, etc., because probably an official who has been
allowed to carry ont the duties of the inferior office must
have been able to meet this test in regard to those points.
But as to the knowledge required for the fulfilment of the
duties of this new office, there is no test whatever; and I
think I may safely conclude that in a very large majority
of cases the gentleman who lias been temporarily put into
another office will not perform the duties of that office
competently or efficiently, or in the way in which the
ordinary incumbent would be able to perform them; and
the result would be that these duties would not be per-
formed so well as they were by the ordinary incumbent,
and therefore the temporary occupant should not receive
the remuneration which the ordinary incumbent of the office
would receive. There are two reasons why, in this section,
the superior office may be filled by an inferior officer. One
is, that in the case of leave of absence. Now, Sir, I suppose
that, as a rule, where aun officer has been away from his
Department for over three months, he as probably got leave
of absence. If his duties are being performed by another
officer during his leave of absence, this permanent officer
is probably receiving his full salary. It is due to the
Department generally that some of the officialis in that
Department should take their own share in doing such
work. In any Department there must be leave of absence
granted to one or other members of that Department
almost continuously, and if on such an occasion an inferior
officer is obliged to do the work of a superior officer, prob-
ably on anothor occasion that man himself would get leave
of absence, and then perhaps the superior officer would have
to do his work. Under such circumstances, I do not
think it is any hardship at all to ask that any one offi-
cer of a Department may be obliged to do the work
of some other officer, who may happen to be absent for a
short time in the way I allude to, as a matter of conven-
ience, and to accommodate his fellow official. In the case
of a demise, which is the only other reason given for the
substitution of one official for another, I do not see why
th at should be allowed to take place frequently. When an
official dies, it seems to me it is the duty of the Government
to fill his place immediately, so far as is consistent with the
public service; and I believe they ought to be able to pro-
duce most satisfactory reasons for departing from the
course laid down, which is, that they should fill these offices
as soon as possible by the person next in grade in that
Department. If this were doue, as I believe it ought to be
done, and as promptly as possible, there would practically
be no necessity for this section in the law. The superior
office would be filled by the successor of the officer who
had just died, and the result would be that, instead of a
temporary occupancy of that office, the official would only
get his rights, and be able to succeed the former official and
get the full salary and the permanency, instead of taking
the office as a mere temporary expedient. I will not go
into the other reasons which have been given by the hon.
member for Wellington (Mr. McMullen), but I consider that
even although the economy that would be accomplished by
expunging this section is not a very important economy in
itself, it is still of sufficient importance to justify this louse,
in my opinion, in supporting the amendment of my hon.
friend, which I intend to do.

House divided on amendment of Mr. Davies, p. 1297.
Eis:

Messieurs
Armstrong,
Auger
Bain (ientworth)e
Béchard,
Bernier,

Fairbank,
F'isher,
Fleming,
Forbes,
Geoffrion,

McCraney,

Mulock,
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Blake, Gillmor, Peterson (Brant),
Bourassa, Gunn, Platt,
Burpee, Harley, Ray,
Cameron (Huron), Holton, Rinfret,
Cameron (Middlesex), lunes, Somerville (Brant),
Campbell (Renfrew), Irvine, Somerville (Bruce),
Cartwright, Jackson, Springer,
Casey, King, Sutherland (Oxford),
Casgrain, Kirk, Trow,
Catudal, Landerkin, Vail,
Cockburn, Langelier, Watson,
Cook, Laurier, Weldon,
Davies, Lister, Wilson,
Edgar, Livingstone, Yeo.-57.

NAys:
Messieurs

Abbott, Dundas, McCallum,
Allison, Dupont, McCarthy,
Bain (Soulanges), Farrow, McDougald (Pictou),
Baker (Missisquoi), Ferguson(L'de & Gren.),McDougall (C. Breton),
Baker (Victoria), Ferguson (Welland), McLelan,
Beaty, Gagné, McNeill,
Bell, Gault, Massue,
Benoit, Gigault, Moffat,
Bergeron, Girouard, Montplaisir,
Bergin, Gordon, Pinsonneault,
Billy, Grandbois, Pope,
Blondeau, Guilbault, Pruyn,
Bossé, Guillet, Reid,
Bourbeau, Hackett, Riopel,
Bowell, Hall, Robertson (Hastinga),
Bryson, Hesson, Ros,
Burnham, Hickey, Royal,
Burns, Homer, Rykert,
Cameron (Inverness), Hurteau, Small,
Carling, Jamieson, Smyth,
Caron, Jenkins, Sproule,
Chapleau, Kaulbach, Stairs,
Cimon, Kilvert, Taschereau,
Coughlin, Kinney, Tassé,
Coursol, Kranz, Taylor,
Curran, Labrosse Temple,
Cuthbert, Landry (Kent), Townshend,
Daly, Landry (Montmagny), Tupper,
Daoust, Langevin, Vanasse,
Dawsont Lesage, Wallace (York),
Desaulmers (àfaski'gé), Macdonald (King's), White (Hastings),
Desaulniers (St. M'rice),Macdonald (Sir John), Wigle,
Dickinson, Mackintosh, Wood (Brockville),
Dodd, McMillan (Vaudreuil), Wood (Westm'id).-103,
Dugas,

Amendment negatived.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have to announce that

the following telegram has been received:-
" Pitt policemen under Dickens arrived by river at Battleford this

morning. One killed, one wounded. Previous to leaving, all the settlers
with MeLean gone into the Indian camp."

I understand that McLean is the Indian agent.
,'Mr. PATERSON (Brant). What does that mean-"' gone

into the Indian camp? "
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not know. I have

read all that I have.

CIVIL SERVICE ACTS AMENDMENT.
Mr. LISTER. During the past three or four days, while

measures of very great importance to this country were under
discussion, hon. gentlemen on the other side of the House
took the opportunity of charging members on this side with
attempting to waste the time of the flouse. I desire again to
remind the hon. the Secretary of State, although he has
been frequently reminded of that fact during these dis-
cussions, that the flouse was called here for the transaction
of business on the 29th January last; that we have been
sitting here from that time up to the present, and that,
during the whole of that time, no measures of importance
have been brought before us until a very recent date. It
is a scandal and a disgrace to the Government of the day to
have called hon members here at a time of the year when
they would have been botter at home, without

first being prepared to submit to Parliament those
measures for -which they called us together. If
there has been any waste of time the Government
must be responsible for it, and must answer to the country
for it. We are deputed by the people of this country to
come here and discuss such measures as may be laid before
Parliament, and we are not discharging that duty honestly,
we are not faithfully observing the promises which we made,
if we do not give that amount of discussion to all measures
submitted to Parliament which their importance deserves.
ffow little hon. gentlemen on the other side of the House
regard this duty is of no importance to us. We have a duty
to discharge, and members on this side will discharge it,
regardless altogether of what hon. members on the other
side may think. It bas been noticeable, throughout this
whole Parliament, that hon. members have sat in the back
benches on the other side of the House, prepared to vote for
any measure that the Government thought proper to intro-
duce, and to vote for it without any discussion at all. They
may think that that is discharging fairly and honestly what
they have been sent here to discharge. The country,
perhaps, may take a different view of the matter. If they
are here merely for the purpose of recording their votes, they
might have sent those votes to the Speaker, and save the coun-
try the expense of their presence in Parliament. I can only
say that, no matter what they may consider to be their duty,
I consider it to be mine, at all events, to speak freely, and
whatever I feel inclined to speak, notwithstanding the
interruptions of hon. gentlemen on the other side of the
House. I may say that I do not consider it is fair treat-
ment to me, at all ovents, who have always listened pationtly
to whatever they may have thought proper to say, whether
it was ab6urd or not, and it hias been very often absurd, I
must confess. So far as our Civil Service system is con-
cerned, I say it is a farce. I say that the examinations under
the Civil Service Act are a simple comedy. To say that
this is any test as to the fitness of a candidate, as to the
fitness of a person who seeks employment in the public
service, to my mind is nonsense. I know that it is no
ground for promoiion or for employment in the publie
service, that a man has passed the Civil Service examination.
The ability with which he has passed that examination
gives him no priority, se far as mployment is concerned.
In that respect the whole systet is a -Tarce. We know that,
on the Civil Service examination list to-day, there are hun-
dreds ofyoung men who have passed creditable examinations,
and, if their right to be employed in the Civil Service was in
accordance with the examination they have passed, they
would be employed, but we know that the employment is
not in accordance with the creditabrle character of the
examination, but that the employment is dependant
upon the political influence that these men can sonure
for the purpose of getting positions in the service. It
is a fact that men who have passed this examination,
months -yes, years ago-are to-day unemployed, while to my
own knowledge, others who passed but recently, but were
able to get together the influence which was necesary,
have secured positions in the public service. That is not
as it ought to be. If we have a Civil Service, it should be
composed of men who have not secured their appointments
by political influence and favor, but these appointments
should be secured by the ability which they show in these
examinations, regardless entirely of what their political
feelings or leanings may be. That is not the position of this
country to-day, and as a Canadian, desiring to see our Civil
Service not filled by a parcel of place-hunters, not fllled by
men who know their appointment is dependent entirely
upon the political influence of a particular political party.
I would that the positions in the Civil Service were filled
by men who go to discharge the duties, unwedded to one
political party or the other, and who have no object but the
object and desire to serve the country faithfully and well.
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We know that it is not the case to-day, and I would it was
the case, because I believe the service would be
more efficient and the people of the country would
get a better consideration for what they spend .In
looking over this Bill I find that the Secretary of State
wants to take to himself powers which he never had before.
Sub-section 2 of section 8 provides that the board of exam-
iners shall be supervised by the Secretary of State. I find
further, in section 10, that all appointments to the Civil
Service shall be during pleasure, and no person shall be
appointed or promoted to any position, below that of a
deputy head, unless he has passed the requisite examination.
In 1880, I think, a commission was appointed, for the pur-
pose of investigating and reporting upon the whole ques-
tion of Civil Service reform. I find that section 36 of that
report read thus:

" Having arrived at the conclusion above stated as to the advantages
of the system we recommend, we have now to propose the means of
giving effect to our suggestion. This, we believe, can only be satisfac-
torily accomplished by the constitution of a Board of Civil Service Com-
missioners, as free from political influence as the judiciary happily is.
To the action of this board we propose to refer all those questions which
heretofore have hampered and imperrilled the administration of the
Civil Service. We propose that this board shahl be composed of men
holding an independent position and capable of obtaining general con.
fidence, the board to consist of three members, one of whom shall be a
French Canadian, the members to be appointed in the same manner
and hold office on the same tenure as the judges. We believe that the
decisions ofan impartial tribunal, thus constituted, would command the
respect and confidence of the public and of the service."

As the law is to-day, a board of examiners is appointed.
That board is under the control of the Secretary of State,
and holds office during pleasure. It is needless to say that
a board, constituted as that board is, must, to a greater or
less extent, be under the influence of the Secretary of State,
and, perchance, of other members of the Government. The
leader of the Government often tells this House that our
legielation is inspired by the legislation of England. If the
Secretary of State would adopt the law as it exists in Eng-
land-providing it is determined to continue the Civil
Service examinations-if he would make perfect the Civil
Service of this country, he would, in this respect, adopt
the law that has been and is in force in England. Under
that law a Board of Civil- Service Commissioners is
appointed, and that board employs and controls the
examiners. The Governmont and, no momber of the
Government has anything to do with the examiners.
They have no power over the commissioners, who
hold office during good behavior. Their tenure of
office is fixed, as much so as is that of the judges of the land;
and so long as they conduct themselves properly the Govern-
ment bas no right to dismiss them. They are there, to a
certain extent, and a far as it is possible to make them,
entirely independent of the Goverument. That board
of commissioners has, as I have stated, the right to
appoint examinere. As the law exists in England, the
Civil Service is entirely free from political influence. No
member of Parliament, be his influence and power great or
small, can affect one iota the appointment of a civil servant.
That is as it ought to be. To-day our system in Canada is a
pernicious system. To-morrow the Government that is in
power to-day may be out of power, and another party may
have taken its place. It places the members of the
Civil Service in a false position. Whon many hundreds
of them have been appointed by hon. gentlemen oppo-
site, it leaves them open to the suspicion of the men
who succeed the Government of the day that they are-
false to those who thon may occupy the Treasury
benches. It is not right that civil servants should be
subjected to all this suspicion, no matter how groundless
it may be. I do not charge the civil servants of this coun-
try with any impropriety of that kind; but I do feel that
civil servants are open to suspicion, if anything goes wrong
in a Department and information leaks out, that they are
allowing their political infiences to override what ehould

Mr, LIsTN.

be their proper sense of duty. Under the English system,
no such thing is possible. The board of commissioners are
appointed and they cannot ho removed, except for cause.
They appoint a board of examiners, and every office in the

yvil Service is recommended by the board of commissioners.
So that hon. gentlemen will see that sncb would be exceed-
ingly difficult, unless the board of commissioners could ho
approached and they could so far forget the sense of duty
which should actuate them in the discharge of so important
a duty; and I am safe in saying that no one would attempt
to use influence with respect to them. There are men of
all political creeds in the Civil Service. The question is not
asked whether ho is a Liberal or Conservative; but his
fitness is proved by the examination, and in due time ho
receives his appointment. How different that is from the
plan in this country. To-day, as I have said, hundreds of
young men throughout the length and breadth of the coun-
try have been seeking to pass the examinations before the
Civil Service examiners, which they consider should entitle
them to a position in the service. As has been properly
remarked by the hon, member who preceded me, for months
and years successful candidates have carried their certifi-
cates in their pockets, expecting day by day and month by
month to get appointments, when they should have been
devoting their energies to somothing else, that would have,
no doubt, proved more beneficial to themselves and the
country. Is that a proper position for the service to occupy.
When it is not desired to appoint these men, they are told
that between 500 and 600 candidates are in advance of them.
This House and this country owes it to themselves
to have a Civil Service free of all political bias,
a Civil Servico that recogises only the Government of the
country, no matter whethoer that Government may ho filled,
for the time being, with Conservatives or Reformers. I say,
Sir, it is discreditable to this country to find, when elections
are going on, men occupying positions in the Civil Service
acting as partisans for one party or the other, and, going
further, and advocating the elections on one side or the
o ther. Not only so, but I believe that, in order to place
themr apart from the political turmoil which is incident to
every country with free institutions, it would be just to
those men, it would be doing them a real service, if they
were not permitted to vote ut all. I believe it would have
the effect of purifying and elevating the public service of
this country, and enabling those mon to discharge more
satisfactorily the duties which they have to discharge in
the offices they occupy. Now, Sir, it seems to me, so far as
I have been able to judge, that the whole aim and object of
hon, gentlemen opposite is to make places for placemen. I
regret that this should be the case at the present time. I
regret, Sir,Ihat in view of our present financial position it
should be necessary for the Government to take any such
position as would incroase the burthens of this already over-
taxed country. What do we find, Sir ? We find that the con-
dition of this country to-day is deplorable in theextreme. We
find that the condition of the country is such that, during the
present fiscal year, there will ho an expenditure of, I am
safe in saying, $35,000,000. We can look back a few years
and we are reminded that some six years ago that expendi-
ture was only $23,500,000, and that in the short space of six
or seven years this Administration bas succeeded in rolling
up the annual expenditure of the country by something over
$ 12,000,000. lu view of that fact, I say the Government
should strain every norve and use every exertion to reduce
in every possible way the expenditure of the country,
because, as I say, this country is to-day overburthend with
taxation ; it is fairly exhausted. But, as Istated a moment
ago, it seems to be the policy of hon. gentlemen opposite,
instead of economising the public resources of the country,
to take every stop possible for the purpose of increaing
that already great and enormous expenditure. If the
Finance Minister were in his place, I would take this
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opportunity of reminding him that when he sought election
in 1878 lie stated to the people of this country that, if the
Conservative party were returned to power, he would be
able to conduct the public affairs of this country under an
annual expenditure of $22,500,000. I would ask him if he
remembers that promise, and I would ask him to explain how
he carried it out. We have, in addition to that, a public debt,
amounting, I believe, to something like $270,000,000, and
that, Sir, in a young country like this is appalling. The
people have not considered fairly and properly the position
they are in financially. Yet, Sir, in the face of that enorm-
ously increasing annual expenditure, I repeat that it seems
to be the aim and object of the Government to add to the
burthens of this already overtaxed country. Now, Sir, I
can only say that, so far as this statute is concerned, I
think the clause which the Secrotary of State proposes to
insert here, giving him the power to supervise the actions
of the board.of examiners, is a pernicious clause. I think,
Sir, it is a power which the Secretary of State should not
seek to get hold of. These examiners should not be con-
trolled by him. These examiners should be free to dis-
charge the duty which the law casts upon them, without
any influence from the Secretary of State or any other
persons. It seems to me that, in attempting to take this
power, the Secretary of State has some ulterior object ; ho
has some motive which is not explained to this House. Is
it that in amending and consolidating this Act the Secretary
of State seeks to take a power which is not given to him in
the old Act. Is it that ho may control this board ? Does
the board require to be controlled by the Soretary of
State? Does the board not know what its duties are?
Have men been appointed who are not prepared to dis-
charge those duties ? If they have, then they should be
dismissed and others put in their places. But if men of
integrity have been appointed to those positions, then the
Secretary of State should not attempt to interfere with
them, lie should not take the power of interfering with
them, because the mere fact that this power exists may
have the effect of interiering with those men, and causing
thom to discharge their duties less satisfactorily than they
would otherwise do; in a word, it would, to a certain extent,
hamper the powers which this statute gives to them. I
say that, in this regard, this statute is not a good one, that
it should not be approved by this House. I say that we
should adopt the system which has been adopted in Eng-
land, namely,bthe appointment of a board of commissioners,
who should be empowered to provide for examinations, to
recommend all appointments and promotions, and that in
no way whatever should the Government have the power
of influencing or interfering with them in any way, but
that their decisions in everything coming under their con-
trol should be absolute and final. In that way we would
have an efficient Civil Service-a Civil Service removed
from ait political bias. If continued as it is, it must be as
it has been, a body of political partisans. It is a matter of
regret to all who take an interest in this country that such
a state of affairs should exist. It is always a matter of
regret that these men, who should be above ail party or
political influence, should for a moment rest under the
suspicion that they would be influenced in favor of one
party or the other, and in order to remove that difficulty,
in order to place those men where they ought to be, I think
that the Act should ho amended in the ways I have briefly
and feebly attempted to point out. I beg to move:

That the said Bill be not now read the third time, but be referred
back to the Committee of the Whole, with instructions to amend the
same by providing, in accordance with the recommendations of the
Civil 8ervice Commission of 1880, for the appointment of a Board of
Civil Service pommissioners, to hold office during g'od behavior, and
to whom shal be referred aIl those questions which have bitherto
hampered and impaired the administration of the Civit Service; and by
atriking out the second sub-section of section 8, which provides that the
boards of examiners shall be supervisd by the Beeretary ofSate. I

Mr. CASEY. I have great pleasure in supporting this
amendment. I have already, during the course of the dis-
cussions on this Bill, called attention to the fact that the best
law imaginable concerning the Civil Service would become
and remain a nullity as long as the execution of it is-left in
the hands of a political Minister. Laws concerning the
Civil Service are meant to be a check on Ministers in the
exercise of patronage. As long as thoy are allowed to b.
the judges of what is consistent with tho law and what is
not, the check does not exist. In order to impose an
effectual check on the undue exercise of patronage, and
proper restrictions as to the character of those who are
admitted into the service, it is necessary, first, to have a
good law, and, secondly, to have that law administered by a
board impartial and judicial in its tenure of office and in its
manner of looking at such questions as these. The hon
Secretary of State and other hon. gentlemen opposite who
have discussed the question have seemed hitherto unable to
separate the idea of a Board of Civil Service Commissioners
from that of a Board of Civil Service Examiners, such as we
have in Canada. The hon. gentleman who has preceded me
has pointed out clearly and concisely the difference between
the two boards. In England the Board of Civil Service Qom-
missoners are the actual heads of the service; in their
hands lie recommendations for appointments and promo-
tions, the management and discipline of the service, and, in
fact, all other matters connected with the routine of that
service. The Ministers l1ave not only no control over
appointments or promotions, but they have no power to
interfere with the discipline of the service or with ordi-
nary departmental routine, with regards to individuals. This
I consider a most wholesome and necessary provision in the
English system, and one which should be adopted here. I
had hoped that, had ho been prosent, we should have had
the aid of the right hon. Premier himself on this occasion. I
regret that ho was not here to vote for the amendment I
made in furtherance of his speech in the afternoon, and I
regret that hoe is not here to-night to give his support to
this amendment in continuation of his own suggestion
as to the introduction of the English system into
Canada ; but I am comforted by the hope that although
ho takes no part in the debate or in the voting in the
iloube on the question, his influence will work mightily
amongst the members of the Cabinet, and that the views
ho so vigorously expressed in the few remarks he made
will take root and bear fruit in the near future, in the form
of such changes as are now suggested. I say that the
amendment proposed by the hon. member for Lambton
(Mr. Lister) is as necessary to the proper carrying out of
the Civil Service Act as the introduction of the competitive
system, or any other of the reforms constituting the much-
admired English system, and for that reason 1 have great
pleasure in supporting it. As I say, I have a great hope
that it will ultimately, if not now, prevail, and that in this
instance, as in others, the Government will allow them-
selves to be persuaded into doing what agrees, I have no
doubt, with the individual sense of ail mombers of the
flouse and the country, and the experience of that other
country from whose experience we have learned so much.

Amendment (Mr. Lister) negatived on the same division

Mr. MULOCK moved:

That the Bill be not now read a third time, but be referred back to a
Committee of the Whole House, with instructions to smend the same by
providing that Civil Service examiners shall not he appointed, perman-
ently, but only for the purpose of the examinations then pending, but who
shall be eligible for ie-appointment; that such examinations abIl be
held at convenient points throughout the Dominion, but only when
neceszary in the public interest.

He said : We have already discussed this point in com-
mittee, where a motion to the same effect was moved and
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voted down. I simply wish now to call the attention of the
House to what is involved in the amendment. It appears
that there are now nearly 3,000 candidates who have passed
the entrance examination, and who are eligible for appoint-
ment; and the probability is, that if we continue to hold these
examinations as frequently as heretofore, we shall soon have
thousands upon thousands of candidates for appointments
in the Civil Service, and no vacancies for them. Now, it
seems to me a useless expenditure of public money to hold
examinations when there are no vacancies, or when it is
not necessary in the public interost that such exami-
nations should be held. At present the Secretary of
State holds four examinations each year for entrance-
An entrance examination in May and a supplementary
examination a little later, and then an entrance examination
in November and a supplemetary somewhat later-in all
four entrance examinations in each year. This system of
holding examinations is calculated to demoralise the youth
of the country. It seems to me that the Secretary of State
entirely misapprehends the object of the Civil Service
examinations. In my opinion, they should not be held any
oftener than is necessary to keep up the supply of candidates
to enter the service. Then, with regard to the examiners,
I have pointed out before that the appointment of a perma-
nent staff is wholly unnecessary. They will not continue at
their present number. If I can venture to prophecy at all,
and if the Secretary of State should long continue in his
present office, we will be able th turn back to this debate
and show that the prophecies of today are carried out,
when we will find him coming down to this House, from
timo to time, asking for the appointment of more and
more permanent officers, who will finally bccomc a
great permanent expense to the people. The scheme
suggested in the resolution will obviate all such objections;
it recommends the appointment of men, for the time
being, throughout the country, wherever examinations
are hold. It is a compliment to a deserving class, and a
compliment is due to others than those who may be per-
manently in the service of the country. The country is
well supplied with material, throughout its length and
breadth, for the purpose of providing examiners. It is to
be borne in mind that these examinations must be held at
different points, betwoen the Atlantic and the Pacifie, and
it is not possible for the examiners, whosc head office is in
Ottawa, to efficiently conduct such examinations. For these
reasons I regret deeply that the Secretary of State has per-
sistently refused to consider any of these objections, or
even to discuss them. He has not condescended to discuss
them in this House, but he may have an opportunity of
discussing them on some other occasion. Certainly this Bill,
with all its objectionable features, will not be forgotten. I
think the Secretary of State has not done his duty towards
this louse in declining to enter into any discussion on
the Bill, or on the proposed amendments to it, but silently vot-
ing and calling on bis friends to silently vote. When we were
in committee on his resolutions, very few members of the
House were present; not one quarter of the strength of the
House was present. The resolutions were then thoroughly dis-
cussed, and the Secretary of State dechined to adopt any of the
suggestions proposed, but he gave no reasons for dechiuing.
It was not his right to dechne, without assigning reasons in
committee, but when the matter came before the Hlouse,
and all the members were present, it was his duty to at
least attempt to sustain the principles of this Bill by argu-
ment. He did not make the attempt, but I think, with
these amendments on record and the arguments advanced
lu their favor, the time will come when he will have reason
to regret that some of the suggestions they embodied were
not considered and adopted.

Amendment negatived on the same division; Bill read the îi
third time on a division.

Mr. MULOOK,

SUPPLY-THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-
WEST.

Mr. CARON moved:
That the House resolve itself into committee of Supply on His Excel-

lency's Message, with Estimates and Message, with reference to
$700,000 to meet expenses of North-West troubles.
He said: I regret to say that in consequence of illness
the hon. the Minister of Finance is not ifi his seat to-night,
and in his absence I have to make this motion. Under the
presentcircumstances Ineed hardly explain tothe House that
the amount now asked for is for the purpose of meeting the
expenses incurred and to be incurred for the troubles in the
North-West, and I am perfectly certain that, under present
circumstances, I can count upon hon. gentlemen on the other
side to help us in passing the vote and in concurring in it
immediately. I may say that the amount of money placed
at the disposal of the Department of Militia by the vote
taken has been exhausted, and that it is necessary this vote
should be taken and concurred in immediately. The
amount is made up as follows :-Special credit required for
expenses in connection with the troubles in the North-West:
Estimate of amount required for a period of two months
for pay and subsistance, etc., of 4,000 troops placed on active
service, average cost, say, $1.50 per head per day; of for
60 days, $360,000; transport $300,000; supply, equipment,
military stores, etc., $40,000; total $700,000.

Mr. BLAKE. I am sure we all regret the circumstances
which prevent the hon. Minister of Finance being here to-night
to make this motion. I can only say that the hon. gentle-
man has not unduly counted upon our readiness to facilitate
the taking of this vote. I have, for some time, expected
that a motion of this description would be laid on the
Table, and I was somewhat surprised that it was so long
deferred; and that, when presented to the House, it was
not earlier considered. It would have been advantageous
that it should have been earlier considered, because it is
unfortunate that the wise rules laid down in regard to
money votes should have to be departed from; but, on the
statement of the hon. gentleman, that the supplies are
absolutely exhausted, and that the public service requires
this immediate concurrence, L shall not interpose any
obstacle to his proceeding with the committee, and obtain-
ing this concurrence, although the ordinary rule, which is
a very wholesome one, has to be departed from. I suppose
that this is to be taken strictly as a vote of credit, for
which an account in detail will be given afterwards, as it is
as impossible, at present, for the hon. gentleman satisfactorily
to defend the details, as it would be for us to criticise them;
and I therefore think it better, in the interests of both
sides of the House, that it should be strictly a vote of
credit, accountable in that way.

Motion agreed to, and ithe House resolved itself into
committee.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. LANGELIER. I see that, in the proposal just sub-

mitted by the Minister of Militia and Defence, there is a
certain amount for the pay of volunteers while on duty. Is
it intended to give only the ordinary allowance for the
volunteers who are on service, or to give them sufficient pay
to support their families ? I know that, at present, in
Quebec, the families of a good many of these volunteers are
supported by public charity. I think this eau be done for
perhaps a few weekq, perhaps for a month, but I do not
think it should be expected that the public would be obliged
to support the families of those volunteers who are giving
their time to the country, more especially when it is rather
humiliating for the families of those who have not been
accustomed to live by public charity. Up to this moment
there has been no complaint, because it has not been

1304



COMMONS DEBATES.

expected that the Government would be prepared to give
these volunteers anything beyond the regular amount
allowed by law ; but, if this is to extend beyond a certain
length of time, I think the Government might consider the
propriety of giving them, not, perhaps, the pay they were
receiving in their ordinary occupations, but enough to sup-
port their families while they are in the service of the
country.

Mr. CARON. The action of the Department of Militia is
controlled altogether by the law. The statute points out
what can be paid to the volunteers on actual service, and
outside of that, of course, I cannot go. We have provided
that any portion of the pay which is given to the men can
be paid over to their families, provided we get proper author-
ity from the mon themselves to pay over that amount to
their families; but outside of that it is, of course, impossible
for the Department to go.

Mr. LANGELIER. I know that if nothing is done it is
impossible for the Government to pay more. No blame is,
as I stated, to be attached to the Government on that
account, because they could not do otherwise. What I
wanted to know was, whether it was proposed by the Gov-
ernment to make a temporary alteration in the law, in order
to pay, if not all the volunteers, at all events those whocan-
not afford to support their families, more thau is allowed by
the law.

Mr. CARON. I am very glad to hear what the hon.
gentleman says, that so far no blame can be attached to the
Government for what has been done. Of course, as far as
providing for what the hon. gentleman bas referred to is
concerned, this vote which I have asked the House to con.
sent to is merely to meet the requirements which I have
already stated to the House, and would not provide for any-
thing contemplated by what the hon. gentleman has said.

Mr. GAULT. I am glad to say that the people of Mon-
treal came nobly to the front, and subscribed over $22,000,
not as a charity, but as a duty we owed to the volunteers,
who have nobly left their homes to put down this rebellion,
for rebellion it is; I do not call it a trouble. The ladies of
Montreal, also, have banded together, and provided a great
many necessities-not necessities, but luxuries-to be sent
forward to the volunteers. Everything that can be done for the
volunteers of Montreal, at all events, is being done for them. I
am very glad to say that we have done everything þossible
to make their stay up there pleasant and comfortable.

Mr. BLAKE. I suppose this vote is taken for the
service of the current year, in the nature of a supplement-
ary estimate ?

Mr. CARON. Yes; for the current year.

Committee rose and reported the resolution.

Report received, by unanimous consent.

Mr, CARON moved concurrence in the report.

Mr. BLAKR Is it the hon. gentleman's intention to
found a Bill on this resolution-a special Bill?

Mr. CARON. It is.

Resolution concurred in.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
tho louse.

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 12:35 a.m.,
Thursday.

161

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TaURDAr, 23rd April, 1885.

The SPEAza took the Chair at Three o'clook.

PRAYEaS.
ST. GEORGE'S DAY.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE moved:
That when this House risses at six o'clock this evening, it do stand

adjourned until to-morrow at three o'clock, in honor of the Patron Saint
of Old England.

He said: My roasons for making this motion may be
stated very briefly. This is St. George's day, the anniver-
sary of the martyrdom of the patron saint of merry Eng-
land,of the little England, great in story, mother of immortal
men. I, Sir, with becoming inodesty, thought it fitting
that I, who bear the glorious name of one of these immortal
men (William Shakespeare), should be the humble indi-
vidual to introduce a resolution intended to do honor to
St. George, to England and to the whole British Empire.
The history of St. George is somewhat obscure; but suffi-
cient is known of him to cause him to be almost universally
recognised as the patron saint of chivalry, a brave soldier,
fearing God but not man; and, Sir, in these times of war
and rumors of war, when stout hearts and strong arms are
of equal and perhaps greater value than the wisdom and
sagacity of the philosopher and politician, the adjournment
of this great political council of this Dominion of ours would
be an appropriate recognition of the services of that great
soldier who died while deposing the enemies of christi-
anity. I have much ploasure, Sir, in moving this resolu-
tion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is quite impossible
that my hon. friend's motion can be carried at this time and
under the present circumstances. I have no doubt that
under ordinary circumstances, we should be very glad to do
honor to St. George and the Red Cross; but juast now there
is so much business before the House that I think we muet
celebrate the day in our hearts and not by an adjournment.

Mr. MITCHELL. Lot him give us a dinner.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the suggestion of my

hon. friend for Northumberland is carried out, I can only
say that the Government will not consider it as a vote of
want of confidence.

Motion negatived.

GOVERNMENT LOANS FRO BANKS.
Mr. CHARLTON asked, The total amount of tomporary

loans obtained by the Government from banks or other
sources up to April 15th, and at that date unpaid, the date
and amount of each such loan and from what source
obtained; the terms of each loan as to time and the rate
of interest payable upon each.

Mr. BOWELL. Some of the banks object to their trans-
actions with the Government being made public, and, as
proviously stated, the rates of interest paid for temporary
loans are not exactly the same in all cases. The Govern-
ment therefore consider it not advisable, in the publie
interest, that the details asked should be given at present.
The sum advanced in London is £10,000 less than was stated
in reply to the Address of the 18th February. No new loan
has been made in Canada since last statement.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-GOVERNMENT
ADVANCES.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT asked, Whether any sum
of money other than or in advance of the amount
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actually due for loan or subsidy, has been advanced by the
Government to the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, an:
if so, what sum was so advanced, and on what terms ?
Whether Government have become responsible for any sum
advanced by other parties to the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company?

Mr. BOWELL. No money has been advanced by the
Government to the Canadian Pacific Railway beyond the
amount actually due for loan or subsidy. The Government
have not become responsible for advances made by other
persons to the Canadian Pacifie Railway.

SHIRTS FOR THE MILITIAý

Mr. RINFRET (Translation) asked, Has Mr. P. H. Cha-
bot, of Ottawa, been awarded a contract for supplying fiannel
shirts for the use of the Militia ? If so, what price does lie
receive per shirt ? By whom is the material supplied, and
at what price per yard ?

Mr. CARON. (Translation.) Last year we asked for
tenders for the supply of fiannel shirts for the militia. The
lowest tender has been accepted, and the contract price was
81.29 per shirt. When the North-West disturbance began
we were obliged to procure a larger number of flannel
shirts, and we gave a contract to Mr. Chabot at the same
price as that which was paid last year under the lowest
tender.

CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT-DRUGGISTS'
LICENSES.

Mr. McCRANEY asked, Are there any provisions in the
Liquor License Law,or the Canada Temperance Act,whereby
county commissioners would be justified in fixing the price
to be charged for druggists' licenses issued in counties
where the Canada Temperance Act is in force?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think it is the
duty of the Government to answer a question of this kind.
The provisions of the two Acts in question speak for them-
seves.

CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT-EXPENSES OF
PROSECUTIONS.

Mr. MOCRANEY asked, Is it the intention of the Gov-
ernment to see that the provisions of the Canada Temper-
ance Act are enforced in counties where adopted, and to
provide funds, and to whom entrusted, to pay the inspector,
prosecuting attorney and other officers, and from what
source are the funds to be taken ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Government will
carry out any obligations imposed upon them by the Canada
Temperance Act, whatever those obligations may be.

HORSES FOR GOVERNOR GENERAL'S BODY GUARD
AND MOUNTED POLICE-A. O. F. COLEMAN.

Mr. TROW asked, Whether the Government, during the
present month, authorised A. O. F. Coleman, of the city of
Ottawa, to purchase horses in the county of Northumber-
land for the Mounted Police or the Governor General's
Body Guard ? What number of horses were purchased ?
When shipped and from what port? Where shipped to ?
Was A. O. F. Coleman employed by the Government in the
month of December, 1881, to purchase horses for the
Mounted Police in the same county ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Government did not,
during the present month, authorise A. O. F. Coleman, of
the city of Ottawa, to purchase horses in the county of
Northumberland for the Mounted Police, or for the Governor
General's Body Guard. A. O. F. Coleman was not employed

Sir RiCRAan CARTWRIGHT.

to purchase horses for the Mounted Police in the samu county
to purchase horses for the Mounted Police in the same county
in December, 1881.

GENERAL M1DDLETON'S INSTRUCTIONS.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether it is true that General
Middloton's instructions are to the effect reported by the
Toronto Mail's correspondent, in its issue of the 20th inst.,
on the authority of a statement made to that correspondent
by General Middleton himself, as follows:-" That the
General's only instructions were to quell the rebellion and
to hang murderers and responsible head men, and these
orders he will carry out? "

Mr. CARON. The General's instructions are to vindicate
the law and to put down armed resistance to it. The other
portion of the question seems so ridiculous that I do not
consider it necessary to be noticed.

JUDICIAL REFORM IN THE TERRITORIES-PETI-
TIONS FROM CALGARY AND ALBERTA.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the Government has
received a petition from the residents of Calgary, North-
West Territory, on the subject of judicial reform in the
Territories, and a petition from the settlers in the district
of Alberta, North-West Territory, on various subjects?
Whether the said petitions will be laid before the House ?
Whether any action has been taken or is contemplated on
any of the subjects referred to in the petitions ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Government have
received, not one, but, I believe several petitions, from
the residents of Calgary and in the vicinity of Calgary,
near the Rocky Mountains, on the subiect of judicial altera-
tion in the Territories. There have been also many petitions
received from settlers in the district of Alberta on various
subjects. The petitions, if moved for, will be laid before the
louse. The action to be taken on various of these subjects,

as may be required, is under the consideration of the Gov-
ernment.

GENERAL INSPECTION ACT, 1874-APPOINTMEMT
OF CHIEF INSPECTOR.

Mr. COSTIGAN moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee of the Whole, to consider the following
resolution:-

Resolved, That it is expedient te amend the General Inspection Act,
1874, and te provide that a chief inspecter of any of the classes of
articles to which the said Act relates, may be appointed, who shall
have power to decide disputes between inspectera and others in regard
to articles inspected, that a deputy inspecter may deal in articles which
he inspects; but shall brand any 'article inspected by him in which he
has a pecuniary interest with the word "owner "; that the city of
Victoria and Port Arthur shall be added to the places mentioned in
section 2 of the said Act; that additional provisions be made as te the
security to be given by inspectera and deputy inspectors ; that the Gov-
ernor in Council may modify the classification of the several articles te
which the said Act relates ;that no inspection of any article shall be
compulsory under the said Act; that the various grades of grain shall
be better defined, and that a board shall meet for the purpose of select-
ing standards of grain for use by inspectera; that further provision shall
be made in relation te the inspection and packing of fish, and especially
of herring, gaspereaux, alewives and cod, and that the Governor in
Council may appoint at any place an inspecter of leather and an
inspecter of raw hides.

He said: The principal change Droposed to be adopted by
this Act is to make the inspection of all staple articles
voluntary. Under the present Act, the inspect'on is
voluntary except for fish and leather. It is voluntary in
two ways. Machinery is provided by the present Act,
leaving it optional to any locality to avail itself of the Act;
for instance, the first thing to be done under the law, as it
now stands, is that the locality should apply to.beset'off
as an inspection district. That being doue, they apply for
the appointment of an inspector. That inspector is
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appointed, having obtained a certificate of qualification
from a local board of examiners. In some districts, I think
in Prince Edward Island, up to the prosent time no appli-
cation has been made to avait themselves of the operation
of the inspection law. I think that, by leaving the inspec-
tion optional, we shall secure a better inspection. Now,
for instance, the irispection of flour is optional, but we find
that most of the flour is inspected, because it is supposed to
give a value to the artiele. In the pi esent Bill, I propose
that all the machinery for inspection shall be open to ever y
community if they think fit to avait themselves of it.
but I do not mean to make the inspection obligatory on any
class of articles herein enumerated, another provision is
not a change, because two years ago we amended the Act to
provide for Manitoba hard wheat. I think the House will
understand that Manitoba grows a class of wheat that excels
any quality of wheat grown upon this contine. t. From ail
we can learn, boards of trade even in the United States,
have admitted that Manitoba hard wheat ranges higher than
any wheat grown on this continent. I propose to give
that its proper grade. Some of our friends in Ontario think
they ought to have hard wheat recognised in this Act also.
My first impression was to ask the House not to put that
classification in the present Bill, but to give power by Order
in Couneil, to give that grade to the wheat in Ontario,
whenever reasonable evidence was given that that class of
wheat was grown. However, I have yielded this point, and
in this Bill I provide that hard Canadian wheat shall be
recognised, so as to meet the requirements of the Ontario
farmers. Another provision in the Act fixes the standard
of barrels of apples and provides for the appointment of a
chief inspector by the boards of trade. I tbink these are
the principal changes made by the measure I now propose.

Mr. DAVIES. Will the hon. gentleman kindly explain
what the nature of the provisions is in reference to the
inspection and packing of fish. He did not rofer to that
part of the resolution, "and cspecially of herring, gaspe-
reaux, alewives and cod."

Mr. COSTIGAN. As these are merely matters of detail,
1 thought it would be better to deal with them in com-
mittee.

Mr. DAVIES. I thought lie might have stated the gen-
oral principle of the provisions, but of course I accept his
statement that it is only a matter of detail. Are the pre.
sent compulsory provisions for the inspection of leather and
raw hides to be abandoned, and is the inspection hereafter
to be voluntary?

Mr. COSTIGAN. It is to be voluntary.
Motion agreed to, and louse resolved itself into Com-

mittee.
(In the Committee.)

Mr. WATSON. I should like to ask the Minister if
it is his intention to introduce into this Bill a special grade
for Manitoba hard wheat ?

Mr. CHARLTON. I should like to ask the Minister
what changes he proposes to make in the grading of red
and white winter wheat.

Mr. COSTIGAN. In answer to the hon. member for
Marquette (Mr. Watson), I would say that we recognise a
class of Manitoba bard wheat. In Ontario, we give a class
of Canadian hard wheat, which, I think, is going perhaps a
little in advance, as there is fnot much of that class pro-
dnced now. I felt disposed to omit that, and to take power
by Order in Council to recognise that grade after evidence
was given that this wheat was grown in Ontario.

Mr. CASEY. The resolution says that the various grades
of grain shall be better defined, and that the board shall

select the standards of grain for use by inspectors. Do I
understand the Minister to say that these various kinds of
grain only refer to spring wheat ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. All grains.
Mr. CASEY. Then the question arises, what change

does lie propose to make in the present classification of fall
wheat ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Perhaps the hon. gentleman had botter
wait till we reach that change in the Bill.

Mr. CASEY. We might as well have some general idea
beforehand. We are considering now the necessity of a
Bill for the botter definition of grain. I take it that the
object of the present resolution in committee, is to affirm
that it is advisable to have a Bill for that purpose; there-
fore before we make any sncli armation, I think we should
be told what are the effects in the presont system of grad-
ing, and why a change is necessary.

Mr. COSTIGAN. On account of the superior excellence
of Manitoba wheat I provide in this Bill for a special classifi.
cation. Looking at the grading fixed by our neighbors to
the south of us, I find that it is necessary to alter the classi-
fication in many respects in order to place our Manitoba
and North-Western farmers in a right position. In Ontario
I do not find that a superior quality of bard wheat is grown
to such an extent as to necessitate a classification; but I
provide in the Bill that it may be classified in case the need
for it should ever arise.

Mr. CASEY. The lon. Minister must know that the best
fall wheat raised in Ontario holds about as eminent a position
amongst winter wheats as the spring whoat of Manitoba
holds amongst the spring wheats grown on the continent;
and I should suppose ho would make some classification with
regard to that, from the terms used in the resolution.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Does the Minister mean in
grading Manitoba hard wheatto adopt the standard of grade
that prevails in Minnesota, where they have a similar
wheat ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. I think we provide a higher standard
than they do in Minnesota, because it is admitted that our
wheat is justly entitled to a higher standard.

Mr. CHARLTON. We have not succeeded in getting an
answer from the hon. Minister with regard to what he pro-
poses to do wlth reference to winter wheat raised in Ontario;
whether the present grades are satisfactory or whether he
proposes to make any change in the mode of grading winter
wheats.

Mr. COSTIGANZ. We propose, as I said before, to give
Ontario wheat a higher classification by calling it hard
wheat, Canadian wheat.

Mr. CASEY. That applios to spring whoat, I understand;
but the question of the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton), which was my own question, referred to fall
wheats, which are almost exclusively grown in the western
part of Ontario.

Mr. COSTIGAN. In this Bill we have provided for
winter wheat.

Mr. CASEY. There are just as many grades of quality
in winter wheat as in spring wheat, and a very great variety
of price between the different grades. If there is any grad-
ing at al of winter wheat, it should correspond with the
actual qualities existing in that kind of wheat. I hope he
will see the propriety of adopting a more definite grading
with regard to these winter wheats,

Mr. COSTIGAN. I may say that the Department are
fully impressed with the importance of this measure. We
have been in continuai communications with the boards of
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trade of the different Provinces, and have been getting
information from every source where it could be procured.
I paid a great deal of regard to the views of the Toronto
Board of Trade, because they take particular interest in
this question. The Bill bas been framed after consultation
with the boards of trade.

Mr. CASEY. But the trouble is we do not know what
is in the Bill yet.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Perhaps we will make more progress
if we take up the different clauses as we reach them.

Mr. CH ARLTON. There is an6ther point upon which I
would like information, and which no doubt the hon. Min-
ister can give. The largest item of export in our agricul-
tural production is barley. That is an important item of
export. I would like to ask the hon. Minister if it is pro-
posed to make any change in the grading of barley. Of
course it is sold now upon American grading. The market
is largely in Oswego, and the mode of grading adopted by
American malsters and dealers is the grading that prevails
here. Does the hon. Minister propose to make any change,
and to adopt a Çanadian standard of gradirg ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. No change is made in the grading of
barley for the simple reason that no change has been asked,
and I do not propose to make any.

Mr. KIRK. Does this Bill apply to the article of fish ?
Mr. COSTIGAN. To all articles.
Mr. COOK. A good many peas are now being destroyed

by bugs, and we can scarcely discover any difference
between the pea that bas a bug, and a pea that has not a
bug. I would like to know whether there is going to be
any change in the inspection of peas.

Mr. COSTIGAN. There is no change in the inspection
of peas. The action of bugs upon peas has not been brought
to our notice.

Mr. KIRK. What effect does the hon, gentleman expect
this clause to have upon the inspection of fish ? It is pro-
posed to leave the inspection optional to fishermen or fish
dealers.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I think I stated that this law at present
provides for voluntary inspection; there is no compulsory
inspection. I believe in inspection, but I believe in thorough
inspection. Under our present law the only articles in
respect of which compulsory inspection is provided are
leather and fish; in regard to all the other staple articles
inspection is voluntary. But although we provide machinery,
there is no compulsory inspectior of either fish or leather
unless application is made by the district to have the Act
applied. So the voluntary principle is admitted by the
present Act, except as regards fish and leather. I take the
article of flour; the inspection is voluntary. Flour, is, how-
ever inspected, and that inspection has a value. As regards
fib, we provide machinery for inspection and we leave in-
spection optional. The inspector knows that under the vol-
untary system, unless he establishes a character for his in-
spection, it will be useless, and no one will have fish
inspected by him. The law has worked so well as regards
flour-and inspection has established tho character of our
flour-that although it is not compulsory still inspection
is made.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman knows that for the
last ton years the law has made the inspection of fish com-
pulsory. A radical change is now proposed by the hon.
Minister, that the compulsory system introduced in 1874,
and which has existed ever since, shall be abandoned. In
making that proposal ho should be able to adduce to the
House some evidence that a demand for the chauge has been
made, either by fishermen or those in the trade. ias there
been anything in the working of the compulsory system

Mr. COsTImAN.

which requires a change from compulisory to voluntary.
Not only was the compulsory system introduced in 1874,
but it was afterwards provided that Newfoundland fish
should be inspected. That was done on the ground that
consumers demanded it. I do not mean to say whether the
voluntary system is right or wrong, but the hon. gentleman
should give the House the data upon which lie
came to the conclusion that the system which has
been in force for ten years should be abolished and a new
system introduced. The hon. gentleman has given no rea-
son. Is the hon.gentleman able to state that any evils have
grown out of the existing system? All I understand him to
state is, that the inspection of certain articles has a com-
mercial value, and he wishes that value to be continued
irrespective of the compulsory system. It seems that the
compulsory system applies to raw hides and leather. I am
aware that the opinion of those engaged in the manufacture
of those articles is that the Act has worked well. Ias any
information been received, either from the inspectors or
those engaged in the sale of raw hides, or manufacturers of
leather, to induce the Minister to repeal the Act which has
been in force ton years, and introduce a new one?

Mr. COSTIGAN. I do not know what the hon, gentle-
man would consider a good reason for the proposed change.
I have given one. I can give him no better reason than
the action of his own Province. I have told him that the
Act to-day is voluntary, except as regards fish and leather.

Mr. DAVIES. That is all I spoke of.
Mr. COSTIGAN. And even as regards fish and leather

inspection is voluntary, optional. It is compulsory just so
soon as you adopt the Act in any district. Does he not
know that since the Act has been in force, inspection has
been optional in his own Province as it has never asked to
have the Act placed in operation there ? The hon. gentle-
man asks me why I change the system and make it volun-
tary. It has been voluntary, and the people of Prince
Edward Island 4iave taken advantage of the optional clause.
I do not propose to place them in any worse position than
they occupy at the present time, but simply to leave them
where they are. I provide machinory for inspection, but do
not make it compulsory in any case.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman misunderstood me. I
did not speak from the standpoint of a Province. I did not
complain with respect to one particular Province that the
Act worked badly ; but I was speaking of the principles of
the Act, which it is sought to change. It is not voluntary
in a general sense. Wherever inspectors are appointed it
is compulsory. Take raw hides for example. The hon.
gentleman knows that, as regards that article, the Act is
compulsory because inspectors have been appointed. From
whom does the demand for a change come ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. In all cases where inspection has been
optional no difficulty has occurred; the difficulty has arisen
where it was compulsory. The hon. gentleman will agree
with me that I am not putting him in any worse position.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman did not speak for
himself, he spoke for other Provinces.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I am speaking of the hon. gentle-
man's Province. fie asked me why I wished Parliament
to change the principle of the Act and make inspection
optional. I reply that to-day it is optional, except as
regards fish and leather; and in even those two articles it
is optional, unless the locality asks to come under the
operation of the Act. If New Brunswick or Prince Edward
Island or Ontario does not ask to establish districts under
this law, the inspection of leather or fish is optional. So
the Act is really voluntary after all. I have pointed out
that as regards the inspection of flour, which is not com-
pulsory, the system has worked well, and I wish to apply
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the voluntary principle to all inspection. I do not, how-
ever, deprive anyone of the right to have articles inspected
if they desire, because we provide machinery for inspection
in the Bill.

Mr. KIR. For my part I am sure the hon. gentleman
is doing just what is right. He talks about the compulsory
character of the Act at present, and to a certain
extent it is so, but so far as Nova Scotia is con-
cerned to a great extent it is not. When an inspecter
was appointed in the city of Halifax, all fish
coming there had to be inspected, and therefore the coun-
ties dealing with Halifax were obliged either to submit to a
very expensive system of inspection at Halifax or ele
bring their own counties under the operation of the Act.
For that reason some of the counties did bring themselves
under the operation of the Act, and the question in my
mind with regard to the operation of this Act is, whether
or not that system will be continued at Halifax or, if it is
continued, if fishermen send fish from my own county,
whether they will require to have them inspected, and will
be charged for the inspection accordingly.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think the Minister will
admit that it is justifiable that we should have considerable
explanation on the resolutions before us, for evidently the
Bill which is to be founded upon them will be a Bill very
materially altering the provisions of the Inspection Act of
1874. No doubt the Minister gave a great deal of
attention to that Bill, which was a consolidation of the Acts,
and also applied them to the wbole Dominion, and I think
we should know why, at the end of this Session, he is pro-
posing to introduce a Bill which alters the characLer of that
Act in many very material respects. Any one looking at
the resolutions will see that we are face to face with a Bill
involving, if I understand the resolutions aright, a great
deal of extra expenditure on the country. There are
changes proposed by these resolutions which seem to me to
be so serions, in view of the different clauses of the Act of
1874, that we should have some explanation about them.
Now what are the resolutions; the first is:

'Resolved, That it is expedient to amend the General Inspection Act,
*1874, and to provide that a chief inspector of any of the classes of arti-

cles to which the said Act relates, may be appointed, who shall have
power to decide disputes between inspectors and others in regard to
articles inspected, that a deputy inspector may deal in articles which
he inspects, but shall brand any article inspected by him in which he
has a pecuniary interest with the word 'owner.'"

This is a radical change in the provisions of the Act, be-
cause, under the existing Act, the deputy-inspector is bound
by penalties and by the oath which h e takes to abstain from
doing the very thing which you now propose te give him
power to do. Then there are one or two dis-
tricts to be added, and as to that I suppose
we will ha-e to be satisfied. Again, we find
that additional provision is made with regard to the
inspectors, and we should know the reasons why this is
reqired, and whether there has been any loss under the
securities proposed last Session. Another important pro-
vision is that the Governor in Council may modify the
classification of the several articles to which the Act
relates. Another provides that no inspection of any article
shall be compulsory under the Act, that the various grades
Of grain shall be better defined, and that a board shall meet
for the purpose of selecting standards of grain for use by
inspectors. That is a very important question, at any rate
in Manitoba, if I rightly read the papers from that part of
the country. Now, I would submit that these provisions
are so important that we should have a full explanation of
the varions changes in the order in which they occur.
With reference to the first, in reading the Act I find
that there are several articles numerated, namely,
flour and meail, wheat and other grains, meat, potash and

pearl ash, pickled fish and fish oil, butter, leather and raw
hides. Under the provisions of these resolutions the Min-
ister takes power to appoint a number of chief inspectors if
he sees fit, and I suppose they will be salaried officers, and
that adequate salaries will have to be paid them. That
would seem to be a serious charge on the revenue of the
country, and if they are not to be paid by salary, but by
fees, then it will be a serious charge on those having articles
inspected. I think before assenting to this change we
should have very full explanation. The Act bas only been
in force a few years, and therefore the disputes must have been
very numerous to lead him to ask for such a power as this.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The arrangement is one which has
been urged upon the Government by boards of trade in the
leading cities of Canada. It is not intended that these
inspectors shall be appointed as salaried officers. In fact
they may not be appointed at all, but we wish to take
power to appoint the m, on the representation ofbthese boards
of trade. The chief inspectors are to be paid by fees and not
by salaries. Now with regard to allowing owners to inspect
fish and other articles, I found that last year when we were
discussing the question, hon. gentlemen urged very strongly
that deputy inspectors ought to be appointed from among
fishermen or others who had experience, as they were the
best qualified to discharge those duties. What we could not
concede thon when the inspection was compulsory, is a very
different thing now when the inspection is voluntary, and
there can be no objection to allowing fishermen and other
parties interested in the goods to inspect them, when the
precaution is taken to have them spocially branded, as tho
amount of inspection the inspector may do will depend on
the confidence the people have in hin.

Mr. PATERSON. In what manner are the fees to
be levied ? If there are disputes between the inspectora
and those having articles inspected, is there to be a fee for
each dispute, and if so, for what rate ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. I cannot tell the hon. gentleman the
rate at present.

Mr. PALERSON. In these disputes if the inspoe-
tor is found in fault will ho pay the fee, or, if the
other party is in fault will it be paid by him ? What tee is
likely to be paid and who will pay it ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. I cannot tell the hon. gentleman what
the fees will be until later on.

Mr. PATERSON It seems to me that it was the
duty of the Minister to have put the amont of the fees
in the resolution.

Mr. CASEY. I suppose as this involves a tax it must
originate by resolution, and should not the amount of the
fees be stated in the resolation ?

Mr. DUNDAS. I think those in trade will find it very
advantageous to have a chief inspector appointed in each
Province. At present in Ontario each town and each city
has its own inspector, and a separate grade established by the
Board of Trade There is no uniformity at aIl. lu the article
of barley, for instance, Toronto has one standard and Whitby
another, and there is no uniformity either in the classifica-
tion or in the name of the grade established. The appoint.
ment of a chief inspector, whose duty it would be to establish
the grade, will be advantageous, I think, not only with regard
to the article of grain, but everything else. With regard
to voluntary inspection, when an article is inspected,
compulsorily, the inspection largely loses its value. Unless
it is optional with parties to have their property inspected,
and unless that inspection is worth something, there is
no object in baving it inspected. If the inspected article,
by reason of the standard established, is made more value-
able to the public, therein lies the value of the inspection.
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Mr. STAIRS. This question of inspection is a very im-
portant one, especially to the fisbing trade of the Lower
Provinces. A great deal of consideration has been given
to it during the past few years, and I believe the proposal
to make the inspection voluntary will commend itself to
this House and to the public, and although this view is not in
accord with the opinions of some of my friends in Nova
Scotia, I know that it is in accord with the views of the
majorityof those engaged in the fishing trade. As I under-
stand, the reason for the inspection of any article is to in--
duce producers to improve the quality of the article pro-
duced; if it has not this effect it can be of no practical
good. The experience in Nova Scotia iD the last few
years has shown that the Act has not hitherto had this
effect to as great an extent as is desirable, as the quality
of the fish bas not materially improved in that time. The
hon. Minister in charge of this resolution and my hon.
friend who has just spoken are correct in saying that if the
inspection is of any commercial value at all, it would be
adopted by the dealers; and if the experience of the past few
years has proved that the fish inspection has had no com-
mercial value, it is not right that it should be enforced.
Why should we hinder and hamper trade by regulations
which do that trade no good? In the case of a number of
other articles which have been alluded to by the bon. Min-
inister, the inspection, where voluntary, has worked to
greater advantage than where it has been compulsory. I
trust that Ibis change will have the effect in the Maritime
Provinces of proving to the dealers that the inspection of
fish is of practical value, and that it will be more generally
adopted; for I am sorry to say that I know of places in
Nova Scotia, where the inspection has been compulsory,
where there has been an inspector, and where this Inspection
Act has been a dead letter. Many fish are packed and sold
in Nova Scotia with regard to which it is impossible that the
Inspection Act could have any force. They are sent to the
United States and are sold entirely on their merits without
regard to our inspection. The buyers there do not care
what kind of barrels the fiah are packed in, so long as they
are sufficient to carry them from Halifax to Boston, where
on their arrival they are sold in bulk, and the seller is paid
according to their weight. There is a great deal to be said
in favor of the proposition that owners may become inspec-
tors. One of the strongest rcasons in its favor is that in
many of the country parts of Nova Scotia, in fishing villages,
it is impossible to obtain well qualified inspectors of fish who
are not fishermen themselves. The committee can well
understand that in these fishing communities scattered
along the costs and rivera of the Maritime Provinces,
almost every man is engaged in fishing, and it would be
impossible to get an inspector who was not a fisherman. It
seems to me that this question of inspection is a matter to
be entirely settled between the seller and the buyer. As
the hon. Minister has explined, the Government provide
the machinery by which the inspection can be made ift
necessary, and it rests with the people themselves, the pro-
ducers and the buyers, to say whether this inspection shall
be held or not. As to the inspection of hides and Icather, I
do not know so much about those articles as I do about i
fish. Still, I think the general opinion in the Province of1
Nova Scotia will be that it will be utterly impossible to putt
the inspection of hides in force. To carry out the law as itt
stands at present would stop all dealings in hides except in a
large places. Therefore, this voluntary principle willr
settle the question; if a man wants to sell a bide withoutr
inspection, he can do so; but in large places, where an d
inspection may establish a standard of quality and weight, t
an inspection may be had; buyers can say, we will not take s
those hides or goods unless they are inspected. The matter i
will soon settle itself. As to the point raised by the hon. mem- t
ber for Guysboro (Mr. Kirk), as to whether this Act would'
be enforeed in Halifax, it seems to me that it will work satis-ç

Mr. DuNDAs.

factorily. It will be voluntary there, and it will rest with the
merchants to say whether they will buy fish that are not
inepected and will therefore become a matter between the
seller and the buyer in this case as in any other. The hon.
Minister has explained one of the reasons for the appointment
of a chief inspector. It has been urged by the board of
trade, and was no doubt carefully considered by them; and
the inspector will be a valuable addition to the staff in case
of disputes. I trust that this resolution will pass, and that
the Bill founded upon it will become law.

Mr. MACKENZIIE. Would the hon. Minister state what
fees are to be paid to the chief inspector and the sources
from which tbey are to be obtained ? That ought to be
stated in the resolution.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The fees will be determined by the
boards of trade.

Mr. MACKENZIE. The hon. gentleman must first sub-
mit the resolution to a Committee of the Whole, to autho-
rise members of the board of trade to fix the rate. It
would be entirely contrary to sound legislation that a tax
should be imposed without authority being given by reso-
lution to impose it.

Mr. VAIL. The law is not working satisfactorily. In
the Halifax Chamber of Commerce, last autumn, certain re-
commendations were made to the Department of the Interior
and I should like to know if the hon. gentleman adopted
those suggestions.

Mr. COSTIGAN. We receive suggestions from the boards
of trade in every city, and the House will easily understand
these are often conflicting, an d the Department has to endea-
vor to meet, as far as possible, the general view.

Mr. CASEY. I hope you will not get away from this
question of fees until we have come to a decision upon it.
It is quite clear that the point made by my hon. friend is a
sound one, that a Bill cannot be passed imposing taxation
or authorising somebody else to impose taxation in the shape
of fes, unless this particular portion of the Bill is based
upon a resolution adopted by the House.

Mr. BAIN. I can understand the difficulty the hon. the
Minister bas to meet in dealiag with the suggestions of the'
board of trade, and that is that they look at the question
from the standpoint of convenience to themselves and to
business, but there is another side of the question, and that
is the one which concerns those whose goods are inspected.
If they pay a fee for inspection, it is hardly fair that an
additional fee should be imposed upon them. It seeins to
me these extra fees will have to come out of the general
revenue of the country or be provided for from some other
source. I can understand the Minister's anxiety to concede
certain points urged by the board of trade, but there is
another aide to be considered, and that is the interest of
those upon whom additional burdens may be imposed.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). It seems to me that hon.
gentlemen opposite lose sight of the functions of this chief
inspector when enunciating the principles that the fees to
be paid him should be provided for by resolution. As I
understand the application of that parliamentary rule, it is
that any provision in the law which imposes a fixed and
arbitrary tax upon the people should be introduced by
resolution. Now this resolution provides for the appoint-
ment of a chief inspector to settle disputes between the
deputy inspector and the owner of the goods inspected ;
that is to say, the first inspection is voluntary, but if any per-
son, who is dissatisfied with the decision of the deputy
nspector wishes to appeal from that decision, this resolu-
tion provides that a chief inspector should be appointed
who shall settle such disputes. The reference to him is
voluutary, so that the fee to be paid will not be an arbitrary,
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a fixed, an absolute charge on the subject, and therefore it
does not come within the Parliamentary rule requiring a
tax to be originated by resolution.

Mr. MACKENZIE. The Minister said the chief inspec-
tor is to be paid by fees.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). Hge is to be paid by fees;
that is to say, ho is not to be a salaried officer, and the argu-
ment is all the stronger that there noed not be a special
resolution fixing the salaries or fees to be paid to him because
the arbitration is voluntary. In fact this resolution simply
proposes to appoint an arbitrating tribunal to which any
one dissatisfied with the decision of the deputy inspec.
tor shall appeal, and it is perfectly proper for the Bil to
provide that a board of trade may settle what the fee
should be, and the probability is that, as usual in arbitration,
the unsuccessful party will have to pay the fees; it would
be reasonable to provide that the unsuccessful party should
pay the fees, and the board of trade should have the right
to fix the fees.

Mr. CASEY. I think the hon. gentleman has taken
rather too narrow a view of the case. I am not aware that
parliamentary practice authorises the imposition of any
charge, whether a fixed or variable one, upon the people
without a resolution. I am not aware that parliamentary
practice or constitutional usage would warrant the Goveru-
ment in passing a Bill through the House authorising
themeelves or anybody else to impose variable fees
for any service, at pleasure, without having previously
put a resolution through the Committee of the Whole to
that effect; but in this case the hon. gentleman argues
further that we are not imposing a tax upon anybody,
because it is quite optional for parties to ask the interfe-
ronce of this inspector or not, and therefore they are not
compulsorily taxed at all. I do not think that very ingenions
argument gets this provision out of the category of things
that should be provided for by resolution, because we pro-
pose by this resolution to establish what the hon. gentleman
very well described as a sort of arbitration, to be re3orted
to, if desired, by any person who feels dissatisflied with the
decision of the deputy inspector. In proposing that, we
must propose some means of paying the arbitrator,
and no means are mentioned in the resolution, 80
that nothing could be collected by the arbitrators
under a Bill based strictly on the resolution. In
order that the arbitrator may collect fees, some pro-
vision must be made giving him authority to do so.
Therefore the Bill founded on this resolution will
impose taxation on all those who may avail them-
selves of its provisions, and in regard to such we are
compelled by constitutional usage to follow the constitu.
tional method of fixing such taxation, namely, in the first
place, by resolution. The more fact that the fees are to be
fixed by somebody else than the Government does not in
the slightest degree alter the constitutional aspect of the
case. It is more strongly apparent when we are going to
authorise somebody not responsible to the House to fix these
fees, that the Government, before doing so, should derive
authority to give that power in the ordinary way from the
Committee of the Whole. And I do not think that the hon.
member for North Victoria (Mr. Cameron) need have
defended the position as ho did, for I imagine, as I said, that
it was merely through inadvertance or from oversight that
this provision was left out of the resolution now before the
House, and that thei hon. Minister, now ho has had an oppor-
tunity of considering the matter, will see the propriety of
putting it in and thereby acting in accordance with ordinary9
usage.

Mr. PAINT. The preparation of an inspection law for1
fish is one of the most difficult things to do, and it has sel-
dom proved satisfactory. This Bill, I think, will meet the

difficulty threatening us with Newfoundland. We are noti-
fied that they have passed stringent Customs laws there
lately, and the trade between that colony and the Dominion
amounts to $2,000,000. If we tax their pickled fish, they
will meet us with a high tariff on flour and other manufac-
tures from this Dominion. If the inspection is left optional,
their fish can come in without paying 50 cents per barrel
for culling and paeking. This liberty, I hold, would be too
great a concession for us to make to a neighboring colony
remaining outside the Dominion. The cause of the diffi-
culty in fixing an inspection law for fish is, that fish may
be worth $30 or $20 a barrel, but, if the brine or pickle
runs off, the value is reduced to $5 a barrel. The fees that
were charged hitherto were 10 cents per barrel for mac-
kerel, shad and salmon, the most valuable kind of fish, and
5 cents for the inferior kind, herring, alewives or gaspe-
reaux. I think the way in which the Minister of Inland
Revenue has framed this measure is the best that can be
arrived at to meet all the difficulties and troubles connected
with this subject.

Mr. BLAKE. It has always occurred to me, from the
moment I saw the resolution on the paper, that a large por-
tion of the Minister's intention has been based on what the
hon. member for Richmond (Mr. Paint) has just alluded to,
namely, the difficulties which had arisen by the action of
thei Government and Legislature of the colony of Newfound-
land ; but the Minister has not given any information to us
on that subject, and I would like to know if that bas had
any, and what, bearing on the subject, and whether ho has
had any communication from the Government óf Newfound.
land as to their proposcd action.

Mr. COSTIGAN. In preparing this measure, the action
of Newfoundland had no influence at all upon this Govern-
ment.

Mr. BLAKE. Does it get rid of the Newfoundland diffs.
culty ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. The action of the Newfoundland Gov-
ernment has not influenced us in this measure at all.

Mr. BLAKE. But, as a matter of fact, does it get rid of
the Newfoundland difficulty?

Mr. COSTIGAN. I do not know.
Mr. BLAKE. Oh, the Minister does not know. Has ho

had any correspondence with the Government ofNewfound-
land ?

Mr. COSTIGA N. No.
Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). The hon. member for Elgitn

(Mr. Casey) was anxious to get an admission from the Min.
ister of Inland Revenue that the omission from the resolu-
tion of any provision as to the fees of chief inspectors was
an oversight. I stated the reasons why I thought it was
not necessary to provide for that by resolution, and I do
not think there was any oversight whatever in omitting it.
I have no doubt that these resolutions were carefully con.
sidered and properly passed upon by those skilled in par-
liamentary practice, who know far more on the subject than
even my hon. friend opposite or myself. I do not profess to
be an authority on the subject any more than I think heEis,
but I am quite confident that the opinion I express is right,
and that there is no occasion for providing by resolution for
optional fees of this kind, and that the parliamentary rule
provides for fees which are levied for purposes of revenue.
This provides for no revenue to the Crown, and it is only
in that case that the provisions of any law on the subject
should originate by resolution of the flouse.

Mr. CASEY. I am glad to hear from the hon. member
that ho does not profess to be an authority on parliament-
ary practice.

Mr. CAMERON. No better than you are.
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Mr. CASEY. Then he does profess teobe an authority,
but no more cf an authority than myself. He admits
that we are both authorities, and he evidently thinks
I am a very poor one, and therefore he must be a
poor one also! I do not profess to be an authority any fur-
ther than from what I have gathered by twelve years ex-
perience in this Hlouse, which las certainly taught me
somothing, but I am endorsed in this particular opinion by
the opinion of my hon. friend in front of me, who has led
a Government in this House for some time and cor-
tainly, I think, knows how far a Government might be
justified in acting without basing their action on a resolu-
tion of the House. But the idea occurs to me that perhaps
it is not necessary for the hon. member for North Victoria
and myself to argue this point out. The hon, member has
given the reasons why be thinks this reference was
omitted from the resolution. He says I am very
anxious to get an admission that it is an over-
sight from the Minister of Inland Revenue. I
have no anxiety on the point at all. I was
not charging the honorable Minister with negligence in
omitting it, but I was pointing out that the question
had probably not been raised, and that it had not occurred
to him or to those who framed the resolution, and it was
therefore not inserted. I think, perhaps, it would be as
well to hear from the hon. Minister himself why it was
omitted. Probably ho knows why it was omitted quite as
well as the hon. member for Victoria, and can explain as
well as that hon. gentleman the reason for its omission. The
hon. member for North Victoria says the resolution was
framed by somebody who knew as much of parliamentary
usage as he or 1, but I presurne it was framed in the ord inary
way by the officials of the Department, who are not parlia-
mentary officials at all but departnental officials, and who
are not expected to know parliamentary usage, but are
expected simply to frame resolutions showing what they
desire to be carried, and cannot be set up against the
authority of any member of the House on a point of Parlia-
mentary practice. I now ask the Minister to state why
the omission was made.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I cannot say why it was made, but I
call attention to the last paragraph of section 11 f the pre-
sont Act. I will read it:

" Wherever any difference arises between inspectors as to the true
quality or grade of any article inspected by one of thém and re-inspected
by another, such difference shall be definitely determined by reference
to such board of arbitration or other authority as the Governor in Coun-
cil may appoint for that purpose."

That clause gives the Governor in Couneil the power, and
they have had it for fourteen years, to establish a board in
case of dispute, in reference .to grain or fish or anything
else. There is no provision made there for the payment of
fees. It was not thought necessary at that time, and that
has been on the Statute Book for fourteen years, and I do
not think objection can be taken in this case.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). There is a difference. This
resolution is not in respect to differences between inspec-
tors, but between inspectors and parties who may be selling.
Under that clause the Minister has not the power to enact
what he proposes to do in his new Bill. It bas reference
simply to adjudicating on differences between inspectors,
one of whom will pronounce an article to be of such a brand
or such a number, and another will pronounce it to be of
another brand or number. There is provision made for
that, but I do not see any provision made for the appoint-
ment of any persons who may act as a board of arbitration.
Nor do I know, and the Minister will perbaps tell us,
whether, under this inspection, boards of arbitration have
been appointed or whether any individual has been ap-
pointed and whether there have been any decisions given
with respect to that.

Mr. Cmnos (Victoria).

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. Minister must now see the
question that has been raised-and there is a difference of
opinion between hon. members-as to whether a clause
empowering the exaction of fees can be put into the Bill
upon the resolution as it now stands. If the question is not
a sound one, ho will be unable to proceed with the clause in
the Bill which contains such provision. If, according to parlia-
mentary law, this resolution is not adequate to enable him
to proceed, then, of course, the Bill will be defective. The
question will arise for actual decision when the Bill cornes
in purporting to b based upon this resolution, which yet
contains a clause for the imposition of fees, which, in the
opinion of some hon. members, is entirely beyond the
power of the committee.

Mr. CASEY. That point being left in abeyance for the
time, perhaps the Minister might tell us what is to be the
amount of these fees for inspection, and from whom they
are to be collected; and is there any intention to limit the
powers of the board with regard to fixing the fees ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. They are to be limited. The boards
of trade will recommend inspectors, and the Government
is to appoint them.

Mr. CHARLTON. The resolution contains a provision
like this: That additional provision shall be made as to the
security to ho given by inspectors and deputy inspectors.
I wish to enquire what circumstances have arisen to render
necessary, in the opinion of the Minister, the provision in
this resolution in regard to the security that has been given
by inspectors and deputy inspectors.

Mr. COSTIG AN. I think I have already explained that.
It is to preserve the rights of fishermen in the inspection of
their fish. If the fish is owned by the inspector or deputy
inspcotor, besides the inspection brand, something shall be
put on the package to show that the fish has been inspected
by another inspector who shall bo responsible for that
inspection. This is done in order to prevent frauds. The
hon, gentleman will see that that is sufficient reason why
we should enact security.

Mr. JACKSON. I would ask whether there will b any
local inspectors appointed in the different counties of
Ontario, and whether the inspection will extend to canned
fruits and vegetables.

Mr. COSTIGAN. We do not touch theom in the Bill.
Mr. KIRK. Is it intended to have a fish inspector in

each Province ? I .do not see that the resolution provides
for more than one chief inspector for the whole Dominion.
We have an inspector in each county in the Province of
Nova Scotia, and one aiso in the city of Halifax. There are
deputy inspectors who inspect the fish in their own county.
The way I look at this resolution, though it declares that
inspection shall be voluntary, yet in effect it will b just as
much compulsory as it ever was, and the effect will b to
centralise the inspection in the cities of Halifax aud Montreal
so far as fish are concerned, and deprive the merchants of
the outside counties from having their fish inspected at their
own homes. Now we know that if the merchants in outside
counties have to send their fish to Halifax to be inspected Lt
will cost them more that it does to have them inspected at
home, and the inspection will b no botter done. The inspec-
tion feo may be the same, perhaps, but the inspection will
no doubt cost very much higher in consequence of the high
prices charged in these cities for cooperage and packing, if
it has to be doue in Halifax or Montreal; and I very much
fear that the object of the Boards of Trade in recommending
the change is to get control of this matter. I am represent.
ing a fishing constituency, but I nover heard of any con.
plaint from the fishermen or others in my county in regard
to the present system-at least they have made no complaint
to me. I am not a fisherman myself, and, of course, oannot
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speak with much authority in regard to it. I am sorry
the Minister did not bring this resolution before the House
at an earlier stage of the Session, so that we could have
an opportunity of consulting the fishermen and fish dealers
in the different counties in regard to the matter. The more
I consider the resolution, the more suspicious it looks to me.
I know that the Boards of Trade of Montreal and Halifax
have all along desired to get control of the inspection of fish,
and this recommendation seems to give them that control,
and will deprive the merchants of the outlying districts of
the privilege of having their fish inspected cheaply.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I confess I do not liko this
provision with reference to the owners of property inspect-
ing it, It seems quite contrary to all our ideas oflwhat is right
that a person should exorcise an official, or quasijudicial fune-
tion where he las a personal interest, and 1 should think ins-
pection under these circumstances would be perfectly value-
less. It seems to me it would be botter to have a provision
inserted in the Bill that where a deputy inspector bas an
interest in the article inspected, ho should not exorcise his
functions, but that the deputy inspector of some other dis-
trict should, pro hac vice, inspect the article in question, and
have jurisdiction in that particular district where the
article was. It surely will be ofno value to have an article
branded practically in these words: "I own this property
and I say that it is No. one or No. two, or whatever it may
be. It is rather a curious, I think, and a somewhat impro-
per provision to put on the Statute Book, and I should
think that some botter way might have been devised for
gotting over the undoubted difficulty arising from the fact
that it is impossible to get suitable men who are not
engaged, I presume, in the business themselves; and you
cannot afford to pay a man enough to make him give up
his business to devote his whole time to the inspection of
fish.

Mr. KINNEY. I think the adoption of a clause with
respect to the inspection of fish, and leaving it optional,
will result in a great deal of benefit to the fishermen.
Speaking from a great number of years' experience in the
business, I know that the present inspection law is a great
annoyance to fishermen, and not only an annoyance but an
expense, not only an expense, but a double expense, because
they are first forced to inspect their fish locally, and then to
send them to Halifax or Montreal, perhaps, to have them
inspected agaiñ, because the large dealer is not satisfied
with the country inspection. Further, it is a common thing
in Nova Scotia to ask permission to export fish without any
inspection being made. I have known cases during a num-
ber of years where officers have allowed fish to be sent
abroad and have received fees without seeing the fish,1
because the inspection was of no value abroad. There is nog
market in the United States for our fish where they care a1
jot for any inspection made in Canada; neither do they carei
for our inspection in the West Indies or Spanish America.j
Fish are sold on their own merits. The men who purchased1
fish from the fishermen brand the packages with their owni
name, and they prefer no local inspection whatever. If the1
arrangement proposed by the Bill is adopted, it will result
not ouly in a large saving of inspection fees but of money
expended in re-coopering. I consider it is in the interests
of the fishermen to adopt this clause.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think the member for Guys-
boro' (Mr. Kirk) has brought up a question asto which the
Minister should furnish some information. The Minister
takes power to appoint an inspector for each of the seven
classes of articles. Suppose he appoints an inspector of
hides and ho should live in Montreal. Ifa dispute arises in
my own city between a deputy inspector and a seller, is the
chief inspector in Montreal going to travel there and hold
an arbitration in order to decide the merits, and are the fees
to be obtained from the deputy inspector or the party

1le

against whom the decision may be given ? Moreover, the
chief inspector may live in Halifax, and may be called upon
to travel from there to Western Ontario and back. There
is a great question involved here. I do not see how you
can by fees 'pay the chief inspector, and every part of the
country have fair play. I do not think, however, that one
city or board of trade should be given preference by Act of
Parliament in matters of trade; but this would bear directly
in that direction. If payment is to be by tees, and thè party
is living in one of the large cities, the probability is that
the articles will be sent to him to be inspected. One would
hesitate, in case of having a dispute in Western Ontario, to
ineur the risk to having to pay the travelling expenses of
the inspector to and from Halifax. or even Montreal, or to
have articles sent to those points. I should like the Minis-
ter to give some explanation as to whether ho thinks he
can work out the system by fees, wilthout giving undue pre-
ference to any city or town.

Mr. PAINT. I wish? to correct a wrong impression
which the member for Guysborough appears to hold in con-
nection with chambers of commerce. The Halifax Cham-
ber of Commerce desires a compulsory inspection Act. In
regard to parties being selected to adjust disputes : If there is
a sale and purchase made, it is very easy for the parties
thoreto to agree to have an inspection of the article, and if
it sustains its character, the purchaser will pay the exami-
nation fees. If two parties have a dispute, they usually
know how to seek redress-by going to the nearest lawyer,
and I think this will continue to be done.

Mr. CAMBRON (Victoria). There is some force in the
objection taken by the member for South Brant (Mr. Pater-
sun), unless it is intended to authorise the appointmont of
chief inspectors for each Province. If there is to be only
one chiot inspector for each class of articles to be inspected,
it may be necessary for the chief inspector to travel an
unreasonable distance. But if there is one for each Province,
for each class of article, the difficulty will be obviated, and I
can see no objection to this, so long as the chief inspector is
to be paid by fees. No doubt it would be practically
inoperative if it were necessary for the chief inspector to
travel from Halifax or Montreal to British Columbia, in
order to inspect a package of salmon.

Mr. KIRK. I do not understand what further provision
is intended to be made, although the Miinister stated there
was some further provision in regard to the inspection and
packing of fish.

Mr. COSTIGAN. There is a change in the law.
Mr. BAIN. I think the question raised by the me mber

for North Victoria (ir. Cameron), with respect to an
owner inspecting his own goods, is deserving of considera-
tion. It is contrary to all our ideas of business principles
in the west, and I would suggest whether it would not be
apt to lead to this difficulty, that there would be colorable
transfers of the property of individuals for the purpose of
obviating the necessity of attaching the word "owner " to
the packages. I think, as a matter of practice, it will
utterly vitiate all value of inspection by an inspector
when it is found that the goods inspected were his own
property. It is, moreover, unjust to the party himself,
because it rendors the inspection of no value. It is worthy
of the Minister's consideration as to whether a change
should not be made in that respect.

Mr. CASEY. One point has been overlooked in connec-
tion with allowing a deputy inspector to inspeot his own
goods. We have been discussing it merely under the idea
that he might be tempted to grade his own goods too high.
That is not the only point to be guarded against, although
that is a serions one. There is the point of a colorable transfer.
There is stillanother way in which the deputy inspector, who
has an interest in the goods which are to be inspected, could
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advance his own interest, and I wish to ask the particular
attention of the Minister to this point. He could advance
bis own interest not only by grading his own goods too
highly, but by grading the goods of lis rival in trade lower
than they ought to be graded. I would ask the special
attention of the Mininister tc this.

Mr. PAINT. A fisherman eau grale lis own fish under
this Act, provided he brands it with the word "owner,"
and therefore there would not be that difficulty.

Mr. CASEY. I was directing the attention of the Min-
ister to this point. L say that though he may grade his
own goods with perfect fairness, he may grade the goods of
his rivals in trade too low, and I think there is just as much
chance of his doing an injustice in this way as in the other.
But I do not think that the Minister has made any case for
putting in this provision at all. The reason given for it
was that in the inspection of fish, particularly, it was almost
n cessary to have some one to act as inspector who is in
the business in order to have a fair inspection. That would
apply to other lines of trade as well as to fish, but there is
no reason why you could not get a deputy inspector who
had been in the business before, and who knew it as thor-
oughly as if he were actively engaged in it at present, and
thereby avoid any possibility of unfairness in grading the
goods inspected.

Mr. STAIRS. As I believe the Halifax Chamber of Com-
mercer made a request for this clause with reference to the
inspection of fish, perhaps the committee will bear with me
if I explain its effect. I think the criticism made by the
last two speakers will not have the effect which they seem
to think it has. With reference to the difficulty mentioned
by the hon, member for Elgin (Mr. Casey) as to an inspector
branding the fish of others unfairly, even if he did not brand
his own too high, I think unless you have a provision now
which cannot be carried out, no man inspecting an article
could deal in it at all.

Mr. CASEY. That is the provision now.

Mr. STAIRS. You could not enforce a law that an inspec-
tor should not deal in any article, because he might really
own the goods and have them inspected under another
man's name. You are liable to that difficulty, which the
hon. gentleman knows would be as great under the present
law as under the law when it is amended as proposed.

Mr. CASEY. The law now does not allow the owner to
inspect bis goods.

Mr. STAIRS. That is a provision which I say cannot
practically be carried out, because it would le impossible
to prevent an inspector dealing in goods; and one reason
why this provision was asked for by the chamber of com-
merce was that in many fishing villages in Nova Scotia it
would be impossible to get a person having a knowledge of
the business to act as inspector who was not dealing in
fiah. In some of these places everybody is engaged in
catching or handling fish, so that it would be impossible to
get an inspector who is not connected with the trade. I
am sure that in the case of fish this provision will not have
a bad effect at all. If it is found that an inspector is brand-
ing bis own fish unfairly, dealers who are taking the fish
from him will soon find that out, and his brand will not be
worth anything-it is an evil which will soon cure itself.
We should always bear in mind, in this connection, that
unless the men who catch and pack the fish do their duty
pro rly, official inspection is, to a large extent, a farce. It
is abeolutely necessary that they should be inspected then,
and that the greatest care should be exercised. The idea,
when the inspection Act was put in force, was to induce
fishermen to take this care, but I must say that
it does not have that effect to as great an

Mr. CAsy.

extent as was desirable. It is always known that the
inspection in Nova Scotia generally which is worth any-
thing is the inspection of the men who own the fish and
put their names upon their goods. Take the case of a man
fishing at Yarmouth or Halifax, or any other fishing town
in Nova Scotia: if he puts up herrings or alewives or codfish,
and is known to put them up thoroughly well, and if he puts
his own brand upon them, they get a character, and their
fish are sold upon that character. Now, I believe that is the
best inspection you can have, and is, at any rate, a very
important part of the inspection of fish. The same thing will
occur when the owner is licensed as the inspector of fish,
because practically that has been the case in Nova Scotia for
years. A man must brand his goods honestly, else he will
soon find that he will either be dismissed from his office or
that the people will not employ him at all.

Mr. CASEY. I think after all the hon. gentleman and
myself are at one on this question. He admits that
the inspection made by a person who is also the
owner of the article would have no value at all-

Mr. STAIRS. No; I deny that.
Mr. CASEY. If the hon. gentleman will allow me to

finish the sentence, he will see what I mean.
Mr. STAIRS. Well, I allowed the hon. gentleman to

interrupt me, and I think he should allow me to interrupt
him. What I say is, that the inspection of the ow-ner is the
most important and the most valuable. I entirely disatgree
with the hon. gentleman.

Mr. CASEY. If the hon. gentleman had allowed me Io
finish the sentence he would have found that that was
exactly what I would have said. I say that the inspection
made by the inspector of an article which is his own pro-
perty has no value at all, as an official guarantee of the
quality of the thing; it has only the same value as the ordin-
ary brand whicb the dealer would put on the goods himself.
That is, if they are branded as "A" No. 1 herring or mac-
kerel, it would have just the value which experience had
shown it to deserve-the value of the brand would depend
on the proven honesty of the dealers in the goods. There-
fore the value of the brand would depend on the dealer's
own perslonal reputation, and would have no value at all as
an official brand, to settle definitely and impartially the
value of the goods. [t would be taken merely as the owner's
own statement of what he considered the goods to b e, and
its value would depend on the amount of truth generally
found to be contained in the dealer's statements. If deputy
inspectors are to be allowed to inspect and brand their own
goods with the owner's name attached, the whole thing is a
farce, and might as well be abolished. Let everybody
inspect his own goods and brand them according to his own
opinion of what they ought to be, and let his reputation
stand or fall by the correctness of that brand. In that way
I think you would ultimately reach about as good a practice
as you have now under the law. Of course, an official
stamp would be of use to foreigners buying those goods, and
it is for that reason that anu official inspection is needed,
to give the authority of the Government to the statement
put on the package. For this purpose any brand put
upon it by a deputy inspector who dealt in the goods
would be utterly valueless. No stranger would trust
the brand, once it was known that the inspector dealt in
the same kind of goods. The hon. gentleman says that it
has been found impossible to prevent the inspectors dealing
in the goods they inspect. This is the reason, then, that
this change has been made. It las been found impossible
to cariy out the law that already exists, and it has been
determined to do away with it, so far as it prohibits an
inspector from dealing in the goods he inspecte. I think
that is a very illogical,ýposition to take. The law ought to
be carried out. No difficulty should stand in the way of
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an energetic administration of the Act. If it is found that
a difficulty of this kind cannot be got over, the true remedy
is that suggested by the hon. gentleman who has just sat
down. Better give up the attempt to fix any official brand
on packages of goods at all, and not allow the reputation of
the country which authorises the official inspection to be
degraded by permitting any man who deals in the same
class of goods to inspect his own and his rival's goods, and
mark them with the official brand of this Dominion.

Mr. SUTRHERLAND (Selkirk). I should like to ask the
hon. Minister what is meant by the words "that the various
grades of grain shall be botter defined." It is interesting
to Manitoba grain growers to know.

Mr. COSTIGAN. It is intended to provide for an extra
classification of wheat for Manitoba and the North-West.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Is the standard to be raised or
lowered ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Raised.
Mr. SUTHERLAND. Higher than Minnesota?
Mr. COSTIGAN. Yes.
Mr. SUTHERLAND. Will that operate against the

grain trade of Manitoba? Manitoba hard wheat is brought
into competition with Minnesota grain, and if the grade is
to be made higher than that of the Minnesota wheat, we
shall be at a disadvantage in the foreign market.

Mr. BOWELL. The higher the wheat is graded the
botter the quality; consequently it will sell botter.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. That is what I say; we have to
furnish a botter article for the same money.

Mr. BOWELL. Not for the same money.
Mr. COSTIGAN. We find that we have a class of wheat

in Manitoba superior to what is produced south of the line,
and we wish to give Manitoba the full benefit of that.

Mr. SUTHIERLAND. That will be a special grade
under a new name ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Yes.

Mr. WATSON. I should like to ask the hon. Minister
how many grades ho intends to make for Manitoba wheat,
anid what are the standards.

Mr. COSTIGAN. We are now dealing with the resolu-
tion. When we reach the Bill I will give the hon. gentle-
man all the information I can.

Mr. WATSON. That is a question which I think might
be answered at this stage. I would like to have the infor-
mation, so that I may be prepared, when the Bill comes up,
if necessary, to offer some amendments.

Mr. CAME RON (Victoria). The resolution provides
for the appointment of a board, as I understand, for the
purpose of defining these different standards.

Mr. WATSON. I understood the Minister to say that
ho had adopted special grades for Manitoba. I would like to
know how many different grades ho has made for Manitoba,
and what the standards are to be.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). What ho said was, that ho
proposed to adopt.

Mr, BOWELL. It seems to me a very unusual course
to pursue, to attempt to get from the Minister all the details
of a Bill when the resolution on which it is to be founded is
being considered. The object of the resolution, as I under-
stand it, is to embody the principle on which a Bill is to be
framed, and the question of the hon. member for Marquette
(Mr. Watson) would be quite proper when the Bill i8 before
the House and the details are being disoussed. If it is
advisable, in the interest of the wheat trade andthe farmers

of Manitoba, that there should be a higher classification of
Manitoba wheat, that is all that is affirmed in this resolu-
tion. The manner and mode of doing it, and the different
grades which will be adopted, will come up when the details
of the Bill are under discussion. If the hon. gentleman is
of opinion that this board should be established for the pur-
pose indicated, ho should vote for the resolution. If, when
the Bill comes down, the grades proposed should not meet
his views, thon it will be proper for him to oppose them.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman assumes that the
present grading is wrong ; and surely, when the hon. mem-
ber for Marquette asks what grades you propose, this is the
proper time to get an answer. You are now affirming, by
this resolution, that it is desirable that the various grades
of grain should be botter defined. Surely the hon. member
cannot be said to be out of order if he asks in what respect
do you object to the existing grading, and in what respect
do you propose anything botter? The hon. member says
ho wants to know this, because if ho disapproves of it, ho
may want to communicate with his friends before the Bill is
considered. He las a right to know what the proposition
1s.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman puts words in my
mouth which I did not use. I did not say the hon. member's
question was out of order, but I said that it was an unusual
course to pursue. If the hon. member for Marquette is of
opinion that the present grading of wheat is quite sufficient,
then ho is quite correct in opposing this resolution.

Mr. WATSON, I am not opposing the resolution.
Mr. BOWELL. I did not say that ho was. What I said

was, if the bon. gentleman is under the impression that the
prosent grading is correct, and no improvement is necessary,
it is quite legitimate and proper, f rom his standpoint, that
ho should oppose it. I do not say that ho will oppose it.
If ho•agrees with the different boards of trade and the
representations that have been made, not only to the Gov-
ernment but in the press all over the country, that there
should be a different standard for this superior class of
wheat in Manitoba, it is quite proper to discuss that ques-
tion, not only bore now, but when the Bill is before the
House, and the clause relating to this is under discussion.
That is the botter time and the proper time to discuss it.
If we adopt the present course that hon. gentlemen opposite
are laying down, every Minister, when ho proposes a Bill
founded on a resolution, should come here with the Bill in
his hand and discuss every clause of it seriatim; for really that
is the course pursued by the Opposition to-day, in dealing
with the resolution proposed by my colleague, the Minister
of Inland Revenue. To my mind the question is one of con-
venience rather than anything else, and I repeat again that
if we admit the principle, that it is necessary to amend
this Inspection Act, we affirm that by the resolution, and
when the Bill comes down we can discuss it in detail.

Mr. DAVIES. We are not now discussing details at all.
The hon. gentleman bas said that certain representations
have been made to the Minister, which induced him to
determine, in his own mind, that a change should ho made
in the grading of wheat. He comes down and proposes the
change, and when he proposes it ho does not give to the
House the data or the facts which induced him to make
the proposition. The hon. member for Marquette (Mr.
Watson) has asked the very thing that we have asked with
reference to fish, namely: What information have you, that
induced you to propose to the House that a different grad-
ing of wheat should ho adopted ? We are perfectly in
order in that.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). My Ion. friend is trying to
find arguments for the hon, member for Marquette, and
in doing so ho has given us two totally different versions of
what that hon. gentleman said, and eachof them differ from
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what that hon. gentleman did say. In fact, ho is altering
his ground and making his argument to suit, by way of
reply to what the bon. the Minister of Cuastoms has said,
and is quoting the hon. member for Marquette as having
said what ho never said at al]. What the hon. member for
Marquette said, was this: He asked my hon. friend, the
Minister of Inland Revenue, to define the different standards
of Manitoba wheat which he proposed to adopt. That
certainly is not what the hon. member for Prince Edward
Island (Mr. Davies) stated as what the lon. member for
Marquette had asked.

Mr. DAVIES. I said he asked for botter defnitions than
are contained in the resolution.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). The first statement the hon.
gentleman made, in quoting the lon. member for Marquette,
was that ho had asked the Minister to state what informa-
tion the Government had upon which they proposed this
alteration. That the hon. member for Marquette never
asked, or anything like it; and that ho gave in reply to what
my hon. friend, the Minister of Castoms, said. If my hon.
friend will simply look at this resolution he will see the
position taken by the Minister of Customs is correct, that
what this resolution proposes is that the various grades of
grain shall be botter defined and that a board shall meet for
the purpose of selecting the standards of grain for use by
inspectors. All that is proposed by the resolution is the
enunciation of the general principle that a different grading
or different definitions of the grades of wheat for Manitoba
wheat should be provided by law; and so far as the resolu-
tion indicates the intentions of the Government in the
details of the Bill, it is that each different grade should be
laid down by the board which should meet for that purpose.
If that is the sole meaning of the resolution, it is quite
premature now to ask the Government to state what the
definition of grading in detail is to be, because it is not
yet fixed. The resolution simply enunciates the geaeral
principle that a different grading should be established, and
as the hon. the Minister of Customs said, if the member for
Marquette is in favor of having a different grading, he
ought to support the resolution, and if ho is opposed to
that he ought to oppose it; but, in any case, this is not the
time nor the opportunity in which to go into the details. It
is not fair or right to call upon the Minister of Inland
Revenue to define what the details of the Bill will be, or at
any rate to do more than say that the principle is all that is
now sought to be adopted by the House, namely, that there
should be different classes of grading; and I think the hon.
member for Marquette is quite sufficiently intelligent and
able, and sufficiently fluent, to state his own views and to
support thom ably and eloquently, whon ho thinks necessary,
without the bighly valued assistance of the member for
Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies).

Mr. DAVIES. I might make the same remark to the
Minister of Inland Revenue and the hon. gentleman.

Mr. WATSON. I have listened quietly to lion.
gentlemen on both sides talking about fish and asking
questions across the House about fish. That is a question
in which I am not particularly interested, but I am inter-
ested in wheat. The hon. the Minister of Inland Revenue
said he was going to have a clause in this Bill making some
changes in the grading ofwheat in Manitoba. Ie made that
statement voluntarily, and I simply asked what were the
changes he intended to make. This ls a very important
one for the people of Manitoba. Grain dealers from that
Province have written to me, asking if I could find out what
the proposed changes were, and on that account I asked the
hon. Minister to let us know his intentions, so that I might
communicate them to those parties. I am not thoroughly
posted in the grain business, but I am in communication
with people who are, and I do not think the question I put
is at all an unfair one. .

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria).

Mr. COSTIGAN. I stated, in the first place, that from
information we had, we feltjustified in giving to Manitoba
and the North-West a special grading of wheat; and I felt
proud, and every Canadian ought to feel proud, that the
wheat grown in that country is of so superior quality that it
requires special grading. Having assured the hon. gentle-
man that the grading will be provided for in the Bill, I
thought ho would be satisfied to wait until the Bill came
down, to enter into the details, unless the hon. gentleman
does not want a new grading and is satisfied with the
present grading.

Mr. WATSON. I am not.
Mr. COSTIGAN. I tell the hon. gentleman we are

classifying the wheat higher in Manitoba, and surely, when
we are legislating in the direction ho desires, he ought to
deal with me fairly.

Mr. WATSON. The hon. Minister misunderstands me. I
would like to know the special grades to be introduced in
the Bill, and the number of pounds to the bushel.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Having assured the hon. gentleman
that the change will be in the direction to benefit lis Pro-
vince, ho can, when the Bill comes before the House, deal
with all these grades as they come up, and I do not see the
utility of going into the discussion now.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I take it that every mem-
ber of Parliament, when he has a Bill before the House, has
the responsibility of is position, as every member of the
House, who really opposes or supports it, has his own res-
ponsibility. My hon. friend, in this case, has the
responsibility of pressing this measure, and he asks
this House to pass the resolution. On bis own respon-
sibility he states the facts which, as ho thinks, entitles
him to the support of the House in this resolution.
Any hon. member who does not agree with what ho says
will continue to oppose it. My hon. friend has stated what
ho thinks should give him a right to claim the vote of this
commitee on this resolution. As my hon. friend has made
his statement, I advise him to rest satisfied with the state-
ment that he has made on bis responsibility, and to decline,
positively decline, to be pressed in this matter, for purposes
which are very unusual though perhaps parliamentary.

Mr. CASEY. It is a little too much that, in addition to
the obstruction caused to the progress of this resolution
through the committee by the hon. the Minister of Inland
Revenue, his leader should now advise him to further
obstruct its progress. We are accused, with utter injustice,
of some vague sin, some vaguely objectionable course of
conduct, which the right hon. Premier says is not usual in
Parliament. If he iefers to a desire to unduly protract this
debate-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. CASEY. Mr. Chairman, will you please keep order.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order, order.
Mr. CASEY. I say, if he refers to any desire to unduly

prolong this debate, ho is utterly in error. We have been
trying to get such information from the Minister of Inland
Revenue as will enable us to close this discussion, and we
have been asking for perfectly legitimate information. The
debate has been taken part in by hon. gentlemen on the other
side of the House to as great an extent as by those on this side
of the louse, but the Premier happened, unfortunately, not
to be in his place during a portion of that time, and so he
accuses us of delay, which is due as much to them as to
us. I am not blaming them. They were anxious to get
information as we were anxious to get information, and in
some cases they were given it when it was refused to us.
The wording of this resolution is that it is desirable that the
varions grades of grain shall be "«botter defined." The hon.
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member for North Victoria (Mr. Cameron) says the only
principle involved is whether there shall ho a change in the
grading of wheat. It is not; it is whether there shall be a
botter definition of the grade of wheat. How can we pro-
nounce whether the changes would be a better definition
or not until we know what these changes are? fHow can we
say-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order, order.
Mr. CASEY. There is obstruction for you. There is a

deliberate attempt to delay the progress of this resolution
through the House, and a successful attempt, for no one
who has any respect for his voice will exert himself in
trying to talk those noises down. Now that order is
restored, I wish to emphasize again my statement that,
before we can accept the wording of this resolution, we
must know whether the definition intended to bo introduced
by the hon. Minister, in exchange for that now in force,
will be a botter definition or a worse definition. We have
asked that question two or three times of the Minister, and
ho has refused to answer as to what are the special points
of this new grade of Manitoba wheat. Everybody admits
that there should be a new grade of Manitoba wheat.
That is not the point at all. We want to know how
he is going to define it, so that we may see whether
it will be a botter definition than the one now existing.
If he bas not settled what ho intends to make it yet,
ho might say so at once, and there is an end of the
question. If ho says I cannot tell you now, but I will
tell you when the Bill comes down, there is an end of it.
But, if ho says: I know, but I will not tell you,
we shall have to continue the attempt to extract that
information from him. I have wished for some time to call
attention to two points in connection with the grading of
grain, but have made way time and again for those who
wished to discuss the fish question. I will finish my reference
to these points now, and make way finally for those who
wish to continue the discussion of the fish question. My first
point is in regard to the authorities consulted by the hon.
Minister whon preparing his Bill. He told us he consulted
the boards of trade in all the cities and towns. These are
the official representatives of the trading and mercantile
classes, the grain dealers and the merchants. Their opinion
certainly should be taken, but there is an institution which
is a sort of board of trade for the farmers of the country,
which is representative of their views, so far as there is an
official representative of their views at all in the country-
I refer to the urganisation known as the " Grange," com-
posed of men who are more deeply interested in the classifi-
cation of grain than the dealers in grain, men who are quite
as well qualified, from experience in the handling of grain-

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). You ought to be ashamed of
yourself.

Mr. CASEY. 'Mr. Chairman, I call your attention indivi-
dually to the fact that the hon. member for East Hastings is
interrupting the committee.

Mr. WHITE. I have a right to interrupt. We have no
right to sit bore all the time listening to your nonsense.

Mr. CASEY. I ask you, Mr. Chairman, to call that hon.
gentleman specially to order, and to rebuke him for the
irregular language ho has just used.

Mr. SUTHERLAND (Selkirk). Mr. Chairman-
Mr. CASEY. I have not taken my seat yet.
Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I will not apologise to you;

send the Sargeant-at-Arms.
Mr. CASEY. This is a point of order. Mr. Chairman,

will you call the hon. member to order for those remarks,
which he made?a

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I cannot eall the hon. member for
East Hastings to order. If the hon. gentleman names an
hon. member, ho will have to state to me what the hon.
gentleman said if ho wants bis words taken notice of. I
know there bas been a great deal of noise, and I think hon.
gentlemen would expedite matters much more by keeping
quiet; but, as to singling out any hon. member, I cannot
do so-

Mr. CASEY. I understood the hon. member to say ho
would not sit bore listening to such nonsense. If ho con-
siders it nonsense, it is all right, but ho bas no right to
express that opinion in an interruption of my speech.

Mr. WHITE. I will leave it to a vote of the House.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. If the hon. member for Hastings

made use of such language, I think it was improper, but, not
having heard it, I cannot call him to order.

Mr. WHITE. Yeas and nays.
Mr. CASEY. As that is settled, we two Irishmen can now

be jolly, and I can go on.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Six o'clock; go on.
Mr. CASEY. I wish to ask the Minister if ho has con-

sulted the Grange in regard to these changes; also, whether
ho bas had under consideration the question of the inspection
of beans. I see hon. members laughing, but beans are not
a matter to be laughed at. The bon. Minister of Agricul-
ture laughs at the idea of beans. Ho knows beans, I have
no doubt, but ho probably doos not know that beans are the
principal crop of many portions of the county of Kent, in
Ontario, a large portion of which is attached to the riding I
represent; that beans are the special crop of large districts in
that county, and pay botter than any other crop that can be
raised. The value of these beans depends entiroly on the
care with which they are prepared for market, even more
than in the case of wheat or barley. More depends upon
the color of the beans and the careful picking out of the bad
beans-

Mr. POPE. I suppose they pick the be-in's over and send
the poorest bore.

Mr. CASEY. I never knew before how the hon. gentle-
man came to get here. I say the value of beans depends
more upon their grading than any other grain, and i hope
the hon. Minister will give bis attention to this point.

Mr. GILLMOR. When there is anything in a resolution
proposed by the Government that I can approve of, it
affords me great satisfaction. I think the change in refer-
ence to the inspection of fish is in the right direction. I
remember that some years ago I divided the House on that
question. I thought compulsory inspection was a great
hardship, indeed, to the fishermen, and althongh I did not
succeed in abolishing compulsory inspection, it was never
afterwards enforced. Now, I think we could do very well
without the inspection of fish at all; because the arguments
of the hon. members for Yarmouth (Mr. Kinney) and Hali-
fax (Mr. Stairs) prove that the value of fish in the market
depends upon the character of those who take them to
market; and I do not believe we need any such officers as
fish inspectors at all. I think it would be wetl to leave
inspectors out altogether; but if inspectors of fia are to be
appointed, yon must appoint men acquainted with the
business.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). This discussion bas been some.
what irregular, and I suppose I have been a little irregular
myself; but there is a point the Minister las not explained
yet. It does seem to me that we ought to have some little
explanation as to whether the First Minister did just exactly
what ho would have done had ho not been under a little
excitement at the time he advised the Minister not to give
any answer. I do not know, but I think if ho had been
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present when I put the question he would agree with me
that i should have had an answer to it. I do not under.
stand the resolutions before the House to give ail the details
and the information that might be botter given at a later
stage; but I do consider that, while the First Minister says
he is responsible, he must know that the members of
this House have a responsibility on them if they allow a
resolution to pass and concur in it, and it is reported as
with their concurrence Now, I do not know whother I
agree in the resolutions or not, because I have not such
information as I want with reference to the first part. The
first question I asked was, if these inspectors, seven of who m
might be appointed by the Government, if they saw fit,
were to be salaried officers. If they were, the resolution is
wrong, in not having a money clause introduced. He
replies to me that they were not to be paid in that way,
but would be paid by focs. .The point I wanted to ascertain
was in what way the fees are to be levied. The difficulty I
saw was this: That in appointingan inspector, say, of hides
and leathers-

The committee rose; and it being six o'clock, the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recess.
House again resolved itself into Committee.

.Mr. PATERSON. When the committee rose at six
o'clock, I was drawing the attention of the Minister back
to the first clause of the resolution, which I had discussed
for a little time, und had amked for information on a certain
point, and the difficulty that I saw had also presented itself
to the hon. member for North Victoria (Mr. Cameron), and
the discussion being led on to later clauses in the resolu-
tion, we were unable to ascertain what the views of the
Minister were. I was remarking that the resolutions pro-
vide for the appointment of a chief inspector for each
article-six or seven different articles; there is to be only
one inspector chosen for each separate article. Now, we
will suppose it is the article of hides and pelts. There is
a chief inspector appointed, whose duty it shall be to settle
disputes between inspectors and persons desiring to sell that
article. Suppose that the chief inspector, whose duty it
shallh bo to settle disputes, is resident in Halifax, and the
dispute aris in the city in which 1 live, how are the
parties to the dispute in my city to avail them-
selves of the services of this chief inspector? That
question arises, locause the Minister has told us that ho does
not propose to pay his inspectors a salary, but they are to
be paid by fees. Therefore, I say, if the chief of that
lino is living, say, at Halifax, and the dispute arises in my
own city, it will be a very serious matter for the person dis-
puting to ask the chief inspector to travel from Halifax to
that city in order to settle the dispute, when, if ho is to be
paid by fees, the fees must come out of the parties to the
disputes, and, I suppose, out of the party against whom the
dispute will be settled, oither agairst the inspector or the
party complaining; and it soems to me that in that way a
difficulty will arise. Now, the reason I asked was, that
being anxious to sanction this resolution-1 do not find any
particular fault with the appointment of chief inspectors-
but we are bound, before we change the law, and before we
acqu esce in this proposition, to understand something of
the way in which it will work. I will read the law as it
now stands, and the Minister will sec just exactly where
the change ho proposes may operate to the disadvantage of
certain parties, and give preference to otheis. The present
Act specifies, with reference to any disputes that may
arise :

" If a-y dispule arises between the inspector or deputy inspector,
and the owner or pos essor of any article by him inspected, with regard
to the quality and condition thereof, or relating in any respect to the

Mr. PTEROîN (Brant).

same, then, upon application by either of the parties to any justice of
the peace for the place in which such inspector or deputy inspector acts,
such justice of the peace shall issue a summons to three persons of skill
and integrity, one to be named by the inspector or depnty inspector,
another by the owner or possessor of the article in question, and the
third by such justice of the peace (who, failing the attendance of either
of the parties in difference, shall name for him), requiring such three
persons forthwith to examine such article and rep6rt theiropinioniof the
quality and condition thereof under oath (which oath the justice of
the peace shall administer), and their determination, or that of the ma-
jority of them, made in writing, shall be final -ad conclusive, whether
approving or disapproving the judgment of the inspecto>r or deputy ins-
pector, wlio shall immedîately conform thereto, and brand or mark such
article, or the package containing the same (as the case may be), or of
the qualities or conditions directed by the determination aforesaid ; and
if the opinion of the inspector or deputy inspector be thereby confirmed,
the reasonable cost or charges of re-examination (to be ascertained by
the said justice of the peace) shall be paid by the said owner or pos-
sessor of the article in question, and, if otherwise, by the inspector or
deputy inspector."

That is the clause of the Act now in force with respect to
disputes arising where there are no boards of examiners,
boards of trade or chambers of commerce. The next sec-
tion provides how disputes shall be settled in cities where
they have boards of examiners and chambers of commerce.
It is as follows:-

" Provided always, that if any dispute arises betweenthe inspector or
deputy inspector for any of thesaid cities of Quebec, Montreal, King-
ston, Toronto, Hamilton, London, Ottawa, St John, N.B., or Halifaz,
N.S., and the proprietor or possessor of flour or meal, with regard to
the quality or condition thereof, or relating ia any respect to the sane,
such dispute shall not be decided in the manner hereinbefore provided,
but upon application by either of the parties in difference tu the sec-
retary of the board of trade or the chamber of commerce for the city
where the dispute has arisen, the said secretary shall forthwith summor
a meeting of the board of examiners for the said city, who, or a
majority of them, shall immedia-ely examine eurh flour or meal and
report their opinioa of the quality and condition thereof; and their
determination, or that of a majority of those present, made in writing,
shall be final and conclusive, whether approving or disapproving ihe
judgment of tbe inspector or deputy inspector, who shah imanediately
attend and conform himeelf thereto, and shal'brand or paint, or cause
to be branded or painted, on each and every barrel or half barrel, the
quantity and condition directed by the determination afo;esaid."

I need not read the next section, but a subsequent sub-
section goes on to say:

'' And if the opinion of the inspector or deputy inspector be thereby
confirmed, the reasonable costs and charges of re-examinatien, accord-
ing to the rates allowed by tne council of the board of trade or chamber
of commerce for the city, shall be taxed by the said secretary and paid
by the proprietor or possessor o such Mour and meal; and if otherwisé,
by the inspector, with ahi damages."

The Minister will see that in case of disputes arising in
the cities mentioned in the Act, where they have boards of
examiners and boards of trade, the secretary of the board
shall summon them and a decision shall be given on the
point. If they decide thaet the inspector was right, the per-
son with whom ho had the dispute shall pay all reasonable
costs assessed by the board of examiners. If, on the other
hand, the inspector was wrong, the costis shall be paid by
hum. But there is provision made in the preceding section
in regara to districts where they have no board of exam-
iners or board of trade. When disputes arise in such
districts, the remedy is to apply to a justice of the
peace. The party shall hand in one name to the justice
of the peace; the inspector shall submit another name,
and the justice of the peace shall submit another name,
and these three persons shait come to a dec sion on
the merits of the case. The Minister of Inland
Revenue, if Iunderstand his resolution aright, proposes that,
instead of this machinery, we shall have a chief inspector,
say one for flour and meal, another for leather and hides,
and so on, for tho different articles eaumerated, and when
disputes arise they shall be dtitermined by this official. The
difficulty I se, and the point whicb I desire to emphasise is
this : Will not the practical operation of having one Man
to determine these disputes give an advantage to the city
where that officer lives? Will it not lead merchants to
send their goods to such city, inasmuch as if the inspection
does not please him, he can have another inspection made
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at a trifling expense. But if the inspector resided 1,000
miles away, and the merchant had to incur the risk of pay-
ing his travelling expenses in addition to his fees, it would
deter him from appealing against the inspection. I there-
fore desire to enquire if it is intended by this proposed new
law to repeal sections 11 and 12 of the present Act, and
substitute the appointment of a chief inspector, as I have
mentioned. If that be the case, it seems to me, from what
I at present know, that the clause in the Act is more in the
publie interest. It will not do to have inspectors located in
cities, if the effect of that is to give undue commercial
advantage to any one city or cities in the Dominion. I trust
the Minister apprehends the point I am taking and will give
me information in regard to it-

Mr. COSrIGAN. I can only say to the hon. gentleman
that I have afforded all the information I could afford in
connection with these resolutions. With respect to Manitoba
wheat I may say that I have endeavored in that respect to
meet the wishes of the Province by giving it a higher grade.
Another change is with respect to the inspection of fish,
and on that point the member for Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor)
bas recognised the advisability of the proposed change.
With respect to the details of the -Bill, I will give as full
information as I possess in committee on the Bill. The
change made, in the first place, is as regards voluntary
inspection. 'That is admitted by both sides of the House.
Arother change is made, so as to give the wheat of Manitoba
and the North-West a higher classification. I expected to
be congratulated by the hon. member for Marquette (Mr.
Watson) and others, upon having met the requiremonts of
Manitoba. Does the hon. gentleman intend to state that
the Province does not want that change? I do not think he
will say so. If hon. gentlemen will allow us to go into
committee on the Bill, I promise to give all the information
I can as to its details.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I submit that I cannot have
misunderstood the resolution so, far as not to obtain an
answer on my point from the Minister. The member for
North Victoria (Mr. Cameron) saw the point, and we can-
not both be wrong. I have pointed out that in the present
Act, if disputes arise in places whore thiere are boards of
examiners and chambers of commerce, it is provided that
the board of examiners shall deal with the matter; and that
in other districts application shall be made to a justice of
the peace, and three arbitrators appointed, as I have before
explained. But who is to pay the fees ? In the cities the
secretary of the board of trade cails them together, but as
I understand the resolution, it proposes Vo appoint chief
inspectors whose duties it shall be to decide those disputes.
That must bu to wipe out the machinery under the present
Act, and leave these disputes to be dealt with by the chief
inspectors, to be appointed ; but there is this objection, that
there are even different articles open to this inspection.
Take, for instance, the article of leather and bides, and as
there is only one inspector to be appointed, supposing he
lives at Montreal and a dispute arises in Victoria, will the
person in Britishi Columbia have to avail himself of the ser-
vices of the inspector living in Montreal, with the cogni-
sance that if the dispute goes against him he will have to
pay his travelling expenses and fees ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. I would suggest that I will make
provision to appoint one for each Province.

Mr. PATERSON. I think that would bu much
better than the present proposition, which I think is likely
to be unworkable. There should be no law enacted to give
one city a commercial advantage over another, and under,
the present law we eau settle a dispute in Guelph or Brant-'
ford just as well as any where else. But if the inspector
lives in Montreal or Halifax, we could not settle it without
paying his travelling expenses, or else sending the article

there. The Minister's suggestion will obviate that difficulty
a good deal, though I reserve to myself the right, when the
Bill comes down, to say whether or not the present plan,
which allows disputes to bu settled in each section, is not the
best after all, and one which gives f airer play than even the
system of appointing one chief inspector for each Province.

Mr DAVIES. The suggestion which the Minister has
made is important, so far as it goes, but it only partially
obviates the objection taken by the hon. member for Brant.
But at any rate, I think before we rise the Minister should.
amend the resolution in the direction he bas suggested.
Under this suggestion, a chief inspector for Ontario may
reside in Toronto; the dispute must still be settled by the
chief inspector, and if h las to travel from a point in
Ontario where h resides to the place where the dispute
arises, the inherent defect of the scerne still exists.

Mr. WATSON. As the Minister mentioned my name in
connection with the grading of wheat in Manitoba, I wish
to say that I think he misunderstood me before recess, when
he thought I was obstructing the Bill. I was not obstruct-
ing the Bill. But I was anxious to know in what particular
direction the classification of wheat in Manitoba, which he
proposed, was to go, how high the grades were to be and
what standards were to be adopted. If I understand the
Minister aright, it is bis intention to make a grade of wheat
comparing with the Minnesota bard wheat, or the same
standard, No. 1 and 2 bard, and so on, and then there will
be a Manitoba special No. 1 and 2. I wish to know from
the hon. gentleman what standard he would apply to the
No. I special-how many pounds to the bushel-also, the
standard he is supposed to apply to the No. 1 bard.

Mr. COSTIGAN. As I told the hon. gentleman some
time ago, the principle of the Bill declares that we should
change the classification of wheat, and I am sure the hon.
gentleman recognises that fact, and the reasons for it. But
if he finds, wh en my proposition comes down, that it does not
meet bis requirements, he can object to it. I am not hure
laying down the grade, but simply affirming that the classi-
fication of wheat should bu butter defined. Does not the
hon. gentleman agree that it should bu butter defined ?

Mr. WATSON. Yes.
Mtr. COSTIGAN. Very well; if my definition does not

agree with bis view when the Bill comes down, he can
make any suggestion he likes.

Mr. WATSON. As I explained before recess, I would
like to know the standard, as there are many people in that
country who would like to bu informed on that point.

Mr. COSTIGAN. You will know when you get the Bill.
Mr. WATSON. When the Bill comes down it will go

through the House, so that we will not have a chance of
discussing it.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Oh, no.
Mr. DAVIES. I suppose the hon. Minister will now

submit the amendment he proposes, in order to obviate the
fatal objection raised by the hon. member for Brant (Mr.
Paterson).

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is not necessary, as it
may be done when the Bill is before the House, as the bon.
gentleman knows very well. The case was very well put
by the hon. member for South Brant (Mr. Paterson), and I
would suggest, to meut bis views, that the resolution be
worded, in the second line, "to provide that for each Prov-
ince a chief inspector" may be appointed. As I under-
stand, it is noV tho intention of my bon. friend, or the object
of the Bill, to do away with the present machinery. It is
intended, as far as possible, to give the chief inspector in
each Province the specific power mentioned in this resolu-
tion to decide disputes between inspectors and others, in
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regard to articles for inspection. It is thought well to have
an officer who will have an authoritative voice.

Mr. DAVIES. Do I understand the hon. Minister to say
that there will be two tribunals who will have authority to
decide a point in dispute.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; I do not say that.
Mr. DAVIES. Under the present law a decision of the

tribunal appointed by a justice of the peace is final. If
another is appointed, will there be an appeal from one to
the other, or will they both have equal power.

Sir JOHN A MACDONALD. No; a dispute may be
left to either party. People may use this simple form or
the other.

Mr. EDGAR. The Act provides that examiners appointed
by the board of trade shall examine persons before they
are appointed inspectors. Is it also intended that the chief
inspector shall be examined ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. The chief inspectors will be appointed
by me from the inspectors, who are all qualified by that
examination.

Mr. PATERSON.
not thought proper1
any article in which
is.

When this Act was framed, it was
that deputy inspectors should brand
they dealt. The wording of the Act

"No deputy inspector shall have direct or indirect interest, by him-
self or by any other person whomsoever, in any article inspected by
him. Every deputy inspector shall, before acting as such, take and
subscribe bef ore some justice of the peace, the following oath :-I, A.B.,
do solemnly swear that I will faithfully, truly îand impartially, to the
beet of my judgment and skill and understaDding, execute and perform
the office of deputy inspector of-,and that I will not inspect, brand or
certify to the quality of any article or thing in which I have any direct
or indirect interest on my own account or upon the account of any
other person whomsoever, while I continue to hold office as a deputy
inspector. So help me God."

That was the provision of the Act of 1874, as strong as it
could be, not only in the declaration of the statute, but in
the wording of the oath of office; and the Minister announces,
as the second proposition in his resolution, that that is to be
entirely changed, and that a deputy inspector is to be at
liberty to deal in any article he inspects, being required, if
he does so, to brand it with the word 4lowner." I think it
would not be asking too much to ask the Minister what has
led him to make such a radical change in the law.

Mr. COSTIGAN. One of the things that has led me to
make that change was the strong ground taken by hon.
gentlemen opposite, last year, who complained that while
we recognised the principle of compulsory inspection we
excluded fishermen from the Act. It has since been gener-
ally admitted, and by the hon. gentleman's own friends,
that it would be botter .to modify the Act and make the
inspection voluntary. Under voluntary inspection
the inspection is only valid so far as you
can establish a character for it. This is the Act introduced
by hon. gentlemen opposite. It was voluntary in all its
elements, except as to leather and hides. The inspection of
flour was voluntary ; and flour has been inspected since
then, and the inspection has beeome valid and of worth.
With regard to the deputy inspector: Last year I could
not admit that they could expect a fee, when you made it
compulsory on fish dealers to go to them and bave their
fish inspected; but I am quite free this year to adopt the
views of hon. gentlemen opposite, and say that they should
be competent to inspect the fish, simply marking any
article inspected by them, if they have a pecuniary interest,
" inspector and owner." Large quantities of fish exported
from this country are put up not only on the certificate of
the inspectors but of the shippers themselves. Under this
amendment, the inspector shall afford a guarantee to the
fishermen of its worth. If the inspection is not good, they
will not patronise it. The inspector will find it necessary

Sir JoHN A. MVODONALD.

to establish a character for his inspection. That means
that, with regard to fish we are applying the principle of
inspection to fish, which we now have with regard to flour
-the voluntary principle.

Mr. PATERSON. The mind of the hon. member
seems to be ru.nning in the direction of fish. But fish
is only one of seven articles in the list, and the law on the
Statute Book, and the amendment proposed bere, apply not
to one article but to all the articles. He bas said that the
inspection of fish was compulsory and he proposes to make
it non-compulsory. I do not want to enter into that ques-
tion, because I do not understand the merits of it; I leave
it to those who are more especially interested in it. Pro-
bably the Minister and those who argue with him are right
with regard to fish; but it was not compulsory to have an
inspection of flour and the other articles mentioned-wheat
and other grain, beef and pork, pot ashes, pearl ashes and
butter. Yet, flour not being compulsory, the strong
language of the statute I have read declared that no one
who was a deputy inspector should deal in it; yet the
Minister proposes that he shall have power to do it.
He proposes that they shall have power to make a radical
change, a direct change, which is not affected by the fish
question. If it had been compulsory and were not changed
and made voluntary, it might affect it, as far as fish is con-
cerned, but this law is enacted as regards articles on which
inspection was not compulsory, and being not compulsory
they are in the same category. The Minister proposes the
Inspector may deal on them while the statute declares they
may not. I want to see how it is desirable to let the
deputy inspector do the very reverse of that which he was
forbidden to do in the statute, other circumstances not hav-
ing changed in the least.

Mr. MILLS. I do not see how the Minister is going to
give practical effect to this particular provision. It pro-
poses that a party may inspect an article in which ho deals,
provided he marks the word "owner " on it, to indicate the
inspector has an interest in the article. That may be done
with some articles, but how can it be done with wheat?

Mr. COSTIGAN. It does not apply to wheat at all.
Committee rose and reported; and resolution concurred in.
Mir. COSTIGAN moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.

135), further to amend the General Inspection Act of 1874,
and the Acts amending the same.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first Lime.

AGRICULTURAL FERTILIZERS.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the Order for
second reading of Bill (No. 122) respecting agricultural
fertilisers be transferred to Government Orders.

Motion agreed to.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE N. W.-TELEGRAMS
FROM INDIANS AT FORT QU'APPELLE.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Before the Orders of the
Day are called, I would like to read, indeed I am instructed
to read, a telegram received from some Indians at Fort
Qu'Appelle, sent through the Indian agent:

"lFORT QU'APPELL , 22nd April, 1885.
"Right Hon. Sir John A. Macdonald, Ottawa:

"Indians want this read in Parliament by you.
"ALLAN MAoDONALD,

dAgent.

"Pasqua and Muskowpetung are speaking to you now through their
counsellor, Charles Asham, of Fort Qu'Appelle reserve. We have good
thoughts in our hearts. From the time Governor Morris made the
treaty with us, have kept our promises. Surprised to see soldiers com-
ing here. Dor't know reason why. Only look to treaty obligations and
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our work on reserves. Don't think asnythilng disloyal of us; it hurts us.
We depend upon promises made by Great Mother to us, because of our
keeping faith ; hope when trouble is ended that she will extend more
help to us on our reserves to make better living tban before, and hope
that our aient will bave more power to help us. Expect Great Mother
will see to that. Two winters ago tobacco was sent to us. We did not
listen. Now more tobacco is sent. We will not listen. Governor
Dewdney told us no matter if war around our reserves, we should not
fight ; we would not be molested. We hold on to that. We would not
be called to fight; we want peace. I try all I can to keep peace and
explain everything. I want Great Mother to be kind and good to us.

"We witness :
"A. MACDoNALD, Indian Agent,
"WiLLiAM . O'BRIEN, Lieut.-Colonel,
" GEORGE DREwER, Interpreter,
"T. W. JACKsoN, Member North-West Council,
"PAsQuA, Chief,
"MUSKOWPETUNG, Chief,
"CHARLES ASHAM, Head Councillor.

"Send answer.''

CONTAGIOUS DISEASES IN ANIMALS.
Mr. POPE moved third roading of Bill (No. 44) respect-

ing infectious or contagious diseases affecting animals.
Mr. FISHER. I would like to ask the hon. Minister if he

has included in this Bill the amendment which ho promised
to make to it when in Committee of the Whole I mean the
amendment to exempt horses from the operation of the
Bill. The hon. gentleman agreed, on the suggestion of my
hon. friend, the hon. member for Oxford (Mr. Sutherland),
that horses should not be included, and I trust ho has made
this change, excluding them from the operation of the Bill.

Mr. POPE. I did not agree to the suggestion; I said I
had no objection to the hon. member moving an amend-
ment of that kind, and if the House will accept it I have no
objection to it.

Mr. SUTHERLAND (Oxford). Whon 1 withdrew
the amendment I submitted to a clause in this Bill
in Committee, I did so at the hon. gentleman's own
suggestion. I wish it to be understood that I do not
oppose the principle of this moasure, on the contrary,
I feel that it is a very important Bill in the interests
of farmers and shippers of cattle in this country,
and it is very desirable the Bill should pass. But I did take
exception,when in committee, to that part of clause 13 which
provided the amount to be given for compensation to the
owners of cattle or any animal that might improperly
be destroyed, not having been affected by any conta-
gious disease. That was the principal part of the
Bill to which I objected, and I submit now whether
it is not reasonable that if, through the instructions
of the Government, or without their instructions, by the
action of any officer of the Government, any animal should
be destroyed that was not affected by infections disease, the
owner should not at least be fairly compensated for the value
of that animal. That is the position I take, and I submit to
the flouse and the Minister of Agriculture that it is a very
fair proposition, one ho should support and a change
ought to be made in this clause to meet that proposition.
I am perfectly willing to support that part of the Bill that
allows a amall compensation in the case of animals
being destroyed which arc affected with contagious disease.
It is the owner's misfortune if anything of the sort should
happen to his animal, and I do not see that ho is entitled to
any compensation whatever, nor would I be disposed to
advocate any; but, in conversation with the hon. the Minister
of Agriculture, I understood from him that, in this Bill, ho
did not expect to deal with borses.

Mr. POPE. No; I did not.
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I pointed out at that time

that, in the case of horses particularly, from the very
low compensation which was allowed, the owner would
seriously suffer, and I understood from him that ho would
be willing to exempt horses from the provisions of
the Bill. I find that horses are not included in the
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Bill affecting contagions disenses in England. In the
Province of Ontario we have a loual Act under which
I think horses can be dealt with more efficiently than they
could under the provisons o! this Act. The hon. the Minister
of Agriculture knows vcry well that horses are not
scheduled, as other cattle or animals are for importation or
exportation. I do not suppose they ever have been, ard I
hope they never will be. Tae machinery afforded by the local
Act appears to me to be cmore efficient for dealing with local
cases, and in my opinion it would seen to be a matter of
local jurisdiction. It is very questionable whether the bon.
Minister himself would not think that, oven if this Parli-
ament had the right to deal with the matter, of which thero
is some doubt, it is one coming more properly under the
jurisdiction of the Local Legislature. As there are Acts in
Ontario, andlI believe in other Provinces,affecting contagions
diseases of horses, it would be very desirable to striko that
out of this Bill altogother, and I tbink the Minister will sec,
after consideration, that it is not necessary for bis purp)ses
to have horses incladed in this Act. The bon. member for
Renfrew took some exception the other night, when the
Bill was under discussion, to have horses struck out, as he
thought that, under the Ontario Act, no compensation was
provided for. That Act deals with cases of this kind very
differently from this one, and not in the same summary
manner. At the same time, I think the provisions are such
that there is no dangTer of this disease existing without some
person putting the provisions of that Act in force, Al that
bas to be done is for any person who may know of a horso
being affected with a contagious disease, especially glanders
or facey to report to a veterinary surgeon or to any jistice
of the peace. Action must b taken at once, and the
penalties are very severe for any negleoct of any order that
is given. There are other provisions which, I think, pro-
tect the owner of an animal, and it is very unlikely that any
injustice will be done, as the matter bas to be heard before
some court of competent jurisdiction before any action can
be taken to order the killing of the animal. In that case, I
do not think there would be the same danger of any injustice
being done to the owner of an animal under that Act as under
the present Bill. I therefore move, as the hon. Minister
suggested:

That the said Bill be recommitted to a Commttee of the Whole, for
the purpose of amending section 2, sub-section b, by striking out
the word "horses," and adding at the end of the clause the words

except horses ;"-also by adding the word "horses1" after the word
catt1e," line l in sub-section a, of section 27, and the same word after

"animais " in uine 1 of section 39.

I think that would exclude them from the Act altogether.
It would be in accordance with the English Act, and would
give greater satisfaction to the farmers, and to the owners
and shippers of horses generally, throughout the Dominion.

Mr. POPE. The hon. gentleman has put this question
very fairly, and it is a question that is undoubtedly open to
discussion. I am not all sorry that ho bas moved this
amendment, in order that the sense of the flouse may be
taken upon it. I have no prejudice on this question. I would
prefer that all the Provinces should have local laws by which
they would manage entirely local affairs, excepting those in
regard to cattle which are likely to ho scheduled. It was
under those circumstan3es that I spoke to the hon. gentle-
man the other night, but I find that some people in this
louse object to my striking this out, and for that reason I
think it is botter that ho should move this motion. I will
offer no impediment to it. I am not wedded to the provision
at all. I am sure that, if ail the Provinces would manage
this matter, it would be botter, but I believe there are only
two Provinces which have Acts on this subjects-one Mani-
toba and the other Ontario. Up to this moment, so far as
my Department is concerned, we have in no case interfored.
I must confes that I have always had my doubts about the
jurisdiction, excepting with regard to those animals that I

1885. 1321



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 23,

have before described. Still, it is necessary that there
sbould be some means by which which disease of this kind,
whether amongst horses or anything else, should be dealt
with ; it has always been on our Statute Book and in no case
has there beeu any complaint. llowever, if the House thinks
it better that this should be removed, I have no objection
whatever. I have been very much pleased that the hon.
gentleman has put it in the fair, manly way he has, before
the louse, and I am sure that his remarks will have their
,weight with the IHouse.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I hope the amendmeut will not
be carried by this louse. It may be truc, as urged by the
mover of this amemdment, that horses are not so liable to
be scheduled in other countries to which they are exported
from Canada as cattle and sheep, but it must be known that
there is a very large exportation of horses from Canada. I
believe a large number are exported from fontreal every
week to the United States, and in that particular Canada
does not stand in the same position as England. I
think that the exportation of horses from Great Britain is
very limited indeed, and not at all to bec compared with the
exportation of horses from this country; and although it
may be true that up to the present time no steps have been
taken by other countries in relation to diseased horses for
export from Canada, yet the time may come when the
spread of contagious diseases in this country will become
such as to lead countries to which we export to
schedule them, and to stop the export of an article which
is, at the present time, very considerable, and the profit of
which is of considerable consequence to the farmers of this
country. If I understood the arguments of hon. gentlemen
opposite correctly, in respect to the provisions of this Bill,
their chief objection to it was that the compensation pro-
vided was not sufficient. Now, Sir, what is the case in
regard to the Act upon the Statute Book of the Province of
Ontario? There no provision is made for compensation for
animals killed under the authority of that Act, whether
they be diseased or not. In the first place, it provides that:

" Where it appears to any person that any horse or other animal is
diseased, such person may notify any justice having jurisdiction in the
municipality , and the justice, ifin bis opinion there is reasonable cause
therefor, shah forthwitb, by writing under bis hand, direct. a competent
veterinarian to inspect the animal alleged to be diseased."

Well, Sir, I pointed out the other night and I think those who
represent country constituencies will agree with me, that
there is nothing more difficult than to induce oe farmer to
give information respecting diseased animals belonging to his
neighbor; there sems to be a reluctance and an indisposi-
tion on the part of farmers to inform upon their neighbors ;
and it seems to me that, under the provisions of this Act, it
would be wholly impossible to stamp out a disease, particu.
larly the disease of glanders, which has prevailed to a great
extent in the locality in which I live, at all events, and I
dare say in other parts of the country. Then, Sir, as I
pointed out, there is no compensation provided to the
farmer for his animals should they be slaughtered under the
provisions of this Act. There is a provision by which
a court of justice may make an order upon the municipality
in which cases occur for the costs that are incurred in
determining whether those animals shall be slaughtered or
not, and in view of that fact, in view of the difficulties of
putting this Act into operation, I am disposed to think'
that very little good could be effected under the operations
of the Act of the Province of Ontario. As regards
the other Provinces, I know nothing respecting the
laws that may be in operation therein ; but I am satis-
fied that in the Province of Ontario it will be almost
impossible to stamp out the disease to which I refer in
herses under the operation of that Act, and therefore I
I shall vote against the proposed amendment of the hon.
member for Oxford (Mr. Sutherland).

Mr. POPE. If my bon. friend is going to put this
motion, I would ask him to extend it. He will find it
necessary to amend the 37th clause, letter A, by adding,
after the word "cattle," in the first line, the word
" horses." That is for the purpose of quarantining them,
because you must have the power to quarantine.

Mr. DAVIES. If the hon. gentleman looks at the inter-
pretation clause he will see it is unnecessary.

Mr. POPE. But he is going to strike that out. Then, in
in the 39th section, after the word "cattle," in the first
line, he must include horses. That is to prevent the intro-
duction of horses if they are diseased.

Mr. WELDON. I suggest that we put "1horses, cattle
and other animals."

Mr. POPE. Very well.
Mr. WILSON. I feel that the amendment is a very

important one, and in the right direction. As stated by the
mover of the amendment, in Ontario they have an Act that
has worked very satisfactorily so far.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). They only passed it last
year.

Mr. WILSON. I know that; but we have found that the
Act, as far as it has come into operation, has given general
satisfaction. Now, Sir, we find that the Minister has included
among diseases a very large number of those that are not
included in the English Act, and in respect to which it is
very questionable to-day whether they be or be not conta-
gious, and therefore they ought not to be included in this
Act. My hon. friend from Renfrew (Mr. White) says that
we have a very large exportation of horses from this
country, and therefore it might seriously prejudice
the interests of that exportation from Canada to the United
States. Now I think, Mr. Speaker, that if he will consider
the disease that he referred to, and which lie has said was
very prevalent in his neighborhood, he will find that that
disease has been proved to exist a long time before it
develops any contagious or infectious character; that it can
be easily ascertained and readily detected, and, if detected,
under the Act of the Province of Ontario, the animal can be
slaughtered, without any risk or danger to the animals that
may come into contact with it. And farther, I have never
heard, yet, any complaint of any danger or any risk in
regard to the animals exported from Canada to the United
States, We find that so far as horses are concerned it
would be a very great injustice indeed if the Minister of
Agriculture had it in his power to enter into stables where
there are very valuable horses and, upon the mere
suspicion that there was a contagious disease amongst them,
cause the horses to be quarantined or destroyed, whereby
the party owning those horses might lose very heavily in-
deed. If the Minister granted adequate compensation, there
would be some reason for allowing this clause to remain as
part of the Bill. We also know that at certain seasons of
the year-though I am not a sporting character myself-
I know that at certain seasons of they year the horses of
those who are inclined to sporting, might be very seriously
interfered with, and great injustice might be done to parties
interestedu in having fast horses. Therefore, I think the
owner of such horses ought to be protected from interfer-
ance by the Minister of Agriculture who, otherwise, might,
through his inspector, prevent those horses from pursuing
their ordinary circuit. Then, again, I think that if the
Minister will consider the Ontario Act he will find that it
will answer all the purposes he desires, and that
he will have no difficulty whatever in suppressing
any diseases that are likely to take place among horses.
We know, and all those who have had any opportunity
of becoming acquainted with the subject are well
aware, that horses may have certain diseases which assimi-
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late very closely to some of the diseases represented to be uled in any cou
contagious diseases; and it is impossible for any veterinary aware that com
surgeon to say definitely whether horses have consumption ing diseased ho
or merely the relies of disease of the lungs. That being the The Minister o
case, any person having valuable animals might at any time wished the Bil
be liable to have an inspector come along and declare it dealt with qu
them to be suffering from consumption, when no such on that ground
disease existed in the animals. I hope, therefore, the amend- horses to be ex
ment moved by the hon. member for Oxford (Mr. Suther- ail necessary t
land) will be adopted, as I believe it will do no more than any dangerous
justice to the owners of horses. foreign countr

by the member
Mr. FISHiER. I desire to say one or two words in reply incorrect, and t

to the hon. member for North Renfrew (Mr. White). He measure.
made what he considered to be a point in regard to the Mr. WHITE
Ontario law, that there was no compensation provided for made are the
an animal that was slaughtered under that law. Under
that law it is provided that an animal shall be slaughtered Asastbthop
in accordance with a judicial decision that it is suffering baeen
from a contagious disease. Section 8 provides that on the understae rei
evidence of one or more competent authorities that nover ho put i
the animal is diseased the court shall make an order that in case it a
fer the killing, burning or burying of such an animal petent veterina
within twenty-four hours. But it is only in consequence of the court abal
the decision of the court that the animal shall bo so Act definos i
slaughtered, and it is very evident that, under such circum- duly ro,
stances, the owner has no fair claim for compensation. The
reason why the suggestion was made to the Min'ster of ae n, vterd
Agriculture that in this Bill the clause relating to compensa-a e on.
tion inserted in the Ontario Act should not be adopted in this b sppeh
Act was, because animals were not destroyed on the order that the disez
of a judicial tribunal but by order of an inspector or the I arn nformed,
Minister. It is in consequence of that fact that compensa- that it is a very
tion is given, and as, in the case of horses, it is entirely home afocted b
inadequatc, the Minister was requested to strike out horses derod, or is sîn
from the B;1l, That is the reason why the hon. member serions charact
for Oxford desires that horses should be struck out. The able thatsome
clause of the O'itario Act goes on to show that the fact that
the animal bas disease must be proved. It is, there-amais thond
fore, evident that this has to be established not only spread, te tie gr
to the court, but to the court on the evidence of I amnconfident
competent witnesses. There is no reason, therefore, Ac
why compensation should be granted under those
circumstances, bocause if, by any chance, under thedve thedli

mavde ae he s

Ontario law a farmer's herse should ho slangbtered on a
domand made by the inspecter, and it could hi established Mr. AUGER.
tbat the aimnal was net diseasod, the party lias reoeurseinu the operationpcf
the courts te a suit fer damages. nor this Act there t is last wintr ter
ne such recourso, and if, by order of the Minister, sucir an from what was(
animal were slanghtered, the law would hold the Minister bec we have ne
or the person :arry iDg out bis instructions entirely free rovision as is n
from dlaims for damages. Thera is ne recourse and ne have been hroug
appeal from the decision under thisBill, and any person travelling about
haviug an animal killed would net obtain compensation. barns, aDd put u
Thre hon, gentleman bas alluded te the fact that herses are exposing them
semetimes afected with contagieus diseases. I amn weli think horses oug
aware thre are c ases of glanders or farcy, whieh is the only Bill.
disease te which herses are suh 'ject coming under this Bil.H os ide
Tre other diseases de not core under it, and animais suifer: o ve

ngfrom ether diseases te whicbherses are hiable wiIî net P 121
ho langhtered under thre provisions cf tis Bill. In th~e
case of glandera or farcy the disbsy is very easily detected
as a rie. I think I know enough about herses tesknowu
that this disease very seldem apreadt, or that any large num- a Allen,

Bain (Soularme),
ber of animais, are afected by it in any particular neiglhbor- Bain (Wetworth),
heed. The disease may spread in one partieular stable, Baker (&issis qnoi),
but it very seldom spreads te a large number of stables in Baker (Victoria),

darBe,orism

ene neighborhood. It la net withmn tire knowledge f any BhI
member of this flouse that a district bas heen declared te Benoit,
ho under the operation cf the Contagieus Dieoases Act ln Benton,
consequence cf tire existence of glandera or farcy amon Bernier,

hOrses.o lorses have nover, so far as I uknow been schd-

untry to which we export them. I am not
plaints have been made about Canada export-
rses. Such a case would be almost impossible.
f Agriculture stated the other night that ho
J to go through in its present form because
uarantine and our trade in animals. I think
d the Minister would be safe in allowing
:punged from the Bill, because it is not at
o apply this Bill to horses, to save them from
disease or their being scheduled in any

y. I therefore think the objections taken
r for North Renfrew (Mr. White) are entirely
the House will be quite safe in passing this

(Renfrew). I think the observations just
strongest argument that can be adduced

oposition to strike horses from this Bill.
pointed out, under the Ontario law certain
uired to be done in order to bring animals
ration of that Act. ln my opinion it will
nto operation. For instance, it is provided
ppears by the evidence of one or more com-
rians that the animal in question is diseased,
make an order. The interpretation of this
veterinarian " to mean veterinary sur-

gistered in the Ontario Veterinary Asso-
gh in many parts of the country there
niary surgeons. Then, Sir, we are told
member for Brome (Mr. Fisher) who,
as some knowledge on this subject,
ase of glanders is very easily detected.
however, by competent veterinary surgeons,

difficult matter to determine whether a
y the symptoms of glanders is really glan-
nply suffering from some disease of a less
r. It seems to me that it would be desir-
means should be adopted by which these
be quarantined, or set apart from other ani-
erent localities, so that the disease may not
reat detriment of the farming community.
that, under the operation of the Ontario

be wholly impossible to bring about that
herefore feel that it will b my duty to
e on the amendment.

I believe that horses ought to come under
this law. [ know that in my own county
e were several complaints of horses suffering
called glanders, and in the Province of Que-
law applying to such cases; but if such a
ow suggested had been in force, they could
ght under its operation. These horses were
the country, sometimes in hotel sheds or

.p in the same stalls with other horses, thus
to catch the disease. For that reason I
ht to be included in the provisions of the

on amendment of Mr. Sutherland (Oxford),
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Messieurs
Dodd,
Dugas,
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Dupont,
Edgar,
Farrow,
Ferguson (Welland),
Fisher,
Fleming,
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McIsaac,
McLelan,
McMullen,
MeNeill,
Massue,
Hills,
Mitchell,
Moffat,
Mulock,
Paint,
Paterson (Brant),
Pinsonneault,
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Blondean, Gillmor, Platt, consideration of the extraordinary powers demanded by the
Bourassa, Girouard, Pope, Minister, it was desirable that a further compensation
Bourbeau, Grandbois, Ray
Bowell, Guilbault, Reid, should be provided for. After considerable discussion on
Burns, Gunn,, that point the Minister of Agriculture, on the advice of the
Burpee, Hackett, , First Minister, I think, saw that k was necessary to offer a
Cameron (Ruron), Harley, Robertson (Hastinge), f
Cameron (Inverness), Hesson, Scriver,
Cameron (Middlesex), Hickey, Small, was amended in committee in one respect, namely, by
Cameron (Victoria), Holton,ythi
Carling, Homer,Som lle (Brant),
Caron, Hurteau, Somerville (Bruce) compensation might be allowed to the extent of two-
Cartwright, Innes, Springer, thirds of their value, and not exceeding in al $150.
Casey, Ives, Stairs That was an amendment in the riglt direction, but does notCasgrainJackson,O&sgrainJcsn, Sutherland (Oxford), g a nuh hrfr îht aiteatnino
Catudal, Jamieson, Sutherland (Selkirk),
Charlton, Jenkins, Tassè, the fouse to another point. The Bil gives absolute
Cochrane, Kilvert, Taylor, power b the Minister of Agriculture to destroy ani-
Cockburn, King,Tep,Cookb, KIng, yTempe, mals iiiaî are oniy suspeoted of being affected witli
Cook, Kinney,Tho , infectious or contagious diseases. Ile is not obliged,
Oostigan, Kirk,Trw
Ooughlin, Kranz, Vail, under the Bile10 make enquiy as b whether such
Coursol, Labrosse, Valîn, animais are or are not 60 affected; but he can destroy
Curran, Landry (Montmagny), Wallace (York),
Cuthbert, Langevin (Sir Hector),tWal hino
Daly, Laurier,Weldon, it necessary so to do. 0f course, I know li will not inten.
Daoust, Livingstone, Wells, îionally destroy such an animal; but it is quite possible that
Davies, Macdonald (King's), White (Oardwell),
Dawson, Macdonald (Sir John), Wilson, a ithe caef maie. y suspccted ofviseas
Desauiniers (Mask'ngé),Mccallum, Wright,
Desaulniers(St.Maurice)McCraney, yeo.-131. but in fact frec irom disease. J do not propose to consider
Desjardins, Meintyre, the case of animais of small value, which are now provided

NA-YB: for by the Bill; but there are in the country, at present, a
Messieurs arge num ber of thoroughbred cattle. According to the

Minister's report of 1883, during that one year there were
Aumtge, fHall ryor, îmported irt Canada 2,132 pure-bred cattie, which fact, of

Auger HaRinfret,

Bell, Irvie, Townshiend, itseif, shows that there is a con sidérable quantity of valuable
Bryson, McUarthy, Tupper, sto k in the country. Now, he Bil as it stands at present,
JBZnham) McDougald (Pictou), White (Rcnfrew).-16. only provides compensation bo the extent of $150. There is

oster, no doubt in my mid, nor can there bo in the mid of
Amendment agreed to. any hon, gentleman, that there are thousands of cattie in
flouse again resol ved itse'if mbt committee; ameudment this Dominion at present, each one of whicb is worth far

reported and concurred in. more than $150. J présume that no bull or cow crosses the
Atantim(a Canada that is not worth more that)tht, whHst

On motion for third reading, we know that many of these animals range in value away
Mr. MiULOCJ•. 1 am glad that the fl-ouse appears t0 be up among the thousands. INow, it appears to me that the

so unanimous in its efforts bo perfect this mensure. When Bil shouid be amended, by providing for a quarantine of
we had it in committee there was some difficuity, I thuik, such animais as are simply suspected of being affected witli
on the part of some bon, gentlemen, in approaching its con- infectlous or conbngious disease. If a man lias a valuable
sideration in that ealai spirit which is necessary in dealing animal, and the Minister or bis officers suspects it of being
with any moasure so important. 1, perhaps, may bake thle idtectLed, whie i t is not so in tact, it shoi4d not he destroyed ;
lib rty of congratulating the Minister of Agriculture on the but we know that il is the province of doctors 10 differ, and
improvement in bis maniner in which ho lias submtbed to it is possible for mistakes or errors of judgment 10
the flouse bhe queltion which lias just bsen disposed cf; existe even after the diseuse bas developed; but more
and I venture to say thai. I think if he had mani- cspcciulY is that possible befoze the disease lias
-fested a similar spirit ut an carlier stage of Ibis developed. During that period, wbile the animal is
Bill> lie would have madie mucli more rapid pro- ony suspected, 1 think it would lie wise to provide
grees than lie bas made with it. llowever, it is a Echemne for its segregation, for suoli a reasonable length of
neyer too late 10 mend, and even ut Ibisý late stage of time as will decide the case one V ay or the other. if the
the Bill k bas been shown that it wNas capable of ameind- diseuse develops itschf, I would leave tho animal bo be dealt
ment in a most important respect, bo ik cannot be consîdered with according to Iaw, Dot dealing with the question of
0o lute to ofier another suggestion, which 1 trust will compensation at ail. After the disease develops in the
meet with the approval of the Minister of Agriculture and animal sufflciently t0 lead to its destruction, it ceases to b.
of this flouse. When bbheflouse was in committce on bthe of value 10 blie owner ; but if it turnis ont 10 beoflot diseased,
Bll I called bbc attention of the commitbee 10 bthe extraor- il oughb b beo returned to the owner. In that view I
dinary provisions of bbe measure and to, the inadéquabe would respectfully submibt te following amendment:
sceeeof compensation. When the Bill was inbroduced mbt That the Bill be flot now resd a third time, but that it be referred
the flouse, and when il was bcing considoed ln commitîe, Back to the Comnîittee of the Whole Hlouse, with instructions to amend

the saune by adddngo the d3th section, the folowing words:il was found bliat il gave most extraordinary powers 10 bbcé Provided always, that in the case of any animal of the value, % ben
Minister of Agriculture - powcrs which, if excicised even iu a state of bealth, of $2C0 or upwards, axid which la only suspeced,
by accident, unwiscly, migbî res uit in great p~cuniary Ioss but net shown beyond reasonale doubt to lie suffering frcî n ay inite-

10 indiiduals.Accordigly, I t blia lim aeeriinous or contagions diiease, the owner thereof ay require the saine tou theradeeri, seggatedadcoinedvithin certan his Io be defiuîd by the
ouggestions which wveî flot acquiesccd in. 1 pointed out a* Ilinisier cf Agriculture, apart frLm other anilLai2, xnstead cjf heing
that lime, as was iben the Le~t, that tbbc most valua bIce saughî23red; and tbe.,cupcn the stème shalh Le so segregatcd an u

fined, îst.d shtih, not be Elatightered until pr-onounced Ly exMerte tb be saanimal miglit bo d(stro)ycd wben ib should flot bc; destroyed. diseaseJ; and it'fier such animal shahlie so confined for a ieaEooosble
and tbat the only amount of' compensation was Ibe suai of' length of tinie, the sainie shah ho pionouncea b*hýi *x perts as free f r#m any
820 in one case, und a sum not exceeding $40 in any other sucb disease, then it ELaIl be îeturned tu the owuir.'possible caïe. I pointed out thon that that measure cf comn- I hope bliat will meet with the approval cf bhe Minikter 9f
pensation appeared rholly ii adequte; and further, that in A&riculture.

MrTaylor,
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Mr. POPE. I do not propose to discuss this question at
any length, as it was discussed when the Bill was in com-
mittee. But it would be quite impossible to carry ont this
Act if it were amended in the direction the hon. gentleman
proposes. If the farmers are to quarantine their own cattle,
other cattle through the country would be exposed to contact
with them and to catch the disease. The plan proposed is
an impossible one. So far as valuablo pedigree animals are
concerned, there has never been any disease among them
when introduced in this country. They are sont to quaran-
tine, whether diseased or not, on their arrival, and must
romain there for ninety days, so that any disease amongst
this kind of cattle would be a disease that is in the country.
There never ias been the slightest difficulty in carrying out
this Act nor the slightest word of complaint under it. The
position of the hon, gentleman would endanger the health
of the cattle all over the country, by allowing them to be
quarantined all over the country, thus exposing other cattle
to catch the disease, for these animals, quarantined in this
way in everybody's field, would not be isolated in the manner
this Act provides.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I regret very much the hon.
the Minister of Agriculture has not seen fit to adopt this
amendment. The hon. gentleman says it would be impos-
sible toe carry it out, but he does not tell us what are the
difficulties in the way of carrying it out. He must remem-
ber that, under section 13 of this Bill, lie takes to his offi-
cials and himself the extraordinary power of seizing and
slaughtering cattle supposed to be diseased. He eau, with-
out giving any notice to the owner or having any commu-
nication with him, instruct the officials of the Department
to slaughter animals, on the assumption that they are
infected wiLh contagious diseases, although, as a matter et
fact, they may be wholly free froin disease. What my hon.
friend propoes is, that instead of the 5iinister having such
extensive powers, the owner of the animal suspected of dis-
ease, if he desires that it should be quarantined, should have
it quarantined in a place fixed by the Government ; and if
it turns out not to be diseased the animal will be restored to
the owner ; or, if it be diseased, it will be slaughtered.
Surely that is not an unreasonable proposition. Why
should the Minister of Agriculture take the extraordinary
power of ordering the destruction of an animal without the
consent or knowledge of the owner, and then put the owner
off with the paltry compensation allowed by section 13 ?
The hon. gentleman must recollect that the amendment of
my lon. friend ouly applies to a certain class of animals-
those worth $200 and over. If the owner thinks fit, the
Department will quarantine these animals; and there can
be no danger that in quarantine the disease will spread,
because they will be kept in some place fixed by the Gov-
ernment, where there can b no reasonable chance of
the disease spreading, and will be, no doubt, under the
direction of some veterinary surgeon, who will ascertain
whether they are really infected or not. In discussing the
general principle covered by clause 13, the other night, we
pointed out to the Minister of Agriculture the difficulties
and hardships that would necessarily result because of the
strict enforcen ent of this clause. Under the first portion
of the compensation clause the hon. gentleman has power
to detroy all infected animals. We do not object to that;
it is quite right he should have the power promply, at once,
where the animal is really infected, to destroy it, so as to
prevent the spread of disease; but what we objected to par-
ticulary was the second portion of the compensation clause,
which enables the hon. gentleman, on more suspicion, wi:.h
ou0 any well founded grounds for beilief that the animal was
dieeascd, to instruct the oTi eri of his Departnont, or auy
body, else to slaughter it. What we complain of is that
i'here the ofticers of the Departmeut shall do so, and it turns

Vut the aninal was not infected, ithe hon. gentleman should

only to pay two-thirds of the value of the animal, not
to excoed $40 in the case of grade cattle and $150 in the
case of tboroughbreds. What my hon. friend from West
York wants to do by his amendment is to provide that the
Government shail not, where the animal is not eshown,
beyond reasonable doubt, to be infected, slaughter the
animal without giving the owner an opportunity of ascer-
taining whether or not, as a matter of fact, the animal is
diseased; and the hon. gentleman refuses to assent to that
proposition. I regret tIs, because it is a fair and reasonable
proposition.

Mr. FLEMING. There is a view of this question that
has been pressing itself upon my mind since the Billihas
been under consideration, and which lias not been referred
to, and that is the power of this Parliament to pass the Bill.
There are some of its provisions, it is true, that are clearly
within the jurisdiction of this Parliament, those relating to
the quarantining of cattle imported into the countr ; but,
so far as the regulations for the examination and destruction
of cattle throughout all the agricultural districts of the
country are concerned, I do not sec very clearly where the
power of this Parliament exista to interfere so largely with
the rights of property as this Bill claims to interfere. Pro-
perty and civil rights are, by the British North America
Act, within the sole jurisdiction of the Provincial Legisla-
tures, and there is no greater intei feronce, that I cau
imagine, than the attempted interference of this Bill with
the rights of property and other civil rights of the owner of
proporty to hold and dispose of it as lie thinks fit. It is
true this law has been upon the Statute Book, s0
far as the point I am now discussing is concerned, since
1879 ; but, on roferring to the debate of that ti me, I observe
that tbis question was mooted by the hon. member for Both-
well (Mr. Milis), though it was not pressed for discussion.
I merely throw it out now for the purpose of drawing the
Minister's attention toit, and I think that, under the amend-
ment proposed by my hon. friend from North York (Mr.
Mulock) this is the proper time to raise it; because, whon
the question of the destruction of a valuable animal is con-
cerned, it is quite possible that the owner of such an animal,
entertaining the view that this Parliament has no jurisdic-
tion in the matter, may bring an action against the officer
of this Government for destroying his valauble animal, and
the question will thon have te ho decided by the courts.
It is quite true that, in the British North Amorica Act,
section 95, this provision is contained:

''in each Province the Legislature may make laws in relation to
agriculture in the Province, aud to immigration into the Province, and
it is hereby declared that the Parliament of Canada may, from time to
time, makelaws in relation to agriculture, in ail or any of the Provinces,
and to immigration into all or any of the Provinces and any law of the
Legisiature of the Province, relative to agriculture or to :amigration,
Bhall have effect in and for the Proviuce as far only as it is not rpugnant
tu any Act of the Parliameat of Oanada."
Now, iL is possible that it may be contended that, under
section 95, this Parliament bas the right to enact this law
as affecting agriculture; but you will observe that the words
of section 95 are that this Parliament may mako laws in
relation to agriculture in all or any of the Provinces. Now,
agriculture is a limited word, ani I do not kaow that it
includes stock-raising or dealing in cattle and other animals
that are affected by this Bill. The word agriculture itself
is derived from ager, a field, and cultura, cultivation. It is
defined by Worcestor, following the Latin root, to be the
art or science of cultivaiung the earth, tillage or husbandry.
It is so defined aliso by Richardson, and, in that detinition
and in its original meaning, it cannot possibly cover the
-ubject that is now being legislated upon. It is important,
of coursel, that some law upon the si )ject of this Bill
should be in existence. It is important, in the interests of
the cattle trade, the export trado, that our hords should be
free from suspicion in the markets of the old country,
but that could be effected by an inspection 4t the
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port of export, and the same quarantine laws that
are now in existence, relating to the import of cat-
tie, would protect our own herds from the introduction
of disease. I call the attention of the Minister of Agricul-
ture to this subject. I do not think it is necessary for me
to argue further that this is an interference with property
and civil rights. It is so clearly ma nifest on the face of the
Bill that it will not be denied by anybody, and if it comes
within section 95 it is not so clear as not to render this BilI,
if it become law, subject to the suspicion that it is beyond
the power of this Parliament, and therefore it will not
secure such an obedience to it as the laws of this Parliament
ought to receive from the people,

Mr. M[LLS. I thoroughly agree in the views that havo
been expressed by my hon. friend from Peel (Mr. Fleming).
When a Bill on this subject was introduced in the Session.
of 1879, I raised the question of jurisdiction, as my hon.
friend has now, and it seemed to me that those provisions of
the Bill relating to the quarantine of cattle-not cattle that
were brought into the country, but cattle that were raised
upon the farms of the farmers of the country-could not be
brought within the jurisdiction of this Parliament by
any legislation here. It will be remembered that the hon.
member for Noi th Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy), in an earlier
part of the Session, introduced a Bill to amend the lawi
relating to comiion carriers. I believe the hon. gentlemen
from the Provir3e of Quebec generally objected to that Bill.
They held, and 1 think rightly, that it was an interference
with local jurisdiction. Now, upon the grounds or argu-
ments set out by those who were opposed to that measure,
it would be extremely doubtful if this House has the
right to regultte the quarantining of cattle that had
been imported into the country or were in transit through
the country. But, if there is any doubt in regard to that,
and it may be a question of doubt, there could scarcely be
any doubt that we would not have jurisdiction to interfere
with the personal property of the farmers of Canada,
because, after all, this is a police regulation of the condi-
tions under which certain kinds of property may be held.
The Province of Ontario has already legislated upon that
subject. There is a law in force upon that subject, and the
Minister, I suppose, has proceeded upon the assumption
that this clause which my hon. friend has read, the 95th
clause of the British North America Act,is one which gives
this Parliament jurisdiction over the subject. That
clause authorises the Local Legislatures and the Par
liament of Canada to legislate concurrently upon
the subject of immigration and upon the subjectc
of agriculture, but it provides that the law of this Parlia-
ment, so far as it is inconsistent with the law of the Local1
Legislature, shall be paramount lu that particular. I do notI
think, however, that the word agriculture would embrace0
the conditions upon which farming stock might be held.t
We use the expression ordinarily in a different sense. Thee
regulation of agriculture relatesto the regulation of fairs0
that are established, the importation of grain, and all thosed
matters which are usually deait with by a Government0
in seeking to improve the condition of agriculture, by the
establishment of agricultural exhibitions of various sorts. I
am not going to argue this question at length, but it does
seem to me that in this respeît this measure is ultra vires.
Of course, if that view is correct, somuch of the law ass
does interfere with the provincial authority would not haver
any effect. It would be held to be void, and the hon. member, h
if he were to act under its provisions, undertaking to des-0
troy cattle under the authority given by this Bill, would do
so on his own personal responsibility. The law would not a
afford him protection against prosecution for any such act.·l

Mr. TROW. I think that the amendment of the hon. s
member for North Yoik (Mr. Mulock) is a reasonable pro- i
position. It seems to me essential that some safeguard v

Mr. FLEMING.
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should be afforded to enterprising agriculturists and stock
raisers who import to this country valuable herds of cattle.
Compensation is only asked in the event of the officer of
the Government slaughtering the cattle not affected, which
may not take place once in many years. It is some security,
at all events, to enterprising farmers, that in the evant of the
officer of the Government, in his discretion, slaughtering a
valuable animal, the owner should receive a reasonable com-
pensation for his loss. I do not think tho Minister of
Agriculture should hesitate for a moment to accept that
amendment.

Mr. CASEY. I am sorry the Minister does not see fit to
accept the amendment moved by the hon. member for North
York; and I would suggest that he follow the same course
he pursued in regard to the amendment of the bon. member
for North Oxford, and leave it an open question. I do not
see any reason why the Government should make this par-
ticular amendment a Government question. There is no
principle involved, differing from the rest of the Bill. The
quarantine on imported animals is, of course, for the pur.
pose of ascertaining whether they are diseased, and if so,
that the infection may not spread, and that the animals, if
not slaughtered, may not be turned loose in the country. I
do not see that there is anything at variance with the
general principle of the Bill, in applying this same pro.
cedure to the case of animals within the country which are
suspected of being diseased, or which have beon exposed to
infection, and therefore I do not see why he should not
leave this an open question, as he did the last amendment.
On the last occasion he found that nearly the whole House
agreed with his own opinion on the matter; he may
find it to be so on this occasion.

Mr. FISIIER. I am a good deal disappointed at the action
of the Minister on this amendment. J had hoped, from his
acceptance of the amendment of my hon. friend for North
Oxford (Mr. Sutherland) that he would accept such a rea-
sonable amendment as this. Tho other day, when we were
discussing this question in committee, there were several
amendments brought forward on this matter. I think my
hon. friend from North York has advanced such strong rea-
sons for his amendment that there can be no possible objec-
tion to it. He carefully provides that this shall only take
place in the case of animals worth more than $200; conse-
quently, it will only take place where an animal which is
thoroughbred or pure-bred, and of considerable intrinsic
value, is concerned. Ie further goes on to show that it shall
only take place when that animal has been slaughtered with-
out being diseased. Now, surely these two provisions of this
amendment make it reasonable. The Minister of Agricultare,
when he said he could not accept such an amendment as
this, gave as his reason that we would have a large number
of places all through the country established to quaran-
tine such animais; and then he went on to show that in our
experience, since we have had thoroughbred stock in this
country, it had on no occasion been affected by contagious
diseases. Now, Sir, I think that the one argument kills the
other, when coming from the lips of the Minister of Agri-
culture. I am glad to be able to confirm the statement that
we never have had, among the thoroughbred stock in this
country, any contagious disease, and I trust and hope that
that will continue for a long time to come. But, Sir, just
so long as it continues, the hon. Minister of Agriculture will
run no risk of having these little quarantine stations, which
he so much fears being established in the country. More.
over, when, by any chance, such a disease does occur, these
ittle quarantine stations will be established immediately,
and the disease will be stamped out; and it is much more
ikely that these animals will be placed under quarantine, if
schi a provision as this is made, than if the law stands as it
s to-day. Those who have thoroughbred stock of large
value in their hands would hesitate to draw the atten.



COMMONS DEBATES.

tion of the Minister and the inspectors to their stock,
for fear they might be slaughtered-large herds, per-
haps, miglit be slaughtered, without any adequate com-
pensation to the owners. I know that farmers throughout
the country, who have thoroughbred stock, take the utmost
care to keep it healthy and preserve it from disease, and they
would be inclined to trust to their own precautions to prevent
a disease from spreading to the cattie of their neighbors.
They would be more likely, if such a provision as this were
put in the Act, to bring their stock under the operation of
the law. If thoroughbred stock is the only stock which can
thus be affected, I think it is but just that such a provision
should be inserted. It is not right or fair to our best farmers,
who have taken upon themselves the, by no means easy,
task of raising the standard of the breeds of cattle in our
country. They have undertaken an enterprise which not
only redounds to their own credit and advantage, but it is
also a great good to the neighborhood in which they live;
and I consider that any assistance that can be given to them,
to men of this public spirit and enterprise, should be given
under this Act; and I think it would redound to the credit
of the Minister if he would accept such a reasonable amend-
ment as this, especially when I find that the reasons he
gives for not accepting it are shown to be contradictory,
the one to the other. When we were discussing this
question the other day the Minister of Agriculture did
increase the compensation to be given to farmers
when thoroughbred stock was affected; but he did not
increase it to such an extent as really to cover the value of
a thoroughbred animal. He only made the increase from
$40 to $150. Well, Sir, I was glad to see that concession,
but I confess that I do not consider that the Minister of
Agriculture has covered the whole ground yet. I find, in
referring to the English Act, that compensation is not given
to thoroughbred animals in particular, but is left the same
for all animals, and is placed at £40, that is to say, in our
own currency, about $200. I contend that in this country,
where we have many fewer thoroughbred animais than
there are in the old country, in proportion to the whole of
our stock, we should give greater facilities and protection to
the owners of thoroughbred stock than is extended to them
in England. In England there are a great many owners of
thoroughbred stock all through the country; and though
in this country to-day there is not a very large amount of
thoroughbred stock,still we are increasing it,we are importing
constantly, and we ought to give every encouragement to our
farmers to import it and increase their investments in this
kind of stock, and give up keeping the ordinary grade cattle.
This being the case, and in view of the fact that this is a
reasonable amendment, one not by any means all that
some members of this side of the Louse have asked, but an
amendment carefnlly hedged round with restrictions and
provisions, to the utmost extent possible, in order to meet
the views ofthe Mi terof Agriculture, 1 confess I am very
much surprised and disappointed to find it has not been
met in the fair way in which the Minister accepted the
amendment of the hon. member for Oxford (Mr. Sutherland),
but has been refused.

House divided on amendment of Mr. Mulock, p. 1324.
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Messieurs
Bain (Soulanges), Dickinson, Macdonald (Bir John),
Baker (Missisquoi), Dodd, Mackintosh,
Baker (Victoria), Dundas, Mc.callum,
Beaty, Dupont, McDougald (Pictou),
Bell, Ferguson (L'ds&Gren.), McLelan,
Benoit, Ferguson (Welland), McNeill,
Bergeron, Foster, Maesne,
Bergin, Gagné, MofLat,
Billy, Girouard, Paint,
Blondeau, Gordon, Pinsonneault,
Borbeau, Grandbois, Pore,
Bowell, Guillet, Pru7n,
Bry sn, Hackett, Reid,
Burnham, Hall, Riopel,
Cameron (Inverness), Hay, Robertson (Hastings),
<ameron (Victoria), Hesson, Rykert,
Campbell (Victoria), Hickey, Small,
Carling, Homer, Smyth,
Caron, Hurteau, Sproule,
Cochrane, Ives, stairs,
Costigan, Jamieson, Tassé,
Coughlin, Jenkins, Taylor,
Coursol, Kaulbach, Temple,
Curran, Kilvert, Townshend,
Daly, Kinney, Tupper,
Daoust, Kranz, Wallace (York),
Dawson, Landry (Mlontmagny), White (Cardwell),
Desaulniers (Maek'ngé), Langevin, White (HastinZ ,
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Amendment.negatived.
Mr. CATUDAL. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, I cannot

allow this Bill to pass its third reading without moving
again the amendment which I moved the other day, when
we were in committee on this measure. This amendment,
Mr. Speaker, proposes to pay back to the owner of an ani-
mal slaughtered, without having been affected by con-
tagious disease, the full value of such animal. It seoems that
many hon. members, and especially the hon. Minister of Agri-
culture, are of opinion that this amendment should not have
been moved. But the Bill now bafore us is not a new one;
it is only the consolidation of a law which now exists. Now
several counties have already been put under the operation
of this law, and in these conuties many complainte have
been made which are very grave and very serious. I know,
from my own experience and from persons on whom we
may depend, that crying abuses have been committed; that
many animals have been slaughtered without any reason
whatever. The hon. Minister of Agriculture said the other
day that he did not know that complainte had been made
in the county of Laprairie; but, Mr. Speaker, from one end
of that county to the other, as in all neighboring counties,
the people are unanimous to condemn the action of the
Government inspectors under these circumstances. For
these reasons I feel it my duty to move the following
amendment:-

That the said Bill be recommitted to a Committe of the Whole, for
the purpose of amending the same, by adding to section 13 the follow-
ing words: Provided that whenever it i. proved that the animal so
slaughtered was not affected by any contagious disease, the owner
thereof shall be entitled to receive the full value of sach animal.

Mr. SCRIVER. The amendment moved by the hon.
member for Napierville (Mr. Catudal) seems a reasonable
one on its face. Certainly, if an animal is killed which is
proved, on a careful examination, not to have been diseased,
it soems a great hardship that the owner should suffer the
loss of the animal. The hon. memaber has referred to a
condition of things which prevailed in his own county and
in the counties adjoining last year, when a large number of
sheep were slaughtered under the pretence that they were
diseased. It is possible that disease prevailed to a certain
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extent, but subsequent examination proved beyond doubt
that large numbers of sheep were slaughtered that were not
diseased. In some cases that came within my own know-
ledge, farmers had from twenty to thirty sheep slaughtered,
and the neighbors and others who were called on to
examine into the facts were fully satisfied that the
sheep were not diseased, and that the action on the
part of the veterinary surgeon and of the inspector
in condemning the animals in question was rather
the result of alarm and panic, and was unjust to the
farmers. Those farmers, instead of receiving, as they
should have done, $5 or $6 for each sheep, received only $1.
These were certainly cases of great hardship, and if they
are likely te prevail in many instances, as I conceive to
be probable, this seems to be a reasonable amendment to be
inserted in the Bill.

House divided on amendment of Mr. Catudal, p. 1327.

YuAs :

Messieurs

Allen,
Armstrong,
Auger,
Bain (Wentworth),
Bernier,
Blake,
Bourassa,
Burpee,
Cameron (Huron),
Cameron (Middlesex),
Cartwright,
Oasey,
Casgrain,
Catudal,
Cockburn,
Cook,
Davies,
Dupont,
Edgar,
Fairbank,

Fisher,
Fleming,
Geoffrion,
Gillmor,
Gunn,
Harley,
Holton,
Innes,
Irvine,
Jackson,
King,
Kirk,
Landerkin,
Laurier,
Lister,
Livingstone,
McCraney,
McIntyre,
McIssac,

McMullen,
Mills,
Mlulock,
Paterson (Brant),
Pinsonneault,
Platt,
Ray,
Rinfret,
Scriver,
Sommerville (Brant),
Sommerville (Bruce),
Springer,
Trow,
Vail,
Watson,
Weldon,
Wells,
Wilson,
Yeo.- 58.

NAYs :
Messieurs

Bain (Soulanges), Desaulniers (St. M'rice), Macdonald (Sir John),
Baker (Missisquoi), Desjardins, Mackintosh,
Baker (Victoria), Dickinson, McCallum,
Beaty, Dodd,. McCarthy,
Bell, Dundas, McDougald (Pictou),
Benoit, Ferguson(Leeds&Gren.)McLelan,
Benson, Ferguson (Welland), McNeill,
Bergeron, Foster, Massue,
Bergin, Gagné, Mitchell,
Billy, Girouard, Moffat,
Blondeau, Gordon, Paint,
Bourbeau, Grandbois, Pope,
Bowell, Guilbault, Pruyn,
Bryson, Guillet, Reid,
Burnham, Hackett, Riopel,
Burns, Hall, Robertson (Hastings),
Cameron (Inverness), Hay, Rykert,
Cameron (Victoria), H asson, Small,
Campbell (Victoria), Hickey, Smyth,
Carling, Homer, Sproule,
Caron, Hurteau, Stairs,
Cochrane, JameiEon, Tassó,
Costigan, Jenkins, Taylor,
Coughlin, Kaulbach, Temple,
Coursol, Kilvert, Wallace (York),
Curran, Kranz, Ihite (Cardwell),
Daly, Landry (Montmagny), White (H astings),
Daoust, Langevin, Wood (Brockville),
Dawson, Lesage, Wood (Westm'land)-89.
Desaulniers (Maski'ngé)Macdonald (King's),

Amendment negatived.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THIE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. CARON. Mr. Speaker, I may be permitted to read
a telegram from Colonel Amyot; I believe hon. members
will like to hear from our friends and colleagues who are
now in the North-West. Ho says:

" Weather being unusually bad, we have been put into barracks; my
men generally well. Authorities doing their best for us, and have been

Mr. SCRIVER.

doing all the time. Do not believe contrary statements by hostile press.
Waiting orders to go further. We are ail cheerful."

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Where is that from?

Mr. CAIRON. That is dated from Winnipeg, to-day, the
23rd.

Mr. COOK. Why ain't he farther on?

CONTAGIOUS DISEASES IN ANIMALS.

On motion for third reading,
Mr. CASEY. We have tried to make several amend.

ments in this Bill in the interest of the cattle breeders of
Canada. In regard to one of these, the Minister of Agricu?-
ture showed himself ready to meet our wishes and to yield
to the force of our arguments-he accepted the amendment
and voted for it. I hope that by and by, when the hon.
gentleman returns to his place, he will also consider favor.
ably the amendment I am about to propose, which is :

That this Bill be not now read the third time, but that it be referred
to the Committee of the Whole, with instructions to amend it by provi-
ding that the value of animals slaughtered under the provisions of this
Bill, for which compeusation is by this Bill payable to owners, shall be
determined, if the owner so requests, by three arbitrators, of whom one
shall be appointed by the owner, one by the Minister of Agriculture or
his representative, and a third by these two.

The amendment of the member for North York (Mr.
Mulock) proposed that the owner of cattle slaughtered as
diseased should have the option of requiring them to be
placed in quarantine instead of being summarily slaughtered.
The amendment of the hon. member for Napierville (Mr.
Catudal) proposed that when an animal was slaughtered
and found not to be diseased the full value should be paid
for that animal. Failing those two amendments, we can,
in justice, ask that an owner shall have the value
of the animal on which compensation is to be paid
by the Act left to arbitrators to determine. I say
that the least we could ask, in justice, is, that the
value of the animal, of which a certain proportion
is given by the Act to the owner, should be fairly
determined. The lon. member for Bagot and other mem-
bers have pointed out that in the cases in which this Act
was put in operation there was a great deal of trouble as
to the value of the animals slaughtered; that in one case
a large number of sheep had been killed, under suspicion
that they had been suffering from an infectious disease, and
that only a small part of the real value was paid to the
owner. Now, it appears that the House has decided what
proportion of the real value shall be paid in any case to
the owner, but I think it is just and reasonable
that the value should be accurately determined. It is cer-
tain that a Government official who orders the slaughter
of the animal is not the proper person to determine its
value, for he is interested in not making th value appear
too large, because it will then appear to his employers, the
Government, that he as been wasteful of the publie monoy
in ordering the destruction of so valuable an animal with.
out a certainty of its being diseased, and he will be i clined
to value it as low as possible. Of course, the esti-
mate of the owner is equally untrustworthy, and thero-
fore, I think, as in other cases, where property is
taken by public authority for publie purposes, tie value
of that property should be determined by the long-
established and approved system of arbitration. When the
Government takes a piece of a man's land for rail-
way purposes, or a municipality takes it for scho>1
purposes, or any other purpose of a public kind, the
value is fixed by arbitration. When a Government killi
an animalbelonging to any person, for reasons of public
policy, I think it is as fair that the value should be d ;cidcd
by arbitration, as that the proportion to ba paid to the
owner should be established by law. 1, thereforo, with
confidence, ask the Minister and the House to consider this
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amendment and treat it, not as a question of want of con.
fidence in the Government, not as a motion brought for-1

ward with the purpose of embarrassing the Government,
but as an attempt to contribute something to the perfection,
of this Bill. I speak on this point with the utmost sincer-
ity and in the interests of a large clas of my constituents
and of the constituents of every other member of the House,
who are interested in the feeding of cattle, especially for the
English market. These animals are intrinsically so valuable
that when they have to be dealt with in this way every
safeguard should be afforded to their owners. For instance,
my next neighbor in the country generally feeds about 100
cattle for the English market for the last three years, for
which he gets about $100 a hoad, so that in the spring of
the year he generally has about $10,000 worth or there-
abouts of these cattle-not coming within the class
of thoroughbreds for which special provisions is made
in the Act, but still very valuable animals. If a
single case of disease were developed in his herd, as
they are nearly all kept in stables communicating
with each other, they would nearly all come within the
provisions of this Bill, under the head of cattle suspected of
disease by being exposed to possible infection. Now, if the
inspector appointed by the Government should happen to
hear of a kingle case of disease occurring in those stables,
and was not satisfied that proper precautions had been
taken to isolate the animal, ho would probably order the
laughter of the entire herd. In fact, under the Act, ho

could hardly have any alternative; ho must either leave them
alone or order them to be slaughtered, for he cannot quar-
antine them. Now, that gentleman, having a herd of cattle
worth about *10,OO, would be in an awkward position if
the valuation were left to the official who ordered them to
be slaughtered. I put this as a striking, thongh perhaps
an extreme case, thongh I think that whether the amount
at issue be large or small the principle is one which is
impregnable, and one which will commend itself to the
sense of justice of every momber of the flouse. I am sorry
the Minister is not in his place, for I should expeot that the
sense of justice which induced him to yield to the hon.
member for North Oxford (Kr. Sutherland) would induce
him to yield to this amendment, which is merely the appli-
cation to this Bill of a principle universally recognised by
the Government in its dealings with individuals.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). It is quite manifest that it is
utterly useless to diseuse either the principle or the details
of the Bill to-night. The Minister, who ought to be here
attending to hie duties and listening to the discussion
on the principles and details of the Bill, has not for
the last three hours paid the slightest possible attention
to a single word which has been said in Parliament.
And we are expected to discuss these Bills, and the
Minister who has charge of a Bill of this kind is
expected respectfully to listen to the suggestions which
are inade by the gentlemen on this sida of the House,
and if their views are fair and reasonable, he is expected to
give weight to them. I think he stated, when we were in
committee of the Whole, that he was prepared to listen to
suggestions and prepared to consider them, and the way he
is listening to suggestions is, that when he is in the House
ho is carrying on an animated and interesting conversation
with gentlemen beside him, and, when he is not in theI louse,
then he is not listening to a single word said or a single
thing done in the House, and that is what we cal, here,
legislating in the interests of the people of this country.
If the hon, gentleman had been doing what the country pays
him to do and expects him to do, and what he ought to do as
Minister of Agriculture, ho would be attending to his duties
in this louse. There are other Ministers who are always
in their places and who listen to what is going on, and who,
if the suggestions made commend themselvos to ther cousi-
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deration, adopt them. But I ask you, Mr. Speaker, and
everybody else in this Rouse, how we can expect that
legislation will be properly oarried on when the Minister
who is chiefly responsible for that legislation la absent from
bis place in Parliament. W. were told the other night
that we ought not to devote so much time and attention to
this Bill, because it has been on the Statute Book for seven
or eight years. So it has; and when it was put ou the
Statute Book it received the same sort of consideration that
it does now. On the 13th of February, 1879, the Bill
was introduced; two months and two days afterwards,
on the 15th of April, it was read the second time,
and it passed through committee on the 17th of
April. Very little discussion teok place upon it,
apart from a vigorous protest by the hon. member
for Bothwell and the hon. member for Bast Lambton, against
some portions of the Bill, and as to the power of this Par-
liament to deal with a Bill of that kind. This Bill is going
through Parliament in the same way, without proper
explanation by the Minister in charge of it, and without
his being in his place in Parliament at aIl. Now, I am
satisfied that if any Minister o ithe Crown other than the
Minister of Agriculture had listened to the arguments
advanced by the bon. member for West Elgin, he would
have given due weight to them. I ask you, Sir, as a pro
minent lawyer, who las had a large practice both in the courts
and out of the courts, did you ever know in your own
experience of any legislation, outside of this statute, which
contained this principle for taking the valuation of any
article assumed or destroyed by the Government. The pro.
vision my hon. friend aks to be incorporated in this Birlin
a fair and reasonable proposition, and one which any Min,
ister who pays the slightest attention to his duty in carry-
ing a Bill through Parliament would at once concede. The
zmister's proposition is this: I take your cattle or your
sheep; I instruct my officials to destroy them if they think
they are affected with a contagions disease, and I am willing
to pay yon two-thirds of their value, if it does not excee4
$40; but in order tofix the value, I will make the valuation
myself; I doit behind your back; I neither give younotice nor
consult you; I first kill your animal without your know-
ledge or consent, or I instruct my officers to do it, or
some bailiff in the outlying district, who is botter Able to
judge of the value of whiskey than the value of a sheep, and
I pay you what he decides the animal to be worth. Isay
there is no such principle incorporated in any of our legis,
lation outside of this Bill. The true and honest rule is that,
whon yon confiscate a man's property without his know,
ledge or consent, yon ought to pay him its fair value. And
how do you arrive at the fair value? The Minister pro-
poses to arrive at it by a one-sided arbitration; he is wit-
ness, judge and jury;he disposes of the whole matter by
his own more motion, without consulting anybody; and
that the Minister, if he was in his place, would say was fair
play; but not being in his place, he does not know anything
about it. The proposition Of my hon. friend, I say, is a fair
proposition. What my hon. friend proposes, if you take
the animal of a farmer and destroy it, without the know.
ledge or permission of the owner, because you
think it bas a contagious disease, is that you should appoint
an arbitrator, that the farmer should appoint another, and
that if they cannot agree, they should callin a third man,
whose decision should be final between the parties. I that
not a fair proposition, and one which a Minister imbued
with a sense of his duties to Parliament and the public
would at once assent to? But the Minister wiil come in,
not having heard anything about the proposition, and ho
will apply the party whip and eal upon his supporters
to vote it down, although ho knows nothing about
it, or about the discussion which bas taken place upon
it. I say that the whole course pursued by the hon.
gentleman la not creditable to the Government, and
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ie highly discreditable to himself. I ask those Minis-
ters who are here and who do pay some attention
to public business whether this is not a fair and reason-
able proposition. It will do no harm, and it will meet
the views of the farmers in the country, who some-
times complain that their animals are slaughtered and that
an arbitrary valuation is put on them by the Department
of Agrieulture. I am amased that hon. gentlemen oppo-
Rite should offer the slightest opposition to this principle ;
and if the Minister were in his place, discharging the duties
he ought to discharge, and he is paid for discharging, we
might learn something about his views on the subject.

Mr. MILLS. I think this is a most unheard of mode
of proceeding in matters of legislation. We have here a
very important measure, affecting deeply the interests of
the agricultural population of this country, and we have the
extraordinary spectacle of the Minister in charge of the
measure absenting himself from Parliament during the
greater part of the discussion, and, while he is here, sitting
with his back to the members who are discussing the Biil,
and not paying the slightest attention to the observations
made. The hon. gentleman seems to proceed on the
assumption that it is an offensive thing for members of this
House to discuss the measures which the Government sub-
mit. If we look at the practice in the English House of
Commons we shall find that there nearly all the important
measures of the Administration are introduced 'during the
first two weeks of the Session, and in a Session lasting
usually over six months the measures of the Government
are generally three months under the consideration of Par-
liament. There is hardly a measure, and certainly there is
no important measure submitted to the consideration of the
Commons of the United Kingdom, that is not carefully
considered and thoroughly discussed by the House-so
much so, that it becomes the measure not of the Government
but of the House. The members of the House become familiar
with its provisions; they take it as a proposition submitted
to them for their consideration, and they assume the
responsibility of examining into its principles and details,
and considering carefully their practical effect, in order
that they may be able to defend their conduct and to give
a reason for the course they have pursued. What has been
the practice ihat has grown up in this House? Although
we usually have a Session of three months, nearly every
important measure is submitted to Parliament-when?
During the first fortnight ? Not at all; but during the last
fortnight of the Session, and it is expected that the House
will vote down every proposition for the serions and careful
consideration of the measures submitted to it. Has the
measure before us been considered by the House beyond its
merits ? HRasthere been any attempt to protract the discussion
upon it ? Has anybody shown a disposition to speak against
time or to delay the proceedings of the House ? Not at all.
Every part of the measure has been carefully considered by
this side of the House, but not by the Minister in.
charge of it or by the gentlemen supporting that Minister.
It seems to me that this House should not proceed to the
consideration of a measure of this sort unless the Minister
who bas it in charge, and is prepared to explain its pro-
visions and to give rational arguments agaiust the adoption
of amendments proposed, is present. Where is the Minis-
ter of Agriculture? He is not in his place; ho is not here
to consider the propositions made from this aide of the
Hlouse or from the other side of the House. What is ho
doing ? He is assuming, apparently, that while the measure
is under the consideration of the House no proposition that
can be made from this side will be adopted by the
Administration. More than that, he is assuming that his
friends have conspired against the proper deliberations of
this House. I do not know any other expression to use.

Mr. SPEAKR. Order.
Mr. CGnnoN (Huron).

Mr. MILLS. I am calling your attention, Sir, and the
attention of the House, to the fact that the Minister is not
here who has charge of this measure.

Mr. lESSON. I rise to a point of order; the hon.
gentleman has said we are here as conspirators.

Mr. MILLS. I did not say that.
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I would simply suggest to

the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) that there is an
amendment before the House, to which his attention should
be directed; a full discussion of a Bill on its third reading,
as I ruled last evening, cannot be allowed. I think I have
allowed great latitude to hon. gentlemen, and 1 do not think
the time of the House should be taken up with any discus-
sion, beyond the discussion on the amendment before the
House.

Mr. MILLS. I accept your ruling, Sir, as quite correct,
but I am not aware that I was discussing the general merits
of the Bill. I was simply pointing out the fact that the
Minister who is in charge of this Bill is not here; it was
to that particular point IL was calling your attention, as an
indignity to which the House was being subjected. I am
not aware that was out of order.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. No.
Mr. MILLS. That not being out of order, I submit that

the observations I was making were pertinent observations,
and I do not propose to violate the rule you have laid down
by entering on a discussion into the merits of the Bill.
I was discussing the unusual course which the Min-
ister had taken in, not being in his place for the pur-
pose of considering the amendments that were being
submitted, and which, I contend, were reasonable
and pertinent propositions. The proposition that is
now before the flouse is reasonable and pertinent,
and it was the duty of the Minister to be here, for the pur-
pose of hearing what might be said in its defense. I was
also calling your attention, Sir, to the fact that this practice
is not that which prevails in the House of Commons
in England, where full and complete consideration is had of
every measure submitted to it. The proposition of my hou.
friend which is now before the House, is a reasonable one,
one which ought to be supported. Why should the Minister
-and I use the word Minister as a matter of convenience-
why should the public, for the purpose of protecting the
property of the country generally, have the right to destroy
the property of anyone constituent of the public? Why
should a Minister be empowered by statute, when he thinks
that contagious diseases are likely to spread among cattle,
have the power to destroy, without given adequate com-
pensation, the property of any agriculturist in Canada ?
I think ho ought not to have that power. I think the
publie ought to assume the responsibility of compensation,
and that the party whose property has been improperly
destroyed ought to have fair compensation for the property
so destroyed.

Mr. McNEILL. I wish to make one remark, in reference
to what has fallen from the hon. gentleman, with regard to
the custom and practice in England. He has said a great
deal, since I came into the Chamber, about the English,prac-
tice in the consideration of important measures. I would
call the hon. gentleman's attention to the fact that it is very
far from the Engliish practice to introduce, on the third
reading of a Bill, a number of amendments, one after the
other, which have been already fully discussed in commit-
tee. If the hon. gentleman will show me any instance in
which that has been done-

Mr. MILLS. Any number.

Mr. MONEILL. To the extent to which it has been done
in this House during the last two evenings, I will be much
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obliged to him. I know of no occasion in which I lias been
done to that extent, unless on occasions when it has been
practLsed by a party who are known in the Bnglish House
cf Gommons as the party of obstruction; and I think such
conduct as that which has prevailed bore of late would, in
the Engliab House of Commons, be looked upon as malig-
nant obstruction.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I would beg to state, in answer to
the hou. member far North Bruce (Mr. Mitchell), that the
lon. the Minister of Agriculture himself invited the dis-
cussion and these amendments. When the Bill was up for
its second reading, there were gentlemen on this side of the
louse, and probably on the other side, who had amend-
ments to move; but, as the louse seemed to be in a hurry
to get through with the second reading, the hon. the Minis-
ter of Agriculture himself suggested that the amendments
should be moved when the Bill came up for its third
reading.

Sir RICHLARD CARTWRIGHT. We ought to have an
understanding in this matter. As I understand parliamen-
tary practice, both here and in England, the usual custom
when going into committee, is to consider all questions
which do not, as one may say, involve the question of the
principle of the Bill. Yon cannot, in committee, as every
body here knows quite well, get the sense of the House,
nor can you have the votes recorded. It las always been
our practice, and a proper practice, too, that on a third
reading any amendment which any member thinks of
importance shall be put, and the vote recorded; and I
think that anybody who chooses to examine the records of
the English House of Commons will find that so far from
that practice having been had recourse to, only by a par
ticular fraction or party there, the gentlemen of ail political
parties are constantly in the habit of having recourse to it.

Mr. MaNEILL. I simply wish to say that I did not at
all mean to imply that it was not usual or common to intro-
duce an amend ment on the third reading of a Bill. What I
did say, what I wished distinctly to state, was that it was
most unusual to find a number of amendments introduced,
one after the other, on the third reading of aBill, as wo
have had on these occasions.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I wonder if it is an unusual
or a usual thing in the British House of Commons to find a
Minister who is in charge of a Bill, when the Bill is being
discussed, and when important amendments are being prc-
posed to it, deliberately walk out of the Chamber and
romain out, not listening to the propositions or knowing
what amendment is being put, but prepared, on the mem-
bers being called in, to vote it down. Would it not be still
more unusual in the British House of Commons if that
Minister, in order to get his Bill through the committee,
had stopped the discussion by stating that he would be
ready to Jisten to the suggestions on the third reading
of the Bill ? The on. member ought to consider that,
when le talks about the proceedings in the British House
of Commons. It is true that the hon. gentleman reprosents
an agricultural constituency, but probably ho bas not, like
the hon. member for Laprairie (Mr. Piusonneault), had the
property of bis constituents taken and slaughtered under
the arbitrary power which the amendment of the hon.
member for West Huron is designed to remove; but it is
possible that what occurred in the county of Laprairie, and
constrained the member for that county, though usually a
supporter of the Government, to oppose the Government to-
night, might happen in his county, and he will not occupy
a position which will be strongly defended by his consti-
tuents, if, under those circumstances, his vote should be
recorded against a reasonable amendment like that of my
lon. friend, much less when Ransard's pages are turned up,
and it la seen that a member who, in a few appropriate

remarks, introduced an amendment to provide that there
should be arbitration when a party considers that he has
been iDjured, is accused of malignant obstruction. They will
judge whether it is malignant or otherwise. If the propo-
sition is one which is unreasonable and should not have been
introduced, thon the Minister, or Bome of his able lieutenants
or supporters over there, should have risen and pointed out
where it is unjust, how the publie interests would sufer,
how it is an unreasonable thing which is demanded; but
they have listened, and I have listened, and I have been
unable to see that the remarks of the hon. member for West
Huron (Mr. Cameron) were not founded upon strong com-
mon sense, and upon considerations of justice and fair play.
It does seem, and it ought to seem to hon. gentlemen
opposite, a fair and reasonable thing that, when the pro-
perty of an individual is taken without his consent, and is
sacrificed, when it was not infected, when his animals were
not afflicted with any contagious disease, when it is taken
and slaughtered by an act of arbitrary power, when the
compensation to be given to him is to be given by the will
of the person who has committed that act upon him, it is
not unreasonable, it is not a proposition that eau be termel
obstructive, when an hon. member, in language quite within
parliamentary limit, speaking to his proposition urges that
that individual whose property has thus been taken from
him should have the recourse of appealing to arbitration,
having himself the right to nominate one arbitrator, the
Government the other, and they two to select the third.
That is the amendment, which is designed to obviate what
seems to be rather a tyrannical clause in the Bill which is
now proposed to be read the third time. I approve of the
amendment, ahd I shall have pleasure in voting for it.

Mr. DAVIES. I cannot allow the remarks of the hon.
member for North Bruce (Mr. McNeill) to paso unchallenged.
He intimates that the course taken by some members on
this side of the Houso to-night is an unusual one, and
deserves condemnation at the hands of those who desire to see
the English parliamentary procedure carried out. He is
mistaken. Amendments which it was formerly the custom
to move after the third reading are now moved iu amend.
ment to the motion that the Bill be read the third time.
The hon, gentleman knows, or ho ought to know, that if
amendments are moved in committee and a division takes
place and names are not recorded, and if you want to take
the sense of the House in such a way as to have the names
of those who vote for or against a motion placed on record,
you must move the amendment either when the report of
the committee is to be received or when the motion for the
third roading is being made'; and if he turns to any book of
parliamentary procodure, ho will find that the proper time
to move amendments of this kind is on the motion for the
third reading, and that it has been the constant practice.
If I move an important amendment, and another gentleman
has another amendment to move, I want the sense of the
House taken on my amendment and ho wants the sense of
the House taken on his, the only way in which we can
obtain that is by moving on the report of the committee
being made or on the motion for the third reading. I will
give yon an authority. The Clerk of this House, in his
book-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Question.

Mr. DAVIES. It is the question. Not only our right to
move, but the propriety of our moving amendments, has
been challenged, and it has been more than intimated that
a reasonable amendment, which was supported-by argumenta
which as yet have not been aunswered, has been moved from
improper motives. , That is the charge, and the hon. zen-
tleman characterised the motion as malignant obstruction,
The Cierk says ;
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"Whenever it is proposed to make important amendments, It i ousual
to move to discharge the order for the third reading aud to go back into
committee for that purpose."

The hon . gentleman should not make a statement as to the
English parliameitary practice without acquainting him-
self thoroughly with it, and he should not charge hon.
members with malignant obstruction when they are simply
moving amendments that may Lot commend themselves to
his mind, but in regard to which he has not taken the
opportunity to point out where the impropriety exista.

House divided on amendment of Mr. Casey, p. 1328.

Yuss:

Allen,
Armstrong,
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Bergin, Guillet, Riopel,
Billy, Backett, Robertson (Hastings),
Blondeau, Hal, Rosa,
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Bowell, Hesson, Rykert,
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Burnham, Homer, small,
Cameron (Inverness), Hurteau, Bmyth,
Campbell (Victoria), Jamieson, Sproule,
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Caron, Kaulbach, Taschereau,
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oug hlin, Lange vin, Townshend,
Coursol, Macdonald. (King's), Tupper,
Curran, Macdonald (Sir John), Vanasse,
Daly, Mackintosh Wallace (York),
Daoust, MeMillan (Vaudreuil), White (Cardwell),
Dawson, Mccallum, White (Hastings),
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Desaulniers(Bt.Ma'rice),McLelan, Wood (Brockville),
Desjardins, McNeill, Wood (West'land).-94.
Diokinson,

Amendment negatived.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. When the Bill was before the House
for the second reading, I stated that I had anu amendment to
propose to the 13th section. The hon. Minister asked me to
defer it until the third reading of the Bill, promising that ho
would be prepared to consider it and discuss it. I now rise
for that purpose. Allow me to draw the attention of the
House to the 18th section. It provides that the Governor
in Council may, from time to time, cause to be bslaughtered
animais ufering from infectious or contagions disease, and
it also provides that, where animals of that description are
slaughtered, the owner shall receive compensation at the
rate of two.thirds of the value, provided the same does not
exceed $20. I have no objection to offer to that provision.
I think it is a fairly generous one to make, because the

Mr. DAViEs.

owner, in all likelihood would lose the animal altogether, and
the giving of the 820 seems to me to be a gratuity to which
he has no claim in equity. But the section goes further than
that. Not only diseased animals, but animals which are or
have been in contact with, and not only in contact with,
but in close proximity to, a diseased animal, or to an animal
suspected of being affected, are also to be destroyed, and
the compensation for them is to be two-thirds of their actual
value, provided always that the sum does not exceed 40.
Now, Sir, I wish again to draw the attention of the House
to the fact that this is what may be called an arbitrary
measure-perfectly justifiable, though, if it is done for the
protection of the public and in the-public interest. But I
wish to point out that the conditions in both cases are not
equal. Istated before, when the matter was under discus-
sion, that we have one class of stock raisers in the coun-
try, for which the sum of $40 would be fair compensation
for the cattle slaughtered; in many cases it would be
actually two-thirds the value of the animal. But, Sir, we
have many cases where it would be little more than a
fraction of two-thirds of the value. I stated then, and I
state again, that in my own constituency we have some of
the most enterprising and most successful cattle breeders in
the country, possessing animals whose values range from
$200 up to $800 or $1,000. I want the House to mark this
fact, that according to the provisions of the 13th section of
this Bill, wherever an animal is suspected of disease, or of
having been in close proximity to a diseased or suspected
animal, if such a case was to happen in the herd of one of
these gentlemen, the whole herd would have to be
slaughtered, because they would all have been, under
ordinary circumstances, in close proximity to the animal sus-
pected. Now,'we have gentlemen of enterprise who, instead
of lending their money or investing it in securities, take
the very large risk of investing it in thoroughbred stock,
not solely for the purpose of their own profit, but to improve
the breed of cattle in the country. Now, I ask, why sould
they be placed at a disadvantage in comparison with those
who risk nothing for the improvement of the stock of the
country ? I ask, by this amendmend, that they shall
be placed on precisely the same footing-in fact, that
all who have the misfortune to lose stock in this way,
shall be placed on exactly the same footing, and that all
shall receive two.thirds of the fair cash value of the animals
slaughtered by order of the Government. The 13th section
reads :

" The Governor in Council may, when the owners are reported by the
Minister of Agriculture not guilty of any negligence or offence against
the provision of the preceding section of the Act, order a compensation
to be paid to the owner of the animal slaughtered under the provision of
this Act ; and whenever the animal slaughtered was affecte I by an infecti-
ous or contagious disease, the compensation shall be one-third the value
of the animal before it became so affected, but shall not in any snob
case exceed $20."

And here come the cause that I wish to amend:
" In every other case the compensation shril be two-thirds the value

of the animal, but shall not in any case exceed $40."
As it stands now, it is only permissive, and I wish to

make it imperative. And then I propose that the limit of
$40 sho-ild be struck out. I move in amendment:

That the Bill be referred back to the committee of the Whole, with
instructions to amend the 13th section by striking out the word "may "
in the first line, and inserting the word "shall " in lieu thereof; also,
by striking out ail after the word "animal" in the llth line of said
section, to the end of the word "dollars" in the 2th line of said section.'

Mr. WATSON. I look upon this as a very important
amendment, especially to the Province of Manitoba. The
limit that is made at present provides that only $40 shall
be paid for animals slaughtered that have been proved not
to have been affected by any contagions disease. Now, as
this will hardly be two-thirds of the value of an animal of
mature age in the Province of Manitoba, I think it is
unfair, and that we ought to provide that two-thirds
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shall be paid, without any limit to the amount. There
are other provisions that I think ought to be conceded.
I may say that in the Province of Manitoba we have an Act
almost similar to this, but with different provisions as
regards the value. In that Act the amount is two-thirds of
the value of the animal, without any limit; and it is also
provided in our provincial Act that in case an animal is
suspected of any infectious disease, and if the owner of the
animal does not think it is so effected, he shall notify a voter-
inary surgeon, and shall have the privilege of notifying a
justice of the peace. The animal shall be placed in quaran-
tine and kept there until the evidence of the veterinary
surgeon is heard before the justice of the peace, wbo decides
whether the animal shall be destroyed or not. I think that
is a fair provision, and ought to b. placed in the Bill now
before the House. I hope the hon. Minister will see fit to
adopt the amendment proposed by the member for South
Middlesex (Mr. Armstrong), and allow this word "$40 " to
b. struck out, and give two-thirds the value of the animal
destroyed that has not been affected with a contagious
disease.

Mr. WELDON. I would call the attention of the Minister
to the first portion of this amendment, inserting the word
" shall " instead of " may." In committee I pointed out
that that word is permissive, and the Minister said that he
would see about the matter on the third reading, and decide
whether they would change it or not.

Mr. POPE. No, I did not. I said I would consult the
Minister of Justice, and I did, and he said it was a
proper thing to do.

Mr. WELDON. He said: "I do not intend to make a
change to-night, but I will enquire into the matter before
the third reading." It seems to me that this matter should
not be left in doubt. We know that the word "may " is a
permissive word, and under it you may refuse to pay any-
thing. I think that section should be cleared up, se that
there will be no doubt. The amendment proposed will, if
carried, leave no doubt on the subject, and will provide
clearly that in case of an animal being destroyed the owner
would b. entitled to get whatever amount he was entitled
to under the Act.

Mr. LANDERKIN. In regard to this clause, it would b.
well to consider that in many cases animals affected with
the diseases mentioned in this Bill may possibly recover.
Most of the diseases mentioned are amenable to proper
treatment. The Minister, by this clause, takes away from
the owners the privilege of endeavoring ta have the
animals cured. Under those circumstances, when the ani-
mals are slaughtered for the general good, they being
affected with diseases from which they might recover, it
would b. but fair that the owners should be paid full value
for them. This clause is asking too much. It may b. said
that it was in the Bill passed a few years ago. Now that
we have that Bill before us, we are able to remedy any
injustice and any objectionable features. It is desireable
that the Minister and the House should consider the pro-
priety of amending this clause, so that owners of animals
affected with diseases mentioned in the Bill, capable of
being cured, if slaughtered, in order to prevent
the spread of infectious diseases, should be paid
full value for them. It is a fair and reasonable
proposition, and if it does not exist in the present
Act an amendment sbould b. made. It is too much to ask
owners to have cattle slaughtered when affected with
diseases which are curable, even though there may be a
danger of the diseases spreading to other animals. I hope,
in the interest of cattle owners, that an amendment will be
adopted, providing that if such cattle are slaughtered their
full value will b. paid. It is well known that the treatement
of animals hu rapidly improved, and it is quite probable

that nearly all the diseases are amenable to treatment, by
proper isolation and other means, and it is improper to allow
the Government or any authority to take away cattle from
their owners and slaughtering them without an adequate
return being made, even though it is done in the public
intereet.

Mr. FAIRBANK. In addition to the interest of the
owners of animals, it is also in the intereet of the Minister
and the Department who have to carry out the law, that the
amendment now under consideration should be accepted.
If there are good and valid reasons why it should not be
accepted, the Minister will certainly be able to state them.
But why does h. wish to debar himself from the poaibility
of doing justice under certain circumstances ? As the Bil
now stands, unless the animais are thoroughbreds a greater
sum than $40 cannot be paid. An amendment, increasing
the amount to $100, in case of stock with a pedigree, has
been accepted. A person requires to know very little of
animale to be aware that many animals without pedigree
are worth much more than $40. Under the present law,
no matter how hard the case may be, the Minister will be
deterred from doing that justice which ho would wish to
do. It appears to me that it is quite as much in the
interest of the Department so far as equity is concerned as
of the animal owner that this amendment should be adopted.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). I am not particularly anxious to
prolong this debate, and am not often guilty of addressing this
licuse without sufficiernt reasons; but on this occasion I feel
that this is a measure which affects very largely the interests
of very many of my constituents. I agree with what has
been said, that it would have been desirable in many ways
if the adjustment of these matters could have been left
under the control of the Local Legislatures, becanse I think
that, so far as the internal economy of those matters is con-
cerned, they would be best dealt with there. On the other
hand, I would be sorry to see the control of the Doininion
Government withdrawn entirely from connection with
those matters, because it is of prime importance that all
matters of infections diseases affecting stock should be sum-
marily, carefully, thoroughly and effectually dealt with in
the interest of our large cattle trade. We in Ontario have
a growing interest in that trade, and it is piobable, from
different circumstances, and the development of the North.
West, that our interest in that trade will be greater in the
future than in the past. The Minister has already made what
may be considered a very fair and equitable concession in
the interests of the proprietors of thoroughbred stock. We
find that since the Bill was introduced this concession of
$150 in value allowed for animals with pedigree has been
granted. I find, on turning to the last official return for
Ontario, that that clause of the Bill will affect about 9,000
farmers, who are proprietors of thoroughred stock, and that
the average value of that stock, as returned by the Ontario
Bureau of Industries, is about 8150, the total value
being $1,700,000. Taking all things into account, it is
perhaps as fair and equitable as we could expect, when we
find that the clause covers two-thirds of the average value
of the stock. But just in proportion as our farmers become
interested in improved stook, the average value of the ordi-
nary stock rises, and in that proportion the interet of the
average farmer suffers by their values being confined to the
limit fixed by this Bill. Outside of thoroughred stock, in
Ontario I find, according to the last return of the Bureau
of Industries, to which I have access, that for 1883 there
were one 1,500,000 of other stock scattered over the
Province and held by farmers. While we take into
account that the Minister has met what may be called a
reasonably fair preposition with respect to the 9,000 far.
mers who had the better class of stock, I think the amend-
ment is one that ought to receive fair consideration at the
hands of this Roue, because it will bc found that
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the average of our stock is gradually rising, and should
those difficulties enter the better farming districts of Ontario,
it would be found that there was a serious loss imposed on
those farmers who were obliged to submit to accepting only
two-thirds of $60 as a fair average value for their stock.
Sir, I think that in view of the growing interests involved,
and from the fact titat our farmers are being, from circum-
stances, drawn into that business more and more every year,
and encouraged in developing that business by the market
which has been opened for us in the mother country, and
which I must say, in fairness and justness to the Minister of
Agriculture, has been carefully attended to on his part, in
avoiding the diffiliaty of being placed with those countries
which are scheduled in reference to the old country
market-I think, in the interests of the farmer, it is
desirable that this amendment should pass. I think, if the
Minister will carefully consider, while he is taking control
and supervision of dealing with inlectious diseases of this
class he should accede to the amendment which is proposed,
to make better provision for that rapidly growing class of
farmers who are keeping high grade stock, almost equal to
the pedigreed, though not classed in that particular section.
I think this amendment is worthy of the consideration of
the House.

House divivided on amendment of Mr. Armstrong, p. 1332'
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Amendment negatived.

Mr. SCRIVER. At this somewhat advanced hour of the
night, I shall not presume on the patience or good nature
of my fellow members by preftcing the motion I propose

Mr. BAM (Wentworth.)

to submit with any lengthened remarks. I shall merely
say that I think the proposition that the men to whom
shall be entrusted the serious and important duty of
determining whether animals, very often of great value, are
affected wilh contagions disease and so should be slaughtered,
should be men not only of good obaracter and sound jüdg-
ment, but should also be mon possessing some technical
skill-I say, I think such a proposition as that is one which
should commend itself to every one in this House; and as I
regard it as a defect that the Bill now before the considera.
tion of the House does not make it incumbent on the
Minister of Agriculture to appoint men of this character to
these positions, I propose to submit the following amend-
ment:

That this Bill be not now read the third time, but that it be referred
back to the Committee of the Whole, for the purpose of amending Itby
providing that no person shall be appointed an inspector under this Bill
who ls not a regularly licensed veternary surgeon.

Amendment negatived on a division.
Mr. DAVIES. When the Bill was in committee I called

the attention of the Minister of Agriculture to the fact that
the clause providing for the recovery of penalties was so
inaccurately and inartistically drawn that, in recovering
those penalties, they could not take advantage of the Sum-
mary Jurisdiction Act. I think the hon. gentleman said ho
would look into the matter, and I think ho will find it neces-
sary to add a clause, providing that the procedure under the
Summary Jurisdiction Act should apply in these cases ;
otherwise, as these are new offences, he will find it almost
impossible to proceed, because the justices will have to set
out their jurisdiction in the information and in ali the pro-
ceedings.

Mr. POPE. I may say that I have consulted the Minister
of Justice, and ho informed me that there was no such diffi-
culty as the hon. gentleman suggests.

Mr. DAVIES. I have not the shadow of a doubt that I
am right, and I have spoken to half a dozen lawyers, and
they ili agree with me. I am not going to ask the House
to divide, but I wish to record my opinion on this question.
I think my amendment is in the right direction, and is one
calculated to make the Bill workable. I move:

.That the Bill be not now read the third time, but that it be referred
back to the Committee of the Whole, for the purpose of amending the 46th
section, by applying the procedure of the Bummary Jariediction Act to
the proceedings for the recovery of the penalties.

House divided on amendment of Mr. Davies.
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Bloi4neau, Haoketti
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Amendment negatived, and Bill read the third time, and
passed.

EXPLOSIVE SUBSTANCES.

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD moved the third reading of
Bill (No. 95) respecting explosive substances-(from the
Senate).

Mr. DAVIES. There was a section of the Bill which I
think the hon. gentleman intended to explain.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No. The lth clause
provides that the imprisonment may be for life or for any
term of years. The hon. member for West Durham (Mr.
Blake) said he thought there ought to be a minimum. 1
find, however, that there is no minimum in our statutes,
except for such cases as rapes and criminal assaults on
women. In all other cases, where there is imprisonment
for a term of years upon conviction, it is in the discretion
of the judge. I therefore do not think the clause requires
any amendment.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the third time.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 1:20 a.m.,
Friday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FamADY, 24thApril, 1885.

The SAinuÂu took the Chair at Three o'clock.

Pagam.

ORIMINAL LAW OF CANADA.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hastings) moved first reading of Bill
(Noe.136) to amend the Criminal Law of Canada. He said: I
introduced a Bill a short time ago to amend the criminal
law, by poviding for the further punishment of burglars.
I onlyplacoduone short clause in the Bill which provided
that upon conviction of the crime of burglary, the bar-
glar should be sont to penitentiary for life. I find that
clause was rather too general in its application; in punish-
ing the greater offence, it would be rather severe to mete
out similar punishment to the minor offence, such as a
woman breaking into a laundry and stealing a few articles
of wearing apparel, or boys burglariously entering a
store and stealing oandies, etc.; therefore, I find it
necessary to introduce this Bill which comprises half a
dozen clauses. I may say, for the information of hon.
gentlemen who have not had occasion to look at the Acts,
that section 50 of cap. 21, 33 Victoria, Dominion Statutes,
defines. what shal constitute the crime of burglary, and
section 51, which I propose to amend, is as follows:-

" Whosoever la convieted of the crime of burglary, shal be liable to
be imprisoned in the penitentiary for life, or for any term fnot lems tha&
two years, or to be imprisoned in any other gael or plaos cof eongament
for any term les than two years, with or without bard labor, and witb
or without solitary confinement."

I propose to amend that clause by adding. ,te folowing
words:-

" When it shall be found that sucb person, at the time of eommitting
ich offence, shall have in hie pos:eason any implement known as bire

glars tools, or any murderous weapon of any kind whatsoever, he shall,
when convicted, be sentenoed to imprisonment i a penitentiary for
life."1

That is for the first offence. Then as to the second offence,
and we know that in a great many cases, probably five out
of six, when persons are arrested or the crime of btirglary,
they have previously served a short term of imprisonment
in the penitentiary, which does not seem to be any warn-
ing to them. I therefore purpose introducing a second
clause in the Bill which provides that:

''Where any person le convicted of the crime of burglary who bau
airead or previously been found gullty of or served a term of imprison-
ment for a similar offence, that he or a e, upon such conviction thereof,
shall be sentenced to imprisonment in the penitentiary for lite"

Section 59 of the Act now in force now provides:
'' Whosoever le found by night armed with any dangerous or offen-

sive weapon or instrument whatever, with intent to break or enter into
any dwel ling house, or other building whatsoever, and commit any
ielony therein, or is found by night having In his possession, without
lawful excuse (the proof of which excuse shall lie on such person), any
picklock key, crow, jack bit or other implement of house-breaking, or
any match, or cambuetiblo or explosive substance, or is found by night
having hie face blackened or otherwise disguisel with intent to commit
felony, or is found by night in any dwelling house or other building
whatsoever, with lutent to commit any felony therein, le guilty of A
misdemeanor, and shall be liable to be imprisoned in the penitentiary,
for any term not exceeding three years or not less than two years, or to
be imprisoned iu any other gaol or place of confinement for any term les
than two years, with or without hard labor."

I propose by the Bill to amend that clause by striking out
ail the words after the word " penitentiary," in the twelfth
lino, so as to make it read as follows:-

1' That he shall be liable to be imprisoned lu the peiltentiary for a
period of seven years."

Clause 60 provides:
I Whosoever la convicted of any such misdemeanor, as in the last pre•

ceeding section mentioned, committed aftera previous conviction, eitler
for felony or such miedemeanor, shll on such consequent conviction, be
liable to be imprisoned in the penitentiary for any term not exceeding
ten and not less than two years, or to be imprisoned in any other gaol
or place of confinement for any term leu than two years, with or with,
out hard labor."

I propose amending that clause by substituting for the
latter part of it, commencing with the word "imprisoned,"
in the fourth lino, the words "for a period of ten years."
That is for the second offence. I would also introduce into
the Bill a clause:

"That any person arrested and charged with the crime of burglary
may he tried so summarily before the senior junior or de puty Jadge
of the county or united counties in which Îuid arrest las been made,
and their powers for trial and sentence of burglars shall be the same
as that given to other judges under this Act."

I think that this Act should commend itself to the con-
sideration of hon. members. I am aware that there is a
diversity of opinion as to the punishment to be meted out
to burglars. I believe my hon. and venerable friend from
Centre Toronto (Mr. Hay) goes so far as to suggest that,
besides the unishment inflicted by this Act, the punish-
ment of the Ish should also be applied. I think it might
be judiciously applied and I hope the hon. gentleman may
have an opportunity, when we go into committee of
saggesting a clause to that effect. As this is a very impor-
tant BiH, both in the public interest and for the further
security of our lives and propert, I should like either to
have it given precedence in te Orderpaper, or, if not, that
the Government should assume it and pi -. it through the
House this Session. It was my intention to have incorpor-
ated in the 13ill a clause which would facilitate the arrest of
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persons who commit a crine in one connty and proceed to
another. The law as it stands provides that any policeman
or constable shall, either by affirmation or oath, have tho
signature of the magistrate who issues the warrant proved
and the name of the magistrate into whose county the
criminal heas fed is thon plaeed upon the back of the war-
rant. That very often gives an opportunity to these
offenders to escape, but I will make this the subjeot matter
of another Bill at a subsequent stage.

Motion agreed tW, and Bill read the first time.

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:
That, for the remainder of the Session, Government measures shall

have the precedence after routine on Mondaya.
Mr. BLAKE. The suggestion was made the other day

by my hon. friend from Huron, when this notice was
given, that under any circumstances it ought to be modified
by the substitution of "questions " for "routine," so as to
allow questions to be put on Mondays. I think also, that
under any circumstances, the Government ought to give an
opportunity to clear the undebated motions before finally
wiping out the Notice paper. A very large number of
notices are on the paper, some of which have been since
very early in March, and we have not had an opportunity of
reaching them yet. A number of them would be entirely
uudebated. On one occasion, the hon. gentleman will
remember, that the whole of the Monday was absorbed by
business, which belonged to another day of the week,-the
Temperance Act. Not more than an hour, probably not
more than three quartors of an hour, would be occupied in
going over the list of notices. I therefore make these two
suggestions t the hon. gentleman.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly, I will accept
both. Make the motion after "routine and questions."

fr. SPEAKER. Private Bille come first on Monday. it
had botter be "after questions."

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Very well, that will do,
I after questions."

Mr. BLAKE. And as to undebated motions ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We will take them up
and call them over on the Monday.

Mr. BLAKE. It is well that that should be understood,
so that hon. members should be here, because this will be
the last opportunity they will have.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Unopposed motions, of
course.

Mr. BLAKE. Of course, unopposed and undebated
notions.

Motion, as amended, agreed tW.

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Mr. COOK. Before the Orders of the Day are called, I
wish tW refer to an article which appeared in one ofthe rags
of Ottawa, called a newspaper, which refers to myself, in
connection with a question which I put to the Government
lut night, that was not designed to be replied to by the
Minister of Militia. I would not refer to that article,
because I think it is of no consequence whatever, and the
paper itself le of ne consequence whatever, and the staff
connected with the paper, but for this:

" It is evident that Mr. C ook's remark wau intended au an insult to
Lieut.-Col. Amyot and his men."
At about 12 o'clock last night, the Minister of Militia read
a telegram from Col. Amyot, dated on the 23rd ADril,
which read:

Mr. DRoBERTosN (Hastings).

" Weather unuually bad. We have been put into barraeks. My men
generally are well. The authorities are doing their best for us, and
have been doing all the time. Do not belleve contrary statements by
the hostile pres. We are awaiting orders to go f Wrther. We areall
cheerful."

Well, by the same paper I see that the 9th Battalion of
Qaebec left last evening at 7 o'clock for Swift Current. It
would have been very interesting to the members of
the House to know that they had gone forward to the
front, and the Minister, if ho knew that, should have
communicated it to the House. Of course that is within
bis own opinion, but, if there was an insult intended
to be conveyed by myself to the gallant colonel and
his men who are at Winnipeg at the present time, or
who were there at that time, it muet have been an insult to
others as well, for the 7th Fusiliers of London also left
Swift Current last evening, and the Toronto Bxdy Guards
shortly after for Qu'Appelle. I repudiate that part of the
article, and say it was no offence whatever to the colonel
or his mon, who are gone forward. I put the question
in a spirit of right. I thoughtit was very necessary that
the troops should get forward to the front as rapidly as
possible, because we are constantly hearing of depreda.
tions being committed by the rebels. It is necessary to pro-
tect the people of that country, it is necessary not only
for the protection of the people of that country, but the
rebellion must be put down. I see by this same report that
some member cried "shame" when I put the question.
Well, if a member on that side of the House is prepared to
cry " shame" to us on this side when a question is put for
the protection of thep eople of our country, I am willing
ho should cry "shame" or should cry whatever ho likes. But,
be that as it may, I am very glad to see the colonel hm been
ordered to the front, and probably he is now prepared to
meet the enemy, and is no longer detained at Winnipeg
fighting the hostile prose.

THE ELECTORAL FRANCHISEI.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the House
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on Bill (No. 103)
respecting the Electoral Franchise.

Mr. PLATT. Mr. Speaker, the Bill which the right hon.
gentleman has just moved that we should consider in Com-
mittee of the Whole, is so exceptional in its character that
I crave the indulgence of the Houe to make a few remarks
thereon, as no opportunity has yet been offered me to do so.
As a usual thing, in respect to ordinary Bills, I allow the
discussion to be carried on by the leading membars of the
House, and content myself by placing myself upon record
on the division list. But this measure is one of such exoep-
tional importance that I cannot content myself by giving a
silent vote on any stage of its advancement. I presume you
are convinced by this time that this Bill is not to receive the
unanimous consent of the House; I presume, also, that you
perceive there is some prospect that it will receive more or
less opposition before it becomes law. The exceptional
importance of this Bill, in my opinion, arises from the fact
that it has more objectionable features in it than any
other Bill which I hÉave hoard discussed since I became a
member of this Houe. in the first place, I may say, that
it hae proved itself to be most unpopular with members
generally supporting, and still supporting, the right hon.
leader of the Government. It is also the most obnoxious
measure, probably, to the Opposition in this House, that has
been presented during the present Parliament. Moreover,
from the discussion that has already taken place upon it, it
has been proved that it is a Bill that the people have never
asked for, that it is unnecessary in the intereste of this
country, and will greatly increase the burdens of the
people, that it is a Bill which, I think, should not be
pressed upon the consideration of the House or become
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law, at least until the people of this country either have
taken it out of our hands or have asked us to consider it.
I have already stated that this Bill has been proved
to be unpopular with members generally supporting
the Government. The reason for this I find in the fact
that there are still amongst hon. gentlemen opposite a large
number of members who have a lingering regard for what
we term provincial rights. I know that in every Pro-
vince of this Dominion there are a large number of
people who look upon any infringement of the rights
granted by our constitution to the Provincial Legisla-
tures as a very serious matter, and it is not to be
wondered at. I suppose it would be well enough
to leave the discussion of constitutional questions to the
members of the legal fraternity who have seats in this
House; stili, even laymen have some knowledge of the
causes which brought out present constitution into
existence. We know that discontent and difficulties arose
during the time we were under a legislative union, from the
fact that the Provinces were composed of what we may call
heterogeneous elements, differing in their institutions,
especially in their educational and religious institutions,
and in nationality, and these causes were a source of diffi-
culty in conducting the affairs of the country in such a
manner as to meet the wishes of all the people of the Pro-
vinces. Now, Sir, that same condition of things exists
to-day which was taken into consideration by the framers
of our constitution when they gave us the British North
America Act; and I believe that their chief object in fram-
ing that constitution was so to divide the respective powers
of the Federal and Local Legislatures, as to prevent those
difficulties which had caused discontent in the past, by
placing all local questions within the purview of the Local
Legislatures. That, Sir, I may say, has been carried out in
the constitution to the very letter ; and even in
the question regulating the franchise, I think the
constitution bears upon its face this construction, that
even the regulation of the franchise was to be left with
the various Provinces until such time as they were nearer
in accord as to what should constitute a Dominion fran-
chise. We knQw that the civil, the roligious, and especially
the educational institutions of the various Provinces, have
a great deal to do in moulding public opinion upon
the various questions of the day, and that public opinion
has been moulded in the past in accordance with the teach-
ings of the various institutions in those Provinces, and
those institutions are looked upon by the people of each
Province as the very best for themselves, and, Sir, the
teaching of those institutions are as dear to the people who
have been taught by them as the institutions themselves.
I may say that public opinion as to what should constitute
a franchise for the election of members to this House, is the
outgrowth of the teachings of those institutions; and I am
not surprised that every Province in this Dominion should
look with some degree of jealousy upon any attempt to over-
ride or interfere with the opinions that have been formed
in consequence of those teachings. My hon. friend from
Rouville (Mr. Gigault), during this discussion has given
what I consider a very sound and a very powerful argu-
ment in lavor of leaving the regulation of the franchise
in the hands of the Local Legislatuire. 'He has told us that
the Province of Quebec, especially, wishing to guard
her own institutions in this respect, wishing to respect
their teachings, and to respect the opinion of ber people as
to what should constitute a proper franchise, looks with a
great deal of misgiving upon this attempt to give the pow-
er of regulating the franchise to this Parliament, and the
people of that Province fear that it may place them in a
position to be overridden by other Provinces. While I
believe that that argument is especially sound in regard to
Quebec, it is capable of extension to the other Provinces of
this Dominion. While the Province of Quebec may not
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wish to have thrust upon her against her will the decision
of this or any other Parliament, that the franchise should
be based upon universal suffrage, I may say that the same
opinion exista in other Provinces. We know that opinions
are net at all unanimous upon this subject. We see that
even in the far west the people have thought that manhood
suffrage is the proper rule for the franchise. Well, Sir, the
institutions of the Province of Ontario and the teachings
that the people have received, lead them, probably, te a
more liberal view as to what should constitute the
franchise, than is entertained by the people of Quebec.
We see that evidenced by the recent proceedings in the
Province of Ontario, which show that the people are
in favor of a more liberal and extended franchise, and
that nearly one-half of the people of Ontario in their
Legislature have declared in favor of manhood suffrage.
Now, if that be the result of the teachings of our institutions
in Ontario, I claim that we stand in the same position as
the Province of Quebec in regard to this matter. While
that Province may not wish to have what they may term a
too liberal franchise forced upon them by the other Pro.
vinces, I think the Province of Ontario las a just right to
claim that she should be not hampered in her march of pro.
gress, if I may say so, towards a more liberal and extended
franchise. If it be the almost universal opinion in the Pro.
vince of Ontario that the franchise should be liberally
extended, if it be a growing opinion in that Province that
manhood suffrage should obtain, then I say she does not
wish to be kept from realizing those aspirations by being
bound down by a general franchise in common with the
Province of Quebec, or with the other Provinces that may
not hold such liberal views. And what is true as regards
Quebec on the one hand, and Ontario on the other hand, is
true with regard te every Province. Every Province has
its opinion upon what the franchise should be, and so soon
as we make a general franchise dependent upon this Parlia.
ment, then, Sir, upon the one hand we may force upon one
Province what it dislikes, and, on the other, we may prevent
another Province from obtaining that extensionoftthe franc.
hise which it desires. The teachings of our provincial institu.
tions, held sacred by the people, should be just as constant and
perpetual as the institutions themselves. There are other rea.
sons which make this Bill unpopular with bon. gentlemen
opposite. We knowthat a large number are opposed to one of
the leadingprinciples of the Bill,the extension of the franchise
to women. Other persons hold different views on this
franchise question. I do not know that, taking the view I
do of this question, I should feel justified in discussing and
passing on te the details, from this fact. As far as universal
and manhood suffrage are concerned, I hold that if the
people of Prince Edward Island believe such a suffrage to be
desirable they have a right to have it. If the people of
Quebec prefer a more limited suffrage and do not believe in
enfranchising women, I think the people of that Province
have a right to their opimon; and when the people of
Ontario think that their welfare will be best served by
extending the franqbise to women or by having manhood
suffrage, I believe thy sbould exercise that power. I do
not believe our constitution intends that this Parlia.
ment should take away from any Province the right
to introduce and maintain just such a franchise as they
think best for the welfare of the people. I suppose I am justi.
fied in saying that there are many hon. gentlemen opposite
who feel there are many other objectionable clauses in the
Bill. I suppose I am justified in saying that some members
regard it as somewhat unfair; that some regarl it as
an attempt on the part of the majority to override the
wishes and feelings of the minority. Whether that be so or
not, we know that very strong arguments have been brought
forward by hon. gentlemen who usually support the Govern-
ment against not only the introduction but the carrying
into law of the Bill. I have said this Bill is unnecessary.
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I base that opinion upon-the fact thaï so far as I am aware
from the statements made on the floor of the House, this
Bill was not expected to be pressed through the louse. 1
have found a very general disposition to discredit the belief
that the Government intended to pass this measure even
this Session. I have found a very general impression to
prevail that it was unwise that even the present Government
although in the opinion of a great many they do acts which
to a large number seem unwise, should proceed with this
Bill and endeavor to place it on the statute book. Some
may say, it has been said here, why is it necessary to ask
for the voice of the people on our legislation ? Do we adopt
that course in regard to all measures that come
before the House for iGs determination ? We do not,
nor is it expected that Parliament shall wait for
the voice of 'the people demanding legislation on
ordinary subjects. But this is an exceedingly important
subject. It is a question, not so much affecting the mem-
bers of this louse, or their duties, as one affecting the
people who are the creators of this Parliament. In
dealing with a question of this kind we are dealing with the
voice of the people who really brought into existence this
Parliament. I contend it seems to be reversing the order
of nature. It is making an effect act as a cause. Parlia.
ment is the creature of the electorate. Parliament is the
result of exercised franchise. I contend that if there be
any question regarding which the duty devolves upon us of
consulting our constituents it is this question. The right
to exercise the franchise properly belongs to the people, and
when we see fit to legislate upon it we should do so under
the direction, if not under the express command, of the
people who heretofore have exercised that fran-
chise. This Bill deals with the constitutional wea-
pon of our citizens, which is placed in their bands
as a means of defending themselves against what
may some day or other be a tyrannical Parliament.
The franchise is our defence, the defence of the electorate,
and with it they can guard their civil and religions liberties.
It is the cherished heritage of Canadians over which they
watch with jealousy. To disturb this safeguard, to inter-
fore with the economy of this fortress, to weaken the right
arm of the people's safety would be to take dangerous and
critical ground. I hold that in dealing with the franchise
we are dealing with that which is so peculiarly the people's
own, that nothing short of an unmistakable and expressed
demand can justifiy such action. This Parliament, I take it,
bas no right of its own motion to silence a single voice that
helped to call it into existence. If there is one question,
I repeat, upon which we are in duty bound to ask for the
advice of the people it is on this question of the franchise.
Who among us would be bold enough to confront a people,
many of whom he bas robbed of the power which assisted
in placing him here? And who among us would dare to
confront some of those who voted against us ai the last
election, and say in a spirit of revenge: "We have fixed you,
and you will have no vote at the next general election."
This view of the question will bring i& home to every voter
in the country. Even to enlarge the franchise without
conference with the people seems questionable. To enlarge
the franchise is to reduce the power and influence
of those who formerly exercised it. This measure
is more objectionable to members of the Opposition than
any other measure that bas been brought before this Par-
liament. The arguments 1 have advanced tend strongly to
show this. We were told during the discussion that if we
expressed the honest sentiments of our hearts we would
frankly admit that the clause in the proposed Bill having
regard to the construction of the voters' list was the sum
and substance of our complaining. I do not know where
the hon. gentleman-I think it was the member for Cum-
berland (Mr. Townshend)-got his information. I think
the argument presonted by bon. members on this side of the

Mr. PLATT.

House show that we are just as strongly opposed to the
attack on provincial rights as we are to that most objection-
able feature of the Bill to which I have already referred.
We oppose the Bill because it is objectionable and is
unasked for; because it entails on this country a very large
increase of expenditure, and increased trouble in
connection with the preparation of the voters' lists.
Do you think that if the people of this country were asked
whether or not we should pass such a measure es this at
the present time, after having all its provisions laid before
them ; if they were told that it would put them to a very
large expense, that it was a measure which would give
power to the Government to create some 400 or 500 sala-
ried officials, that it was a measure which would
increase our annual expenditure by $200,000 or 8300,-
000-I have found it estimated at $350,000 by
some, and at $250,000 by others-but at any rate
it is such an enormous amount that, if the peo-
ple come to consider that phase of the question alone,
they would say, I think, to this Parliament: "Let well
enough alone; we are satisfied with the manner in which
our franchise is arranged by the Local Legislatures, and we
have not asked the Parliament of Canada to interfere."
Take the expenditure of $350,000 and capitalise it at 4 per
cent and you increase the indebtedness of the Dominion by
$8,750,000; and I ask, are we in a position at the present
time, knowing the rate at which our annual expenditure
has mounted up, knowing the onormous amount which our
public debt has reached-are we in a position to pass
a measure which is undemanded by the people
of this country, which is not needed in the inter-
ests of this country -to carry into law a measure which
will so enormously increase our public expenditure, and
place such an amount of trouble upon the electorate in the
preparation of their lists? If the people were told that
these officials of the Government were to come into their
counties and make up a temporary list by some sort of
assessment, by some sort of means, that all parties interested
in the welfare of the couni ry, who wished to see the names
of those on the Ilst who had the right to vote had to go before
these officers; that every man had to lay his claim before them
as to his right to the franchise, a right which perhaps he bas
exercised without question for twenty years before; that by
this law ho is deprived of that right, and must of neces-
sity make his appearance before that official, and
after he does so very likely will fail to get his name
upon the list-if the people of this country knew those
facts-the amount of difflculty, the amount of trouble and
expense which will be entailed upon them in the preparation
of these lists, I think the unanimous voice of the electorate
of the country would be: "Let well enough alone ; we are
satisfied with the franchise we have, and when we are dis-
satisfied with that franchise we will ask our own legislators
of our own Provinces to arrange it for us." Well, Sir, the
hon. member for Grey says that the question does
not belong to the Local Legislatures; but whether
or not it belongs to them, this I do say, that
the argument which I adduced at the commencement
of my remarks, that the framers of our constitution intended
that the provincial authorities should have the regulation of
the franchise, is proved by the fact that they have been
allowed to regulate that franchise by right, for the last
eighteen years; and whether they have that right by law
or not, I think these eighteen years exercise of that func-
tion gives them some sort of right by possession. If it is
wrong to-day to allow the Provincial Legislatures to regu-
late the franchise, it was equally wrong eighteen years ago.

Mr. RYKE RT. Why did you change the Ontario fran-
chise ?

Mr. PL ATT. We change the franchise in the various
Provinces in accordance with the wishes Qf the people of
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those Provinces, through their representatives in the Local te divert the attention of the populace from that particular
Legislatures. Though there may be some hon. gentlemen snbject, enter upon another subjoot which they con-
that feel aggrieved with the general conduct of the Local sider of greater importance. Can it be that the Government
Legislatures, who may consider anything they do as wrong of this country, feeling that the people are bocoming aniions
and unconstitutional, the people of the country have here- and excited from the difculties which now hang over the
tofore submitted to the wise regulations of the various Dominion from one end to another, have sought to distraet
Provincial Legislatures, in so far as this subject is con- their attention from those subjects by bringing up this Bil,
cerned, and the people themselves asked that a change which could not fait to produce'a profound impreson
should be made in that respect. Well, Sir, we have the on the populace? Can it be that the Government have
Bill before us, and in some respects the Bill is sought, by bringing before Parliament this measure at this
peculiar. We find different members arguing from different particular time, to take the people's minds off the causes of
standpoints, and a great many say that this Bill has only the troubles which now exist? We know, Sir,that
one principle, and that that principle is that of a uniform as a mie Governments look forward to the next
franchise for this Dominion, and they ring the changes on general election ne matter how distant it may b.
those beautiful words: "lUniform franchise for this and se guide their course cf action that when they confront
Dominion." For my own part I do not see that the people at the coming election thcy may have some de.
these words contain a great deal of meaning. fonce for the policywhich thcy have been carrying eut.
Others say that there are varions other principles Can it bo, Sir, that hon, gentlemen have se long before the
in the Bill, while the leader of the Government, approaching clections seen the sceds cf discord already
who proposed the measure, contends that while sown in their ranke? Do thcy Sec that from one end cf
uniformity of franchise is the chief principle of the Bill, this country t the other there is disappointnent as to the
states that there is another principle in the Bill, namely, effeet of the policy which they promieed would give the
the extension of the-franchise to women. One hon. mem- country universal and continuons prosperty? Oan it be
ber-I think the hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White)- that they sec that the people have failed te discover
stated to the House that there was only one principlein the that they have carried eut their promises, which were
Bill, and that was the principle having a franchise of our heard from evcry platfcrm in the country? Do they sec
own-having a uniform franchise all over the Dominion, that the people are bccoming aggrieved and discoutented
while the hon. member for Ottawa County (Mr. Wright), in consequence of the enormons expenditure whichlias
states that this Bill is bristling with principles, and he pro- been heaped upon thcm, and that unleas thcy cau do some-
ceeds to elaborate what he believes to be the chief principle thing te retrieve their errors in this covert way, they will
of the Bill, namely, the extension of the franchise to women. I ikly be defeated at the next elections? One complaint
say, Sir, thatI agree with the hon member for Ottawa Connty made against the existing system, I think by the hon.
that this Bill bristles with principles, and that the prin- member for Cardwell (Mr. White), was that it was an eut-
ciples are bristling in their character ! Every hon. mem- rageous thing that this Parliament should allow the Local
ber who listened attentively to the debate must have noticed Legisiatures te se change the entire complexion cf the
that, although we have during this Parliament had electerate that we sheuld net at the next election be
very many Bills of importance before us, many able te go back to the same constituencies that
questions which hon. members on this side have etected us at the last ehection. Well, Sir, that May be an
seen fit to object to and oppose, those measures objection; but I wonld like te ask that hon, gentleman if
have seldom been carried without some strong arguments he was always se jeatous cf the complexion cf the electer-
being adduced on the Government side in favor of their ate? In 1882 when a Bil passed through this Bouse te
being carried; and I say that any hon. gentleman who has completely change the electorate in the Provine cf Ontario,
listened with attention to this debate cannot help was he then found defcnding the permanence cf the elector-
remarking the weakness of the arguments which have baen ate, or was h found supperting the change? And, Sir,
adduced in favor of this Bill. Those who have addressed have we any guarantee that thesa continued attempts te
the House in favor of the Bill have confined themselves change the complexion of the electorate with net be repeat.
almost entirely to the one cry to which I have already cd? Dees net the present Bilcomplctely change the com-
adverted, the cry of a uniform franchise, Now, Sir, I shah plexion of the ehctorate in many Provinces? If this Bil
say no more with regard to the meaning of those words, passes eau we go back te the same people whc sent us here
except that to my mind they are nothing more nor less than and give an account cf our stewardship te them? Net
a sentiment, pure and simple; and I repeat, Sir, that this is enly in the Province cf Ontario, but in every Province iu
not the-time, this is not the condition of the country, which the Dominion, the electors who creatcd this Pariament
demands that we should expend large sums of the people's will net be those te whom we shail appeat when the next
money simply for the sake of carrying out what is nothing etection comes around. I was somewhat amused at an at-
more than a sentiment. Well, Sir, hon. members on both tempt at argument fhat was made by the hon. member for
sides of the House have sought to point out at various King's, New Brunswick (Mr. Foster) when ho contended
stages of the debate what are the real objecte of the Govern- in concert wîth the hon. iember for C:rdwell, that this
ment in bringing the Bill before the House. So far as the Parliament shontd have the power te regulate its own
debate is concerned it has been proved conclusively. franchise. Thathon, gentleman made use cf these words
that the arguments in favor of the ostensible object ,On this principle 1 arilling to take ry stand, thst a Parliament
in bringing it forward, that of securing a uniform or Legieiature shoild have an electorate of its own; that it ehould not
franchise, that of preventing the Local Legisiatures be at the beck or the will, the wish or the whim, of any other body, be
from eucroaching on our rights-those arguments it higher or lower in the order oflegiuiation."
have proved to be so weak as to be utterly futile and useless. Now, that sounds very well. It may be truc in principte
Then, Sir, some hon. members have been casting about for that each Legisiature in this Dominion, ne matter how smal
some other reason for the introduction of this Bill. I shall or how exalted ia powers may be, should have the power
not indulge in the strong language which some hon. gentle- te say what shail b. its own ehectorate. But that hon.
men have indulged in, though the opinions which gentleman takes his stand on the ground that, whether
have been expressed even in that strong language, have been higher or lower, every Legishature shonld have the right te
shared in by myself. We know that when the rulers cf constuct its own franchise. Isuppose we shail find him
some nations are in deep trouble, or distress in one particular taking his stand on the principle that the Local Legisiatures
point in their national automony, they sometimes, in ordor have no right te interfèe pwth the franohates of municipal
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institutions. Does he take the position that county councils,
township councils, and boards ofschool trustees shall all have
the right to construct their own franchises ? If there is
anything in his argument, he must follow it out to its logical
conclusion,and we must have no Local or Federal Legislature
interfering with the franchises of municipal bodies. Now,
Sir, with regard to that very material and important part of
this Bill, for extending the franchise, in part at any rate,
to women, I quite agree with the hon. member for Ottawa
County (Mr. Wright) that it is the chief provision of the
Bill, and it is one of the questions which I presume bas very
largely excited the attention of hon. gentlemen opposite.
We hear various rumors as to the manner in which that
proposal has been received by the supporters of the right lon.
leader of the Government. Although the argument of the
hon. member for Ottawa County was so strongly expressed
as to convince them for a time, still I think there has been
more or less of a revolt in the ranks on that subject. I
am not going to discuss the question at this stage. Being
one of the chief principles of the Bill I believe that t ow
would be the proper time to discuss itf; but having been left
an open question, for the House to decide in committee, I
think we may well wait until we are in committee before
we decide whether that provision shall remain in the Bill or
not. It seems to me very strange after the right hon.
leader of the Government had explained this clause, which
he eld to be bis own peculiar child, that he should have
taken so little care to nourish and guard it until it should
be placed on the statute book. He was perhaps right in
claiming this as lis own peculiar child; but ail I have to
say is that the child does not very strongly resemble the
parent! 1It is not one of those provisions which we should
naturally expect to come from the hon. gentleman. Look-
ing through the Bill, I eau find other provisions
which look more like the product of his genius. The
clause providing for the appointment of revising officers is
one which I think may more justly claim the parentage of
the hon. gentleman. If the provision extending the fran-
chise to women was one which lie fondly cherished as is
own, how is it that instead of making provision for its
culture and nourishment he should have, even before its
birth, made arrangements for farming it out to a commit-
tee of this Hlouse ? If that is the manner in which the
chief provision of this Bill is to be brought before Parlia-
ment, the women of this country will have a long time to
wait before they receive the blessing of enfranchisement at
his nands. I suppose, however, that the hon. gentlemen hias
been forced to agree that he would not make that provision
a material part of the Bill, but would leave it fo the com-
mittee. I do not see why, in lis declining years, his follow-
ers might not have realised the fact that, it this clause were
not given effect now, he might not have an opportunity of
bringing it into law. On the principle of the law of mutual
concession which the lon. Secretary of State so beautifully'
elaborated, they might have yielded tob is entreaties and
allowed that provision to become law. The hon. Secretary
of State said :

" We must all yield a little of our pretensions; we must all, Provinces
as well as individuals, yield a little ot our personal feelings on some
things: we must all yield a little of our personal views on some sub-
jacte, we must even yield sore of our own persona interests to try te
arrive at a good meditum measure satisfactory to ail."1

tUpon this principle I presume that the Ion. leader offthe Gov-
ernment has yielded to the entreaties of his friends in regard
to that provision of the Bill, and I hope he will be willing fto
yield as readily to the entreaties of this House, not only of
members on his own side, but of members of this House
generally, when the arguments advanced show that some of
the other provisions of the Bill are not what they should be in
the interests of the people. The section of the Bill whichl
has been described by hon. gentlemen opposite as a most
obnoxious section to hon. gentlemen on this side, I think,

Mr. PLATT.

may justly be held to be obnoxious, not only to this side of
the House, but to the people of this country. I refer spec-
ially to that clause to which I have already alladed, giving
power to the Government to appoint irresponsible revising
officers. I have already stated that this section of the Bill
looks more like the legitimate offspring of the hon. the leader
of the Goverunment than any other section. We know that it
las, I may say, some brothers and sisters already. The
Gerrymandering Act, as it was termed, is now about three
years old, and this clause of the Bill looks very much like the
Gerrymandering Act; at any rate, I should characterise it as
belonging to the same family. We knowthat in the appoint-
ment of returning officers, lon. gentlemen opposite have
sought to take into their hands some such powers, as they
appear:desirous to take into their hands by the provisions of
this clause. We have been told that this revising officers'
clause cannot possibly do any harm, because the judges of the
land may be appointed. Weil, I wish that the judges will b
appointed, if we are to have this measure at ail. But what
is there in this Bill that at all makes it imperative upon the
Government to appoint them ? Some years ago, when a
change was made in the election law, giving the Govern-
ment power to appoint sheriffs, registrars or other persons
as returning officers, we were told that the sheriffs and
registrars would be appointed. Were they appointed ?
Were they justified in calling upon the people to trust the
Government in that respect ? We know very well what
was the character of the appointments then maqe. We
know very well that in Ontario alone, at any rate in
Ontario and Quebec, there were 75 returning officers
appointed who were neither registrars nor sherifs, and
who were appointed, not because of the absence or illness
or incapacity of the sheriffs and registrars, but because
they suited the Government. When we look back to the
elections then and consider the character and the behavior
of many of the returning officers of that time, what right
have we now, with that experience, to trust the Government
when they say they intend appointing the judges of the
land as revising officers? Is it not altogether probable
that they will do the reverse, that they will do as they did
before, and that it will be found that revising officers will be
appointed on the recommendalion of Government candi-
dates because of their interest in the election of those Gov-
ernment candidates? Is it not altogetherprobable that the
Government will appoint revising officers whose active sym-
pathies will be altogether enlisted in favor of the Govern-
ment candidates ? Now we have been told that unfortun-
ately we could not use the municipal machinery to a very
great extent in carrying out the provisions of this Bill.
Fortunately we have used the machinery of the municipali-
ties in carrying out our electoral franchise heretofore, and
I ask the House in all fairness why should we be called on
now to make use of machinery which will be cumbrous and
will not be assisted to any extent by the municipal machin-
ery at present in use? Upon the whole, after looking care-
fully over this Bill, the franchise will be materially cur-
tailed; there will be more people disfranchised by far,
under it, than will be placed on the roll of electors by its
'provisions. I have already stated that in Ontario there is
a clamor for the extension of the franchise. We know that
the Conservative party in Ontario have made it a plank
in their platform that manhood franchise should
obtain. low then are lon. gentlemen in this flouse, sup-
porters of the Opposition in the Ontario legislature, going
to meet their friends in that Province on the platform here-
after? Not only have those hon. gentlemen here failed to
bring in a measure for manhood suffrage, but they declare,
by compelling the Provinces that have manhood suffrage to
reduce and curtail their franchise, that manhood suffrage is
not proper or right. We have one set of Conservatives in
this flouse who are not in favor of manhood suffrage and are
in favor of having a Dominion suffrage which will prevent the
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people of Ontario, in case they deem manhood suffrage to be
iight and necessary, fromextending that suffrage in Ontario
to the elections for this House. It may be that in this
instance the principles of concession may corne in again ; it
may be that the leader of the Opposition in Ontario will
consult the leader of the Government here, and that they
will come to an agreement as to which shall yield. We
know very well that the leader of the Opposition in Ontario
once yielded to the entreaties of the leader of this Govern-
ment; probably on this occasion it will be the turn of the
leader of this Government to yield. Now, I have expressed,
if not tersely, as rapidly and as briefly as I eau, my
chief objections to the principle of the Bill. I
object to this Bill and shall vote against the motion,
because the principle involves the centralisation of a
power which should be left with the several Provinces, and
can be left there to the satisfaction of the people for whom
we are legislating. I object to the measure because it is
dealing with the electoral power which made this Parlia-
ment and dealing with it without the command, nay, with-
out the consent of the people who sent us here. I hold that
upon a question such as this common modesty, not to say
decency, demande that we take our instructions direct from
the people after the most definite propositions have been
ennuciated from the public platforn and replied to at the
ballot box. I object to the measure because it is unnecessary,
because it is unasked for, because it substitutes cumbrous,
expensive, and untried machinery for that which is simple
and within the experience of the people already. It pro.
poses two systems for one-it doubles the trouble, trebles
the expense-confuses the people-and satisfies nobody, save
those officials whom it may feed at the people's expense. I
am opposed to it because it contains provisions, monstrously
unfair and un-British. It places power in the hands of an
unpopular and tyrannical Administration to thwart the
desires and intentions of the electorate by putting their
franchise at the mercy of an unscrupulous and partisan
official whose regard for his benefactors may overshadow
his regard for the interests of the people with whose
franchise he is dealing. I oppose the measure myself and
I justify opposition of the most stubborn character to every
stage of the Bill. Hon. gentlemen opposite may term it
obstructive, or factions or what they like, it will make no
difference. The gentlemen upon this side of the House, feel
that the occasion demands our action and we feel that the
country will sustain us in our uncompromising resistance to
a measure which strikes at our liberties in an unfair and
unmanly way.

Mr. TOWNSRIEND. In accordance with my remarks
of last evening on the Franchise Bill, I beg to give notice
that before we go into committee I shall move an amend-
ment proposing to strike out the clause proposing to extend
the franchise to women.

Mr. WALLACE. I will explain to the House why
I cannot agree in the remarks made by hon. gentle-
men opposite. The hon. member from Prince Edward
County (Mr. Platt) declares, with a great deal of confidence,
that the Conservative party are opposed to this measure;
perhaps that hon. gentleman has greater means of knowing
the views of the Conservative party than hon. gentlemen
on this side. All I can say is that if ho takes any conso-
lation in the idea that the Conservative party will oppose
that motion, he is greatly mistaken. We have seen that
two members of the Conservative party have voted against
this measure on the second reading of the Bill, but L appre-
hend they did so on the ground that it extends the fran-
chiae a great deal further than they care to go. That
the franchise is too liberal a measure to suit their
views, and therefore they oppose it. I favor the Bill now
under discussion for several reasons. The hon. member
for Prince Edward County (Mr. Platt) etated to ths House

a few moments ago that this Bill changed the electorate
and restrioted the number of votes in Ontario. I deny that
in toto. I have here a number of voters' liste from various
municipalities in the riding which I have the honor to re-
present, and I cannot find one name of all whom I know-
and I am pretty familiar with the inhabitants of the riding
-who were on the votera' liste in 1882 who will be
struck off by this Franchise Bill. In fact, I find that
this Bill not only increases thei number of those by
whom we were eleccted in 1882, but increases the
number of votes given by the new Franchise Act of
the Local Government passed at the last Session. I
find that, in my constituency, there are more than 500
voters who had votes at the previous election who are dis-
franchised by Mr. Mowat's recent Act, and, in the name
of those 500 voters, including some members on the other side
of the House, I protest against the disfranchisement of such a
large number of votera in any constituency in this country.
In one township alone, the township of York, or rather
only the west half of the township of York, 419 of those
who had votes in 1882 will be disfranchised by Mr. Mowat's
recent Act. I say such an outrageous Act has never been
brought before the people of the country. By that measure,
without letting the people know, giving six days' notice
before the Act was finally passed, without letting the people
know the scope of the Act, what would be the consequence
of it, they have disfranchised a large portion of the votera
of this county, and those voters are not the least intelligent
of our constituents. They are gentlemen who have pro-
perty in various places. I mention the name of William
Rowland, which appears here, who has property to the
extent of $80,000 or $ 100,000 in the West Riding of York.

Mr. MILLS. He votes in Toronto.
Mr. WALLACE. He had a vote in West York in 1882'

and h. exercised his vote, and h. exercised it in 1883 in the
local election, and in 1884, if there had been an election, he
would have had the power to exorcise his vote, but, bythe
Bill introduced and passed by Mr. Mowat, Sir William How-
land will be disfranchised. lie will not have the
privilege of voting on $100,000 worth of pro-
perty ho owns in the West Riding of York. We
are told that he will have a vote somewhere else.
We are not aware of that. -He may not be assessed
somewhere else. I am not aware of it. But h. had a vote
in West York, and he loses that. The people who are dis-
franchised are among the most intelligent. They are the
large property owners of this country, and I will defy hon.
gentlemen opposite to point out a Franchise Bill, of which
the chief basis is voting on real estate, which disfranchises a
large portion of those who own a great amount of property.
We can understand that, under universal suffrage, or man-
hood suffrage, where property is not the basis of represen-
tation at all, a man holding property is registered in one
place and has a vote only in that place, but those gentlemen
cannot point out to me any Franchise Act, in any country
where property is the basis of the qualification, and where,
as in Mr. Mowat's Act, property is almost the sole bais of
qualification, because the income franchise and the wage-
earner franchise do not materially increase the number of
voters on the list, by which large owners of property are
disfranchised. Mr. Mowat disfranchises a large number of
those property owners, the largest property owners in this
country, and he is not courageous enough to go the step
further required of him if ho were consistent, and give
universal suffrage. I vote for this Bill because it is going
to be the faireet Franchise Act that this country,
or the portion .of it in which I reside, has ever
had. My own experience is that, when you get a lot of
Grit assessors in your riding, you cannot have confidence
that a fair result is reached, and that those who are entitled
to be on the assessment roll and on the voters' list are
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placed there. Our experience in the West Riding of York,
where we have had Grit assessors, is that we have each
y ear to appeal against the assessment, and to get 40 or 50
names added to the voters' list which were left off by the
assessors.

Mr. McCRANEY. What about Tory assessors ?

Mr. WALLACE. If hon. gentleman -opposite have no
more confidence in the Tory assessors than I have in the
Grit assessors, they will vote for this Bill and try to make
it law. I consider that this Parliament should have the
making of its own franchise. I think it would be just as
reasonable to ask the Local Legislatures to define the
boundaries of our constituencies, which I have no doubt
they would very gladly do if they had the opportunity, I
think it would be just as reasonable to ask them to conduct
the whole machinery of the elections, as to give them the
power of regulating and constructing the voterb' lists. If'
they are to have that power, which hon. gentleman opposite
think is so necessary in the interests of provincial rights,
why not go further and give them the power of running the
elections ? The Dominion Government will say: We have
dissolved the House, we must have an election, we call upon
the Local Government of Ontarioto carry Out the election of
92 members, and the Local Government of Quebec to elect
65 in Quebec, and so on in the other Provinces; we want
you to return the members, to work up all the machinery,
and send to us the members who are to be elected. If there
is a principle involved in it, why not let the Local Govern-
ments do the whole of the work ? Why not even go still
further, and let the county councils manage the elections for
the Local House ? Why not say to the county of York, for
instance, that the county council knows the people better
than the Local Legislature knows them, and that it is desired
to fix the local lists, to make a law, and to send three or
four representatives, as the case might be, from the county
of York; because, if the Local Legislature ought to work up
all the machinery for the election of members to the
Dominion Parliament, why should not the county councils
be given the power to do the same for the local Parliament?
Surely hon. gentlemen opposite have sufficient con-
fidence in the people to allow them to do that.
But while the hon. gentlemen expressed great faith and
confidence in the people, they are in fact diametrically
opposed to giving them additional power, as we find in the
conduct of the Local Government of Ontario in restricting
rights of the county council and centralising all the power
in themeelves that should belong to the county and town-
ship councils; and now they are bold enough to come to
this Parliament and say: We want not only the powers
that are given by the Confederation Act, we want not only
our own powers, but we want the powers that are given,
precisely and unequivocally, to the Dominion Government. 1
think, Mr. Speaker, that although this Bill may involve
additional expense, and considerable trouble, the expense
and the trouble will be amply repaid by our having a list
that will reflect the true opinions of the people of this
country. I shall, therefore, give my cordial and hearty
support to this measure, which will prevent a large number
of electors in each riding from being disfranchised, and will
add to the list the name of every man who has a right to be
there; which will give all thesafeguards that the people re-
quire to allow them to put their names on the voters' list,
which will give them an appeal,-which they have not now,
from the county judges-in fact it will give them every thing
they require, and will send to this House a set of represen-
tatives who will better reflect the opinions of the people of
this country than could be returned under any other system
that we have ever had.

Mr. JACKSON. The member for West York (àfr.
Wallace) has attempted to deny that this Act excludes a

Mr, WAZLACI.

certain proportion of the people from voting in the Province
of Ontario; and he claims that the Mowat Act disqualifies
certain persons from voting in the Province. I claim that
ho has not proved his case. I claim that every person whose
name is on the voters' list, there has a right to vote.

Mr. SPROULE. What about non-residentsa?

Mr. JACKSON. Property owners in different counties,
being non-residents, are supposed to have a right to vote
where they reside. The hon. gentleman has referred to
Toronto, and said that the Lieutenant Governor would be
disqualified. Well, no doubt the city of Toronto is like
other cities and towns throughout the country. Now,
I can show the hon. gentleman how that would work in
portions of the country in the vicinity of cities and towns.
I can refer him to what has taken place in my own county
which, I think, will disprove what he has said in that
respect. In 1882, 178 appeals were made in the South
Riding of Norfolk, and out of that number 161 names were
erased from the voters' list. I will explain how this came
about, to a large extent. A number of the citizens of
the town of Simcoe owned land in the rural part of the
county, and they had votes in the town of Simcoe and on
this land in the county. They had divided the land up
into 25 acre lots, and some lots of 200 acres returned as
many as five names to be put npon the voters' list. Those
names were appealed, and, as I have said, out of 178, there
were 161 names erased from the list during that year.
The Mowat Act is to this effect, that a man residing in
the town can vote in that town, but he cannot go into the
country and vote; he has one vote and not two; and there-
fore, by that Act, you get a representation of the people,
whereas, under the old system, you got merely a represen-
tation of the people's wealth. If a man had property in two
or three ridings he had that many votes; therefore, the
members were not elected by the people individually, but
by the people's wealth. Now, Sir, I think that clearly dis-
proves anything the hon. gentleman has said in that
respect. Now, in regard to the voters' lists in the munici.
palities. These lists are made by the municipal officer of
the county. The Secretary of Sate the other evening said
that the reason why they wanted this Bill was in order to
enable them to control these officers. They wanted to
centralise the power here; and we are trying to show the
people that this Bill will take the power away from the mu-
nicipal authorities and place it in the hands ofthis Parlia-
ment. I think that disposes of the argument the hon.
member brought forward, but I will touch it again later
on. In 1883, on the opening of this Parliament, the First
Minister in speaking upon the Speech from the Throne, said
that it was necessary to have a Dominion franchise to elect
the members of this House, and he gave as a reason that one
of the Provinces had then given notice ofits intention to deal
with the franchise; and he said he was afraid that at the
end of this Parliament, when lie again had to appeal to the
electors, lie would find a different set of votera altogether to
deal with, and therefore it was necessary to have a Domin-
ion franchise upon which to elect members for this louse.
Now, Sir, I think this Bill proves that the hon. gentleman
was not afraid of the Provinces creating a franchise, but he
was afraid again to appeal to the people on a fair and square
basis; and by this Billlie proposes to have a franchise of
his own, got up expressly for himself and his political
friends. I propose to go into some littledetail with respect
to this Bill. Tie hon. gentleman, in moving the second
reading, last Thursday week, said:
here of great importance that the same classes should be represented
hre, otherwise, the fouoe can weIl understand, we are sowing the seeds

of discontent. If, for instance, in the contigaous Provinces of Ontario
and Quebe , on one aide ofthe river here .ere is a daM which has a
right to vote, and thei, me cla is exluded jut acro the rirere.di"-
foutent muet provaU Ihere.l
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I would like to ask, who is responsible for this discontent.
If there is discontent throughout the Provinces, I claim that
the hon. gentleman is responsible for it. He referred to the
different franchises in the Provinces divided by the Ottawa
River, but there bas been a difference ever since these Pro-
vinces fixed their franchise qualifications; and there has been
no discontent in either of those Provinces; but under this
Bill there must be discontent, because the Province of
Ontario has lately extended the franchise to the people,
while this Bill will disqualify tens of thousands of people in
in that Province, and therefore it must sow the seeds of dis-
content. If there is one thing more than another that
will create discontent among the people, it is to deprive
them of something they have once enjoyed, and especially
from the privilege of exercising their suffrage. You deprive
a man of that privilege and you take away from him all his
manly liberty, and in the Province of Ontario and several
other Provinces this Bill will have that effect. Now, Iwant
to show you some of the features of this Bill. In the first
place, I will refer to the tenant clause. That clause reads
as follows

The tenant of real property within any such city or town or part of
a city or lown, at a monthly rental of at lesot two dollars, or at a
quarterly rental of at least six dollars, or at a half-yearly rental of at
least twelve dollars, or at an annual rental of at least twenty dollars,
and bas been in possession thereof as such tenant for at least one year
next before the first day of November, in the year of our Lord one
thousand eight hundred and eighty-six or in any subsequent year, and
bas really and bonafide paid one year's rent for such real property at
not less than the rate aforesaid; provided that the year's rent so
required to be paid to entitle sch tenant to vote shal be the years
rent up te the last yearly. half-yearly, quarterly or monthly day of
payment as the case may be, which shail have occurred next before the
first day of November in each of the said years respectively; and pro-
vided also, that a change of tenancy during the year next before the
first day of November in any such year sha l not deprive the tenant of
the right to vote in respect of such real property if such change is with-
out any intermission of time, and the several tenancies are such as
would en title the tenant to vote had snch tenant been in possession
under either of them, as snob tenant, for the year next before the said
first day of November in any such year."

There is nothing in this clause to show the value of the
property on which rent is being paid. I claim that in a
clause providing that a tenant paying a certain rental is
entitled him to vote for a memler of Parliament, there
should be something to show what the property is worth.
I further claim that no tenant should have the right to vote
on property of less value than that which would give the
owner a vote. This clause will have the effect of giving
thousands of people in towns and cities votes on property
of less value than the value which would give the owner a
vote-hovels and bits of buildings in cities and towns. I
claim, therefore, that this Bill, if it becomes law, will have
the effect of giving votes to a class of people who should
not vote, if this Bill is based on property qualifications,
because it gives to a certain class of people the right to
vote without their possessing any property qualification.
The clause does not say what the property shall be worth;
but, if it passes, anyone paying rental will have the right
to vote. If this Bill is framed on a property qualification,
let us have a property qualification, and do not let us allow
a tenant to vote on property on which the owner could not
vote. With respect to the expense that will be involved in
connection with carrying out the provisions of this Bill,
several hon. gentlemen have placed the cost to the country
at $200,000, others at $250,000, and others again as high as
$350,000 per annum. I am satisfied that the expense will
not be less than $500,000 a year, so that each Parliament
of five years will cost the country $2,500,000. This expen-i
diture is, moreover, unnecessary and uncalled for, and if any
hon. member thinks I have placed the amount too high, I
can prove by figures that the cost will be what I have stated.1
I am satisfied if this Bill should ever become law, the peopleE
will ascertain that the cost will be not b. less than 82,500,000j
for every Parliament of five years' duration. I claim it is.

unoalled for, and it la imposing cost on the people unneces-
sarily, and especially at this particular period. As to the Bill
itself, I may say that no one franchise is suitable for ail the
Provinces of the Dominion. I hold that no one franchise can
be framed to suit the different people of this country, whose
occupations, productions and requirements are diverse. A
franchise that suits Ontario, cannot suit Quebec; that
was fully demonstrated years ago. lie franchise eof
Quebec does not suit the people of Prince Edward Island.
It is, therefore, impossible to frame a franchise that will
satisfy all the Provinces. I claim, however, that each Pro.
vince has a right to say what its own franchise shall be.
Hon. gentlemen are elected by the people of the Pro.
vinces, and they are sent here to legislate respeoting the
interests of the Provinces. Is it right that hon.
gentlemen who have been elected by the people as
their representatives should come here and make a law
which in effect states that we are going to elect our-
selves, or that we have appointed men to elect us ? Is there
any justice in such action ? No. I do not know what hon,
gentlemen will be able to say wheu they return to their
constituencies and meet the people who sent them here.
They will be forced to say to them: We have made a law
by which we have taken the power of electing representa.
tives out of your hands; we have appointed men to do the
work, and on will not exercise the power you exercised
before. T1 i an outrage on the people of the wbole
Dominion. It comes right down to a business matter.
Suppose a man sends a clerk out to do business for him, and
that clerk transacts the business so that when he returna
he is proprietor. In effect ho has usurped the power
which formerly rested in the proprietor, and he now orders
the proprietor as to how ho shal act in future. This is
the case uin regard to the present Bill. The electors of
the different Provinces have sent representatives to this
House, and if this Bill should become law, the representa-
tives will usurp the powers of the electors, and t hey will
go back to the people and dictate as to future elections. I
claim that this is a power which could not be given to this
Parliament. If there is any Act which will cast discredit
on Parliament throughout the Dominion it is this. I now
desire to refer to the woman suffrage clause. Following the
example of some hon. members, I do not propose to give my
opinion as to whether woman franchise is necessary or not.
But the point as to which I wish to put myself on record
plainly is this, that if the girls, the spinsters, have a vote,
I think the married ladies should have a vote. By the Bill,
girls who may have a little property left or given to them
by their parents or others, are qualified to vote, though
having no experience whatever, knowing little or nothing
about human nature, and yet married ladies, ladies of
intelligence, are not competent to give an intelligent vote.
I say, Sir, that that is a very great wrong, and that it is an
insult to the ladies of this country; and I hope that the mar-
ried ladies throughout the Dominion will see that their
rights are protected, and that when another election
arrives, they will show that they have some influence,
that the hon. gentleman has been treading on dangerous
grounds. Now, Sir, a word as to the revising barristers.
Section 11 of this Act says :

'' A revising officer to be ointed under this Act may, in any Province
except Quebec, be either a Jndge or a junior judge of any county court
in the Province in which he is to act, or a barrister of at least five years'
standing at the bar of such Province, and in the Province of Quebec he
may be either a judge of the Superior Court for Lower Canada, or an
advo::ate of that Province of at least fiveyears'standing: Providedalways
that the same revising ofncer may be appointed for, and be required to
ditcharge the said duties in respect of more than one eleotoral district.

The Bill does not say that the revising officer shall be ajudge,
but that h. may be a judge, or a barrister of at least five years
standing. My experience teaches me the uie duties of the
jadges throughout the Dominion are so onerous that they
cannot possibly accept this office if it were tendered to them,
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and in my opinion it was not intended to give it to the
judges, or it would have said they shall be judges. I con-
clude, therefore, that this officer will be a barrister. Well,
Sir, with all due respect to the profession, my experi.
once teaches me that barristers work for money, and when
they get a good fat client they will stick to him as long
as he will stick to them, and when they have the Govern-
ment for a client they will have a good fat client. This offi-
cer is appointed by the Government, he is paid by the Gov-
ernment and he is to hold office during good behavior, which
means, in my opinion, just as long as he will do the work of
the Government and no longer, and therefore he becomes a
tool in the hande of the Government, a, machine to make
votes for the Government whereby they can keep themselves
in power. Now, Sir, I claim that that is a usurpation of
power which should not be. I claim that it is one man
power. I claim that the right of the people to have their
own voters' lists is a very important matter. Where would
I have been to-day, Sir, had not there been an appeal from
the voters' list in the County of Norfolk ? There
were 178 appeals in my riding, and out of that
number 161 were struck off the voters' list -in
1882, which shows that there was a plot formed
in that riding, and that, no matter who the candidate was,
he would have been defeated under those circumstances.
Had we not had a judge to see that the rights of the people
were carried ont, those names would have been left on the
voters' list. Now, where is the chance of 'appeal ? This
revising officer has entire control of the roll; he has the
making up of the roll and the whole management of it, and
as there is no appeal from it, how are the people of this
country going to be represented ? This Bill gives no ropre-
sentation to the people; it is a representation of this officer,
and members coming here to this Parliament will not repre-
sent the voice of the people, but will represent this officer
appointed by the Government. These are facts which are
too plain to be contradicted. Sir, I claim that this Parlia-
ment has no right, that those members sent hero from the
different Provinces have no right, to pass a law of this kind,
disqualifying a large portion of the people who sent them
here. lu the Province of Ontario, from which I come, I
consider, from the best information I can obtain, that not
less than 10,000 people will be disfranchised who are now
eligible to vote for members of this Parliament. That is an
outrage upon the people of that Province, and it cannot fail
to cause discontent among the people. These are facts which
cannot be disputed. Hon. gentlemen say that the Franchise
Act of Ontario bas disfranchised certain voters. Well, Sir,
as I stated before, no man except a non-resident is disfran-
chised, and non-residents have a vote where they reside,
and if they have no property where they reside they
cannot have a vote. This disqualification is intended to
keep men from voting twice-to give every man one vote
who has property, but not to give him two or three votes.
I claim, Sir, that in that way you get a representation of the
people, you get what the people want; and when one man,
because he has more wealth than another, because he has
property in two or three counties, has that many votes,
you do -not get the voice of the people-you get the wealth
of the people represented. Therefore I claim that mne vote
is all any man should have, and that vote should be given
where he resides. With these few remarks I conclude by
stating my intention to vote against the Bill.

country, the members of the House have had a fair oppor-
tunity of fully discussing it, and public discussion has been
invited upon it. It was brought down about the middle of
March, and it has been in the hands of the members since
that time; and when we consider that already no less than
243 columns of Hansard have been taken up with the dis-
cassions on this Bill, I cannot see that there has so far
been any lack of discussion upon this important measure.
The speech of the right hon. Premier on introducing the
Bill was, I think, a very good speech; ho just explained the
principles of the Bill, and invited free discussion upon them.
He said that ho was willing to have the measure freely
discussed in committee, and I have no doubt that when we
go into committee upon it, certain modifications may be
made in it which will render it more acceptable to the
people of this Dominion. It bas been said that there has
been no public discussion on the measure. I can state that
in Prince Edward Island, during the recent election in
Queen's County, it was most fully discussed, and the people
were satisfied that it was a liberal measure ; but owing to
the fact that that Province bas already a stili more liberal
franchise, I believe the people there woulI feel that as the
Bill tends towards increasing and enlarging the franchise,
it would be against the spirit of the Bill to restrict the
franchise in Prince Edward Island. As regards the revis-
ing barristers, 1 think barristers as a clas are honorable
men, and they have a legitimate ambition to attain at some
future time a high station on ths bench; and that ambition
would bo imperilled by any malpractice that they might be
guilty of. I think that atone will be quite sufficient to
keep them in their right place. I look upon it as a gross
libel on the profession to stigmatise them as the creatures
of the Government, as men who are prepared to sell them-
selves and their honor for a paltry office. For my
part, I have perfect confidence that when it may be neces-
sary to submit the voters' lists for revision to barristers, the
work will be done properly and with credit to themselves.
As the hon. First Minister bas invited full and free discus-
sion of ths measure in committee, I shall take an early
opportunity of introducing an amendment to the effect that
Prince Edward Island may remain as it is in regard to the
franchise. The hon. member for Ottawa COaunty (Mr.
Wright) bas been kind enough to highly compliment Prince
Edward Island and its representatives on the result of man-
hood suffrage; and I trust that ho and other hon- mombars
will assist in carrying such an amendment as will maintain
that franchise to the people of Prince Edward Island. That
Island is peculiarly situated. It is almost filled up with
settlers, and there is no chance for a large influx of popu-
lation. The present population is chiefly rural, and I think
there will be no danger to this House or to the country in
allowing that Province to retain its present franchise. Our
young men have exercised the franchise for 40 years, and
they have done it with credit to themselves; and 1 think to
deprive them of that privilege would be contrary to the spirit
of this Act, which is a liberal Act, and which tends to
enlarge the franchise. Otherwise I look upon the measure
as a very liberal one; and with the few modifications that
may be made in it in committee. It will have my hearty
support.

Mr. LISTER. When this question was before the House
lately, the hon. member for Cardwell undertook to defend
everv rovision of the Bill. He nsd this lanuae :
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Mr. JENKINS. Three objections raised by the hon. "I think there is no doubt to anybody who.looks at the matter fairly
that we ought te have in this Parlianient the right to deterinine our owa

members of the Opposition against this measure are that it franchise; and, admitting hataright, that by n e tter means an it b

fias been brought down too late in the Session, that the carried out than by the Bill before us, which I shall have great pleasure
speech of the right hon. leader of the Government in intro- in voting for."
ducing it occupied only eight minutes and a half, and that The hon. member swallowed and defended every provision
barristers are such a set of scoundrels that they cannot be of the Bill. Sir, in 1874, in the gallery to my right, there
trusted with the revision of the voters' lists of this was a reporter whose name was Thomas White, and who I
Dominion. Now, this Bill has been a long time before the believe was then the owner of the Montreal Gazette. I

Mr. JAoKsoN.
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have reason to believe that the Thomas White, the reporter of the country the right of franchise. Hon. gentlemen
of that day, is the hon. member for Cardwell, and that lie is opposite said that that Bill became law within three or four
still the owner of the Montreal Gazette-rumor says so- days before the prorogation of the Local Parliament, that
and that paper is a strong supporter of the Government the country had no notice wbatever that such a Bill was to
Now, in turning over an old file of this remarkable paper, I be introduced, or that such a Bill was to become law. I tell
find the strongest reason possible why the Bill before the hon. gentlemen opposite that they have not studied the
House should not become law. On the 24th of April, 1874, history of the female franchise in Ontario, or they would not
when the G-overnment of Mr. Mackenzie was about intro- have made a statement so far from the truth as this. As far
ducing a franchise Bill, giving to the Provinces of this back as 1875, the question of female franchise came before the
country the right to regulate the Franchise for this Parlia- Local House and was there discussed by both sides. A
ment, that Mr. White, the editor of the Montreal Gazette, reference to the Journals of the House will convince any one
caused an article to be placed in that paper headed, "'The who is inclined to doubt this statement of its truth. From
Election Law; " and in the article I find that he used these that time to the present the question of female franchise in
words: Ontario has been more or less discussed by the press and

" But no one will dispute that it would be better, if it could be had people; and we know that anterior to that date, women
withont any serious inconvenience or exponse, that we should have a were admitted to the franchise, so far as school elections
uniform franchise for the representation of the people in the House of were concerned. That was found to work well; the women
Commons; but.it is to ail intent sand purposes impracticable. It would took an interest in those elections, and I believe that norequire the appointment of local officers to make our votera' lists, and
would in its results involve a-1 amount of trouble and expense altogether dissatisfaction, no objection was manifested against the
beyond the advantages to be derived from it. The people as represented working of the Act which gave the women this right; and
in the Provincial Legialature, have the same interest in a fair equitable from that time to this the question of female franchise basrepresentation in Carliament, as have the same people as represented
the Parliament of Canada, and they may fairly be entrusted with th beeu, to a certain extent, a live question in the Province of
duty of determining a franchise, based upon local peculiarities, and Ontario. As far back as 1875 it was before Parliament,their municipal system. If they abuse that privilege it is at any time in debated and voted upon, and ever since there bas been a'nthe power et Parliament to assume the duty of framin the franchise for
its own election. As to the second objection, namely that certain officers agitation, greater or lesser, for the extension of franchise to
of the Local Governments are to be returning officers under this law, women, at ail events, as far as municipal matters are con-
we have no hesitation in saying that it is one of the bet features of the cerned ; because we know in these matters taration shouldlaw. be the basis of the franchise, and women having the right to
He does not think that now- hold property and being com elled by law to pay taxes, it is

" The returning officer i, quoad this particular duty, an officor of but fair they should have the right of raising their
Parliament, subject to punishment if he is guilty of mal-administration voices as to who should spend the money they have toof his office; and the advantage of the system is, that it reduces greatly
the influence of the Government in ail elections. Nothing is more im- pay. I say again that so far as the Act of 1871 is con-
portant than this. Under the responsible system which prevails in cerned, hon. gentlemen opposite have not stated the truth
Canada, it is of the highest importance that executive influence should when they say that Mr. Mowat, during the expiring daysbe reduced te a minimum in the matter of parliamentary elections; and of last Session of the Ontario Local Legislature, introducedeverything which tends te that end should ho hailed with satisfaction Ta c aby ai1 who desire a free and untrammelled representation of the people an Act giving the franchise to women. That Act was
in Parliament." introduced by Mr. Waters, the member for Middlesex, at
Sir, after hearing the speech of the hon. gentleman and the opening of the Session; and at the last moment, after
reading this article, it is somewhat difficult to imagine that. it had been discussed and voted upon, and carried, Mr.
it is possible for the writer and the hon. gentleman who Mowat consented to make it a part of his Bill, amending
sits on the front benches opposite to be the same individual. the Municipal Act. That measure, therefore, giving the
How is it that the hon. gentleman, since 1874, has taken franchise to women, was introduced by a private member
such a different view of this matter ? How is it that ina early in the Session, received a full discUs3ion of ail the mem-
1874 it was all-important that this matter should be bers present, and Mr. Mowat did what the hon. the leader
referred to the Lical Government and that the influence of of the Government often does, he put the measure on the
the Central Government should be reduced to a minimum? Government Orders, and made it a portion of his amend-
How is all that ? Is it due to political exigencies ? Was it ment to the municipal law. I say that the article from
the political exigency of the case that made the hon. which 1 have read a portion, and which was written by the
gentleman in 1874 denounce the system of this Parliament hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White), is the strongest
taking into its own hands the franchise? And is it the arraignment of the Government that can be made upon this
same exigency in 1885 that induces him to swallow the Bill Bill now under discussion; I say that the arguments used
introduced by the Goverament in all its deformity ? throughout that article are the most powerful arguments,
The hon. gentleman who just preceded me (Mr. and really the only arguments that can be used against the
Jenkins), a supporter of the Government, intimated passage of the measure; and how it iP possible that the man
to the Government that at the proper time he whose hand penned that article should get up and make the
would be prepared to move an amendment to this Bill, speech on this Bill which he bas made, is beyond my concep-
by which the Province of Prince Edward Island would be tion. Perchance, before the debate is ended, the hon. member
exempted from its effects. Is the leader of the Government for Cardwell will have an opportunity of explaining how it
prepared to accept that amendment ? Is ho prepared to is that he bas come to change the decided opinions ho held
accept any amendment that will destroy the uniformity of in 1874, when the Liberal party was in power--opinions
this measure ? Because, remember, Sir, that the whole against the Act which is now sought to be forced through
Act is based upon the principle of uniformity; and if you this House-while to-day he has spoken in favor of that
once destroy that principle, the Act bas no value whatever, same Act. I have said before, and I repeat it, that the
except to give the Government power and political influence. Act before the House is pernicious in every section; there
It was said during the discussion upon this question, and I is not one section of it, from the beginning to the end, that
repeat it, that hon. gentlem n opposite, when they find is not objectionable. It is an effort on the part of the First
themselves in a hole, when they find themselves perpetrating Minister to seize the power of electing this Parliament; to
something which they are unable to defend, always attempt take away fromu the people of this country the right to say
to shelter themselves behind something that Mr. Mowat bas who shall be their representatives; to, as it were, throttle the
done; and in this, as in other questions which come before public; to trust upon the loyalty of his own friends, to sub-
the House, the hon. gentlemen opposite instance the Bill mit to what ever may keep him in power. I say that it is
lately introduced by Mr. Mowat extending to certain women an ungenerous act on the part of the First Minister; I say
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more, it is a cowardly act on his part. Hon. gentlemen
on this side are prepared to meet hon. gentlemen opposite
in any conflict they may think proper to raise, but we
hope that conflict will be waged in a fair and honorable
manner, and I say that this Bill is one which is intended to
put it out of the power of hon. gentlemen on this side to
fight succesfully hon. gentlemen opposite, should those
hon. gentlemen choose to exercise the power this
Act gives them. It is a centralising Act. We know,
from the speeches of the right hon. the First Minister
at the time of Confederation, as reported in the Debates
of Confederation, that he openly stated that ho was
a legislative unionist. He was opposed to the principle
of federation, ho was opposed to the federal system entirely,
and he announced openly that he was in favor of the
legislative union. From that day to the prosent he has
never hesitated to show his hostility to the federal system.
He has shown it in the disallowance of Bills throughout the
Provinces, by which he has sought to take away from
sovereign Provinces the right to legislate upon matters
entirely within the powers of those Provinces. He has
sought to take away from the Provinces rights which they
have. He opposed them in the escheat law, ho sought to
take away from thom the right of licensing by his liquor
Bill, which has been decided to be unconstitutional, and the
last and greatest act of hostility that ho can show has been
the introduction of the measure which is now under the
consideration of the House. This Act, as has been truly
stated, disfranchises a large portion of the people of this
Dominion. Hon. members are sitting about me hore who
have been elected by the votes of people in Prince Edward
Island, Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Manitoba, and British.
Columbia, and Ontario, and I say that, in ail the Provinces,
except Quebec and Ontario, electors by the thousands
are disfranchised by this Bill who cast their votes
for members now sitting in this House. I say it is contrary
1 the first principles, that a man who has once exercised
the franchise shall be deprived of it, and yet those hon.
gentlemen who are sitting here to-day as representatives
from those Provinces, who have received the support of men
who are to be disfranchised by this Bill, come bore deliber-
ately and support a measure which takes away from a large
portion of their electorate the rights which have existed
from Confederation up to the present time, namely, their
right to vote under the local franchises of the different
Provinces. I believe that giving this Parliament a right to
rogulate the franchise was a mistake. I am not here to argue
that, in the strict technical sense of the word, this Parlia-
ment bas not the right to say who shall be the electors to
elect people to Parliament, but it is contrary to the spirit
of that Act, on the system under which we live, to take
into the hands of this Parliament the right to fix the fran-
chise in the several Provinces. It is a blow at provincial
rights. The Provinces of this country are best able to
judge whom they will send to the Parliament of Canada.
Some of the Provinces have adopted manhood suffrage;
others have adopted a very low property qualification ;
others have perhaps a higher qualification ; some of the
Provinces are opposed to manhood suffrage; others
are in favor of it, and it does not lie in the mouth
of the Conservative Government and party to say
they are not in favor of manhood suffrage, because,
in the last Session of the Local Legislature Mr. Meredith,
leader of the Opposition, proposed a manhood suffrage
Bill, and every member of the Opposition supported it, so
that my hon. friends the Conservatives from the Province
of Quebec may understand that the Conservative party in
the Province of Ontario had pledged itself to the principle
of manhood suffrage. And so it has been in Nova Scotia. As
I understand, hon. gentlemen, from the Province of Quebec
are opposed to the principle of manhood suffrage. Thon,

Mr.LLisTIM.

by accepting this measure, they put it into the hands of a
majority from other Provinces to force upon them an
electorate which is distasteful to them and to their people.
i ask them, before they consent to an Act of this kind, to
consider the ultimate consequences of it. If we are to
continue and are to be that great and glorious Confederation
which we ail hope for, we ought to be sticklers, we ought
to be careful that no right the Provinces have ever enjoyed
shal be taken away or impaired in the slighest extent. Then
I say to hon. gentlemen from other Provinces who have
a more liberal franchise than exists in Ontario, you are
leaving yourselves open-it may never come to pass,
but it may-to have an electorate created for your
country that is distasteful to you and to your
people. This principle of centralisation is to be doplored.
It will result in the destruction of this Confeder-
ation, and I do not believe that a legislative union
will be ever raised upon the ruins of Confederation. If you
destroy Confederation as it is, it inevitably must follow that
we will have independent Provinces. Each Province will be
independent, and we will never again have the opportunity
of raising up on this northern portion of this continent a
grand and a glorious nation. It is small things like this that
have the effect ultimately of undermining the constitution,
of undermining our institutions. I therefore again take
the liberty of warning bon. gentlemen from other Provinces
that there is danger in the measure which the hon. gentle-
man has thought proper to bring forward. The Bill before
the House is not a fair extension of the franchise. It does
not give to the people as extensive a franchise as they have
to-day in the Province of Ontario. We hava had for years
a farmers' sons franchise ; we have had a low income
franchise; we have had a low property qualification franchise,
and to-day we have what is called the wage-earner's fran-
chise. Every man who is earning $250 a year has a right
to vote. This Bill does not go that far. This Bill is not
in other respects as liberal a Bill as the Bill of Mr. Mowat.
The hon. gentleman from West York (Mr. Wallace) took
occasion to state that a large number of people have
been disfranchised in his county, and the way in
which they have been disfranchised is that they
were not allowed to vote twice or three times.
If that principle was to prevail, if the principle
that property should be the qualification for vot-
ing were carried to its logical conclusion, a man owning
two farms in one township ought to have two votes,
a man owning, say, $810,000 worth of property, ought to
have one vote, and if ho owned $ 10,000 worth more ho ought
to have two votes, and so on. The object of that Act is to get
a fair representation of the people, and it is not right that
any one man, because ho is rich, should have more power
to say who shall be the member for the county than the
man who is poor. I think there is another advantage in
that Act which was introduced by Mr. Mowat. I think that
first amongst ail causes calculated to encourage bribery and
other improper practices under the Election Act, stood the
non-resident vote. What candidate is there throughout the
country who doos not go to work to secure the non-resident
vote? He may be living in Montreal, he may be living in
Kingston, but he will travel 300 or 400 miles to give his vote
at the expense of the candidate. I believe that in the city
of Winnipeg, at the recent election, the man who holds his
seat there holds it by the votes of men who went from the
city of Toronto-paid, I suppose, by the candidate himself.
Now I say that is a pernicious system which encourages a
class of bribery which it is difficult to get at. I think that
there is no fairer system than a reasonable property qualifi-
cation system; it is, in effect, manhood suffrage. That
being the case, I say that property should not enter into
the consideration of the subject at all, and that one man
should have one vote and no more, in order that ail might
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have an equal voice in saying who shall be their representa-
tive. The hon. member for West York (Mr. Wallace) took
occasion to say that he would not trust a Grit assessor-

Mr. RYKERT. He is right.
Mr. LISTER. The hon. member for Lincoln says he is

right. Well, if al the stories are true, the hon. member for
Lincoln and his assessors are not to be trusted. The rolls
are pretty well fixed up in Lincoln.

Mr.oRYKERT. I beat them, in spite of the Grit
assessors,

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The Gerrymander helped you
a little.

Mr. LISTER. The hon. gentleman may thank the Gerry-
mander for being here to-day. Sir, one of the most objec-
tionable features of this Bill is the appointment of revising
barristers. This bas been touched upon by every speaker
on this side of the House, and it bas been supported by
many hon. members on the other side. The bon. gentleman
says that the decision of these revising officers will be so
fair that they must necessarily give satisfaction to all par-
ties. Now, Sir, if it was possible for the right hon. Minister
to appoint revising officers who are perfection itself there
could be no exception to the clause by which it is proposed
to appoint them; but we know, as a fact, that he will
appoint his own supporters; of course, we do no expect him
to appoint any of us. He will appoint the gentleman
who is recommended by some member who supports him
in this House, and I suppose that the member will see to
it that the person whom he appoints as revising officer will
not be unfriendly or hostile to himself-that is not at all
likely. I say that the effect of that must be the appoint-
ment of men who are partisan, the appointment of men on
the recommendation of members of this House supporting
the Government, and they must be more than human if
they do not throw their influence on the side which bas
given them the appointment. As has been said by some-
body who spoke here, they will stand so straight that they
will lean back, and that leaning'back will be in favor of the
other side. But his Bill states here that, in the most
important matter that can affect an individual, his right
freely to exorcise his franchise, there shall be no appeal.
Sir, you cannot point out a single country in Christen-
dom, as was stated by my hon. friend in iront of me,
where there is an Act in existence similar to this. The
hon, Minister, in culling from the English Act, has omitted
the provisions of that Act which are good, and ho bas put
into it provisions which, I am sure, will not be satisfactory
to the electorate of this country. To say that a man shall
have the right to decide who shall vote and who shall not
vote, to say that a man may disregard the voters' list and
the assesment roll, and may put upon the list such names
as he thinks proper, may fix the value of the property
himself, is giving him a most extraordinary and unjustifi-
able power. We know how men will look at these things.
He may say, and satisfy bis own conscience, too, that pro-
erty is worth $150 or $250, when it may not be worth
alf that sum, as a matter of fact. Mon differ as to the

value of property. lie may say, in regard to a Reformer:
I do not think this property is worth $200, and he may
say it conscientiously and yet be wrong. I say that is a
power which no man having a political leaning and bias
should b allowed to exercise. Yet you give him that
power; while the man who is wronged, the man who is to
be deprived of his vote, will have no power to appeal. Is
that fair? Is it right ? Io there any court in this country,
from the most inferior upwards, which does not give the
right to appeal? Suitors in all cases of theslightest import.
ance pending in the ordinary courts in the land, may ap-
peal from any court in this country. And yet in this great
question, involving the dearest rights of a free man, yon say

that there shall be no appeal from the decision of the offIcial
whom you appoint. I protest against that proposition, in
the name of the people of this country, and I think upon
your own aide there will be thousands of people who will
say that it is unfair, that it is not just. Since this Bill was
introduced I have heard men here in Ottawa, outside this
flouse, state that they could not believe that Sir John
Macdonald would ever pass such an Act as this.

Some hon. MIEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. LISTER. Hon. gentlemen may say, Oh, oh, but

they may find to their cost, notwithstanding all the efforts
they are making to secure their election, that there is in
this country a portion of the community who will condenu
wrong, whether it comes from one aide or the other. Sir,
the very man who prepares this list may be a candidate at
the election for which the list is prepared. There is no
provision in this Act that a revising officer shall not be a
candidate; and a few days before the eloction comes off he
may resign his position of revising officer and become a
candidate at the election. l that a proper provision? Is
it right that the man who prepares the list may himseolf be
a candidate under that list? The hon. gentleman proposes
to pass such a Bill as this; ho says it must pass, and if ho
says so, I suppose it must, notwithstanding all we can do.
Is it right, or is it fair, that in that Bill there should be no
provision disqualifying a man who prepares the list ? Yet,
Sir, the Bill, as it is presented to us, does not disqualify the
revising officer. In some respects the hon. gentleman
appears to be very careful, because wo find that when there
is a class of people who can do no possible injury to his
candidate ho disqualified them, but the man who can injure,
the man who can affect an election, ho does not disqualfy.
We find that ho disqualifies every agent, every person,-

" Who, at any time, either during the election or before the election,
is, or has been, employed at the same election, or in reference thereto,
by any candidate, or by any person whomsouver, as counsel, agent,
attorney, or clerk, at any polling place at any such election, or in any
other capacity whatever.1'

It disqualifies agents who may be appointed by candidates
to attend an election, but he does not disqualify, so far as
the election is concerned, the man who prepares the voters'
list. Now, Sir, I find that he qualifies officers in the Civil
Service, postmasters of cities and towns, officers of the
Inland Revenue service of this country, Customs officers
and various other officers wbo are under the control of the
Government for the time being. I say that this is not a
proper provision. I say, as I said the other night in the
discussion on the Civil Service, that these men should be
placed outside the political ring, as it were, that they should
he placed above and beyond all political influence. I say it
is not fair to these men to give them the right to vote,
because they may be influenced by the Government, whose
servants for the time being they are. I think that the pro-
vision in the Ontario Act, with reference to civil servants,
is a wise and prudent one, and that every man employed
by the Government should not have the right to vote; they
should not be under the suspicion of being political parti-
sans, and in this respect the Act which we are discussing
is very pernicious.

lt being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
RICHELIEU AND ONTARIO NAVIGATION COM-

PANY.
Mr. DESJARDINS moved that the House resolve itself

into Committee on Bill (No. 61) further to amend the Act
ncorporating the Richelieu Navigation Company, and the
Richeleu and Ontario Navigation Company.

Motion agreed to, and the House resolved itself into
Committee.
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(In the Committee.)

On the preamble,
Mr. BLAKE. I understood the other day that the mem-

ber in charge of the Bill would furnish some explanation.

Mr. DESJARDINS. The object of the Bill will be
apparent when I present a few facts connected with it. As
is mentioned in the pveamble, the capital stock of the com-
pany is of the nominal value of $1,589,000. An inventory
made, by direction of the board, showed that the assets of
the company were only $1,215,000. In 1875 the directors
then in charge thought it a convenient thing to allocate a
certain amount of capital as a bonus, to the extent of
$300,000. Some time afterwards they purchased certain
boats, belonging to an opposition line, by issuing new
stock to the amount of $89,000, so that the stock
so watered was not represented in the actual value of
the assets which belonged to the company. The result was
that the stock of the company declined and a large number
of shares went on the market and have remained there
since, to the great detriment of bond fide investors who
want to remain with the company, hold the stock as an
investment, and try and work the company to the best
advantage possible. When the board of directors found there
was such a difference between the assets of the company
and the nominal value of the stock they thought it would
be to the advantage of the company to reduce it; and then
they had to choose une of two methods, to provide simply
for the reduction of the nominal value of the stock 25 per
cent., or adopt the plan that is now suggested, and which
they desire to carry out under the Bill now before the
House. The effect of the operaticns under the Bill, if it is
adopted, will be as follows: For the last three years the net
income of the company has been over $100,000, out of
which 6 per cent. on the capital stock, nominal value, bas
been paid, which entailed an outlay of $95,000, or nearly
$96,000, leaving a balance of a few thousand dollars. If the
plan proposed is adopted, the result will be this: The com-
pany would, under the operation of the law, issue bonds to
the extent of $200,000 to redeem the $389,000 worth of
shares which was available for sale on the market, at
at at an average price of 55. So the first charge on the
net income, if the bonds were issued at 6 per cent., would
be $12,000 a year. By paying the same dividend to the
shareholders, 6 per cent. on the full amount, the payment
would only reach $72,000, so that instead of paying
96 it would be only 84, leaving a balance with which the
bonds would be redeemed, without entailing any charge on
the shareholders or on the stock of the company. The plan
was submitted to a special meeting of shareholders called
to consider it. Out of 16,000 shares 10,000 were repre.
sented. A resolution was proposed to adopt the plan, and
it was carried unanimously. At the general annual
meeting the same question was brought to the attention of
the shareholders. They discussed it, and the directors, as
authorised by previous resolution, reported they had already
purchsed at an average price of 55, an amount of stock
equal to 2,000 or 2,600 shares. A balance shoot showing
the purchase of the shares and the amount borrowed to
meet the expenditure on the sale was submitted, and the
whole was ratified by a unanimous vote of the shareholders.
So far as the public are concerned, there is no possible
objection to the transaction, because the company does not
owe a cent to the public. So the whole matter is a domes-
tic arrangement between the shareholders who are desirous
of obtaining power to complote the transaction and those
who have asked that the Bill be passed. That is the whole
object of the Bill.

Mr. HALL. I have no desire to influence the opinion of
any other member of the House, but this Bill involves a
principle so objectionable that, though I do it reluctantly,
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I feel bound to oppose it. It is not an unusual circumstance
fora company to find its capital impaired, and the relief which
has hiterto been sought and invaribly given, when the cir-
cumstances appear to warrant it, is a reduction in the par
value of its stock. I am not able to see any reason why that
plan should not be adopted in the present case, and the
very unusual and extraordinary method suggested in this case
is open to very serious objection. It is a very improper power
to give a board of directors, to allow it to mortgage the
whole of the assests of the company in order to raise funds
with which to purchase shares of the company. It involves
the objectionable feature of the directors dealing in the
shares of the company, and the still more objectionable
feature of mortgaging the company's assets for that purpose.
I see no reason, no reason was given in committee, why
the usual method of the reduction of the par value should not
be adopted, and from which no injustice could possibly arise.
If we once adopt the principle embodied in this Bill, we shall
open a door to a method of relief which will be liable to
abuse hereafter. It will seriously affect the creditors
to reduce the capital virtually at their expense, because the
impaired assets will be charged with ail the liabilities
due to the creditors. In this particular case I do not
méntion that as a serious objection, because the assets are
sufficient to meet the liabilities, but the principle involved
is the same in ail cases, and, if once adopted, we shall be
very liable to impair the rights of creditors by allowing
methods of this kind to be adopted. For these reasons I
feel obliged to oppose the Bill, and the principle which it
involves.

Mr. DAVIES. I hold the same position as the hon.
gentleman who bas just taken his seat. I was a mem ber of
the sub-committee appointed by the Banking and Com-
merce Committee, and we were unanimously in favor of the
application made by the company to be allowed to reduce
the amount of their stock. The object stated by the hon.
gentleman in promoting the Bill, was to enable them to
pay dividends, and that object can be accomplished by
reducing their stock in the ordinary way, whichb has always
been permitted by the committee when a proper case bas
been made out. The only objections raised in the com-
mittee, and the objection raised in the House now, is not to
the reduction of the stock, but to the manner in which it is
proposed to be reduced, by taking bonds having a prece-
dence over ail other stock, and with the money realised by
the sale of those bonds to buy up the stock. Anybody can
see what a door that plan would open for possible fraud, and
how it might be used to the detriment of ordinary share-
holders, and it is a principle which, if introduced into our
legislation now, would be one which it would be difficult to
resist in future. When the Bill was before the
Banking and Commerce Committee the solicitor who
appeared on behalf ot the company said that the
company had already purchased, on the advice
of their solicitor, a large quantity of this
stock, and ho contended that English authorities supported
them in doing so. This statement took me somewhat by
surprise, though I did not like to contradict it at the time,
but I have examined the authorities since, and I find that the
law of England is not at ail as ho stated, but that it shows,
as we thought at the time, that it is absolutely illegal for a
company to purchase its own stock, and that any sncb pur-
chase could be set aside. Now, I think it is fair to say that
while the statement made by the promoter of the Bill is
correct, that the shareholders who had a meeting calied
supported this proposed scheme, some of them-one or two,
I think-appeared before the Banking and Commerce Com
mittee and opposed it. I think they represented some 300
shares.

Mr. DESJARDINS. One hundred and ninety shares.
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Mr. DAVIES. At any rate, they protested very strongly

against it. Those who had the handling of the money
received from the sale of those bonds would have such an
advantage that the ordinary shareholder could not compete
with them at all, and I think myself that the principle we
are asked to adopt is so vicious that I, for one, cannot assent
to it.

Mr. BLAKE. I certainly think we should have had
some reason given us by the hon. member for Hochelaga
(Mr. Desjardins) as to the special circumstance of the case,
and why this exceptional method of altering the position of
the company should be adopted. The hon. gentleman bas
not given us any reason at all peculiar to the concerne of
this company, nor can I conceive that there is anything
which would make it an exception to the general rule.
And the proposed legislation is unique; we are, for the
first time, invited to legislate in this direction. After the
statement of the hon. member for Sherbrooke (Mr. Hall),
there is not much use of many words as to the obvious
difficulties of acceding to legislation of this kind. I main-
tain that there is nothing we should guard more carefully
than the action of directors in deaing with the stock of
companies of which they are directors, particularly if thuy
are appropriating the companies' funds to the purchase of
those stocks. The hon. member for Hochelaga (Mr. Desjar-
dins) says there was a quantity of stock on the market. Well,
in most companies there is almost always quantities of
stock on the market, and if the company gets into difficulty
there is generally a good deal. I should like to know how
much of the stock of the Bank of Montreal is on the
market, in the sense of being held for speculation and
not for investment; and so with the stock of nearly all such
compaies. The hon. gentleman also told us that this
operation had been in effect completed, so far as it could be
completed lawfully, and we are called upon simply to ratify
that action; that the directors had gone into the market
and purchased a good deal of this stock, at, I suppose, the
best prices that could be'obtained, etc. Well, all the object
which the hon. gentleman bas in view, so far as I can see,
can be accomplished, as my hon friends have said, by a
reduction of the stock. The hon. gentleman says the stock
is no longer worth par. That must be admitted ; but if it is
the fact that that is the case, and the circumstance that it
is worth so much less than par embarrasses the operation of
the company and disables it from paying dividends, it is a
reasonable thing that it should be reduced to something
approximating its actual value. We perform that operation
every Session with one or more companies, and why then
make this exceptional provision ? If we do, next Session a
bank which is embarrassed will come forward, asking that
the bank should be authorised to issue obligations upon
which it may buy a certain proportion of the stock. It
seems to me a very complicated method of getting relief,
and attended, as between the shareholders themselves, with
extreme risk of advantage to one side and disadvantage
to the other-attended also with added risk to the share-
holders, even if there is no advantage, because those
left in the position of common shareholders are no longer
left in the position of common shareholders-proprietor of
the assets of the company; they are common shareholders,
proprietor of an equity of redemption in the assets of the
,ompany. A charge is created for the purchase of a portion
of the shares, and theretfore, in order that they may have
what remains to them, their shares are really mortgaged1
and may be lost, in order to realise the obligation whieh
has been created for the purchase of the stock which is
bought in by the company itself. Then, as the hon. member
for Sherbrooke (Mr. Hall) has stated, there may arise a
case in which the rights of the creditors would be seriously
impaired. Those do not rise in this particular case, accord-
ing to the lhon. member for Hochelaga (Mr. Desjardins)

because he ays there are no creditors. But we are intro-
ducing-if we do introduce it-a new principle of relieving
embarrassed companies whose capital is no longer equal in
value to the nominal value of their shares; and I would ask
hon. gentlemen opposite, who have a certain duty to dis-
charge with reference to the principles of private Bil legis-
lation, whether they are prepared to sanction the introduc-
tion of this novel principle into private Bill legislation,
because we have no special reasons showing why this
measure should be given to this Uompany in particular, and
therefore we are recognising the principle as one of general
application, which will likely be invoked by embarrassed
companies in future.

Mr. DESJARDINS. The leader of the Opposition bas
asked me the reasons why the proposed plan has been
adopted by the directors of the company. I say this: That,
as was fully established in the committee, the watering of
the stock in 1875 lias been an injury to the shareholders-
to the real investors in the company-and that, since that
Lime, they have had to meet within the company a body of
shareholders who are not united in the company's interests.
They were there only to secure such an amount of benefit
as would bo derived from the purchase and sale of the
stock on ihe market, without caring in any way as to the
prosperity of the company, or that its management should
be such as to produce the best results. Well, in reducing
the stock purely and simply, the same stock and the same
number of shares would be left on the market. By this
measure, those who want to keep the shares as an invest-
ment, and to make the company a paying concern, will be
able to do so much better than with a certain number of
outsiders, who are with them to-day, and will give up their
interest to-morrow, and who are only interested in
the company so far as they can secure some immediate
profit from their daily transactions on the market.
By this means the shareholders, not by themselves but by
the company, will be enabled to contract the stock to such
an amount as can easily be kept by themselves, and that is
the main reason why they select this way of reducing the
stock. Now the hon. member for Sherbrooke (Mr. Hall)
says that it is a new principle to introduce in legislation to
give a company power to redeem its own stock. Well,
there is nothing in the common law to prevent a company,
especially a company of this kind, from purchasing its own
stock. So much is that the case that the statute law pro-
bibits it in the case of banks as an exceptional case. I
shall quote the English law, which has been quoted as
being against us. In "Buckley's Joint Stock Companies,"
it is stated:

" But it is not, of course, every alteration in respect of the capital of
a company that is ultra vires. Thus, within certain limite and for cer-
tain purposes it may be that a company which bas not, under its orig.
inal constitution,power to take surrenders of shares, or to cancel shares,
may under this section give itself sncb puwers. And in the same case
it was said that a company could give itself power to purchase its own
shares. But guere this is withdrawn, at any rate as a general proposi-
tion. But since it bas been held that a power in the original articles
for the company to urchase its own shares may for some purpose be
valid, it may be, and it bas been held, that a power to purchase its own
shares may be acquired by special resolution."

Further on it states :
" The decision of Fry, J., in Colyille's case, which was cited in re

Dronfield Co., but not noticed in the judgments, certainly goes a good
deal further. It was there held that under a power to accept surren-
ders of shares on such terme as the directors may think fit, which was
not in the original articles but was added by special resolution, a sur-
render was valid which was proposed by the sharebolder and accep'ed
by the company, and under which the Company paid the shareholder
£300 for shares on which £1,600 had been paid."

In "Abbott's Digest of the Law of Corporations," the Ameri-
can law is stated as follows:-

"In the absence of any statute restriction, a corporation may.pur-
chase shares of their own stock, hold them unextin guished, and re-issue
the same; and such re-issue may be in the form of issuing new stock
upon a new subscription, without reference to the requirements of the
charter as to the terme of original aubscriptions."
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These quotations show that this case is not exceptional, and
that there is nothing repugnant tothe common law in what
this company is asking. I lhas been established that the
company owe nothing to the public, and that all the share.
holders, except one or two, who, representing 190 shares out
of 16,000, asked by petition that this Bill should be passed.
It is said that it might lead to abuse, but every precaution
bas been taken in the Bill, so that no abuse could arise.
The value of the shares to be purchased is limited to
$389,000, at a price not exceeding 60 per cent. of their
nominal value, and the power of issuing debentures is
limited to $200,000; and if we compare that amount
with the value of the assets of the company, and with its
earning powers, we shall see that it is impossible that these
provisions could injure the financial position of the com-
pany. There is no possibility of speculation being indulged
in by directors, or by any others who might be in the'
secrets of the company, when it is established that the
stock of the company is worth 75, that it cannot be pur-
chased [,y the company at a higher price than 60 per cent.,
and its earning powers are over 6 per cent. of its nominal
capital; and as a further security, I bave given notice of a
provision that tenders shall be called from the shareholders,
so that auyone who desires to sell his share will be permitted
to do so pro rata. Therefore, I do not know to what principle
enacted in this Bill exception can be taken as a bad principle,
or as one that could be availed of by the directors or any
interested parties to injure the rights of anybody, whether
of the stockholders or of the public. I think the Bill ought
to be accepted by the House.

Mr. COLBY. I understand that this matter was very
carefully considered by a sub-committee of the Committee
on Banking and Commerce, and that that sub-committee,
after careful investigation of the statements of fact set forth
in the preamble, came to the conclusion that the preamble
was in all respects proven; that the application is a bond
fide application ; that the object the company has in view
is a desirable object, and that it is in the interest of
the shareholders that the capitalisation of the company
should be reduced as the company asks, although the sub.
committee did not, I beliove, go to the length of making any
recommendation as to the mode in which the capitalisation
should be reduced. Of course, there are two methods by
which that can be done. The one is the ordinary method of
reduction, and the other is the one proposed by this Bill,
Both would accomplish the same result, but the latter
method seems to be the one preferred by the company.
Now, if I understand the Bill, it is not a proposition of the
directors of the company, by which they or any of their
friends may, by the purchase of this stock, obtain any
advantages; but the proposition is that of the stockholders
themselves, affirmed at a special meeting, called for the
particular purpose, and subsequently reaffirmed at another
general meeting of the stockholders. It is the desire
of the stockholders of the company that this particular
mode should be adopted. It has been fully explained, and
i believe the sub-committee found that to be the case,
that this course would not be open to the objection that it
would injure any creditor-that the outside public would
not be injured, and that the stockholders would be benefited.
Consequently no harm whatever could be done by pursuing
this method which is desired by the stockholders of the
company, either to the stockholders or the public at
large. That, I think, we may assume. Now, the objec-
tion to this is that a precedent may be established of which
other companies may seek to avail themselves. If we had
to determine here as to the passing of a law which would per-
mit companies, under all circumstances, to reduce their
stock in that way, I would be disposed to oppose it, because
I can conceive how that might, under certain circum-
stances, be abused by directors acting in their own interest
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or in other interests than those of the stockholders
at large. I do not think it would be wise to enact
such a law. But this Bill does not ask for the enact-
ment of such a law, and we have parallel legislation to that
asked by it. We do not permit railway companies to con-
solidate as they chose, one with another, or Vo make certain
special arrangements as they desire, one with another; but
if railway companies come before Parliament and make out
a case, if they prove to our satisfaction that their proposition
is advantageous to themselves and not injurious to the public,
we try that as a special case. It is, as I understand, largely
within the soope of Private Bill legislation to deal with these
special cases. If we could deal with all cases under a
general rule, all we would have to do would be to pass a
general law, from which companies could not, under any
circumstances, deviate. But that we cannot do ; we
can lay down certain rules which will be applicable, to a
certain extent, but we must legislate specially for each case
when applications are made for such legislation. If a
company, which is a bond fide company, an honest company,
comes here, for the purpose of putting itself on a permanent
basis, with a certain proposition which has been carefully
considered and maturely weighed by the stockholders of
the company, and which bas been repeatedly affirmed by
the stockholders as being the best mode in the interests of
that company, I think that we ought not, as a Parliament,
to stand in the way of that being carried out, unless
some considerable body of stockholders and the public
at large will be injured by it. I think we should deal
with these cases as they come, on their merits, and if in
any other case it is proven, as it is proven in this, that no
injury will be done to the stockholders or the public at large
by the legislation asked for,we should not refuse it. Of course
there are many of us who are not members of the Com-
mittee on Banking and Oommerce, and have not the same
opportunities that committee had of knowing all about this
case; but the fact that it is recommended to this louse by
the Committee on Banking and Commerce, after the most
careful consideration; the fact that that large and indepen-
dent committee have passed favorably upon the application
of these people, certainly commends it to my mind, and will
doubtless commend it to the minds of many other hon.
gentlemen who are not on that committee. We must yield
somewhat to the authority of that committee, because it is a
large committee, composed of commercial and legal men,
quite competent to deal with questions of this kind; and
when, after having being assisted by the sub-committee, and
after most careful consideration of the whole matter,
this large and influential committee, which usually
leads the House in matters of this kind, have recom-
mended the passage of the Bill through the House,
I, for my part, seeing that no injustice can be done
to the public at large, or to any of the stockholders ;
seeing that it is a laudable purpose which these people
wish to accomplish ; seeing that it has been, in part,
accomplished; seeing that a very considerable portion of the
stock has been purchased in good faith, upon the opinion of
the solicitor of the company, that the company had a right
to purchase it, I would not feel that 1 was doing right to
this company it I would assent to placing them at a disad-
vantage, by compelling them to undo what they have done ;
and, in fact, it seems to me, it would be difficult for them to
undo what they have done without some legislation. They
have acted in good faith; the sub-committee gave them full
credit for that, and I cannot see for a moment how they
are going to relieve themselves from what they have done,
in good faith, in the interest of all the stockholders, and
upon the advice, rightly or wrongly given, of the solicitor
of the company. I think Parliament may safely be entrusted
or safely trust itself to deal with these cases, as they come
up, as special cases, precisely as they deal with railway and
other companies that want privileges we cannot allow them
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under the general law, but we do allow them'when a special
case is made out. I can see that a special case is
made out here, and I think, therefore, we should pass this
Bill.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman is right in saying
that this Bill bas been passed by the Banking and Com-
merce Committee, and it is quite in his province to argue
that the decision of that committee should have more or
les weight with bon. gentlemen who have not had an
opportunity of examining into the details of the question,
but he is altogether incorrect in his statement that the
principle involved in the Bill bas reccived the approval of
the sub-committee to which it was referred. So far from
that being the case, the sub-committee reported adversely
to that proposal, and they reported that the proposal was
so vicious that they could not recommend its adoption into
our legislation. Ail the sub-committee did was to find that
the facts stated in the preamble were true, and they were
prepared to recommend that the stock should be reduced in
the ordinary way ; but they distinctly reportcd the opposite
to that which the hon. gentleman stated, as regards the
principle which the louse is now asked to endorse. The
hon. gentleman has said that the object is a laudable
one; perhaps it is, and he will see that we do
not object to the object being carried out. That is not
the question. The question is, whother the means by
which the company seek to obtain that object is one the
House will endorse. That is the question; we are willing the
stock should be reduced, but we say, let it be reduced in the
ordinary way. The bon. gentleman says : What are they
going to do ? They have acted in good faith; they pur-
chased the stock on the advice of their solicitor, whether
that advice was rightly or wrongly given, and they are in a
box; and ho asks : How are they going to get out of it ?
The hon. gentleman will see they have purchased the stock
in the names of trustees, and they now hold it in the names
of trustees. They purchased it at 55 and it is now worth,
they say, 65. Ail, therefore, they have to do is to put the
stock on the market and to soli it, and they will clear a
profit of 10 per cent. and get rid of ait the responsibility
without any trouble. There can be no difficulty on that
score; they have purchased the stock; the stock is now
higher in the market, and by selling they will relieve them-
selves of it without any difficulty, bacause it stands in the
names of trustees. Authorities have been quoted in support
of the position of a company purchasing its own stock, but
at these authorities are American authorities; the English
authorities are directly the opposite. I quote from'" Green's
Brice's Ultra Vires," a work of considerable authority:

" There iB a great difference between dealing in the shares of other
companiesa and in its owa. The former is only ordinary business,
attended only with the usual risks of ordinary transactions, but the
latter tends inevitably to breachea of their duty.on the part of the
directors, and defraud and rigging the market on the part of the corpor-
ation itself. Consequently, a corporation, to possess such a power,
muet have it conferred bT the plainest and m>st explicit language in its
constating instrumenta.'

This is an important decision given in the case of the
London, Ilamburg and Continental Exchange Bank. Though
some American authorities in the Western.States lay down
the law somewhat differently, their rulings would not
hold here against the English law.

Mr. HESSON. As a member of the sub-committe, I may
be allowed to say a few words. I can scarcely add any-
thing to what bas been so ably expressed by the bon. mem.
ber for Stanstead (Mr. Colby). The case presented to the
sub-eommitte was made very clear indeed, by the officers of
the company and the record kept in the books of the com-
pany; the matter was so thoroughly and satisfactorily
explained that the committee considered the company ought
to be relieved, if the principle involved were not, in the opin-
ion o Parliament, one which could not be admitted in this

l case. The committee reported to the Committee on Banking
s and Commerce, stating the particulars of the case and finding
s that the preamble had been proven. So far as the general

principles were involved, they referred that to the full corn-
mittee. As a member of that committee, I have very strong
opinions upon it myself, and I generally disapprove of such a
course; I do not think it is wise or prudent. But the leader
of the Opposition gave the instance of banks. It was hardly
fair to compare the position or circumstances of this com.
pany with those of a bank coming here to obtain the privi-
lege, not only of reducing its capital but of deating with its
stock. This company asks the power to purchase $400,000
worth of its own stock, for the purpose of cancelling it-not
to allow it to remain in the market. For that purpose it
asks permission to issue bonds to the extent of $200,000, to
purchase that stock which is on the market for 50 cents or
55 cents on the dollar. It would be very different in the
case of a bank. There is the question of depositors and there
is the question of circulation, and there are varions other
questions which make that a matter of great importance.
I think the company should get this Bill, but that it sbhould
not be made a precedent.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. As a member of the
Committee on Banking and Commerce, I may say to my
hon. friend from Stanstead (Mr. Colby) that there was, as
he is aware, a great diversity of opinion in respect to this
Bil, and I must say that it appears to me to combine in
itself the most objectionable possible precedents that can be
imagined. In the first place, it is perfectly clear that the
directors have done an act of doubtful legality in purchas-
ing their own stock; and, as I have taken occasion to mention
elsewhere, it appears to me to be so very objectionable that
I -think the attention of the Government should be called to
it, and that, if there be any doubt as to he law, and if the
law is, as my hon. friend from Hochelaga (Mr. Desjardins)
thinks it is, and not as my hon. friend from Queen's (Mr.
Davies) thinks il is, the power should be taken away from
them. There is nothing likely to lead to more mischief
than a corporation of this kind being allowed, at the bid-
ding of their directors, to purchase their own stock. If
this Bill is passed it will romain on our Statute
Book as a precedent, and will be made a precodent
for similar concessions to a great number of other
companies. I quite agree that it is right that these
gentlemen should have the power of reducing
thoir stock, and I cannot see for the life of me
that any injury would be done thom by depriving them of
the power of going into the market, and, as this Bill
apparently intends they should, of mortgaging the property
of the other shareholders, who are not unanimous in regard
to it, some of whom protested against it, for the purpose of
purchasing their own stock. This, I think, however, is a
question on which, the attention of the Government having
been specially called to it, we have a right to know what
their view is, especially as several of the members of the
Government were members of the committee, and have no
doubt reported to their colleagues in regard to it. It is one
of those questions in which the Government should be
expected to lead the House, and I shall confine myself to
recording my own dissent from the proposition.

Mr. BLAKE. I really think that the several appeals
which have been made to hon. gentlemen opposite, to say
whether they are prepared to agree to the introduction of
this principle into our legislation, should meet with some
response. 1 understand that the Minister of Finance, whose
absence we all must regret on this occasion, in addition to
regretting the cause of it, was himself opposed to this prin-
ciple of legislation in the Banking and Commerce Com-
mittee, and I think all the hon. gentlemen who are support-
ing its introduction at present have stated that they would
be very much opposed to it in general and would be sorry
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to bave it drawn into a precedent. You cannot avoid that.
If you do it now it must be regarded as a precedent. It is
very easy to be virtuous in the general and vicious in the
particular instance, but the vice in the particular instance
will result in the reduction of your general scale of virtue,
and what you do wrong now you will do again next Session.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I understand that the Min-
ister of Finance, who opposed the Bill in committee, was
disposed to accept the amendment which the mover of this
Bill gave notice of on Monday last. The Minister of Finance
would not, I know, have accepted the Bill without that
amendment, but I understand from the mover of the Bill
that he intends to move this amendment at the proper time.
Under these circumstances, though this is a new principle,
I do not see that there would be sncb danger that we should
not deal with this case as a special one. Every case that
comes before the House should be taken on ils own morits.
If the measure is one that commends itself to Parliament, I
do not see why we should not allow this company to adopt
this mode of reducing ils capital. Of course, the ordinary
mode is to say: You have 81,000,000 of capital; we will
reduce it by 20 or 25 per cent,, and ail the shares will be
reduced by that amount; but in this case it is said that,
instead of that, so many shares will disappear, by being
bought out by $200,000, which is to be borrowed by the
conpany on debentures or bonds. This would hardly be
fair, if this amendment was not carried By this amend-
ment, you give every shareholder wbo wishes to get
rid of bis shares, who does not want to accept this
situation, the chance of taking advantage of this
offer of $200,000, by having bis stock purchased.
He has only to conform to the mode which will be
adopted by this resolution, which will be that, on a certain
day, he will offer his stock to the company, at a cetain rate,
and if too many offer their shares, it will be in proportion
to the number of shares, it will be reduced to the number
of shares that the company can purchase with the $200,000.
Under these circumstances I think the Bill might go.

On section 1,
Mr. DESJARDINS moved that the following be added:

Su h purchase of balance of shares shall only be made after one
month's notice, sent by mail to each shareholder and directed to hie
usual address, has been given to all the shareholders, ofthe intention to
puirchase (which notice shall be in the manner in which advices for gen-
eral and special meetings of the shareholders are given),and each share-
holder shall be invi:ed, ifl he or she desires to dispose of any part of their
stock, to offer the same, in writing, to the company, on a day and hour
to be named in such notice, and in purchasing said stock preference
shall be given to those offering it at the lowest price, and in case more
stock than needed should offer at the same price, the same shall be
divided amongst the persons so offering in pro rate to the amount so
offered.

Mr. MULOCK. Will the hon, gentleman explain what
notices are required to be given to the shareholders ?

Mr. DESJARDINS. Notices are given to shareholders
of each special or general meeting; the notice is sent by
mail to each one of them, besides the advertisement in the
Canada Gazette and the local papers-twelve days' notice.

Mr. MULOCK. It is important the notice required to
be given to the shareholders inviting tenders should be an
ample one. It may be the notice of special and general
meetings may not be sufficiently provided for by this clause.
My hon. friend who is moving thie Bill is not clear as to
wbat notice is to be given to shareholders through the
public press. I think that the point should be made quite
clear before we say that this amendment meets the case.

Mr. DESJARDINS. We have no objection to say that it
shall be one month in the newspapers.

Mr. M ULOCK. I think it ought to bo a direct notice, by
communication, sent to them through the ordinary channel,
the post office.

Mr. BLAE.

Mr. DESJARDINS. We do so.
Mr. M ULOCK. If it is quite clear that these are the

requirements of the Act referred to in this amendment,
well and good; bat my bon. friend cannot say that.

3Mr. DESJARDINS. I have no objection to make a
special clause of it.

Mr. MULOCK. Say one month's notice, to be sent
through the pest office, by means of circulars.

Mr. DESJARDINS. Very well.
Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.

HAMILTON PROVIDENT AND LOAN SOCIE TY.

House resolved itself into committee on Bill (No. 114) to
comprise in one Act a limitation of the share and loan
capital of the Hamilton Provident and Loan Society. -(Mr.
Kilvert.)

Mr. BLAKE. I do not know how the Bilt has been
amended, but I think it is a very serious act for the Bouse
to accept the principle of special legislation with respect
to one of this numerous class of very important financial
corporations. I believe it to be injurious to the general
body of the corporations and those interested in them that
they sbould not be regulated by a general law. We had a
geieral law, very carefully framed, and since that time we
have adopted, as a rale, the view that if an alteration were
required in the general interest of this class of corporations
it would be made in the general law. I do not know of
anything particularly objectionable in the proposals of the
present Bill, but it is objectionable once more to create
different and separate powers for one corpjration which
are not shared by all; and T articularly is it objectionab!e if,
as was the case in the Bill as originally franed, some special
rights and interests are created which will not be subject to
subse-uent general legislation. I am informed at this
moment that the Billihas been amended in this regard; but
the objection still remains, that we begin by this Act-and
we bave a large number of corporations-special legislation
for one, and we may be asked to consider the condition of
each corporation under a separate Act, instead of having to
deal with all as established under one code of law.

Mr. KILVERT. l the committee there was no objec-
tion to having the general law amended to the extent
mentioned in this Bill; but, at this stage of the Session, it
was thought impossible to have a Bill to amend the general
law carried through.

Mr. BLAKE There would be no more difficulty in
carrying through a general Act than a Bill of this kind.

Bill reported, and read the third time on a division and
passed.

THE FRANCHISE BILL.

Mr. LISTER. When the House rose I was attempting to
show the disastrous effect of the appointment of partisan
revising officers. That, Sir, is not, however, the only diffi-
culty connected with this Bill. I say that a grave objection
to the Bill is the fact that it contemplates the appointment
of a large number of officials throughout the country-the
appointment of no less than three officials in each electoral
districts, or 612 in al]. I say, Sir, at this time, in view of
the present condition of the country, that the enormous
expenditure involved in this proposition is a matter for the
serious consideration of the Government and the House,
involving as it does at a very low estimate an added annual
expenditure of sometbir.g like $250,000. But there aie
other reasons why this Bill should not become law. There
is the additional expense to the candidates and to all who
take an interest in election matters. In Ontario to-day our
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election lista are taken from the assesment rolls of the
county and revised by the court of revision and afterwards
by the judge of the county court. I need not say to hon.
gentlemen who have had any experience in this matter that
it is very troublesome indeed, involving considerable
expense and loss of time; indeed, taking it altogether, it is
something which most people would hesitate to undertake.
But, Sir, while that system is simple, compared with the
compler system proposed by this Bill, we have, if this Bill
sbould become law, in addition to the preparation of the
lists, a vast amount of expense incurred by private indivi-
duals. The revising officer has the power to issue subpænas,
ho has all powers of a judge sitting in court, and the result
will b. a trial wherever the roll is questioned, which means
great expense to those interested in the matter. Sir, it is
impossible not to feel, in view of what has happened in the
past, that the right hon. First Minister, in introducing this
measure, is not actuated solely by a desire of making a
uniform franchise throughout the country, as ho stated to
the House, but that ho has somej other object in view. I
take this opportunity of recalling very briefly some of the
incidents of the last few years. We find that, in 1812,
the party led by the right hon. gentleman carried the
country, and history has recorded, on undoubted evidence,
the means resorted to to carry that election. We find that,
in 1878, when the Government again went to the country,
the hon. gentleman did not hesitate to make promises
to the people of this country, which time has falsified.
I say, Sir, it is fair to charge the hon. gentleman
with having misrepresented what ho would be able to
do if ho were returned to power, and with having
carried the elections of 1878 by false pretenses. We find
again that in 1882 the Government went to the country, and
that they were afraid to go to the electors who elected them
four years and some months before, and in order to make
the election secure the right hon.gentleman found it noces-
sary to gerrymander the Province of Ontario in a manner
which I say casts discredit upon him, and had the effect of
securing the election of many gentlemen to seats on the
opposite benches, by depriving gentlemen on this side of
seats to which they were entitled. We find him now pre-
paring for another election, and I cannot conceal the feeling
-1 cannot make my mind believe anything else-than that
the right hon. gentleman is pursuing the tactics of the past,
and is seeking to shackle the electors of the country, so that
he may again return his party to power. I say that this
course reflects no credit on the right hon. gentleman and
his followers, and I believe this last effort will be a futile
one. I object to the passage of this Act, because, Sir, the
country, or any section of the country, has not asked for its
passage. I say that no necessity whatever exista for
the passing of this Act. We have voters' lists throughout
the country, prepared without expense to this Government.
We have lista which have proved satisfactory in the
past, and there have been no complainte, frora one end of
the country to the other, that a measure of this kind is
r ecessary. Again, I object to the passage of this Act because
it interferes with provincial rights, because it takes away
from the people of the several Provinces the right to say
who shall elect members to this House. We are under a
federal system, and I say that although the law permitted
this House to pass a Bill before, this Bill is not in accord-
ance with the spirit of that law. This louse has recognised
the principle, by the Act of 1874, that the Provinces should
fix those who are to elect members for this House, and I
say, therefore, this is a direct interference with provincial
rights. I say the Provinces of this Dominion are lia1»te at
any time, by an Act of this flouse, to have thrust upon
them something which they do not want. I say it takes
from the people of this country the right to make their own
voters' lista. Heretofore the people of the several Provinces
have had the right to make those lista. That duty
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has been entrusted to them; they have discharged
it faithfully and well, and if their officials did not
do so, redress would be taken by the people of the
country; but nothing of the kind bas taken place.
and we are seizing this right which has been exercised by
the people of this country ever since Confederation, and
before. We are taking away from the people the right to
prepare their own voters' lists, and we are placing that
power in the hands of persons appointed by the Govern-
ment. I say it is an arbitrary act ; it is an act that can-
not be justified by reason or even by expediency. For all
these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I oppose this Bill, and when
the proper time comes, I shall feel called upin to vote
against it.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I would scarcely feel justified in
opposing this by merely voting against it. I feel that it is
my duty to speak against it as well as to vote against it,
and, on this occasion, tu give some of the rea-ons why I
oppose it, and oppose it with all my might. This Bill has
been introduced at a very late stage in the Session. It is
almost impossible, at so late a stage of the Session, to have
a discussion in which all parties in the flouse will take part.
We have on the opposite side taciturn conduct displayed.
'-on. gentlemen opposite scarcely speak upon this measure
They think, because the right hon. Premier has introduced
it, that that is quite sufficient for them, and that
they should vote for it, without having its provisions
discussed, or having all the facts that might be elicited from
discussion brought before this Hiouse. I conceive that it is
the duty of the members of this flouse to study and dis-
cuass the measures which come before them, so that they
may thoroughly comprehend themr, and be able to judge of
the practical result likely to flow from them. Now, there
have been many measures introduced into this flouse for
reasons which have not appeared to ma to be statesmanlike ;
they were introduced, in my opinion, under the motive of
strengthening and advancing the interests of party. I
believe this is one of that class of measures; but measures
introduced into this louse, for the purpose of advancing
party interests, do not always carry ont the diabolical
intent.of those measures. They frequently fail, and pro-
bably this will fail, as I hope it wili. Now, Sir, I hear
a gentleman talking who owes his seat very much to one
of those infamous measures ; I refer to the member for
North Perth (Mr. lesson). He owes his seat in this flouse
to a most infamous measure.

Mr. HESSON. It is not true.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. LANDERKIN. I believe that; I think that.
Mr. SPEAKER. Thon, you ought not to say it.

Mr. LANDERKIN. It will be a great humiliation for
me to retract that; and if it were not for the respect I have
for you, Mr. Speaker, or if it were in any other sphere, I
would see yon far enough before I would retract it. Now,
this measure, in 1882-

Some hon. MEHMBERS. Chair, chair. Put him out.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Yes, you gerrymandered to try to
keep me out, but you did not succeed.

Mr. SPEAKER. Order. Address the Chair.

fr. LANDERKIN. I am addressing myself to the matter.
If you allow these gentlemen to interrupt me, Mr. Speaker,
you must allow me the courLesy of replying to them,
because I do not like to have a gentleman speak to me
without returning his kindness; I do not do it in any
unkindly spirit, and i do not wish to violate the rules of the
louse. I do not desire to say anything offensive to any

hon. gentleman in this louse, but I desire to state, as
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firmly and as forcibly as I believe the case warrants, every-
thing connected with the question we have before us.'

Mr. HESSON. Keep to the floor.

Mr. LAN DERKIN. Why, the hon gentleman would not
understand me if I discussed it in that spirit. He knows
very little about the principles of decency or order, or ho
would behave himself. Now, I was saying that sometimes
these measures are conceived in the interest of party, and
that the party will prostitute political power for party pur-
poses. Sometimes these measures succeed. It is true that
the measure to wbich I refer, the Redistribution Act of
1882, did succeed. We have a number of gentle ýnen sitting
in this House as the result of that measure. We know that is
a fact. We know that the Government boasted of their
policy, that they told us that theirs was the policy that had
litted this country up, and that gave a stimulus to trade.
But they distrusted the people, because, when they went to
the people, did they go on the strength of their policy. No,
but by carving and cutting about sixty-five constituencies
in Ontario, in order to snatch a verdict, not by their policy
but by a political party measure, which was unworthy of
any civilised Legislature in the world. They succeeded that
time so well that they think they will carry the country by
a measure of a more iniquitous character than that. I sub.
mit that that is a parliamentary phrase, and that only
faintly describes the feeling I have towards the measure
before the House. Now, they introduced the Gerrymander
Act-

Mr. McCALLUM. I rise to a point of order. Is the
Gerrymander Act before this House now ?

Mr. SPEAKER. I think the hon. gentleman should con-
fine himself to the principles involved in this measure, not
those of any other measure.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The principles involved in this
measure are involved in the measure I refer to, and it is
impossible for me to discuss the one without referring to
the other.

Mr. RYKERT. Sit down, thon.
Mr. LANDERKIN. There is the bon. member for Lin-

coln, who was himself elected by reason of that former Act
to which I have referred. The hon, gentleman would have
stepped down and out of here if it had not been for the
benefit of that Act; and I trust that that hon. gentleman will
not interrupt me, and that those who came bore by reason of
that measure will not interrupt those who came here in oppo-
sition to these measures. Now, I say that the measure before
us is one entirely in accord with that measure. That was a
measure whieh struck a blow at the principles of liberty,
which struck a blow at the principles of fair play and British
practice. Consequently, that measure and this measure being
so intimately blended together, it is impossible for me to
discuss this measure without referring to the former.
These men claimed to be bold and valiant mon. They
talked about the greatness of their National Policy. They
told the people how it gave suh high prices to the
farmer for bis grain and other provisions. They do
not tell us anythi og about it now. They say
that the National Policy cannot affect the price of grain.
It did not bring the grain down from what it was, $1.50 a
bushel, to what it is, 70 and 80 cents a bushel now; and that
is the way those hon. gentlemen talk on this question.
They introduced that measure and they succeeded; they now
have the fruits of that measure; there are hou. gentlemen in
this IHouNe supporting the Government who succeeded, by
virtue of that measure, in gaining their seats in the House-
is that Professor Casandra that is singing there? or is it
ho that is playing on the harp again ?-and these gentlemen
think that when a measure so revolutionary in its character
as the preent one comes before the House, the right hon.

Mr. LANDERKIN.

gentleman, their leader, may introduce that measure in a
short speech of eight and one-half minutes and that is quite
long enough for them. They do not want any more dis-
cussion on it after that speech; but if they believe in that
principle, I do not. I do not believe that gentlemen elected
in a British community should tolerate such a principle. I
believe a principle, of disposing in a very few words, a mea-
sure of this importance, is one that should be repugnant to
every Briton. Hon. gentlemen opposite carried the
National Policy, and they appealed to the country on the
strength of the Gerrymandering Act; on their appeal to the
country on the strength of that Act, they succeeded in gain-
ing ton to fifteen seats.

Mr. SPEAKER. I ask the hon. gentleman not to refer
to the Gerrymandering Bill, but to confine himself to the
principle of the measure before the House.

Mr. LANDERKIN. In deference to your feelings, Sir, I
will call it the Redistribution Bill, and perhaps -that will not
be objectionable to you.

Mr. SPEAKER. If my authority is to be over-ruled, the
House must over-rule it, and not the hon. gentleman; and J
must again ask the hon. gentleman to confine himself to the
principles of the Bill now under discussion.

Mr. RYKERT. He does not know them.
Mr. LANDE RKIN. That neasure interferes to a great

extent with the liberties of the people; I say it strikes a
deliberate blow at the liberties of the people; it carries
away the old landmarks the people have had for the last
twenty years, and is closely allied to the one to which I
have referred; but as a reference to it, Mr. Speaker, seems to
hurt your feelings, I will not speak of it again.

Somo hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Hlon. gentlemen opposite need not

get excited. I will pass from that measure and go to another
which was introduced for a similar purpose, and it is on the
principle which is cognate to that of the one we are now
discussing.

Mr. DAVIES. I think order must be kept on the other
side if the hon. gentleman is to be allowed to keep to his
subject. What with the cat-calls and other interruptions
from hon. gentlemen opposite, it is difficult for an hon.
gentleman speaking to keep as closely to the subject as ho
otherwise would.

Mr. SPEAKER. I must call on bon. gentlemen to keep
order on the one side as well as the other.

Mr. LANDE RKIN. This House has been in session
almost three months, and yet hon. gentlemen opposite are
prepared to support the measure now before the flouse
without any discussion, and after it has been introduced
with an explanation lasting only eight and one-half minutes.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds and Grenville). We can ail
read.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I do not know that you can; I
would not like to swear to that. You do not act like
reading people or you would want some further explana-
tions on the question before the House. I think that a
measure of so much importance as this deserves more
notice at the hands of the Premier. I think that in intro-
ducing this measure ho should have delivered a statesman-
like utterance on it; he should have explained the various
provisions of the Bill; ho should have told as what its
effects would be upon the people, what effect it was going
to have on the liberties of the people; ho should have said
something about the expense that was going to be
incurred by reason of this Bill. The expense alone,
if there were no other disagreeable features in it, is sufficient
to condemn the measure, in the mind of every hon. gentle-
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man in this House, considering the present state of our
financia outlook. I stated that another Bill had been intro-
duced for a similar purpose, the purpose of aggrandising
power, of developing strength, of increasng the strength of
the great party of which the Premier is the head, and I say
it is a great party; I say there are a great many good mon
in that party.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Explain.

Mr. LAN DERKIN. The measure I refer to, that was
introduced by the Premier, is in some respects akin to this,
and it was introduced for the purpose I have stated, that of
strengthening the party of hon. gentlemen opposite. I
refer to the Liquor License Bill, which was introduced in
1883. The Premier himself introduced the Bill, but after
he looked at it he thought there was something suspicions
looking about it, and ho did not like to have the paternity
ascribed to him, so he cast his eyes around to see which of
is supporters he would select for that honor; and there

were two gentlemen in the House-

Some hon. MEMEBERS. Order.
Mr. LANDERKIN. If you can read me any rule to

show me that I am oVt of order, I will stop. The hon. the
First Minister cast his eyes around to get some other person
to share with him the paternity and also the maintenance
of this bantling. At one time it was thought that the hon.
member for King's (Mr. Poster), who is tolerably well
versed in classical lore, would share the paternity, but it was
known that ho was distinguished for temperance proclivities,
and it would hardly be proper-

Mr. McCALLUM. I call the hon. gentleman to
order; we are not discussing the Temperance iiill.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have already asked the hon. gentle
man to confine himself to the principles of this Bill, because
that is the only matter on which ho can direct his remarks,
If he simply makes short reference to some other measure,
so as to draw a parallel, I have no objection to that; but I
object to his going into a lengthy statement of any other
Bill. I am sure the hon. gentleman will adhere to the
ruling I have given.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I quite agree with you, Sir, as
to the propriety of that decision, and I will adhere closely
to it. I was only drawing attention to the liquor license
law, because I think it was introduced for the same object
as that for which this Bill is introduced, and I was going to
show that the Government do not always succeed in their
purpose when they introduce measures for a purpose such
as that for which this and the othier measure I am referring
to were introduced. The hon. member for King's (Mr.
Foster) who has given evidence so often of his classical skili
and lore was passed over, and the Premier selected for the
paternity of lis measure the hon. member for West Simcoe
(Mr. McCarthy). The Bill, instead of being called the
Macdonald Act, became known as the McCarthy Bill, for
the Premier, it appears, did not want to be responsible
either for the paternity of the Bill or for its maintenance.
The consequence was, after giving the paternity to the hon.
member for West Simcoe, le placed the burden of its main-
tenance on the hotel keepers. During the past year these
people have paid something in the neighborhood of $125,000
for the maintenance of the Bill.

Mr. SPEAKER. This bas nothing to do with the measure
now before the House.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I am only referring to this to show
what we are paying for this kind of Bill. This House has
paid a large sum of money-I do not remember the figures,
but I am safe in saying in the neighborhood of $50,000.
That is the amount we are practically paying for that Bill.
Well, only two days ago the Bill died in lis arma. It was

consigned to limbo by that tribunal known as the Supreme
Court. It was said to be ultra vires after all this expendi-
ture of money, this tax for a bogus license to the licensed
victuallers of this country, amounting to $125,000 last year.
That was the sum they paid for it; what this country has
paid for it I do not know; but, at all events, according to
the announcement of the Supreme Court, the Bill was ultra
vires. Just to show the tendency of the legislation in this
House, I have to refer to some other measures, and I will
only just touch them as I go along, in order to show you
that the tendency of our legislation is a violation of the
federal principle, is a violation of the principles of Con-
federation, is in the direction of a legislative union, just as
this Bill is a blow at federal union and in favor of legis-
lative union. I will have to refer to other measures,
because this is one feature of the question that I desire
to bring out. I have told you what I believe to be
the object of the introduction of the Liquor License
Bill-that it was to strengthen the party that
is in power, and that it has cost the licensed victuallers
$125,000; and I do not know what it bas cost the country,
nor do I know what it will be. That was a blow aimed
directly at provincial rights; that was a blow aimed at
something that we were expected to have under the Con-
federation Act; that was something that the people in the
Provinces held dear to them; but they said then: We want
uniformity in the licensing system. They say the same
thing now, in relation to the franchise. I believe the mem-
ber for North Perth (Mr. Hesson) would say I am ont of
order in speaking of this. The cases are as parallel as any
two cases can possibly be, and I am told by these gentlemen
that I am out of order in speaking of two measures which
are parallel in their effects and which have the same results
on the country-a direct blow against federal rights and in
favor of centralisation and legisiative union. They did not
get the uniformity which they thought they would get by
that. The Bill has been destroyed. It was found not to be
in harmony with the habits, the customs and the traditions
of the different Provinces in this Confederation. It is
impossible to have a measure of that kind that will
suit tho views, and the conditions and the customs of
British Columbia, where my distinguished friend comes
from, and that will suit the Province of Quebec or the
Province of Ontario. It is just as difficult-it is more
difficult in the matter of the franchise-to have the
franchise assimilated. The hon. member for Ciardwell (Mit.
White) spoke-1 do not see him in bis place in the House,
and I do not like to speak of any gentleman who is not pre-
sent, but he spoke the true theory of the franchise in 1874.
He was thon the editor-in-chief of the Montreal Gazette.
He thon favored the opposition to the very measure that
he is upholding now.1He laid down, in the editorial in that
paper, the views that the distinguished leader of the Reform
party enunciated hore the other night. But ho was not suc-
cessful in his attempts at securing % seat in this House until,
by the grace of the Premier, a constituerncy was opened for
him in Ontario, and ho, by the grace of the Premier, occu-
pies a seat in this House as the member for Cardwell. I
have hcard that member taunt the member for West Hluron
(Sir Richard Cartwright) whose seat was abolished by
that Bill which I referred to a few moments ago. I heard
that gentleman taun ted because of his defeat, and if it had
not been for that no reference would have been made by
me to-night to that question. I think it came with a very
bad grace from him to taunt that gentleman because lis
seat was wiped ont by the Redistribution Bill, because he
was once or twice defeated before the people. He knows
how often he as been defeated-goodness knows how
often ; I do not, and I do not think anyone in the
House has been able to trace up the number of his
defeats. But, when he gets in the House, in that preserve
which was opened in Cardwell by the Premier, he changes
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his views entirely on the question of the franchise. Is this
another instance of his views of political exigencies, which
bas led him to change his opinion in so short a time ? He
was then the editor of a paper ; hoeis still the editor of a
paper ; ho is till connected with a paper, and we know the
amount that that paper costs this country, and here we have
an evidence of the change of base of that bon. gentleman in a
few years from a platform that was sound and solid to the
present Bill, which is striking a blow at the liberties of the
people. I believe that the franchises should ho left to the
different Provinces. I believe that is the common sense
view of the situation. I believe that the member for
Cardwell was right when ho upheld that view, and I believe
I am right now in upholding it, and I believe that this Bill is
wrong in principle, in striking a blow at our home rule. It
is just another blow at provincial rights, it is another blow
aimed at the harmonious working of our great Con-
federation. There were other measures introduced into
this Hiouse that were calculated in their character to
stir up dissent. The hon. member for Selkirk (Mr.
Sutherland) two years ago told us that if there
was an increase in the tariff it would be but
a very short time before we heard of a rebel-
lion in the North-West. The prophetic utterances of
that member have been realised, and we see to-day the
verification of the prophecy the bon. gentleman uttered at
that time as a result of that increase in the tariff. The
Government here, it appears, have endeavored, by their
conduct, by their legislation and by their administration,
to run the gauntlet with all the Provinces. They have
endeavored to interfere with the harmony and the rights
and the liberties and the home rule in the different Pro-
vinces. The Legislature of Ontario enacted a law in refer-
once to maintaining for the use of the public those high-
ways-the streams and rivers. The Government here in
Ottawa disallowed the Bill; they gave reasons which they
believed to be sound and constitutional for the disallowance.
Tho Bill was re-enacted. It was again disallowed. The
people of Ontario, through their representatives there,
said: We will maintain the freedom to navigate
the streams and rivers and to make them great
arteries for the commerce of this country. The
Government of this country said: No; we will disallow
that Act and we will reserve the streams and rivers for the
use of individuals instead of the great public. Well, wbat
is the resuit ? On one or two occasions a Bill that was
cari »i through by the wishes of the people of Ontario was
disallowed by this Government. The case was tried before
the highest tribunal in the realm, and the contention of the
Local Legislature was borne out, and the Government have
refrained on this occasion from interfering with the wishes
of that Province, and have not disallowed the Bill. One of
the boons that was to be conferred upon the different Pro-
vinces by Confederation, as I understand it, was that the
peo 1le should have the management of their own affairs.
Several blows have been aimed at the privilege being con-
tinued to the Provinces by means of those measures that I
have spoken of. Well, this effort of the Government in
striving to take away the rights and liberties of the Pro-
vinces, striving to take away the privileges they enjoy
under Confederation, striving to destroy their federal rights,
striving to take away their home rule-in all these things,
do you wonder, if home rule is taken away from the Pro-
vinces, that trouble should arise ? If the North-West had
been left under home rule do you suppose the trouble they
bave there to-day would exist now ? I say it is a danger-
cus precedent, and is fatal to the peace and well-beng of
the people. They are very tenacious of those rights, and
if you'interfere with them you will create discord and dis-
sension, and eventually bring about rebellion as the result.
Well, this measure, as I said, is a violation of the federal
system. This measure takes away rights from the Pro-

Mr. LANDIRKIN.

vinces which they have enjoyed ever since Confederation,
and which they still continue to enjoy. More than that ;
you are endeavoring to bring about legislative union. The
right hon. Premier is coming around to his first love. This
legislative union was always his theory. I understand that
he opposed Confederation until a very recent period before
it was established. He doesired to break down the safe-
guards that were held by the people under Confederation,
and to bring about, as far as possible, all the elements of
legislative union. Well, Sir, the measure before us is both
a radical and a despotic moasure. The Bill possesses both
these extremes. lIn some clauses we find that it is confer-
ring the franchise on Indians, on Chinese, on unmarried
females and on widows. In that respect, so far as
Chinese-

Mr. BAKER (Victoria). It does not say anything about
Chinese.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I see that my hon. friend from
Victoria bas not seen the Bill yet.

Mr. BAKER I have heard enough about it.
Mr. LANDERKIN. I will bring the Bill before the

member and read the clause that I referred to in reference
to those who are enfranchised. In the interpretation clause
of this Bill, speaking of persons, the word means a male per-
son, married or unmarried. Does that exclude Chinese ?

Mr. BAKER It does not say Chinese.
Mr. L ANDERKIN. It does not exclude an Indian,--
An hon. MEMBER. That refers to you.
Mr. LANDERKIN--or a female person, unmarried, or a

widow; and the pronoun he, in its inflection, includes either
sex. lit includes Chinese who are naturalised subjects.
Well, Sir, I find in another clause of this Bill, that it excludes
any married woman whose husband is living. Now, I can-
not understand why it is that the mothers of this country
are to be so treated by the gallant knight who leads this Gov-
ernment. I would like to know why it is that he will give
the franchise to an unmarried female, who may be a Chinese,
or a squaw, or any other person naturalised, and deny it to
the mothers of this country. There are many ladies not
married, who deserve our consideration I admit. Many
who are widows also deserve the consideration of
this louse. But I cannot understand how it is that the
Premier should consider the claims of those classes to the
franchise, while ho denies it to the mothers of this country
-they that are married and have raised the people of the
country, and have had the troubles, difficulties and privations
of this life. Why, it appears to be a ban placed upon matri-
mony. It would appear that the Premier does not desire to
encourage, but ho rather desires to disfranchise those
mothers who deserve so much for having moulded the
character and the sentiment of the people of this
country. On behalf of the mothers of this country
I protest against this measure, because it is striking
a blow at the most deserving class of people that are found
in the Dominion of Canada to-day. Then, Sir, in this
meaisure we find that the expense is to be very great. The
expense, perhaps, is not the worst feature of the measure,
but it is a very bad feature of the measure, in the present
condition of the country, with wheat at 70 cents-perhaps
it has risen a little since the rumors of war, but still, very
low; the farmers are hard up; all classes of people are in
straitened circumstances; and here we are going to
increase the expenditure by this innovation, by enacting a
law that is not asked for, and that is not required by this
country; and you are going to saddle this country with
something in the neighborhood of about $800,000 a year.
Now, Sir, in order that the hon. member for Leeds (Mr.
Ferguson) may have an idea of what it is going to cost
this country, i have prepared an estimate, which I will sub-
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mit for his consideration ; and if he will give me bis attention
he will know more about this Bill than he did before.
I have made an estimate of what the carrying into opera-
tion of this Bill will cost in South Grey, the riding I have
the honor to represent, the riding to which, through the
kiudness of the First Minister, one township has been added
since 1882. Some one thought the distirguished Premier
bad some objection to my returning here, and a township
was taken from East Grey and added ta South Grey. It was
thought that township Artemesia would give a large majority
against me; but I am much obliged to him for the addition.
No less than 239 independent voters of that township, who
believe in principles of fair play and British justice, voted
for me on the last occasion, and I presume they would do so
again. I have made an estimate on the basis of the six
municipalities which make up South Grey. The cost for
printing-and I make a low estimate-I place at $600. It
might be done for less, but it will not be done for less.
Clerks will cost $1,200. Bailiff, $600; it does not take a
bailiff long to realise 8 i00. Revising barrister-and be is
the greatest luxury of the whole-$1,000. A barrister of five
years' standing will fnot do a great deal of work for $1,000.
The member for North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) will bear me
out in the truth of that statement. These items make a total
of 3400. T here are 211 constituencies in the Dominion and

posed amendments, and he shall then and there correct the list to the
best of hie judgment and ability, upon the evidence or information
before him, attesting, with his initials, any addition to or erasure or
change therein.''

He shall do all this. It shall be left to him to do juet as ho
likes about these lists. However worthy a gentleman he
may be, however noble ho may be, I will not consent, as the
representative of a free people, to surrender one single
right they possessed at the time I took upon myself the
responsibility of representing them. If I did so, I would be
a recreant to my duty. While I occupy a seat in this
House, I shall protest, and protest strongly, against handing
over a single right belonging to the people to any official,
however good he may be. I am not going to say a word
against the character of any revising officer. If ho were a
good man I would not hand over any of the people's rights
to him ; I would not want my own rights and priviloges
left to the judgment of any single man. Then, it is said, in
clause 24:

" At the time and place named in the notice of the revising officer, he
shall hold open court for the said final revision, and shall hear and
dispose of any objection or complaint of which notice shall have been
given as aforesaic, hearing the parties making the same if they appear,
and any evidence that may be adduced before him in support of or in
opposition the'reo, and shall either affirm or amend the list accordingly,
as to him seems right and proper."

,À ýL .&i"L " LIJ« %là - % , "

taking the cost of eachat the amount estimated for South Am1to band over the rights et the peeple te this revisiug
Grey, the total is $717,400, or for a Parliament of five yearsoffcer, who wil do as he thinks right and proper, without
a gross sum of $3,587,000. What shall we get in return for these people having the right te appoal te the courts, which
that money ? That is the question the people will ask, and is a Briten's privilege, a right which beleugs te British
in which they will be interested. But over and above that trecmcn? That18semething which should net be asked
question, there is the vital principle of liberty, a deeper,fd
higher and nobler principle at stake. If the other provi- thing whieh the Rouse should net ask, and sorething which
sions were not unsatisfactory, this clause alone would b the people should net give up. Now, Sir, 1 will show you
sufficierit to condemn for ever this Bill, in my estimation. something more in connection with the revising officer.
How do we find matters connected with voters' lists con- Clause 40 provides:
ducted at present in South Grey and other ridings. We IlThe revising officer shah have power at any court or sittingheld
find the voters' lists are prepared by the municipalities. under this Act by him, te amend or give bave to ameud, whon t Beesfit, any of the proceedings taken in refei'ence to auy voters' lot, to direct
They have to be provided every year. They are to be pre notice to be given to other persons, or te dispense with ay notices
pared to strike the rate of taxation. The consequence is, hereiubefore required to ho given, sud to adjourn au court or sittings,
that an assessment is to be made every year, and if this Bill on the hearing ofany aim or objection or propoei ameudient, te aemdefuture day ; aud he shallflot bo bound by strict rules of evideuce oris carried through, another voters'list will have to be fors ofprocedure, but sha hear and determine ail matters comig
every year. lere we have two sets, and who are going te before hlm as such rovisiug officor in a summary manner, aud Bo as in
pay for them ? Do the people save payment because the his judgment te do justice to ail parties."
Dominion Goverument by their officer will make up oe Now, Iask hon. gentlemen who sit behind the
list ? By no manner of means. I suppose the First Minister Geverument in this fouse, are they willing te give up
will not try to lead the people to suppose that we get alil our their righto, and the rights and libertios ef their electers,
money from the Yankees, as ho endeavored to do when he was in their townships and ridings, te a revising officer, who if
waving the magic wand of the National Policy. The people te dcal with them in a surmary manner, and as bis Judg-
have, however, discovered that they pay their own taxes, by ment may deem te be correct. That is clearly a nistakc;
means of duties imposed on all the goods we consume. it is sorething which I behiove, if this Bil is welI dsicussed,
Under this system there will be two lists, as I have stated, and its features are brought before the fouse, it 18 impes-
and the people will have to pay for them, ad I have given sible that any independent gentleman eau support. Lt dees
an estimate as to what the cost will be. It may be below net make any differronce whether the revising officer is a
that; it may possibly go beyond that; it is very bard to judge or a barrister et five years' standing; why, Sir, even
estimate what the amount will be. Now, what do we get the hon. member for North Simeoe (Mr. Micrthy), whom
in return ? We do not find that under the provisions of I have known a long time, and in whom I have great cou-
this Bill we get a great many blessings. Wé do not know, fidnce-I say 1 would net even trust him in my riding as
in fact, what blessings are to follow, but we know some of revising efficer, because I would net be truc te the people
the ourses. There is a principle in this Bill which it is wbo sent me here if I lfowed the rights they have cnjoyed
dishonorable on the part of any hon. member to introduce. te be handed over te any eue man, I do net care who he
No matter how much respect I may have for the distin- may be. Then, there ie something about the right of appesi
guisbed Premier, on account of his long services to the which strikes a blow at the great charter of liberty which
country, the very fact that he endeavors to barter away the the people have enjoyed for many years. Lt le in keeping
rights and liberties of the people, as ho endeavors to do by witb the great charter et liberty that we shah have the right
this clause of the Bill, is not to crown his years in the way te appeal; that le the bulwork of British liberty and froc.
i should like to see thenm crowned. flere is what the dom which is taken away; thecdistinguisbcd Premier ba@

revising officer bas power to do. It is a general provision aed that wc shah take this right sway frornthe people,
of the Bill in regard to the registration of voters. It says: and give it te thc Geverument or a revisiug efficer:

" On the day, and at the time and place appointed,the revising officer IlNo such appealsa ahbowed or entertained against any decision
shall publicly proceed to the preliminary revision of the list, basing cf the revising officer upau any matter of fact, er the admission or
such revision on the evidence and statements before him, and of the rejection of evideuce adduced or offered on any matter of fact, but the
persons who may then be present to give information in support of or in appeal ah be allowed only on me point or pointa of 1&w, as before
opposition teI the written objections, oaimh for addition, or other pro- mentioeed."
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The right of appeal, as to matters of fact, has passed away
from the people-has passed over to the control of this
revising officer. Members of this House are supposed
to hand over the liberties of the people in this man-
ner. Io that what the members of a British flouse of
Commons are going to do-take away the rights of the
people and hand them over to an irresponsible officer,
I do not care how good he is? Mr. Speaker, I hear
some gerrymander notes over there. Now, I will read you
some more out of this Bill, and I think speaking of
villainy, there is a clause here that outrivals them all.
When the revising officer makes a return there is no
appeal to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, and if any
appeal is entered, and an election is ordered in the mean-
time, it shall take place on the list before the appeal is
decided. I will read you the clause :

" Provided, however, that in the event of any such appeal, the said
lists, after the publication of the last mentioned notice in the Canada
Gazette, shall apply to and be final and conclusive as to every election
for such electoral district, held before such appeal haa been disposed
of, or the result thereof communicated to the revising officer."

Now, are independent members who are supporting the Gov-
ernment in this louse willing to see matters done in that
way ? Does the Government desire to snatch a verdict upon
a Bill founded upon such principles as these? fHas the
Government begun to distrust the people ? h is a well
known fact that when a Government distrusts the people
their rule must be a despotic one ; it must be allied to
absolutism, and the people who are distrusted never forget
the bondage. It is a wonderful thing that in this day and
age of the world a measure so iniquitous as this should be
introdued into a British Parliament. There is another
matter in connection with the expenses which I omitted. I
am not in a hurry, until hon. gentlemen get through with
their musical tones.

An hon. MEMBER. Why do you not dance to it ?
Mr. LANDE RKIN. In connection with the lists which

are made up, at present the clerk of the municipality dis.
tributes a great many of the lists to different persons
throughout each township. As I was observing, Mr.
Speaker, these notes are very near to where the hon.
member for Cardwell sits. That hon. member must have a
good ear for music. I will say, Mr. Speaker, that you did
seem very anxious to call me to order, but I do not
think you seom quite eo anxious to call those gentlemen to
order as you were to call me.

Mr. SPEAKER. I do not think the hon. gentleman
should make such a remark as that. I have tried to keep
hon, gentlemen in order, and I have made several
appeals to them to do so. I think hon. members on both
sides will bear me out in that statement.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear. Chair, chair.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I think you did discbarge your duty
towards me, and now I am anxious that you should dis-
charge your duty towards the gentlemen who are sitting
behind the Government.

An hon. MEMBER. Speak now.
Mr. LANDERKIN. I was saying, Mr. Speaker, that

under the present law, as you well know, in the Province of
Ontario, the clerk of the municipality makes a certain num-
ber of extra lists, and an elector can get a copy of the list
without expense. Under the present system, the electors
get a copy of the voters' list without cost; but under
this Bill, for printing the same, the revising barrister will
charge at the rate of 6 cents for every ten names thereon,
which is equivalent to a cost of 60 cents for a copy with
one hundred names on it. Now, it is pretty hard to imagine
the amoant of expense that is going to be involved in pro-
curing these lists.

Mr. LANDERKmI.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have asked the hon. gentleman several
times to cease making these unparliamentary noises. The
debate will come to a conclusion much sooner if the noises
are stopped.

Mr. LANDERKIN. If the gentlemen knew how much
it rests me, I think they would just continue. I do not
wish to have any further discussion with you, Mr, Speaker,
about your duty or about mine; but I do not intend to
proceed until there is order.

Mr. SPEAKER. I can hear the hon. gentleman very
distinctly. There is not as much noise as there was.

Mr. LATDERKIN. I am more anxious that the reporter
shall hear me ; that is what I am anxious about. Hon.
gentlemen opposite are satisfied with the eight and a-half
minutes of explanation of this Bill, so that there is no use of
talking to them. I am not talking to them or for them. I
am laying my views before this louse in the best manner I
can. I do not want to be offensive to any hon. gentleman
and if they desire to be offensive or discourteous, I am not
responsible for that. I presumne that the Premier,
who is responsible for the legislation in this House, is to
some extent responsible for the conduct of those who sup-
port him here. I was showing how much expense the peo-
ple would be put to by reason of this Bill. The revising
officer will have to buy the assessment roll, and he will have
to get a copy of it every year, as he cannot expect the
township clerk to give him a copy. Therefore, there will
be the cost of two lists. Now, I did expect, as I had drawn
the attention of the Government to the case of a very import-
ant class of people in this country, that some provision would
have been made for them ; I refer to the alien Germans in the
country. Under the present law the Germans, in becoming
naturalised, are put to a great deal of expense and incon-
venience. All of this could be obviated by the Government
in a very easy and simple method; and I did think, when
the Government was bringing down this measure, that, as
we have a very large number of Germans in this country,
and as there are no better class of settlers, that the Govern-
ment would fully consider the necessity of enabling them
to be naturalised, so as to exercise the rights of citizens in a
manner much more expeditious, cheap and agreeable than
they can under the present system. Some two years ago
my hon. friend from East Bruce (Mr. Wells) introduced a
Bill in reference to this subject, the provisions of
which were such as to enable the Germans, or any other
class of aliens who settled in this country, to take
the oath of allegiance and citizenship when they offer to
vote, after having their names recorded on the assessment
roll or on the voters' list. That would obviate the difficul-
ties and inconveniences they are now put to. They have
now, as you are aware, to present their naturalisation papers
at the quarter sessions, and if they are approved of there, they
have to have them recorded with the clerk of the county
court, so that you can easily see what a vast amount of
expense that very large, respectable and industrious class
of people are put to. When the hon. member for East
Bruce and myself had pressed upon the Government the
importance of this matter, and when we were asked by the
Government to let that hon. gentleman's Bill stand, as they
were considering the matter, I did think that there
would have been in this Bil some redeeming feature like
that, which I could support; but I regret that there has been
no effort made to grasp, by the hand, these classes of people
who come to settle in this country. In the United
States we know citizenship is made very easy; and many
immigrants settle there, by reason of the greater
freedom of citizenship than prevails in this country.
I did hope that the Government would engraft some pro-
vision in the Bill, whereby this class of settlers could obtain
their rights as citizens, without going to all the expense and
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trouble that they are put to under the existing law. Now,
Sir, it would be impossible for me, in the course of one
address, to go over this Bill and present to the House all
the features of it that I take exception to. I have spoken
of such clauses as I believe strike a death blow at the liberty
of the people of this country. 1 believe that this Bill,
which is introduced for the purpose of perpetuating power,
is the prostitution of political power for party purposes. I
believo it should not ho endorsed by this House; and if
there was to-day as much fair play in this country as there
was a few years ago, I do not believe it would pass this
House. I have that faith in some of thoseowho sit behind
the Government to believe that they will not vote for it;
and if they do, I have reason to believe that therewill be
such changes in thissBill that it will not be so repugnant
to the feelings of Briton-born subjects. I think that instead
of contracting the liberty of the people, the liberty should be
extended, consistent with the keeping of laws and order and
the preservation of peace. I think the habit of abusing the
prerogative of Government by curtailing the liberties of the
people and handing them over to Government officers'is a
relic of the feudal ages, and not in keeping with the spirit of
liberty and progress in the nineteenth century. Lord Mans-
field, in speaking on a kindred subject, said :-' It is not
fitting that the judging of information should be left to the
discretion of an officer ; Parliament should judge and give
certain instructions to the officer." In this case, however,
we do not judge, nor do we give instructions to the officer.
We allow him to be the sole judge; we allow him to take
away, at bis own discretion, from a voter, the rights to vote,
and we do not allow the man from whom that sacred right
bas been taken any appeal, except on a question of law.
No appeal is allowed on a matter of fact, as to who shall or
shall not vote; that alone is to be decided by the revising
barrister. It may be possible, if you have a revising judge
or revising barrister ' in your county, Mr. Speaker,
who does not think you are properly qualified,
that he may strike your name off the list, and you may go
to law with him, but you will have no redress. You cannot
tell the court what the facts are, on what ground the revis-
ing officer decided that you should not vote, but still you
eau go to law, and you know what expense that involves.
Ullnder the present system we have very little expense;
every man who has the right to vote is put on the list by
the council, and every man who has not the right will be
struck off the list by the couneil. There is no expeuse at
all. Evory man who has been left off the list can go to the
township council, when they hold their court of revision,
and whether he has been struck off by a Grit or a Tory
assessor, ho can, if unjustly struck off, ho put on again. The
council will not object, because they are elected by and are
responsible to the people. There you soe the principle of
the thing ; it goes riglit down to the people, and we are
and always were for the people. We do not doubt the
people, and we oppose this Bill because it is an attack on
the liberty of the people. In the riding I have repre.
sented off and on, for about thirteen or fourteen
years, I have never gone to the court of revision,
never looked after the voters' list; I have always
had such confidence in the township councils and
assessors and clerks that I nover went near a court
of revision. I know that a township council cannot act
unjustly, because if they did they would be discharged
from the township, whether Conservative or Reform. The
people do not take the narrow view, but look at the ques-
tion in the broad light as to whether it is right or wrong.
In the county of Lincoln things may be done differently,
that is an old-settled county, and they have had time to learn
a few tricks there; but there are no such tricks known in
our riding. The poorest man in South Grey can go to any
township council, and if ho has been unjustly left out of
the list by the assessor, ho eau get his name put on, and it

will not cost him a cent. But under the operation of this
Bill, if the revising officer leaves a man ont, that man has
to go to law if he wants Lo have his right to vote. The
revising officer may say: My judgment is that you have
not the right to vote; I will strike you off the list, and you
have no claim in law for redress, except on a point of
law. It is monstrous to expect that a poor man is going to
law, in a case of this kind, against the whole power of the
Government. The thing is shameful and it should be strongly
resented by every man who loves and prizes British free-
dom and fair play. The Bill I consider is a tyrannical Bill,
an unjust Bill, introduced for the purpose of perpetuating tho
power of the Government and of a party who are too
cowardly to run on their own merits. That is not British
fair play, but a cowardly act on the part of the Govern-
ment to keep themselves in power. If this measure were
well considered by the people, I have not the slightest
doubt that on it alone the Government would sustain a
defeat before the country. Let this measure be thoroughly
understood by the people, and I will not ho afraid to go
to the country and meet any member of the Government
or of the Conservative party upon it. They are afraid to
let the people judge of their fiècal policy, of their railway
policy, and of their general policy of legislation. But I
would be recreant, as I said, to the trust confided to me by
the people of South Grey, if I did not speak as strongly as
I can speak, and if I did not vote to oppose a measure like
this becoming the law of the land, a measure that does
away with the right of appeal on questions of fact, a meas-
ure that would place your liberties at the judgment of any
one man, that would centralise power in the Government,
that would abuse prerogative in every conceivable way. I
would be roereant to the honest men who. voted for me if
I were to allow one jot or tittle of the liberty they hold
now to pass away by any Bill for the purpose of perpetu-
ating any party in power. It matters not whether the
Government is Conservative or Reform. No matter what
Government should introduce a Bill like this, I would
oppose it. It would not make any difference to me if a
measure like this wan introduced by a Reform Government,
I would oppose it as much as I have this. I am not so
wedded to party that I would not oppose a measure, irre-
spe3tive of the party that introduced it. Why, this is a
measure that cannot be endorsed by any man that
thinks ; it is a measure that cannot be endorsed by
people that think. We are recreant to the people
if we delegate the rights the people gave to us to the Gov-
ernment or to any party in this country. It would make
no difference if it were the other party; it would be all the
same. We have no right to do it; we should not do it; it is
a retrograde movement; it is going a way back. Then, there
is another feature about this Bill, another ground upon
which I would oppose it. I think it is the member for
Cumberland (Mr. Townshend)-it is not the member for
Camberland that we used to know here-who told us the
revising officer was "to fix the list." Well, the re nising officer,
after ho has "fixed" the list, might rosign the office and thon
become a candidate in that riding, and it is very probable
that ho might-I do not suppose any of the gentlemen over
there, if they had the fixing of the lists, would fix them
very badly for themselves-he might very probably become
a candidate. Why, the thing is outrageons, to think that
the Government would allow a Bill like that to be crystal-
lised into law. The thing is perfectly ridiculous, to think
that the revising officer may go and sit there, may hold his
court where ho pleases, and may fix that list; may strike off
the Speaker of the Hiouse of Conmons or of the Sonate, or any
other person, and yon will have no right to appeal
on the matter of fact of his judgment, bu you can go to
law; and, after ho has done that, ho bas the nrivilege of
resigning and becoming a candidate. ,ias justice fled from
this country ? Has justice led from the counsels of the
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Government of this country, that they would endeavor to
bolster themselves up by any me:ans such as these ? It is a
Bill that would do discredit to England a hundred years
ago, when they were despotic, decidedly despotic. The
principle is one of perfect despatism-that we are going to
take away the rights and liberties we have enjoyed so long
and give them over to any irresponsible officer. It is the
most outrageous piece of despotism that has ever been
attempted in this country. The revenues of this country
are falling off. The expenditure of this country is increasing
very rapidly, I think we have increased twelve millions
in the last seven years. The people know, to some extent,
the cost of having a Government such as we have to-day-
twelve millions more to govern this country than it took
seven years ago. I remember when the Minister of Customs
had a seat over here, and you used to sit somewhere
here beside him, Mr. Speaker, and he used to get up,
occasionally, and I do not know but that you did
yourself, occasionally, and you used to speak of the
leader of the Government then, the member for
Est York (Mr. Mackenizie) as being incapable. Yonspoke
of him as not having the capacity to rule and govern this
country. I remnember that the late member for Cumberland
used to speak of his incapacity. and so did the present
Premier. You all spoke of his extravagance, and yet
ho governed the country for $t2,000,000 a year
less than you do to-day. What did the member for
East York find in this country when he accepted
office ? Ho fourid a rebellion going on in the North-West
that had never been stilled ; ho found the seeds of rebellion
in Quebec; ho found disturbances in British Columbia. By
his wise, moderate, statesmanlike course, he brought all these
elements into peace and harmony, and when ho left the
Government of this country he had not increased the
expenses of the country a whit, and ho left peace and order
prevailing in every Province of the Dominion. What is the
result, after a few years of their return to power ? After
Confederation the present Premier entered upon the Gov.
ernment of this country, and in less than three years we
had a rebellion in the North-West.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

M. LANDERK[N. Order! I nm speaking of a histori-
cal fact; I am quite in order; I know when I am in order
quite well. That is a matter of history; does any one
deny it ? The wise, carefal, statesmanlike policy of the
member for East York restored peace and harmony in the
NortLh-West, and, if the policy of that Government had been
pursued and if home rule had been continued to the North-
West, I venture to assert that we would not have in the
North-West a robellion to-day. Yes, I say that; I believe
that ; beliove that as firmly as 1 believe anything I have
stated to-night. I believe that it is incapacity on the part
of the Government that has brought about that state of
things. The country finds out now, Sir, the alvantages of
that wise, liberal, careful and statesmanlike policy pursued in
that régime ; they find out now the advantages that did accrue,
in that short period of four or five years, to this country. They
find out now what it is going to cost to have an incapable
Government in this country. There is a gentleman in this
country, a pohtical thinker, a political student, who las
given a great deal of attention to the affairs of this country
-I refer to the Hion. Wm. McDougall, who was appointed
Lieutenant Governor of the North-West. What did that
great organ of the Government,' the Toronto Mail, say
about him the other day ? It said that the conduot of his
administration, under the present Premier, was a worse
act than the shooting of Thomas Scott. Tne bungling
and mismanagement of the Government is felt to day.

Mr. SPEAKER. I must ask hon. gentlemen to keep
quiet. I cannot be expected to cali the hon. member to

Mr. LANDERKIN.

order if hon. members on the other side do not keep
order.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Now, Sir, the policy of home rale
was inaugurated in 1867, in dealing with the North-West,
that policy of home rule is neglected to-day, and it is the
neglect of that same policy which is resalting Lo-day in the
loss of the lives of so many of our noble people in the
North-Wost, who have been shot down.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman is digressing from.
the principle of the Bill under discussion, and I now ask
him to confine himself to the Bill.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Well, Mr. Speaker, if the principles
of home rule and provincial rights are not included in
this Bill, then I do not know anything about those prin-
ciples.

Mr. SPEAKER. I rule that the hon. gentleman is
digressing from the principles of the Bill, and I ask him to
confine himsoif to the Bill.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Now, here is an evidence of what
the revising officer will do. I have no appeal against the
ruling of the Speaker, and the people will have no appeal
against the ruling of the revising officer. Now you see the
position which the people of this country will beoplaced in
by this Bill. 1, Sir, born in Canada, having always lived in
Canada, desire the welfare of Canada, and 1 do not think
that any man can be loyal to Canada that will sacrifice the
liberties of the people to any party in the country. I do
not beliove that any man is loyal, I care not how much he
boasts of bis loyalty, that will givo away one jot or tittle of
the liberty and freedom that the people enjoy now. These
men may boast on every stump of their loyalty, and we
occasionally hear hon. gentlemen opposite boasting of th3ir
loyalty in the House. Oh, they are a loyal people! Yon
will find that some of these gushing loyalists have god
roasons for boasting of their loyalty. I declare, Sir,
that any party, any member who gives away any right
or any liberty that the people enjoy under our great
charter of liberty, and hands it over to the Govern-
ment, or an officer of the Government, is a rebel, in
the truest sense of the word; and I designate %bat
man, I care net who he is, whether he is high
or low, who will assent to the principle of giving
up the rights and liberties of the people and placing them
in the hands of any officer, I do not care what bis position
may be, I do not care what bis titles may be-1 say I
designate that man a rebel of the first water, a robel against
manhood, a rebel against liberty, British fair play and
British freedom. I notice, whenever I speak of fair play,
there is a noise made over there. Probably there may
be some conscience, there may be some remorse, in the breasts
of some of those gentlemen, and they wo ald like me to talk
upon some other branch of the subject. They are quite willing,
it appears, to ignore all these weighty matters in this Bill, in
which. are to be found graver principles than in any other
Bill that bas been brouglit before this House since I have
been in it. I say that it is a stigma, I say that it dims the
lustre of the distinguished Premier of this country, that ho
bas introduced such a Bill as this; I say that the future
historian, when he is writing the history of that hon. gen-
tleman's time-a man who has done a great many g>od
things for bis country, I admit-will look upon this Bill
as one of the darkest stains on his political record, and will
say that he wished to tyrannise over the people and to
destroy the liberties and rights and privileges which they
have enjoyed for so many years.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I offer no ap logy to the
House for rising at this hour to address them. 1 shall not
crave their indulgence, as I feel I am by no means con-
strained or obliged to do so. Nor do I agree with those
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who have spoken of us having arrived at a very late period
of the Session. We have arrived at what ought to be a very
late period of the Session ; but owing to the dilatoriness of
the Government-if I use not the word, incapacity-we
have not arrived anywhere noar, I am obliged to believe,
the end of the Session yet. I therefore feel myself under
no obligation whatever to restrict myself to any time in
discussing a measure se important in its nature as the one
now before the House; but it may be a relief, perhaps,to hon.
gentlemen opposite, to know that while I thus assert my
rights and shail maintain them, I recognise the fact that
there will not only be one more, or two more, but many
more occasions upon which I can avail myself of the privi-
loge of speaking on this Bill. I will, in deference to some
of my own friends who are te follow me, and whom I do not
wish to throw too late in the night, confine myselfto speak-
ing on just one or two of the more objectionable-nay, I
should net say to one or two--of the objectionable clauses
of this Bill. Now, I am not one of those who would say
that if the Bill was amended in a certain direction, that if
you were to substitute for your revising barristers the
county judges, you would remove the great cause
of complaint. I take no such ground, individually.
The Bill is offensive, distasteful and hateful te me, for the
principles it contains-for more than one of the principles
it contains-and those objectionable principles cannot be
modified te such an extent as to make it palatable to me. I
am opposed te the Bill utterly and entirely. I do not want
the Bill. I will net vote for the Bill. I should think hon.
gentlemen opposite, if they would divest themselves of any
feeling of self-interest that is to accrue to them through the
operations of this Bill, and have regard to fair play, te the
rights of the people, would agree with me, and reject this
Bill as one unworthy to be produced before the Parliament
of a free people. I shall have occasion te refer to that point
more at length as I close my remarks. For I have noticed,
by the ruling of Mr. Speaker to-night, that there wil not
be that amount of latitude given for the discussion of subjects
which it seoms te me are quite relevant to the question
under consideration, and are necessary te illustrate one of
the most hateful features of this Bill. And, therefore, I
shall leave that to the last, in order that I may by that time
be enabled at* all events to say sufficient to indicate
what my views are before hon. gentlemen oposite may
object. Let me now take up first, if you will
have it, the principle that is involved in this
Bill, as distinguished from the principles upon which we
have acted in the past. For eighteen years we have contented
ourselved with having elections for this House take place
on voters' lists prepared by the assessors of the different
municipalities throughout the Dominion. It is now pro
posed, instead of that machinery, te provide machinery
whereby irresponsible mon, mon net responsible te the peo-
p le in any sense, shall have full control, net of the revising,
but of making, and, after having made, of revising thoir
own lists, with no appeal from the decisions at which they
may arrive upon points of fact. But leaving that for the
present, let me come down te one feature of the Bill, which
I think hon, gentlemen opposite -have taken good care not
talk about, not te explain, but which it is necessary fori
them te take into consideration before they pass upon it.4
It is a feature of the Bill, a consequence of the Bill,
that I venture te hope will be the means of causing manyi
hon. gentlemen opposite to lose mach of the advantago
they hope te derive from its passage, when that
one subject is rightly understood by the people. I thore-1
fore restrict my remarks at this time, which I bave limited
by my own motion, largely to a discussion on that point.
And what is it? It is to ascertain the expenditure in con-i
nection with this Bill. What is our present condition,:
financially? That is the question we must ask ourselves;.
it is a question presented for discussion in connection with

171

1885. 1361
this Bill, because I shall prosently go on to consider what
extra expenditure is likely to be imposed on the people of
Canada on account of this Bill boing brought into operation.
I ask, before we have inflicted on the country a large addi-
tional charge, what is the financial position of the Dominion
of Canada to-day ? Hon. gentlemen are not ignorant of the
fcts. The Finance Minister, in answering a direct question
on this subject, said the public bobt was about $200,000,000
-and it may be more now. It is a well known fact that
the Finance Minister bas been borrowing money at thae
différent banks in order to carry on the affairs of the Govern-
ment. What does.a debt of $200,000,000, and that is the net
debt on the people, represent ? It represents about $250 per
family for every family in this Dominion. Think of it!1
Under the Bill you are proposing to enfranchise many of
your fellow citizens, and you give a lower franchise on pro-
perty than $250. Thore is not a. man in Canada, with bis
$250 house and lot, which ho fain believes is his own, and is
free from mortgage, but is covered by this Government
mortgage, placed upon it by the reckless extravagance-in
a large measure by the conduct of hon. gentlemen opposite
-of public affairs. Hon. gentlemen opposite may object
that there is no form of mortgage. It is true there is no
written instrument, or mortgage filed in the rogistry office
on the poor man's bouse and lot; but if there is a debt of
$250 upon every family, thon is a man's property his
own? Does not the property belong to the creditors
from whom this Government have borrowed the money,
and for which they are responsible ? Mark ! The bon. Min-
ister cannot answer that ho will not have to pay that debt
himself; that ho will ever have te pay $250 to relieve the
mortgage on each of those bouses; for is it not a fact,
nevertheless, that the mortgage is there? Must not the
owner, day after day, month after month, and year after
year, toil, sweat and work, in order to raise money to give
to the Government to pay interest on that mortgage
which they have put upon the property. Is it nt equal to
a perpetual mortgage ? Can hon. gentlemen say it will not
corne so hard on those poor men, because more is contri-
buted by men who occupy more prominent positions.
There is here a fallacy, if we would accept it. How is
the interest in respect to our publie debt paid ?
How is the money raised ? Is it raised on the income and
wealth of the millionaires of this country ? No. Under a
system that bas been inaugurated and carried on by bon.
gentlemen opposite, the poor man, dwelling in a bouse and
lot worth $250, may be foreed to contribute as much to pay
the interest on the public debt of the country
as the man of wealth, who may be bis neigh-
bor. That is the position of hundreds and thousands
of mon who will b enfranchised under this Act, and under
the Acts of the various Provinces. I say it is a serious
question. I say that a Parliament which bas not some
regard to the happiness of the people is unworthy of con-
fidence at their hands. So long as the system of collecting
the revenue is as at present, by which Customs and Excise
duties are drawn from the poor man, withb his house and lot
of the value of $250, in tho same proportion as duties
are drawn from a rich man, worth hundreds ot thousands
of dollars, and his property is as dear to him as is the castle
of a lord in which ho dwells. When that is the case, and I
believe the expenditure this year will be in the neighborhood
of$33,000,000 or $34,000,000; when you are forced to borrow
money to carry on the ordinary affairs of the Government,
taking from the banks the money which ought to b in
their coffers, to aid the commerce of the country, and while
you are in that position, while you have come down to the
House and asked them for a vote of crodit for $700,000-I
fear but the first instalment of hundreds of thousands, if not
millions of extra expenditure that are to follow in the great
North-West, under the peculiar circumastances which oxist
there at this time-under this state of the finances, in this
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condition of the country, with this weight upon the people, 12,708 men, or if yon take that as representing three for
this patriotic Government comes forward and ask us to do- each head of a family, it would give you nearly 40,000
what ? To pass an Act which will entail, as has been said people, and they would have to work for three and one-third
by many hon. gentleman on this side of the House, an years, and every dollar earned by that vast army would be
additional annual expenditure on the people of this country required in order to wipe out the amount of the debt you
of half a million of dollars. There is where we are. That propose to saddle on the workingmen, the wage-earners,
is one of the aspects of the question which is now before the mechanics, the farmers, and the other classes of this
the House. I think there is a good plan of estimating ques- country, by this Bill. Let us go to the other Provinces, and
tions of this kind-financial questions-which are pressed sec how it would be with them.- It would take seven and
on our attention, which are pressing hard on the attention three-quarter years for the mechanics, artisans, and the
of the Government, and which are pressing, and ought to factory employees of the ancient city of Quebec to wipe out
press, on the mind of every representative in this House that amount. It would take one year and five and a-half
who feels the responsibility of his position. Granting months of the vast army employed in the largest city in the
that the figures of half a million are accurate, as assumed Dominion, the city of Montreal, to wipe out that debt. It
by some hon. gentlemen in making their calculations, would take thirteen and three-quarter years for the men so
what does it involve ? Sir, the way to look at it is, employed in the city of Halifax to wipe out
what amount will that half million of dollars, capitalised, that debt. It would take seventeen years for ail
represent as part of the debt of this Dominion, part the mechanics, the artisans and factory employés in
of the mortgage that is already on every man's prop- the city of St. John, N.B., before they could wipe
erty who is in this country. Capitalise it at 4 per cent.- out that debt. And yet we have that Bill staring us in the
the rate at which you borrow your money-and it means face, without any consideration on the part of hon. gentle-
that, if the Bill passes, the effect of it will be to add men opposite, with scarcely so much as an allusiqn to it by
$ 12,500,000 to the debt of the country. That is what it hon. gentlemen opposite, with the speech of only eight
means, because it is really added to the debt, and just as minutes devoted to its introduction, with only one or two
surely will the people have t pay interest on that members on that side rising and feebly attempting to defend
$12,500,000 as if it were borrowed; for year by year they it, and when any one as risen on this side to protest against
must, in the ordinary expenditure, raise this half million that Bill-iniquitous in every manner, shape and form, I
additional money that is to be required for the purpose was about to say-iniquitous in almost all its provisions,
of putting this Act in force. I have taken the trouble, Mr. gentlemen who voted solemnly that there was lots of time
Speaker, to draw up some figures which may serve as com- in which to discuss this question have sought to stifle, by
parisons. When we speak about millions and tons of mil- making noises, and drown the voices of those on this
lions of dollars in this Mouse, as we do, even members of this side who attempted to discuss it. This question will
House have very little full knowledge of the amount of be discussed-mark you, I say that it will be dis-
money which is represented by the figures we make use of, cussed fully and thoroughly ; that this Bill shall
and still less have many of the people outside, busy with not become law, that this burthen shall not be
their own cares and only knowing that the burthen of tax- placed on the people of this country to-day or to-morrow;
ation is great. Sir, I think it would be desirable, as the not until the Opposition have been heard in reference
wage-earners of this country are a class that deserve to it shall it become law; not until the people of this coun-
attention at the hands of the members of this House, try, through the utterances which go forth from this House,
as they are a class which have to contribute to the know the burthen which is being placed on them, shall
revenue as much by Customs and Excise as wealthier men, that Bill have the sanction of the Governor General of this
I have instituted some comparisons between the earnings country. I have some more illustrations. , I take the Pro-
of these working men to show how long it would take them, vince of Prince Edward Island, and we heard one of its
if they paid their whole yearly salaries into a fund, to make representatives this afternoon endorsing this measure, but
up the twelve and a-half million dollars which we are about putting in a feeble plea that they might have a little botter
to vote upon them by way of public debt. I find, Sir, that terms conceded by way of franchise to them-an impotent
if you take the city of Kingston, in Ontarioe, according to plea, for if the solitary argument of hon. gentlemen opposite
our census returns prepared by the Government, taking all of uniformity of franchise is worth anything, how can there
the mechanics,all the artisans, all the factory employees who be mTde any difforence in the Province of Prince Edward
are in the city of Kingston, they would have towork thirty. Island from the other Provinces. What are the facts?
three years, and all the money they earned in that time would Every artisan, every mechanic, every employé-
be required to pay the twelvo and a-half millions of dollars and that includes all the employés of the ship
which by this Bill you propose to add to the burthens of the yards in the whole Province of Prince Edward Island-
people. Take the city of Ottawa, in which we are, and would have to work fifteen and one-half years, and every
every mechanie and artisan, every employé in every factory, dollar that they earned in that time taken and placed in the
including all the employees engaged in your saw mills, and public treasury, before thcy could wipe out the debt you
they have would have to work twelve and three-quarter propose to add to the Dominion of Canada by the Bill now
years nd pay every cent of their earnings into the public before the House, in order to take away from a large pro-
treasury before they could wipe out the $12,500,000 which portion of these very men the right that is thoirs as
you propose to add to the burthens of the people if yon pass free men, to vote for the men they send to represent them
this Bill. Take the city of London, and take all the classes in this House. Yes, it is a nice dish prepared for the
I have mentioned, and they would have to work ton mechanics, artisans and factory employés oftheProvinceof
years in order to earn an amount of money Prince Edward Island, to force them to shoulder their share
sufficient to pay off that amount which you propose to add of a debt that would take their united earnings for fifteen and
to the public debt of the country by the Bill now before the one-half years to day for the beneft of having an Act passed
House. Al the mechanics and artisans and employees that disfranchises a large proportion of them, perhaps, and
in the factories of the city of Hamilton would have to work take away from them rights that are theirs. Take the
five and a-half years, and all their accumulated earnings Province of British Columbia, and it would take all the
during that period would b required in order to wipe out classes I have enumerated thirteen and one-half years to
that debt. And even in the great city of Toronto, the largest wipe out the debt which the representatives of that Pro-
in the Province of Ontario, the vast army of mechanics and vince are helping to put upon the people of this country,
artisans and factory employees in that city, numbering and which their own people muet bear their share of, for the
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inestimable privilege of having a large majority of these
same men deprived of their right as free men to vote for
the men they wish to represent them in this House.
Take the Province of Nova Scotia, including the city of
Halifax, and all t'e important towns and villages in
that whole Province, and what would be the result ? Every
mechanie, artisan and factory employé in that whole Pro-
vince would have to work three years, and pour all their
earnings into the public coffers of this country, to wipe out
the debt that this Bill proposes to add to the people of this
country. Take the Province of New Brunswick, and the
same thing is true. Take the Province of Manitoba, and
for sixteen and a-half years evory man of these classes in
that Province would have to work and pour in his wages
into the public treasury before this dejt could be wiped
out. Take the Territories, and those who are there would
have to work 352 years before they could get their necks
free from the yoke. Take the five Provinces-Prince
Edward Island, Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Manitoba and
British Columbia-along with the Territories, and every
mechanic, every artisan, every factory employé, every hand
working in ship-yards, and every hand working in eaw
mills in all of these five Provinces and the Territories, would
have to work one year and two months before their com-
bined earnings would be sufficient to wipe ont the debt you
propose to place upon thom by passing the Bill now before
the House. Take the Province of Quebec, including the great
cities of Montreal and Quebec, and the classes I have
described throughout that. whole Province would have
to give eight months of their entire earnings in order to
wipe it out. And in the great Province of Ontario, in which
we are to-night, that vast army of mechanies, working-
men, artisans and employés in factories there would have
to give all their combined earnings for five months in order
to wipe out this debt. And yet, the measure is before the
House ; the Premier introduces it in a speech of eight and
a.half minutes; one or two gentlemen on the other side rise
to support it feebly, scarce touching on any of the provisions
in the Bill, while the large number opposite content them.
selves with no effort to support the Bill, further than is
required by working their feet and their hands, in order to
drown the discussion which is being given to the Bill on
this side of the House. Take another estimate, and it will
enable us to understand the question a little better. The
entire exports of the products of our mines-our British
Columbia mines, our Nova Scotia mines and Cape Breton
mines-our iron mines and coal mines-were $3,442,491
last year. For three years and seven months would every
mining miner in this Dominion, from one end to the
other, have Io work at his daily toil before he would
get ont enough of the exports of that product
to pay otr the public debt which yon propose to put
upon the people of this country by the passage of ihe
Bill now before the House. The entire export product of
the fisheries of the Dominion for the year 1884 was
$8,609,341. Every fisherman in the Dominion-in the
waters of the Atlantic, in the waters of Hudson Bay, in the
Pacifie waters, in the rivers, streams and lakes throughout
this vast Dominion-would have to contribute all the fish
he caught for export during one year and five months to
clear off the debt this Bill proposes to put upon the coun-
try. Take the constituencies of this Dominion, and you
propose to add $59,241 of debt to every one of the 211
constituencies that comprise the Dominion of Canada. Sir,
i give these figures to the Bouse; I use them for purposes
of illustration. As I saicd before, we talk glibly of millions
here, and we do not feel so much the burden of taxation that
is necessary to meet the millions and the tens of millions of
public debt that bas been added to the people of this
country. I leave to the House and to the country to form,
in the light of the comparisons I have given, some concep.E
tion of the money interest alone which is involved in the

Bill before the House. Sir, I touch upon but one other
point in reference to this matter. I discuss, not at this
time, the question of woman suffrage; I allude not to the
interpretation clause, or to the different classes of people
who are being brought in under or out off under the operation
of this Bill. I paes to a consideration of the last principle
contained in it-the proposition with reference to the
revising barrister, and the machinery provided for carry-
ing out that principle; and I agree with the language that
has been used on this side of the House in reference to the
provision made with regard to that offieer. It matters not
to me who your officer may be. I say you have no right,
in a Parliament supposed to be composed of free men,
representing a free people, to take the rights and liberties
of the people out of their own possession and place them
in the hands of any one man. 1 care not who he is; and
that is what your Bill does. You take the right to say
whether a man shall vote or shall not vote. The dearest
right a man has you take from the charge of men who are
responsible to the people-men, who, if they fail in their
duty, can have their judgment and their action appealed
against, reviewed and corrected, and you place it in the
hands of one man, whose word shall be final and unalter-
able. I protest against it with such voice as I have,
in the name of all that is right, and in the
name of all that is decent. And I say, and I say
it calmly, that I cannot understand how any meme
ber of this House, with a due sense of his responsi
bility upon him, can vote for an Act so contrary to
what I understand to be the principle and the constitution
of a free people. The question arises in my mind : Why
the necessity of passing the Bill, if it involves such financial
burden upon the people ? If it is necessary to give such
despotie powers to certain individuals, if it sets aside in a
certain measure the Federal principle under which we have
been working in this regard, is is not botter that the
Provinces should go on, as they have been, no complaints
having been heard ? It is claimed that it is constitutional
to pass this Bill. Granted. Is it not equally constitutional
to refrain fro passing it ? That is the question we have
to ask ourselves. Eighteen years working under the old
system affirms that it is as constitutional for us to reject
this Bill as to affirm it. Where, then, is the necessity ?
Where the need ? Who las asked for the passing of this
Bill, involving this additional charge to the public debt of
812,500,000, if the figures be correct that bon. gentlemen
have taken in reference to this mattor, and a Bill that
interferes with the liberties of the people. I am foreed
to the conviction, no answer being given from the
other side, no reason being alleged, except the one
principle of uniformity, which the hon. member for Prince
Edward Island (Mr. Jenkins) las given us to understand
will be departed from, no reason being given why it should
be done, 1 am forced to the conclusion, judging his Govern.
ment and this act of bis Government by previous acts of
the same Government, in my own mind, that this Bill, as
introduced, is endeavored to be put through this Hiouse, not
in the interests of this country, not in the interesta of the
people of this country, but in order that the present party
in power in this country may perpetuate the power which
they see is fat slipping from them, unless some new means
are derived where-by they can prevent the free expression
of the will of the people. I would hesitate long before I
would dare to utter that, even though it is pressed home
upon my mind, had I any reason to suppose it would be some-
thing so foreign to them that it could not be contemplated.
But I have asked myself when bas ever that party gone to
the people in a fair, square, manly fashion and fought their
opponents on fair and equal grounds. If there is a period
in the history of the country when they have done so, it
seems to me it was when they were in such a posi-
tion that they could not get any advantage to themselves
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by acting otherwise. In 1872, when they had the power,
what means did they adopt? We learn by the testimony
which the Prime Minister gave himself before the commis-
sion charged with investigating into the conduct of the
elections, that the Government had bargained with a great
public trust to raise money for distributing among the con-
stituencies, in order that the electors might be demoralised
by bribery and prevented from giving expression to their
views, and the hon. gentleman came to Parliament with
his majority. Again, these hon. gentleman went to the coun-
try in 1882, boasting of the success of their policy and of
their administrative ability, asserting that they were strong
in the confidence of the people, but before they went they
introduced that Bill, which they called the Redistribution
Bill, the provisions of which had in them that element of
cowardico which made the Bill obnoxious to any man who
had the principles of fair play, of justice, and of right in his
mind; and to-day it stands upon the Statute Book of
Canada a blot and a stain, and stands there, in my judgment,
to the shame of the members that voted for it. I hold that
if the object of introducing this Bill now before the House is
to give a party advantage to the party now in power, those
who may vote for itfoi that purpose,ignoring all the principles
that will be violated by its enactment, may live to see the
day when they will rue, when they will repent and feel
ashamed of doing that which they bave not attempted to do
in an open, manly way, or which strict principles could
justify. I do not disguise from you, Sir, that under the
operations of that Bill, which is to be passed, as I suppose it
will be, the interests of the Reform party may seem to be
weakened. It looks, upon the face of it, as if the party
opposite, have the power and are determined to use it
to accomplish their end; but I believe there is a power
higher even than hon. gentlemen opposite. I believe that
there is such a thing as men who design to dig a pit into
which they think possibly others may fall, sometimes
fall into it themselves. I can understand, that is if I
could understand, mon forgetting the principles of justice in
the desire to get advantage to themselves personally and
politically, voting for this measure, but while they may be
interested in securing their seats, or their return to their
seats in this Bouse, the hundreds and the thousands of
men who have to pass upon their conduct, and can exer-
cise their votes at the polls, before these hon, gentlemen
come into this House, will not have, perhaps, so strong a
personal interest in seeing the principles of justice
destroyed ard the rights of the people invaded. No;
I say here, that if what seems to me to be the evident
design of that Bill be carried out, there may be, after all,
as I believe there will, a revolution of feeling on the part
of right thinking people in this country, and that the very
electorate that they are seeking, as I read the Bill and
view it, to capture by its operation, may be the very
electorate that will say to them: "We entrusted you with the
interests of the country ; you have sacrificed them to the
interests of party; with us country is before party ; no
longer shall you represent us in that House."

Mr. LANGELIER. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, when
the hon. First Minister introduced the Bill which is now
before us, I thought that his intention was not to push it
any further than the second reading. That is the reason
why I did not think it my duty to address the House until
the present moment; but, as ho seems determined to push
it through, I really believe that I would not be doing my
duty, as one of the representatives of a Province which will
be pretty seriously affected by this Bill, if I should refrain
from saying what I think about this Bill. A Franchise;
Bill is always a Bill of great importance. Everybodyî
knows that to grant the right of suffrage to any one is to
grant the right of taking part in the administration of pub.
lic affairs. Therefore, it is evident that, on the manner in
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which the right of suffrage is understood, on the manner in
which it is determined, depends the good or bad administra-
tion of the affairs of the country. This has been very well
understood in all countries, and especially in England, the
country from which we take all our precedents and examples.
It has come to this, that changes in the franchise are consi-
dered as real changes in the constitution,which involve great
alterations in the policy of the country. And, Sir, it is not
necessary to go back very far to find the proof of this fact.
It is well known to everybody that immense changes have
been wrought in England since the adoption of the Reform
Bill of 1832. No doubt, that before this Bill, considerable
changes had been made in the franchise in various
parts of England; but it was only in 1832 that radi-
cal changes were made in the qualification of voters,
such as it had existed up to that time. Well,
what was the result of these changes ? A new class of
voters, a numerous class, were granted the right of voting.
Those who voted before that time reprosented certain
interests. They represented, above all, the ideas of a cer-
tain class of the community, those who were called property
holders. Among certain classes of the population of
England, Mr. Speaker, great complaints are made that that
country is not animated with such a warlike spirit as it
was in days gone by. Look ut the class of eleutors who
now say in which way they intend that the affairs should be
managed. It is this class who pay the cost of war ; it is
the popular classes, the commercial classes who have been
called upon to manage the affairs of England since 1832.
It is those classes who know the cost of war. It is those
classes who pay the cost both with their money and with
their blood, and they reap no benefit therefrom, while the
classes who, until then, had managed the policy of England
were those to whom war never cost anything and who
reaped the only benefits which can be reaped from war-
fame, and promotion to the highest offices. Well, by these
changes which have been introduced in the policy of Eng-
land for a certain number of years back, one may see what
has been the result of the changes which took place in the
right of suffrage. In England the importance of a Franchise
Bill is so well understood that no one has any thought of
introducing a Franchise Bill as au ordinary Bill is intro-
duced, without the Bill having been discussed among the
public, without that Bill having been required, without
an almost unanimous opinion of the population being
formed on the necessity of that Bill. Never in England
has any one dreamed of presenting a Franchise Bill which
would be the result of a whim or fancy of a First Minister,
which would be the result of a preconcerted plan, calculated
to warp the expression of the opinion of the country. What
was seen in England when the Bill of 1832 was passed ?
Did that Bill take the House of Commons by surprise ? Was
it introduced on behalf of a party representing a small ma-
jority of the electors of the country, and was it to be forced
on the remainder of the population ? Not at all. Public
opinion had been formed in England for a long time. For
years and years people had been unanimous in saying that
the right of suffrage must be extended, and granted to a
greater number of citizens who had previously been
deprived of it. The opinion was not only unenimous in the
country, but an immense majority in the flouse of Commons
had already pronounced in favor of a Reform Bill. But it
bad been defeated in the House of Lords, Public opinion
had pronounced so strongly on that point that a civil war
was impending unless the Bill was passed by the House of
Lords. That flouse, seeing that public opinion was so
strong on the subject, thought it best to surrender. If that
House had not adopted the Bill, the Premier had almost
made up his mind to create new Lords in sufficient numbers
te secure a majority in favor of the Bill. Let us go back,
Mr. Speaker, to the time of the Reform Bill of 1868. Was
that Bil introduced in favor of one party ? Not at all.
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Both parties perfectly agreed as to the extension of fran-
chise. When Mr. Disraeli presented the Reform Bill which
afte-wards became law, a Reform Bill had been introduced
hy Loid John Russell. It is true they differed on certain
particulars, which were immaterial, but the whole country
was unanimous to say that the .franchise in England must
be extended and that a change must be made in the electoral
law. We all know what took place when Mr. Disraeli (I
mention this name with pleasure to our opponents, for they
are constantly mentioning it to-day) who was then backed
by a large majority, who, if he was not the leader of the
Government, was the managing soul and spirit of Lord
Derby's Administration, presented his leform Bill. What
did ho do ? Did ho come forward and force this Bill through
as a party Bill ? Not at all; ho came before the House of
Commons and he introduced resolutions. So well did ho
feel that be required the moral unanimity of the House and
country in favor of a Bill of that kind, that ho introduced
resolutions. He desired that the House of Commons should
themselves lay the foundation on which the new franchise
was tobe established. The ideanever entered his mind that
he should himself propose a new franchise and force it on
the country, through a majority and by means of the expedi-
ents at the disposal of the leader of a party, when such a
leader whlies to use his majority in an arbitrary manner.
Mr. Disraeli knew very well that such a course wculd
have been contrary to ail the ideas which have always
prevailed in England. He might have reaped a momen.
tary advantage from it, but ho knew that such
advantages are iijurious, not only to the country, but
very much also to the party who momentarily enjoys
them. Mr. Disraeli declined to introduce a party Bill, and
ho preferred to bring it before the House, with resolutions
whose object was that the whole House should agree in
laying down the basis of a Bill which was to be adopted
ultimately. This mode of proceeding was criticised; the
leader of the Liberal Opposition, Mr. Gladstone, opposed it,
and said, very rightly, I think, that the measure was of
such great importance that although its absolute necessity
was recognised by thewhole country and by all parties, that
measure should be presented under the responsibility of the
Government, and I will not be contradicted when i say that
both sides of the House agreed to say that a measure of that
kind ought not to be introduced as a party measure, but as
a measure which was imposed by public opinion. But it
was contended, and with reason, by the Liberal side of the
House-and I would uphold the same view, should circum-
stances require it-that the measure was too important to
be initiated by a simple member of the House. When Mr.
Disraeli presented this Bill-and by referring to the Debates
of the Imperial Parliament, it will be seen that Mr. Disraeli
never said a word which could, in any way, be construed as
an evidence that he introduced that Bill as a party measure
-his opponents did not deal with the question from a party
standpoint. Both parties agreed to see in it a question
which was above party interests. They saw that the
general interests of the country were at stakè; and Mr.
Disraeli concluded his speech by saying: "Whether the
present Administration is overthrown or maintained, that is
immaterial, since we are introducing a Bill which is
asked by the whole country; lot the Bill be adopted and
let the Government be overthrown it is perfectly imma-
terial to me; I shall suffer from it at the prosent moment,
but my reputation will be botter hereafter. Mr. Speaker,
to come back to a much more recent period, this year, or
rather last year, the Imperial Parliament passed, after a
prolonged debate, another Bill, the Reform Bill, by virtue
of which the number of the electors in England is increased
by two millions. Again, on that occasion, was that Bill
introduced by the Liberal party of England on behalf of a
political party ? Mr. Gladstone had at his disposal a major-
ity as large and as solid as that of the present Government. i

Did he introduce this Bill as a party Bill? Not one single
question of that kind has been discussed. The Bill had been
discussed for the last two or three years. Both the parties
had agreed on the groat principles of the Bill, although they
differed, as people will always differ, on minor details. But
on the principles of the Bill they mz.:eed, because for a long
time the question had been ngitated in the press andin pub-
lie opinion. It was a measuro whieh forced itself on the
party in power, whether such party was Conservative or

iberal. There was a thing that neither of them could fail
to do, and that was to introduce a Reform Bill. What took
place is still fresh in our memory-these facts only took
place yesterday, so to speak. It is well known that this
Bill was so strongly urged by publie opinion that the Hlouse
of Lords, having tried to postpone its adoption by stating
that they would pass it as soon as a Bill for the redistribu-
tion of seats or the readjustment of electoral districts would
be introduced, they did not dare to expressly oppose it. It
will not be pretended however that the House of Lords is
Lîbural. There is still a largo Conservative majority in
that House. Why did they not oppose it in adirect manner?
It was because they felt that public opinion was in favor of
it, and that their very existence was threatened if they did not
paso it. Would they have been so threatened in their exist-
ence as a body if they had opposed a Bill which would have
simply been presented as a party measure ? Not at all.
They were frightened and they finally gave way. And why ?
Because they felt that behind this B 11there was not only a
party whose interest of the day might be favored, but every
citizen of the country who had a right to take part in the
administration of public affaira. Such is, Mr. Speker, the
way in which Bills of the nature of the Bill now before us
are always understood. They have never been introduced
and adopted until publie opinion had declared them to be
necessary, until publie opinion had pronounced in such a
way as to justify people in saying that they metwith
the unanimous assent of the country. Could we, Mr. Speaker,
say that it is the case with the present Bill? Where are to be
found these manifestations of public opinion ? Has this
question been agitated ? There arc only two mediums for the
manifestation of public opinion-the elections and the
press. Well, has the present Bill, in election time, ever
been the object of a discussion between the candidates? I
have taken an active part .in a very large number of
elections, to a certain extent on my own aDcount, sud a great
deal aiso for other candidates, and that for several years
past, and I have never beard a discussion on this Bill,
neither in the Province of Quebec nor elsewhere. I may
be mistaken as to the other Provinces, but in my Province,
I can state, without fear of being contradicted, that no gene.
ral election was ever made on this Bill. And even more,
that no bye election was ever made on such a Bill as this.
We had the general elections of 1878 and those of 1882, and
from that time several bye elections took place in the Pro-
vince of Quebec. Well, I appeal to the hon. members
opposite, and ask them if ever a Bill of this kind was dis-
cussed. But it may be said that people did not think of it.
Sir, it is a long while ago since this thing was spoken of.
It was spoken of, by the way; but was it ever spoken of at
election time ? Never. Now, has the press ever had
lengthy discussion on the subject of this Bill ? Was there ever
to be found in the press a general expression of publie opinion,
one of these unanimous expressions of public sentiment of
which I spoke a while ago? Never. If anything is to be
found it is an expression of dissent from this Bill. When-
ever there was anything said about this Bill, or another
Bill based on the same principle, not only the Opposition
papers, but even the Minimterial papers, whenever they aid
anything about it (but they never spoke ½ngthily on this
subject), these papers, 1 say, did not consider it as a- mea-
sure which it was seriously intended to carry through; they
have treated it as a measure which indicated a certain freak
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of the First Minister, but never as a serions measure. If I
remember well, last year, when this Bill was introduced, a
Ministerial paper said:

"It is very evident that it is not the intention to push this Bill
through, and so much the better."
One might quote a half dozen of Ministerial papers which
spoke in the same way, and I do not think that a single
Ministerial paper is to be found which is in favor of the Bill
or in favor of the ideas which are sought to be carried out
by means of this Bill. Now, Mr. Speaker, it cannot be said
that this Bill is without importance. It touches upon three
points of the bighest importance as regards electoral
franchise. Now, for instance, what might be called the local
franchise system, which has been in operation for eighteen
years, is laid aside. If it was absolutely necessary to bave
a uniform franchise for the whole country it might have
been established when Confederation was established.
What does the Act of British North America say ? It will
be remembered that that Act was not passed at a time
when it could be pretended that people forgot to deal with
that question. The Act of British North America was
discussed for years and years. It was dealt with from 1864
to 1867. If it had been absolutely necessary to have a
uniform electoral franchise for all the Provinces of the
Dominion, there was plenty of time to think of it, and such
a system of franchise might have been inserted in the Act,
but no such thing was done. On the contrary, the proof
that this matter was dealt with lies in the fact that the Act
contains a clause which provides that, until the Dominion
Parliament shall have otherwise decided, the law concern-
ing the qualification of voters and the mode of making the
electorial lists will be determined by the Provinces. That
is what we find in the Act of 1867. Now, it will not be
pretended that since 1867 it has been impossible to the
present Government to pass a law of this kind because
they have not been long enough in power. During the
eighteen years which have elapsed since Confederation thej
present Government have been twelve years in power.
Well, during these twelve years, have not the Government
perceived the importance of changing the system which wei
have always followed ? Neither will it be pretended that ifi
the party now in power have not passed a law introducingi
a new electorial franchise it was because they did not have
a suffioient majority. Without going back any further, Mr.
Speaker, if one remembers what took place witbin the last
few years, when a Government have been able to cause a
majority to swallow down the Pacific contract and last
year's loan, .I think it will be admitted that a franchise
Bill, no matter how hard to swallow, would have been
swallowed jnst the same. Why has not such a Bill been
passed ? If it had been a Bill whose necessity would have
forced itself upon the whole country would not the Gov-
ernment have caused it to be passed ? It is evident that they
would have doue it a long time ago. An hon. member oppo.
site, the hon. member for King's, N.B. (Mr. Foster), said
the other day, that the present Bill ought to be passed,
because it was time we had a general citizenship, a generalc
franchise for the whole Dominion. Well, Mr. Speaker, who
ever dreamed of that? Where is the proof of the necessity
of such a thing ? Is it to be found in the experience of
other countries having a constitution somewhat similar to
ours ? Look at the United States, for instance. It is not
necessary for me to insist on that point, because it bas
already been deait with by other speakers. We know that
the United States are organised into a Confederation, and
it will be admitted that that Confederation is pretty power-
ful; if there had been lacking essential elements in that
organisation it would have been found out, for the people
of that country are intelligent enough to know their own
wants. Weil, have the United States felt the necessity of
that general franchise. Not at al. It has not been thought i
of until this day, for the law of suffrage in the United
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States is the local franchise. For the election of members
of the Rouse of Representatives, and even for the election
of the President, the system in force is that of the local fran-
chise. Still, Congress had undoubtedly the power to pass
a franchise law for the election of repreeentatives, but that
never entered the idea of anybody. It was found that the
local franchise worked perfectly well, and that no
change was needed. But it may be said that we should
not mind what takes place in the United States ;
let us see what takes place elsewhere. Take England,
for instance. What do we see to-day ? We see
that there is one distinct franchise for England, another for
Ireland, another for Scotland, and nobody has ever thought,
even this year, when the •Reform Bill, which las been
adopted, was boing discussed, nobody bas ever thought of
changing the system and of adopting this grand idea of the
member for King's, who has pretended that it was absolutely
necessary, in order to elevate the moral level of this country,
to adopt a general franchise. In the United States people
are satisfied with a local franchise, and so with England,
Scotland and Ireland; why should we not be satisfied with
it ? Have the inconveniences of the present state of things
been shown ? It is true that very little was shown, because
the Bill has not been discussed at all by hoa. members
opposite. They daro not discuss it, because they understand
that they cannot discuss it. It is not defensible. There
may have been reasons to introduce this Bill, but they seem
to be incapable of giving the reasons why this Bill should
be passed. If this Bill was worthy of being introduced in
the House they ought to be able to give some reasons why
they should support it. The First Minister, who is the
promoter of this Bill, has given a few explanations, and I
have here the report of his speech. Do you wish to know
the space occupied by this speech, which is explaining a
measure of such importance? Let us compare the length
of the speech of the First Minister of Canada to that of the
speech of the First Minister in England on the Reform Bill,
and we will see whether or not he had good reasons to give
in support of that Bill. The speech from the First Minister
covers just two columns of the Debates. Now, if Iread this
speech, what reasons do I find in it? The hon. Premier
says:

" The present condition of affaire, with reference to theElectoral Fran
chise, is altogether anomalous."

It is a peculiar anomaly, which lias been going on for
the last eighteen years, and he does not venture to say that
any evil bas resulted from it.

"And I do not think that that anomaly, in a country like this owning
British institutions and drawing its inspirations from those.institutiona,
should any longer be continued."

I have just recalled a fact which is very well known, and
which shows that it is not an anomaly. This state of things
has always existed in England, and nobody speaks of doing
away with it. I suppose that in England the representative
institutions are understood as well as they are here, and as
I said awhile ago, there is a franchise for England, one for
Scotland and one for Ireland. There has even been more
variety than that, for there has been a distinct franchise for
each town, each borough and each county; in a moment we
will see how that was done away with. What are the
reasons given by the First Minister to do away with these
anomalies? Once again, there is no anomaly; but if there
was one, le does not point out any evil which has resulted
from it :

since that time we have been going on using the votera' liSt, the
system of representation which existed in the Province ; but it is quite
an anomaly, it is quite contrary to firat principles."
Which are these first principles to which this system
would be contrary? That is what he has failed to point
out, and that is what he is unable to point out; these so-
called first principles, which would be opposed to the system
which we have now and which is followed in England, he

1866



COMMONS DEBATES.
is unable to explain to us. Now, it is a reason
ency; the First Minister bas become opportunist.

Sooner or later that principie must be affirmed."
The principle of uniform franchise-

of expedi-

" And I think, and the Government think no time more opportune to
affirm that principle by practical legislation than the present moment.
We have had an Act passed in the Legislature of Ontario; there is an Act
now before the Legislature of Nova Scotia ; there may be Acte passed in
every Province in the Confederation, and these Acis may sweep away
halfthe constituencies which centre here,or may enlarge the constituency
much furcher than for Dotminion purposes, on Dominion principles and
with Dominion responsibilities, it ought to be extended."

Mr. Speaker, it is a question of expediency very badly
brought. To read these remarks, one would think that
there was never sncb an occasion as this to introduce a
Reform Bill. But they forget that since the system which
is considered as an anomaly and which the First Minister
declares to be contrary to the first principles, is in operation,
there bas been readjustments of the electoral laws in the
old Provinces, without saying a word of the Provinces
which are unknown to me. I can speak of what took place
in the Province of Quebec in 1875. We have remodelled
our election laws. A new franchise was adopted. How is
it that the First Minister did not see fit to propose a reform
of the electoral law ? It is true ho was not then in power,
but ho took power since, in 1878. How is it that he did
not say : Since the Quebec Legislature has completoly
changed the system of electoral law which has been in
force in that Province, we must also change ours ? The ques.
tion was never raised. It is only this year that ho deems it
expedient to put an end to tbis state of things, which ho
considers as contrary to the first principles. Now, a little
fui ther on--I eeek iii vain the reason which might satisfy
the least difficult to pleuse as regards the introduction of
this measure-he says :

rIt is of great importance that the same classes should be represented
here ; otherwise, as the House can well understand, we are sowing the
seeds of discontent."
There is a reason, Mr. Speaker; the same interests must be
represented here from all classes of the Dominion, otherwise
we are exposed to sow seeds of discontent. We have had
this seed of discontent since 1867, and it bas produced
nothing up to the present time. The First Minister should
have drawn attention to it, if there have been fruits of dis.
content since 1867. If this seed exists by law, it exists since
1867. Well, bas the First Minister or any of his friends
pointed out to us any of these fruits since 1867 ? Can it be
pretended that it was this seed of discontent which caused
the North-West disturbances ? Nobody bas ever thought of
saying that the troubles of the North-West are due to. the
mode of suffrage which has been in operation since 1867.
Now, the only principle on which the First Minister bas
thought fit to draw the attention of the House, is that of
women suffrage, about which ho says:

" There is one question, however, in this Bill in which, personally, I
msy be considered to be interested, and that is woman's franchise. I
have always been and I am now strongly in favor of that franchise. I be-
hieve that is coming as certainly as came the gradual enfranchisement of
woman from being the slave of man until she attained her present position,
almost the equal of man. I believe that time is coming, though perhaps
we are not, any more than the United States or England, quite educated
up to it. I believe the tiine wilI come, and I shall be very proud and
ulad to see it, when the final step towards giving woman fuli enfran-
chisement is carried in Canada."
Then be quotes the opinion of Mr. Gladstone, of Sir Stafford
Northcote, and of the Marquis of Salisbury, who, he says,
have pronounced in favor of women suffrage. Well, the First
Minister himself, in proposing women suffrage, is forced to
admit that public opinion is not in his favor. Sir, a stronger
condemnation could not be made against the Bill. Hie s
forced to admit that the public is not preparod for the full
enfranchisement of women; that the public is not prepared
to free them from all the restrictions under which they have
been kept until now. ie says that he himself is prepared, but
the public is not. And still ho oomos to useand proposes that
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we should adopt a part of what he declares has not been
accepted by public opinion. [s not such a proposition con-
trary to all principles of legislation, especially in electoral
matters, to come and offer to us a legislation which not only is
not asked by the.pubLic, but which the public does not want
at al] ? That is his own declaration. Now, Mr. Speaker, the
proposed system of establishing a uniform right of suffrage
is contrary to the constitutional history of England. Wilt
it be found that at ail times in England thore has been uni-
formity of suffrage? Not at all. it is perfectly known that
fron the beginning, and for a long time, there was no uni-
form law as to the right of suffrage; each locality could
determine for itself who would be the members it would send
to the House of Commons, and had the right to decide how
they should be elected. Still, it was with that louse of Com-
mons composed in that manner, that the people of England
obtained all the liberties we now enjoy. The principle con-
tained in this Bill is not only at variance with the history
of the British constitution under which we live, but it is a
principle which is simply worthy of the French revolution-
ists of 1793. You know, Mr. Speaker, and ail those who
have studied the history of that time of disorder know, what
these revolutionists were aiming at ; it was what they called
the one and indivisible Republic. They wanted to put an
end to ail local customs or common laws. They were doc-
trinaires and serious doctrinaires, who wishod to push their
doctrines to their last consequences, who wished to do away
with ail the old Provinces, with ail local autonomies, and
they did away with tbm. They have ub-divided, eut and
recut France into a great many departments. Such has been
the first step of a measuro which is submitted to us by a
Governmont who stylo themselves Conservatives. What
bas been cthe second step ? After having eut and recut
France, from a territorial point of view, those same revolu.
tionists, these Radicals, have done away with ail local
customs; they found that they contained something which
was contrary to the first principles, as the First Minister
says, for it is remarkable that the First Minister uses the
same expressions as the Radicals of 1793. They also thought
that it was contrary to the first principles of a one and
indivisible Republic that there should not be a uniform law
for the whole country. There were a great number of local
customs and a still greater number of subordinate customs.
Well, ail those wore done away with, in order to have a
uniform law. That is to say, these revolutionists thought
that a constitution should not be framed for their country,
but, that a constitution should be framed to suit the
rhetoricians and doctrinaires. Well, Mr. Speaker, this
appears to be the object that the present Bill has in view.
The object is is to put the whole Dominion in the same
mould ; the object is to throw the Province of Quebec, a Pro.
vince, the majority of whose people is of French de-
scent, a Province where there are still to day a great
number of French customs and whose ideas are not the
sane as those of other Provinces, in the same mould with
British Columbia, who may be right from, ber own stand-
point, but whose ideas and customs are not the same. It is
evident that if the object is to put them under the same
system, laws will be forced on British Columbia which will
not suit that Province, which might ruin it, or else
a system will be adopted which wil suit British
Columbia and which will bu the ruin of the Province of
Quebec. Such is the system which is sought to be established
by that law. Now, Mr. Speaker, it has been stated that the
Act of British North America has secured this power for
the Parliament of Canada. Nobody, that I know of, on this
side of the House, has ever denied the absolute power of
Parliament to pass such a law as that which is submitted to
us, but there are many other things which we have a right
to do and which we ought not to do. This is no argument.
The question is simply whether the law is good or bad,
whether it is wise or unwise; but it is an utter impossibility, .
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as I said, to establish a uniform franchise which would suit
everybody, and a moment of reflection will convince anyone
of that fact. The franchise of every country depends more
or less on the social state or the distribution of wealth, on
the condition in which the individuals are placed ; all of
which differ in every Province. In the Province of Quebec
the social condition is not the same as that of Manitoba or
Prince Edward Island. There are great differences
between all the Provinces, but there are still greater as
regards the distribution of wealth, which plays such an
important part in the electoral franchise. Private wealth
is not distributed in the same manner in the different
Provinces. Sir, it would be useless to undertake a long
dissertation on the Bill now before us. From what I have
just said it is impossible to establislh an exactly uniform
franchise. The Bill itself furnishes the proof of it. In that
Bill is found a special franchise for fishermen. Well, there
are no fisheries in Manitoba, and it is evident that this
franchise is specially destined to those who form a numerous
class of the population of the Maritime Provinces and part
of the Province of Quebec. That uniform franchise
for the whole Dominion would give rise to another
inconvenience. It will be admitted that all the
electors whose names should be put on the voters'
list should know on what conditions they would have a right
to vote. All the voters are not lawyers nor men who have
time to study the conditions under which they have a right
to vote. Well, the greater the number of different electoral
laws each elector is obliged to study, the more certain we
are that a great many electors will neglect to have their
names put on the voters' list. In the Province of Quebec
we have a franchise for municipal elections, which is
distinct from that of the local and federal elections. We
have the same franchise for both local and federal elections.
As it is, we have great difficulty to make the electors under-
stand these two franchises; it is very easy for a lawyer to
understand them, but for a farmer, for a trader, for a busi-
ness man, who does not make a habit of studying law, it is
always pretty difficult to understand what is the qualifica-
tion for the Dominion Parliament or for the Local Parlia-
ment or for municipal elections. If we come with a third
franchise, distinct from the two others, it will be a third
difficulty to be added to those which are already existing,
and which already offer sufficient confusion. Now, Mr.
Speaker, the present Bill introduces quite a new principle
in our law; I do not say whether rightly or wrongly. We
will see that in a moment. But it introduces in our consti-
tution principles which are quite new, principles which are
foreign te those on which the rigbt of suffrage, such as
originally established, and such as it now exists in England.
The basis of the right of suffrage is the right of citizenship.
An individual votes not as an individual, but as a citizen of
a locality or as holder of property. Such bas been the
system followed in England, Scotland and Ireland, up to this
day. I shall mention, in a moment, the changes which have
been made. Well, in our country, under what title has a
man been allowed to vote up to this day? He was allowed
to vote simply as proprietor, lessee or occupant of real
estate, at least in the Province of Quebec. That is to say,
it is by reason of his relation with real estate th4t an
individual bas heretofore been admitted to the right of
suffrage in our country. We have never admitted what in
England has been called fancy franchise. I shall read to
the House the opinion of a man who is certainly a high
authority on all matters connected with the constitution;
no less a person than the celebrated Edmund Burke.
Here is what he said in the flouse of Commons:

" The virtue, spirit, and essence of a House of Commons consiste in its
being the express image of the feelings of thenation." It is in this sense,
as the same great authority observes, in its quick and unfailing sympathy
with the national sentiment, and not from its popular origin, that the
House is truly representative. Whether the prevailing sentiments of
the peo le be right or wrong, they ought to be made known to ‡he
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Crown ; and the utterance of the House of Commons in that expression
of popular feeling which, and which only the Crown is bound to receive.
" His Majesty," says Burke, "may receive the opinions and wishes of
individuals under their signatures and of bodies corporate under seals as
expressing their own particular sense, and he may grant such redress as
the legal powers et the Crown enable the Orown to afford. This and the
other House of Parliament may also receive the wishes of such corpora-
tions and individuals by petition. The collective sense of hie peoples,
His Majesty is to receive from His Commons in Parliament assembled.''

So that it is not the individuals who are represented in the
House of Commons, but it is the communities, the counties,
the towns, the boroughs. Now, here is the interpretation
given by a modern writer who bas dealt with the British
constitution. flearn, Government of England :

" Whatever color the pecuniary qualification as introduced by
statute derived from the uniform practice of so many years, no such
argument can be urged in favor of the educational tests or thelpturality
of votes or other similar systems which late political discussions have
brought into notice. All such projects-"
Including that which is now before us-
" are mere innovations. They have no root in antiquity. They are on
the contrary, inconsistent with fundamental and well recognised prin-
ciples ofcour law. Our constitution knows nothing of such fancy fran-
chises. "

Such is the opinion of these authors on the principles which
are the basis of the right of suffrage, and which have
been the basis of the right of suffrage in England. It may
not be without interest to this flouse to know in what
manner that question bas been viewed in the Province of
Quebec. I had the honor to be a member of the Quebec
L3gislature in 1875, when they passed an electoral law.
Well, I had the audacity, as it was called, to move, in amend-
ment to the Government Bill, the introduction of some of
the franchises which are proposed to-day. Not the women
suffrage, but something very less radical. Here is what I
proposed:

"Mr. Langelier, seconded by Mr. Pelletier (Bellechasse), moved that
the Bill be now re-committed to a Committee of the Whole House, to
amend it again, by substituting in clause 8 of said Bill, the following sub-
section to the third sub-section thereof:

" To be now and to have been withont interruption during six months
occupier as owner or lessee of a dwelling house or property--"

I waa asking for the right of suffrage for all householders,
either as owner or occupier-

" To be now and to have been without interruption, during six months,
owner, lessee or occupier of.real estate of a total value of $300 in the
cities which have a right to send one or mora members to the Legislative
Assembly, and of $200 in the other minicipalities, the whle according to
the valuation roll for municipal purposes, or

" To have been a resident in a municipality during six months, and to
be a graduate from a university of the United Kingdom, or of the
rrovince of Quebec, or to hold a diploma in the said Province as a
lawyer, doctor, surveyor or school teacher."

It will thus be seen that the two new franchises wbich I
bad the honor to propose on that occasion were these: The
right of suffrage for householders, which had been intro-
duced in England and which had already been in operation
for several years in that country. Apart from that, I pro-
posed one of these franchises which in England were catled
fancy franchises, that is to say, the franchise of intelligence,
in favor of the graduates of universities, or of holders of
diplomas for the practice of liberal professions, or diplomas
as school teachers. It will be admitted, I trust, that there
was nothing in that which was very revolutionary. Do
you now wish to know how that was accepted by the Quebec
Legislature? I shall not read all the speeches, but only
what I find in the report of La Minerve, of the 29th of
January, 1875. Hore is the speech delivored by Mir. Belle-
rose, who is now a Dominion Senator, and every body knows
that ho is conservative enough. Here is what ho said when
ho opposed my amendment:

" The amendments proposed by the member for Montmagny exist in
England, but England is not in the same position as we are; there the
real estate is in the hands of a few, while the great mass of the people
hardly enjoy the light of the sun, but ail heads of families have a right
to vote ander the law as it stands to-day. As to the lawyers and other
professional people, they have already a right to vote; why should we
give it to them twice ?
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Now notice what follows:
" Beaides, the adoption of these amendments would be a step in the way

of these abuaes which are now overturning Europe. With the emigra-
tion which is coming to us every year, there would be great danger in
giving a right to vote to those who have resided for six monthe in the
Province of Quebec."

These are the words of Mr. Bellerose. Here are now the
words used by Solicitor-General Angers, who was upholding
the Government measure before the House, and who was
then one of the leaders of the Conservative party. It will
be seen what were the principles of the Conservative party,
according to him, with respect to a Franchise Bill:

" The amendment moved by the hon. gentleman would lead us te
nothing short of universal suffrage, which gives a right to vote te every
man who lives under a roof, without enquiring whether such a person
pays taxes or not to the Province Now, Mr. Disraeli's law puts a cer-
tain restriction ; it only gives a right to vote te those who, having a roof
under which te live, couLd, besides, pay a certain amount of taxes te the
country. It has been proposed te give a right to vote te persans having
a deposit of $300 in a bank ; it bas been said that a man having thous-
ands of dollars deposited in a bank should not have a right te vote."

It was not me who moved that amendment, but it was
moved by others.

'' I will say, with a grpat economist, that the man who owns no prop-
erty is not a good citizen. That whoever bas capital, if he wants te be
useful te bis country, munst invest it in industry. It bas been proposed
to give the right te vote te graduates of the univeraities. I find, in the
Revue Catholique des institutions et de droit, an article stating that the
right of voting should be given ta the father of a family in preference te
the bachelor. The intelligent, learned man must not stop when he leaves
college, a stimulant must be kept in reserve for him, to induce him te
achieve a competency. This is what ind ices me te make all my efforts
to maintain the present system."

Such were the rerarks made in the House; of course,
people who spoke thus put themselves under more restraint
within the flouse than outside of the Hlouse. My amend-
ment was qualified as revolutionary-neither more nor less.
Here is what was said by Le Canadien on the lst of February,
the day after that on which this Bill was discussed. These
commentaries apply to a great part of the Act now before us:

" The hon. member for Montmagny, as Mr. Angers said,wants te give
the right of voting to everybody except te those who sleep in the street.
This appreciation is correct. In fact, Mr. Langelier asked for univeral
suffrage in cunning and disguised terms."

Will it be pretended that the universal suffrage is not asked,
I will not say in cunning terms, but in disguised terms, and
the Government is asking something more than I askei,
and more than I would have dared to ask,

" Mr. Langelier will be called to account b7 bis electors, but we hope
that they will not allow him to come again in the fouse as the advocate of
uaiversal suffrage, for either one is a Catholic or one is not. If a man
is a Catholic, even if he is a professor in one of the universities, he is
bound to subrmit te the instructions of the Church. Now, Mr. Langelier
knows very well that universal suffrage bas been reneatedly denounced
by Pins IX as one of the most abominable doctrines."

Such were, Mr. Speaker, the statements made by the Con-
servative speakers and the Conservative press in 1875,
with regard to the somewhat inoffensive amendments which
I had the honor to move, when I merely asked for the right
of suffrage in favor of householders, of holders of diplomas
from universities, of school teachers, of lawyers, of doctors
and of members of the other liberal professions. It was
stated that I wanted to submit the country to universal
suffrage; the same thing was said of another amendment,
which proposed to give the right of suffrage to those who
had a certain amount deposited in a savings bank. These
were revolutionary amendments, which were to lead to
universal suffrage. Well, Mr. Speaker, I ask you, what
would that Conservative paper have said if those who, like
me, moved these amendments, had proposed women suffr-
age? Nothing less than the end of the world would have
been predicted. This way of acting of the party which is
now in power recalls to my mind the scene of the Médecin
malgré lui. It will be remembered that the doctor in ques-
tion being interviewed on the case of a patient who had
been brought before him, was putting the heart in the
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right side and the liver in the left side. He was told that ho
was mistaken; that these organs were not generally placed
in that way. His answer was: "We, dootors of a
new kind, have changed all that." Well, the hon.
gentlemen opposite seem to have changed al] that. In
1875 universal suffrage was an abomination. To-day it is
absolutely necessary. The first principle-according to the
First Minister, and all his followers are ready t-> assert
it, the Conservative principle-for with these gentlemen
Conservative principles are the first principles-is not
only the right of suffrage for the graduates of universities,
for those whe have received a certain education or who are
holding a position as professional men, it is not only the
right of voting for those who have a certain amount in the
savings banks, but the right of suffrage for all those who
have a certain income, whether they have property qualifi-
cation or not Solicitor-General Angers told us that these
men who had capital in savings banks should invest it in
industry, and let the country have the benefit of such
investment; that it would be contrary to the intorest of
their country and of thoir Province to qualify them simply
on their capital. It was a revolutionary idea to propose
the contrary; to-day this idea is absolutely Conservative.
Sir, I ask, what bas brought this change ? Is it the prin-
ciples which have changed colors, or is it the Con-
servative party whose ideas are being changed ? Is it
sufficient to be caî,ed Cionservative in order to admit any-
thing ? Is it sufficient that things which have been called
revolutionary, radical, un-Catholic, and all that is contrary
to that which deserves respect, should be brought under the
cover of a Government who style themselves Conservatives
in order to become Conservative. In short, do these gentle-
men pretend that the flag covers the merchandise and that
the moment the merchandise goes under the blue flag,
whatever may be that merchandise, no matter how radical
it may be, there is nothing more to be said; it is a mer-
chandise which every good Conservative not only must
take, but must also declare to be good. N[r. Speaker,
it has been stated that the present Bill would extend
the franchise in the Province of Quebec. This is
true, to a certain extent, but it will also limit it
to a great extent. What is proposed by this Bill ? It pro.
poses, in the first p!ace, a franchise based on real propertv,
but diseriminates between the towns and cities, and what is
called counties. What is the real estate franchise pro-
posed for cities and towns ? It is a franchise based on real
property of the venal value of $300 or of $20 of rental
value. In other localities it consists of real property of a
venal value of $150, or of a rental value of $20. Sucb is
the proposed property qualification. In the Province of
Quebec to-day we have no such distinction. We have no
discrimitation between the towns and cities on the one part
and the counties on the other part. It is a discrimination
between the counties and towns which have a right to send
representatives to Parliament. There are only two of
these cities in the Province of Quebec-Montreal and Quebec.
There are other towns, such as Sherbrooke and Three
Rivers, each of which form part of an electoral division, but
these electoral divisions contain other teritory besides the
towns in question. So that, in the Province of Quebec, we
have only two cities to which this real estate of the venal
value of $300 and $30 rental value apply. For the remain-
der of the Province the franchise consists in the possession
of a property of a venal value of $200 or a rental value of
$20. So that there will be no extension whatever as to the
rental value, which is the basis of the right of suffrage in
the whole Province of Quebec, outside of the cities of Quebec
and Montreal. And will not the franchise be restricted in
several towns of the Province to which the higher franchise
provided for by the present Bill will apply ? It will be
the case with the towns of Lévis, Montmagny, Rimouski,
Three Rivers, Sherbrooke, Berthier, Louiseville, Sorel,
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Farnham, Beauharnois, Valleyfield, Joliette, Ste. Thérèse
Longueuil, Ste. Hyacinthe, St. John. Perhaps there ar(
others still.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny). (Translation.) Does th
hon. gentleman pretend that if this Bill becornes law th(
number of voters in the town of Montmagny will be lsi
than it was beforo ?

Mr. LANGELIER. (Translation.) There must be less
because at the present time every individual in that town
who is the owner of a property valued at $200 bas a right
to vote, and according to this Bill he must have $300 worth
of real property.

Mr. LAN DRY (Montmagny). (Translation.) Whatwill
the hon. member do with the farmers' sons and mechanies
sons ?

Mr. LANGELIER. T(Translation.) There are none in
towns.

Mr. LANDRY. (Translation.) Thon the hon. member
is not at all acquainted with the population of the town of
Montmagny.

Mr. LANGELIER. (Translation.) What I say is not
for that town in particular, but for every one of the towns
I have just named. An individual who owns a property of
the venal value of $.00, or of a rental value of $20 a year, has
a*right to vote. If the Bill becormes law he must have a value
of $300 in order to vote. But that is not all, and I specially
call the attention of the members from the Province of Que-
bec on this, because this is very important to us. We must ask
ourselves what will be the effect of the law if the Bill is
adopted ? At the present time, in our Province, the pro-
prietor or occupier are qualified, either if the property
has a real value of $200 or if it has an annual value
of $20; that is to say, a proprietor in one of the towns to
which I have just referred, who owns a property of a real
value of $200, bas a right to vote. If bis property is only
worth $150, but if its annual value is $20, ho still bas a
right to vote. The same thing applies to the occupier.
There is a difference only as regards the lessees, for whom
both values must be combined-the real value of $20), and
the rental of $20. But, for the owner or occupier, this is
not necessary. Read the new Bill, and you will see that it
provides that the proprietor can only be qualified on the
venal value of his property. Thus, an individual who
would own a property valued at $150, but rented at $20,
can vote, according to the present law. He cannot vote
under the Bill whioh is now proposed. Only the owner of
a property rented at $20 or $25 will have a right to vote.
Thus, we find that a very important class of electors will be
deprived of the right of voting. This Bill will deprive
from the right of voting as many persons, and even more
than it will qualify. It will result in extending somewhat
the right of suffrage in Qaebec and Montreal; but these
two localities are the only ones in which it will have sulh a
result.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny). (Translation.) Thon,
this Bill does not tend to establish universal suffrage.

Mr. LANCELIER. (Translation.) Now, this Bill
admits some of the franchises to which I have referred in the
Province of Quebec, and which will astonish a good many-
franchises which are called fancy franchises in England.
Thus, one of the new franchises is that of the farmers' sons.
Well, this right of franchise will not benefit the Province of
Quebec, and those who know that Province will admit that.
I do not know what is the custom in the other Provinces.
Still, I think that, in the Province of Ontario, when the
farmers' sons reach a certain age, they continue to live with
their father, even after they are married. That is the way
in the English part of my county; but, as a rule, in the
Province of Quebec, the farmer's son, as soon as hoeis mar-
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, ried, takes a farm, which is separate from his father's farm.
e He would be qualified under the present law, but he will

net be under the new law. I repeat it, only a very few
will be qualified under this Bill. But not only does it intro-

e duce a new franchise; the promoters of the Bill started with
an idea which they have not carried out to the end; they
have shown themselves very inconsistent. If the right of
suffrage is admitted in favor of an individual who is neither
an owner of property nor a lessee, nor an occupier, simply
because he is the son of a farmer-that is to say, the son of

t a proprietor-why should not the same favor be extended
to all those who are under the same circumstances? Why
should it not be extended te the son of a shoe-
maker or a blacksmith? Why is this Bill only
in favor of the farmers' sons? And above all, why
is not that favor extended te the daughter living
with her parents ? The right of suffrage in favor of unmar-
ried women is admitted, but it is under a peculiar condition
-these women must live in an independent manner. It
sees to me that a daughter living with her parents would
deserve the right of franchise much more than a daughter
who lives away from her parents. Now, Mr. Speaker, another
thing strikes me: Why is that particular franchise granted
only in the counties ? Why is it not granted to all sons
of proprietors, whether the father is a farmer, a shoemaker,
or a trader ? Why not grant it to those who are living in
the cities as well1 as to those who live in the counties? If it
is thought that the son is sufficiently interested in real pro-
perty because ho lives with his father, this must be equally
true in cities. The same rule should have been admitted
for the farmers' sons and for the occupiers' sons. If the
son of a proprietor is ad mitted to a vote by reason of the
right which is possessed by his father, why not grant the
same favor to the farmer's son. Sir, this Bill is fuil of con-
tradictions; it is evident that the promoters of it did not
start from any fixed principle. These new franchises
admitted into this Bill soem to have been thrown into it at
random, or rather according to the whim of whoever framed
it. I see no principle, no general idea, with which this new
franchise might be connected. The hon. member for
Montmagny said, a moment ago, that this was not universal
suffrage; but where will this lead ? When I proposed, in
1875, that the right of suffrage should be granted to house-
holders, it was said that it was universal suffrage. But
when the right of suffrage to which I have referred is
admitted, is it not in favor of every man of age ? If the
son of the farmer who owns property is admitted, why not
admit the son of the tenant farmer; and if we admit these,
why net admit the sons of those who have right
to vote, and thon this leads us simply to universal
suffrage. I do not see what argument could be
opposed to whoever would propose universal suffrage
after this Bill has been adopted, because the answer
will be this: You have admitted the principle of personal
representation; well, every man who is of fage must be a
voter, and we must give him the right of suffrage.

Mr. LANDRY. (Translation.) The hon. member evi-
dently forgets that he has just said that the present Bill will
diminish the number of votes.

Mr. LANGELIER. (Translation.) It will diminish it
in certain localities, but the hon. member for Montmagny
(Mr. Landry) seems to think that in order to introduce a
Li beral Bill one must extend the franchise, while it must be
restricted f£r a Conservative Bill. It is a peculiar idea. It
is net the number of electors which determines the quality.
A Bill may be introduced which would give the right to vote
te a great number of electors, and which would be a very
Conservative Bill. Suppose that to-day a Bill would ho
introduced in France asking that the right of suffrage be
granted to communists only, it would be a Bill which would
restrict suffrage, but which would neverthelees be a very
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radical Bill. It is the principles which form the basis on
which the qualification of votersis determined,which makes
this Bill either good or bad. Now, this Bill also admits the
principle of franchise based on income. Formerly it was a
crime to propose the introduction of this new franchise, to
day it is an act worthy of credit. If the First Minister per-
sists with his Bill what will become of ail the Conservatives
who have denounced this proposition in the Quebec House
in 1875? The Bill also provides for woman suffrage. This
opens out a question much broader than that of the mere
right of suffrage. If the right of suffrage is granted to
women how are we to prevent them from being elected ?
When, later on, they will come and claim the right of being
admitted to all public offices, will we be in a position to
refuse them? The right of voting implies the right of being
elected and of occupying any official position. The
right of suffrage is the right of taking part in the adminis-
tration of publie affairs. How are we to admit women within
certain limits only? What greater inconvenience will there
be to see a woman elected than to see ber attending public
meetings, taking part in the elections and in all the agitation
to which they give rise. I will readily admit, Mr. Speaker
that this is not the first time that woman suffrage is
brought before the public. The question was raised in the
United States. Wendell Philipps delivered some of his
most eloquent speeches in favor of woman suffrage, but
to-day in the most enlightened countries, nobody ever had
the idea of proposing it as a practical idea, when once this
principle was laid down theoretically. Thus in the English
House of Commons, even this year, Mr. Gladstone gave it
to understand that his personal opinion would not be
adverse to woman suffrage; but he deciaed that he did not
wish to introduce it in bis Bill, because it was too important
a question to make it accessory to a Franchise Bill. He was
satisfied that to give the right of suffrage to women would
be to open to them all public offices, and probably he
was not prepared to go that far at one stroke. I am
anxious to see, Mr. Speaker, how our frionds, the Conserva-
tives of the Province of Quebec, will come and ask woman
suffrage for our Province. How they will come and prove that
this is a Conservative measure; that that measure is required
by the first principles, that these principles require that
suffrage should be granted to women. Now, Sir, this Bill
not only gives the right of suffrage to women, but it intro-
duces it in a manner which seems absurd to me. The right
of suffrage is restricted to unmarried women. If the right
of suffrage is to be limited to one class of women, it seems
to me that it ought to be in favor of married women, for the
right of suffrage has always been considered-this was said
by Mr. Angers-as a reward given to those to whom it is
granted. Well, are we to reward women who do not marry
or women who do marry ? Sir, ail the historians are loud
in their praise of Augustus on account of his passing the cele-
brated Julia law. When Augustus first became Emperor,
people were complaining that the empire was being
depopulated. People declined to marry in order to avoid
the burdens of marriage; the cost of living was high, people
liked to live in comfort and they did not wish to bind
themselves to the burdens of connubial life. What did
Augustus do? ie passed a law the wisdom of which is the
object of the unceasing praise of the learned men. This
law gave a pecuniary reward to those who married and had
children, and punished, indirectly, those who did not
marry. It was thus: Those who where not married and
who were heirs to a legacy jointly with those who were
married were deprived of their rights in favor of that latter
class. The idea of rewarding those who did not marryi
never entered Augustus' mind, on the contrary the deep
wisdom of that law was highly praised. Well, Mr. Speaker,
the present law does just the contrary. If Augustus' law
was wise, it is certainly not so with this one. It rewards
by the right of suffrage, not the women who marry but those

i who do not marry. Still there is something more serious
' connected with the carrying out of that law. Not only is
it contrary to all precedents, but it will be admitted that
there is something strange in it. Who are the unmarried

- women who will take aivantage of it ? There is a respect-
able class of unmarried women, it is those who abstain

3 from marriage by religious profession; but as to those
who abstain from it in order to shun the burdens
of it, I think they should not be rewarded. Who
are the unmarried women who will take advantage of
it ? It is a class of women who are occupying in society a
position such as to deter the respectable women from exer-
cising their right, because they will not consent to exercise
it at the same time as the women mentioned in the first
place. Thus in Quebec, Montreal and other great cities of
the Dominion, if the right of suffrage was given to all
respectable women who form the great majority, then they
might exercise it without having to blush for it.
But, in the large cities, will we see the respectable un-
married women exercising that right? No, they will be
ashamed to do it, because they would be obliged to exercise
it side by side with women of loose character. Well, Mr.
Speaker, this is what is implied by this right of suffrage
granted to unmarried women by this Bill. Now this Bill
consecrates another very important principle which has
reference to the preparation of voters' lists. As I said
a while ago, it is a principle which is altogether foreign,
not only to the history of our election laws, but also to the
practice which has been constantly ollowed in all the Pro-
vinces of Confederation. The principle which is sought to
be established is to have these lists prepared by officers
appointed by the Government. What has been the prac-
tice followed until to-day in the preparation of this list ? In
the Province of Quebec we have a mode of preparation
which gives the greatest possible guarantee of honesty and
fairness. There is such a great number of ph>ases that it is
nearly impossible for any persons who wish to give them-
selves a little trouble, to lose their right of suffrage. Thus,
in the first place we have the valuation roll of ail the real
estate which is made every three years, and revised every
year. This roll is prepared by proprietors residing in the
municipality who are supposed to know perfectly woll the
value of property. Three sworn valuators are charged with
the duty of valuating the property. Moreover, these gen-
tlemen prepare the valuation roll with a view to municipal
taxation on real property, and this takes away from them
any idea of uselessly overrating or underrating the value
of property, for if they overrated it the proprietors would be
exposed to pay higher taxes than would be necessary, and
in the opposite case they would expose the municipality to
lose a certain amount of income. But that is not all, when
the roll is prepared, it is filled and open for examination to
all interested parties before the municipal council.
All interested parties may attend and complain if the roll
has not been prepared correctly. They are allowed to Taise
any objection in order to determine whether the valuation
is too high or too low. The law goes still further. It was
feared that the municipal council might be unjust, or that
it might be deficient in knowledge as to the value of pro-
perty. There is a guarantee in the appeal to the county
council, it is even possible to sue for a writ of error before
the Circuit Court if there are any illegalities in the form. So
nuch as regards the valuation roll. Now this roll is used as a
basis for the voters' list. No one in the Province of Quebec can
have bis name on the voters' list if it is not already on the
valuation roll. Well, when all these precautions have been
taken for the preparation of the roll, there is a certainty that
everybody's property is entered at its real annual or rental
value. The secretary-treasurer is charged with the duty of
preparing the voters' list. He is appointed by the municipal
council ; that is to say ho represents the whole municipality;
he would be guilty of fraud or partiality should lie commit
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any irregularity. There is a man who not only is obliged
to do his duty because he is pledged to it by
his oath of office, but who is interested to do se on
account of his reputation. Well, in spite ot all these pre-
cautions, it was feared that that would not be sufficient to
ensure the integrity and impartiality of the list; it may be
revised before the côuncil and an appeal may be lodged
before a judge of the Superior Court. It will thus be seen,
Mr. Speaker, through how many phases, in the Province of
Quebec, the preparation of the voters' list bas to pass, what
are the guarantees the law gives of the integrity and impar-
tiality of our voters' lists. Well it is proposed to do away
with all this. This system costs nothing; the secretaries
are not paid to do this work; neither are the assessors paid,
only their expenses are paid. Everything is done gratis and
things are extremely weli :one; they are so well done thatj
the bon. member for Quebec East (Mr. Laurier) was pointing
out the other day the small number of appeals which were
lodged against the preparationî of the voters' lista. The
number of appeals lodged before the judges is so small
because the secretary-treasurers and the municipal councils
know that tbey have behind them a superior tribunal to
revise their work; a tribunal free from political passion; a
tribunal who only lookls ut law and justice, and it is for that
reason that they are so ,areful in the preparation of the lista.
There are hardly any appeals this year. I have heard of
only one appeal lodged against the voters'list in the Quebec
region. They are getting less and less frequent because
the secretary-treasurers know that it would be useless for
them to try to act dishonestly, even if they felt so inclined,
because the unsouid work which they would have
been tempted to do could bc destroyed. It is pro-
posed to replace all this by officers appointed by
the Government. Who will be these officers and what
can we expect from them? Either compecut lawyers must
be appointed, and then they must be palu a high price, for
a lawyer worthy of his position must be paid a very high
price, and this will cost incredible sums of money. I know
what time is required to prepare a voters' list, and I can
assert, without fear of being contradicted, as regards the
Province of Quebec aL least, that in the average electoral
division a lawyer who will be willing to do econsci-
entiously that which the law requires of him will have to
work, at least, during four or five months in a county. In
a great number of municipalities with which I am acquainted
a secretary-treasurer who is perfectly familiar with all the
electors, who knows them personally, who las before him
all the valuation rolls, takes eight days or a fortnight to
prepare the voters' list in a locality which is not very large,
and the valuators, who are perfectly informed, who know
the value of every property, take a fortnight or three weeks,
and, sometimes a month of hard work, to make their valua-
tien. Mr. Speaker, how much time will it take te a lawyer
who will be sent from a city, or who, at all events, will not
be taken in each municipality, to prepare this voters' list ?
This man will be obliged to do alone what is done by the
valuators, by the municipal eouncil, and by the secretary-
treasurers; that is, to value the properties, to prepare the
voters' list and to revise it. I repeat that a lawyer worthy
of his position will not take less than five or six months to
make the voters' lista for a whole county. Well, how much
will we have to pay to a lawyer able to do this work ? He
must be paid a very high price. An estimate of 81,000 has
been given for each ot these revisers, and I am satisfied
that is a very moderate figure. Now, if we take lawyers who
are the rubbish of the profession. we may get them
cheaper, but liste will be prepared which will be an insult
to the public and to common sense. If things are to be
done in a proper manner it will involve an enormous ex-
penditure. Well, are we to expose ourselves to all these
expenses? At the present time demanda for money are
coming in from all directions for great public works of a

Mr. LANexLur.

pressing neeessity. This House lias been deluged with
petitions this year from the inhabitants of the north shore
of the river, and a great part of the south shore, asking for
the construction of a bridge at Quebec. To secure the
building of this bridge it would be necessary that the Gov-
ernment should guarantee the interest during twenty years
on the sum of $200,000. Thus, with the cost of the prepar-
ation of these lists, two bridges might be built at Quebec.
If we were certain that we should always have annual sur-
pluses of $8,000,000, we might be in a position to saddle
the country with such an expenditure, but at a moment
when the treasury is already strained, and when it is im-
possible to overtax it any more without putting our credit
in jeopardy, how can the promoters of the Bill have this
idea to overload the treasury with a burden so useless and
so onerous as that of the payment of the preparation of the
voters' lists ? Mr. Speaker, there is soniething quite re-
markable in the law which creates these rovisers, they will
have to value real estate, to revise their work themselves
after having valned properties which they did not
know in many cases, or which they knew very imper-
fectly. If people are not satisfied they can com-
plain, but complain to whom ? To the revisers.
And if they are not satisfied, there is a new revision and
before whom ? Before a judge, not upon questions of fact
but only upon questions of law, and only if the reviser is
willing. So there will be three degrees of jurisdiction, but
at each degree it will always be the same thing; it is just
as if, in the Province of Quebec, it was the same judge who
would decide in first instance, in revision, and in appeal.
One must suppose a great deal of philosophy in a judge to
think that he will thus contradict himself; it may happen but
it will be very difficult to find a judge who will admit that he
has committed a gross error. lu England there is a second
appeal from the revising barristere. These individuals
make a real work of revision, not the original work, which
is made by the overseers of the poor in the counties and the
clerks of towns in the cities, and it is these lists prepared
by these people which are revised by the barristers ; they
simply act the part of a judge. But our official reviser will
be in the first place a simple ministerial officer to value the
properties, and when his work is done he will at once trans-
form himself into a judge to judge his own work. Now
there is another thing and it is that there will be an appeal
from the decision of that revising barrister only
if he sees fit. The right of appeal before the
Superior Court in the Province of Quebec can only
be exercised with the permission of the reviser on
a question of law, Well, any one who bas any know-
ledge of human nature will hardly believe that this reviser
will allow the appeal when he will be sure that his decision
will be reversed; and it will be in his power to so arrange
things that the appeal will only be allowed when
he will be sure that his decision will be main-
tained. Therefore this appeal is not serious, it is a
mere farce. The part which the revising barrister is going
to play reminds me of the part of the promoter of this Bill
in the Pacifie question when a commission was appointed.
A newspaper called Grip represented the First Minister play-
ing four different parts. He was seen on the bench as a judge;
lie was seen in the dock as a prisoner and he appeared as
prosecuting attorney and as a witness. Such is the part
played by the revising barrister; it is a three-fold part and
a contradictory part. This revising barrisLer or official
reviser, as he is called in this Bill, will net only be a man
charged with the duty of preparing the voters' list, ho will
be a man charged with the duty of creating voters. ln
France when they were to change the constitu-
tion after the coup d'état of Brumaire, the cele-
brated Seiyés had drafted a constitution under which an
individual was to have the title of great elector ; this official
was to receive a high salary and to keep himself at such a
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height that he could not be seen by anybody. Well, these will be remembered that the life of this unfortunate return-
revisers are the great electors of this country; it will ing officer was in danger. Mr. Speaker, I am sure that the
be they who will make voters. The only difference between sane thing would take place to-day if it was attempted to
them and the great elector of Mr. Seiyés will be that they rob in sucl a dishenest manner, the electors of that Pro-
will probably not keep themselves in an elevated position vince of their right ef voting. What 1 ar afraid of is the
above all party interests. If anybody came to-day and pro- carrying out of such a principle. Until now we have been
posed a law whose effect would be that in each county one accustomed to believe that the franchise was the preperty of
man would choose the member and send him to the House, the electors and not that of the Governint. Lt is evident
there would be but one cry of indignation. Well that is that this Bit is intended te ho arraaged in such a manner
just what is proposed tc-day, only it is not done in a as te give a vote te enly te such people as are wanted te
frank and honest manner. That object is sought vote, and te make them vote just as it is rfquired that they
to be attained by indirect means. Mr. Speaker, if Henry shouid vote. This systern, Mr. Speaker, witi turn against
VIII was living to-day, I think that ho could not help those whe are trying te establish it.
admiring at least this part of the law. It will be romem-
bered that one day he wished to give force of law to his TUE DISTURBANCE IN TUE NORTH-WEST.
proclamations, but happily ho did not succeed. But if ho
had lived in our time, and if ho had had the imagination of Si r soCtWR[GIIT. bu do etodsire t
the First Minister, i think he would have found a veiy
simple means of securing this result; ho might have despatch of a very grave character las beon received, and I
created official revisers, and he would have been sure that would ask the Gevernment whetier that las been confirmed,
these people would bave sent to the House of Commons or wiether the Ministry las any information since that
members who would have given the effect of laws to bis despatcb, whicb, ne doubt, they have seen.
proclamations. It is probably what is sought to be done Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Ne; there bas been nothing
to-day; it is intended to have people who will make electors since.0f course, we May oxpect semething very seen, but
or members who will only support the present Govern- we have nothing new.
ment. Sir, I will only detain the House a few moments
more. I have not indicated in detail all the objections TUE FRANCHISE BILL.
which can be raised against the Bill; to-day I will limit1
myself to three great principles which the Bill is intented Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). Befere the question ié put,
to sanction in our legislation : lst, a uniform franchise for I dosire to effer a few werds by way ofprotet, feeble thengl
all the Provinces in the Dominion; 2nd, purely personal tiese may ho against the disposition that is eviderced te
franchise, a principle which las already been proposed press tus question and te bring the discussion of this Bil
amongst us and which was qualified as being revolution- te a close ut this late heur in the Session. Lt las been urged,
nary in 1875 ; 3rd, preparation of the voters' it by officers I ar aware, that this Billlias been for a number of yoars
of the Government, a principle which does not exist in before the country. It is truc that a Billef semewhat
England nor any where else. The First Minister bas to-day siruilar tor was subritted by the First Minister as long
shown himself very easy with his new franchises, I am ago as the year 1870. Lt 18 aise true tiat refereuco was
satisfied that he would be willing enough to sacrifice mada in the Speech from the Throne te the disposition of
the whole of them. He says lie has great affection the Govornment, in years that have goue by, te dent with
for woman suffrage. I believe that he would readily the franchise question, and it is aise true that, for the
sacrifice bis friendship for women to the last part hast two precediug Sessions of Parliament, Bis sere-
of the Bill which deals with the revising barristers and what similar iu eharactor te the preseut have been
which will not be the reflection of public opinion in the submitted te the Honse; but the members of the House
country but the reflection of the opinion of the party in are welI aware that, excepting the Bil of 1870, none
power and of the leaders of that party. But, Mr. Speaker, reacied beyond a first reading, and, in as many as seme-
I am without fear as regards the Province of Quebee-. If i thiug like four instances, the project nover went beyond a
was to consider only the interest of my party this provision referonce lu the Speech from the Throno. Tiat beiug the
of the law would not at all disturb my peace of mind. case, I think it is dealing unfairly with this lieuse and with
Because if there were any of those officials who would dare the country; I think it is an outrage that honorable mon,
to do what it is intended they should do under this Bil, under ailcircumstances, sheuld ront with all the force due
there might be a repetition in the Province of Quebec of ie the position they occnpy in this flouse, that a Bil
what happened at the time of the elections of 1867 when affecting 50 imrensely the interests whici are iuvolved
there was an attempt to disfranchise one half of a counly. in this Bileombracing a variety of interests, embracing the
The county which I have the honor to represent contained immeasurable censequences involved in the proposition now
three parishes which were almost wholly in favor of the before the liuse, should ho subiuitted at a period of the
Liberal candidate. What did the Conservatives do ? They Session far boyond the duratien of mauy Sessions which
appointed returning officers who received instruction to have taken place sinca 1874, and at a period se late in this
prevent them from voting ; only those who were in favor Session that, were it teroivo the samo consideration
of the candidate, whose election was desired by the authori- whicl bas becu afforded te Bilts of mach leas importance,
ties, were allowed to vote and that was doue in several the Session must necessarily lengthen itself much beyond
places. In the county of Kamouraska-it will be remem- lieporiodofanySessionsine Confederation. Ihavetaken
bered that the question was brought before the flouse-a some tittie trouble te ascertain the lengti te which the
returning officer tried to do that which will probabiy never Setsious have spun eut sinuo 1874, ln that yuar tbo Session
be atteipted under this law It happened iLat tbe election lasted frem the 26th Mardi te the 26th May, iwo menthe
could not take place. The indignant electors went and took in 1875 it lasted trom the 4th February ce the dth April,
away the lista from the hands of the returning officer. Suchtwe months and four days; in 1876 it tasted frornthe lOth
scenes are much to be regretted, but if in the Province of February te the lZth April, two mentis and two days;
Quebec an attempt is made to deprive the electors from in 1877, frem the 8th February te tho 28th April, two monthe
their right of voting through such means as those which are and twenty days; in 1878, from the 7th February until the
provided in this Bill, the electors will not allow themselves loti May, tirce months and three days; lu 187.9, from the
to be robbed of their right of suffrage. The House blamed l3ti Fobrnary te the lSth May, tiroe menthe and two
this efficer for the disgraceful scenes which took place and it days; in 1880, from ticn g 2te February te the th May, two
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months and twenty-six days; and, in the subsequent Ses.
sions of 1882, 1883, and 1884, the Sessions lasted three
months and eight days, three months and sixteen days, and
three months and two days, respectively. Now, that being
the case, it appears to me that a matter of the consequence
of that now under discussion cannot by any means be con-
sidered within the time that is ordinarily apportioned to the
Sessions of Parliament. It may be urged, and I have heard
it urged dui ing this discussion, by the few gentlemen on the
other side who have attempted to defend the submission of
the question at this hour in the Session, that it has been
before the country since 1870. I have dealt with that mat-
ter already, but I may further say that the history of
measvres promised in the Speech from the Throne, and the
history of measures submitted by the Government, led by
the right hon. the present Premier, does not by any means
lead the country to the expectation that these measures
will be carried mio law. If the number of measures
that were promised in the different Speeches from the
Throne, from 1870 to 1873, and from 1878 until the
present, were to be submitted to the present House for dis-
position, J fancy that not only would the Session Ilast much
beyond the expectations of those who are least sanguine
about its early close, but it would exhaust most of the year.
If that is the case, we are perfectly justified in having acted
on the presumption that, with a Bill introduced to its
second reading so late in the Session, it was not the inten-
tion of the Government to proceed with this measure at the
present time. This measure bas been treated so cavalierly
in the past by the right hon. the leader of the Government,
and by many of those who support him, that there was
ample reason for the expectation that it would not be pro-
ceeded with, and I am sure there was ample justification
on the part of hon. gentlemen on this side of the flouse in
giving their attention to matters that must of necessity be
discussed, and were more likely to be discussed than that
now before the flouse. The right hon. the leader of the
Government bas treated this question, to my mind, as he
has treated many others in the history of bis political
career. He las produced his jacks-in-the-box, exposed them
to publie view, left us in the position of " now you see them
anci now you doii't," until, un the majority of cases, we have
forgotten entirely that the measures were ever projected. If
that is the case, I think it affords ample justification for
the position taken on this side of the louse, that
a measure of this consequence cannot be discussed to the
length that it should, and that its importance demands,
without its extending the Session far beyond the duration
of any Session that bas previously been held. J am pre-i
pared to assume that responsibility, but I do not want hon.-
gentlemen opposite to forget the responsibility that lies on1
them, in having sanctioned, in having participated in aj
policy which has almost invariably resulted in the submis-i
sion of the most important measures of the Session at a(
period approaching its close. We are only doing our dutyi
on this side of the flouse in entering the strongest protesti
possible against a course which has militated against thei
public interest in many cases, which has been productive1
of more than one ill result and which has led to a re-enactment,(
to a re-arrangement, to an alteration in many of the statuters
which are passed Session after Session, until those who are
affected 1 y those enactments scarcely know what they are.i
I need not bring to the attention of the House other1
instarnce of the samo nature. We know that a Billt11hat(
occupied two whole sittings of this Housc very receni y,E
the Civil Service Bill, was introduced in the year 1882, on1
the report of a commission appointed by the hon. gentlemenj
themselves, a report that ought to have contained whati
ordinarily would have been the basis of a measure of thei
kind; but yet, in the year 1883, the hon. gentleman sub-i
mitted an amendment to that Bill, and in 1884 a second1
amendment was submitted, while, in the present Session, we t

Mr. G4MaoN (Middlesex).

have exhausted a material amount of time in fixing up a Bill
originally submitted to us in 1882,and which has required
revision every year since. Now, there is another case. Last
year a Bill was submitted to us closely affecting the interests
of the mercantile community-a Bill relating to the inspec-
tion of eanned goods. We had no sooner, as a legislative
body, given our consent to that Bill, and the mercantile
community were preparing themselves to accept its provi-
sions and to confine themselves to the legal limits thereof,
than an Order in Council had to be issued, withdrawing the
Bill from operation. Now, Mr. Speaker, that is another of
the minor results that flows from the procrastinating
policy that has been unfortunately exhibited in years
past by the gentlemen comprising the Administration.

Some hon. MEMBERS. What about the Franchise Bill ?

Mr. CAMERON. If hon. gentlemen really wish to
know something about the Franchise Bill, and I really
believe they do not Know much about it, I will give
them some information on that point. Mr. Speaker, if
there is anything more to be regretted than another, it is
the fact that hon. gentlemen on this side ot the flouse have,
one after another, brought forward fresh propositions, requir-
ing an answer from the Government side, yet since daylight
closed upon us not one hon. gentleman opposite has ven-
tured to make a reply to those propositions. I say that
the country will mark its condemnation of such a
course in reference to this important question. I say
that under circumstances such as these, with a Bill of
the immense importance of this Bill, involving proposi-
tions of a character that are involved in this Bill, it
was due to the country, if not due to the House, that hon.
gentlemen opposite should have given the reasons that
prompted them to support the motion to go into com-
mittee on this Bill. Now, if that is the case, I think,
there will be an excuse for my occupying the atten-
tion of the House for a short time, while I give
some reason why I dissent from the proposition that
this present measure shall become law. I regret to see the
spectacle of a strong party apparently unable to give its
reasons for supporting a measure of this kind. J submit to
hon. gentlemen themselves whether eight minutes and a
half was a sufficient time for the Premier to devote to the
introduction of a measure of this kind.

An hon. MEMBER. Long enough.
Mr. CAMERON. Yes; long enough for gentlemen

who are disposed to vote for any measure that is
submitted to them from the Government side of the
House. Mr. Speaker, if there is anything that would
lead me to loose faith in the character of representative
institutions, it is such a fact as 1 have mentioned just
now; and it is particularly the fact that hon. gentiemen
opposite receive a statement of that kind with derision
instead of with shame. It was, Mr. Speaker, left to the hon.
member for Ottawa county (Mr. Wright) to support the
measure in a speech of slightly longer duration than that of
the leader of the Government; it was left to him, I say, to
deal with that Bill and te stand up in its defence in a speech
marked by all the characteristic eloquence which has always
marked his deliverances in this House; but I may say, for
myself-and it may have struck many hon. gentlemen, possi-
bly, on both sides of the House-that, much as we admired the
character, much as we admired the eloquence of t hat
speech, there were many characteristies about it that, in
the present emergency, we particularly regretted. As a
young member myselt, I had been led to took upon the hon.
member for Ottawa county-and I should have been glad
if he were bore at present, though there are more than I
who are prepared to excuse his absence-I say I had been
led to look upon the member for Ottawa county as one of
those who, no matter what party question is involved, is
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prepared to stand up for the rights and assert the privileges
of this House on behalf of its humblest member. Not only
did I forrn that estimate of his character, but I had also
come to the conviction that, in a measure involving so many
important considerations as this, the truc bearing of the
question would have been grasped by hin with the ability
that, I am prepared to say, he unquestionably possesses.
Instead of that, we find that for some twenty minutes, or
half an hour, he discussed the woman franchise question -a
discussion which was entirely unnecessary and irrelevant,
if we are to understand the import of the words of the First
Minister in introducing the Bill.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh, oh.
Mr. SPEAKER. Order, order, order.
Mr. CASGRAIN. I think that, if not out of consideration

for ourselves, at least consideration for the dignity of the
House, hon. members ought to keep order. We are trying
to discuss this matter as best we can, and the least they
can do is to give an opportunity to some hon. members to
express their own views, and those who do not like to hear
themean go to bed.

Mr. SPEAKER. I hope that hon. gentlemen will keep
quiet. These noises are very undignified and unseemly.

Mr. CAMERON. If any gentlemen are indisposed
to listen, I am sure we do not desire them to, remain.
They can exercise the same privilege that is open to
any other gentleman on this side of the House, of retiring
from the Chamber. At the same time, I consider that it is
the right of every hon. gentleman here to discuss a measure
of this kind as fully as ho is disposed to do so. I am pre-
pared to extend that right to hon. gentlemen opposite, and
I am determined to claim it for myself.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. member has been speaking
only a short time, and I think he should be heard.

Mr. CAMERON. I am prepared to insist on continu-
ing my speech, so long as I address myself to the question
before the House. It is true that the Minister of Public
Works dealt with the question also in a speech which
seemed to have been guided in its length by that of the
hon. gentlemen who immediately preceded him; and if
there was anything peculiarly characteristic in that speech it
seemed to be the energy with which the party whip was
lashed, in order to make it understood that this in ail its
essentials was a party question and that party lines must be
tightly drawn. I suppose we are to accept that as a
necessary alternative, and our intention is to express our
opinion with regard to the many absurd provisions of ihe
Bill, and to show the country that we, if not hon. gentle.
men opposite, are prepared to maintain what we consider to
be the rights of the people of the Dominion.

Mr. RYKERT. That is a good sentiment,
Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). If that is a good sentiment,

I hope the hon. gentleman will bo ready to act on it more
frequently. It will then not be necessary to refer to such
an Act as disgraced the Statute Book in 1882, by which, I
think, the hon. gentleman sits here.

Mr. RYKERT. You show your ignorance of the matter.
Mr. CAME RON. I may show my ignorance as to

some of the details. There are some hon. gentlemen who
can -

Mr. SPEAKER. Order. The hon, gentleman must come
to the question before the House.

Mr. CAMERON. I am willing to accept your ruling,
Mr. Speaker, and I shall confine myself to the question
before the House. If hon. members persist in interject-
ing remarks, I must reply. I desire to draw the atten-
tion of the House for a short time to the remarks of another

hon. gentleman who vas in his seat for a considerable por-
tion of the sitting, and who, I regret, is not present at this
particular hour-I refer to the hon. member for Ottawa
city. That hon. gentleman was kind enough to inform us that
he had participated in a great many elections, having lived
in western Ontario since his early life, and ho had taken so me
interest in visiting western constituencies and in seeing how
voters' lists were prepared. I am aware the hon. gentleman
has done a number of western constituencies that honor.
He did a western constituency that honor in the latter part
of 1883, at a time when there was a very active political
contest, a double.barrelled fight for both the. Local Legis-
lature and Dominion Parliament. I make no protest against
his visit at that time or any other time. He claims rightly
that ho is a Canadian citizen, and is a native of a section
of the country in which the riding in question is situated.
But I demur entirely to the statement that his visit was
prompted by any such desire as that indicated in his speech.
During that time a notable incident in election tactics
occurred. A cornmitteeman in the party in opposition to
us was discovered with the sum of $100, which ho said had
been given him to use for illegal purposes in the contest in
question.

Some hon. MEMIfBERS. Order.
Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I have to do with the hon.

member for Ottawa. I am dealing with the remarks of
that hon. gentleman, and those remarks tended to show that
he had participated in many elections.

Mr. McCALLUM. The hon. gentleman said nothing
about $100.

Mr. CAMERON. I do not suppose the hon. member
for Monck (Mr. McCallum) cares to hear about that
$100. The hon. member for Ottawa told the House he
took some interest in visiting western constituencies and
seeing how voters' lists were prepared. I propose to show
how voters' lists were prepared. A gentleman acting on
the political side which the hon. member for Ottawa has
supported since ho took his seat in this House was dis-
covered with $100 in his possession, which ho admitted
had been given him for illegal election purposes. The case
afterwards came to trial. The gentleman who made the
discovery made an affidavit to that effect. A counter affi-
davit was made by the party in whose possession the money
was found. The party with whom the money was found
was prosecuted before the maistrate, and charged
with having made a solemn declaration which was not
truc. The case came first before a magistrate. That
magistrate gave his decision in the court, a portion of which
I shall read. The documents on which the prosecution was
based had, in the meantime, been got out of the way.

Mr. HIESSON. The hon. gentleman has no right to refer
to a past debate.

Mr. SPEAKER. Ahi through the stages of the debate, it
is the same debate. But this question of trial has nothing
to do with the principle of the franchise.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). If I understood the hon.
member rightly, ho was speaking on a very important
question that is in the Bill-that is, with respect to voters'
lists. His remarks have led to that, and I think the fouse
will apprehend the reason ho has done so.

Mr. SPEAKER. This about a prosecution before a magis-
trale. It is too remAte from the question.

Mr. CAMERON. Perhaps, if I am allowed to proceed,
1 shall be able to show its connection. I desire to show
the connection.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Chair, chair.
Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, when the hon. member says

that there is a connection between his remarks and the sub-
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ject, I think the rule is that the Speaker should allow him
to proceed, until he sees whether that connection is borne
out or not.

Mr. SPEAKER. If the hon. gentleman say there is a
connection with the question before the House, I hope he
will show, as soon as possible, what that connection is.

Mr. CAMERON. I will show the connection, Mr.
Speaker. I think I have based my remarks 'on the speech
made by the hon. member for Ottawa city (Mr. Mack-
intosh). I have endeavored to show that when he
makes these references to the voters' list, his statement is
open to a construction which this House did not apprehend,
and J am endeavoring to show the construction that they
are fairly open to. Now, if any hon. gentleman here said
that he was in Montreal yesterday, and somebody else was
prepared to dispute it, surely it becomes a question between
the two gentlemen. I say the hon. member for Ottawa
city, in making those references to western constituen-
cies-

Mr. MACKINTOSH. I never mentioned western con-
stituencies, and it will not be found in the report of my
remarks. I do not know to what the hon. gentleman is
referring, but I never mentioned western constituencies.

Mr. CAMERON. Perbaps the hon. gentleman will
allow me to read what he did say, from Hansard. I made
a note of his remarks myself at the time, and I after-
wards looked them up in Ransard, and this is what he said,
as reported :

"IHaving lived in Ontario fora great many years, having participated
in a great many elections, having lived in western Ontario all my early
life, I took some interest in visiting western constituencies, in seeing
how votera' lists were prepared. "

Mr. MACKINTOSH. I was referring to the year 1871,
when I ran in North Middlesex as a candidate, and when I
found over 200 votes unjustly and illegally placed on the
list. I had no reference to West Middlesex at all.

Mr. SOMERVILLE (Brant). You were there.

Mr. MACKINTOSH. I was there, and, so far as 1 am
concerned, I challenge any gentleman in this House, or
outside of it, to show that on any occasion [ was guilty of
corruption in any election. The hon. gentleman mentioned
something about $LOO, but I repeat that, so far as I am
concerned, I challenge him or any gentleman in the House,
or outside of it, to show that on any occasion I corrupted
the electorate, or knew of $160 being given to any one
corruptly.

Mr. MULOCK. The point seems to arise-
Mr. SPEAKER. Do you rise to the point of order ?
Some hon. MEMBERS. There is no question of order.
Mr. MULOCK. Have I the right to speak on the point

of order under discussion.
Mr. SPEAKER. No; there is no point of order under

discussion.
Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I do not think any gentle-

man in this House, other than the hon. member for Ottawa,
understood me as saying that he was the party charged with
having made that expenditure of money. I was desirous of
making that point clear, as I wish to be perfectly honest and
fair in this matter. I do not desire to prejudice him in the
slightest.

Mr. MACKINTOSH. You cannot do it; the people know
that you cannot do it.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman must see that to
go into the whole question about any hon. gentleman's real
or supposed corruption, in some election, las really nothing
to do with the question of the Franchise Bill. That is why

Mr.MILLs.

I asked the hon. gentleman to endeavor to connect hi@
remarks with the subject before the House.

Mr. CAMERON. The hon. member for Ottawa has
explained that his references were to the year 1882, or the
year preceding that.

Mr. MAC KINTOSH. No; Iexplained that my references
were to the year 1871, when I ran as a candidate for North
Middlesex.

Mr. SOMERVILLE (Brant). When you went out through
the school house window.

Mr. MACK[NTOSHI. If that remark is any satisfaction
to hon. gentlemen, or if it is any argument against the
Franchise Bill, they can accept it as such. It is about all
the argument I have hoard, so far.

Mr. CAMERON. The hon. gentleman has reflected
on a remark made on this side, and surely he must allow
some reference to his own remarks, and I question if
anything he has said lately has had any strong bearing on
the Franchise Bill. At the same time, I want to say this,
that after having said 1883, when I meant 1872-

Mr. MACKINTOSH. No; 1871.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I have been endeavoring
to show the fact that the hon. gentleman's acquaintance
with voters' lists is not of that intimately public character,
so far as the western constituencies go, that is intended to
be conveyed by his remarks, and I think, certainly, I am
in order. I will, however, bow to your ruling, Mr. Speaker,
and I am not disposed to proceed with that phase of the
question any further. Now, I had determined also to deal,
at some little length, with the question of costs. I have
made some calculations of my own, based on some littie
experience of municipal matters in Ontario, and if the
figures seem large the fault must be attributed, not to me,
but to the peculiar character of the Bill under discussion.
In Ontario my estimate is that a county having three
representatives, a county having twenty-six municipalities,
costs in the neighborhood of $4,500 a year for assesment,
making 81,500 for each constituency. That, of course,
leaves no estimate whatever for the cost of the
printing of the lists, and for the other necessary expenses
which are always contingent on that sort of work. Now,
at the same rate for the 211 constituencies in the Dominion,
the amount would be $316,500. That, Mr. Speaker, is
independent altogether of the disbursements; of the
many incidental expenses provided for under this Act. Now,
lot us proceed under the clauses of the Act, and follow out
what the probable cost of the machinery provided under it
would be. There are to be provided 211 revising barristers,
and I have estimated the cost of those to be $1,000 each.
I do not know that the sum is at all excessive; I do not
think revising barristers, such as are contemplated, if we
are to believe hon. gentlemen opposite-that is, barristers of
five years standing, barristers such as the hon. member for
Ottawa said would be men whose reputation would be a
guarantee that they acted fairly towards all parties-I say
if such mon are to be appointed to do the work expected of
them, they will not be found to do it, I think, for less than
that-S1,000 each. That makes $211,000.

Mr. MACKINTOSH. I was not referring to Grit law-
yers.

Mr. CAMERON. No; I fancy not. There is no dispo-
sition to have Grit lawyers provided for in this Bill. Now,
211 clerks must necessarily be provided, and these, at $600
each, will cost a total of $126,600. Provision is aiso made
in the Bill for appointment of a bailiff for each revising
barrister, which means 211 bailiffs in the Dominion; and
these, at the low estimate of $300 each, will cost $63,00.
It is also provided by the Bill that the travelling expenses
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of those officials shall be paid. Now, the travelling
expenses allowed to civil servants when they are away from
headquarters on Government business is fixed by Order in
Council at $3.50 a day and railway fare. I have estimated
the total expenses at say, $6 a day, so that if the revising
officers, with their retinue, revise an average of 1,000 a
month-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Ohi
Mr. CAMERON. Hon. gentlemen seem to doubt my

estimate; but just let me draw their attention to the facts.
It takes in Ontario, on the average, about two months
to assess a municipality in which there are 1,000 names on
the voters' list. ThVit fact is within my personal knowledge.
Now, if each of these officials is to be paid at the same rate
for travelling expenses as civil servants, this item will
amount to $2,700 for each constituency ; and assuming that
they will revise 1,000 a month, and that in each constitu-
ency there are 6,000 names on the average on the voters'
list, that means $569,700 for the Dominion for travelling
expenses alone. Now, that is possibly a large estimate, but
I have given the basis on which I have made it, and hon.
gentlemen may criticise it if they please. I have stated that
two months is required-to assess a municipality that has 1,000
voters ; the average number of voters in an Ontario con-
stituency is 6,000, and it must necessarily take six times
that length of time to revise the whole of them. But if I
reduce that estimate by 50 per cent.-and I do not think
that a lawyer who is not particularly disposed to look after
the interest of the Government will do the work much more
quickly-that will reduce the estimate to $284,850; print-i
ing the voters' lists will amount to not less than $30,000, so
that we get a total of $715,400 for the primary preparation
of the voters' lists under this Act.

Mr. RY-KERT. Is that all ?

Mr. CAMERON. Possibly it is not as much as the hon.
member for Lincoln would wish it. We know that he as
had previous connection with Governments in matters thati
were of personal interest to himself, and if ho is not veryi
much belied, he has profited materially by it. I supposei
lie is quite prepared to look after the interests of those whoi
will share in this $715,000 which the Canadian public willj
have to pay. Now, it must be remembered that that workt
which I estimate will cost $715,400 is now undertaken and
completed without one dollar of expense to this Dominion.i
Besides, notwithstanding that the work may be undertaken1
by the Dominion under the provisions of this Bill, the muni-c
cipalities will have to continue to their work equally as if thisa
Bill had never passed. Does not that fact itself furnish a goodr
reason why bon. gentlemen should stay their hands in passing t
this Bill, which is unnecessary, so far as the correct revision t
of the voters' lists is concerned, which is unnecessary, I i
believe, so far as any tinkering with the franchise is con- i
cerned, and which, to me, only seems necessary to those b
who expect to obtain positions under it. Now, the debate t
has indicated a very decided opinion on the part v
of some gentlemen as to the impropriety of departing fron
the present provincial franchises. I hold strongly to that t
opinion myself. I believe that the complete protection1
which is assured to every political party, no matter whatc
its strength may be, by the present Voter's Lists Act in the b
Province of Ontario against any fraud or injustice, renders t
this Act absolutely unnecessary. In the first place, there f
must necessarily be an honest basis to it, because every n
man whose name appears on the list is personally interested t
to know that he is correctly assessed-why ? Because his &
taxes follow that assessment. Does he not take care that b
he is not over-assessed, in order that he may not pay more a
than his proper share of taxes ? Does it not necessarily a
follow that if there is any effort at all, it will be to lower%
his taxable rate. Consequently, the public is protectede
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against any fraud being perpetrated. Have we not also
the protection of the revision court, formed from the
council of each municipality, which is directly amenable to
the people; and that court punishes any injustice in the
most summary manner. I am aware myself that in more
that one instance the public have marked their disapproba-
tion, independent of party inclinations, of any attempt to
bolster up the voters' lists in the interest of any political
party. But suppose that the community does not mark its
disapprobation of the conduct of these men; suppose the
municipal council is prepared to take advantage of its
power; suppose its mombers are so much allied with a
political party that they determine to sacrifice the posi.
tion they occupy before the public as honest men, and to
alter the lists for the advantage of some political party.
There is still an appeal to the county judge, and
the appointment of the county judge is practically
under the control of this Parliament. If that is the
case, is there not ample protection against any misconduet
on the part of any local officials in the interest of any
particular party ? Now, the House is aware that the
Ontario Legislature, within a very recent time, made very
material alterations in the qualifications of voters. It has
been claimed that the franchise proposed by this Bill is mach
more liberal than that existing in the majority ofProvinces,
and much more liberal than that existing in Ontario. Now,
such is not the case. The present franchise in the Province
of Ontario gives a vote to every one possessed of real pro-
perty, in cities and towns, to the value of $200. If hon.
gentlemen will turn up their copies of the Bill and are at all
inclined to read them, if they have not done so already, and,
judging from the interruptions of some of those hon. gentle-
men, some of them have not, they will discover that the
real property qualification in cities and towns required
under this Bill is $400, or double the amount required by
the Ontario Franchise Act. They will also find that the
Franchise Act, in villages and towns in Ontario, is $100,
whereas in this Bill it is $150; they will also find that the
income franchise in this Bill is $400, whereas in Ontario it
is but $250 ; in addition to that, in the Ontario Act there is
a wage-earning franchise, which is not found in this Bill, by
which every one who earns wages to the amount of $250 a
year has the right to demand that his niame be placed on
the roll. That is really a workingman's franchise; it
places the franchise under the control of the workingman;
it gives him some leverage in the destiny of the country, a
leverage this Bill absolutely denies him ; yethon. gentlemen
opposite, when they have deigned to enter this discussion at
all, have claimed that the franchise now proposed is much
more liberal than that adopted in Ontario. The effect of
this Bill practically will be to disfranchise a great many of
those who will be on the voters'list for the Ontario Legisla-
ture. An hon. gentleman opposite admitted that would be
its effect, and ail hon. gentlemen must admit that will
be the effect in the Provinces where manhood suffrage is
the rule. It was admitted that was the effect in the Pro-
vince of Prince Edward Island by an hon. gentleman
opposite earlier in the debate, and it is generally admitted
that will be the effect, as far as British Columbia is concerned.
Let me examine for a moment what will be the principal
consequences of this Bill, if passed, as regards Ontario. We
have, in the first place, as I have mentioned, the fact that
here is a difference of 100 par cent., as far as real property
ranchise goes. Now, that difference embraces a very large
number of peor•' *- in villages and towns. In townships, other
han in localities that are immediately contiguous to cities
and towns, it will not have a very material effect,
ecause in very few instances, in the settled parts of Ontario,
are there any farmers of any standing whatever who are
assessed at less than $150; but in villages and in towns it
will make a material difference indeed-a difference that I
estimate, in a town having, say 1,000 voters, will amount
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to 15 per cent. Not only is there that difference, but in
addition there is the omission of the wage-earners'
franchise, given by the Ontario Legislature, which
must make a difforence of between 5 and 10 per cent.
besides, and in all these respects the franchise of
Ontario is at least 20 per cent. lower and will
embrace 20 per cent. more voters than the Bill now before
the louse. As between the two liouses, my contention is
that the franchise for this House ought to be the lowest,
because it is not by any means the man who is the wealthiest
or the best off that necessarily pays the most money into the
coffers of the Dominion, and I say it is a decided injustice
that the franchise now under discussion should be, as it is,
so much more restrictive than that of the Provinces.
But I am firmly of the conviction, as I said, that
each Province should control its own franchise. Many hon.
gentlemen are now aware that in the Province of Ontario
we have as many franchises as we can possibly ask the
community to give their earnest consideration to at present.
We have the school trustee franchise, in the first place,
which is very liberal in its character; we have, in the next
place, the franchise for municipal councilors, and we have
the franchise for the Legislature of Ontario. Now, it will
be noticed that these franchises in Ontario have been con-
stantly becoming more assimilated. The franchise for the
Provincial Legislature was very similar, until recently, to
that for municipal councilors; that for municipal councilors
is now highest, but it las this provision: that ladies having
the same relations in life as those included in the Bill before
the House, have votes for the election to municipal councils
of Ontario, and consequently the direction of legislation in
that Province must necessarily be to enfranchise them, as
far as the Legislative Assembly is concerned. If that be the
case, and it is a very roasonable deduction, from the action
taken recently by that Legislature in lowering the franchise,
that the next agitation will be to assimilate the Dominion
franchise, if this Bill passes into law, to that enjoyed for pro-
vincial purposes by the most liberally enfranchised Pro-
vinces. To show that is the direction of Conservative thought
in the Province of Ontario, I willtake the trouble ofreading
to the House a fow extracts from one of the most promin-
ont Conservative journals in that Province,'a journal that
hon, gentlemen will concede is an authority, as far as the
expression of Conservative thought goes, in the Province of
Ontario. I refer to the London Free Press. That journal,
in discussing the Franchise Bill, on the 21st of this month,
said :

" One et the most important lines that it opens upis~an extension of
the tranchise, so that in respect to the Dominion it approaches almost to
manhood suffrage. The Conservative party is altogether in advance of
the so-called Liberals on this and similar issues. It was Mr. Meredith, in
the Ontario Legislature, who proposed to open the franchise to all who
were not laboring under legal disability."

Again it says:
" But the Conoervative Democratic party of the day is~that which acts

with the people, and it is never weary of doing them good in a hundred
different ways"

We have decided reason, looking at the provisions of this
Bill, to question that particular statement however. Again,
the same paper says:

" And if the argument is good as respects the men, may it not be held
to be so fully as regards the members of the other sex? And to have all
the women voting as well as all the men would be to introduce a new, an
emotional element, into human affairs, which the majority"of the people
are not at the present time prepared for. It would not be matter for
surprise, therefore, if those çlauses which propose to confer the privilege
to vote at parliamentary electionb on large numberB of ladies ahould noti
carry at this time "1

Leaving the conviction uppermost in the mind of this jour-i
nalist that it was only a question of time, and that womani
suffrage was a necessary consequence of the extended(
franchise which he assumes to be one of the principles of(
this Bill. I think, however, that on the question of the1
relative liberality of the Ontario and the proposed Dominionc

Mr. CAMERoN (Middlesex),

franchise there is ample room, as I have shown, to
differ with that journal. I have other objections to make
to the Bill under discussion. In Ontario, and in some of the
other Provinces, at least, the assessment rolls in the different
municipalities are taken as the basis for the voters' lists. I
have explained that this gives in itself a very decided
assurance that justice will be done. There is no danger
that a man will endeavor to secure a vote for the more
pleasure of having one. The danger is much less, at any
rate, where he knows that that implies the payment of a
rate to the municipality, than when it is simply the
effort to secure his name on the list prepared by a
revising barrister. Under this Act, the assesment roll
is made no more the basis on which the voters' list'
is prepared than the mere verbal statement of any one
to the revising barrister. I think that that in
itself is a fatal defect in this Bill, and one that should
certainly condemn it, and one that at least should induce
hon. gentlemen opposite to insist on its consideration being
delayed, until such time as its different provisions could be
more carefully considered in all their details. I do not pro-
pose to deal with this matter at much greater length. I
would not have said anything at all, but for the fact that I
felt that, as far as my voice could go, I would exercise my
right here in expressing my dissent from the Bill in all its
provisions. I have stated a few of my reasons. I have
stated that the different Provinces have ample facilities for
the completion of perfectly safe voters'lists. These lists can
be had, and are had, and are in use for Dominion purposes,
without its costing this House one dollar. The Bill under
discussion proposes that a large retinue of officials should be
employed, that an immense amount of expense should be in-
curred, in order, as it is said, to assimilate the franchise. I
believe that, with this country in its present condition, with
the voice of discontent in many parts of it, it
certainly should induce hon, gentlemen opposite to
weigh carefully any movement in the direction that
is proposed. I am not prepared to discuss the constitution-
ality of the question. I do not lay my reasoning
on that ground at al], but I say, and most emphatically,
most conscientiously believing the truth of what I do say,
that this Dominion, being an aggregation of Provinces,
each being supreme within its own domain, should move
very carefully in the direction of assimilation. I believe
that the safety of this Dominion is largely involved in the
question as to how carefully and with how much considera-
tion for the views and the feelings and the prejudices of
those Provinces hon. gentlemen ok posite, or whoever may
be in charge of the Government, will move in the direction
contemplated by this Bill. Realising the feeling of unrest
that exits in many of the Provinces, such a Bill as the
prosent is one of the most dangerous characteristics.
One of the reasons that ought to deter hon. gen-
tlemen opposite from moving in the matter, lies in the
fact that our interests have not assimilated to that extent
that will permit the Doinion with safety to withdraw the
control of the franshise from the different Local Legisla-
tures. There is another fact in connection with this
matter. Hon. gentlemen opposite have not failed, and
have not ceased to refer in glowing terms, in terms
which are participated in to their full extent on this
side of the House, to the alacrity with which our volun-
teers have turned out in defence of our common country.
They have turned out with an alacrity that does them
credit, that shows an interest in the country itself, in its
future, in every thing that belongs to it, of which we ought
in overy way to be proud. That being the case, I say, with
a knowledge of many of those who have gone, that several
of these ycung men who have risked their lives in defence
of the country which they must have loved so well are dis-
franchised under this Act. I say the test of the sincerity
of the proceedings of hon. gentlemen opposite is in the
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character of the measures they submit ; and if, by the fran-
chise that is submitted, a number of those volunteers, a
number of those men who have given the very best pledge
of their love for their country, are disfranchised, hon.
gentlemen opposite are not true to the professions that they
have made in this House. Could these men have given any
botter evidence than has been produced in the news that
we have recently heard from the west. A celebrated Eng-
lish statesman, paraphrasing the classies, made reforence,
in years gone by, in the most fitting terms, to the
troops of his country that were then opposed to
a distant foe. In speaking of them, he adverted to
the fact that the angel of death was abroad in the land, that
we could almost bear the beating of his wings, that there
was no one to sprinkle the lintels of the doorposts that ho
should spare and pass on. Mr. Speaker, it is similar in our
case here. We know that since this House assembled this
afternoon some who had gone forward in defence of the
country have lost their lives in the cause to which they had
consecrated themselves, and I say that that circumstance,
above every other, appeals to us to do justice to those men,
if there is any justice to be done.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not know whether it is proposed
to prolong the debate any further to-night.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Go on; go on.
Mr. MULOCK. I am quite prepared to go on. I only

made the suggestion, in case it might be the desire of the
louse to adjourn.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Go on; go on.
Mr. MITLOCK. Very well; the responsibility of continu-

ing the debate rests upon those who want me to go on.
Mr. Speaker, wben this Bill was up for the second reading,
it was moved by the Premier and supported by the Secre-
tary of State and other hoin, gentlemen. The Secretary of
State stated what ho believed to be the purpoit of this Bill.
I presume that when he made the statements as to the con-
tents of this Bill, he spoke to the extent of his knowledge
on the subject. When he stated, therefore, in regard to one
very important provision of this Bill, that it provided for an
appeal, I presume ho stated what ho believed to be a fact.
But it must be clear to any person who has read this Bill
that he was in error when he made that statement; it is
clear that ho was wholly ignorant of the most material por-
tions of the measure. Thus we have it that the First Min-
ister introduces to this louse, and recommends to Parlia-
ment for its adoption as a Government measure, a measure
presumably having the endorsement of his Cabinet, but
which now turns out to be almost an unk-aown document to
one, at least, of his Ministers. For these reasons, I
think, wo may fairly assume that if one, next to the
Premier himself, did not know, on the 17th April, the
effect of this measure, many others in this Dominion may be
excused if they are equally ignorant. I do not think I would
be justified in giving a silent vote on this question, or in
assenting to the measure at this stage. It concerns inti-
mately many whom I represent in this House, and whom it
is going to disfranchise. I have not been authorised by
them to consent to their disfranchisement. It also threatens
to endanger the enfranchisement of many others whom I
represent; I have not been authorised by them to consent
to their rights or liberties being so endangered. The hon.
member for Ottawa (Mr. Mackintosh), when addressing the
House a couple of days ago on this question, stated that ho
had attended many public meetings within the last year or
two, and that on no one occasion had he heard this question
discussed on the hustings. He asked then, why it is that,
if this measure is so obnoxious, that thei louse is not flooded
with petitions against it. Why, his statement furnished
the answer itself. He has been attending campaigns for bye
elections during recess, and this question was never up for

discussion. Why was it not up for discussion ? It was
not a live question; the people were not aware of what was
contemplated; therefore it is unreasonable to ask why
the people did not petition against a measure of which
they have had no notice. Now, inasmuch as the Secre-
tary of State has shown that he is not acquainted with
the provisions of this Bil, I propose to show, in some
detail, what its provisions are. I believe the First Minister
rests his argument in favor of this measure on two grounds--
one, that it is the abstract right of the Dominion Parliament
to establish its own franchise; the other, that there should
be a uniform franchise for Parliament, or, if not absolutely
uniform, a franchise that is almost uniform. Now, with
regard to his first argument, nobody will contend for a
moment that Parliament has not the right to declare
the franchise on which members shall be elected
to this House. But the mere fact that this Parlia-
ment may possess that right does not dispose of the
whole question. It may not beexpedient for us to exercise
that right, and before Parliament proceeds to assert that
right it should be able to satisfy the country that the
measure is a botter one than the existing system. Parlia.
ment is not bound to exercise every right that it possesses.
Parliament is here to legislate for the benefit of the
people. If you can show that this measure is going to bene-
fit the people more than the existing system, that, of course,
furnishes a reason for Parliament considering this scheme.
But unless it can be shown that the exercise of this abstract
right will benefit the country, then I think Parliament is
not called upon to pass such a measure, nor would it be justi-
fied in doing so. Thus, we have to compare the propositions
contained in this Bill with the existing system. Now, this
will involvo a reference to the Bill itself; and apartirom the
abstract scheme set forth in this Bill, we have to see what
the provisions are for carrying it out, for no measure can be
recommended unless it can be brought into effect in a way
that will be a benefit to the people. Now, there is no deny.
ing the fact that one of the very prominent features
in the measure is a scheme whereby, no matter what
the franchise is, that franchise shall be finally deter-
mined-I refer to that part of the Bill which contem-
plates the appointment of revising officers. Hon.
gentlemen have spoken with more or loss indefinite-
ness as to what this Bill declares to be the powers of
returning officers, and to place the matter beyond contro-
versy I shall take the liberty of reading some of the clauses
of the Bill upon that subject. It is necessary in doing this
to distinguish between the powers and duties of the revising
officer. Bis powers are one thing, his duties another; we
give certain powers to a man, and we assign duties to him
as well; but, if we have no way by which we can adequately
compel him to discharge those duties, we clearly have given
him a power which we should not have given him. -With
regard to the powers proposed to bo conferred on revising
officers, I call attention to section 10. I shall read so much
as refers to his powers:

" The Governor General in Council may, within three months after
the coming into force of this Act, and from time to time thereafter, when
the office is vacant, appoint a proper person to be called 'the revising
officer,' for each or any of the electoral districts of Canada, who shall
hold office during good behavior, but who shall be removable on an
address by the Rouse of Commons, and whose duties shall be to pre-
pare, revise and complete, in the manner hereinafter provided, the
lists of persons entitled to vote under the provisions of this Act in such
electoral district."

The section goes on to provide that such officer, before
entering on his duties, shall take an oath office. First, we
find that section 10 authorises the Governor in Council to
appoint one returning officer for each electoral district in
Canada, or in all 211 returning officers. There is a provision
in the Bill that a revising officer may have more than one
electoral district to deal with. This clause declares that
the revising officer shall have power to prepare rolls and
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complote the voters' list. In other words, from the com-
mencement to the end he shall have to do with the prepara-
tion, the correctness and the final completion of the list,
and no one, as it appears by further reference to the Bill,
who has not been finally placed on that list by that officer
will be entitled to the franchise. It bas been argued in
this House, without reference to the language, that
there is no reason for fear as to the character of the
men likely to be called on to discharge those duties,
because we are told that the revising office is to be a
high dignitary, to be a man holding a judicial position, and
if such a person cannot be found, to be a barrister of five
years' standing. It is all very well to make those state.
monts, but is there anything in this Bill which justifies
thom ? Is there any guarantee to the public that the
appointees are to hoe othe kind named ? I point out to
the House that my view of this section is that it is com-
petent for the Governor in Council to appoint, under this

ill, if it should become law in its present terms, any
British subject; in fact, I do not know that it limits appoin-
tees to British subjects living between the two oceans.
What are the words ?

" A revising officer to be appointed under this Act may, in any Pro-
vince, except Quebec, be either a judge or a junior judge of any county
eourt in the Province in which he is to act, or a barrister of at least five
years' standing at the bar of such Province, and in the Province of
Quebec he may be either a judge of the Superior Court for Lower
Canada, or an advocate of that Province of at least five years' stand-
ing : Provided always, that the same revising officer may be appointed
for. and be renuired ta disc.h ri7 tho Rid dntie in rAet tf more than

Rebels next made dash and fought 90th at close quarters, but severe fire
from left wing forced rebels to retire. Fight was Indian style on part of
rebels who were always either concealed behind trees or in bluffs. Their
tire was hot and very effective. Capt. Clark with sharpshooters first
advanced in skirmishing order after scouts signalled danger, and closely
following were Toronto School of Infantry, latter taking right flank.
Conflict now became geieral and terribly severe. Indians were ex-
ceedingly combative and war-whoop yells could be heard distinctly some
distance off. They rallied time and again, keeping up incessant tire for
fully an hour. Subsequently fire slackened on part of enemy, but was
agam resumed shortly after noon. Prairie was set on fire as result of
battle, but heavy rain which set in about noon quenched it. Following
is a list of casualties re:orted at time of despatcb, but is yet incom-
plte :-9eth Battalion-Killed: Pte. Ferguson, No. 6; Sergeant Mack-
lin,No.6. Wounded: Capt. Clark, No. 6, slightlyinarm; Corpl. Code,
No. 6, both legs; Corpl. Lethbridge, No. 3, shot through breast; Corpl.
Bowden, No. 4, slightly in head; Pte. Jarvis, No. 3, slightly ; J.
Canniff, slightly in neck; Pte. Hartop, No. 6, left arm; C. Kemp, No.
6, in groin; Pte. Clovett, No. 2, in shoulder; Pte. Mathews, No. 6, ln
arm ; Pte. ater, No. 6, n leg. "nA" Battery-Killed: Gunner Dam-
anilly. Wounded: Cook, Ainworth, Moiseau, seriously; Sergt.-Maj.
Mawhinney, Langrell, Asselin, Imrie and Taylor, slightly. School of In-
fantry-None killed. Wounded : A. Watson, through body and fatal; 9.
Corries, through arm; R. Jones, shot in jaw ; R McDonald, shot
through arm. Party of rebels have been successfully driven from
ambush, in ravine, by hard firing by volunteers. General Middleton
had close call, being shot through bat. Capt. Wise, his A.D.C., had
bis horse shot under him. 10th Royale come up to relief from opposite
of river, and are doubtless in conflicit.

" BATTLE FIELD, N.W.T.

"Tremendous storm, rain and hail, accompanied by vivid lightning
and loud thunder raging now, and may intercept telegraph communi-
cation."

THE FRANCHISE BILL.
I«, qht oM 3liti uutcarge te sal auies in reispecz ormrut

one electoral diistrict." Mr. MULOCK. In support of my contention, I will ea
your attention to somne of the provisions of the Bill. First

What guarantee is there whereby it can be said that when of ail, I eau your attention, Sir, to section 12. 1 shallflot
this Bill goes into law the Governor in Council is obliged te road it ail; but any gentleman who thinks I omit any
appoint a judge, barrister or any other man ? The whole matorial part wilh correct me. Section 12 dechares thal the
population of Canada can be chosen from; and if the Bill revising officer who prepares the first ist of voters for any
goes into force on the suggestion that one or other of those electoral district under this Act shah, as soon as possible
suggested responsible persons is to be appointed, the simple after taking the oath of office, obtain a certified copy or
answer afterwards will be, that for certain reasons thoy certifed copies (as the case may ho) of tho last revised
were not appointed. Perhaps we may be told that they did assessment roll or relis. And thon it goes on te say, at the
not care to act, or that there were other public duties oloventh lino, as follows
which the judges had to discharge, which prevented them tgAnd lieshah proceed, as speedily as possible, witl the aid thereof
from accepting office. Then, the Government will bend of sucl other information as he cen obtain, to ascertein and prepere
obliged to choose other persons. Under this section, then, a list of the persons who, according to the provisions of this Act, are
as worded, I think it canrot be argued fairly and honestly entitled to be registered as votera, and te vote uncIen this Act et any
that tho Govornment are bound oven te offer thr office teelection for sucb electoral district."n
any particular person. My inferenco, drawn f om a perusalAnd thon th s section, which tvryolegthy, ges on te declaro
of this Bihl, is simply this: that its objeet is te enable cor- that this list wbich ho prepares shaîl centain the varions
tain appointoos of this Governmnt te preparo, rovise and naies and ethor information. Thon we have, in section 12,
complote the list ef voters; and whist apparently thore the instructions teth eevising offleer in preparing the aist
aachinory provided in this Bilm for a revision which is te be the foundation of thi voters'list; but yte
and a correction, still li those provisions aro observe, Sir, that o pepentirely at liberty to mako up
absoluteiy illnsory, and are simply there to thatlist in thofiri t instance from any possible source of
deceivo, and it k porfectly impossible for any persen whoso informnation. The assessment roll is ne binding guide
riglits are net properly recognised by the retnrning officer of any kind-and ho may ontirehy ignore it. This
te obtain tho suffrage. I propose tei ead sach sections of revising tfficer, who can iot have a pirsona knowedge of
this Bill as I think sustain that statoront. the persons throughont the whole lectora district,is

entirely freo to place on then ist thos owhom ho may
THE DISTURBANCE IN TUE NORTII-WEST. eboose. Now, wbat are the difficultieis which aro onceun-

tered erdinarily in this worka? We fnd in Canada, or atMr. DAWSON. 1 understand that vory important news ahi events, in Ontario, that there is an assessor for eaeh
lias been received from the North-West, and as it wouid net municipality, and i some large municipadities there are
perhaps interrupt the hougentleman very r uch, woud it more than ee, and we kow, from practical xporience,
net ho woll that it shouId ho read te the Ileuse, se that ahi that the assomsment relis are made up after carofal personal
may hear it. examination, aided by persona knowledgoe on the part

fr. SPEAKER- of thoasslsstrs. But in thi case it is proposed te have this
WtNIPE, April 24. foundation it propared by a person who may e an abso-

Laterdespatch announedfightbegan 9:15 a.pRebels adverings lte straugero to the riding. Now, we wil suppose that the
from cule, neer river, opened fine upon scouts led by Major Boulton Governmont do apot a judgo; how k a judge, on bis own
latter retuningtpire wl rebels mounted dh retiued te place ofiambush foran k kn o accuratey, or with any reasonabl
Prom ambuai they rose eac timee i firing. Ueneral Middletont once degroo offacuracy,who are the residents in a certain county,
deployel troops in skirmising order. "A" Battery could ot et fnrst who are eosoghou t oe to listitis
fel enemy wih guns, s guod were their hlte;eventuallyowev ple o te t the h
battery got into botter position, sud rained raking tire amo g the . whooly impossible fer him te do justice te the case; or if you
Two houses iu whicbrebels reserves were secluded were demolisbed.I take an individual who is not a judge, take any man, whu

1fr. ILULOCR.
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we will say, fortunately lives in the moet central part of the
riding, the best place for the purpose of discharging bis
duties. Even ho cannot reasonably be expected to dis-
charge those duties so well as they could be discharged
by several persons, each one taking a smaller district,
and one with which he is better acquainted. Never-
theless, apart from the difficulties which may beset such
an officer from the commencement, we find by section
12 that this officer, of his own motion, without assigning
reasons, prepares a certain list, and it is to b borne in
mind at this stage that that list is the list which is to govern
in all cases, unless corrected by application on the part of
some person, or unless the revising officer on his own
motion, subsequently chooses to correct it. Now, I sup-
pose, for illustration sake, that a certain elector we will say
is the possessor of property to the extent of $150.
This Bill declares that the owner of real estate of the value
of $150 shall be entitled to a vote, if he is fortunate enough
to be placed on the list. Now, we will suppose the case of
a man not having his name placed upon the list in the first
instance; let us Bee what course he has to pursue in order to
get justice. Section 13 will then apply, and it ieads as
follows:-

" The revising officer shall then forthwith make or cause to be made
a ufficient number of copies of the said list "
After directing the revising officer to publish the list in
various ways, the section provides how a man may obtain a
copy of the list in order to appeal from it.-

"Copies of the list may be procured by any person on application to
the revismg officer, as soon as he can furnish them, on paying there-
for, if printed, a price proportionately sufficient to cover the price paid
for printing the same, and if not printed, then at the rate of six cents
for every ten names thereon."

Now, what does that mean ? The revising officer is not
obliged to keep on hand copies for the electors; he is only
obliged to make copies for the electors when ho is paid 6
cents for every ton words. Now, I do not think I am over-
estimating it when I say that the constituencies of Ontario
will average at least 4,000 names upon the voters' lists. If
the revising officer places anything like the full number of
names upon the list, he will have a list of 4,000 names; and
any elector, to procure a copy of that list, at the rato of 6
cents for every ton names, will have to pay the suma of $24.
That is the firet encroachment upon this unfortuante indivi-
dual's property of $150 in value. laving got the list and
finding that his name is not upon it, what does he do next ?
In section 15 provision is made for the revising officer
holding a court for the preliminary revision of the list.
Where is that court to be held ? Wherever in the electoral
district the revising officer chooses-not in each munici-
pality, but at any place he chooses to select. The words of
the section are as follows

"The revising officer shall hold a sitting for the preliminary revision
of the list at such place in the electoral district as he shall deem most
convenient for that purpose, on a day not less than four weeks n or more
than five weeks after the publication of the list as aforesaid."
Now, we will fancy that ho holds this court not merely at
such a place as ho may deem convenient, but at such a
place as is absolutely the most convenient and central in
the whole riding; would any hon. gentleman tell me
where would be the most convenient place for holding such
a court, say in the north riding of the county of Ontario. I
believe that riding now extends in length over 100 miles,
while its width, at places, is something less than eight or
nine miles. If the revising officer holds the court evenly
between the north and south limits of that riding, fifty
miles from each extremity, then the propreitor of the 8150
property, having paid $24 to get the iist, to see if bis name
is upon it, is then accorded the privilege of travelling fifty
miles to appear before this court on a certain, day in order
to apply to have his name placed upon the roll. I leave it
to hon. gentlemen to say what it will oset him to pursue hai

rights in that direction if he should desire to do so. I also
leave it to hon, gentlemen to say what time he loses and
what expense he is put to in going from his home and
returning thither in order to rectify that error. Of course,
hon. gentlemen may say that in selecting a constituency of
t hose proportions I am not selecting an average constituency.
I admit that-

Mr. KIRK. There are constituencies a great deal larger
than that.

Mr. MULOCK. Still, there are few constituencies, I
presume, in the Province of Ontario to-day, under the
altered circumstances of recent times, but are very shape-
less and not at all concentrated. Well, before this man
starts out on his mission to get his name placed upon the
list he must, at a certain time before the sitting of the
court, have done something ; What is that ? I read froin
section 15:

" Any person objecting tu any name on the liât, or desiring to add any
name thereto, or otherwise desiring to amend the same, shall, at least
one week before the day fixed for such preliminary revision, deposit
with or mail to the revising officer, by paid letter, at his offce or place
of address in the electoral district, a notice in the form provided for
that purpose in the schedule to this Act."

He must have a oopy of the statutes of Canada by him; he
must be able to write a notice as required by this Act; he
must take that notice to the post office or carry it by hand
to wherever this revising officer may be; and he must do
ail this at leas4 seven days before the sitting of the court,
or else he has no right to appear before the court, and has
lost all right to have this wrong remedied. Then the Bill
goes on to say :

"And in the event of any such objection being that a name already on
the list should be struck off, the person so objecting shall give a notice
in writing to the person whose name is objected lto, at the same time and
in the same fori as to the revising officer, by delivering such notice to
such person or by mailing the same to his last known post office adreus
and he shall also, at the same time, write opposite to the name objecteA
to in the copy of the list posted up (if any) in the office of the clerk of
the municipality or parish or other offices corresponding thereto, the
words 'objected to,' and the name, address and occupation of the per-
son so objecting."

Of course, the latter part of this section deals with the case,
not of the elector seeking to add his name to the list, but offthe
elector seeking to have removed from the list a name that
should not appear there. Now, you will see that, under sec-
tion 15, a person may be wholly unable within seven days to
point out the objections to the roll, and yet, if he does not
p oint out those objections and go himself to where the
list is posted, and with his own hand write upon that list,
"objected to," a vote improperly entered in the roll can
not afterwards be objected to. Was there ever a more
monstrous proposition put in a Bill than this, that an appeal
of this kind must take place within one week, or else, until
another year rolls by, the wrong cannot be rectified; and
in the meantime an election may take place ? Well, sup-
pose this elector has got his notice in, suppose that task ias
been accomplished successfully, the elector having retained
a lawyer to enable him to draw the notice and see that
everything is correct, the next provision is that there shall
be a sitting offthe court. What provisions are there in this
Bill for giving public notice that the court is going to sit ?
For all that appears in section 16, that court may hold
its sitting, complete its work, and adjourn, and the fact that
it intended to ait need never have been known outside some
printing office. The revising officer is to give notice as
follows:-

" Notice that the said list and the time of holding of the. said sitting
have been published in manner aforesaid shail aiso be given by the
revising officer immediately after such publication, by at least one inser-
tion tbereof in the form contained in the schedule to this Act, in one or
more newspapers, if any, published within the electoral district."
The revising officer publishes one little notice in one little
newspaper, mi some littie insignificant newspaper, in one
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corner of a riding, and that is supposed to be a notice to
every elector in the riding, and he is bound by it, though,
in fact, ho has never seen it. There is no provision for send-
ing notice to the person whose name is objected to ; thore ais
no such safeguard as that to warn him that lis rights are to
be adjudicated upon; thore is only a sham notice provided
here, a sham attempt to make it appear public. The whole
thing is a farce, a colorable scheme, calculated to deceive.
Well, we will suppose that our elector has succeeded in
gétting his voters' list; ho las borrowed bis $24 and has
feed a lawyer to get the notice drawn; ho has found bis
way down to the court; he has argued bis case there and
produced witnesses, and for some reason this arbitrary
officer chooses to disallow the appeal. Thon the Act provides
that there shall be a second court of revision held by this
same revising officer. I refer you thon to section 21.
That section enacts that after the completion of the pre-
liminary list of votes and preparation of lists for polling
districts, and so on, the officer shall publish the list a second
time; and then it provides that any person aggrieved by
that list shall have the right to appeal from it to this same
court, and to go through the same form again, so that the
voter has to commence again, under section 21, and buy a
new copy of the list. Remember that the list ho bought
before, which cost him $24, is valueless. It was the copy
of the first list; now ie is compelled to buy a copy of the
revised list-a supposed correct list. The first list is
blotted out by the second, and ho las to pay $21 more,
or $48 altogether. Thon he is obhiged to prepare
another notice. He has to go to his counsel again,
and bis counsel, who, I suppose, makes some charge
for this, prepares this second notice, which is forwarded,
and the same sham is gone through again. Thon the revis-
ing officer holds another court, and the farce is gone over
again. The samo technicalitios are provided in section 23,
whereby the voter is again obliged to give notice within
a week or his appeal is gone. He is obliged to go through
all these technicalities literally, and if ho is fortunate
enough to get every thing done in such a way that the revis-
ing offloor cannot possibly resist considering his appeal, at
last ho appears before the highest court in the land, namely,
the same revising officer who overruled him before; and that
brings us to section 24, and section 24 is so original that
perhaps it will stand reading in its entirety. I am satisfied
it is new reading to a number of hon. gentlemen here.

Sone hon. MEMBERS. Explain.
Mr. MULOCK. If the Secretary of State were here, I

could point to him, for-from his own lips, we heard it was
new to him. He told us What ho thought was in the Bill, and
I have read the Bill and shown that ho was entirely wrong,
that it is a document unlike anything of the kind on earth,
and thus have shown that we have bore something new
under the sun. It proceeds thus:

" At the time and place named in the notice of the revising officer, he
shall hold open court for the said final revision"-

That is to be a very open court; there is nothing hidden
about it-.

" And shall hear ~and dispose of any objection or complaint of which
notice shall have been given as aforesaid, hearing the parties making
the same if they appear and any evidence that may be aduced before
him insupportofor in opposition thereto, and shall either affirm or
amend the het accordingly, as to him seems right and proper, attest-
ing with his initials any changes, additions or erasures in the list."

Now, if the appellant or elector, by any accident, does not
happen to appear himself, if ho sends in a number of
wi tnesses to prove bis case for him, the officer cannot
en tertain that appeal ; ho must disallow it. It can only be
en'tertained in the actual presence of the appellant. What
is the object of that provision? And, no matter what
evd ene is given, no matter what argument is advanced,
the revisin officer, after listening to everything, is per-

mitted, under line 47, to confirm or amend the listas to him
seems right and proper. Thus the matter is completed,
and section 26 declares it to be the case. Section 26
declares that the lists so prepared are the lista on which
elections are to be held, and I would draw your attention
to this fact, that although later down in this Bill there is
some nominal reference to appeals, still it is so ingeniously
worded that the lista confirmed at this stage are the lista
on which the elections are held. I will next call your
attention to section 46, which is offered to us, I suppose,
as a section that is calculated to afford complote, full and
final justice to everybody. The humblest suitor in the
land is to have the full benefit of the right to appeal from
this revising officer. Under what conditions ? I heard
the hon. the Secretary of State declare positively that the
elector had the right to appeal. He did not qualify that
statement. Of course, ho did not know what was in the
Bill, but ho stated that, and of course you believed him, you
relied on his information, you did not read the Bill for your-
selves, and so you voted for the second reading under a
misappreliension. Let me read what section 46 says, and
see whether it sustains his statement:

'' Any person or persons who, under the foregoing sections, shall bave
made complaint according to the practice therein provided for in respect
of the list of voters in any polling district, the final revision thereof,
whetber such list be the first or any subsequent voters' list for the polling
district prepared under this Act, or any person or persons, with refer-
ence to whom such complaint was made, who shall be dissatisfied with
the decision on any point of law of the revising officer in respect of such
complaint, may give to the revising officer, on the day of such decision,
and before the adjourament of the court on that day, notice in writing
of his desire to appeal to a superior court from such decision, stating
shortly in such notice the decision complained of and his reasons for
appealing against it ; and if the revising officer thinks it reasonable
and proper to allow sach appeal,he sha, as soon as he conveniently
can do so, state, in the torm of a special case, the facts established
according to his opinion by the evidence, and necessary to be laid
before the court above."

And the section goes on to deal with some other matters.
Now, what rights are secured as a matter of law to the
suitor in this case ? Has ho the right to appeal on every-
thing ? First of all, the appeal is limited under any pos-
sible circumstances to a matter of law ? What is a matter
of law in a case like this ? Any hon. gentleman who has
had to do with courts of revision knows what are the mat-
tors complained of, as a rule. Questions of value are the
principal thing-what is this proporty worth ? Am I in
occupation ? Am I a resident in this riding ? and so on-
pure questions of fact. It is a very rare thing indeed for any
point of law to arise before a court of revision. Such point
of law can only arise where it is a question as to the con-
struction of some document, whether such a document
creates such a title or not. It is a rare thing for a question
of title to be put in dispute under such circumstances. In
the greatest number of cases the question is simply one of
fact, as I have indicated. But, supposing it is a
question of law, what are the rights of the elector ?
First of all, before he as any rights at all, ho
must give to the revising officer, "on the day
of such decision, and before the adjournment of the court on
that day, notice in writing of his desire to appeal to a
superior court from such decision, stating shortly in such
notice the decision complained of and his reasons for appeal-
ing against it." Do you know any other case in any court
in Canada where a suitor is obliged, the instant a judgment
is given against him, and before the court has risen, to pre-
sent in writing to the presiding judge notice of his intention
to appeal from that decision, and not only that, but setting
forth in that notice all the grounds on which ho proposes
to appeal? If any precedent can be found in any court
under the British juriadiction, thon I make no more com-
plaint under that section on that point, but there is no
court, in which an appeal is allowed at all, where
such conditions precedent to appeal are imposed.

i Those conditions attached to the right to appeal are inserted
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there manifestly for but one object. Any person reading
this section can draw but one conclusion from it. Nomi-
nally an opportunity is given to this man to appeal, but the
opportunity is such that, in 99 cases out of 100 no man
would ever be in a position to avail himself of it. Suppos-
ing that a decision is given at the end of the day.
The court is over, the judge rises saying: "I am going to
adjourn; I have no more business; there is nothing
in the law to say that I am to continue the court
while you prepare your notice of appeal." It
would be an impossibility for the voter to present his
notice, and not presenting his notice, his rights are gone.
But, supposing he does prosent his notice, that does not
secure to him the right of appeal, even on this point of law,
because even thon it depends upon the whim of the revising
offieer whether or not the appeal shall be had. The section
says: "And, if the revising officer thinks it reasonable and
proper to allow such appeal, lie shall, as soon as ho conve-
niently can do so, state, in the form of a special case, the
facts established according to bis opinion by the evidence,
and necessary to be laid before the court above in order to
determine the said point of law." You see from that that
these words which I have read leave it entirely in the
discretion of the officer against whose judgment the elector
complains to refuse the appeal; and, it at last lie does
choose to al:ow the appeal, what evidence is handed to the
court above on which to consider that appeal ? Is there any
record taken in the first instance of the evidence ? Is
there any machinery by which the evidence is to be taken
down ? None whatever. The revising officer draws his
own conclusions from the evidence. lHe sends up to the
court above just such an account of the transactions as to
him seems meet. It is entirely in his hands to present to
the court above such a view of the case as he may choose,
because the report that comes before him is the only
document, the only evidence, that the court above can look at
in order to deal with the appeal. Now, Mr. Speaker, when
we refer to section 40, to see how far this revising officer is
bound by any rules of evidence, we find it declares that:

" The revising officer shall have power, at any court or sitting held
under this Act by him, to amend, or give leave to amend, when he sees
fit, any of the proceedings taken in reference to any voters' list, to direct
the notice to be given to other persons, or to dispense with any notices
hereinbefore required to be given."
Then it goes on to say:

" And he shall not be bound by strict rules of evidence, or form of pro-
cedure, but shall hear and determine all matters coming before hin, as
such revising officer, in a summary manner, and so as in his judgment
to do justice to all partiés.'
Under section 40 the revieing officer may disallow any evi.
dence, ho may refuse to receive evidence, ho may wholly
discredit evidence, and his action in this matter is absolutely
final. Why, the only instrument upon which the case
would rest he might refuse to receive, and there would be
no foundation for any appeal. Then, Mr. Speaker, suppose
we read section 47. That section reads as follows:-

" No such appeal shall be allowed "-

Mr. SPEAKER. I think the hon. gentleman had botter
not go into the clause in detail on this motion. Hffe can
discuss the principles of the Bill, not theclauses.

Mr. MULOCK. I am nearly through with, them, and I
think--

Mr. GAMERON (Huron). I think, with all due deference
to your ruling, Mr. Speaker, that you cannot discuss the
principles of a Bill without knowing what is in a clause,
and you cannot know what is in a clause without reading
a clause; and therefore I think the hon. gentleman is in
order.

Mr. SPEAKER. I think I have authority for it here:
" On the motion for the Speaker to leave the Chair, a member is at

liberty to discua the main provisions, but not to proeeed in detail
through the clauses, nor to discus the amendments to the Bill."

Mr. CAMERON. Yet he is at liberty to discuas the prin-
ciples-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

Mr. CAMERON. I am in perfect order. I am speaking
to a question of order, and I submit that a speaker has a
right on this motion to discuss the principles of the Bill.

Mr. SPEAKER. Certainly.

Mr. CAMERON. He cannot discuss the principle of a
Bill without knowing what is in it, and he cannot know what
is in the Bill without reading it.

Mr. SPEAKER. I do not think I interrupted the hon.
gentleman until after ho had gone through several clauses,
one after another.

Mr. CAMERON. There are several principles.

Mr. MULOCK. I will try strictly to recognise your
ruling. There are only six sections that I intend to refer
to, and I shall refer to them very briefly. If you will allow
me to rond section 47. Lot me call attention to section 47.

Mr. RYK ERT. You have decided a point of order, and I
think it ought to be sustained.

Mr. MULOCK. The hon. gentleman is ashamed of sec-
tion 47, and would like to keep it from the eyes of the pub.
lic. It reads:

" No such appeal shall be allowed or entertained against any decision
of the revising officer upon any matter of fact, or the admission or
rejection of evidence adduced or offered on any matter of fact, but the
appeal shall be allowed only on some point or points of law as befo-e
mentioned."

Now, Mr. Speaker, under that section you will see that no
appeal lies under any circumstances upon any question of
fact, and my justification for reading that to the House
is that it should receive the utmost publicity. Now,
suppose that this suitor, unfortunately for himself,
is allowed to appeal. liaving wasted most of his sub-
stance he is at last allowed to go to the court. To what
court is ho allowed to appeai ? The only court in Ontario
to which ho is allowed to appeal is the ligh Court ofJustice.
Now, we all know that the High Court of Justice only sits
in the city of Toronto, to which court our unfortunate
eloctor must appeal or be disfranchised. Then, in what
form ? Under section 50 he can appeal to the High Curt
of Justice, commencing his proceedings as anyone else
would commence an action at law. That is the next step,
in order to get matters rectified, and one of the moet
extraordinary provisions that I ever saw is that ho eau-
not appear in poison.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman will sec that
he is not discussing the principlo of the Bill. That is
one of the things which may be amended in committee,
and that is the roason of this ruling, that the clauses lu detail
cannot be discussed.

Mr. MULOCK. I am not going to read any more clauses.
Mr. SPEAKER. I thought the hon.gentleman was going

to read.

Mr. MIJLOCK. I am only going to give the number of
the section Yon will remember that when I began my
argument I took this ground, and it is too late now, I think,
to overrale me; I took the ground that this Bill nominally
provided a list for voters, but in all its details it was cal-
culated to defeat the making of a correct list. I was only
going to give the number of the section about barristers.
Section 48 says that if the party gets in his appeal all rfght
ho may appear at the next sitting of the court by any
barrister. He cannot appear in person ; he eau hire counsel,
and Ifaving hired counsel th case goeson.
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Mr. SPEAKER That is one of the details for discussion

in committee.

Mr. MULOCK. I tbink there is an accumulation of evi-
dence which goes to the principle of the Bill, that the objecte
of the details muet be looked at, so as to see if they go to defeat
not to accomplish the end aimed at. As a last warning to
the suitor not to venture to • appeal, it is decided that the
court may award costs against him as in any ordinary case.
These provisions lead to but one conclusion and one
inference, namely, that this is a Bill, not for the purpose of
extending the franchise, not for the purpose of enabling
electors to be placed on the roll, but for the purpose of
enabling a man who may be badly disposed to prepare a
roll, regardiess of what is right. The last point in the Bill
to which I intend to refer is section 55. It sayse: "It shall be
the duty of the returning officer on any revision, of hie
own more motion, to strike out names;" and now I give the
exact words," and generally to correct such liste, so far as any
information in his possession will enable him to do so, in
order to carry out the intention of this Act." It is no
wonder that with such a Bill before this House, the member
for Montreal East, one of the Government supporters,
declared this Bill contained some most extraordinary pro-
visions, and that the powers contemplated to be given to
returning officers were most extraordinary powers. No
wonder the hon. member for Rouville (Mr. Gigault), and
other conscientious Government supporters, refused to sup-
p ort it. No wonder that hon. members on this side of the

ouse stand up here, ont of a sense of duty, and raise their
voices against this measure. I will not refer to the
expense to be cast upon constituencies by this meaure.
That bas been sufficiently amplified by other speakers. It
is sufficient to say, by way of summary, that under this
moasure the Governor in Council, which means of course
the Government of the day, have power to appoint 633 officers
to carry out the provisions of this Bill. I leave the Hiouse
to judge whether it is wise to fasten such a staff or even a
much smaller staff of officials on the country for the purpose
of giving effect to such a measure, unless it is going to
benefit the country. Has it been shown that the country
woiuld be benefited by such an expenditure, or that the
country bas asked for a change in the existing system ? Do
hon. gentlemen opposite pretend to say that they did not,
when they were elected, represent public opinion ? Do
they say that had'the liste been otherwise, bad there been
a Dominion franchise, the Governmont would have been
in different bands? If so, I can understand there has
been some abuse. But they state that they accepted
the verdict of the people, and so it does not lie in
their months to say that they did not when elected represent
public opinion, and that if the liste had been different
the reins of Government would have been in different hande.
In my opinion this Bill is subversive of every principle of
justice. We, as a louse of Commons, are called upon not
to barter away the rights of the people, but to guard the
rights of the people. This is not a Bill that applies to party
at all. It is a Bill that is destructive of party. It is a Bill
that is revolutionary in its character. It is a BiIl that con-
templates taking away from the people every power they
should possess respecting Parliament. The Government
appoint revising officers. Those officers may, if they choose
to abuse their power, prepare such liste as will bring
about one result, the election of those whom it was intended
to elect. Then the only appeal against any wrong by the
returning officer is such as to be of no practical use. How
are the people going to get back their power ? They cannot
get it back, and those men who assent to this moasure are
doing an injustice to the country, are betraying the consti-
tuencies that sent them bore, and are acting in
a way that, in my opinion, is treasonable, towards
their country. I say the men who take up arms and with

Mr. MuLooc.

violence assail their country do les grievous harm than
those who make this assault on the constitution. In the
one case the men do it openly and without pretence of
doing right, they endeavoring to enforce their opinions by
violence. In this case, if we proceed and pass this measure,
depriving the people of their rights and liberties, we are,
under the pretence of doing good by constitutional means,
doing a great wrong. HiEstory furnishes warnings against
the danger arising from the people losing control. If the
Government feel, as the hon. member for Ottawa did, that
it was right for them to use this po wer in order to secure
the Conservatives in power-for I think he went so far as
to admit that-

Mr. MACKINTOSH. To whom is the hon. gentleman
alluding ?

Mr. MULOCK. I was alluding to the hon. member who
was playing the kazoo behind yon, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. MACKINTOSH. I may inform the hon. gentleman
that I was not playing a kazoo. But to whom is the hon.
gentleman referring?

Mr. MULOCK. I was about to say that this measure is
justified by one hon, gentleman on this ground: Tbat itwill
enable the Conservative party to accomplish a certain pur.
pose, to save this country from falling into the hands of the
Grits. That is about his argument. That is just about as
good a reason as Cromwell had when he marched his
soldiers into the Long Parliament, and because it had not
been doing its duty ho turned Parliament ont, took the
koys, locked up the Parliament buildings and robbed the
poople of all system of representation. It is true the
people got the keys at last; and they will get the keys in
this case also. Hon. gentlemen opposite do not seem to be
gifted with so much patience as they should be; but in a
case like this, where under the pretence of endeavoring to
further secure the rights of the people, they propose to adopt
a system whereby power will pass from the conscientious
elector, be ho Conservative, Liberal or otherwise, for if ho
dares to criticise the acts of those whom ho may have
assisted to put in possession of power, they will, through
their agent, the revising officer, strike his name off the
voters' list. Then, if this measure passes, when too late wo
will find that we will have entrusted the guardianship of
the freedom of the people to a Government which, boing
beyond the people's control, will become as tyrannical as it
will be irresponsible. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I enter my
protest against this measure. I shall give my vote against
it, and I trust it will never become law as long as you or
any of us are spared to have any voice in the affaire of
Parliament.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I do not wish to detain the House for
any length of time. I have only a few words to say, and I
desire that the bon. gentleman at the bead of the Govern-
ment should ho in his place at the present moment. At
the same time I can speak for some length of time if ho
does not come in, but if ho comes in we may afterwards go
into committee. ,

Mr. BOWELL. Do I understand you will go into com-
mittee if we send for him?

Mr. CASGRAIN. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will
send for him; I think it would be botter.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman must confine him-
self to the principles of the Bill.

.Mr. CASGRAIN. I should have preferred the First
Miuister being bore, because if he is not I am going to say
behind his back what I would rather say in his presence.
It is true ho wants to wear us out in order-

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny). Order, order.
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Mr. CASGRAIN. Perhaps the hon. member for Mont-
magny wil be quiet, or perhaps, Mr. Speaker, you will keep
him quiet.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Am I to understand that
the hon. gentleman is speaking for is side of the House, or
does he wish me to understand that the intention is to
allow the House to go into Committee of the Whole?

Mr. CASGRAIN. I am not the leader of the Opposition,
but at the same time I may ay-

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. May I ask the Minister of
Publie Works to repeat what he said. What did the hon.
gentleman suggest. I was not listening at the moment.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I was not suggesting any-
thing, but the hon. member for L'Islet (Mr. Casgrain)
wanted the First Minister here, and of course he is not here
just now. I understood that he meant that we were to go into
Committee of the Whole, and I wanted to know if he was
speaking on behalf of that side of the House-whether it
was the intention of hon. gentlemen to allow us to go into
committee. If that is so I will ask the First Minister to
come, so that he may go on with bis measure.

Sir R[CHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think what the hon.
gentleman proposes appears to be reasonable. I do not
suppose he intends to keep us long.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The First Minister is in
charge of the measure, and perhaps he will be able to say.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Perhaps you had better
send for him.

Mr. CASGRAIN. Mr. Speaker-
Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny). You are out of order;

you spoke before.
Mr. SPE AKER. I decide that the hon. 'gentleman is in

Order.
Mr. LANDRY. .It is the first time he has been in

Order.
Mr. CASGRAIN. I do not want to be vexed, and I do

not think the hon. gentleman will interfere with my
remarks. The matter before us is one of extreme import-
ance-I suppose it is the most important that has been
before the Hlouse during the present Session. I think that
perfect latitude, perfect freedom should be given to the
members of the Opposition, and to members on the other
side, to offer as much discussion as they may desire, or as
may be necessary, upon this question. Now, I like to
hear the pleasant voice of le Chevalier de Aontmagny. H e
seems, by bis interruptions, to be as much of a nuisance
to his own friends as to hon. members on this side of the
House, thongh he does not seen to have the sense to per-
ceive it. Now, it appears to me contrary to the principle
of fair play, that a measure of this kind should be
brought down at so late a period in the Session. Before
closing my remarks I desire to express myself to the right
hon. Prime Minister of this Dominion. I desire to con-
gratulate him on the way in which he is pleased to con-
duct the affairs of this Parliament. I desire to compliment
him on the slight notice he takes whilst we are debating
the business of the House. Whilst the children of our soil
are fighting in the North-West, he las not even the pluck
nor the courage to stand at lis place and fight bis battles
in this Parliament. I wish to state, because he is here now,
that he should have the manly courage to be at bis place,
and not do what he has been doing, taking a quiet sleep
whilst he tries to tire us out-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order. Stick to the principles of
the Bill.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I say that the hon. gentleman tried to
stife discussion and-
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Mr. SPEAKER Order.

Mr. CASGRAIN. If I am out of Order, I wili withdra*
what I have said.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have to rule, as I have ruled ail ngiht,
that hon. gentlemen, in speaking, muet confine themlveS
to the principle of the Bill.

Mr. CASGRAIN. Well, I regret that we have not had
the opportunity of fairly discussing the principle of the
Bill.

An hon. MEMBER. Go on.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I am not going on, but I maintaf*-
what I said.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I may say to the First
Minister that there are several gentlemen who wanted to
discuss this question, but if the object is merely to take this
stage, I think we may be able to do so, if that course is
preferred.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Perhaps, then, we bad
botter go into committee and take the first clause.

Motion agreed to, on a division; and House resolved itself
into Committee.

(In the Committee.)
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I may say that I intend

to move an amendment to the second clause, to insert the
words, "excluding a Chinaman," in the paragraph defin.
ing a person, and L know that an hon. gentleman has pre-
pared a resolution to strike out the wordsI" a female person
unmarried, or a widow."

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What ! going to give
the ladies up altogether ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I bave been informed,
and I know that an hon. gentleman in the House is going
to move the omission of those words, in order to bring up
the question of the female vote. I shall, therefore, move
that the committee rise, report progress, and ask leave
to Fit again; and if the House permit, we shall again go
into committee on the Bill on Monday, and continue de die
in diem during next week, until the Bill gets through
committee.

Motion agreed to, and Committee rose and reported pro.
gress.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 4:35 a. m.,
Saturday.

IHOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAT, 27th April, 1885.

The SPEAKER. took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYRas.

Mr. SPEAKER announced that the Clerk of the louse
had received from the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery
certificate of the election and return of Pierre Malcolm
Guai, Esq., to represent the electoral district of the County
of Lévis.

Mr. P. M. GUAy, having taken the oath, and subsecribed the
roll containing the same, was introduced by Mr. Langelier
and Mr. Blake, and took his seat in the House.
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INCOMPLETE RETURN.

Mr. BLONDEAU. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, some time
ago I had the honor to make amotion with regard to a return
concerning the Agricultural Insurance Company of Canada.
That motion was agreed to; a part of the return has been
laid on the Table, but the most essential part has not been
broulght down. I would like to know whether the Govern-
meAt will take the necessary steps, in order to have the full
and complete return brought down, such as recommended.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. member will be
good enough to give me a note of what he has just said,
pnd the Government will certainly see that it is done.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. EDGAR. Before the Orders of the Day are called,
I should like to ask the hon. the Minister of Militia a ques-
tion. While the whole country has been interested in all
things concerning the troops under Major-General Middleton,
I think all Canadians have been filled with admiration at
the extraordinary and brilliant march made by Colonel
Otter, from the Saskatchewan to Battleford; and all the
country are interested in knowing how the troops have
stood the extraordinary strain. As direct telegraphic com-
munication exists with Battleford, I have no doubt the
Government have informed themselves of the state of that
column, and would like to know wbat is the report they
have received.

Mr. CARON. It gives me very great pleasure indeed,
in answer to the question of the hon. gentleman, to say that
he has qualified the march of Lieutenant-Colonel Otter as it
should have been qualified. It is considered by those who
ar aut4prities in such matters-and I do not presume to
express my own opinion-that it is a march deserving of
all the encomium that could be given to a feat of that kind.
We always knew Colonel Otter to be one of the best men
we bad in the Canadian service; the opportunity has been
afforded him of showing bis very great value, and he has
not shown himself wanting, I am happy to say, from the
telegram I have received from Battleford, that the troops
are in the very beat possible health and spirits. They have
stood that wonderful march-for it is really a wonderful
march-in a manner that really nobody could have ex-
pected from them. I may also state that 1 received yester-
day a cipher telegram from the Major-General in command,
who speaks in the highest possible terms of the behavior of
the troops in their first engagement. He confirms the
news that has appeared in the press of this morning, and
gives details as to the battle or the engagement that has
tker place which appeared in the press of this morning.
ie mentions, of course, the names of our brave volunteers
who have fallen on the field, and I am sure that I am mere-
ly expressing the opinion of the whole country in saying
that we all deeply regret the loss we have suffered, but they
have died the death of soldiers, and I am sure the country
must be proud of the manner in which they have done
their duty.

DOMINION DRAINAGE COMPANY.

Mr. DICKINSON (for Mr. HAGGART) moved that the
House resolve itself into Committee on Bill (No. 28) to
incorporate the Dominion Drainage Company.

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD. I do not think my hon.
friend had botter move it, as Mr. Haggart is absent. A
constitutional question is involved.

Kr. ABBOT'T. i understand that ho is going to move
that the constitutional question be got rid of by making it
apply only to the North-West Territories.

Mr. brScmua.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). The constitutional question
seems to amount to absolutely nothing. The provisions of
the Bill do nothing more than incorporate an ordinary
trading corporation, with functions to operate all over the
Dominion. I do not think the point is debateable, but I
understand the promoters of the Bill are willing to obviate
anything of that kind by limiting it, if necessary, to the
North-West Territories, though I think it is wholly unneces-
sary to do so.

Mr. IVES. With reference to the motion of the hon.
member for Russell (Mr. Dickinson), I was exceedingly
anxious that in the disposition of this matter a precodent
might be established that would be a guide for the com-
mittee over whieh I have the honor to preside. I should
regret very much if the compromise proposed should be
made, and the question remain open as it is now. I would
rather, if the hon. member for Russell would not object, that
the matter should stand for a day or two longer, even, with
a view of having it looked into by the law officers of the
Crown, as I think it is desirable that it should not be passed
in this way. It may be referred to hereafter as a precedent
against legislation of a similar character, and for my own
part I am inclined to agree with the hon. momber for North
Victoria (Mr. Cameron).

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would ask my hon.
friend to allow it to stand over.

THE FREDERICTON AND ST. MARY'S RAILWAY
BRIDGE COMPANY.

Mr. TEMPLE moved that the amendments made by the
Senate to Bill (No. 50) to incorporate the Fredericton and
St. Mary's Railway Bridge Company, be read the first time.

Mr. WELDON. The principal amend ment is one requir-
ing that at least one-half the stock should be represented at
any general meeting authorising the issue of bonds.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not rise to oppose the Bill at all,
because I believe it to be a very proper Bill, but I would
call attention to a very remarkable circumstance that
occurred last year, when we waived the rules in relation to
Bills coming in from the Sonate. That circumstance had a
very remarkable effect, and caused a great deal of commo-
tion in this louse and in the country; and the hon. mem-
ber for West Durham called attention to the fact that it was
of the greatest importance that the rule should be adhered
to. My right hon. friend, also, has had some trouble in con-
nection with the passing of these amendments from the
Senate without carefully looking into them. I believe the
rule requires that where there are changes otherwise than
verbal which affect the Bill, they should stand ùpon the
Notice Paper two days. I do not oppose the Bill, but I
simply call attention to the necessity of following the rule
strictly in order to avoid the recurrence of such a remark-
able circumstance as occurred last year in connection with
the Grand Trunk Bill-

Mr. SPEAKER. This Bill, that is on the pa r now,
came down from the Sonate last week. It has been put
upon the Paper in accordance with the rules.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am glad of it.

Motion agreed to, and amendments read and concurred in.

HURON AND ONTARIO SHIP CANAL COMPANY.

Mr. RYKERT (for Mr. TrawITT) moved that the
amendments made by the Sonate to Bill (No. 69) repecting
the Huron and Ontario Ship Canal Company, be read the
firet time.
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Mr. SPEAKER. This amendment is limiting the opera- Mr. BOW ELL The seizures have not been effected, but

tion of the Act to five years instead of ten. the merchants have been called upon to make amended
entries.

Mr. BLAKE, I believe the promoters of this Bill were
perfectly right. It is a pity such an important enterprise
should be thwarted in this way by the Senate.

Motion agreed to, and amendments read and concurred in

BROSSEAU & LISABELLE, CUSTOM HOUSE BRO.
KERS, MONTREAL.

Mr. LANGELIER asked, Whether it is true that the
Government suffers a loss of from $25,000 to $30,000 in conse-
quence of the frauds committed by Brosseau and Lisabelle,
Custom house brokers at Montreal ?

Mr. BOWELL. The Govern ment may lose by the frauds
committed by Messrs. Brosseau and Lisabelle, Oustoms
brokers, Montreal; but it is impossible to say what the
amount may be until the investigation now going on is'
closed.

Mr. LANGELIER asked, Whether the Government have
taken stops to enforce payment of the surplus of the entries
made in the name of merchants implicated in the frauds
committed by Brosseau and Lisabelle, Customs brokers,
Montreal?

Mr. BOWELL. Stops have been taken to enforce the
payment of all deficiencies covered by this invoice. I am
not aware of any merchants who are implicated. If there
are any, they will bo treated otherwise than by merely
requiring a payment of dues from them.

Mr. LANGELIER asked, Whether the Government have
been informed that certain merchants in Montreal shared
in the profits of the frauds committed by Brosseau and Lisa-
belle, Customs brokers, Montreal, by means of a system
under which they paid entry duties of some tbirty to forty
dollars, when they ought to have paid from one hundred
and twenty-five to one hundred and fifty?

Mr. BOWELL. Certain information has been conveyed
to the Department as to parties other than brokers being
implicated; but whether it is true or not I am not pre.
pared to say.

Mr. LANGELIER asked, Whether the Government have
taken energetic stops to prevent a renewal of the frauds
committed by Brosseau and Lisabelle, and if so, what such
measures are?

Mr. BOWELL. Government have taken all the steps
possible to prevent frauds of this kind occurring again by
instructing their officers to be more carefal in the investi-
gation of invoices presented, particularly by brokers.

Mr. LANGELIER asked, Whether the Customs Depart.
ment has been informed that seizures have been effected as
against merchants of Montreal indirectly implicated in the
frauds committed by Brosseau and Lisabelle; what is the
total amount of such seizures, and do the Government
intend to maintain the same?

Mr. BOWELL. I only repeat the answer I gave to the
former question. We have no positive knowledge of any
merchants being implicated in these fraudP, and it is impos-
sible to state what amount may be lost, or the amount of
the seizures, until the investigation to which I have re-
ferred is completed.

Mr. BLAKE. The question is, whether seizures have
been effected.

SEIZURES BY THE CUSTOMS DEPARTMENT AT
MONTREAL.

Mr. LANGELIER asked, Whether the Castoms Depart.
ment has been informed that the 'Collector at Montroal
often intervened to arrest seizures made by the oloors un-
der his controi, in cases of manifest fraud, and that such
intervention resulted in benefit to the Customs brokers?

Mr. BOWELL. The Department ha no such informa-
tion.

Mr. LANGELIER asked, Whether the Custome Depart.
ment has been informed that the Collector, or other superior
officers of Customs at Montreal, took it upon themselves to
cancel seizures made by subordinate ofmoers, and to restore
the goods seized, without submitting the case to the Depart.
ment and without even notifying the officer by whom the
seizure was made ?

Mr. BOWELL. The Department bas not reoeived any
information of that character.

WOOD FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS, OTTAWA.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth) asked, The number of tendon
received for the supply of wood to the Publie Buildings in
Ottawa ? Name of the contractor for the next thee
years ? Price per cord for the three qualities of wood sup.
plied?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Seven tenders were r.
ceived. The lowest was that of J. M. Quinn, I think, of
Ottawa, at the following rates: Hard and rock maple,
$4.95 per cord, mixod, $4.75, kindling $3.75. The contract
has not yet been signed, but it will most likely be signed
to-morrow.

TREATY NEGOTIATIONS BY SIR AMBROSE SHEA.

Mr. DAVIES asked, Have the Government received any
information of the successful negotiation by Sir Ambrose
Shea of any arrangement with regard to the trade relations
between Newfoundland and the United States? If so, will
they now state the nature of the information ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Sir Ambrose Shea was
in town on Saturday, and informed me that ho had been at
Washington. He had had no official duties to perform
there; howas not appointed by the Government of New.
foundiand, but ho was asked to go to Washington by the
Board of Trade of St. John. He had had some communica.
tion with Secretary of State Bayard, and with Mr. Wells,
but there had been no conclusions come to. Ho informed me
generally what ho did, but I am not authorised to state wbat
ho communicated.

TRADE RELATIONS BETWEEN CANADA AND THEf
UNITED STATES.

Mr. DAVIES asked, Have the Government taken any
stops for the negotiation of freer trade relations between
Canada and the United States, and if so, will they now state
what those stops are?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Government have
had some communication on this subject; but the nmatter is
not in such a state that it would be of advantage in the
public interest to state particularz, And theo same renarkz
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applies to the next question. [Mr. Davies-ilave the
Government taken any steps for the negotiation of any
treaty or arrangement respecting the use by American
fishermen of the waters of the Dominion of Canada after
the expiry of the fishery articles of the Treaty of Wash-
ington ? If so, will they now state what those steps are?]

THE ELECTORAL FRANCHISE.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the House
resolve itself into Committee on Bill (No. 103) respecting
the Electoral Franchise.

Motion agreed to; and the House resolved itself into
Committee.

(In the Committee.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In the second interpreta.
tion clause, in the paragraph relating to "person," I move
that after the words "an Indian " the words "l and excluding
Chinamen " be inserted.

Mr. MILLS. There are many other points in this inter-
pretation clause before that one, and it would be well to
know precisely the way in which the hon, gentleman pro.
poses to proceed.

Mr. BLAKE. I think that we will have great confusion
unless the hon. gentleman takes each clause by itself in the
order in which they occur in the Bill. There are many
important points preceding this one which may elicit much
discussion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Perhaps so. The sug-
gestion thrown out by the leader of the Opposition is a
good one, and I shal adopt it. Say we take the first
clause.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 1 move, in amendment to the first
clause, that all after the word "owner," in the 16th line, to
the words -in the said Province," in the 20th line, be struck
out. If this amendment is adopted it will have the effect
of striking out woman suffrage.

Mr. BLAKE. Before that motion is put I would say
there are some suggestions to be made with reference to
points still earlier in the clause than that, and I think it
would be well to take them up in order. My hon. friends
near me have suggestions with reference to earlier portions
of this clause, and if we go backward and forward, we will
get into confusion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. My hon. friend has
moved this amendment in order to test the question of
female suffrage, and I think it is very important to test it
now as, if female suffrage is denied, it will cause a change
in very many portions of the Bill, and it would be well to
settle the question as early as possible. As that question
affects most other clauses of the .Bill, it should be settled
first. There can be no objection, of course, to any other
amendment being moved to any of the phrases before it.

Mr. BLAKE. Very well. On that understanding it is
all right.

Mr. LANGELIER. Is this amendment intended to do
away with woman suffrage only for the Province of
Quebec? As I understand the amendment it is confined to
the Province of Quebec, because the portion of the clause
which it is proposed to strike out only refers to that Pro.
vince.

Mr. GIROUARD. But it involves the question of woman
suffrage.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is true that portion of
the clause refers specially to woman suffrage in the Provincei

Sir JoaN A. MAoDoNALD.

of Quebec, but the Government does not propose, or the
Bill does not propose, and I am eure my hon. friend from
Cumberland (Mr. Townshond) does not propose in his
amendment, that the ladies of Quebec only should be
excluded. My hon. friend takes the earliest opportunity
of testing the question as to the female franchise, by mov-
ing to amend that portion of this clause which presupports
that female suffrage is to be carried in the Bill. Well, Mr.
Chairman, with respect to female suffrage, I can only say
that, personally, I am strongly convinced, and every year,
for many years, I have become more strongly convinced,
of the justice of giving women otherwise qualified the suf-
frage. I am strongly of that opinion, and have been for a
good many years, and I had hoped that Canada would have
the honor of first placing women in the position that she is
certain eventually, after centuries of oppression, to obtain.
It is merely a question of time all over the civilised world.
In England the question has made marvellous progress, as
we all know who have paid any attention to that subject.
By slow degrees women have become owners of their own
property; they are protected as much as if they were un-
married-protected in all their rights, not only against all
the world, but against their own husban&s.' They have
obtained a quasi political position on school boards, in
vestries, and in municipal elections, I believe, to a certain
extent; and in every position in which they have made an
advance towards equality with men, they have proved
themselves so efficient that there has not been the slightest
attempt to retroactive legislation to deprive them
of any privileges or advantages that, after centuries
of denial, they have at last obtained. I had
hoped that we in Canada would have had the great
honor of leading in the cause of securing the complete eman.
cipation of women, of completely establishing her equality
as a human being and a member of society with man. I say
it is a mere matter of time. It is known-at least, it is
believed, though I cannot speak positively on that point-
but it is generally understood that the present Premier of
England is in favor of female franchise. He did not allow
female franchise to be imported into his late Franchise or
Representation Bill, for fear it might harm the Bill as a
whole. He stated that the question was to be judged on its
own merits as a separate question; and upon lis statement
the motion for the extension of the franchise to women was
defeated by a large majority. But it was a majority obtained
in consequence of that statement made by the Premier, who,
as head of the Government and as leader of the House of
Commons, was carrying through the Franchie Bill; and
when there was a separate motion, standing by itself, moved
by Mr. Mason, it was defeated in the House of Commons by
a majority of only sixteen votes. I need not enlarge upon
this subject, because I am fighting contra spem. 1 believe a
majority of this House is opposed to female suffrage.

Some hon. MEMBERS, No, no.
Sir JOHN A. MACDON ALD. Then I am not fighting

contra spem; but I think I am better informed on this point
than are those hon. gentlemen who say "no, no." The
Government are exceedingly anxious, and are resolved so
far as it lies in thcir power, to persuade the House to give
effect to their resolution to have this Bill become law during
the present Session, and, therefore wish that this ques-
tion, which is a very important one, but not the all important
one, should bo settled as early as possible on this motion.
And after this is disposed of, we shall be better able to
judge of the remainder of the measure, especially of the
qualification and disqualification of voters. I have nothing
more to say, only I hope that my anticipation will not bie
realised, and that this House will adopt the clause by which
unmarried women and widows will have the franchise. The
argument has been used with some speciousness in the dis-
cassions on this measure that it is illogical, that we must
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give the vote to every woman if we give it to any. This
matter of the franchise is not a matter of logic, but of
expodiency ; and it does not at all follow that because we go
a certain length we have to go the whole length. The argu-
ment was pressed so far in this House the other night
that it was said: If you grant the privilege of
electing, you must grant the privilege and right
of being elected. That does not at all follow. We have at
this moment various qualifications of electors here who
could not themselves be elected. Government contractors
and civil servants can all vote, but cannot be elected. Per-
sons receiving money from the public treasury can all
vote, but cannot be elected. In the same way in England
Church of England clergymen are all voters, but they are
ineligible for election to Parliament. So that the logical
argument that if you grant one thing, yon must go still
further, I do not think amounts to much. Then with
respect to the argument that because the Bill gives the
right to vote to unmarried women and widows, who are un-
married women, yon are doing an injustice to married
women. f it be a matter of justice and injustice, you are
committing an injustice by omitting all women, and if you
admit a certain portion you do not do a greater injustice
than prevailed when ladies, married and unmarried, were
all omitted. I am, however, in favor of giving ladies, mar-
ried and unmarried, the franchise. But I am candid
enough, as one who has to look at the whole subject, to ad-
mit that they do no- stand on exactly the sama footing. A
woman who has no husband, and who is compelled Ie pay
taxes on lier property, and assume most of the respon-
sibilities of men, she should have the right to vote
for laws, and the most important of which, in
any country, are for the protection of property. It seems
very hard to argue that a lady who has a large property
should not have a vote when her servants may have votes.
A lady of large wealth and property saidto me when I was
in England a short time ago: I have no vote. My butler
bas a vote, my steward has a vote, my coachman has a vote
and at least fifty of my servants have votes; but I have no
vote. She thought it was rather an injustice to her that
she had not a vote when so many who derived their means
of living from lier had votes, and were her superiors in that
regard. Then I must admit that married women stand in
a different position on the family ground, which I do not
think ought to prevail, but which certainly separates the
question of unmarried women from that with respect to
those who are wives. They are supposed to have great
community of interest with their husbands. Some people
are apprehensive that if the wife holds one political view
and the husband a different political view there might be
family discord. It is an argument that has very great
weight with society, and I believe it is the chief argument
that is used against giving married women votes. I do not be-
lieve in its force. If married women have a right to own
property, to invest their money, to spend their money
whether the husband is pleased or displeased, and if that
law which allows women to have separate property has not
produced such social discord as to evoke a suggestion that
the right should be taken away from women, I do not think
that the fear of domestic discord on account of exercising
the franchise ought to prevail. That, however, I muet say,
is the chief argument used against married women having
votes, and I may say in my opinion it is the sole argument
having weight. It bas some weight certainly, but, as I
have already said, when we see women having the manage-
ment of their own property, when we see that husbands
and wives have different political and different religious
opinions, and we know that religious opinions are the
strongest of all opinions, and they are those which promise
most of accord and most of discord in society, and
yet we see they can live happily together, one
being a Catholic and the other a Protestant, and

in England frequently one being a Christian and the
other a Jew-when you see that all those variances in
thought and opinion, and in action-consequent upon differ-
ence of opinion-does not produce family discord, does not
in any way or to any extent produce such farnily disturbance,
such domestic disturbances as to cause theso difficulties,
I muet say that I personally am of opinion that narried
women ought to have votes. However, I am of the opinion
of O'Connell that you should nover refuse a stop in advanco,
and I am strongly in favor of first conferring the franchise
upon unmarried women and widows, and- speaking for
myself personally-I would be quite satisfied to see the
experiment tried, and tried for a very considerable period, of
giving votes to unmarried women, who are free from
domestic shackles, ail domestic engagements, ail supposed
influence or preponderance from the opinions of husbands-
to see that experiment tried for a considerable length of
time, and allow the question of a further extension of the
franchise to married women to depend on the success of this
initiatory step. If it were found that the grant-
ing of the franchise to unnarried women were a
failure, thon it would be a decided block, a decided impedi.
ment, of course, to extending it at ail. At all events, at
present, the Bill does not in any way ask for the extension
of the franchise 'to married women. The Committee is
asked to consider now, whether it iq not safe, whether it is
not right, whether it is not just and equitable to allow un-
married women who have proporty, who have the responsi-
bilities consequent on having property, to have the right of
protecting that property by giving them votes. I have
heard it stated that women do not sit on juries, that they
do not do militry service, and that that would be a reason
why they should not vote, that they have not the same re-
sponsibilities as men. But why not, thon, take away the
vote of clergymen who do not go to battle ? or the votes
of Quakers, MIennonnites, and Tunkers, who have conscien.
tious scruples against going to war? If the matter depends
upon logic yon must b. logical, and yon must exclude ail
persons from having votes who are not ohliged to assume
ail the responsibilities that the mass of the votera do as.
sume. No, Sir, I hope that the amendment will
fail.

Mr. COURSOL. No doubt we shall hear many different
opinions concerning the question of woman suffrage. I
have no idea at the present moment what is the sentiment
of this House on that subject, but I do know that the
measure was fully known to the country at large for a
year past, and that it has been discussed in every news-
paper. I believe that the question of woman suffrage has
already been discussed, especially in the Province of
Quebec, and I have no hesitation in saying that the well ex-
pressed desire of the people of that Province is against
woman suffrage, and I believe they will be pleased to hear
that provision las been struck from the Bill. Many argu.
ments have been advanced, and no doubt many arguments
will be advanced in favor of woman suffrage. I have no
doubt a great many of them are correct; but at the same
time there is in the Province of Quebec a principle involved in
the question, and that principle is that woman suffrage should
be abolished altogether-whether they are married women or
widows, or whether or not they are women who are propri-
etors possessing real estate-those questions have aillbeen
discussed, and the principle is that no woman should
vote, and, therefore, in deference to that portion of the
Province of Quebec which I represent, and knowing the
feeling of my constituents on that subject, I have seconded
this motion. This motion has been moved by my hon.
friend and seconded by myself with a vic' of obtaining a
test vote on this question, and the moment it is decided we
shall proceed with the other provisions of the Bill. This
clause in the Bill may be received with a certain amount of
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favor in some of the other Provinces, but the time has not
yet come, and is not likely to come for a long time, when
it will be acceptable to the Province of Quebec.

Mr. CHARLTON. It is not often, Sir, that I have the
pleasure of agreeing with the right hon. gentleman, even
to a limited extend, as I do to-day. Of course, I do not
agree with the right hon. gentleman that it is expedient for
this House to adopt any measure whatever with regard to
the electoral franchise. I believe we are taking a step
which is uncalled for, a step which is not in the interest of
the country, but I do believe that if this step is taken, if
this House assumes the right, as it certainly has the power.
to regulate the franchise, then I do agree with the right hon.
gentleman, to some extent, as to the question of female
suffrage. I believe, Sir, that the enfranchisement of the
females of the Dominion of Canada would not be detri-
mental to the interests of the country. I believe it would
create a large vote which would be on the side of moral,
social, and religious reform. 1 believe, Sir, if the women
of this country, had had a vote, that the Bill which I have
promoted two or three Sessions would not have met with
the ignominious faie which it met with, from a House which
was exclusively a congress of males; I believe that the
rights of the females themselves would in that case have
received some recognition. I believe, Sir, that in the case
where female suffrage has been tried the experiment has
proved a success. It has been tried lu the Territory of
Wyoming, and, when this Bill was introduced a year
or two ago, I sent and obtained a work on the prac-
tical operation of female suffrage in that territory.
I expected to find that the opinions of those who were
intimately conversant with its working would be unfavor-
able, but I was surprised to find that the result of the opera.
tion of female suffrage in that territory was eminently
satisfactory to all parties. But the kind of suffrage the hon,
gentleman proposes is not the kind of suffrage which was
granted to the females of Wyoming. Then, there is no
unjust discrimination in favor of one class and against an-
other,-the class discriminated against in this Bill being
those most eminently entitled to the suffrage, for married
females as well as unmarried have the suffrage in Wyoming.
And not only do they enjoy the suffrage but they sit on
juries, discharging the duties of citizenship in that respect,
and with eminent satisfaction to the citizens of the territory
and benefit to law and order. The hon. gentleman tells us
that lie did hope to see Canada lead the van of this reform
among the British colonies. Well, Sir, I must say that it
strikes me that the conduct of the right hon. gentleman
with regard to this matter is not such as we would have
expected from an hon, gentleman who is really and thor-
oughly in earnest in the matter of promoting this movement.
I think the hon. gentleman has surrendered, or shows signs
of being willing to surrender, tamely and without a struggle,
this great principle which is so dear to his heart. fie
tells us Mr. Uladstone is in favor of this Bill.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not quite say that.
I said that that was the general impression,-the rumor-
but that he did not state so in so many words.

Mr. CHARLTON. At all events, we have the explicit
declaration of the hon. gentleman in favor of this principle,
and, if he is in favor of it, I cal on him to stand up man-
fully for it. We know the great power he possesses with
the party opposite; we know that his nod is law, and we
are perfectly well aware that if he is in earnest in regard to
this matter, if he says to his followers that this provision
has got to be carried, it will be carried. If the principle
of woman's franchise is not adopted by this louse I charge
it directly on the right lon. gentleman who professes such
an affection for the measure ; I charge him with proving
false to this principle, with having failed to stand up as he

Mr. CoussoL.

should for a principle which he professes to favor. Ie
tells us with regard to the partial application of this prin.
ciple that it is not expedient to grant it to all.
Well, Sir, the question of mere expediency should not
govern us in this matter; the question is what is right ?
rhe hon. gentleman says, it is better to do partial justice
than not to do justice at all. Sir, I scout the idea. When
our duty lies plain and palpable before us it is our duty to
discharge our whole duty. He telle us, too, that if we were
to enfranchise married women there might be discord in
the family. So there might; and I know families in which
there has been discord in consequence of some of the male
members voting on one side and one on the other. I know
farmers' families, in which if one son did not follow the
principles of his father, there was discord. But what has
that to do with the question ? It is the right of every
elector in Canada to judge for himslf or, if we adopt this
principle, for herself, and it is no argument to say that if
the exercise by a woman of the functions that pertains to
her should breed discord in the family, she ought not to
have that privilege. I hold that if we are to act in accord-
ance with the principles of justice, and if we hold in any
degree that female suffrage is advisable, the hon. gentleman
should not hesitate to go the whole length and grant this great
boon to the women of Canada without regard to their being
married or single; and if any discrimination is made, let
the hon, gentleman exclude the widows and the spinsters
and give the suffrage to married women, who are botter
entitled to it than any other class of women in Cinada.
Believing the enfranchisement of women would be in the
interest and for the welfare of Canada, believing that it would
introduce into the electorate a body of electors who would
exercise their functions with a greater degree of conscien-
tiousness than those who now form the electorate, believing
that it would impart to our politics a higher degree of moral
purity, and would give us a class of electors who would act
religiously and from principle, I think we should be taking
a step which is beneath the dignity of this House, and
should be acting in a way that is most invidious and unfair,
if wo adopted only a partial recognition of this principle
and granted the franchise to one class of women to the
exclusion of another. Let it be to all alike, impartially.

Mr. ROYAL. If an argument were necessary to con.
vince me that I am right in opposing female suffrage, it
would be that expressed by my hon. friend (Mr. Charlton) on
the other side of the House. I regretted very much to hear
for the first time such logic from the right hon. Premier as
he used in this case. Evidently he was not in his sphere; he
was evidently for the time not a Conservative Premier. I
think we have enough democracy in this Bill to last for 20
years without touching female suffrage. The hon. gentle-
man speaks of woman suffrage in vestries, and in municipal
and school elections. To vote in a vestry meeting a woman
does not require a new edacation; she is given a religions
education when she is young, but she is not taught politics.
I do not suppose a woman, if she is a widow and has
children, requires any special teaching to qualify her to
vote in school elections or in municipal elections. But to
give women a vote at parliamentary elections means the
addition of a new element in the education of females.
The programme that prevails at present in our educational
institutions for females is large enough and perhapa too
large for the young females who attend them, without
encumbering it with political economy. I believe rather
in domestic economy than in political economy for
females. That is their domain, and they have enough
to attend to there without being given those other
important daties, which they are not fitted either
by nature or education to fulfil, of voting at the
poils, and assisting men to guide the affaira of state. Woman
has been created for another kingdom ; her kingdom is

1890



COMMONS DEBATES.
powerful enough; and if we emancipate woman aùd aIIow
her to enter the doctoral arena, I believe the next move will
be to emancipate man. I do not believe in this cry for the
enfranchisement of woman. It bas been mooted in the press
of the United States and in England, and very slightly on
the continent of Europe, by some single ladies whose unex-
pended treasury of affection they desired, I suppose, to be
divided between their cats and political questions. Well, Sir,
I do not believ'e in that sort of thing. I believe the dominion
of women over men is wide enough at present; they are
supreme in almost everything; and if you admit them to the
the political arena, we shall have to concede our places to
them. I believe our right hon. Premier, through misplaced
gallantry, ias crossed the floor and shaken bands with the
hon. member who has just spoken, the author of the Seduction
Bill, and so many other Bills of deep interest to the ladies.
I believe, Sir, in the principle of the Bill. There are prin-
ciples which are thoroughly conservative in it, but I believe
thisprinciple sacrifices too much to the other side of the House.
I believe, we (Conservatives, must stick to the principle that
manhood suffrage is the right suffrage, and that womanhood
suffrage should not prevail in this country. It is ail very well
in England, where a lady of property and rank may object
that her butler has a vote while she has not ; but that is
due to the fact that the lady is a woman and the butler is a
man, that is all; the reason is very plain. Certainly it
may be said that there have been very illustrious women,
who have made their mark in history; but I should like to
see any honorable member of this committee stand up and
say that he would wish to be the husband of one of those
illustrious women. If he were, Le would be known as
the husband of that illustrious lady, and nothing
else; Le would be called the husband of Mrs. So-
and-so, which I believe is against the established
order of things which has prevailed for centuries.
It would perhaps be a great honor for this Legislature to
pay such a high tribute to women, but there are many
other ways in which hon, gentlemen, whether young or
old, can pay tribute to the fair sex, and I am sure no one
here stands remiss in his duty in that respect. However, I
do not believe it is a want of gallantry on the part of any
hon. gentleman to vote against female suffrage, but quite
the other way, and I am sure the majority of Canadian
women are more proud to be known as good mothers of
families than as good voters. Let us not bring disorder
into the established state of things. I believe woman suf-
frage must b limited to her own fire-side where she reigns
and ought to reign supreme, and that she should not b
brought into the political arena. She has not received the
oducation for that purpose; she has received no political
education, and if she is to be an independent voter, she
must b educated for that role. Our educational institu-
tions tend to make woman what she is and what she ought
to be, a lady who is the more respected the less she appears
in a public capacity. I will certainly vote in favor of
the amendment moved by the hon. member for Cumber-
land (Mr. Townshend) and I hope that this Canadian
Parliament will never sanction the theory of woman suf-
frage, a theory which I regard as most radical and which I
dare to affirm it will be the duty of every well meaning
Conservative to vote down.

Mr. SIIKESPEARE. I regret very much that there
should be any opposition to the giving the franchise to the
women of our land. In giving them the franchise, we
would be simply carrying out what is alroady in force in
our municipal institutions. Women in our municipal insti-
tutions have a right to vote, who have property, in the same
way as this Bill provides. They have the right to vote for
the election of echool trustees in some parts of the Domin-
ion; and why there should be any objection to giving them
the privilege of voting for members of Parliament, Ifail to

understand. I think it would b a great boon for Canada
to allow the women to vote at the election for membêrs of
Parliament; I think it woull b a stop in the right direc-
tion; I think there would be less disgraceful scenes if the
women were allowed to have the franchise; I think there
would be fewer bribery cases if they were allowed to vote.
Women you will always find on the side of right, and whether
we decide to-day in favor of women hsving the franchise
or not, the day is not far distant when thoy will have that
right ; and we may as well take a stop in that direction
to-day and give what the Bill calls for, although as far as I
am concerned, I am prepared to vote to give every
woman the franchise whether married or single.
I think we shall commit a very grave error if
we refuse to give the franchise to women. Why, women
are filling some of the most important positions in the world
to-day. I have been surprised te hear hon. gentlemen in
this House speak of what a scene it would be to see these
women on the public platform. Why would that ho a dis-
graceful scene ? If those hon. gentlemen have n->t travelled
beyond. their own door or their own fireside, they know
nothing at all as to what is doing in the world; lot them go
to the Old World and there they will find that not a week
passes during which there are not public meetings and
gatherings addressed by women of ability who would put
somo members of this House to shame. The same can be
seen in the United States. In the adjoining territory to which
I live, the Legislature has given the franchise to women.
I have heard some hon. gentlemen speak of them as sitting
on grand juries; well, in Washington Territory they sit on
grand juries, and the effect is that the decisions given are
more satisfactory than they were before and are rendered
more quickly. It is well known that when women take
hold of a matter, they do so with the intention of deal-
ing with it thoroughly and intelligently, and you may
depend upon it that matters in the DomiDion of Canada, if
women are given the right of suffrage, will take a differen&
shape and a more satisfactory turn than they are at pre-
sent. I sincerely trust that this amendment will be voted
down, and that the women will be given the right to vote.

Mr. MILLS. The hon, gentleman, the First Minister, is
no doubt capable of carrying this amendment if ho thinks
proper; but ho might go very much further than he has
done by the provisions of the Bill with regard to woman
suffrage. It is true this is not a question that was disons-
sed at the last general election. I do not remember that on
any platform there were any discussions as to the adoption
of a Dominion suffrage contradistinguished from that of the
Provinces, or that there was any proposition that the elec-
toral franchise should be extended to single women and to
widows in this country. It is very obvions, from the obser-
vations that have been made on this question, that there
are very different views entertained upon this question as to
what will be the effect of the conferring the right of an
elective franchise upon women in the different Provinces.
It is clear from the observations made by the hon. gentle-
man who represents one of the Montreal divisions that the
views in his constituency, at all events, and, I believe,
generally in the Province of Quebec, are not the views enter-
tained by a very large portion of the community in the other
Provinces. This only goes te show that our social notions in
the different Provinces differ so widely from each other that
what might be regarded as the proper course on the question
of an elective franchise in one portion of the Dominion
might seriously affect the views and prejudices, if we chose
so to speak, of the electors and people in another portion
of the Dominion. The observations which are being made
upon this question go very strongly te show the impro-
priety of undertaking to establish a uniform franchise
througheut the entire Dominion. It goes to show that there
are differenoes of opinion, differenoes in our social a
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well as our litical views, all of which ought, it seems
to me, to e respected. The hon. the First Minister
says this is not a question so much of necessity as of
expendiency, and he proposes, because it is a question
of expendiency, to go only a very small distance in
the way of introducing the female suffrage. It did
not seem to me that the hon. gentleman was success-
ful in defending the position he had taken. His argument
pointed to the propriety of going much farther than the
Bill proposed to do. It seems like an extraordinary position
to be taken in this House that, if you confer an elective
franchise upon a single woman because she has a certain
amount of property, you should disqualify her the moment
she marries, that, in fact, the punishment which in Eng-
land is inflicted for bribery or corruption at an election
should be inflicted in this country simply because of
marriage. That is imposing a ban upon marriage which
this House ought not to impose. The linoeof expediency
which the hon. gentleman adopted is not applicable to the
case as it now stands. If women were not allowed to
hold their separate estates, if the moment they married
their rights of property merged into the rights of the hus-
band, there would be some propriety in taking the ground
which the hon. gentleman has taken ; but women have,
under the law, I believe, of all the Provinces of this Dom-
inion, the right to retain their separate estates and to con-
trol their own property in their own way. That being the
case, if you give them the franchise because of thoir hold-
ing a certain amount of property, it is a most inconsistant
and I should think a most inexpedient proceeding to say you
will take from them that right the moment they get married,
though théy have the same control over their property as
they had before, the same interest in their property, the
same interest in the Government of the country, and in
the maintenance of law and order. If, thon, they once are
possessed of the elective franchise, they ought to exorcise
that right after marriage as well as before. The hon. gen-
tleman has said that no one has the right to the elective
franchise, it is a more matter of expediency. I think there
is a great deal of force in the observation made a few years
ago by the present Prime Minister of England that the
burden of proof in our day is upon those who whould deny
the elective franchise to any portion of the community, and,
if that is the case, it is clear, if the hon. gentleman admits
that it is a proper thing to confer the franchise upon
women at all, hoeis bound to show that very serious evils
would arise from conferring it upon married women
before placing upon them disabilities which he does not
impose upon single women. The hon. gentleman bas said
that, in the matter of material, social. and legal progress,
we never go back. He las pointed to the change in the
condition of women, to their improved social position, to
their increased right to exorcise dominion over their own
property, and he gives that as an instance to show that,
if we confer the elective franchise upon' them, there is no
danger of those upon whom it is conferred losing it, but it
will become the starting point from which similar
privileges will be conferred upon those who are not embraced
within the number upon whom tho franchise is conferred by
this Bill. The hon. gentleman himself has caused very
many exceptions to be made to the rule he has laid down.
On this very question of the elective franchise, my hon.
friend from East York (Mr. Mackenzie) went to the country
in 1874. He referred the question to the people of this
countiy; they pronounced an opinion upon it; Parliament
has legislated upon the subject; and, although it has done
so, the hon. gentleman, without consulting the electors
again, has seen proper to take up this question, and to
.undertake to undo what was then done and to depart seriously
from the policy which was then enunciated. The lon. gen-
tleman las said that there are domestic reasons why married
women should not have the franchise which does not apply

Mr, MILLO,

to unmarried women. I think the hon. gentleman was well
answered in that particular by my hon. friend from North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton). There are differences of opinion
between father and son with regard to the elective franchise;
the father exorcises a certain influence and control over the
son, and, in some cases, may undertake to control his vote;
serious differences may arise between them in consequence
of a difference of political opinion, and yet, by the provisions
of this Bill, it is clear that the hon. gentleman does not think
that is sufficient reason for disfranchising the son while ho
romains with the father. Neither the farmers' sons nor
the sons of other property holders are to be disfranchised
under this Bill, but, on the contrary, they are to continue
to exercise the franchise at they have before. If that may
be done in regard to the son, it may be done in regard to
the wife as much as in regard to the daughter. If we are
to introduce this subject at all, we ought to go further, and
it does cast a very great degree of suspicion upon the
earnestness of the hon. gentleman's support of this measure
to find that ho is so anxious to furnish facilities to those
who wish to oppose it. I trust that hon. gentlemen in this
House on both sides will not be disposed to vote against
this principle in committee, will net be disposed to support
the views expressed by the hon. member for Cumberland
(Mir. Townshend). This is a most important question,
deserving the earnest consideration of the House, one that
ought to be very carefully considered, and we are called
upon to assume the responsibility of acting without having
had any expression of opinion in the country. It is thora-
fore ail the more necessary that we should carefully
enquire into the merits of the hon. gentleman's proposition,
and, if we are to reject the proposition, that we should
reject it in such a way that the country will know
precisely the views entertained by every hon. gentleman in
the House on this question. I say then that the proposition
of the hon. gentleman is one that ought not to be so cava-
lierly dealt with as is proposed by several of his friends. I
say it is entitled to the serious, the earnest consideration
of this House. It is true that. there are many important
questions involved in the proposition which the hon. gen-
tleman has submitted to us-what will be the effect on the
relations between the men and women of this country, how
far it will draw the mon up into a purer atmosphere or draw
the women down from that exalted position which they
occupy, and weaken the important esthetic and moral
influences they now exercise, must be considered. Those
are important questions, questions deserving the fullest
consideration on the part of members of this House,
and it seems to me that it is treating the subject far
too lightly to propose to deal with it in committee, with-
out giving members of the House who may not favor the pro-
position the opportunity of formally recording their votes
on the subject. This question was last year under the
consideration of one of the most numerous and respectable
and influential religious bodies of the country, the Meth-
odist Conference of Canada, and I believe that Conference
almost unanimously pronounced in favor of woman suffrage.
1 say that the views that were entertained by the clergy-
men of that highly respectable, highly intelligent, and
highly cultured body, are entitled to. the most caroful
consideration of this House. I have no doubt, Sir, that
these gentlemen did not express simply their own views:
they expressed the views of a very large number of people
with whom they are brought into contact, with whom they
have an oppotunity of discussing this question; and that
boing the case, I think it is due to them, as forming a very
large and important section of the community, that this
question should be fully and carefully considered by the
House. I regret as every one on this side of the liouse,
and, I suppose, on that side of the louse, must regret, that
this Bill is brought beore us at so late a period in the
Session; but much as we may regret the late period of the
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Session, and anxious as we may be to bring it to a close, it
is highly desirable that this, and some other provisions of
this.Bili should be carefully considered by te House in
order that we may reach a conclusion in some degree, at all
events, consistent with the views that are entertained by
the people of this country. Sir, I do not admit that
as a representative in this fHouse, I am called.
upon to maintain my own views in the abstract.
I believe it is the duty of members to see that
this House, so far as it can be made to do so, fairly repre-
sents the public opinion of the country, and that being the
case, it is our duty not to proceed, whatever may be our
individual views upon important public questions, in a
direction contrary to the views of the country at large. If
I had had an opportunity of discussing this question before
the country, I would have done so, and if my views did not
meet with the approbation of my constituents, they would
have had an opportunity of electing a member of a different
way of thinking. That opportunity has not been given them:
that opportunity has not been given to the constituents of
any hon. gentlemarf on either side of the House. There is
no doubt that the right hon. gentleman who leads the Gov-
ernment, and who is responsible for submitting this Bill,
and these propositions in the Bill, to the consideration of
Parliament, has concealed his opinions upon this and other
questions at the elections. If I remember rightly, before
the election of 1882, no such views as those which he has
enunciated since the election, were enunciated by him upon
the hustings, or upon the floor of Parliament. He took an
entirely different line. He concealed those opinions which,
he says, he has so long entertained upon this question. It
is true he knows the disabilities under which the women
in this country labor in this particular; they were
known to him ever since he bas been in public life,
and although they may have pressed heavily upon the
women, and although ho had reached a conclusion after
careful and exhaustive consideration of the subject, he
was equally careful not to express those opinions, either on
the hustings or in Parliament, until after the election took
place. I say that being the case, and the House being at
sea, as far as public guidance is concerned, upon this ques-
tion, it is of the utmost consequence that the question
should receive the careful and candid consideration of every
hon. gentleman in this House. The right hon. gentleman,
I think, spoke of the equality of women; he spoke of their
competency and of their ability to exercise the franchise
intelligently. Well, Sir, I have no doubt that every one of
of them are highly competent; they are quite as well quali-
fied, as far as their knowledge of public affaire go, as men
are, to exercise the electoral franchise. But, Sir, they do
not lose that ability by getting married; they are not less
competent after marriage than they were before. If they
had a knowledge of political matters, if they took an inter-
est in reading about the publie questions of the day,
and if they formed opinions upon those questions, they
are not less competent to exorcise the franchise, they are
not less qualified, their convictions are not weakened by
any change in their social condition. That being the case,
it does seem to me that the flouse ought to support the
retention of this proposition in committee, so as to give
to members the opportunity of recording their views
formally upon this subject. If the majo-ity of the House
then come to the conclusion that this proposition ought
to be retained, then, Sir, it seems tu me they out to
go further and declare that the same property quali-
fications that will give to men, whether married or
unmarried, a vote, ought to give the same right to women,
whether married or unmarried. It is true that the women of
this country have not, as yet, in any very large number,
asked-for the electoral franchise, but that has not prevented
the hon. gentleman bringing it forward ; and the hon. gen-
tleman, having seen proper, under the circumstances;
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without oonsulting the country, to submit this whole ques-
f tion to Parliament, Parliament ought to desl with the sub-

ject upon its merits. That being the case, I shall vote
against the amendment in committee, however I may vote
when the question is formally before the House, in order
that we may have a full and careful consideration of this
whole proposition.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I confess I am quite unable
to understand the consistency of the declarations that the
hon. gentleman has made. He las made a speech in favor
of female suffrage, and he winds up by saying that ho shall
vote otherwise.

Mr. MILLS. Not at all. I did not say that; I said I
should vote for the retention of this proposition in the Bill,
and against the amendment.

Mr. RYKERT. fie will vote both ways.

Mr. CAMBRON. He certainly was very careful to leave
the House in such great doubt that there is evidently quite
a difference of opinion amongst hon. gentlemen as to what
he meant and which way he intended to vote. fie bas also
made an attack upon the right bon. Premier, and endeavored
to make a political question out of this question of female
suffrage which, it seems to me, is not a political question at
all. If hon. gentleman opposite are a unit, as a party, upon
this question, I should suppose we should have had some
declarations on the subject from that side of the House. I
am not aware that they are ony more united upon this
question than we are on the Ministerial side of the House.
I do not think we will see unanimous vote on that
side upon this question, any more than upon this
side of the House. When my hon. friend from North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) taunted the right hon. Premier
with want of sincerity, 1 think the taunt was whooly under-
stood, and that it was just one of those questions upon
which the leader of the Government cannot, any more than
the leader of the Opposition, dictate to his followers in which
way they shall vote. It is not in any sense a question of
party politics ; it is a great social question, if I may so
term it, upon which the members of the flouse may have
each his own opinion. My hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr.
Mills) seems to complain that this amendment was made in
Committee ; but surely it is the proper and place in which
to move an amendment of that kind.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It was the only place.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). It was the only place in
which this subject could be dealt with. If my hon. friend
wants to take the sense of the House upon this question, he
knows the parliamentary practise too well for me to remind
him that it is open to him to move, when the Speaker is in
the chair, a motion to the effect, and the yeas and nays will
thon be taken upon it, and he will have an opportunity of
making a much more lengthy speech than he bas made now
upon the subject, and*of recording his vote, and of requiring
that every other member of the House shall record his vote,
in favor of or against the proposition. For my part I wish to
say a few words as to the reason for the vote which I pro.
pose to give upon this motion. I have great doubts in my
own mind as to the way I should vote upon it. In theory,
no doubt, the idea of female suffrage is perfectly correct;
.but under what I may term the enfranchised state of
woman in the Province of Ontario, more particularly, the
reasons which formerly existed against female suffrage do
not any longer exist, but I doubt very . much whether the
question.has yet reached that point of public discussion and
public consideration, in which it is judicious to act.
I think it is one which should be ventilated not only in
this House but before the country, and hereafter when the
public mind is better prepared for it, and when public dis-
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eussions have shown there is a concensus of opinion in favor
of giving females the suffrage which men now possess,
perhaps more of us may feel justified in voting for such a
proposition and our doubts on the subject may be removed.
I think, however, it is impossible logically to give the right
to unmarried women or widows and not give it to married
women. For that reason, and in consequence of what seeme to
be the illogical character of the provisions of the Bill and the
want of logical sequence, which the hon. gentleman has ack-
nowledged and which ho feels in his own mind, and also be-
cause on looking at the Bill I see that this clause is limited to
the Province of Quebec, and because I am aware from the
discussion that members of that Province are almost unani-
mously a unit against female suffrage, I do not feel prepared
to support this particular clause of the Bill, and must there-
fore vote in favor of the motion of hon. member for Cumber-
land (Mr. Townshend), although I do not wish to be
considered as altogether opposed to female suffrage, which I
favor so far as the matter of abstract reasoning goes, but
the expediency of granting which at the present moment I
very much doubt.

Mr. CARMERON (Huron). 1 regret very much that the
First Minister, when he moved the second reading of the
Bill, did not make a longer and a more particular statement
with regard to some of the principles of the Bill, as ho ias
made on this occasion. The hon. gentleman contented
himself with speaking on the whole Bill, containing some
60 clauses and 50 sub-sections, for a period of eight and a
half minutes. On three lines and a half, which the hon.
member for Cumberland wants to strike out, the First
Minister has entertained us with a speech covering nearly
half an hour. I regret that the First Minister did not
make that speech when ho moved the second reading.
It might very likely have affected the action of some hon.
gentlemen. It will be remembered that I ventured to make
a few observations on the motion for the second reading of
the Bill. I gave my opinion not very strongly, but I gave
my opinion al the same, as to the propriety of the propo-
sitions which the hon. gentle man submitted to enfranchise
a certain portion of the females, the spinsters and widows.
I pointed out that I thought there hud been no very strong
reasons adduced in the louse and none out of it, so far as I
was aware, in favor of giving the right to vote to spinsters
and widows. I pointed out that there bad been no petitions
to the House in favor of the course which the hon.gentleman
was taking. I pointed out that there was no strong opinion
outside of Parliament in favor of his r asition. But the hon.
gentleman told the House he was thoroughly sincere in1
the course ho was pursuing. He repeated that statement(
to-day, and he argued strongly in favor of female suffrage;f
logically and with the hon. gentleman's usqal ability and1
power he pointed out the reasons why, in his judgment,f
ladies should have the right to vote. He pointed ont that8
the strong current of public sentiment was running in that1
direction both here and elsewhere. He said that some of1
the first minds in England were in favor of female fran.
chise, that Mr. Gladstonc was supposed to be in favor of it;c
at all events, some of the ablest minds on the other side of8
the water were in favor of it, and that the First Minister1
of this great Dominion was very strongly in favor of female
franchise. The hon. gentleman's argument was a good1
argument; it was, I daresay, a sound argument; it was8
delivered with his usual skill and force, and no doubt it had-
considerable effect. In fact, I may say, so far as I am1
personally concerned, that the hon. gentleman's speecha
and argument almost persuaded me to be in favor of giv.
ing the franchise to the ladies. If the hon, gentleman had
delivered this speech on the second reading, perhaps I 
would have taken a different course from that I am aboutI
to pursue, and the same may be said of other hon. members. .
The hon. gentleman, I say, therefore should, in fairnews toi

Mr, CAXEN (Victoria).-

the House and in fairness above all to the ladies, have deliv-
ered this speech on the motion for the second reading. The
hon. gentleman, as I have stated, pointed out that there was
a strong current of public opinion running in favor of
enfranchising the ladies. That may be; it is very likely so.
But if it is so, and as the hon, gentleman is so strongly
in favor of it, why does the bon. gentleman offer every
facility lor, and encourage the defeat of, this important clause
of the Bill ? It covers one of the principles of the Bill. The
hon. gentleman bas introduced the Bill as First Minister of
this Dominion. It is a Government Bill. It is introduced
on the responsibility of the Government, and yet as regards
an essential principle, the hon. gentleman affords every
opportunity and facility to kill this principle in his own
Bill. Why, he bas encouraged the hon. member for Cum-
berland (Mr. Townshend); he turned round in order to
give the hon. gentleman an opportunity of moving the
amendment before any one else could move to strike out
any clause, and ho gave this opportunity to the hon. mem-
ber to strike out a clause which the hon..gentleman considers
of the greatest possible importance to the Bill, a clause which
the hon. gentleman himself approves, and spoke strongly in
favor of. Every opportunity is afforded to defeat this
clause in the Bill. I do not mean to say that the First
Minister, when ho introduced the Bill, was not in favor of
enfranchising the ladies, I do not say the bon. gentleman
was not perfectly sincere in making that proposition; but
what will the ladies outside of Parliament say to the hon.
gentleman? He introduces a Bill and on the second read-
ing ho never opens his mouth in favor of female.franchise.
When the Bill is in committee the hon. gentleman discusses
it at some length. But ho tells the ladies, what? I make
this an open question; I have the greatest respect for you;
I am willing to give you the franchise, young and old,
spinsters, widows, and married ladies; but I make it an
open question. I leave my followers to do as they please.
I do not treat it as a Government measure; I leave it an
open question. We know, of course the hon. gentleman's
sincerity on all occasions; we of course never mistrust
him; but I am afraid the ladies outside this flouse will
have a different opinion. They will say to the hon. gentle-
man: You had an opportunity of carrying this Bill through
Parliament; you had a majority of seventy at your back;
we have not elected you by our votes, but we have used our
personal influence to give you that majority, and we know
perfecty well that when the First Minister or Minister of
Public Works cracks the ministerial whip there is no diffi-
culty in carrying through any measure. If you are in favor of
that principle and desire to enfranchise us, why did you not
do it on this occasion when you had such a large majority
at your back ? The hon. gentleman has not done so, but ho
has left the ladies to the tender mercy of the hon. member
for Provencher (Mr. Royal) and other hon. gentlemen, and
so far the hon. gentleman bas only had to back
him the hon. member for Ottawa County (Mr.
Wright), the King of the Gatineau, and the hon.
member from the Pacific slope Mr. Shakespeare ; but
of the Ministerial supporters in the House there is not
a ladies' man amongst them, except the two hon. gentlemen
I have named. The hon. gentleman bas but to say the
word to carry the Bill, he bas only to give the nod, ho has
but to turn around to his followers with his usual pleasant
smile, and the thirng is done to a charm; it is done at once.
He has but to wave that magie wand of his and you know
how quickly and simply the thing is done. Now, what I
am afraid of is that the ladies will not think so much of the
hon. gentleman who is scb a gallant in the House and out-
side of it. They will think that the hou. gentleman in his
old age is getting weak-kneed, that ho is getting weak in the
back; that ho is after all only trifling with the females of
this great Dominion of ours. Now, Sir, I do not want that
impression to go abroad amongst the ladies of this country.
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I am satisfied if the hon. gentleman does not carry through
the principle of his Bill in this respect, the ladies of this
country will not entertain a very high opinion of the hon.
gentleman's steadfastness towards them, or of his faithful-
ness to them, knowing as they do perfectly well that
if he only makes the attempt, and makes it in
earnest it will be successful, and that this pro-
position of the hon. gentleman-perhaps against my vote-
will be carried through this Parliament. And, Sir, what
will they think of my hon. friend from North Victoria
(Mr. Cameron): they will think that he is neither cold nor
hot, and what will they do to him ? The hon. gentleman
knows what becomes of those who are neither cold nor
hot, who are neither one thing nor the other. The hon.
gentleman, if I understood him, is in favor of enfranchising
ail the ladies, and yet he is going to vote against them, and
why? Because the hon. gentleman has spoken to two or
three people from another Province, or knows of two or
three from another Province, who are opposed to the ladies
getting the franchise; and for this reason the hon. gentle-
man proposes to sacrifice the interest of every lady in this
country, of every lady in his own Province. Well, Sir, I
never knew a Cameron who was not a gallant man, and
yet I must say that the hon. member for Victoria appears
to be an exception to the rule, for though he says he is
favorable to the ladies stili he proposes to vote against them.
He is following in the footsteps of the First Minister. The
First Minister does not go so far; he will vote for them
himself, but he will get everybody behind him to vote
against them, and therefore-

Mr. MITCHELL. No, not everybody.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). No, there is another gallant
man, the hon. member for Northumberland. Now, Sir, I
have always thought, since 1877, that there is no proposition
the hon. gentleman could submit to this Parliament that he
cannot carry, and I am perfectly. satisfied that if he is
earnestly and sincerely desirous that this principle shall be
incorporated in our legislation he can carry it ; and if he does
not carry it in this Parliament I say the ladies of this coun-
try will owe him nothing. le will not get their support,
knowing as they do know, and as we all know, that if he
was desirous of carrying this proposition he right do so.
We shall see what we shall see in a moment or two;
we shall see how many of the hon. gentleman's steadfast
friends from the Province of Ontario, will vote with him in
favor of this proposition, will support him in his desire to
gratify and please the ladies in giving them what the hon.
gentleman tells us they ought to have. We shall See how
many of his friends will support him in this question, and
how many of them are prepared to yield their desire to
benefit the ladies to the exigencies of a particular moment.
I am afraid, Sir, however, that the exigencies of the moment
will to some extent, sway and influence some hon. gentle-
man in this House. We shall see, however. when the vote
is taken how many of his friends will stand by him on this
question. For my own part I will be perfectly willing if
the hon. gentleman's proposition were followed to its legi-
timate conclusion, to give it my support. If the hou. gen-
tleman enfranchised ail the ladies, and made no discrimina.
tion between spinsters and widows and married women I
would be disposed to support that proposition, but limited
Jas it is, I expressed my opinions on the subject when I had
the honor of addressing this House on the second reading,
and I will not repeat them again.

Mr. CASGRAIN. This question is a very important one,
and I desire to express my views upon it. I have never
believed, and do not believe now, in the enfranchisement
of women. My reasons for holding those views have been
formed from what I have been able to gather from ail
classes of society and in every page of history that I have

been able to cast my eyes upon. I do not see any necessity
whatever at the present moment, for our making an excep-
tion of the women of Canada to all the civilised women of the
world. Their education is not so far above those of
European nations; on the contrary, they have less facilities
for acquiring those qualifications which belong to women in
similar ranks of society in some other countries, and they
are not therefore so capable as the women of some of the
European nations, of exercising the rights of the franchise,
if they were conferred upon them. And when we look at
the matter from another point of view, as to her status in
the family and in society, I am entirely of the opinions
expressed by the hon. member for Provencher (Mr. Royal),
that the place for woman is in her domestic circle, and that
the less she takes part in the conflicts of the world, the better
for herself and family. I believe that if she does take any
part in politics it will be to the detriment of her family and
her household. There are certain peculiar circumstances
under which certain rights of suffrage might be granted to
women, but in those cases her maternal instincts will guide
her and not political sentiment. I do not see much objection
to women having votes on the vestry or school board; I
would not deprive them of votes there, because, as these
matters pertain to the education of the family, her maternal
instincts would be a sificient guide. But beyond that I am
steadfastly opposed to any right of suffrage that might be
proposed in favor of women. I may say that, though I have
always entertained very liberal views, I think this measure
is an extreme measure. It is true that, to a certain extent,
female suffrage is now advocated in England, but I do not
believe that, if the experiment of the enfranchisement of
women is tried there, it will last very long. It is one of
those things which may be tried, but which, in the long
run, when it is put to the test, will not be maintained. I
will therefore vote in favor of the amendment.

The Committee rose, and it being six o'clock, the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recess.

House again resolved itself into Committee.

Mr. McMULLEN. When the House rose we were dis-
cussing the question of woman suffrage. I consider it a
very important question, and one that deserves the atten-
tion of every member in this House. This is about the
first time that this question has been presented to Par-
liament, although I behieve the hon. leader of the Govern-
ment has inluded it in every Franchise Bill he has intro-
duced for a number of years past. I do not know why lie
should have continued that clause so long, and now, at this
particular period should show a disposition to countenance
its being wiped out. I think the ladies are entitled to fair
consideration in this matter, and I hope that before the
debate is closed we shall have an open and candid expres-
sion of opinion from every member of the House, so that
the country will learn the views of the people's representa-
tives with regard to this important question. I am satisfied
from my own experience that the ladies generally study
politics. I believe there is hardly a man in this House who
would venture to say that his wife does not take some interest
at least in the political issues of the country from year to
year. I have met ladies who were as capable of judging
and of discussing questions connected with the political
issues of the country as anv men I have ever met-ladies
who were quite able to" corner " politicians of considerable
experience. In point of aptitude and intelligence they are
quite capable or taking upon themselves the duty of
recording their votes as to who should represent them in
this*House. I think it will be generally admitted that the
ladies are heavy tax-payer. I do not think any class of
people pay more'taxes than they do. Mon as a rule do not pay
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so much duty on the things they wear as the ladies do. The
goods that ladies buy and wear are the very articles which
are subjected to the heaviest taxes; and if we believe that
taxation and representation should go band in hand, we
must believe that a person who is called upon to pay a
heavy sum annually in the way of taxes, should be clothed
with the power of voting for or against those who impose
those taxes, and of expressing their opinion on the policy
that so seriously affects them ; the one naturally
follows the other. I must say I am rather disappointed
that at this stage a motion should be made to strike
out the clause for giving votes to the ladies. I think it
would have been better to have left the question until we
reached the clause referring to it, and to have them dis-
cussed the whole question. It is quite evident that there
is a considerable feeling of opposition in the House to this
measure; still, if the discussion had been left until we had
reached the clause, we might have been able to discuss it
more intelligently, and more members migbt have been
ready to enter into the discussion and give reasons why they
are in favor of or opposed to this provision. Now, woman
franchise properly understood, in my opinion, means
giving a vote to them for those who represent them both
municipally and ¯as inembers of Parliament ; and I do not
see wby the ladies should be deprived of this privilege. It
may be said that they are represented in the persons of
their husbands. I do not think that is fair. So long as
our law allows ladies to hold property independent of their
husbands, it should give them the right to vote on that
property. When a lady gets married, ber husband cannot
deprive her of her property without her own consent,
and she should be permitted to represent that property; I
think the one thing naturally follows the other, and it is
unfair to say simply because she is married that she should
not be permitted to represent the property she owns. If
she had remained single she would have been allowed to
reprasent ber property according to the first intention of
the Bill; but I am sorry to find that the hon. gentleman
who prepared the Bill did not put in a clause to enfranchise
married ladies as well as single ladies and widows. I can-
not understand why married ladies should have been left
out. Of all classes I think they should have been included.
If any class of ladies should be enfranchised, I think the
married ladies should. Another class who have been over-
looked are those who remain at home with their parents
and help in the housework. If the Bill should pass the
House in its present shape, a lady teacher earning an
income will be allowed to vote, but her sister, who remains
on the farm and does the necessary work which is to be
done there, and endures all the hardships that accompany
her lot, is not entitled to record her vote. I think she
should be granted the privilege if she is 21 years of age, as
well as ber sister who is away from home. There are many
farmers who have two or three daughters and no sons;
and if you give a farmer's son a vote simply because
lie stays at home and does the work on the farm,
I think on the same argument you should extend the fran-
chise to a farmer's daughter who remains at home and does
lier share of the work. Among the poorer classes of
farmei s I have seen girls obliged to turn out into the
fields and do harvest work. Any one acquainted with
Canad'an farm life must have often noticed the daughters
of farmers working in the harvest fields, and almost doing
the work of men. Now I think that when they undergo
the amount of labor in this way, perhaps in the absence of
sons, it is nothing but right they should be allowed the
privilege of exercising their franchise and voting for
those they want to elect. I believe, if the ladies were
enfranchised, it would have a decided influence. Some
people say that when they went to record their votes, they
might be disgusted with the quarrelings and wranglings
around the polling booth; but since we have the ballot in

Mr. MOMULLEN.

force, I do not sec any necessity whatever for their being
mixed up in anything of the kind. In the town in which Ilive,
we have had, this year, the first experience of ladies having
the right to exercise the franchise. In our town there
were, this year, some 54 widows and unmarried ladies
who had the right to vote for municipal councillors,
and I know that every single one of those ladies went
to the poll and recorded ber vote. They were handed
their ballots in the ordinary way, went into the place
assigned for marking the ballots, marked their ballots,
gave'them to the returning officer, and withdrew. There
was no trouble at all about it. I cau quite easily conceive,
in the case of open voting, where ladies are required to
come up to the polling booth and give the name of the can-
didate for whom they intend to vote, it might be unpleasant
for them to do so; but where they are permitted to use the
ballot, I cannot sec that any very great inconvenience or
unpleasantness need occur. It was also stated, I think by
the hon. the First Minister, that, if the ladies were enfran.
chised, serions troubles might arise between husband and
wife on the question as to whom the wife should vote
for. Well, those who are married, and know the cun-
ning and cuteness of the ladies, will admit that there
are more men in the world who are fooled by the ladies
than there are ladies fooled by the men; and I am confident
if you give the ladies the opportunity of recording their
votes, they know enough to lead their husbands quietly to
suppose they are going to vote for Thomas Jones when
they have made up their minds to vote for Jim Brown, and
they have the opportunity of doing that simply because it
will be a ballot vote, nobody need know anything about it.
they may possibly tell the secret afterwards, but I think,
as long as by telling the secret they might run the risk of
creating a quarrel between themselves and thuir husbands,
they will quietly keep that thing to themselves. I think
it is well it should be this way; I think it is proper that
the ladies, if enfranchised, should have all the privileges of
the ballot, and while the ballot is in force I do not think
there is any risk to be run. I believe they would take
the opportunity of recording their votes and regard it as a
duty. I believe this would have a very beneficial influence
from the fact that they would closely scan the characters of
the men who present themselves to seek the franchise of
the people, and that men would require to walk very
straightly and very squarely, or else they would have no
chance of success, for there is no class of the community
that would come down on them more determinedly and
unitedly than the ladies. It would be the means very often
of preventing candidates entering the field who were per-
haps altogether not of the cleanest and brightest character;
I believe it would prevent men from being guilty some-
times of some things that mon are inclined to be guilty of,
because if the ladies got to know it, they would unanimously
give their vote and influence against any such candidate.
In England the operation of the Act has had a very bene-
ficial influence. ln some cases in England wherc men
came before the electors seeking certain positions in which
the ladies had the right to exercise the franchise, the feel-
ing was so strong against those men that they had to with-
draw from the contest. I believe this would be the case also
in Canada, and in this way the woman suffrage would have
a very beneficial influence. 1 was disappointed when
the hon. the first Miniister decided to leave this
question an open one. I must say I would rather
he would commit himself practically and definitely
to the carrying out of this measure, which, I
believe, would redowned to his glory and praise ; I believe
ho would get thousands of ladies throughout this Dominion
to give him their support in this, but now, if after holding
out to the ladies the prospect of having the franchise, the
prospect of having the right to record their votes and the
privileges that carries with it-if now he should permit that
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elause of the Bill to e wiped out, I am afraid they will
become so mortified, so disgusted, that they will feel to a
certain extent they have been insulted. I do not think we
should permit this clause to be wiped ont. I am sorry the
hon. gentleman bas said to his friends: You vote or
not for the clause just as you please, but, as far as I am con-
cerned, I am going to vote for it. We have seen Bills intro-
duced in the flouse that have been treated in that way, and
very often they have been defieated and I should bo exceed-
ingly sorry this Bill should be defeated. With regard to the
remarks of the hon. member for Victoria (Mr. Uameron) I
was rather amused with the course ho appeared to take. He
said that ont of deference to his friends from the Province
of Quebec, seeing there was such a very strong feeling by
thatsectionin opposition of theBill, be was disposod to forego
his own personal views and to vote in accord with the views
of bis friends from Quebec. Well, I can go back to
a period in the history of this Parliament when that hon.
gentlemen was not willing to take the same course. It
appears quite convenient for that hon. gentlemen to take
one course at one time and another at another time; but if
there is anything in the world to be appreciated in public
mon it is congistency, and I do like to see a man stand up
and follow a consistent course of action. We remember
when the Orange Bill was before the House, and I think it
was the hon. gentleman introduced it, although ho knew bis
friends in Quebec were strongly opposed to that Bill
ho did not thon sink his own opinion in deference
to theirs. No, ho felt that in that matter there was
a necessity for doing something; ho folt there was a
very strong feeling in this country in regard to that ques-
tion ; ho felt there was a strong desire to keep these people
in lire, and simply because that desire existed, ho would
not forego his views in deference to his friends from Quebec.
He had to keep these people in lino for the coming election,
and I believe hesucceeded in pulling the woot over their oyes
very etlectually; I believe they no doubt will turn out and
vote for the hon. gentleman and his friends, but it is amu-
sing to note how bon. gentlemen on one occasion can adopt
one course and on another occasion adopt another.

Mr. CAMBRON (Victoria). While the hon. gentleman
is refreshing his recollection by his votes, I will correct a
misstatement ho has made as to my position in the matter.
I expressly stated one of the reason for the vote I intended
to give was that this particular clause in the Bill is limited
in its operation to the Province of Quebec. For that reason,
I will vote, as I announced that I intended to vote, for this
particular clause ; I guarded myself from any general
enunciation of opinion as to woman suffrage. The Orange
Bill to which the hon. gentleman referred was one Bill
applicable to the whole Dominion. That in itself marks a
point of distinction between the position I thon took and
that which I now take, and relieves me from the charge of
inconsistency which the hon.gentleman has brought against
me.

Mr. McMULLEN. I have no objection to the bon. gen.
tieman making this explanation, but I think in the main
the statement I have made is correct; I think, on reference
to the remarks which the hon. gentleman made in the
earlier stage of this debate, it will be found that my state-
ment is correct with regard to the question as to how far
this matter has been discussed. In England we find that there
has been a very extended discussion on it; we find that it has
attracted the attention of both Houses of Parliament in Eng-
land, as far back as 1866. The question was thon introduced,
and from period to period since it bas received considerable
attention at the hand of the English-speaking people.
In that country, also, the prose as taken the question up,
and has'very largely advocated the rights of the ladies to
enfranchiement, and I am glad to say that the press in

this country also has discuwsed the question at considerable
length, and that a very large majority of our journalists
advocate the erifranehisement of the ladies. Looking at
the question from all those points of view, And taking all
these things into consideration, I think the question
deserves at our hands more consideration and more inves-
tigation than, perhaps, it is likoly to get at this very late
period of the Session, and with the hurry in which members
generally are to get to their homes. I regret that this
question was sprnng upon the House at a late period. It
involves very important questions as well as the lady ques-
tion, but I should like this point to receivo careful and
extended discussion before it is finally disposed of. If it
does, I think that, if it is not made part of the Bill, the day
is net far distant when it will be made part of the Bill.
Wherever the ladies have had the opportunity to record
Lheir votes, I believe they have done it intelligently, and
have shown by the course they have taken at elections
that they are deserving of being enfranchised. In
some States in the United States they have exer-
cised a very boneficial influence. I know that, in
connection with the temperanco movement over thero,
ladies associations have taken a very prominent part.
When I visited the State of Maine some time ago, [ hoard
some of the most forcible addresses by lady platform
speakers that Iever hoard in my life. I will not say that
I would go so far as to advocate that ladies should be
representatives in this House, though, if we enfran-
chise them, the probabilities are that one step will lead
to another, and that eventually they may he honored by
being sent here as representatives of constituencies. I do
net know but that, even in that case, it would have a bene-
ficial effect. I have seen snenes in this louse, when we
have been called upon to sit late at night or in the morning,
and I think that, if a number of ladies wore bore, for very
shame, if for nothing else, we would not have the sitting to
such an hour in the morning. I believe ttheir presence
would be the means of securing adjournments at an early
hour, and that they would exorcise au influence in that
particular that would be beneficial, so I should like to see- a
number of them here. Another thing to be remembered is
thiat we are living under a Queen, one of the noblest Queens
who have ever occupied the throne of Great Britain. We
all admire her. We all love our Queen. When we
are ruled over by a Qaeen, is it not right that the
ladies, the sex to which that Queen belongs, should have
a right to have a say in the lesser affairs of the State.
When we live se peaceably, so happily, 80 loyally
under a Queen as the great head of this empire, it is noth-
ing but right that we should consider the claims of the
other portion of the female sex. I was referring to the
manner in which the question had been introduced in
England. In 1876 there was a petition presented to the
louse of Commons in England, signed by 356,000, in favor

of enfranchising the ladies. In 1>475, the year before,
petitions to the same effect were presented, with the signa-
tures of 415,000. I find that no less than fifteen pro-
fessors, nine Fellows of Trinity College, and in all
thirty-two Fellows of different colleges in England
signed those petitions. I think, when that question
received the endorsement of mon occupying the high
and prominent position that these men do in England,
when mon who have had experience, men who have
had the opportunities of judging, have come to the
conclusion that it was wise and prudent that the franchise
should be extended to ladies in England, we should not give
this question a mere passing discussion and roject it and
throw it out in that way, so that possibly it may not come
up again for years. When we are introducing a Dominion
franchise it is a very appropriate and convenient moment
to introduce this question, eand I am afraid that, if this Bill
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is amended by striking out the franchise to women, it
may be a very long time before we have the opportunity
of amending the Bill and inserting the right and
the privilege of ladies to exercise the franchise. I believe
it would be found very beneficial, and I hope and trust that
hon. gentlemen opposite will give the question their serious
consideration. One or two of them have already spoken
upon the subject. I should like to see every gentleman
speak. I think iL is a question upon which every one ot
them should express his views. Whether this is adop ted or
not, I think those gentlemen will find, when they go back
to their constituencies, that they will not perhaps receive
that kind and cordial attention which they might otherwise
receive if they had given this question their consideration.
The ladies occupy a very important place in elections. I
know, in ry own experience, that there are a number of
gentlemen in my constituency whom it would be an utter
impossibility for me to get to the polls to record their votes
if I did not, through the influence of their wives, get them
to get dressed and turned out. I know that in many cases
the ladies have exercised a very beneficial influence. There
are dozens of votes that would never be polled but for them.
I know where men have been sent and have coaxed the owner
to come to the polls, but until such time as they could get
the wife to exorcise ber influence in the direction of getting
the husband to go to the poll, there was no possibility of
getting him out. I have experienced that, and I dare
say a great many others have experienced the same thing.
You will find a more general vote if the ladies are enfran-
chised. I believe they will generally turn out and exorcise
their franchisc. As I said before, in the place were I live
every single vote last January was recorded by those ladies
who had votes, and I am satisfied that, if they get the pri-
vilege of voting, they will go out and exorcise it; and not
only so, but they will bring their'husbands along with t hem;
and it would have another gocd effect, because, instead of
leaving their husbands at the polls and allowing them to
get into quarrels and fights, which, I am sorry to say, often
occurs now, they will take them home with them, and so
prevent their getting into these disputes, and perhaps into
law suits, which cost them money. I do not wish to pro-
long the discussion of this question. I have offered these
few arguments, in favor of women being enfranchiseed, con-
scientiously; I believe it would be a benefit to the country
generally if we granted the ladies the franchise, and I
believe that, as a people, we shall not regret having done
se, but that, before ton years come around, we shall have
positive evidence before us of the beneficial results which
will flow from the adoption of this proposition. I hope the
question will not be permitted to fall through. I sym-
pathise to some extent with our friends from the Province
of Quebec; I would rather see them disposed to allow the
question to take its course, even if only those are enfran-
chised that the First Minister proposes to enfranchise by
this Bill. I should prefer to soe all the ladies enfranchised,
but if we only get the portion proposed by the First Minister,
the balance will in all probability follow before long.
The First Minister suggested that we should first enfran.
chise the unmarried ladies and widows, and, after several
years of that experiment, if we found it to work well, we
might thon enfranchise the married ladies. I do not think
it would be fair to leave the question of the enfranchise-
ment of the married ladies to the experience of the unmar-
ried ladies and widows. I believe that every class should
be judged from its own standpoint, because if, after a f'ew
years' experience, we found that the unmarried ladies had
not availed themselves of the privilege, or had not dis.
charged the duty as well as we expected, that ought to be
no reason for withholding the franchise from the married
women. I think it would be better to encourage those
who, as I have already stated, remain at home with their
parents, and do the hard work which falls to the lot of
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farmers' wives and diughters, rather than those who leave
home and qualify themselves as school teachers, or for other
avocations. It is certainly a slur upon those who remain
at home to refuse them the right to vote while we give
it to those who leave home. I think we should encourage
home industiy, and encourage it in such a way as t) induce
women to remain at home with their parents. I hope that
some of our Quebec friends will see their way clear to
accepting the Bill, oven in its impertect form. I hope they
will consent to allow the extension of the franchise to
widows andunmarried ladies,because the probability is that if
they insist upon wiping out that clause of the Bill we shall
soon have a strong agitation throughout the country in
favor of the enfranchisement of all the women, and we may
be forcod to take up the whole question, and perhaps place
them ail on the 1ist. It i- better for our Quebec friends, in the
meantime, to accept this partial enfranchisement, than run
the risk of being called upon before long to accept the
enfranchisement of all. I should regret very much if this
clause of the Bill was rejected by the House.

Mr. ALLISON. In compliance with the suggestion of
the h'>n. member for North Wellington (Mr. McMulien), I
would like te make a few remarks on the question before
the committee. I consider that this question is as fairly
debatable, pro and con, as any which has come, or
is likely to come, before this Parliament. I recollect read-
ing, some time ago, an article, I think, by George William
Cartis, in favor of female suffrage, which he illustrated
something in this way : If the air in a certain building
became impure and vitiated, you would not attempt to
purify it by any internal chemical process, but your would
throw wide open the doors and windows and allow the
free air of heaven to come in and flood it with
light and freshness. Well, that is very good from his stand-
point, and in this respect I should be disposed to favor the
enfranchisement of women and allow them to coine in and
purify the political atmosphere, if there were no counter-
vailing objections. But, Mr. Chairman, my own opinion,
derived from observation and from some reading on the
subjeet, is that if the entire fernale population were e afran-
chised, that very class whose franchise it would be most
desirable to obtain would be those least likely to exercise
it. I was somewhat amused with the speech of the hon.
member for North Wellington, when, in one breath-or in
a good many breaths-he paid the ladies a very high com-
pliment, and yet inadvertently, no doubt, in another breath,
he gave them a terrible slap in the face. Ie said, with
regard to female suffrage making a disturbance in families
by the wives voting against the husbands and the hus-
bands against the wives, in the event of married women
being enfranchised, that it would be the men and not
the women who would be deceived, and thatin the majority
of cases it was the women who deceived the men, and not
the men who deceived the women. Well, Sir, though he has
expressed this opinion of the sexes, relatively, in
regard to female suffrage, strangely enough ho wished
to enfranchise the women and thus place a greater oppor-
tunity before them for practising deception. I think there
was a great deal of force in the remarks made by the leader
of the Opposition the other day, if female suffrage were
admitted at all, that should not stop with unmarried
ladies and widows who are possessed of the necessary
property qualification, but' that it should be extended
to all having that qualification. Well, there is a
good deat to be said for that view. The hon. member
for North Wellington has referred te this as a pro-
perty qualification. -He said he could see no reason why
unmarried ladies and widows possessed of that qualification
should not be allowed. te vote. But it must be remembered
that this is not strictly and entirely a property qualifica-
tion ; and, if the principle be admitted, to be consistent the
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woman must also have an income and rental qualification.
For, if it be decided that female suffrage is right, I can see
no reason why any lady who, by ber pen, or ber pencil, or
her needle, or by any product of lier hand or brain, can
earn an income equal to that which qualifies a man to vote,
I cannot see, I say, why she should not also be entitled to
vote. Now, Sir, this is a many-sided question. As I have
already said, I am very doubtful whether the class whose
suffrage it is most desirable to obtain would avail them-
selves of the privilege if they had it. But, there is
another consideration which should guide us in com-
ing to a decision, and that is whether it would
be really advantageous to the women to be enfranchised;
and this is one of the most important considerations
with which we have to deal. On this point I may be allowed
to follow the example of the hon. leader of the Opposition,
and read a few lines from a popular poet, which expresses
a view similar to that quoted by the hon. leader of the
Opposition. The lines are not by the great English poet,
Tennyson, but by an American poet, the late J. G. Holiand;
and with all deference to the authority from whom the
leader of the Opposition quoted, are, I believe, not inferior
to those of the great English poet:

' Black turns to brown and blue to blight,
Beneath the blemish of the sun;

And e'en the spotless robe of wbite,
Worn overlong, grows dim and dun

Through the strange alchemy of light ;

"Nor wives nor maidens, weak or brave,
Can stand and face the public stare,

And win the plaudits that they crave,
And stem the hisses that they dare,

And modest truth and beauty save.

'No woman, in her soul, is she
Who longs to poise above the roar

Of motley multitudes, and be
The idol at whose feet they pour

The wine of their idolatry.

'Coarse labor makes its doer coarse
Great burdens harden softest hands;

A gentle voice grows harsh and hoarse
That warns and threatens and commando

Beyond the measure of its force.

'Oh, sweet to feel, beyond all speech,
That most and best of human kind

Have leave to live beyond the reach
Of toil that tarnishes, and find

No tongue but envy's to impeach.

"Oh, sweet, that most unnoticed deeds
Give play to fine, heroic blood-

That hid from light, and shut from weeds,
The rose is fairer in its bud

Than in the blossoin that succeeds.

'He is the helpless slave who muet;
And she enfranchised who may sit

Unblamed above the din and dust,
Where stronger hands and coarser wit

Strive equally for crown and crust."

' She matches meekness with his might
And patience with his power to act-

His judgment with her quicker sight;
And wins by subtlety and tact

The battles he can only fight.

"And she who strives to take the van
In conflict, or the common way,

D oes outrage to the beavenly plan,
And outrage to the fluer clay

That makes her beautiful to man."

For these reasons, I shall support the motion
member for Cumberland.

of the hon.

Mr. EDGAR. At this late period of a somewhat tedious
Session it is somewhat refreshing to politicians to come
upon an oasis in party warfare like this. In the very

centre of a BiH, which, so far as I can learn, possesses some
of the elements of party strife, we are invited by the Prime
Minister to deal with this great social question in a purely
non-partisan spirit, and therefore I think it is a treat which
the House will not readily give up. I think when we are
loosened from the bonds of party we should take advantage
of it, and try and give this question some of that very
serious and attentive consideration and discussion which it
deserves. Of course, the very position of the hon. gentle-
man who hasintroduced this subject to the House would
demand for it from the louse, especially when it is a non-
party question, the most serious attention and consideration.
We are all in favor of extending the privileges, rights
and liberties of womankind, only we want to try and
find out what is best for women. There are two sides to this
question, and I am very much, indeed, impressed by the
arguments on both sides. Partly for my own edification
and perhaps a little for the edification of my fellow members,
I will briefly draw attention to some of the arguments that
occurred to me on both sides of the question. Why ladies should
not be politicians I cannot say, especially when we know that
a lady occupies the highest political position in the British
realm. No man who ever sat on the tbrone of England exer-
cised so intelligent a sway, so constitutional and beneficent a
sway, as does the lady who now occupies the throne of Eng-
land ; and, therefore, no loyal subject of the Queen can, for one
moment, logically say that a woman is not capable of being
an excellent politician. We know very well, we are perfecly
sure, that if women were enfranchised and had the right to
vote they would support at the polis, and cimpel the candi-
dates whom thoy elected, to support the right side on all social
and moral questions. I think thero is one question that is
looming up before this country, which has been before the
people of the United States a great deal, upon which I think
the influence of women, when it comes to be considered, can-
not but be a very beneficial one. I mean the sacredness of
the marriage tie, the question of divorce, which is, in the
United States, one of the most dangerous questions to the
social fabrie and to the whole community. And I am very
sure if women had votes in this country they would
take the right side on that question and keep
Canada from going too far in the direction of
loosening the marriage tie. What was it that was
the distinctive mark of the age of chivalry? Why, it
was nothing else but the respect which man paid to woman,
the worship which he then began to pay her. After the years
when woman was little better than man's slave, suddenly
an awakening came upon the land, and the highest honor
that a man could pay to a woman was considered to fit him
most for all high positions in society and chivalry. That
feeling of chivalry which began simply and solely in the
increased respect which man paid to woman has been the
basis of our civilisation since that day, and in countries
where civilisation is highest man pays the highest respect,
to women. Why are not women fit to exercise the suffrage ?
They are intelligent we know, and now.a-days they are
becoming educated, educated not only in their own pursuits,
but educated in those pursuits which men have appropriated
to themselves for many years. At the universities, at Ox-
ford and Cambridge, at universities in this country, they are
found taking the'examination, and I know at the university
of Toronto, some of the most promising students in the
faculty of arts are young women ; and we know they are
being admitted to medical degrees throughout the country.
The standaid of intelligence of women is equally as high as
that of man. We ai e inclined to blame women, when they
have nothing else to do, for gossipping a little too mach,
perhaps. How eau they help doing so when we do not give
them the privilege of talking politics ? If we let
them take a practical interest in politics and
have a voice in the affairs of State, they would give up that
little feminine weakness which I fear some of them stili
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possess. There is a feature in this Bill, however, with
which I find much fault, so far as I am in favor Of giving
the suffrage to women at all, because it contains a provision
that married women not only shall not vote, but worse than
thaL, that the busband shall vote on property which he
holds for his wife. That is adding insult to injury; nol
only are we preventing the wife from voting on her own
property, but we are giving a vote to a good-for-nothing
husband on property which she possesses. So I think that
is a very inconsistent provision in a Bill which proposes to
deal with female suffrage. These are some of the consider-
ations on one side of this question that occur to me. On the
other, it is only fair to say there are some pretty strong
arguments. One, I think, is: Have women themselves
asked for this privilege ; have they knocked at the
door of Parliament and made a demand for it? Most
of the women we hear talking on this subject are
themselves not in favor of having female suffrage. So
I think it is almost a pity to force it upon them-to force
the duties and responsibilities of the suffrage upon a class of
the community who do not ask for it. Thon, Mr..Chairman,
it seems to me that so very important a question as this,
which is practically a social revolution, ought to be laid
before the people at the polls, and when I say the people, I
do not mean only the male voters, but I mean tne class who
are proposed to be enfranchised-[ mean the spinsters and
the widows. It is not only right that we should do that,
but it is a privilege that candidates should have, to lay that
question before meetings of merry maidens, which it may be
necessary to call to discuss this question, and conventions
of widows, who must decide upon the matter. We cannot
go and appeal to the men only, upon a question which is
practically a proposal to disfranchise them, in so far as it
kills off a number of their votes by proposing to take in
another class of voters with equal powers. This is a strong
argument-I do not say a convincing one, 'but it is a strong
argument for not taking action at the prescnt time in this
direction. Some people safythat if we were to give women
the franchise and bring them into the turmoil of election
contests-which are bad enough, goodneb knows, for the
men engaged in them-it would unsex the women ;
it would take away their charmas, and modesty and purity-
that it would, in fact, make them Amazons. If there
is anything in that I think we should pause before incurring
such a responsibility. I las been said, too, that the women
are sufficiently represented, without their having votes, by
their fathers, and huasbands and brothers, and even by the
bachelors bore who may occupy a more tonder and delicate
relation to the ladies. There is something in that, Mr.
Chairman. la it not possible that by giving a lady a vote
we would only be giving two votes to her nearest relation
or friend, perhaps to her favorite clergyman, whose advice
she might take in this matter, as she does in spiritual
.matters. After all, is not there a great deal to be said in
favor of the family being the sphere of women, where she
can do most good, where she ought to have ber chief occupa-
tion, and where she does more good to the world than she
possibly could do at the polls or in Parliament? Why, the
next thing the ladies will want, of course, will naturally be
to be elected to this House. Now, just fancy the confusion
which would be occasioned by ladies ocoupying seats in
this Chamber. No doubtit would have a soothing, calming,
and beneficent influence in some directionQ, but what an
undue influence might be exercised by them. Just imagine,
Mr. Chairuan, yourself, with your well kaown delicacy,
having to call a lady to order; how painful it would be to a
gentleman of your instincts to call a lady to order, and
insist on her sitting down instead of standing up yourself, in
her presence.

An hon. MEMBER. The Chairman might be a lady.
Mr. EDGa.

b Mr. EDGAR. She might, but that would be still more
embarrassing to those wbo would have to address the Chair.

n Imagine a bashful member trying to catch the lady
n Speakers eye ! A part of the duty of citizens of the State,

as we unfortunately know to our cost in Canada, is to take up
t arms to defend the State, and unless the ladies become Ama-

zons they could not do that. We would not like to see them
d it, and surely the defence of the State should go with

t having a voice in the Government of the State. There is
another strong point, which I will leave to the hon. member

- for Norih Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) to put me right in, if I am
wrong. I have seen it stated, and I think it is the case,
that there is nothing to be found in the Bible in favor of
female suffrage. I do not believe there is, and I know that
is an argument which goes a good way with a great many
good people, and I recommend it to the serious considera-
tion of many members of this House. In the Province of
Ontario the Provincial Parliament is composed exclusively
of male legislators, male Monsters, who sit there and legis-
late in connection with women as well as men. Sir, those
monsters stood up in the Ontario Legislature for the
enfranchisement of married women, so far as concerns
their iights of property, and under the law in that Province
a married woman can receive, and hold, and deal with ber
separate property as amply as if she were a single woman,
or a man, and that concession was given ber by the male
legislators of Ontario. Then she has also been allowed by
those same wretches to make her contracts, as if she were a
man. Even if she is married, she is allowed to do that, in con-
nection with her separate estate. Again, those male legis-
lators of Ontario have actually given her the right to vote
at elections of school trustees, and more recently in muni-
cipal elections, so it may be said with some degree of logic
that it is not necessary, in the Province Of Ontario, at least,
to give women suffrage in order that they may have their
rights. Another evil which might be pointed out would ho
this: If we gave women the right to vote to-morrow
and put their names on the voters' list, it would be
found-as it las been found in England, and wherever
female suffrage has been granted, to a greater
or less extent-that a very large majority of the
fernale voters whose names were upon the list, and
who have the right to vote, would not exorcise the fran-
chise at all. And surely, Sir, it is an undoubted evil to have
the uncertainty of a large mass of non-voting electors upon
the list. We know that in order to get over the evil of
having a great many non-voting electors on the lists, as they
stand at present, as a great many abstain from voting, it
has been proposed to make voting compulsory. Surely
nobody would like to put the names of women on the list,
and afterwards come down with the proposition to make
voting compulsory; and still I am afraid it would be neces-
sary to do so, if you wanted to get thern to corne out and
vote. The other day I came across a very interesting
report in the Boston Daily Advertiser, of the 10th of March,
of a meeting on women suffrage held in that intellectual
centre of the United States, and there were arguments pro
and con. There was an interesting shorter catechism pro-
pounded by a gentleman there. There were only a few
questions and a few answers, and they were these:

"Q. Do the men always ignore the women's rights ?-A. Yes.
"Q.Rave these men wive ?-A. Some of them.".Sisters ?-A. Sometimes.
" Q. M>thers ?-A. Usually.
"Q. And they always vote to injure their wives, sisters and mothers ?

-A. Yes; always."

There was a gentleman present who was called upon to
address the meeting. He had come from England, and he
had had some opportunity of seeing the results of the female
franchise there, and I think it will be very interesting to
the House for me to read an extract from what he said,
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because it is so exceedingly appropriate, and so much better
than anything I can say on the subject myself. You will
soon see which side he took on the question :

"tThe chairman called upon the Rev. Brooke Herford to speak on the
results of the female suffrage experiment in England. He said ho was
too recent a citizen of this country to like to take part in its discussions
Of pubeli policy. On this question he felt no hesitation. He had never
benu able te regard this sas wholly a wornan's question. If wemnan
sufforedthe whole Commonwealth sufered. He wa heartily in sym
pathy with the general movement for woman's progress. Ruman nature
separated in two directions-the fighter, the hunter, the worker, on one
side, and the mother on the other. Women cannot, said Mr. Herford,
leave home to do the rougher work. The solemn fact of nature-mother-
hood-would settle the difference between the sexes. The really strong
woman is not the most masculine. She is womanly still. Though home
is woman's special sphere, it.ie not ber exclusive sphere. Many of them
want to go alone, and it is their right. 'Jbere is a neutral ground
between man's special work and woman's. My first reason againt
woman suffrage is that it would be a great change, in a place where
change is practically irrevocable. Admitting women to college and
university affects ony a few; admitting ber to the suffrage affects the
whole community. It i a question whether yon will impose upon the
whole of womanhood a new duty and responsibility. It would be more
of a change than to let a few women specially fitted for it to sit in the
Legislature. It is not an individual thiug, but would affect the whole
lite of woman. The question is, wbether a new conscription of political
duty shall be put upon all women. One of two thingsa should be shown
-either that the change is very urgently asked for, or that the higher
reasons for it are very strong. I have been struck by the very small
number from which the real urging comes. It sounds to me like the
efforts of a few people at a concert to force an encore for a piece that
has not interested the audience as a whole. There is a great deal of
ciapping, but you feel that it is not the spontaneous expression of all.
The opinion of thoughtful women is entirely divided upon it. So far as
I have been able to make out, the experiments have not advanced the
cause. The results in newly settled territories are not a safe guide.
By the time.Wyoming becomes a settled State they maybe very sorry
they began it. The result of the experiment in England is not brilhiant.
There is an almost utter failure of the suffrage to interest the women,
A mere handful vote, and the great body show no interest in the use of
the electoral franchise. The harm of it is the exist-nce on the register of
a large numberwho do net habitually exercise their vote, but aue®
brought eut by the pressure cf epecial intereses or teznporary stampedes
of preju dice. In Manchester, England, the only time when female
suffrage has shown its influence it has been a disastrous influence. It
resulted in turning out a respected and experienced member of the city
council and substituting a disreputable, unfit man because he promised
to vote for a further extension of the suffrage to women. The women
who voted were mainly of a very low class.

tl My reasons for opposing this extension of suffrage are, briefly stated,
these :

"IFirst-I believe that the general custom of the world, whic hbas
allotted the functions and duties of government as part of man's special
work, is not a blunder or a tyranny, but the real dictate of nature

"Second-That though there are some women entirely fit for such
functions and duties, it would be a mistake to alter the whole character
of woman's life to the scale of what those few are fit for.

''"Third-That such an alteration, namely, the imposition of the poli-
tical suffrage upon women, would be an experiment in a field in which
experiments are practically dangerous (because practically irrevocable)
and therefere ought only to be made on clearest and most urgent
necessity.

I Fourth-That there is no real necessity orurgency for it; the groat
majority of thoughful, educated wemen distinctly are not asking for it,
and many of them earnestly protesting against it.

'Lastly-That these arguments are strongly confirmed by the fact
that where the experiment has been tried its results are certainly
doubtful,and, in the opinion of many thoughtful observers, unsatisfactory
and mischievous.

"IFor these reasons, I regard any further extension of the suffrage to
women as unadvisable ; and though I should have preferred te take no
public part in the discussion of the question, I would not refuse the
request of the many thoughtful and earnest women known to me, who
believe that woman suffrage would be not merely unadvisable but a
serious and subtle calamity.

Now, you will sec how very embarrassing it is, when there
are so many good arruments on both sides of this question.
Individually, I would have been pleased to avoid having to
cast my vote on a question on which my own mind is still
unsettled, but I should be very sorry to shirk the responsi-
bility of voting; and, by the time this debate is over, I hope
to be able to come to a conclusion that will be satisfactory
to my own mind.

Mr. CASEY. I confees that I have some little difflculty
in getting at the exact position of my hon. friend who has1
preceded me. I am afraid that the contradictory arguments
which he has quoted, and which he says are so puzzling,1
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have left him really in a state of woeful indecision as to
what ought to be our course on this question, and it is only
a type of the condition in which the flouse is, generally, on
the present occasion. We are wandering without a guide;
we are sheep without a shepherd-

Mr. RYKERT. Speak for yourself.

Mr. OÂSEY. The hon. member for Lincoln tells me to
speak for myself, but I speak more particularly for him.
The shepherd who is to some extent the leader of the louse
is more particularly the shepherd of that hon. gentleman
and the other lambs who sit around him; and, Sir, those
innocent creatures are, on this occasion, left without that
guardian care which used to lead them by the green pas-
tures and the still waters, find them provender in due season
and tell them how to vote on every question. To-night they
are emphatically a dock without a shepherd, and the
speeches which they have given as show into what a state
of indecision this peculiar condition of affairs has brought
them. It is rather pleasant occasionally to have a
tilt at a question which is purely and entirely an open
question, and which we can treat without the slightest
tinge of party feeling; and to that extent I must confess
that the discussion of the present question is pleasant to us.
But, on the other hand, I do not think it is parliamentary to
treat a question in this way. It > may be very pleasant ;
it may be very amusing, but it is not politics or statesmnan-
ship, to treat a question in the way in which this question
has been treated. The leader of the House has brought
down to us a Bill supposed to contain the policy of the Gov-
ernment with regard to the whole question of the franchise.
It is to be a national Bill, so thoroughly national that it is
to wipe out of existence ail local franchises and substitute a
uniform Dominion franchise. It contains a great many
revolutionary provisions, amongst them this proposal, which
is one of the most revolutionary of ail, that one-half of the
community, who hitherto have been excluded from the
franchise, should be admitted to the exercise of that right.
Perbaps I am not justified in saying one-half of the
community, because the franchise is to be limited to a
certain section of our women. But this Bill, at ail events,
recognises, for the first time, the right of a certain part of
one-half of the community, who have hitherto been excluded
from the franchise, to exercise that power. What is the
course of the Government with regard to this revolutionary
proposai, perhaps the most revolutionary of ail the radical
proposais contained in this Bill ? What is the course of the
Government on this proposal, which has been laid before the
flouse as an important and remarkable part of their well-
matured policy. lIn introducing and defining it, the right
hon, gentleman, the father of the Bill, says: I will leave it
an open question; I am willing to stand or fall on every-
thing else in the Bill but on this particular part you may
vote as you pleasel1 That strikes me as a very peculiar
method of conducting public business. It is usual for a
Government, when they have brought down a Bill contain-
ing their matured policy, either to stand by it as a whole or
intimate to the House that they have dropped certain pro-
visions, and leave to private members the option of intro-
ducing them if they choose. That is the constitutional
practice; the Government either stand by a Bill as a
whole or drop the parts that they do not wish to hold
to as a matter of life or death; or, on the other hand, leave
the whole Bill an open question. The latter is a course to
some extent sanctioned by the usage of this House, although
I do not think it is a desirable mode of dealing with a mea-
sure of such importance that the Government have thought
fit to take it in charge. We have, however, precedents for
that, but we have no precedent, as far as 1 know, of a
Government leaving part of a Government Bill an open
question and declaring that they will stand or fall by the
rest of the measure. Governments have sometimes taken
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up measures which were introduced by private members, supporting, for the flrst and laat time this Session on which
such as the Insolvent Act, for instance, and put them they have the opportunity of doing go, a policy of the riglt
on the Orders as Government measures, on the under- hon. gentleman's own invention. Lt is very unfortunate, con-
standing that the Government do not consider them sidering ho lia told us this is his own child, and what great
as vital portions of their policy; but here we are told that store ha set by it, and what affection haebears for it-when
three-fourths of the Bill are vital to the existence of the ho has exerted himeif to the utmost in offering arguments
Government, and the other portions are not. Why has the in favor of woman suffrage, that so many of his
hon. gentleman refused to stake the existence of the Gov- followers should get up and say the whole thing is
ernment on this particular clause ? For the reason that ho moonhine and theoretical nonsense. I leave to him sud
generally refuses to stake his existence on anything ho to thea the consideration of what seems to
thinks this flouse is not likely to carry. This is, he says, me to ho a very npleasant state of affaire.
his own particular and special invention, this granting the I muet say, however, that if the leader of this side of the
suffrage to certain sections of women ; but he will not stakeflouse brought down to Parliament a policy which le stated
the existence of his Government on it, because ho believes was peculiarly his own, and exerted himself particularly te
the House is not likely to adopt it. He wishes to obtain argue in favor of that policy, and if we opposed hie policy in
the credit of introducing this proposal, offering the women the same manner in which the supporters of the right hon.
that franchise which some of them have been asking very gentleman are opposing lis pet policy, it might justly be
loudly, without taking the least risk or responsibility of said that we had lest that confidence in the practical
carrying it through the House. As has been pointed out dharacter of our leader's statesmanship which we professed
already, this is a course by no means complimentary or to have. I think that may be said of hon, gentlemen oppO-
respectful to the women of this country. It is almost an site, that tley have lost ail confidence in their leader's
insult to them, to lot the opinion spread that the right hon. practical etatesmanship, and believe that in thk matter le
gentleman thinks hoecan capture their sympathy and their bas been carried away by an illusory tleory, or by some
influence, to ho used with their brothers and husbande desire to curry favor with a large portion of the community,
aud sweethearts throughout the country, by means of irrespective of the equity of the case. They have not done
the proffer of something which he has not the moral themeelves justice either, bocause it follows from this exhi-
courage to really try to give them. He is trying bition of independeuce to-night, eitler that their usual firm
to take credit, without risk or responsibility, and and uuiform allegiance to their leader is induced by some
without displaying that courage which the leader of a other cause than conviction, that it does not arise from the
Government should display, in reguard to an important arguments adduced hy that leader, that it is not the resuit
question of this kind. It is remarkable what poor success of a positive certainty that ho is in tIe rigît, but ie the
the right hon. gentleman sometimes las with policies result of a party feeling, or expediency, or something of that
of his own peculiar invention. This is one of these; it is sort; or else tlat on the present occasion tley have found
the only original policy which ho las brought down for tIe arguments of that leader infinitely less convincing than
some time, and for which ho las claimed credit for himself, usual. I think lis speech tue aft rnoon was more convin-
and yet it does not seei to be very successful. He las had oing tîsu usual. I think tînt le made a b9tter speech than
it before the House for a couple of years, and the result of ha usually makes on s question of ths sort, and it hie
the arguments he las brought to bear on his supporters, followers faitteho convinced by that, and fail te follow
the result of the discussion of the question itself, las been him witl the eteadinees tley ordinarily do, it looks very
such that this peculiarly happy policy of his own cannotmuclte me, sud it wiIl look very mucl Vo VIe country, as
find acceptance at the hands of his own supporters, and the if tley were enjoying their freedom fron party restraint
hon. gentleman is not willing to stake the existence of the on this occasion, very mueh like a lot of ecbool boys, wîo
Government upon it. It is of his own supporters he is afraid lave a temporary holiday, as if tbey were revenging tbem-
and not of Ion. gentlemen on this side, because we have not selves for the compulsion put upon them as te Vhe reet of
votes enough to carry anything in opposition to tIe hon. Vhs Bill, by having every fliug tbey possibly cat Vhe pet
gentleman's party. If he is afraid to risk his existence on policy oftheir leader-womau suffrage. I eay tIe action of
this policy, it is because of his own supporters. Certainly VIe Governmeut in dealing go with this particultr question
he does not seem to have the same good luck with olicies is scarcely in accordauce with constitutional usage. It je,
of his own invention which he has Lad with the Kational mereover, very disturbiug te the public mmd, sud for that
Policy and such other policies as he bas borrowed from reason je unwise sud injudicions. Wheu the leader of s
others. I think the hon. gentleman's followers treat powerful Government, witl au overwhelming majority,
him very ill. It is by no means complimentary or eredit- telle VIe country s year beforeland, two years beforohaud:
able to the hon. gentleman that his supporters should on "I am going te give Vhe suffrage te VIe unmariied women
almost every occasion, when they are allowed to take sud widows ofthis country," tbey believe le means what le
the bit in their teeth and do as they like, vote againstesys. They know that le las VIe power to carry eut lis
the lon. gentleman who is supposed to be their leader. promise, sud now, after lsving led tho expeet that for
Time and again we have seen him in a emall minority of s year or two,"le comes dowu Vo the fouse sudesys:IlMy
his own followers, and it would appear, from the speeches followers may do what tîey ike on Vhs question." We
we have heard this evening, that he will be found in a know what Vînt means. We know he would net eay tînt
small minority of them on this occasion, too. Why is it unles leokuew that hie followers were going te oppose it,
that, when bon. gentlemen opposite are free to act as they sud that li could not control them aud make them
please, most of them vote against their leader, while on the support it. We know Vînt it mens the dent of hs
other hand, when the party whip is cracked, they are clause in Vhe Bil. WIen le sys:IlI give it up; I surrender
always ready to support him ? That does not do muchtVe fort; I will give up al effort te ry te secure for VIe
credit to the practical statesmanshipof the lon. gentleman, womeu of Vhe contry that franchise wîich I lave beeu
of which we hear so much. If his statesmanship were of trying te secure for VIem, for a year or Vwo back," doos it
that character, if it were so free from all suspicion of net disturb the mmd of tIe country? We know what
theoretical tinkering with the constitution, why should hisaffect it will produce upon Vhe ladies, who expected to geV
followers, on this occasion, when the hon. gentleman has tIe franchise, sud we know whst effeet is produced upon
condescended to introduce a new and somewhat theoretical the maie portion of the community when the ladies' minda
change in the constitution, be found voting against him ? are disVuibed in reference te sud a matter I When they
Lot them do him and themselves, on this occasion, credit, by-amedisontented about anything, it is not a very pleasaut

M.rý CASErT.
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thing for the other half of the community. Therefore, not
only in the name of the ladies of the country, but in the
name of those gentlemen who are at the mercy of
particular members of the female persuasion, I protest
against the way in which the right hon. gentleman has
excited the expectations of the ladies and the cowardly
manner in which he now withdraws from championing their
cause. It is an experiment, of course. The right hon.
gentleman is fond of trying experiments. He has brought
it down to see how it will take, and it does not seem to
have taken very well. He las brought it down to try the
feeling of the country upon it, and I say that Governments
should not experiment on questions like this. They should
know their own mind, and they should know the mind of
their supporters, before they come down with matters of this
kind. It is all very well to experiment, but this is not a
laboratory, it is not a debating school, or it should not be.

Sime hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. CASEY. Hon. gentlemen applaud that sentiment.
I hope they will remove from this louse any suspicion of
its being a debating school, by taking a much more fre-
quent and a much more argumentive share in the debates
of th3 House than they have been doing of late. The share
that some of these gentlemen -I will not say all of them-
have taken in debates latterly is more of the character
that one meets in a debating school than in a deliberative
assembly. Their arguments have proceeded rather from
their feet than from their heads, but in this debate, upon a
purely open question, a question so attractive to men
of their gallant disposition, I hope they will redeem them-
selves from this reproach of only sharing with their heels
in the debates we have been carrying on, and will show us
their ability either to champion the cause of the women of
Canada or to combat the arguments advanced in their
favor. After this reference to the manner in which this
case has been presented to the House, I want to say a few
words on the case itself. First, I want to notice the primd
facie argument in favor of giving the suffrage to women.
We all know that the arguments used in favor
of any extension of the suffrage, in favor of
giving it to any classes not now represented,
ar e well expressed in the phrase I read this evening, which
was uttered in the English House of Commons, that, ever
since the Reform Bill, it had been recognised as the prin
eiple of representation that every person who paid taxes and
had a stake in the country was entitled to the exercise of the
franchise. I think that is the primary conception of what
are the rights of franchise, and the question is whether this
rule should be carried out and applied to all classes of the
community or whether it should only be applied to
the male portion of the community. I fancy that
the House will receive with great pleasure the
arguments that I hear proceeding from Old King Cole,
or somebody else of that musical disposition on the
other side. They are a very humdrum sort of arguments,
but they are plessing, notwithstanding; to many in the House
they must be so, or they would not beso frequently repeated.
A gentleman to my left says it is only the baby, but, if the
baby keeps on making such disturbances-this is a point of
order Mr. Chairman-he must have some soothing syrup
and must be sent away in his nurse's arms to some place
where he will not disturb those who have such serions
business in hand.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order, order.
Mr. CASEY. I say the primd facie case is in favor of

extending the franchise to woman.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order, order.
Mr. CASEY. I think you will see who the hon. mem.

ber is, Mr. Chairman, if you look in that direction, and youi

had botter call him to order at once. The primd facie case
is in favor of extending the franchise to woman, and it is
for those who think she should not have it to show why it
should not be extended to her. Those reasons have not
been given to-night. The case is, therefore, in favor of
the extension Of the suffrage, so far as the argument
has gone. I do not say that woman has an abstract right
to the franchise, because I do not admit that it is a ques-
tion of abstract right at all; it is a question of expediency,
and of political and public convenience. If we come to
look at it in that light, we see many reasons why it would
be expedient, why it would be a political convenience, why
it would add to the public interest, to give the franchise to
woman. We know that she has a great many quali-
lies which qualify her more than most men, more per-
haps than any mati, to judge of the character, of the
moral character, and the mental ability even, of mankind.
It is not at all necessary to contend that women have
the capacity, either mental or physical, to grasp great
questions of public policy, to sit bore as members of this
House till four or five o'clock in the morning, listening to
delightful music, and taxing their brains with great ques-
tions of State ; it is not necessary to argue that she has that
capacity in order to prove that she is qualified to exercise
the power of voting. What the elector has to do in any
case is not, nocessarily, to work out in detail, and to decide
upon, great questions of public policy, but it is to choose a
representative who, in the opinion of the elector, is quali-
fied to act on behalf of the electors. The elector's business is
the selection of a representative; the representative's busi-
ness is the discussion of public questions-not, necessarily,
as the mere mouth-piece of the elector, but as his agent,
appointed with full confidence that he will act in the
matter for the best interests of that elector and his fellows.
Now, Sir, it cannot be contended for a moment that
woman has any less capacity for choosing a capable
representative of a constituency in this House than
the average male elector; if it can be contended, it has
not been contended here to-night. I have seen elsewhere
arguments tending in that direction, and I have seen able
answers to those arguments; and I may say that in the
British flouse of Commons scarcely a Session passes without
this question being discussed at great length, usually
occupying a night or two of the sittings of that important
Assembly. I have before me a report of the debate that
took place in 1878, on the Bill introduced by Mr. Courtney,
to remove the disabilities of women in England. The
argument had been used that women were ignorant, that
they were prejudiced, that they were too apt to be
influenced by their priests or other clergymen. We know
that the religious and moral nature of women is very strong,
that they do repose great confidence in their clergymen or
priests, and it was urged by some that this confidence was
so great, and the converse influence was so great, that it
was not safe to entrust women with the right to vote. Mr.
Courtney thus replied to those arguments:

'' It may be said that women are ignorant. It may be said that they
are prejudiced; that they are led away by their sentiment; that they
are uninformed; and that they are controlled by priests, or by some
other persons exercising considerable influence over their feelings and
opinions. Cannot every one of these things be said of men aiso? Who
are the opponents of women who come and say they are ingnorant ?
Who are the opponents eo women who come and say they are prejudiced ?
You meet prejudice by prejudice, and then you proclaun your intellec-
tuai superiority by declaring that the other sex are affected with this
disabîlity of intellect. In respect of this, as it appears to me, ludicrous
cfiticism, knowing how indissolubly connected men and women are,
how litte we can escape from the reins of their intelect, how very
feeble we are to cut ourselves adrift from the influence of their thoughts
and feelings, I have often thought of a couplet of Mr. Pope, who was
very severe upon women and said many harsh things of them ; and
whose relations, indeed, with the sex, were not always happy, but he said
one thing which I always thought to be a conclusive reply to all these
objection..hon. members vio remember ene of the royal princesses
who had a dg, upu the collar of which vas engraved the couplet Mr.
Pope wrote :
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'I am her highness' dog at Kew,
Pray tell me, Sir, whose dog are you.'

'When men charge women with prejudice and ignoranoe and with
being controlled by priest, I am tempted to turn upon them in reply-
'Pray tell me, Sir, whose dog are you?' If women follow priesta,
what priest do you follow 1 Is it the editor of the daily paper ? I am
afraid we havre in this Honse some experience of dependence on priesta
of that kind, who differ only from the more recognised order of priest-
hood in this respect-that their principles are not quite so fixed, and
that they are not ready to proclaim to-day what they are equally ready
to denounce to-morrow.

Sir, I think that the remarks of that gentiman are very
true; that nothing can be said of the prejudice, the ignorance,
or the subjection to control, of the average woman, which
cannot be said with equal truth of the average male elector
of the country. Indeed, I will go farther, and say that when
a question of political morals is up, when a question of
character in the representative is before a constituency,
the instinct of woman, no matter under what control she may
be, no matter how prejudiced or how ignorant of political
questions, would be rather to be trusted than the instinct
of the average male elector, no matter how well informed
ho might be upon the political questions of the day-
especially if the question is much mixed up with the
political issues of the day, I think- that his instinct is
less to be trusted as that of the average woman. We
know how party bonds and prejudices, how party connections
of all sorts, interfere with even our own views on the
questionas of the day-and I cannot put it more strongly
than that. I think that each one of us will admit
that he has some little personal bias in consider-
ing the questions of the day, some bias arising
from his connection with one or the other party,
and if we admit that in our own case, how much more
readily will we admit it in the case of our opponenta I I
think everybody will admit, on this side of the House, that
those gentlemen who sit opposite are affected by party
prejudice in their dealings with political questions, and I
am sure our friends opposite will freely make the same
admission in regard to us. On the question of mental
inferiority, I do not think I need enlarge much. It is the
fashion to argue that women are mentally inferior to men.
No one will contend that woman's mind is of the same sort
as the mind of man; that the bent of her faculties is the
same; that she can, with advantage, go into the depths of
exactly the same questions; but I think no one who has
known a sensible woman and conversed with her on politi-
cal questions will dare to assert that the ordinary Canadian
woman is inferior, even in political intelligence, to
the ordinary Canadian male voter. It would be extremely
out of place, Sir, if anybody in political life in
this country ventured to make such an assertion. The
right hon, leader of the Government has admitted, by this
provision in this Bill, by his speech in the House, by his
whole attitude towards this subject, that he believes the
average Canadian woman is quite as well qualified to exer-
cise the franchise as the average Canadian man. Possibly
the opinion he has of average Canadian womanhood may be
drawn from those specimens, or that specimen, with which
he has most acquaintance. Sir, it does honor to those ladies,
or to that lady, from whom he is mest apt to form his
impressions of Canadian womanhood-it does honor to that
lady or those ladies, that he entertains the opinion he does.
I am sure that no one on this side of the louse could form
a different opinion from the same premises. No one of us
who has known, say, an elderly mother, say an elder sister,
say an independent and sensible woman, living by her own
resources -none of us who have known such a
woman would venture to assert that the average
woman of the country has not a mind capable
of pronouncing a sound judgment upon political questions.
Thon there is the question of physical weakness and di.fer-
ence of sex. Of course, these are arguable pointe. But

Mr. CAsr.

when we think of what is really involved in the exorcise
of the franchise by women, how little physical exertion
it really involves, how little the diffeience of sex would
interfere with the exercise of that franchise, I think
the arguments against female suffrage based on these
differences fall entirely to the ground. It is not, as I
have said before, pretended that the average woman is
physically competent to act as a member of this House, to
take the Chair of the Speaker, or even to fulfil the duties of
Deputy Speaker, especially during the passage of long and
elaborately discussed Bills, such as this promises teobe. But,
on the other hand, there are many male voters physically
incapable of exercising those functions. Thousands of male
voters are physically unable to bear the strain that is
involved in being a member of this House, and fully per-
forming all the duties of such member. More than that,
all the physical exertion that would be required of a
woman who had a right to the franchise would be to cast
lier ballot. Is it pretended that the women of the country
are physically unable to cast ballots ? The contention
would be absurd. Is it contended that the more casting of
the ballot would interfere in the slightest degree with
a woman's home duties? I think that contention is equally
absurd. It has been said that if women had the franchise
they would waste much time in acquiring political know-
ledge and in attending political meetings, and so on. I do
not know that the time so spent, if they did so spend it,
would be much more wasted than is a great deal of time now
spent by them. I do not know that attendance at political
meetings would be any worse use of a woman's time than
attendance at a Scott Act meeting. That is a political
agitation, in its essence. Yet women have been going out
in thousands to attend those meetings for years, because
they have been encouraged by their spiritual directors, and
even by their husbands, brothers and relatives, to attend
those meetings and cast in their influence with what they
considered was the moral and right side in that agitation.
Would it do women any more harm to listen to a discussion,
say on the Franchise Bill, than to a discussion on the Scott
Act? Would it be wasting time any more in one case than
in the other? Would it be involving any more neglect of
household duties? No. But there are other ways in which
time is spent. There are many tea meetings held in the
fall and during the winter. Rinks are open in the
winter, and roller skating rinks in the summer, at which
our wives and daughters spend a good deal of time. Will
hon. gentlemen say that that is a more wholesome use of
time than it would be to attend at political meetings ?
Yet I am willing, if they like, to grant that attendance at
political meetings is not the very best thing for our women.
But I say it is not necessary. Our women are very fond of
reading, and they eau find in the daily newspapers, taking
both sides, a much better discussion generally of publie
questions than they will obtain by attending at election
meetings; and by-spending one or two hours every evening
in consulting the newspapers, they will, in a very short
time, obtain much more knowledge of publie questions than
a great many of the male voters who now control the des-
tinies of the country. On the other hand, it is contended
that there are sentimental objections. I have been talking
of the physical objections, chiefly, to the exorcise of the suff-
rage by women. But wte have heard some beautiful poetry
recited to-night about women. I don't remember it all
exactly now; it ls all, however, about the same sort of thing
-that women should not mix in that which might con-
taminate the lily-white purity of their minds, and might
make coarse the moral and intellectual fibre of their being
-I think that is about the sort of figure generally used.
It is that it would make women coarser to mix in
political matters, and it would degrade women; that
they should live in luxury, and in order to save their com-
plexions they should wear large hats when they go out.
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That is the sort of idea we find in all poetry written about
the degradation of women by mixing in polities. Although
mankind are, as a rule, very particular about not degra.
ding the moral and intellectual fibre of womankind by
letting them mix in politics, they are not so particular
about it in other directions. If it is degrading to women
to go quietly to the polling booths and deposit their ballots,
say once in every five years, is it degrading to spend day
after day at the washtub, until they are bent in body and
weakened in mind, and have acquired the seeds of disease,
from which they will never recover, owing to exertions
made to support, perhaps, a lazy and drunken husband, or
a family ? Is that degrading to woman ?

An hon MEMBER. No.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. member is quite right. If it is
necessary to do this, the act enobles the woman. But if
women are to be more Watteau shepherdesses, to be put on
the mantlepiece and only to be touched with kid gloves, we
should take measures to free them from this sort of hoavy
labor. This is not only the case with washerwomen. How
many of our young girls have to earn their living in factories?
Is it pretended that the moral atmosphere of the ordinary
factory is better for a woman during many hours of every
day of the year than the air of a polling booth for a few
minutes once in every five years? If the work doos not
degrade women in the factories, is this visit to the polling
booths going to do so? If women, young girl and children,
almost, are allowed to be brutalised by working in factories-
I do not use the w ord brutalised as expressing my own
opinion in regard to these girls-but if the exercise of an
honorable function like that of voting is degrading to women,
what clse shall we say of the effect of the hard manual labor
by which many respectable girls eke out their existence ?
I think these sentimental objections may be regarded as
having little or no weight. But, on the other hand, it is
said: Even supposing all these arguments be true in regard
to enfranchising women, it is not advisable to give this class
the franchise, because it is merely the beginning of a new
policy, because if you do this you must also give the fran-
chise to married women, and to young wcimen living at
home and subject to the control of their parents. I do
not think there is any analogy between the two cases.
Who, that ever considers the important change made in the
social relations of a woman by her marriage, in ber relations
not only to ber husband but to all the rest of the world, can
think for a moment that the arguments which apply to
her rights and functions while she remained au unmarried
woman should apply afterwards ? We know that in mar-
riage the legal individuality of the woman is al most entirely
lost, that in every true marriage that individuality, so far as
the exercise of will is concerned, should be, to a great extent,
lost also. We know also, as a matter of fact, that there is
in most marriages only one will-I do not say which it is-
it is often a toss up which it is, but it will be known after a
few years of married life that there is only one will between
the two, and whether it is the wife's or the husband's
does not matter; the will of both should be expressed
in one decided and unequivocal utterance. That should be
the case in regard to the franchise, and as the man is the
nominal head of the house, and as he is in most cases the
real head of the bouse, the exorcise of the franchise is
properly put in his hand, in the case of married people.
HO bas, therefore, to go to and state at the polls, by
means of the ballot, the united opinion of the firm,
John Smith & Co., or whatever the firm may be, and
in that way a married woman bas ber share in the
franchise. Although she casts no ballot in ber own
name she has a share, and often a large share, in forming
the political opinion of ber husband. If she is a woman of
sense and judgment she will discuss these matters with
him, and will b. found pretty nearly as well posted as ho is,

and her opinions in matters coming within ber sphere wili
largely influence hi. She bas an influence in that manner
apon the representation of the people, not less important for
being indirect, and I say that the principle of giving the
actual power of voting, in the case of married people, to the
male member of the firm only, is one which I think no
wise legislators would go beyond. I think that there is not
the slightest doubt that the granting of the franchise to
married women would simply lead to the husband having
two votes on every occasion, or to a degree of squabbling
and domestic trouble which would be ill-counterbalanced
by any advantages which might possibly arise from that
extension of the franchise. I must enter my strongest
protest against the idea of giving married women tie fran-
chise, and I have tried to point out, and I think I have
succeeded in pointing out, that there is no necessary connec-
tion between the two ideas. Let me illustrate the matter a
little further. We know. that spinsters and unmarried women
have, a great many of them, rights which they lose imme.
diately upon marriage. We know they have a freedom of
action which they loose immediately on marriage. We know
thatelthough for many years they have been perfectly free,
although they have been their own mistresses, thoy must
immediately, on marriage, become, to a large extent, subject
to the will of their husbands. We know that until lately
all the property they might possess also became subject to
the will of the husband, and stili these were not looked
upon as extraordinary things. It was not considered
extraordinary that a woman, absolutely her own mistress
until marriage, should become almost the slave of hber hus-
band after marriage, and it is not so looked upon now.
Nobody thinks it extraordinary that because a woman, before
marriage, was absolutely her own mistress, because she
was at liberty to take her lodgings where she pleased, to
carry on what occupation she pleased, she should not have
the same right afterwards. And why should we assume
a different state of things with regard to the franchise ?
Marriage is such a revolutionary change in the life of
woman that no analogy can be drawn between her rights
and franchises before and afber. There is another argument
in this connection which is sometimes used--

Mr. BLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I trust you will see that
these disorderly noises are put a stop to. They are not
ouly decidedly disorderly but they are extremely disagree-
able.

Mr. WOODWORTEI. Which noise is the most dis-
agreeable ?

Mr. CHARLTON. These noises which sound like the
utterances of an emaciated tom cat are certainly very dis-
orderly.

Mr. RYKERT. Have you the floor ? One at a time.

The CIAIRMLAN. Hon, gentlemen will please keep
order.

Mr. DAVIES. If you will look, Mr. Chairman, yon will
sec who is making the noise.

Mr. CASEY. I am sure these little noises do not disturb
me half so much as they disturb other hon. members. If it
is any amusement to the hon. member who is malking the
noise, I am quite content, but I certainly think it is not
respectful to the louse, or to yourself, Sir. However, if it
pleases him, lot him go on, for it does not disturb me. I
was proceeding to say that there was another argument
which was used in this connection by those who oppose
female suffrage, namely, that it was disrespectful to married
ladies to give the franchise to unmarried ladies and take
it away from them. I do not see that there is any
force in that objection. If it be not disrespectful to
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a married lady to consider that lier individuality in
in other respects is merged in that of her husband, why
should it be considered disrespectful to her that her electoral
individuality also should be merged in that of her husband ?
It is urged that they arc the mothers of the country; that
they are the worthiest part of the female sex, and it is
urged with truth that they do more for the country; that
they are saddled with heavier responsibilities ; that their
position is more prominent and important than that of their
unmarried sisters. But, I say, Sir, they have a compensa-
tion. If they lose the independence which belonged to them
when they were their own mistresses, have they not a
recompense in the increased importance which married
women possess, the increased influence, the increased respon-
sibility; and would not these make up for the loss of the
ballot? I have not the slightest idea that if this law came
into force the proportion of spinsters exercising the fran-
chise, who are ready to enter into the bonds of matrimony,
would be in the slightest degree lessened by the
fact that their entrance into that new relation would
deprive them of the power of voting. They would say that
they preferred to rule a household than to take a share in the
election of membei s to Parliamont. I agree with those who
hold that marriage is woman's true sphere, that there she
shows brightest and best, and that in that relation her best
qualities show themselves. And what of those who do not
happen to secure that fortunate lot for themselves-those
who do not attain to the privilege of being somebody's
mistress or slave, as the case may be, and allowing him to
have the whip hand over lier? What of those who, in every
country, are lound to exceed the number of men in that
country, for it is remarkable that in almott all coun tries the
number of women is somewhat larger than the number of
men? What of the surplus? Are they to be doomed
to nonentity, simply because they do not get married
-simply because, perhaps, they were too particular
in the choice of a husband, and would not be
satisfied with the specimens presented to them? Is
it not monstrous to say that because a woman bas too
refined ideas to accept anybody who is offered to ber as a
husband that she should be doomed to political nullity
forever ? In Englanci, the number of women who are self-
sustaining is very considerable, and I wish to call attention
particularly to it. The argument has not so much force
hre, but it shows what may occur in any other country as
well as in England. Mr. Stansfeld, in supporting the Bill
for the removal of women's disabilities, in 1875, said .

'' It may be well that I should remind the Bouse of the large surplus
population of women as compared with men, many of whom have no
choice but to remain unmarried, and are forced to maintain themselves
by their own exertions. I ufid the figures on the point are these: The
surplus number of women in the United Kingdom is 925,764; against
whom ought to be set 200,000 soldiers and sailors who are absent from
the country, leaving a preponderance of more than 700,000 over men.
I find that of total female population, about 487,000 are widows, who
having no man upon whom they can depend for assistance and protec-
tion, have to earn their own livelihood, and have to rough it in the world
and to maintain families lef t to them by their husbands who are dead.
Through the liet of trades in which women are engaged, I find that the
number of women so employed is 2,500,000-."

Think of that ; in the population of England there are
2,500,000 of women who are earning their own living.

" 2,500,000, not existing under the ideal conditions of which we
have heard, but having to maintain their own in their unequal struggle
-sometimes the really unequal struggle-for bread for themselves and
their children against the stronger sex. I find sucb figures as these-
women who maintain themselves by working in the various textile
manufactures, 517,000; echool teachers, 84,000 i shopkeepers, 18,000
and farmers and graziers, 24,388."

And, Sir, there are women in Canada who are farmers and
graziers, though perhaps not in the same proportion. There
are scores of women in Canada-widows, and even spinsters,
who are farmers and graziers, who carry on their affairs
with as much business ability as any of their male neighbors,

Mr. Csrr.

who have as sharp an eye to the fattening of cattle and to
the raising and marketing of crops, and who exorcise all the
duties of citizens as well as men, though they have not the
franchise. Mr. Stansfeld continues :

" I wish to ask the House how, having already household suffrage in
the boroughs, and it looming in the not very distant future for the coun-
ties, we can admit every laborer iu the country to the franchise, and
yet shut out f rom it these 24,338 women, farmers and graziers ? Of about
6,000,00) of women, some 3,000,000 are supposed to remain at home as
daughters and wives, 1,000,000 partly support themselves, and 2,000,000
are engaged independently in supporting themselves. These are facts
which, to my mind, are entirely inconsistent with the theories and the
a priors on which hon. members oppose fundamentally any proposition
of this kind."

In speaking of the constitutional difference between the
sexes Mr. Stansfeld says :

"But although it may be true that there is this constitutional difference
between the sexes, yet there is this distinction to bei borne in mind-
that although there may be an unfitness on the part of women for cer-
tain careers in life, such as that of the bar, or that of politics, or to be
members of a Legislative Assemably, or of an Imperial Government-
tbat is not the question we have to discuss to-day. The question
we are called upon te determine, and in my opinion it is impossible to
dispute :t, is the competency of women once in every three or four years
te vote by ballot at the election of a member to serve in this House.
Women have by the common law a local vote, and of late years we have
given them the municipal and the school board franchise. It las been
said that we gave them the municipal franchise by surprise ; but no
proposal to withdraw that franchise from them has been brought forward,
and I challenge any hon. members who hold the view that tbey ought
net to possess it, te propose a repeal of the law in that respect. I hear
such expressions as these used-that it is not the function of a
woman and she is not trained or educated to rule great empires ? But
is the bulk of the male population trained and educated to rule
great empires ? Can we not draw a distinction between the function
of voting for a representative and the function of representing those
who vote. I would further ask hon members to bear in mind that fact,
that women are gradually accustaming themselves to tha exercise of
the privilege on voting in consequence of their possessing the local
franchise, and that their thus having a share in local government tends
to enlarge and elevate their character, and that any distinction you
may choose to draw between the exercise of the local and Imperial
franchise is one that is destined to diminish and to disappear.

" As I understand the arguments of those who oppose the measure they
come te this: That on the one hand the B:1l is not a genuine practical
measure of reform, because it would only enfranchise a small propor-
tion of women, and not those who, if women were unfranchised, ought
to be placed on the register The second objection is that this measure,
having no Eufficient practical justification in itself, ought to be regarded
simply as a stepping-stone to something fnrther intended to be accom-
plished by the hon, member at some future day, but wheu it is impossible
te say. I take issue upon these objections. As to the first objection, it
is perfectly true that the franchise would be conferred by this Bill upon
widows and unmarried women, and not upon married women who are
not widows ; but it does not, therefore, follow that the views of women
would not be fairly represented upon every question affecting their inter-
ests. What is our experience upon this point ? There is a remarkable logic
in the course of political events connected with the franchise. As soon
as you remove the political disabilities of a certain class, it is net neces-
sary that that class should be represented in proportion te its numbers,
or even so as to alter practically the composition of this House. The
mere fact that the disabilities of a class have been removed alters its
condition, and raises its statua in the public and in the legislative
mind, and brings those questions in which it is interested to the front,
with a fair chance of their competing with others for preference, and in
these days the chief question is one of competing for precedence in legis-
lation."
And he goes on to illustrate that, by stating the fact that the
mere admission of some of the working classes to the fran-
chise, by the Reform Bill, had not only raised them -o a
position of power, but made the opinion of the working
classes at large something to be consulted and respected by
the Ministry of the day. Upon the same occasion the
mover of this Bill, Mr. Forsyth, made one point, which I
shall quote :

" Take, for instance, the case of the admission of the working:classes to
the franchise in 1867. The great blot upon the escutcheon of the middle
classes of the Parliament of 1832 was that they failed in their legisla-
tien to provide for the educatian of the working classes ; but the moment
you introduced household suffrage, although it applied only te the towns
and not te the counties, a complete change came 'o'er the spirit of our
dream,' with reference te the question of education, and we made an
enormous stride in that direction. We were told that we muet educate
our future masters-that we must educate those whom we enfranchised.
The sane thing will follow if women are enfranchised, by virtue of those
among them who are placed upon the register.''
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Then he goes on to point out that a great many questions
come before Parliament in regard to which women have a
special right to be heard. He says:

" Among the public questions in the settlement of which women are
entitled :to a voice, there tare the custody of infants, marriage and
divorce, marriage with a deceased wife's lsister"-

And I hope my Ihon. friend from Jacques Cartier (&ir.
Girouard) will, on this ground alone, support this clause of
the Bill-
' the control of property, the preservation of infant life, san itary logis-
lation, factory legrslation, mines' Actas, workshop Acta, local taxation,
and education. aour- ths of the measures that are now before Parlia-
ment are such as ultimately affect women, on which they are entitled to
be heard, and on which their opinion would be valuable."

If that can be said in England, it can be said with still
greater force here. I need not go into the numerons mat-
ters coming'before the House, in regard to which I think
women have the right to be heard. That was in 1875.
Take;a later date, in 1878 Mr. Courtney, in supporting a
later Bill, pointed out that there were advantages in giving
representationto women other than merely conferring on
them the right to vote:

" And lastly, there is this great advantage in representative Govern-
ment-that you thereby interest every clas of the community in the
affaira of the community, that you develop among your citizens a sense of
citizenship,:that you aciduce from among the people a common feeling
as of those possessing a common history, with common objects, and
common destiny. You may have different ways of arriving at the
formation of the represautative assembly which you aspire to croate;
but, ln some way or other, yen follow these rrinciples in endeavorîngte
bring into your representative assembly representatives of different
sections of feeling and of interest in the community itself Of.course,
there will be differences of opinion-there are differences of opinion now
-as to the adequacy or completeness of the machinery yon have adopted.
Some persons will say it erra in the excess or undue proportion of repre-
sentation given to one class, or in a different representation in respect
to another class; others will think it cannot be materially mended ;
but the object, the principle, we all have, is to secure in some measure
or other, to each section, to each class, a certain representation-
and for the purposes which I have stated-namely, to secure
information to the House, to secure that justice which is attained
when the House has before it the representation of all divisions,
and to secure the welding together of the members of the
community into a sense of common union. Well, Sir, if we realise a
these principles, and turn to the question before us, I think we must at
once see that the question of sex, at all events, does not primarily arise
in the topic now under consideration. All the principles Ihave laid down
apply without distinction of persons to men and to women. There may
be reasons, to which I will refer presently, why women should be excluded
from any share of the election of the members ofa representative assembly ;
but, at all even ta, this much, I think, must be admitted--that the burden
lies on those who insist on their exclusioi to justify their exclusion, and
that, primafacie, distinction of sex does not appear as an element in the
preblem under conideration.

po Now, Sir, 1remember that some years ago, when a question of the
extension of the suffrage was brought on a Wednesday afternoon before
this House, a right hon. gentleman, who then filled the office ofi
Chancellor of the Excheluer, came down to the House and laid down
this principle-that ie thought all members of the community should be
admitted to a share in the representation in this House, against whom
there could not be established personal unfitness or political danger in
consequence of their inclusion. Prove they are personally unfit, and you
then establish a good reason for not admittiug them to the franchise.
Prove that political danger would follow their admission, and you again
establish a reason for excluding therun; but, unless you prove one or the
other, their case is established when they come claiming to be admitted,
because yon certainly gain something by their admission, and you muet
prove a los in order to deny their claim to be admitted. That was
thought at the time, Sir, to be either a revolutionary sentimpnt ; but,
in truth, it is a commonplace.of the constitution, and the exceptions
cover every case that may be rightly alleged against the exclusion of
any class or any set of persona lu the community."

1 think those remarks apply as forcibly to Canada as thcy
do to England; the principles of our constiLuLion are exactly1
the same; the fitness of Canadian women to eerise theirj
franchise is very much greater than that of the average ofi
English women. Canada is a political country; as I heard1
a Yankee express it once: "There are more politics to the1
square mile in Canada than in any other nation under the
sun." I have never been in any society in the United(
States, or in England, or anywhere else, where every woman1
and child appeared to take such an intense interest in poli-

tics, and appeared to be so well posted on them as in
Canada. I believe that is something to be proud of, and it
adds to the strength of the claim put forward for woman
suffrage. Women are already acquainted with politics, and
are ready to make themselves much botter acquainted with
politics, and I think, starting from the point at which they
are, they will soon make themselves as familiar with politics
as the average elector; nay, far more, and that without any
serious loss of time in household duties, without failing in
the least in their responsibility as mothers of families, as
wives, as heads of households, without derogating in the
least from that proud position of social superiority and
of superiority in taste and in moral sentiment which we
are so willing to concede to them. The sentimental
objection is, I think, after all, the one that is strongest
amongst members of this House, and the male voters in the
country generally; that is the one which makes most peo-
ple hesitate to express their approval of female suffrage; it
is the objection to seoeing women brought down to the same
grade as ourselves, by becoming mixed up in politics. In
that we are not paying a very high compliment to politica,
that noble profession in which we are all engaged, the pro-
fession of law-making for the country, when we con.
tend it would degrade the noblest woman in the world to
lend her intellect to the consideration of questions to which
one-fourth, sometimes one-third, of our year is given. I think
it is high time we should divest ourselves of that false sen-
timent. 1 do not imagine there is a single man in this
House who has ever been brought into the presence of a
charming girl, well posted in political questions and able to
discus's the question of the day, who did not feel that her
knowledge of politics, the very elevation of mind shown by
the knowledge of political questions, raised her higher in
his estimation and made him feel she was a more charming
companion for the moment, and would be a more
charming companion for life, than the ignorant doll
which one would almost imagine to be the ideal of some
gentlemen when talking about women. I have my views
laid before you, Sir, and the committee, very fully. I
believe in the theory of woman suffrage as limited by
this Bill. I have not, so far, in the debate, been
shown any practical inconvenience or danger which
might arise from the adoption of that theory, and I thora-
fore romain, and shall remain to the end of the debate,
u less more convincing arguments are brought forth on the
other side, a supporter of woman suffrage. I am, for the
occasion of this debate, a loyal supporter of the right hon.
gentleman who leads the Government who introduced this
provision; and I hope by the fact of a momber of the
Oppoiltion supporting one with whom ho has so little
political sympathy, purely and simply for the sake of
the justice which ho believes would be done by carrying
out the right hon. gentleman's vîews in this instance,
some at least of the hon. gentleman's own supporters will
be shamed into giving him their vote on this occasion.
It would be most regrettable that on this occasion, when
the hon. gentleman has introduced an original policy
of his own, ho should be deserted by his own sup.
porters. That would be a sad and solemn sight. The
visages of hon. gentlemen opposite look sad and solemu
already, as they feel they will be doing something cow-
ardly in deserting thoir leader on this occasion. It would
be uakind and ungenetous on their part; they would show
themselves forgetful of old associations, of old favors, social
and otherwise, ehould they vote agaiinst their leader on this,
the first occasion for many years, on which ho has propounded
to us anything original that ho has claimed as his own. I
hope ho will not bo subjected to-night to the humiliation of
being voted down by hi@ own followers on a question of his
own production. I hope the other members of the Govern-
ment will stand by him.

Mr. BLAK. It is a Government Bill.
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Mr. CASEY. I know it is a Goverument Bill, but when
it is left an open question by the leader of the Government,
there is no knowing what vagaries may strike the other
mem bers of the Government. I know the Premier of any
Government is only the inouthpiece of the Government, and
that his policy is their policy, and that they are ail bound,
by the fact of a Bill being introduced in that shape, to
support it. I know that constitutionally they are so bound,
but the whole course of the debate bas been so extraordi-
nary, the course of the leader of the Government has.been
so extraordinary, that I am almost prepared for anything.
I am almost prepared to sec the Minister of Public Works
vote against the proposition introduced by his leader, in a
Bill for which ho is responsible as a member of the Govern-
ment. I am almost prepared to soe the Minister of Customs
do likewise. In fact, I am prepared for anything in the
way of mixed voting, where there has been so much mixed
debating, and where the whole course of the Government
has been so unconstitutional.

Mr. DAWSON. I suppose this is a question upon which,
Mr. Chairman, our constituents will wish to hear the views
expressed by their representatives in this House. I shall
not detain the flouse very long, but I mean to be decided
in the expression of My opinion in regard to this matter
before I finish. I do7 not approve of half measures; and this
measure, if it were carried out, would b only a sort of half
moasure. It would not extend the full franchise to women;
it would only extend it to a limited number; and I say that
if you give them the franchise at all, you should give them
a full franchise, such a full franchise as would not debar
tbem from becoming members of this Parliament, and
taking seats on the floor of this flouse if they chose; and, in
that case they would, as I said on a former occasion,
be eligible to the highest offices of the State. We might,
for instance, have a lady leader of the Opposition.

An hon. MEMIBER. They have one now.
Mr. DAWSON. And in that case, where would the Gov.

ernment bo? Wo might have3 a lady ,ader of lhe Govern-
ment. We must look at this matter in all its bearings.
Once admit them to the floor of the flouse, and admitting,
as we must admit, as every lon.gentleman who las spoken
has admitted, that they are fully equal to mon- highly
talented, accomplished, and so on-we do not know to what
high offices they might not aspire.

Mr. BLAKE. They would make very good Ministers of
the Interior.

Mr. DAWSON. Possibly. If y ou admit the principle, you
should not confine it as you are doing now. We might have
a lady in the Speaker's Chair. I have often -seen, as matters
now stand, gentlemen exceedingly anxious to catch the
Speaker's eye, but with a lady in the Chair and the hon.
member-I am sorry ho is not in his place-who lias just
stated that there are no ladies' men in the Ministerial ranks,
and that gentlemen on this side are deficient in gailantry, if
that gentleman were in his seat and a lady in the Chair, I
should like to know what hope there would be for any other
hon. member to catch the Speaker's eye. I could imagine,
however, some little embarrassment on the part of that hon.
gentleman, in case he were bringing forward that very won-
derful and statesmanlike Bill of his, in which ho bas pro-
vided very pointedly, and no doubt very properly, for the
punishment of any impropriety in the relations which might
exist between an unruly youth and his great grandmother.
The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) has said that the
Province of Quebec was against woman suffrage and the
Province of Ontario in favor of it, and therefore he tried to
make a point in favor of the provincial franchise, as it at
present exists. As far as my experience goes, Ontario is not,
as a Province, in favor of the extension of the franchise to

Mr. CAsEY.

women. I was in the Legislature of Ontario when that
matter came up and was debated, just as it is being debated
here now, and a vote was taken on the subject, adverse to
the extension of the franchise to women. If I may be per-
mitted to make a suggestion, I would say by all means
extend the franchise to the ladies everywhere, but let them
have a Parliament of their own, make this change in
the constitution, let them have a Parliament of their
own, let them meet in that Parliament and debate,
and then perhaps, when they had arrived at some
very wise conclusion on things of very great impor-
tance to the State, they might give some advice to
this Parliament which might be very useful and instruc-
tive. I hardly think, however, it would be fitting
or proper to have them mixed up in this House. 1
hardly think they would like it themselves, and I certainly
would not be a supporter of the extension of the franchise
in that regard, as it is now proposed to be extended. If,
however, it were proposed to give them a Parliament of
their own, where they could debate matters among them-
selves, and in their own way, I am sure they would
come to very wise conclusions in most matters, a great deal
more so than hon. members here generally do. I am sure
hon. members will pardon me for saying that. Such a system
would not be quite new, for, at the time of the old French
occupation of Canada, it is a well known fact that the
Indians of those days had two Parliaments-the Parliament
of their chiefs and head-men, and the Parliament of the
women. The women met among themselves, and debated
matters relating to their general intersts, and, after they had
come to a conclusion, they very often carried the day. So we
have some experience of the working of this system, and
I think it would be a great improvement on the system now
proposed. There is no doubt that woman has played lier
part on the world's stage from the very earliest ages. Miy
hon. friend, the member for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar), hias
alluded to the age of chivalry. There is no doubt that at
that time woman held a very different social position from
what she does now. In those days, from all we read and
hear of, she was actually worshipped, and in the earliest
ages, from the time that Grecian Helen set the world on
fire down to the time of the Crusaders, when women played
a very active part, and even put on armor and
fought in battles, there is no doubt that woman
did much to shape the world's history. But, seriously,
Mr. Chairman, I think it would be wrong to force
woman out of her proper sphere and bring her down
to the turmoil and strife of ordinary life. We should leave
her in the high sphere which she now occupies, and where
we can look up to lier in her proper place. I do not say
that members of this House do not express their sincere
opinions on this subject, but I believe that many mon, in
speaking on this subject, in order to gain a little popularity
for the time being, do not express their real opinions. But
I have no fear and no hesitation in expressing mine, and it
is that woman should keep her own sphere and leave to
mon the work that belongs to men.

Mr. CURRAN. I desire to say a few words on the sub-
ject now hefore this House, first, because of its importance,
and secondly, because I know that as a result of the deep
strategie movement on the other side of the House, we are
likely to spend the whole night here, it may be just as well
that members on both sides should say a few words on this
question. The fact is, the observations of the speakers,
in the course of this debate, on the other side of the
House, lead us to believe that whilst they may
have come to a perfect understanding as to the tactics
they are to adopt, they are not at all in accord as to the
arguments they are to employ. Now, the hon. member fore
West Elgin (Mr. Casey), after a great many staggering
attempts to give expression to some idea or other, stated that
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it was not stateemanlike for the right hon. leader of this
Government to make this an open question, entirely apart
from the politics that divide the House and this country.
I regret very much for his sake that ho should have so very
violently come into collision with the opinions of his own
leader in the opening speech that ho made upon this very
important Electoral Franchise Bill. The hon. leader of the
opposition furnished us with a statement made by the hon.
Mr. Gladstone to this effect :

"My own opinions," says M. Gladstone'" apon this question, if I candes-
cribe them in rude outline, are that it is a question of immense diffleult,
a question uoon which nothing hasty is to be done. a question which
requires absolutely to be sitted to the bottom, a question which should
be completely dis'ssociated from every movement of party, and every
important political consideration, and upon which the House of Oommons

eau oniy, by a strict adherence to these rules, arrive at a satisfactory
corclusion.",

Now, we have furnished us by the leader of the Opposition
the justification of the course that has been adopted by the
right hon. leader of this Government. He has left this au
open question. It is one of the greatest importance; it is
one of great difficulty; it is one that requires to be sifted; it
is one that must be disassociated from party politics;
therefore the right hon. leader of this Government leaves
it an open question for the consideration of members of
both sides of the House. I think that is about all the
hon. gentleman contrived to say during the three quarters
of an hour that ho spoke, with the exception of one other
point, on which I agree with him. He stated that the hon.
member for South Grey (Mir. Landerkin) and others who
had urged in this House that it was ridiculous to offer the
franchise to unmarried ladies and widows and not extend it
to married ladies, was a proposition that could not be main.
tained. I do not think that it can. In fact, those who argue
on this question remind m'e very much of the two American
politicians who were said to have been discussing very
warmly some theological question, whereupon one became
angry with the other and said that ho knew nothing at all
about the subject, and that ho did not even know the Lord's
Prayer. His adversary wagered that ho could repeat it, and
so ho proceeded as follows:-

"No v I lay me dawn to sleep,
I pray the Lord my soul to keep.

" Stop," cried the other, "that will do. You are the first man
I ever met that could recite the Lord's Prayer off hand."
Now the theology of hon. gentlemen opposite is just about
as deep as the theology of those two American politioians.
If either of the bon. gentlemen opposite had taken up, for
instance, the child's catechism in the Catholic church, he
would have found that one of the first dutios of the wife is
to obey. If ho had taken up the prayer book of the Eng-
lish church, he would have found, after the question "Wilt
thon have this man ?" etc. The promise to love, honor and
obey, etc., is exacted. Therefore, we have, both in the
Protestant and Catholic churches, laid down, in the ele-
menatary books, that are supposed to be in the hands of
everyone in this House and in this country, the doctrine that
it is the wife's place to obey; and, consequently, we can
hardly understand how she is going to obey when she
marches to the poll and votes in an opposite direction to her
husband; but, on the other hand, if she were to obey him, by
voting in the same direction, we would be giving two votes
to the husband instead of one. Now, the hon. member
for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar) has also favored this
Uouse with an exhibition of his skill. He has
repeated the arguments pro and con, and stated that hle had
not made up his mind as yet, but ho would try to make it
up before the end of the debate. I trust that he has a mind
to make up. His speech reminded me very forcibly of
the course that has been adopted by that great organ of the
Liberal party in this country, the Toronto Globe. When
this Bill first came before the country, some two years and
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a-half ago, the Toronto Globe, with whieh some people
insinuate that the hon. gentleman is connected, had an arti-
cle upon the subject of this Franchise Bill. That journal
opened the campaign by an attack upon the general pria-
ciples of the Bill, but on the 16th April, 1883, it stated:

"It will be noticed that the conferring of the franchise upon unmar-
ried women is the only liberal feature in the Bill. As to that feature
of it, we are pleased to say it is a truly liberal measure."
That was the argument of the Globe on 16th April, 1883.
As regards this particular clause of the Bill, as regarde the
principle enunciated in it, there is not one iota of differenoe
between that clause to day and what it was the first time it
was introduced loto this fouse. But last week the same
Toronto Globe in another leading article, said:

"l It is highly probable that the clauses which would extend the fran-
chise to women were put in by Sir John as a cheap means of earning
popularity in some qnarters, and that he nover bad any idea of getting
them passed Into law. Hia Bill, acs introduoed, would give votas te
young, inexperienced women, and withhol I the suffrage from a11 mar-
ried women, thus branding the married state as disgraceful, or at least
as a condition of inferiority."
This is the comment upon the very clause which, two years
and a-half ago, this very same journal eulogised as being a
truly liberal measure. The question of female franchise
has been so ably discussed, the arguments pro and con have
been so fully presented, that I think it would be very inox-
pedient to intrude further remarks upon the House. I will
morely say that in so far as I am concerned I have given
this subject a great deal of consideration since it was first
introduced into the House by the leader of the Govern ment,
in the first Session of this Parliament. Certainly, if we
took pure reasoning alone, theraeis nothing, I believe, that
cau be urged against the exorcise of the franchise by
widows and unmarried ladies, who are taxed to
bear the burdens of the affairs of State, and who ought, in
that sense, it seems to me, to be allowed, if they so
wish to give their views at the polls. In fact, when I take
my own constituency into consideration, when I considir
that in that oonstituency thera are very many widows and
unmarried ladies who depend upon real estate, in many
instances composed of a great many tenements, for the
revenues which are to support therm; and when we consider
that during the reign of the ex-Finance Minister (Sir
Richard Cartwright) those unfortunate ladies were
deprived of their incomes, by their houses being vacant
through his fiscal policy, that they suffered greatly from
the effects of that policy--I think it is, perhaps, to
some extent, a hardship, that those ladies should
be deprived of recording thoir votes, as they certainly
would record them, against the hon. gentleman's return to
power during the period of thoir natural lives, or of the
lives of any of'those who remember the disastrous efficts of
that policy. But there is more than that paint to be con-
sidered. We have to take into consideration, after ail, what
is the sentiment of the people amongst whom we live, what
are the views of the ladies themselves. My opinion is that
it would not elevate the ladies to have them interfere in
election matters. My view is, that the ladies themselves
bave no desire to participate in election contests or in
proceelings at the poll. I am satis&ed that if yon look
through the annals of this country, in no place will you find
that any ladies for whom we have very great reverence
have ever urged their claims to vote. This is, therefore,
one of those questions on which I think the greatest care
should be taken not to thrust a responsibility upon the ladies
which they do not ask and seek; and in view of those con.
siderations, I certainly shall record my vote against th s
clause of the Bill, which would give the franchise to tte
ladies. As for all the rest, as I do not intend again to speak
on this subject before the House, I will simply say there
is something in this Bill of which the right hon. leader of
the Government has a right to feel proud, we have not
what is commonly called manhood suffrage, btit we have
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true manhood suffrage in this Bill. We have a recognition,
not merely of the rights of capital, of property, and of great
investors, but we have labor placed upon a par with capital.
This Bill is so framed that the tenant, the mechanic, the
laborer, every class of our society, have a right to give utter-
ance at the polls to the views they entertain, and in
view of 'this fact I feel that the right hon, leader
of the Government has done well to bring this measure
forward at the present Session. I do not intend
to urge the very many reasons which justify the
Government in thus placing the crowning stone, as it were, on
the edifice of our Confederation, in thus affording an oppor.
tunity for the local and Federal Governments to work
independently of each other, without being obstructed by
any political combinations or temporary exigencies. I
believe that throughout the length and breadth of the
country there is a feeling of satisfaction with the general
principles and details of the measure, which now has been
before the country for two years and a half, and which has
not evoked that hostility which hon. gentlemen opposite
state it does evoke in the minds of the people at large.
They have said that this measure is unpopular. They
understand the means that are adopted usually, to make
known the popular antipathy on matters of this kind, and if
they feel safe in doing so, they would not be slow to adopt
the means to secure that end. Whether it be as regards
female suffrage or any other part of the Bill, whether
It be with respect to those ladies to whom it is now sought
to give the franchise, or to those who are excluded, they
know very well how to call public meetings, as they
are calling them, in varions sections of the Dominion on
another subject, the purpose of which we know very well
the great leaders of the party will be the first to disavow,
but which I am satisfied they will be particularly careful to
take the full benefit of when the proper time and the
opportunity present themselves.

much more simple principle which could be adopted in
t extending the franchise to women. But there is the danger

that has been pointed out by the hon. member for Algoma
o (Mr. Dawson), as well as by others, that if the principle is
- once admittedthat women are entitled to vote for members of

Parliament, the logical consequence of that position is that
women should have a right to seats in Parliament. I think
that principle is correctly stated, that if women are entitled
to vote they should also be entitled to the offices which are
in the gift of the people; and I would point out that in
Canada we are particularly fortunate in that regard. In
Canada it would ho very proper for us,. to adopt
the female franchise, because if it is thought rather
improper to elect ladies to seats in this Chamber,
we have, by our constitution, a Chamber to which
they might well be appointed, and where they would find
congenial companionship, particularly if they were ladies
who had attained a certain age. I commend that to the
hon. Minister as a way out of the difficulty into which he
has got himself. He has brought down a measure after
mature deliberation, the crowning act of his politîcal life,
and he finds that it is so unpopular among his own supporters
that he is about to abandon it. Here is an avenue by which
ho may escape and retain his honor. He might appoint
the ladies to the other Chamber of this Legislature, and I
am sure they would grace it well. I am sure they would
be becoming ornaments to that end of the building. Indeed
it is insinuated-I have heard some people say-that some
of them had crept in there already. The hon. gentleman
might either appoint ladies to the Sonate or give ladies
votes for the Senators, and not appoint any more Senators,
but make them elective by the votes of the ladies. That
would be one way in which the hon. gentleman could still
extend the franchise to women, and it would be a very
good thing to the Senate as well. If ho will adopt cither
of those suggestions, I am satisfied ho will bring credit
to the other branch of the Legislature, and perhaps

Mr. FLEMING. The hon. gentleman bas evidently fasten it still more strongly in the affections of the
found that the mind which he possesses is too large to enable people than it has been for some time past. But I
him to confine himself in one speech to the subject before trust in all seriousness that this radical measure, proposed
the Chair. I shall not follow him out of the record, but I by a Conservative Prime Minister, wili receive very grave
shall confine myself, in the few observations I shall make, to attention. It is designed, if adopted, to extend the franchise
the words proposed to ho struck out of the clause in question. to a large class of the community whose intelligence cannot
This measure is perhaps in some points of view the most ho questioned, the purity of whose motives cannot be
important that has ever been submitted to the Parliament doubted, a class that in the exorcise of the franchise would
of Canada. It is, I judge, the result of the Prime Minister's be free from every suspicion of impure motives-a class that
deliberations of many years. I suppose that this is the would exorcise a wide and important influence upon all
crowning measure of his political career, following so soon moral and social questions, and would tend to elevate politics
after the celebration which ho enjoyed last summer in the to a higher plane than it occupies to-day-tend to
varions cities of the country. if it be the result cf his long elevate politics to the plane which it occupied when people
deliberation, of his long experience in publie life, thon it were less susceptible to improper influences than they are
ought to receive that attention from his friends which their to-day. And if the hon. gentleman will do that, if ho will
admiration.for him and for his general public conduct would adopt a measure which will have that tendency, ho will
warrant. This measure, as introduced now, is a part of a have done something to undo very many of the moasures he
franchise to be adopted for this Dominion. I agree that if bas succeeded in placing on the Statute Book.
the principle which is to be maintained in that franchise is
one of a property qualification, the Bill properly contains a Mr. McCRANEY. I would like to crave the indulgence
franchise for single women and widows. The property of a of the House for a few moments. I consider the question now
married woman is represented by the vote of ber husband, before the House-tho question of the franchise-perhaps
and if the property qualification is to be adopted at all, one of the most important questions which bas ever come
then the property only should be represented by one vote, before this House. I have listened to the arguments which
and that by the head of the family. But that is just where have been adduced by the varions gentlemen that have
the difficulty of considering this measure arises. There is spoken, and I have regretted that the hon. gentleman who
no principle in adopting a property qualification for repre- brought down this Bill has not seen fit to retain the clause
sentation in this flouse. This flouse does not deal with in the Bill with regard to female suffrage. Some days ago,
the property of the people, it has no control over the prop- when the bon. mom ber for Victoria (Mr. Shakespeare) got up
erty cf the people. The control of property is committed in his place and said ho was in favor of female suffrage, I
to the Local Legislatures, and if taxation is to be the thought that he perhaps voiced the opinion of a good many
measure by which representation is to obtain in Parlia- on the opposite side of the House. It struck me as very
ment, thon the taxation which this Parliament imposes significant that that hon. gentleman, who possesses such a
ought to bbthe basis on which representation to this House classical name, should represent a constituency named after
is founded, and if that were adopted, thon there would be a one of the noblest women on the face of this earth to-day-

Ur. CUR4N.
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Victoria-a woman whom every one of us loves, and feels many men bave used it. I do not see why women should
honored in being the subject of; and, Sir, there are tons of not have the privilege of voting at vestry meetings, at
thousands of noble women in our country, who are capable church courts, and for school trustees, as well as for
of using the franchise and of exercising many of municipal officers, and at any rate on all moral questiong.
the rights that men possess, as well as that If the women of this country had the settlement of the
noble woman, although she i6 the greatest and moral questions that corne before us from time to time, the
noblest woman on the face of this earth to day: Now, moral sentiment of our country would stand much higher
Sir, we bave in this country, as every gentleman than it does to day. If you want to give moral tone to any
knows, thousands of women who are possessed ef property object, get some women to take hold of that object. If you
in their own right, who are intelligent, and who are in want to build churches, if you want to establish schools, or
every way capable of using the franchise, and of using it if you want to build any great or noble monument, ask the
wisoly and well. I have no doubt that many gentlemen assistance of women ; one good woman can do more than
bere have women of that class in their mind's eye just now, double the number of men in any moral movement. That,
who are possessed of tons of thousands of dollars worth of I think, we all understand; there is not an hon. gentleman
property and have in their employ men who possess the in this House who will not admit that fact. Speaking of
franchise, and can go and vote, while they are deprived of granting the franchise to married women,I remarked, before,
that privilege. I know myself of two women who are carry- that I can not see why the mothers of our sons and danghters
ing on a farm of 2,000 acres, and who bave in their employ have not a greater right to vote, if they have property in
a large number of men. Those two women have no votes, their own right, than unmarried females. I believe they
while a large number of the men in their employ bave. have as good a right, and I say, if the franchise is extended
Allow me to read the words of a noted lady in England, in to women at all, it should be extended to married women
reference to the franchise, and the view of it taken by one as well as to unmarried. Then if it is found not to work
of the men in her employ: well, it can easily be repealed; but I do not apprehend the

"' Weil, John,1' said his mistress, 'what do you think of the fran- slightest fear that if the franchise be extended to women it
chise ?' John scratched his head, thought ;for a moment or two, and will not be and continue to be an advantage to the country.
then oracularly remarked: 'Ah, I knows the one you mean, nmarm j Allow me to read a few lines from a lady speaking, of theits that new 'Oss Mr. Fawcett (a neighbor) 'as just bought; don'tyou'ave nothin' to do with 'im, marm; he's too leggy and light for your rights of married ladies to vote:
single brougham, and I've 'eared on the quiet that he has a sidebone.' "The real friends of woman suffrage very naturally object to the Bill
John was dismissed, flattering himself that he had created a strong im- before the British Parliament, purporting to be in the interest of women.
pression, wbich he undoubtedly had, although not in the way he imag- This precious Bill would give a vote to ail spinsters and widows whoined. The little lady turned to me with an idignant eparkle in her can fulfil the conditions imposed by law on male voters, but would pro-eye, and remarked, 'That ignorant creature is to have a vote, while I, hibit married women from voting. It is a siar upon marriige."who pay rates and taxes, not to mention John's wages, must not have a
voice in settling the affairs of the nation.' " The writer is Mrs. Jacob Bright, and she is right. 1 have
Now, Sir, I believe the true principle of the franchise-and already referred to the statement made by many, that if
this is not a new principle with me, for I have believed it women wore given the franchise they would want to come
ever since I thought of political matters-is manhood into ear Legislatures and municipal councils. I do not
suffrage, with one year's residence in the country; and I believe they would. I believe that women would be too
believe in female franchise, at least extended to females independent, too sensible, to do any such thing, as a rule.
who own property, whether married or unmarried. I see Woman has her sphere and I believe in extending the
no reason why a married woman should not have the right franchise to women. It would not have the effect of bring-
to vote as well as an unmarried woman. It bas been argued ing her out publicly; I believe that women would exorcise
that if women have the privilege of voting they will ask their franchise quietly, and that it would have a good moral
the right to occupy offices. I do not consider that that fol. effect, and that we would have better officers than we have
lows at all, although I do not, for my own part, sec any to-day and better order in our country. I would like, with
reason why many of the positions in life should not be your permission, Sir, to read an extract from the remarks
occupied by women. I say, if my wife is more intelligent of the hon. Mr. Forsyth on the rights of women. He says,
than I am, let ber take the position, or if yours is, let ber on speaking on that question, that it has been up before the
have the position. Let intelligence be the rule in our English House of Commons on several occasions, and that
country, and we shall have our affairs mach botter admin- no petition has been presented against it:
istered than they are at present. I am suie, Sir, that if a Ias there been a single petition premented te th!& fouse against the
Parliament of ladies could not have done more business Bil? Not one. on the contrary, in favor of the Bi. %rowdedthanwe avedonedurng he Lme e hve ben ere iLmeetings have been heid in every large town in &ngland, Scotland, andthan we have done during the time we have been here, itreland, and large majorities, or rather unanimuly, res onin
would have been a standing disgrace to them. Some hon. favor of the Bill have ceeu enthumiatioally adopted. This Bil is a
gentlemen have referred to te existence of woman franchise meamure for giving women the electoral franchise-unmarried women,in Wasington Territry. Roger S. Green, Chief Justice off remember rightly, inin Wshigto Teritry.Rogr S.Gren, hie Jutic Of1866. The number cf persons presenting petitions in its favor in 1867
Washington Territory, writes: was 13,000, and last year, in the nonth of Anguet, they amounted to

"Woran' sufrae las ben he ,aue oageeraisprad f sntient415,000; while in the present year, up to the month of April, the aumberWoman suffrage has been the ae of a general spread of sentiment 356,000. m quite wiig that the value of these petition ouldbe
throughout the Territory in favor of her suffrage. We are pretty unani- teted according to the maxim tetimonia non 8unt numeranda, 8ed ponde-
mously not only persuaded but convinced, that to woman of natural randa. The petitiene have been eigned hy persons of every clame, descrip-
right and justice belongs the ballot, and that the interest, not of herself tion and character. Ameng the signatures are peeresemand commener,
alone, but also of man, and particularly of children, demauds that she naval and military men, landed proprietore and commercial traders, and
have it. Her exercise of it has awakened increased public attention to a larger proportion of the middle clae than have been willing tesign
the extent and modes in which political action practically affects the petitione in tavor cfany othermeasure of the laettwentyyearm. Ameng
peace and good order of society, and especially has brought the home those who have igned the petitiene there are numerous prefeemore of
forward towards its proper prominence as a social factor -vitally and univergities and distinguished authore. I may mention one petition that
most sensitively affected by muni3ipal legislation and administration. has been preeented this morniug by my right hon. friend for the Univer-
We have already, I am sure, clearer, sounder, and more efficient admi- aityof Cambridge (Mr. Spenser Walpaoe).
nistration than ever before in the history of the Territory. Experience "Now 1 wiii briefly advert te the arguments on which I reet the principle
thus far justifies the hope of the suffragiste." on my Bill, and 1 wili aise glance at the objections that are urged

shno gainst it. Firet of ail, I eay that taxation and representation oughut t
Hore we have the evidence of the Chief Justice of Washin-îleecproca rrelative-that is te sy, that ne clama etpersene in
ton Territory to the effect of female franchise there. I may tht country ouglt te le taxed unlesa they bave aise the privilege ef
say, so far as the franchise bas beon extended to women in votug for theme who impose the burden of taxation. ew the enly Clame
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thrift andindustry, can raise:himself to a position in which he can occupy
a house, with a rental of £14 or £15, so as to be rated at £12 is entitled
to a vote. Beyond this, a vote may be exercised by a lunatic in a lucid
interval, by minors when they have attained their majority, and by
criminals who have served the period of their sentences; but women,
who cannot change their sex, are, because they are women, forever
excluded from a share in the franchise. What, I ask, does the
franchise really mean? It means the opportunity of giving a vote
in the selection of a person to represent the voter in the Iouse of
aommons. The women, for whom I ask this vrivilege, may be landowners
discharging all their duties as sucb, and bearing all the burdens of
taxation for rates incident to prope r ty. They may be shopkeepers in
active business, dependent, in many cases, upon their own exertions.
There is also a large number of female farmers and graziers in this
country, and this clase would be much more numerous than it is but for
the fact that in many counties in England the widow of a farmer has no
chance of carrying on his farm, because she has no vote. The fact is,
that the landlord wishes to have as much power over his property as he
Can, and he will not let his farm to the widow of a farmer, because
thereby the voting power will be lost. No exception is made with
regard to fiscal liability or the burden of taxation in favor of women.
They pay their full share of rates and taxes, as owners of property ; they
are bound by the provisions of the criminal law, in the same way as men;
and there is not a single exception, that I know of, made in their favor.
We all know that as regards offences against morality, women suffer
much more than their fellow-offenders, who are men, for such offences,
than falls upon maie offenders. I will give an instance of the injustice
under which women labor as ratepayers. Some years ago the borough
of Bridgewater was thought to be so corrupt that a Royal commission
was sent there for the purpose of investigating the charges against it.
The result was unfavorable to the borough, and the cost of the enquiry
was tbrown upon the town, the inhabitants of which, at least those who
were ratepayers, were compelled to pay the expenses. The female
ratepayers very naturally said:

" Do not tax us ; we have had nothing to do with the corruption that
has been enquired into, we bave no votes; wby, then, do you punish the
innocent with the guilty ?' But what said the Home Secretary? He said :
'You are ratepa ers, and you muet bear the burden as ratepayers, inno-
cent or guilty.'

In the same speech the hon. gentleman states:
"Sir Henry Maine, in bis early history of institutions, has said:
" It will probably be conceded by all who have paid any attention to

the subject that the civilized societies of the west, in steadily enlarging
the personal and proprietary independence of women, and even in
granting to them political privileges, are only following out still
turther a law of development which they have been obeying for many
centuries.'

" But, Sir, it bas been asked, and the question deserves an answer-
what are the wrongs of which women complain ? What are the wrongs
which we cannot redresse? And what also is the belp which women
can give us in legislation ? As regards the wrongs of women, my
answer is that it is wrong that any class in a free state should be plactd
in the position of a political Pariah. Any class must feel that it would
be a grievous wrong to be thought incapable of exercising a right which
is conceded to the rest of the community. Let me carry your imagina-
tion back for a few years. Remember what was the law regarding
property in the case of married women. A few years ago every married
woman, unless she was rich enough and of sufficient rank to have trustees
under a marriage supplement, was deprived of ber property, which, upon
her marriage, devolved upon ber husband. The result was that any
po:r woman who by thrift and industry had acquirecd property could
have the whole swept away by a drunken husband, because, in the eye of
the law, ber earnings belonged to him. It wae a long time, and not
until after a great struggle, that this Bouse remedied that abuse, and
more remains to be done in the same direction. As the House is well
aware, a woman cannot now by law appoint a guardian for ber children.
A man may appoint hie wife au is children's guardian ; but, when he is
dead and she is on ber death-bed, sbe cannot appoint even a brother or
sister as the guardian of her child, Is this just? Is this fair? "

I might go on and further read this hon. gentleman's speech
on this question, and it is all well worth our attention, well
worth our consideration. HRe says:

" have said nothing in my speech as to how this question might
influence the balance of parties. I should be ashamed to have done so,
for this reason, that I do not think any of us have a right to support or
oppose this measure simply because it may in one way or another affect
the balance of party. Ido not know how it would affect the balance
of party. I believe you would find as great a divergence of opinion
among women on pohtical questions as among men. But, however that
may be, I say it would be wrong to oppose a measure simply because, in
extending the franchise, it would affect the balance of party, unless the
meaunre in itself was wrong."

Then I find that, in a speech delivered by Mr. Jacob Bright
on this same occasion, he speaks of the intellectual fitness
of woman:

" As to intellectual fitness, I will not discuse such a barren question;
I will only say that among those whose claims have been refused a great
number are engaged in important pursuits, and wage successful battle
$o support their families. They have enough intellectual qualificatione

Mr. MocCAmEy.

to decide between the merits of two political candidates If there is no
doubt as to their intellectual fitness, what shall we ssy about their
moral fitness? They are more temperate, more law abiding, more
frugal ; they pay their rates and taxes with greater punctuality, and
they are less often in the hands of the police than many of the tranchise
class. What reason then is there for the exclusion ? The one -thing
put forward as a reason is that they are women. There may be many
men to whom this reason will appear all-sufficient. I can only suppose
that these are men wbose experience of the other sex has been unfortu-
nate, whose mothers, or wives, or sisters have happened to be weak, or
ignorant, or selfish; but I am sure that amongst the members of this
House there bas been a very different experience, and that there are
those who are not contented with this answer, as the country is not
satisfied with it. The question, as the bon. member ought to know, is
growing throughout the country. I do not think you could call
together a meeting in any part of the country of a thousand persons
where a resolution in its favor would not be carried.''

I could read much more and perhaps of much more interest
on this question, but I suppose I had better not weary the
House. I was very much struck with the remark of the
hon. member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson), and it was just
what one might expect from the hon. gentleman. I did not
learn till a few moments ago that he was an old bachelor.
ie spoke of women having a Parliament of their own.

That is what we might expect from a gentleman who has
never surrendered to the influence of woman ; but, if
that hon. gentleman had been brought under the influence
of woman, had he-

"Paused while beauty's pensive eye
Asked from his heart the homage of a sigh,"

I have no doubt he would have told a very different story
here this evening. I shall not occupy the time further.
Although the hon. member for Montreal (Mr. Curran) went
into the whole question, I believe the question is extending
the franchise to females, and consequently I shall not
occupy any further time. Suffice it to say that I am a con-
vert to female suffrage, and I have been and I am prepared
to support it.

Mr. MoNEILL. While I am in favor of the principle of
this Bill, while I believe that the members of this flouse,
and not the members of some other Legislature, ought to
regulate the franchise for this House, and while I could not
regard the arguments of the leader of the Opposition as
falling very far short of arguments in favor of the federal
system of the United States, as against our own federal
system, still I cannot support this clause of the Bill. At
the same time, I do not ut all agree with the strictures
which have fallen from hon. gentlemen opposite against the
course of the right hon. the leader of the Government,
because he has not made this a party question, because he
has not used the great majority which so heartily and so
cheerfully support him in this House to endeavor to force
this measure through the House. I think that the conduct of
the right hon. gentleman in this regard is worthy of the very
greatest approval, not only at the hands of hon. gentlemen
in this louse, but ut the hands of the people of this country.
This question is one of incalculable importance. It is one
which is assuming very great prominence in many parts of
the world, but it is a question which has been very little
discussed, either on the platform or in the press, or in this
House-not in this flouse at all, until the present occasion.
In framing a great measure, which laid down the lines cf
the franchise for this Dominion, it seems to me that it was
only natural that such a question as this should have been
taken into consideration. It seems to me that it was
impossible that a question which is pressing so strongly
upon pedple in the other parts of the world should have
been left altogether out of consideration. As it had not
been much discussed, either in the House or in the country,
it seems to me that it was quite fitting that it should not be
made a party question, but that hon, gentlemen should be
left perfectly free to express themselves and vote upon it as
they please. I believe, from what has fallen from hon.-
gentlemen opposite, that this course, which has been pur-
sued by the leader of the Government, is not altogether
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approved of by them ; it does not altogether meet exactly
their views. But I do not find that this is an
argument which commends itself, to my mind, in the
sense of one that would lead me to disapprove of the
right hon. gentleman's conduct. I think there are
several hon. gentlemen on this side of the louse who will
agree with me in that respect. I have been reminded, dur-
ing the course of this debate, of an expression which used
often to fall from the lips of Lord Beaconsfield, that it is the
unexpected which always happens. I must say that when
I heard one hon. gentleman after another on the other side
of the House get up in their place and repudiate a doctrine
which they have, for so many years, apparently held so
dear, namely, the doctrine of French domination; when I
heard one after another get up and repudiate altogether
that doctrine which they have been inculcating for so many
years; when I heard them say, by implication, at all events,
that French domination was a myth, that the right hon.
gentleman had nothing to do but crack his whip and we
must all fall into line and vote through the Bill, I was
strongly reminded of Lord Beaconsfield's expression, that
it is the unexpected that always happens. Sir, I cannot see
my way to support this clause of the Bill, because I can see
no element of finality about it. If women are to enter the
arena of politics at all as voters, I can see no escape fromi
the conclusion that they must be allowed to have seats ini
this louse. The right hon. gentleman has adduced ani
argument in proof of the contrary of that proposition, but1
I find that I cannot follow the right hon. gentleman in thati
argument; I confess that I must take leave to differ with1
him in reference to the proposition ho there laid down. TheE
right hon. gentleman has said that members of the Civili
Service and clergymen are allowed to vote but they are nott
allowed to have seats in this House, and therefore it mayk
naturally follow that women may be allowed to vote buti
may not have seats in this House. But it seems to me thatE
a clergyman has not a vote because he owns property as a1
clergyman but because he owns property as a man, and as1
a man he las a right to vote, and just in the same way as he
looses his right to vote as a clergyman, so a woman would1
lose her right to vote if she chose, for example, to becomes
a clergyman, that is to say, if she chose to clothe herselff
with something that would prevent her sitting in thisr

louse. We must therefore consider this question as to its
ultimate results. We must consider the full meaning ofç
what we are doing. I must admit that in many respectsc
the prospect is a very tempting one. As I have said alreadyL
I think it is impossible to deny that women, if they arer
allowed to the franchise, must be allowed to sit in Ibist
House. If no other argument could be adduced in proofe
Of thbat, I think it is sufficiently evidenced from the fact b
that they would have nothing to do but to elect menb
to represent them who would vote to do away with anyf
disability they might have in that respect. As I have said, b
I think the prospect is a tempting one, and I am sure n
there us no hon. gentleman in this fHouse who would be sov
savage as not to admit that the presence of ladies amongst t
us would add very much to our pleasure in our legislative f
duties. That, I am quite sure, is a proposition that no one n
will deny. I have also been struck with a remark by ann
hon, gentleman opposite, with reference to ladies being inv
ibis flouse. It seems to me that if we had ladies here we i
might probably have a shortening of our debates. We all t
know, Sir, that it has pleased Providence in His wisdom f
which is inscrutable, to confer upon ladies the gift of speech,L
and we all know thatit is a gift which they have all of them, E
from time immemorial, exercised with the greatest modera- V
tion; therefore I think we might naturally expect that if a
we had ladies here as members of the House we would have g
a curtailing of those debates which, no doubt, sometimes are t
apt to be rather too protracted. Therefore I think that is t
also an argument in favor of the Bill. But the idea is that r

only unmarried ladies should be admitted to those rights,
and in that case it would be only unmarried ladies who
would have seats in this House. Now it occurs to me, if that
were the case, there would be a very noble field of political
ambition opened up for good-looking young men. I recol-
leût very well that when Mr. Shaw, lately the member for
South Bruce, defeated the hon. Edward Blake in that riding,
we all considered it a very great political triumph. But had
the leader of the Opposition not been the hon. Edward
Blake, but a Miss Blake, and bad some young gentlemen
aid siege to ber beart and stormed the fortress of her
affections, and succeeded in carrying her off as bis wife,
that would have been something like a political triumph ;
then that young man would for the period of bis naturai
life have deprived the leader of the Opposition of a seat in
this House. That, I say, would be something like a political
triumph ; and if there was such a thing as political grati-
tude, such a thing as a reward for political service, which
we know is not the case, I think that young man might
fairly be considered as the champion supporter of the Gov-
ernment of to-day; and he might lay claim to some sort of
recognition of is services, an honor such as the great Five
Mile Belt, with which he might be adorned, not for its
value, but simply as a mark of honor and token of champion.
ship. But this naturally leads one to think it would be
rather an unfair arrangement to confine this privilege to
unmarried ladies only. I must say I entirely agree with
those who have taken that view of the question. If it be
right that unmarried women should take an interest in
politics, it does seem to me it would be very unfair that
se soon as they follow the laws of nature and become mar-
ried women they should be deprived of that right, even
though they stili retained in their own right that property
by virtue of which they received the right to vole and by
virtue of which they had voted. It would seem very
strange that a woman who had been induced to vote, who
had been educated to vote under this very clause-I will go
further, and say, who had been compelled to vote-should,
just so soon as she became thoroughly familiar with the
lesson she had been taught, and as soon as she took to ber-
self a husband, be deprived of this right which lias been con-
ferred on ber by this BIll. Lt would seem very hard that the
mother shoulcd be deprived of the right to vote while the
daughter was allowed to voto, perbaps in support of the
very political party to which the mother had always been
opposed. It would seem very hard that a woman who had
been educated under this clause to vote, perhaps, in favor of
prohibitory legislation, should, just so soon as she happened
to marry a drunkard, be deprived of the right she had hitherto
exercised of supporting that legislation. I know that the
hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White) bas said that,
because the husband is the head of the household, thereforo
the wife should not be allowed to vote. That argument,
however, proves a great deal too much, because, under it,
no farmer's son and no mechanie's son would be allowed to
vote, and no daughter would be allowed to vote, because
they equally might vote against the wishes of the head of
the household. if our women are to vote at all their votes
must not be subordinate to those of men, but
must be placed on a fair and full equality with the
votes of men; and therefore it is that I cannot
regard this question in any other light than in
the light of whether it be desirable or not to confer the
franchise on women te the full extent it is conferred on men.
If that be the case, we shall have married ladies in the
House; and if that be the case, the Minister of Public
Works will require to consider seriously the necossity of
adding to the Pearliament Buildings, in order to provide a
good, roomy nursery. I do hope, when he does this, he will
take care that the building is very much better ventilated
han this Chamber, as otherwise we cannot expect to
rear healthy politicians. I recollect reading, some time
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ago, in the London Standard, a very interesting accoant of a.
manufacturing establishment which had been founded by a
scion of one of the old aristocratiefamilies in England. A
remarkable thing about it was, that all the details had been
worked out with such great exactness and with such perfec-
tion that even the proprietors of rival establishments
admitted that it was in every respect fifty years in advance
of any similar establiehment in Great Britain. One of the
arrangements which was specially admired was the excel-
lent sanitary conditions under which the girls and women,
especially, worked; and there was one arrangement made
for the accommodation of the married women which
struck me very much. There was a section of the
establishment in which there was a number of little
cots, which were kept constantly gently rocking by machi-
nery. I think that when we are obliged here to add to our
Parliament Buildings by providing such a chamber, and
when we have little parliamentary babies being gently
rocked by machinery, we shall have made a very great
advance in the development of the human race. It seens
to me these children might almost be expected to have
political wisdom rocked into their little brains, and even
imbibe it with their mother's milk; and we might naturally
expect to have thereby provided for us a class of politicians
of a very high order indeed. But I think this question is
one of the most important questions that could possibly be
commended to our consideration. It is surprising it has
not been more discussed. To my mind, it, to a large extent,
implies a social revolution. That average men and women
are, by constitution, in the main, intended for different
walks of life, seems a proposition that can scarcely be gain.
said. There are, of course, exceptions to every rule. But
I may take an example of what I refer to-the army. We
know very well there have been regiments of Amazons, and
we Englishmen must remember, to our cost, that the Maid
of Orleans was a very successful military leader. Still, we
do not expect many women to command our army or our
ironclads. When England and France fought Russia in the
Crimea our armies were composed of men and were officered
by men, although I believe there are many among us who
have forgotten even the names of many of the heroes of
that war; yet I think there is one Crimean name which
we all remember, the name of a woman whose courage and
devotion and energy and wisdom are as clearly defined in
the memoy of mun to-day as they were a quarter of a
century ago. But the foe she fought against, the foe she
volunteered to fight, was sickness, suffering and deatb. She
was indeed, "When pain and anguish wrung the brow, the
ministering angel " of Sir Walter Scott. And by confining
herEelf to her own sphere of uselfulness, to that class of labor
for which nature had so preeminently adapted her, Florence
Nightingale earned for herself a homage and renown
more universah and more profound than that which
was accorded to Lord Raglan himself, or to any man who,
taking his life in his hand, holding his lite as dross,
scaled the heights of Alma or held the British position
against the hordes of Russian soldiery, swarming through
the blue mist on that terrible mornng of Inkermann, or
any one of those others who-

"With cannon to right of them,
Cannon to lefL of them-'Il

A handfl-600-charged the whole Russian army right up
to the muzzles of the guns-

"Sabring the gunners there,
While all the world wondered-'

IRow great, Sir, were the deeds of valor they did-
deeds, the very thought of which will make the heart
glow in the breast of every true Canadian, and make
the blood leap faster through his veins. But, I
say, that amongst them all there is not tu be found

g.r. McNILL.

; one name whose fame, in the judgment of civilized human-
ity, is for one moment comparable to the fame of her who,
in the self-same place, and at the self-same time, devoted
herself to the work which, in the exquisite words of poor
Hood, is "'pure womanly." Now, Sir, 1 do not
wish to be misunderstood. I do not wish it to be
supposed for a moment that I imagine women ought to
confine themselves to the nursing of the sick, and such occu-
pations as these. I am far from entertaining such an idea,
but what I do believe, and what I have desired to point
out by one very striking example is this :
That the class of work for which men are well adapted is a
class of work for which women may not be at all well
adapted, but that side by side with that class of work and
inseparably connected with it lies another class of work for
which woman is, by nature, admirably adapted, and that is
a class of work which is just as difficult, just as useful, and
just as noble as the other class of work, and which requires
for its performance qualities which just as much command
our admiration as those qualities which are required for the
other class of work. I say, Sir, that the work of women
and men in this world are often complimentary and supple-
mentary of one another, and while it may be quite true that
women ought to interest themselves in matters political,
while I believe ber influence naturally exerted in political
matters will always be beneficial, refining, and elevating, I
say it by no means follows that that political work may not be
most advantageously and usefully exerted in that particular
sphere of life, which by common consent is more peculiarly
her own-that is to say, in the family circle and in society.
We must never forget that there is a natural division of labor
which is provided for by an essential difference in consti-
tution and temperament of the sexes, and that any interfer-
ence of an artificial kind with that natural division of
labor cannot be beneficial to the human race, and thereforo
it is that this question of the franchise is one of such enor-
mous importance. Now, Sir, if any one should suppose
that women are not sufficiently intelligent to exercise the
franchise-I say that is an idea I can scarcely imagine any
one entertaning-it is perfectly preposterous. Women are
at least as intelligent as men are. But the question may
naturally and fairly be asked: Is political life such as ours
the sort of life for which women are by nature well suited.
We have heard of municipal elections, and of voting for
educational matters. I am not going to weary the Hou c
by discussing that question at ali, but I wish simply to say
that municipal elections are vere different from political
elections, both in intensity and in other respects, which I
shall not attempt to dwell upon ut present. With regard
to educational matters, education is natural to women. We
all know that the mothers are the educators of the
men; but with regard to this, I would state a rather
curious circumstance. My friend, Dr. Carver, who
is, I may say, the creator of the Dulwich C>llege
School, the great first grade school for the 8outh
London district, and who is one of the greatest, if not
the greatest, educational reformer in England, told me only
last summer that the presence of women on the London
school board bas proved very disappointing to many of
those who were most eager to have them there-that, in
point of fact, the experiment was not so successful at all as
the true friends of education desired and hoped it would be.
The question is just this: Can our women enter the arena of
politics as men do, without some injury to those qualities
most characteristic of, and most admirable in, women. Can
they mount the political platform, and in the presence of a
mixed political audience, oppose one another, or oppose
some male candidate, without losing something of their
womanly nature. If the effect be to blunt their susceptibil-
ities, if it be to render them less sensitive, less refined, less
feminine, then I do not hesitate to say that the extension of
the franchise to women will be a ourse and not a blessing.
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But who is to be the judge of this question ? Who is to say
to what extent and in what degree women are to take
part in politics. Who are the proper judges? 1 say they
are the women thenselves. Now, Sir, there is an argument
which would, to my mind, be almost irresiatible but for that
consideration. I am obliged to say, although I have a
delicacy in saying it in the presence eof the right hon.
gentleman, I am obliged to say, in justice to myself and as
part of this argument, that the two British statesmen whom
1 consider to be incomparably the greatest of British states-
men since the days of Lord Palmerston, are the late Lord
Beaconefield and the present Prime Minister of Canada; and
the fact that these two statesmen, these two politicians,
men of such immense political experience and wisdom as
they are, have supported such a proposition as this, would be
to me an irresistible argument in its favor, were it not that I
consider that we have a higher authority than they are on
this question, were it not that I believe there is another
opinion that we should consider before their opinion, and
that is the opinion of our women themselves. It is said
that women are guided by impulse and, no doubt, they are,
but that impulse I have generally found, so far as it is not a
matter in which the affections are concerned, is an impulse
in the right direction, and, given any question on which a
woman is informed, and I am perfectly satisfied, for my
part, that she will arrive at a pretty sound conclusion upon
it. But with reference tosuch a question as this, I am certain
that the deliberately formed opinion of the mass of our women
is incalculable more valuable than the opinion of any man,
for women are endowed by nature with an innate subtle
sense of what is right for them to do as women, wbat is
fitting and feminine-an instinct to guide and to guard them.
And Sir, with reference to such a question as this, no man's
judgment can safely be substituted for that delicate female
faculty. Therefore, I do not hesitate to say that if our
women themselves approved of this measure I should
heartily support it. But I believe they do not approve of
it at all, and more-I am quite satisfied, from my own
observation and enquiry, that a large majority of them are
very much opposed to it. When they want such a measure
we shall know it very soon. They have a way of letting
us know what they want; and as they have not told us that
they do, we may conclude with certainty that they do not
want it. Therefore, believing that they are the best judges
of what is right for them, what is fitting and feminine;
believing that they are opposed to this measure, believing
that if passed it will drag them into a position from which
they instinctively recoil, and believing that it would be
an artificial interference with the natural division of labor
to which I have referred, and would therefore be injurious
to the highest and best interest of society, I shall be obliged
very reluctantly to vote against this clause and to support
the amendment.

Mr. FAIRBANE. I wish to occupy the time of the
flouse for one moment only in reference to a matter per-
taining personally to myself. In the debate upon the prin-
ciples of this Bill the member for Ottawa city (Mr. Mac-
kintosh) conferred upon me what I presumed he consideredj
the honor of making reference to my remarks. In doingi
so, he extended his sympathy to me for having been led by
party zeal into expressions of satisfaction at the troublei
from which the North-West is now suffering. The remark,j
Sir, is not of the slightest importance to myself, but oni
behalf of those who have sent me here, I deem it to be1
perhaps improper to allow it to go entirely unanswered. Ii
am alluded to as exulting in those troubles. Sir, I yield to
no one in the broad domain of Canada in regret for the
unhappy state of things now existing in that country.

Some hon. MEMBRS. Order, order,

M. FAIRBANKS. I am quite in order, I think. I am
not going to diverge any further than is necessary to correct
the statement which was made.

Mr. ClAIRMAN. I do not think the hon. gentleman
can avail himself of this occasion for making a personal
explanation. It should have been m-de ut the time. When
the House is in committee on a particular clause of the Bill,
I do not think the hon. gentleman can make a e sonal
explanation with reference to what occurred helore thq
House went into committee.

Mr. FAIRBANK. Mr. Chairman, of course I bow to
your ruling. I had not the opportunity of replying at the
time. I did not hear the remark. It went unchallenged
by the gentleman in the Chair, whether yourself or the
Speaker I do not know; it was a remark that should not
have been allowed to be made. I simply wish to state that
there was nothing in my remarks, or in the source from which
they proceeded, warranting the accusation. Now, Sir, I come
to the question before us. I consider it one of very great
importance indeed. Thus far in the history of our race,
every exertion made by man to relieve woman from any of
the burdens to which she was subjected in our savage state
has been highly rewarded; for every step upward that she
has taken we have received a most rich reward. We have
only to consider for a moment our condition. We who have
advanced woman to a higher stage than other portions of
the human race, need only compare our position with that
of other portions of the human family to have full proof of
this fact. I do not know, Sir, that I shall conteid that
giving woman the franchise is elevating her; I am not sure
that that is the case. What I am sure of, however, is
this, that if she took part in politics it would elevate
politics. Of her ability to do so there eau be no doubt
whatever-certainly no doubt on our side of the louse, who
are accustomed to look at the portrait that hangs over the
gallery opposite, the portrait of our Queen. It has occurred
to me, from some remarks made tonight, that perbaps it
would be well to reverse the position of that portrait, and
let it hang in the opposite gallery, so that gentlemen
opposite might look at it occasion ally. There is no doubt
of the quickness of woman's intellect in matters in which
she or those dear to ler are interested. By some process
which we do not understand she comes quickîy to a decision
which ,we often are long in reaching. While our intellect
is plodding through some slower process, it may be clouded
by the influences of alcohol or obstructed by the use of other
things, she comes quickly to a decision,which seems to give
her a position of command-I use the term command in a
military sense-a position which enables lier to see the entire
ground, and leads her to a quick conplusion,while we are stili
wandering in some uncertain way to attain it. There is still
another question on which I am not so clear. The question
is, is woman ready to assume the responsibility of taking
upon her, in addition to the many duties she now has to
perform. the duties of the franchise. In my own mind there
are some doubts on this point. I believe possibly there are
many who are not prepared to assume those duties; but we,
at this time, are, to a considerable extent, debarred from
considering the question from that point of view. There is
no doubt that without exercising the franchise sbe ias exer-
cised, and will continue to exercise, a tremendous and
almost all-powerful influence over our destinies. There is
no doubt that it is "the hand that rocks the cradle that rules
the world." The question, Sir, has been forced upon us at
this Lime -a most inopportune time I think. Yon know
the state of the Session ; you know the business pending;
we all know it; some of us feel it perhaps more strongly
than others; but the question is forced Ppon us, and we
have to decide upon it now. We have not un opportunity
of consulting those for whom we act, and being compelled
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to act now we must act to the best of our ability,
considering the information we have at hand. It has been
ssid by the Prime Minister that this is an experiment.
Whether the spinsters and widows will consider it a com-
pliment to them to be selected to be the parties upon whom
the experiment is to be tried or not, I leave for them to
decide. Certainly, in the scheme, is it is before us, there
are some strange featuros; that it should be confined to
widows and spinsters while the married women of the land
are to be excluded, presents a somewhat strange picture to
the mind. For instance, in a neighboring city there is a ven-
enerable lady who, like the member for Algoma, has never
been bound in the bonds of matrimony; she comes within
the law, so far as the property qualification is concerned, in
being entitled to vote; she pays a small rental; in her
younger days she had the misfortune of losing an eye, and
now vends apples at the railway station ; she is an authority
upon the quality of apples; she knows exactly the sort of
apples that should sell two or one for a nickle; indeed, I do
not know but that her mind is perfectly clear as to who
pays the duty, The proposition, as it stands before us, says
to lier: Madam, advance; your services are required, your
counsels are needed to select the pilots for the ship of state;
In fact, you possess peculiar advantages; you will give a
single eye to the public interest. In the same city there
are ladies of education and accomplishments and wealth,
but who are encumbered with husbands; and I grant you
a husband in some instances is an incumbrance. The
husband is too often but a clog to her. Well, what does
the Bill say ? It says to the woman: Yon cannot vote, but
your husband, be he ever so ignorant, ie he ever so incom-
petent, be he ever so inebriated, or incapacitated, from any
cause, to exercise a judgment such as you are possessed of, he
votes, and votes upon your property. This is one of the
disadvantages with which we have to contend, and as the
First Minister says, this is an experiment and we must
accept it with all its disavantages. The Prime Minister
told us that he is in favor of the female franchise. It does
not become me to question the sincerity of the hon. gentle-
man, still one cannot help doubting it, from the course lie
bas pursued in relation to this measure. I am not disposed
to doubt that he is, to sone extent, in carnest. When he
looks upon the condition of the country, upon its financial
state, when he looks upon the dissatisfaction existing,
to a greater or less extent, from one end of the
country to the other, there is room to believe that
his statement is sincere, to this extent, that he thinks
some new tactics should be adopted. I remember,
about the close of the civil war in the United States, seeing
a small picture of a wreck at sea. There was nothing of
the vessel left but the masthead above water, and floating
around were the usual things attendant on a shipwreck-
bottles, barrels, sea gulls, and clinging to the mast were two
men, one representing the President of the Confederacy, Mr.
Jefferson Davis, and the other his secretary, Mr. Miminger.
Miminger is shown to have asked Davis: "Can you pray " ?
Davis answered: "No, can you? "And Miminger had to
acknowldge that he could not; but, said he," something
must be done and that quickly." From the present condition
of affairs, I am not surprised that the First Minister should
find it necessary to bring some new blood into the concern.
The question is, if he is in earnest and really desire female
suffrage, can he get it ? We who have witnessed his power
frequently of controlling his followers, cannot doubt but
that if he says female suffrage must be given it will be
given. But if there is really any serious dissatisfaction
among his followers, he could, under the circumstances, get
a smali amount of help from this side. I would undertake
to be a supporter of his in this regard, and could further act
as recruiting officer to get others. I would do this to
remove the Ministry from the diffi3ult pogition in
which they are placed, of having three times notified

Mr. FAIBÂM .

these classes of females to embrace the franchise. The
Government are in danger of being prosecuted for
breach of promise, and that we all know is a very serions
action frequently attended with heavy damages. The hon.
member for Algoma has proposed a remedy for tbis, by
establishing a Parliament for women atone. There is one
objection to that. If such a Parliament were established, I
believe we would lose the services of the lon. member for
Algoma; I believe he would take a permanent seat in the
gallery of that Parliament. Why is this question brought
here at the present time ? Why is it introduced, only prac-
tically to be withdrawn ? The Premier cannot leave this
question where he found it; what he is doing with it now
does not leave, and it cannot necessarily be left, in the posi-
tion in whieh he found it. This question has rested with
the Provinces to decide; that right is now being taken away
from the Provinces; some of the Provinces, on this question,
are undoubtedly further advanced than others; indeed, I
believe that some are standing on the very brink of adopting
female suffrage. If it is not adopted here, it cannot afterwards
be acted upon by the Provinces separately for Dominion
elections; it can only be dealt with by the Dominion as a
whole. No one will deny it is eàsier to nct as a Province;
a Province is easier to move than the Dominion, and hence
the hon. gentleman is putting a positive obstacle in the
way of female suffrage, whether he be sincere or not.
I think there can be no doubt, after what we have seen this
afternoon, that the word has been passed quietly along:
" You are to vote down this Bill; " hence, it will not leave
female franchise in so advanced a position as it was found.
From this position the Prime Minister cannot escape.
The musical tendencies of some gentlemen present do not
disturb me in the least. It is a sort of lullaby; and, if it
will continue vigorously, I think I can stand upon my feet
for at least two hours. There is a power in music; I do
not know whether my breast is a savage one, but it "bas
power to soothe " it anyway. It is possible, however, that
it may not be so pleasing to some members of the House,
and I would barely suggest that the performers should
adjourn to the concert room occupied by them last Friday
night, a short time after the receipt of the sad news from
the North-West, and should engage in the concert which
they were then engaged in, to the disgrace of this Chamber.
Of the abilities of the Prime Minister to pass this Bill, if he
chooses, I have not the slightest doubt. Who does not
know here that, when Simon says " Wig-wag," Wig-wag is
the order of the day; when Simon says "Thumbs down,"
instantly they go down. The Order, up to to this time, I
think, bas been "Wig-wag; " the next move we shall see
will be "Thumbs down," and down the thumbs will go.
If this the case, and if I am correct in my forecast of
what is going to take place, there will be one very
serious charge resting against the Ministry of to-day, a
charge from which they cannot escape. If they have simply
led women into this Chamber, if they have simply led the
fair women of Canada into this Chamber to place them on
exhibition, and then to be told by the followers of Ministers:
" You are incapable to exercise the franchise, we do not
believe it is proper for you to exercise the franchise go
back to your knitting work; " if that be the position-and
that will be the position if the amendment now under con-
sideration is sustained-it is an act women will resent and
it is a resentment from which Ministers cannotescape. In the
remarks made to us to-day by the Minister, we had a eulogy
upon women. If my forecast is correct, the reading between
the lines will be that, not of a eulogy but of a faneral service,
to female franchise ; and the indications at the present
moment are that the funeral procession will move on, that
its attendance will be small from the Ministerial side; indeed
it appears as if you were going to see one directing the
hearse, veiled, to some extent, it is true, but under-
neath the veil I think you will recognise the features
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of the Prime Minister, while behind, it appears there
would be one solitary Ministerial mourner, in whose
benevolent countenance we recognise the features
of the member for Ottawa county (Mr. Wright)
During this discussion women bave been entertained with
considerable prose and verse. I shall indulge in neither.
There is an impression prevalent among men, to a consider-
able extent, which I think is thoroughly erroneous, that
the proper address to women is what is known as "small
talk," hollow compliments. I believe that there is nothing
that a woman of sense-and, when I speak of women of
sense, I speak of an overwhelrning majority-has more
contempt for than she has for the man who approaches her
with what is called small talk. It is an insult to her intel-
ligence, and so she receives it, although not always resent-
ing it. My own position upon this question is, first, second,
third and last, that it is a question which should remain
with the Provinces. I protest, first, second, last and
always, against the removal of it from its place in the
Provinces, where it could be dealt with just in propor-
tion as public opinion is developed in its favor. Fetching
it here and purposely defeating it is an injustice to
it, is dealing with it in a way in which it should not be
dealt with, is wrong all the way through. I shall oppose
the amendment.

TuEBDAY, 1 a.m., 28th April, 1885.

Mr. WILSON. In a question of this importance, I think
that every member is justified in giving a reason why he is
intending to vote either for or against the amendment,
Everybody should feel that, when a question of the import-
ance of the present comes before this House, we ought to
calmly consider it, and decide, after mature consideration,
whether we are in favor or against the principle. I am well
aware that the question has occupied the attention of, no
doubt, every member of this House, not only the members
of the Government, but almost every individual member,
and some of them, as they have stated this evening, are not
fully decided whether they should or should not favor the
granting of the elective franchise to women. Some years
ago this matter came up in the Local Legislature, where I
then had the honor of a seat, with my friend the member for
Algoma (Mr. Dawson). The question was discussed pro
and con, thoroughly considered, and I think my hon. friend
will agree with me in stating that, after a long debate, the
division that took place was a very close one, showing that
the feeling in the House at that time -was very evenly
divided. Therefore, after the number of years that have
elapsed from that time to the present, I should have
expected that my hon. friend, being, as I have been told
this evening, a bachelor,would have had the gallantry to come
forward on the present occasion and say he had changed
the views he then entertained, and felt more inclined to
favor female suffrage to-day than he did six or eight years
ago. One remark made by the First Minister was that, if
we granted the franchise to women, the unmarried, the
widows and the married ladies, we might thereby produce
a certain amount of discord between the husband and the
wife. That argument I think has no effect. We ought not
to consider such an argument as that, because I think it has
no force. In this very Bill, do we not find that the vote is
given to the father and to the son ? The father receives the
vote; the son is granted the vote, not on account of his own
property, but on account of the property held by the father.
Such would naturally not be the case if we granted
the wife the vote, because she would vote upon the pro-
perty in her own right. Therefore, if there be any
just principle at all in granting the franchise to
the unmarried and to widows, it is with grea-
ter force that it should be granted to married ladies.
I am inclined to think that if we consider for a short time
the progress that has been made towards placing the
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3 ladies on a higher plane than they formerly occupied,
3 where they are no longer oonsidered merely as the Ser-
i vants of man, we shall feel that we ought to consider,

calmly and dispassionately, whether we should not extend
the privilege of voting to the females as well as to the males.
I know that many of those who occupy seats in this House
have strong prejudices against giving the right to vote to
that portion of the community, and they feel that they are
justified in those prejudices; perhaps they have strong
reasons for believing that it would not be prudent on the
present occasion to extend the franchise. But I think that
cannot be said with reference to the Province of Ontario.
It has been said here this evening that the ladies, to no con-
siderable extent, feel a desire to be disfranchised. Well, I
think that if we take the views expressed by leading public
men in that Province, if we take into consideration the
views expressed by the large and influential religious
denominations, we must come to the conclusion that
such a feeling is, to a considerable extent, prevalent
in the Province of Ontario. And, therefore, as that view
has been gradually extending, it is our duty now
to consider whether the franchise should be extended in
accordance with that view. It has been said that no peti-
tions have been sent to this Parliament asking that the
franchise b. conferred upon women. I would ask, have
any petitions been sent here asking that a Dominion
Franchise Bill should be passed? If the one argument be
good, the other must b also, and, therefore, I feel that if
we are not now prepared to do justice in the extension of
the franchise, we had better by far allow the present Fran-
chise Bill to remain in abeyance, until we can consider the
two questions together. It is said that we ought not to
place the vote in the hands of those who would not be very
likely to make use of it in coming to the polls and record-
ing their votes. Now, I do not think that is a good argu-
ment, and it is not warranted by the facts. lieretofore,
females have not taken the same amount of interest in
political matters as the other sex, from the fact that they
were not permitted to vote, and had no incentive to study
public questions; in other words, they considered that the
discussion of political matters was something that interested
only the male portion of the community, and was something
with which they had nothing to do. Therefore, we could not
expect them to take the same interest in politics as they
would do if they had a right to go to the polls and
express their approval or disapproval of candidates or publie
measures. We know from experience that they will exer-
cise their franchise when they have an opportunity of doing
so, from the tact that in the Province of Ontario, where
they are now enfranchised in reference to municipal elec-
tions, elections for school trustees, and votes on money
by-laws, they very generally exercise this privilege. We
find in Ontario that where money by-laws are being sub-
mitted the female portion of the voters take just as lively
an interest, and just as intelligent an interest, in recording
their votes, as do the male portion of the community ; and
if they were entitled to go to the polls and vote in parlia-
mentary elections, I have no doubt they would generally do
so, and their influence would have a very beneficial effect,
indeed, upon the voting population, and in our various poli-
tical meetings, and thereby the general tone of political dis-
cussion would be elevated. Now, I may be permitted to
allude to a subject which has already been referred to several
times, and that is the course which the Government
has pursued, in leaving this an open question. The
Premier stated that Mr. Gladstone refused to conasi-
der the question of woman suffrage in connection with his
Franchise Bill. But did Mr. Gladstone allow the clause to
be placed in the Bill at all ? He refused to do so; and
therefore I feel that the Government who have brought on
this measure are individually bound to support this clause
as it originally appeared in the Bill. They were a unit or
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they were not; they were in favor of it or they differed i1
the Cabinet. It appears they must have agreed among
themselves, and therefore we shall expect every individual
member of that Government to vote against the amendmeni
introduced by the hon. member for Cumberland (Mr
Townshend), and vote to retain the clause extending th<
the franchise to unmarried women and widows. I hop<
that the Government will find such a strong feeling in Lh<
House in favor of extending the franchise still further
that they will give the same rights and privileges t(
married women as they propose to extend to spinsters and
widows. I might occupy more time in expressing my
views on this question, but I can see no reason. I have
heard no arguments offered by those who spoke against the
proposition that would lead me to change my views, and I
shall therefore vote against the amendment of the hon.
member for Cumberland (Mr. Townshend), and, on this
occasion, vote, I hope, with every member of the (Govern-
ment, in favor of the clause as it was originally inserted in
the Bill.

Mr. DAVIES. Although the hour is late, I should like
to take the opportunity of expressing my views upon this
question, and I will not do so at any length. I agree with
the hon. member for North Bruce (Mr. McNeill) that the
question is one of very great importance, and it bas not
received the attention at the hands of hon. members which
I am quite sure the House will expect and the country will
expeot that it should receive. I have followed the debate
very closely, because I may frankly say that my views
were not very extreme, one way or the other. I was in
favor, I am still in favor, of the hon. gentleman's propo-
sition ; but I was not very strongly in favor of it, not so
strongly in favor of it but that argument might convince
me the other way. I fully expected, as it had been intimated
more than once that many of those on the other side of the
flouse who generally support the Premier were opposed to
the policy he bas brought forward in this Bill, that more than
those who have spoken would have given expression to
their views; and what is more remarkable than all was,
that after three or four members who usually support the
Premier had dissented from the policy proposed, not one
voice has been raised of all those hon. members whom I
have beard, in support of the position taken by the right
hon. gentleman himself; I say that is a very remarkable
state of matters. The First Minister is known to be one of
the most popular leaders the party has every had in Canada,
unless al their loyalty is simply lip loyalty. I take their
own expressions. An lon. gentleman likens him to Lord
Beaconsfield--

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Who did that ?
Mr. DAVIES. The hon. member for North Bruce. It is

a most extraordinary thing that the ripht hon. gentleman,
occupying that position in his party with the expe-
rience he hias had in Canada, and possessbug, as he is supposed
to possess, so much experience, kno wledge and prescience,
should come forward and state to his party and to the
House that, after mature deliberation and as the result of
fifty years experience, he deemed it nothing but an act of
justice to offer the franchise to women possessing a certain
amount of property; and yet not an hon. member was foand
in the party, either in the Government or out of it, who
had sufficient political fealty and esteem for the chieftain,
or who shared in the convictions he held on the subject, to
rise and support his views. I had heard that the member
for King's (Mr. Foster) was in accord with the hon. gentle.
man's views; I had heard that other hon. members were in
acccrd-I need not name them-and were prepared to de-
fend them; and it is somewhat surprising that they sbould
remain quiet during the eight or nine hours during which
the Premier's proposition has been assailed and attacked
prettyvigorously, and yet not one of them rise to support it.

Mr. WxtSOIf.

Is it possible that the statement made by some hon. gentle-
men on this side is true, that we have been pLaying
at a farce, that the right hon. gentleman has passed the
word round amongst his supporters, that while he wants
to pose as the introducer of female suffrage hoe wants them
to vote it down ? It looks very much like it. It does not
frequently occur that when the right hon. gentleman pro-
poses a scheme it is received in solemn silence. It does not
frequently follow that when the Premier has given expres-
sion to certain views the hon. gentlemen behind him either
opposed them in toto or remain quiescent. When this amend-
ment was proposed by the hon. member for Cumberland, an
amendment, mark you, attacking one of the principles of
the Bill, the Premier practically threw up his proposition
asking for woman suffrage. I find the hon. member for
Noi th Victoria (Mr. Cameron) occupied a rather curious
position to-night. He followed, to some extent, the lines
taken by the Premier. He said he approved of the
Premier's position; ho was in favor of woman suffrage; that
he had heard no arguments to justify him in voting against
it; but at the close of his speech the hon. gentleman turned
round and cooly said that inasmuch as the members for Que-
bec did not favor the proposition; he felt it to be his duty to
oppose it. Does the hon. gentleman see where that position
lands him, where that position is going to land the party to
which he belongs, if it is adopted ?

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria).
correctly stated my position.

The hon. gentleman has not

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman was in favor of
giving the franchise to women, but inasmuch as it was dis-
tasteful to the members for Quebec, he said he would sup-
port the amendment to strike the provision out of the Bill.
Where does that argument land him ? I am not going to
say there are not very strong arguments in favor of the hon.
gentleman's views. I tbink there are very strong argu-
ments; but I think he will find that the conclusion to which
bis course must lead is the acceptance of the provincial
franchises. If the hon. gen*leman is fair and honest, when
he comes to the other Provinces and finds them wishing to
retain their provincial franchises, he will act on the same
principle, and say, that although uniformity is very plausible
on its face, still, if the members for Prince Edward Island
oppose this provision, I will support them; if the members
for Quebec oppose it, I will vote for them, and so on through
all the Provinces, until he comes down to the logical posi-
tion which should be taken by him in regard to this general
question, that each Province should regulate its own fran-
chise. The hon. member for Victoria (Mr. Cameron),
who cornes from Ontario, believes in woman suffrage,
that women should have the right to vote, and he
says that in bis Province they are prepared for it.
He believes that, at all events, the women of Ontario are
prepared to exercise the suffrage, and they ought to have the
suffrage; and, tberefore, if Ontario had the right to frame
its own suffrage, they would get women suffrage, if a
majority of the members of the Legislature were in favor of
it. Hon. members should carry out the wishes and political
aspirations expressed bere and give the women of Ontario
the suffrage. That involves the acceptance of lines laid
down by the Opposition as the only fair lines of policy,
namely, that the provincial franchises should be accepted, or,
in other words, that the people of the several Provinces
know better what particular franchise will suit their Pro-
vince and their own peculiar circumstances than the mem-
bers of this Parliament do. Therefore I hope, and I look
forward with some expectation and no small belief, to join
-my hon. friends in the vote, when the proper time comes,
to carry out that principle. The hon. member for Pro-
vencher (Mr. Royal), who spoke this afternoon, argued in
favor of the amendment, and against the proposition in the
Bill, on the ground that women had no political education,

1418
à



COMMONS DEBATES.

and were, therefore, unfit to vote. I would like to ask the
hon. gentleman if he considers political education is by the
Bill made in any way or sense a test of the fitness of any per.
son to exorcise the franchise. On the contrary, have you not
declared, in so many words, that the possession of so much
property, or the receipt of so much income, alone, and
irrespective of intelligence, irrespective of political edu-
cation, shall entitle or disentitle a person to vote ? There-
fore, if the hon. gentleman wishos to carry out his view,
that education is a necessary condition precedent to the
exorcise of the franchise, ho must introduce a different
principle into the Bill before the House than those which
have been introduced by the right hon. gentleman himself.
Intelligence is a very good thing to have-a very necessary
thing to have in a voter-but the Premier does not think so.
Ie does not say in his Bill that a man must be able to road
or write, that ho must beo educated in any school, that he
must read the Globe or the Mail or the Gazette newspapers,
or that ho must listen to the debates of this House. The
argument that the women have no political education, and
therefore should not have a vote, will apply to a large
number of those whom the hon. gentleman proposes to
enfranchise by this Bill, and therefore it is no argument at
all. I ask the hon. member for Provencher if, in his can-
did opinion, the ordinary woman of Canada, educated in
our public schools and reading our daily newspapers,
coming in contact, as she doos, with her husbaud, ber father,
or ber son, is not a fitter person to exorcise the franchise
than the Indian to whom you propose to give the franchise,
who never reads or sees a newspaper-

Mr. BOW ELL. What nonsense.
Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman says what nonsense;

ho thinks it is perfectly right that the educated women of
Canada should b prevented from exercising their proper
iflncý ir thn iffn.iQ nf t #nt --

and conversed with them, and I know them to be steeped in
the grossest ignorance. I know that the Indians of the
Maritime Provinces generally are very inorant, and every
hon. member who comes from those Provinces knows
they are. I know that some few of them have received an
education from some priests and missionaries, but as a class
it is absurd to say that newspapers circulate amongst them,
or that they have ever received any political education. To
say that they are educated, in the common sense of the term,
and that they should receive the franchise, while the edueated
women of Canada should be deprived of it, is an insult to
common sense. The hon. gentleman knows that these In.
dians-

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). Mr. Chairman, I beg to
assure the hon. gentleman from Prince Edward Island that
a few Indians in my own county have had a good common
school amongst them for the past three or four years, and
that their children are as well educated as others in that
county. I beg to assure him also that some of them in that
island have been educated for the church.

Mr. DAVIES. I believe that there have been one or two
instances of that kind. But, Mr. Chairman, is it worth
while wasting time on such an argument. We know that
some hon. gentlemen who are so eager to record their votes
in favor of excluding the educated women of Canada from
the franchise will be equally willing to give that franchise
to the Indians, whether they are educated or not. There is
no provision in the Bill about these Indians being educated,
and though, as a matter of fact, there may be, as the hou.
member says there are in his county, a few Indians who
may be educated, we know that they have no political
education, that they do not read the newspapers.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). I wish to correct the hon.
gentleman, They do read the newspapers.

innueiice i vie anairs oi vi e Ju JUbMr. DAVIES. All I can say is, that the Indians that I
Mr. BOWELL. No; my remark had reference to what am acquainted with do not read the newspapers- not one

you said about the Indians. of them. Their instructors may read therm to them, or may
Mr. DAVIES. I am replying to that point; I am show- read to them on some religious subject, but we know that

ing the absurdity of refusing the franchise to educated in education they are below the lowest of the white people,
women- in the Maritime Provinces, at any rate.

Mr. BOWELL. I say that when you state that the Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). I beg te assure my hon.
Indians have no education you are not correct. friond fror Prince Edward sland that sore cf the Indians

Mr. DAVIES. I say that the Bill gives the Indians of in our island subscriho for the newspapers.
the country the right to vote, and while the chieftain of the Mr. DAVIES. I wonder if they pay for them. What
party comes forward and says that the educated women newspaper do tbey subscribe fer?
should have the franchise, bis supporters say, strike out the Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). For the Nortb Sydney
women but leave the Indians; and I say that the educated Berald, a good Consorvative paper.
women of Canada should certainly have the right of voting, Mr. DAVIES, I bave ry argument where it was befere,
if the Indians are entitled to that right. and I think it is one which will commond itself te the minds

Mr. BOWELL. What I say is--f those wlise opinions are net made up. I Say that the
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order. proposition is unfair on its face, that educatod womon, who

Mr. DAVIES. I am willing that the hon. gentleman are net enly educated, in the seuse cf baving a commen
should explain. school education, but are educated by beiug brought in con-tact with their husbands, or their sons, as the case may ho,

Mr. BOWELL. I know the bon. gentleman is, but those who are educated by the Society in which they mix, who
who sit behind him are not. What I said was nonsense, read the daily newspapers and the pamphlets of the day-
was this: When yon state that the Indians, whom it was that they sheuld be plaeod lewer in the scale of the fran-
proposed to enfranchise, never saw a newspaper, I say that chise than our Indian population-she being refused the
the Indians in my own county have more than an ordinary franchise, whilo it is conferred upon the Indians. But if
school education. pelitical intelligence is te ho made a test cf franchise, wbat

Mr. DAVIES. An hon. member from Cape Breton cheers do hen. gentlemen say as te the foreigners whe core inte
that remark, but I wonder if ho wishes this House to under- this country evory yoar. We have Nenenitos, Gor-
stand that the Indians in his locality have the advantage of Inans, Swiss and othors, cering in overy year; they
more than a common school education ? are ail wlcome; thoy do net speak English,

Mr. CAMRON (Inverness). They all haveducation d s far as political ducation in Canada is
thor. CMRN(none) hyalhv dct concorned, rny cf them, have net geV it. Stili,

there.y are ging te give thm the vote in prefence te
]Kr. DAVIES. I say it is perfectly preposterous ; it is per- the women you educate. It may ho ail right te give thom

et nonsonse. I know the Indians there, aud I have seen M the vote; personally, I arnefavor cf it; I boiove myslf
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that taxation and representation should be co-relative. You between the sexes. Formerly, when a woman married she
should not impose one without giving the other. But ceased to be a separate person, in the eye of the law; her
these people are not necessarily educated, and I do property became her husband's property ; she had no control
not think it will be said that they know much of the over it; he ocould do almost what lie liked with her and her
political issues botween parties after they have been here property. That is all changed by the law, because we have
two or three years. Now, the hon. member for Algoma come to recognise the truth that the woman is the equal of
(Mr. Dawson), in making his speech this afternoon, was the man, that she las rights as well as duties I hear d one
inclined at one time to be a little facetious over the ladies. bon. gentleman acrosa the House talk to-night about obe-
He wanted to give them a Parliament of their own. I had dience, as if a woman's only duty in this world was to obey;
no objection that he should import a little of that delightful but, Sir, we have recognised the great fact that she
humor, which is lis characteristie, into a debate on this has riglits as well as duties, and I am proud to say
subject. But the hon. gentleman ought to know that mere that a Parliament of men has been found to concede to
jocularity on woman suffrage is a thing of the past. The her those rights; and I have no doubt, if edueated
question passed through that stage years ago. It has woman continue to exercise, for the next twenty
become a serions question, and the very fact that it is years, the influence she has exercised in the past,
pro posed by one in the position in the position of the right. that all her just rights will be conceded to lier, whether she
hon. Premier,is itself proof that it has come within the range has a place in the Legislature or not. What have we given
of practical politics and is wortby of serions consideration, her? The Woman's Property Act, which puts her in the
and is not to be chucked aside with a joke or a laugh. absolute ownership of lier own property. And more than
The hon. gentleman says he would confine them to their that. Look to the mother land, the precedents of which
own sphere. Well, it is a very easy thing for us to mark we are so proud to follow, and what do you find ? You
out their sphere, and to say that we shall confine them find that there woman is already enfranchised ; you find
to that ; but it does not follow, because the hon. gentleman women voting for the town councils all through England;
marks out a sphere for them, that it is their natural and you find women voting for the boards of guardians and for
only sphere. We know that in olden times the sphere of a the school boards; and yon find them elected to discharge
woman was a very narrow one. In eastern nations she duties on the school board; and I want to ask this question
was treated as a slave; she was man's toy and plaything; of gentlemen who are seeking candidly to come to a con-
in Christian and civilized countries she occupies a different clusion on this subject, which is not by any means a party
position now; instead of being his toy and plaything, she question: fHave you ever known a Legislature that once gave
has become man's companion, adviser and friend, and there one of these rights to the women ever to take it back
is hardly any man in this louse who does not know that lis because they had disgraced it ? Did you ever know a
best companion, adviser and friend has been his mother or Legislature to confer the right of voting on women, and
his sister or his wife. We all know that, when difficulties take it back because they did not exercise it wisely and
in ordinary life occur to us, the first we go to to talk them well? No; but these concessions have been going on,
over with, to take sweet counsel with, is the wife of our broadening from year to year, and the argument against
bosom; and there are few who take that course with- them lias been weakened by the exercise of the privileges
out receiving advice which generally turns out to be granted to woman. And so it will be liere; I am not
good. Take the practical affairs of life. You talk afraid to let women possessing the property quali-
about women being moved by sentiment and fancy. I fication exercise the franchise. I do not believe it will be
appeal to gentlemen present if it is not true, whatever a political advantage to one party or the other. I think,
motives or influences may enable them, that they are enabled, however, it will soften that wnich makes politics hateful to
in some way or other, to bring a knowledge to bear on the many of us; I believe it will introduce into political life a
practical affairs of life which every man has found, at times, great deal of oil and smoothness, and more of those ameni-
to be of great value. There are men sent here to represent ties which make life tolerable. In these respects, I think
farming interests, men to represent commercial interests, woman's influence would be felt and would be useful, and I
and we are glad to have -men here with a knowledge of believe that in the settlement of these great social problems
military affairs ; but there is a sphere beyond commerce, that have to be faced within the next ten years, the influence
beyond military matters and beyond party politics, the of women would be of great benefit to the Parliament of
social affairs of life that presents itself to the eye of Canada. Now, I would like to quote just ten lines from the
woman. That element is not represented in this House, utterances of a gentleman who held a very high position in
and those great social questions which are moving the England. He was called the Nestor of that Parliament. I
minds of the masses of the people of the country and of believe he represented Oxfordshire. He was a Tory of the
the mother land, will never be thoroughly discussed, and Tories, an Englishman of the old stock; but he was not
will never rest on their proper. basis, unless we have the like the Bourbons; he learned from experience ; and this
counsel of women. It las been said, and said truly, and 1 is the language lie used, after wonen had exercised their
give a good deal of weight to that argument, that we have right to vote for school boards and town councils for a few
that advantage now, because woman's influence is felt, not years. He said :
only in the home sphere, but in Parliament-that the "I have been voting on this question ; I have been watching what hasmember of Parhiament reflects, to a greater or less extent, been done; I have observed how women have voted for local councils
the opinions of his wife. It las been said, if the wife is the and boards'of guardians; and I have come to the conclusion that, both
stronger vessel, why should she not represent bis views ? as regards themselves and the bodies for which they have voted, the
I bard a gentleman say to-day, that it would be a disgrace change is benefieial, politic, and much to be desired."
to a man to be known as the husband of Mrs. So-and-So. That is an expression of opinion very valuable to me,
Why should it be a disgrace, if she is is intellectual because it comes from a man who is essentially conservative
superior ? In the present day, when mind takes the lead in lis ideas, to whom this change was in itself distasteful,
and holds the predominence, the woman of intellect will go but who did change, because lis convidtions were changed,
to the front, and her lord and master in name, if her intel- from looking at the facts as he saw them. He did not
lectual inferior, must take rank behind lier; there is no believe in women having votes, but they were given votes
disgrace in it; it is the decree of a higher power than that in the town councils and board of guardians, and lie says
of man, that the stronger intellect shall be the superior, and the manner in which they exercised the right showed him
it shall be so as long as the world revolves. Now, the law that it was good and politic that it should be extended
las recognised this great change which has taken place further. The hon. member for North Bruce (Mr. McNeill)

Mr. DAYizs.
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in his able speech, parts of which were very eloquent, was
opposed to woman suffrage, because it seemed to him
there was a natural division of labor between men
and women. That is quite true as regards labor which
requires physical force and endurance, but it is not
true as regards that sphere in which certainly
the intellect alone attains pre-eminence. It is not true that
there is a broad line of demarkation between men and
women in those spheres where the intellect is mainly
brought into play. We know that years ago women were
relegated to a sphere, which was called the home circle,
and any woman who attempted to go outside of that
was looked upon as degrading herself, and her conduct consi-
dered to be highly reprehensible. But the prejudices of our
fathers have all passed away. Florence Nightingale taught
the world a lesson when she went out to the Ciimea; she
showed that the best attendant on the sick and wounded
were to be found among women; she opened a new sphere
for her kind, and to-day her name is held in reverence
throughout the civilised world. So, in other matters, women
have gone out of what was considered their own sphere ; in
many of the walks of life you will find her discharging
duties which were formerly discharged by men, and discharg-
ing them better than the men did; as telegraph operators
women have proved themselves as good as men, and in the
United States they are to be found in many Government
offices. Go to the blocks of buildings on the east and west
side of our Parliament, and you will find them filled by sturdy,
strong, hearty young men, who ought to be tilhing the soil,
breaking up the prnirie, and who ought to give a chance to
their sisters in the lighter departments of labor. Do you imag-
ine that if the women had votes and influence in the coun-
cils of the nation that this state of thing would continue
long? Do you imagine you would have these hundreds of
young men employed in those offices, and a very small
percentage of women ? No ; you would have all those offices,
the duties of which can be better discharged by women,
filled up by women, as they ought to be, and as they will
be, I hope, before many years. I have not very strong
convictions on the subject, but having listened carefully to
the debate, I have come to the conclusion that in this
country, where education is wider and broader and more
extensive, and is spreading, year by year, among all classes,
more than elsewhere, and where the women are better
educated than in other countries, is the place where this
problem can be best worked out; here is where I would
like to see it worked out, and I will cordially give my vote
in support of the proposal to allow women to Voe.

Mr. MULOCK. As this is a very important question,i
about which there are very great difficulties, and as 1 know(
there are a great many members in the House, at all eventsr
around me, who have expressed their desire to speak on%
this question, I would, in view of the lateness of the hour,i
beg to move that the committee rise and report progress,i
and ask leave to sit again.1

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I trust the Government, atC
this late hour, will not force the discussion to continue,
because the clause under discussion is perhaps the most
important one in the whole Bill. It is one which must
necessarily involve a considerable amount of discussion on
both sides, and as we have been having very late hoursf
during the past week, I do not think the Government shouldt
force us to keep those late hours up this week. The hon. o
the First Minister said, on one occasion, when introducingI
the Bill, that it would occupy a full Session, and we weret
assured every opportunity would be given for a full and free1
discussion; but after two o'clock in the morning it is impos-v
sible we should have anything like afull and free discussion,e
and, under the circumstances, I think the motion now put a
should be carried. It is certainly no fault of ours that this q
Bill was not introduced earlier in the Session. I do trust i

that hon. gentlemen will have some consideration for the
health of members of this House-members on thia side, as
well as members on the other side of the House-and will
consent to an adjournment at something like a reasonable
hour, and I should say that two o'clock in the morning is
not an unreasonable hour.

Mr. MULOCK. I happened to make that motion, and I
supposed I would have had an opportunity of speaking to
it when it was made. I can only say that it appears to me
that the discussion of this question, as far as we have gone,
has indicated that we are only yet at the threshold of the
question. Some very wide differences of opinion have been
expressed, sbowing that it requires very wide ventilation
before it would be safe or wise to come to a conclusion upon
it. I think it is to be regretted that this Bill bas been
introduced at this late period of the Session, when it has not
been before the public. If we had had an intimation that
the Bill was intended to be pressed this year, and that this
particular clause would become the subject of discussion,
then probably public opinion would, to some extent, have
been formed upon this question; but that is not the position of
it now. We have, for the first time in the history of this
institution, this question presented to-day to Parliament,
not only for consideration but for decision, a decision that
will, I presume, finally dispose of the question for many
and many a year. The hon. the Premier expressed himself
individually in favor of the Bill, or at least in favor of iv-
ing the suffrage to certain classes of women. He stated that
his own party, or some of them, as represented in this
House, were not of the same opinion as himself upon that
question ; that there were wide differences of opinion, and
he, very fairly, in consequence of the existence of
that difference of opinion, declined to make it a party
question, and left it to the House as an open question. That
shows that opinions are not yet formed upon it,and, if opinion
outside is not yet formed upon it, surely it is unwise to press
the matter to a decision to-night; surely we ought to have
the oppportunity of thinking it over for a short time, and
should not be compelled, at this late hour, to conclude our
arguments and vote upon a question in respect to which the
right hon. the Premier admits that public opinion
is not yet formed. I suppose we shall not be long in getting
through this measure. The hon. the First Minister declared
that he proposed to invite the attention of the House to this
measure de die in diem until it was concluded. That being
the case, and there being no other matters of importance to
come before the louse this Session, we, having disposed of
everything, we are not at all short of time, and I see no
reason for turning night into day, and prolonging the dis-
cussion to-night. If there were no future before us, there
might be a reason for pressing it, but it seems to me that
we will make more substantial progrebs in future if we are
not compelled to proceed at an bour when we are all weary,
when discussions become profitless and decisions become
unsound. For these reasons, and considering the importance
of the question itself, it strikes me that it is reasonable that
its consideration should be postpned.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no; go on.
Mr. MULOCKÀ It is quite easy for hon. gentlemen oppo-

site to cry "Oh, oh." Of course there is no denying the
fact that they are in a considerable numerical majority in
this House, but that fact has not entirely handed
over to them the control of this House, and because
I am moving for this adjournment they must not
think we are not able to discuss this question thoroughly.
There are a great many gentlemen here who have
views on this question, and who are determined to
express those views when they are compelled to. I say,
and it must be manifest to anyone who desires to treat this
question fairly, and to treat a large portion of this House
fairly, that the discussion cannot, at this hour and under
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these circumstances, be as thorough and satisfactory as it
would when we enter upon the question fresh, after a
good night's rest. For these reasons, I hope the leader of
the Government will see his way to yield to this request,
made from this side of the flouse. It is not often that we
ask anything from the House, and therefore I think a rea-
sonable request ought to be dealt with in a reasonable way,
in order that members may be expected to act and may be
justified in acting reasonably throughout the Session.

Mr. MILLS. I think that the motion made by my hon.
friend is one that ought to prevail. It is well known, on
this side of the House, at all events, and to some gentlemen
on that side of the House, to some gentlemen on the Trea-
sury benches, that there wore many gentlemen on this side
of the House, while the general principles of the Bill were
under discussion, first on the second reading, and thon on
the motion to go into committee, who had not the oppor-
tunity to express their views upon the Bill generally. It
is known to some gentlemen on that side as well as to gen-
tlemen on this side, that we abandoned, in the morning, on
both those motions, our right to continue the discussion,
because we did not wish to imperil our health or the health
of gentlemen opposite by continuing the discussion after
daylight in the morning. Now, the hon. gentleman, it
would seem, is disposed to deal with this stage precisely
as he did with the others. There are a number of gentle-
men on this side who are desirous of discussing this pro.
position.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Go on.
Mr. MILLS. Gentlemen say "Go on," but it is two

o'clock in the morning and we began our Session at three
o'clock in the afternoon.

Some lon. MEMBERS. Go on.
Mr. MILLS. We have had a session of eleven hours, and

hon. gentlemen may say "Go on," but are they going to faci-
litate the passage of this Bill through the fHouse or through
committee by adopting towards this side of the House that
mode of procedure. The First Minister himself, in introduc-
ing a measure somewhat similar to this, in 1870, gave as a
reason for not proceeding with the measure the late period
of the Session, and he assured the House that it would
require a whole Session to properly consider the Bill. Now,
I agree with him in that view; look at the proceedings of thei
House of Commons in England, and the hon. gentleman told,
the people of England that bis party was the party that was1
specially devoted to following English precedent, and I say,1
if yon follow English precedent, you will sue that in theà
Sosions there, though they last more than half the year,i
there is seldom more than one important measure carried
through Parliament. Now, the hon. gentleman, at the end1
of nearly three months, brings this Bill before the flouse
for its consideration; lie proposes a measure thatis contrary
to the expressed will of the country at the election of 1874,
and the hon. gentleman proposes, at the end of the Session,
to force this measure through without discussion.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh,
Mr. WOODWORTII. Yes; the hon. member for West

Elgin (Mr. Casey), to-night, took up two hours of time in
this House, ia a round-about-way, dealing with everything

Mr. MILLS. I say it has been in a great measure with- but the subject, staggering here and there over the Bill, and
out discussion. The hon. gentleman has forced silence on when he got done he left the House and never came back
his friends on that side of the House. They have been com- again until he inflicted another speech upon the flouse.
pelled te keep quiet, and you have had these caterwaals and Nearly every member on that side of the House has spoken
these interruptions because the hon. gentleman would not with the manifest intention of taking up the time of the
give his friends the opportunity of speaking in a parlia- fHouse. And now they come and ask us to adjourn the
mentary way. They are obliged to have recourse to this debate, in order that they may discuss the Bill more fully.
unparliamentary mode of procedure. Hon. gentlemen on I would like to hear the fullest discussion. I have heard
that side of the House have occasionally taken the oppor- everything that can be urged on that side. The hon. mem-
tunity, like Lord Castlereagh to air their vocabulary, which ber for West Elgin says he would like to have the Premier
is, no doubt, an extraordinary one, in some particulars. I bore. Where is his o~wn leader to-night? Where was he
say that the proposition to adjourn is a reasonable one, and the other night, when the hon. member for L'Islet (Mr.
ought to prevail; because there are many gentlemen on this Casgrain) asked that the Premier should go on, and when
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side of the House anxious to express their opinions on this
subject after proper rest, and if the right hon. gentleman
will not consent to an adjournment, and give them an
opportunity of discussing this question at a reasonable hour,
and after having had an opportunity for ordinary rest, the
discussion, of course, must go on in a manner very unsatis-
factory to both sides of the House.

Mr. CASEY. I am only going to say a few words on the
question of adjournment.

Some hon, MEMBERS. Go on ; go on.
Mr. CASEY. Those gentlemen who say go on are just those

who do not do any work themselves. They are just the
men who sit silent, except for the noise that we hear, and
allow the Bill to pass through. Now we, who wish to discuss
this Bill, wish to do so qt a time when the louse can appre-
ciate our arguments. The hon. gentleman has shown, by
the concessions he has already made, that he considers it a
discussablelill; he has shown, by the concession he has
made on the woman suffrage clause, that he considers the
Bill amendable, and h has given us to understand that
changes may be made in other parts of the Bill. If it is a
discussable Bill, it ought to be discussed in a rational way ;
but it is simply an exercise of tyranny on the part of the
majority of the House to insist upon its being disoussed
when sensible discussion is out of the question. This argu-
ment is supported by the fact that the right bon. gentlemen
himself has been unable to attend the whole of this sitting
up to two o'clock. I am not complaining of that at all,
because a gentleman of his age cannot be expected to
give that application to business which you might
expect from some of his younger colleagues. The right
hon. gentleman looks very fresh, but he has been resting
himself, while the rest of us have been speaking. If
he had not done that he would not b able to be here now.
He has shown that for us to continue the discussion of this
Bill in his absence, is, to a great extent, a farce. He is the
person we wish to impress, and if we can impress him with
the propriety of making a change, the change will be made.
If we can impress him, the rest of the House will follow his
lead. Therefore we want him to be here, to hear what we
have to say on this Bill, and the natural consequence is that
we should only sit here during such hours of the night when
his physical health and strength will allow him to be pro-
sent. We must all confess that he has had an immense
amount of parliamentary experience, and he knows what is
fair and proper to be done in a circumstance like this. I
hope he will see the propriety of agreeing to an adjournment,
and thereby adding to the reputation which he already pos-
sesses for party tactics.

Mr. WOODWORTH. I, for one, would like to see the
fullest and amplest discussion, but when I see the members
opposite taking up the time of this House, merely for the
purpose of taking up time-

Seme hon. MEMBERS. No; no.
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the Premier did go on ? Now, the hon. member for West
Elgin says he wants the Premier in, at a time when his own
leader has gone home and gone to bed. 1, for one, am
willing to sit here until nine o'clock in the morning, if
need be, to see this through. But they have shown that they
do not want this Bill to pass; they are going to obstract it.
We hear it said in the corridors, in the press, everywhere,
that they are going to obstruct the passage of the Bill. We
tell them now, they shall have the fullest discussion-and
they are young men; they say they are very vigorous; and
we say that if they want to discuss it we will meet them.

Mr. DAVIES. It augurs ill for the early termination of
this debate that the hon. gentleman should show such a very
strong animus and feeling. I do not think the majority of
this House will bear out his statement, that nearly every
gentleman on this side discussed the Bill merely for the
purpose of prolonging the debate. I have been listening to
the debate. I know our friends on this side have taken up
some fifteen minutes, others thirteen minutes, and others
twenty minutes. I think one of the longest speeches came
from his own side of the flouse, a very able speech it was,
too-the speech of the hon member for North Bruce (Mr.
McNeill). I did not lose a word of it; I thought it was well
reasoned out, and I listened to it with great pleasure.

Mr. BOWELL. What about the speech of the hon. mem-
ber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) ?

Mr. DAVIES. Perhaps we might have shortened some
of the speeches. We cannot always eut every speech the
exact length. But if the hon. gentleman does not see fit to
give way, of course the debate must go on.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I would remind the Premier that
there is such a thing as tyranny. I have read in a book
lately, upon party procedure, that a majority is to be fol-
lowed because it represents strength between the two par-
ties. Well, Sir, we know what tyranny may provoke us to
do, we know what grievances may call for; that is what
1 wish to say. I hope that the hon. gentleman will not
act in a tyrannical manner towards the Opposition.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think the proposition before
you is a very reasonable one indeed-considerably after two
o'clock, and with a prospect of being in committee from day
to day, and from night to night, we will be very hard
worked indeed. I certainly cannot be blamed so far for
having taken up the time of the House. I have not said
anything; but I want to say a good deal. I do not want to
insist on the First Minister wearing himself out, but I feel
that any remarks I offer should be offered with the First
Minister in his place, because, in order that they may prevail,
it is necessary that hoeshould hear them before ho can
accept them. Therefore, discussion that goes on when the
hon. gentleman is out of the House simply leads to a repeti-
tion of the remarks when he is present. What is the use of
hon. members constantly crying, "Go on." We accomplish
nothing by such cries. The lives of the First Minister and
of the leader of the Opposition are precious to us. I do not
know that it is part of the duty of a strong Gïovernment to
try and push measures through Parliament by the
sheer force of the physical strength of the members, and by
having members to relieve other members during discus-
sions. I believe my constituents would hold that I had
fully discharged my duty if I attended the sessions of the
House until 1 a m., besides discharging committee work and
other work incident to a member of Parliament, to say
nothing about sitting here after two o'clock. During such
late sittings discussion is apt to become somewhat embit-
tered. When our physical powers are worn out and our
nervous system is at high tension, that courtesy is not
extended to members which should be extended in discuss-
ing public questions. Even the Minister of Customs was
rather ruffied, owing to a misunderstanding. The Minister

of Public Works, who has a stronger constitution than
almost any other member, and who steadily retains hi@
seat, appears somewhat worn out. Again, I might make a
personal appeal to the First Minister. While he bas been
absent, his supporters have not fallen into line with his
heartfelt desire in regard to woman suffrage. There should
be an adjournment in order that the Minister might speak
to them per sonally. I have an admiration for the Secretary
of State ; I admire his gracefal presence and eloquence just
as the great Conservative convention did at Toronto, but I
do not want to see him taking the place of the First Minis-
ter. We have found hon. members like the hon. member
for North Perth (Mr. Hesson), who, of all men, should
have stood by his leader, ready to desert the hon. gentle-
man and go with the Secretary of State. And so with other
hon, gentlemen. Where is the hon. member for King's
(Mr. Foster), and the thirty other gentlemen who, it was
understood, wanted to have this clause romain in the Bill.
There is a revolt in the camp, and the revolt is against the
chieftain; and it looks as if some other leader was coming
in. If for no other reason, there should he an adjourn-
ment, in order that the right hon. gentleman may learn
where he stands on this question.

Mr. HESSON. The hon. gentleman is very anxious
about the followers of the leader of the Government. Hon.
gentlemen opposite have begun to realise that what they
have stated on former occasions is not correct. The old
story was, that when the party whip was cracked we all
voted in a certain diretion. Now, hon. gentlemen com-
plain that we have minds of our own, and they taunt us in
the most unkind way as to what our course is going to be.
Hon. gentlemen have no right to declare what is going to
be the course of hon. mombers who have not spoken. Tbey
have, moreover, no right to complain that they have had
no opportunity of giving their views to the flouse; and
they cannot take much credit to themselves if, after they
have occupied 118 pages of ilansard, and there will be fifty
more added to-day, we are not now prepared intelligently
to vote on the question. We listened, on the last parlia-
mentary night, with ploasure or pain, according to our
views, to very long speeches delivered by hon. gentlemen
opposite. It is paying a poor compliment to the ability and
zeal displayed by hon, gentlemen opposite, in endeavoring
to press their views on this question, if they have not
thrown sufficient light on it yet. We have made up our
minds as to our course, and we are not to be changed
by any reasoning. I repeat that we are not to be changed
now. If we were to be changed, it would have been done
before; but, at the same time, we are prepared to listen to
hon. gentlemen opposite who choose to further discuss the
Bill.

Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. member for North Perth
informs us that they are not to be changed now. That je
the key note to the situation. That is the reason hon.
gentlemen are not prepared to allow the discussion to be
adjourned. They consider discussion on this Bill useless;
their minds are made up; they cannot be changed now,
and the sooner they reach the final stage of this measure
the better. Argumente will be thrown away in all cases.
That is the plain statement of the hon. member for North
Perth. The feature of the Bill now under discussion je one
of very great importaece; it is one of the most important
that has been presented to the flouse. The hon. gentleman
who has charge of this Bill, in presenting it to-night, spoke
of this feature in the most affectionate and warm manner.
He informs us that it was one that was dear to him, that it
was the feature which, he believed, above all the features of
the Bill, should commend itself to the country, and would
produce the best results; and yet the hn. gentleman, in the
face of that declaration, made a few hours ago, is
not prepared to allow a full and free discusaion, is
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not prepared to allow the members of this louse who
are prepared to advocate his own views in this particular
feature of the Bill to have the time necessary to present
those views to the House. Sir, this is an unjust and tyranni-
cal use of the exercise of power by the majority of this
House, to insist that this flouse shall continue in session
after two o'clock in the morning. There is no man can say,
when this House remains in session till two o'clock, or half-
past two, that the members of this House have not done
their full duty, that members of this House have not con-
siderable endurance who are able to continue sitting day
after day and morning after morning until this hour. It is
unreasonable, it is unjust, that this discussion should go on
when this hour is reached. There are many hon. members
on this side who have something to say on this question; it
is a question of importance.

Mr. McCALLUM. Who bas been taking up the time?
Mr. CHARLTON. The men who have been taking up

the time are men who wish to discuss this Bill, who wish
to discharge their functions as members of the House of
Commons, while the creatures who sit and vote for the Gov-
ernment--

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. CHARLTON. The men who wish to discuss this

measure are those whose rights are being infringed upon.
Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I rise to order, Mr. Chair-

man. I call upon you to note the words the hon. member
used in addressing members of this ifouse-in calling them
creatures-a most disgraceful and unparliamentary remark.
I caul upon you to call the hon. gentleman to order.

Mr. CHA RMAN. The hon. gentleman made use of
language which was not parliamentary. I cannot take it
down, as other words have been used since; but he has
used an expression towards other members of this House
which is not parliamentary, and I ask him to withdraw it.

Mr. EDGAR. I rise to a question of order. The hon.
member for Victoria (Mr. Cameron), in rebukingr the lan-
guage which was used by the hon. member for North
iNorfolk (Mr. Char]ton), and in calling attention to it, said:
"His language was disgraceful and unparliamentary."

Some hon. MEMBERS. So it was.
Mr. CHARLTON. I think the word I used, that excep-

tion was taken to, was the word "creature." Well, Sir, we
are all creatures, and I did not define what kind of creatures
we are.

Some hon. MEhMBE RS. Chair, chair.
Mr. CHARLTON. We are all God's creatures. If the

hon. gentleman supposes I wished to use the word in an
offensive sense he is mistaken.

Some hon. MEMBERS. You did, though.
Mr. CHARLTON. Now, with regard to the question of

the adjournment of the debate, I repeat it is unreasonable toi
ask this House to remain in session after this hour in the1
morning. It is unjust to you, Mr. Chairman. It is unjusti
to the clerks of this flouse, one of whom, a few nights ago, @
was, through the severity of his labors, so exhausted as1
to be obliged to remain in bis chair while calling the s
names of members of this flouse on a division. It is i
unjust to the reporters of this House, who are working f
to the very limit of human endurance. It is unjust L
to require these gentlemen to report the proceedings
of this House, after a debate which has lasted for r
eleven hours. It is requiring of them what no reason- t
able man should require, what no human man should require b
of his fellow men. For those reasons I believe we should a
adjourn, as it is in the highest degree unjust and improper f
to ask members of this House to remain longer, and for the

Mr. CHARLTON.

Premier, for the Government majority to refuse this reason-
able request, I take it, Sir, would be a proof positive,furnished
by themselves, that they wish to interfere with the proper
discharge of their parliamentary duties by hon. mem bers of
this House who wish to discuss this important measure. I
think the Premier, if he is a fair and honorable man, if he
is a just man, will hesitate before refusing so reasonable a
request as a request for an adjournment at half-past two.
Sir, we have discussed this Bill, we have remained until
this hour of the morning, this is the first day this
House has been in committee on this Bill, and to attempt
to put on gag law, as this would be an attempt to do, would
be to interfere with the harmony of discussion, with ary-
thing like a fair, proper and parliamentary discussion of
this question. If we had been discussing it for days or
weeks, if the course of the Opposition, after a long and
weary discussion, did not meet with the approval of
hon. gentlemen opposite, then there would be some excuse
for adopting the tactics which they seem disposed to adopt,
at the outset of the discussion; but I hope, for the sake of
the harmony of feeling which should prevail in a discussion
of this kind, for the sake of fair play, I hope the Govern-
ment will consent to so reasonable a request as an adjourn-
ment at this hour.

Mr. MoCALLUM. I have been in Parliament for eighteen
years, and I must say that I never saw, in that time such
waste of time on any measure as there bas been on this-and I
ask you, Mr. Chairman, if, during your parliamentary career,
you have ever seen-as much waste of time as there has
been upon this Bill. It has been fairly discussed ; they
have had every opportunity of discussing it on the second
reading, and when we were on the second reading they dis-
cussed every clause, and now they are going through it
again, discussing every clause. They complain; why, Sir,
it is an organised thing to obstruct.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. McCALLUM. I am in order. I want this to go to

the country, so that the people of the country may hold them
responsible for this waste of time and this expense. They
have had ample opportunity of discussing this Bill and of dis-
cussing this clause with regard to woman suffrage, and it is
pure obstruction on their part. Do they suppose we have no
rights, as well as hon. gentlemen opposite ? Have not we
rights here ? Have not we the interests of the people at
heart as well as they have ? Talk about tyranny; I would
say, if it were parliamentary, that their conduct is just the
height of impudence. I appeal to my leader, and I hope he
will not give way on this question. I am an old man, but I
am prepared to sit here until next Staturday night before
giving way. I have stood it as long as I could,
but I could not stand it any longer, and they must
take the responsibility of this waste of time before
the people of this country and before the House.

Mr. LAURIER. I am sure that hon. gentlemen would
not propose to discuss this Bill at half-past two o'clock in
the morning unless there was a good reason. Now, the
reason that bas been brought forward for prolonging this
sitting is that the Opposition have been obstructing and
have monopolised the whole of this discussion. I say these
statements are not true. Here is the order in which the
members of the Opposition have spoken: The hon. member
for North Norfolk, and the hon. member for Bothwell, the
hon. member for West Huron, the hon. member for North
Wellington, the hon. member for West Elgin, the hon.
member for Peel, the hon. member for East Lambton, and
he hon member for East Elgin -eight in all. How many
have spoken on the other side. Just eight, the sane number,
and here they are: The Prime Minister, the hon. member
for Provencher, the hon. member for Victoria, B.Ç., the hon.
member for North Victoria, the hon. member for Hants,
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the hon. member for Algoma, the hon. member for Montreal
Centre and the hon. member for North Bruce.

Mr. FOSTER. What was the relative time taken.
Mr. LAURIER. Everyone spoke according to what he

had to say; but when eight members have spoken on one
side and eight on the other side, it is unfair to say that the
Opposition have been obstructing. I appeal to the Premiers
sense of justice and fairness in this matter. I could under-
stand hon. gentlemen opposite being angry if all the discus-
sion had been on one aide; but can this be said, when eight
members have addressed the louse on one side, and have
been answered by eight members ?

Mr. PRUYN. I have listened with a great deal of atten-
tion to the several speeches which were made by hon.
members on both sides of the House, and, so far, I have
failed to be convinced that it would either be beneficial to
the country or to the women that we should adopt this pro-
vision of this Bill. I am satisfied that gentlemen who are
wishing to have this debate postponed must feel in their
own minds that if the question is debated for five hours
more, as it has been for five hours, they will not convince
any of the Conservative members to change their views
on this question, and therefore I do not see any
object in postponing the debate. I must thank the right
hon. the First Minister for leaving this an open ques-
tion. I believe that hoeis perfectly satisfied in his own
mind that women should be enfranchised. But his fol-
lowers, many of them, are of the contrary opinion, and I
think it would be anything but pleasant if ho would force
thom to do violence te their feelings by voting for an Act
that they do not believe in. If ho had done so, I am con.
vinced that the gentlemen now advocating female suffrage
would have taken the opposite course; but seeing that the
majority of the right hon. the First Minister's supporters are
against this enfranchisement, they are in favor of it; but
they may talk from this time till to-morrow morning, and I
am satisfied they will not change a single vote. The whole
thing is factious opposition, from beginning to end. That is
my opinion, and I am going to vote against the motion to
adjourn.

Mr. IRVINE. There are two sides to this question of
adjournment. What suits one gentleman may not suit
another. It may suit the hon. member for King's, N. S.
(Mr. Woodworth), to stay here all summer; ho is just as
much at home here as hoeis anywhere else; but it is diffi.
cult for me, as a laboring man, as I acknowledge myself to
be. It is time I was at home.

Mr. WOODWORTH. Never should have been here.
Mr. IRVINE. There are two of us, Sir. My face is a

guarantee, wherever I go, that I never was shut out of
Parliament or out of good society. I say I have a home to
go to and the means of making a living. I have been here
three months or so, and I was one of the members who
memorialised the Government' to call Parliament together
early, in order that we might get home a little earlier. If
my constituency likes to send a man here who has labored
with his hands, that is their own business. If ho is an
honest man he has better right here than a man with a
brazen face and a dishonest countenance; and I believe I
represent as honest a constituency as there is in the Domin.
ion of Canada. I challenge hon. gentlemen opposite to
point the finger of scorn at any act of mine. I have not
spoken thirty minutes during the Session, and during the
four years I have been in Parliament I have not spoken
four hours.

Mr. WOODWORTH. SO much the better.
Mr. IRVINE. Does the hon. gentleman want another

shot? You have the whole of your family here.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order, order. Let the hon. gentle.

man keep in order.
179

Mr. IRVINE. I know when I am in order. I am in order,
and I won't allow the Chairman to put me down. What is
the point of order ?

Mr. CHIAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman should addieus
himself to the motion before the House.

Mr. IRVINE. I am addressing myself to the motion; I
claim that right, and I crave no indulgence. I ask
whether it is to the credit of the First Minister or the Gov-
ernment that, as I am informed, not one Bill has passed its
second reading before the Easter recess. I ask, is that the
way the Parliament of this country should be conducted-
kept here six or seven weeks doing nothing ? The Prime
Minister and the leader of the Opposition may go to
bed, it is the mon in the tranches who muet suffer.
If the Government had brought down their measures in
time, we would have no right to complain; but I protest
after we have been kept here for six or seven weeks, with
nothing to do, against being obliged to remain here,
night after night, after three and four o'clock in the morn-
ing ; I say it is a crime on the part of the Government, to
oblige mon who have business to attend to, not only to
romain here much longer than would have been necessary,
had the Government showed ordinary promptitude in bring.
ing down the business of the country; but also in keeping
us here to those exceedingly late, or rather early hours. It
is enough to break down any man's constitution. Were
there any real necessity for this I would be the last man to
protest; though I have not a strong constitution, I have a
strong will, and a strong desire to do my duty to my elec-
tors; but, we know hon. gentlemen opposite well; we know
that toryism is in its essence, and that it is impossible that
freedom should exist in harmony with toryism, I am not
surprised at the exhibition we have witnessed to-night, of a
Government forcing a measure through the louse which
has not received proper discussion, because we know that
toryism is averse to fair and open discussion ; and I expect
the next thing we will see will be the introduction of the
clôture.

Mr. WELDON. A good many hon. members complain
that they have not bad an opportunity of speaking on this
measure. I had no opportunity of speaking on the second
reading of the Bill, as I was willing to give way and allow
the division to proceed, though I was attacked by the hon.
member for King's, N.S., who made just such remarks as ho
has just made. He said that hon. gentlemen who had ad-
dressed the House wandered away from the subject; had he
been in. his seat ho would have seen that hon. gentlemen on
this side confined themselves entirely to the question of
woman suffrage; but the hon. member for Montreat Centre
(Mr. Carran), in hie remarks, wandered over the whole Bill,
and no one made any objection to it. Forty-eight days ot
the Session passed before this Bill was introduced, and
seventy days elapsed before its second reading was moved,
and it contains clauses of a revolutionary character, more
particularly this one which is under discussion; and although
this Bill was brought down by the First Minister not hardly
any one on his side is prepared to support it, as regards
woman suffrage.

Mr. FISHER. I think hon, gentlemen öpposite are
going very far when they accuse us of extravagance and
obstruction in the treatment of this Bill. Last Saturday I
visited Montreal and my home and met a good many people,
and, far from finding, as the First Minister has said on a
good many occasions, that the Bill has had abundant oppor-
tunity of being known in this country, I found the people
with whom I came in contact, people who took an interest
in the polities of the country, knew very little about the
Bill. The most universal description of it was that it
was Sir John's woman suffrage Bill. If it be the right hon.
gentleman's woman suffrage Bill, it is showing but soant

1885. 1425



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL

mercy to it, that the clause relating to woman suffrage
should be disposed of after a few hours' discussion. As las
bean said, this Bill is revolutionary in its provisions. The
attention of the country has been turned very largely to the
North-West, and to the financial affairs ofthe country ; but,
notwithstanding the gravity of the situation in the North-
West, and in regard to our financial position, I maintain
that the effect of this Bill will be far more lasting and
important on the country than any temporary difficulty
or depression. This is a Bill which is going
to materially affect our poli tical "institutions" for
years to come. It is not to be supposed that if this Bill
becomes law it is going to be repealed lightly or easily.
The hon. the First Minister did not choose to introduce this
Bill at* a time when it could be discussed, and if we are
obliged to diseuse it as this late period of the Session, and
during these late hours, the fault is that of the hon. gentle-
man and hie colleagues, and not ours. We, however, on
this side of the House, are determined that the Bill shall
receive its full discussion, as far as we are concerned; and
if the hon. gentlemen have not allowed us to diseuse it in the
winter we will have to discuse it in the summer. I have no
desire to obstruct the work of the House or to keep the
House late, and would much prefer that this measure should
be discussed in the ordinary way; but if the Government
force a discussion upon us at this hour, we will not fail to
respond. The motion to adjourn at this time in the morning
can in no sense be characterised as obstructive, and if hon.
gentlemen choose to vote it down, it will show that they
are unwilling the provisions of the Bill should be known to
the people.

Motion, Mr. Mulock, that Committee rise, negatived.
Mr. MULOCK. The hon. member for North Perth (Mr.

Hesson) I think was scarcely fair to this Hlouse when he
stated that his friends had made up their minds upon this
subject, and that there was no use in addressing any further
arguments to them. I doubt if he had the authority of the
members supporting the Government to make that statement.
I think too well of them to believe that they have closed
their minds against all argument upon a question about
which there is so much difference of opinion. I do not know
what rank that hon. gentleman holds in hie party. It may
be that he already finds himself in the enjoyment of their
confidence, and that it only awaits the officiai recognition
in order that he shall be entitled to occupy the place which,
by grace, he occupied to.night. During the absence of the
Premier from this Chamber we found the hon. member for
North Perth leading the Bouse, at times with * masterly
silence, very different from the manner in which lie leads
it when he occupies his place in the rear, when, in the
seclusion of his seat, with several rows of hon. gentlemen
in front of him, he as an opportunity, on many occasions,
an opportunity which he is not slow te take advantage of,
of entertaining this House in many interesting ways. He
has developed, of late, a taste for music. He has become a
practical performer on various musical instruments.

Mr. RESSON. The hon. gentleman is stating what is
absolutely untrue. I do not play any instrument-; I do not
make any.noise lere. I occasionally speak a word ont, and
the hon. gentleman hears what I say. I am not afraid of
what I say. I do not mako any grinding or any music, and
I want you to understand that. He will take it back, if ho
is an honest man.

Mr. MULOCK It soems that I gave the hon. gentle-
man crodit for more accomplishments than he owns up to.

Mr. RYKERT. That is mean.
Mr. MULOCK. I accept hie explanation on that point,

but I have heard many noises of that kind emanating from
the section of the Chamber which he occupies, and if he is
not guilty, hoe simply transfers the guilt to mome one else.

Mr. FInin.

Mr. RYKERT.
Mr. MULOCK.
Mr. RYKERT.

can do it.

Tell the truth.
What does the member for Lincoln say ?
Tell the truth whatever you do, if yon

Mr. MULOCK. Mr. Chairman, I call your attention
to the statement of the hon. member for Lincoln, and ask
you to say if he is in order,

Mr. RYKERT, Tell the truth whatever you do.
An hon. MEMBER. That is more than youcando.
Mr. MULOCK. Did ho say I did not tell the truth ?
Mr. RYKERT. I said " tell the truth."
Mr. CHIAIRKMAN. Calling acrois the House is irregular

in itself. It is very improper and it had botter not be done.
Mr. RYKERT. He addressed hi!nsolf to me, at any rate.
Mr. MULOCK. The hon. member for- Monck (Mr.

McCallum) addressed himself to the House on the question
of adjournrment, and he expressed to some extent the atti-
tude of his party on some questions. fe professed to say
that his party were the sole friends of economy, that they
looked after expenditure in this country.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Question.
Mr. RYKERT. I rise to a question of order. The hon.

gentleman is not speaking to the question. There is no
question of economy in that resolution.

Mr. MULOCK. I am speaking to what ho said.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). That is a former debate.

Mr. MULOCK. I widl come to what the lion. member
fer Lennox said.

Mr. MILLS. That is not a former debate.

Mr. CHAIRKAN. The hon. member will remember
that the speeches he is referring to were made on a different
motion. We have now returned to the discussion of the
clause, not the motion for adjournment, on which those
observations were made.

Mr. MULOCK. When I refer to the remarks of the hon.
member for Lennox (Mr. Pruyn), yon will remember, Mr.
Chairman, that he spoke on the Bill, on the question of
woman franchise, and I think I am entitled to refer to his
opinion on that question. The hon. member for Lennox
said-perhaps it was a slip-that he thought it would be
butter for all parties if the Bill did not pass. I presume he
meant, if the clause in favor of giving the suffrage to the
women, or to certain portions of the women, did not pass.
He seemed to be of opinion that it was botter that the fran-
chise should not be extended to women, but he stands not
altogether supported by all his friends on that point. I do
not understand that the Premier stands alone, and it is my
pleasure on this occasion to concur with him, to stand side
by side with him on this question. I have never been able
to seo why, in this present day, the suffrage should not be
extended to women, and the difficulty that I see in the way
now is, in supporting a proposition which is, at most, only
going to do partial justice. The first question that occurs
to me is, on what principle, according to this Bill, is the
right to the franchise rested ? If we read the Bill we find
what the qualification is, and it would seem, from a perusal
of the Bill alone, that property of some form is deemed the
qualification, and the only qualification necessary, in
order to entitle any person to enjoy the franchise.
For example, a certain owner of real estate or one
who bas a certain interest in real estate is to be entitled to.
the franchise, or a person possessed of a certain income is to
be entitled to the franchise, or a person who happons to be
uelated to the owner of property le to be entitled to the fran
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chise. Thus it would seem that the guiding prinniple on Accordingly it wilI ho necessary, if there fa'ne qu&llfiOatiou
which the right to the franchise resta is whether or not the 1of the tern female," to extend the franchise to the opiât"
person claiming such franchise is or is not the owner of the Indian woman, and to the widow Indian woman. It is pro.
property qualifications which alone is made the test. How- posed to extend the franchise toChinarnn. If Chinose won
ever, whether that is or is not the test, one may fairly look core here, they will core in under this general clans% and
at the arguments that are advanced outside as well as bore the Chinaworan will b. entitled to the franchise. I arnnot
in reference to this question. Some people in this House, sufficiently fariliar with the characteristios of the Chines.

lu te curs ofthedebtehav aruedthat it would b. wernen to say how intelligent they are, or whetlier thosein the course of the debate, have argueda Itwoldb
degrading to women to b. called upon to exercise the fran- who have core te this ceuntry have acquired sufficient know.
chie.; that they occupy a high plane; that they are ethereal Iodge of our institutions to be able to make a right u
in thoir character, and that, if they come down to the ordin- of the franchise. I bave that to ry hon. friends fror
ary struggles in political campaigns, if they become BritishiColumbia, who will b. able te speak more fally upon
embrolled in party strife and in party politics, they will that question. But at present, if the Ohinamen becore
fall from their high position and will come to the com- naturalised, the negro, if ho becomes naturalinod, the
mon plane occupied by the ordinary elector. Well, Indian, who ie our fellow citizen-ail theee are te
that does not appear to me to be an argument against have the franchise if they have the property qualifi-
their baving the franchise, but rather an argument in favor cation, and with tbem the females, if the Premier has hie
of it being extended to them. With the introduction of a way. Now, I have only been addressing ry argument in
better element into the body politic, there would come an view of the enfranchiserent of those of our own blood and
elevating influence, no doubt. Under those circumstances, race. I do net know whether the Mongolians are eumm'ent1
even if they do lose, to some extent, their refinement, they advanced te be ontitled te the franchise or not. But as reg=
would transfer it to those less refined. Thus we would the onfrannhisement of Cancasian wemen, net only are tJe
bave an elevation of the characters of the sterner sex, and engaged in occupations whicb afford a training te the min
finally, all would be nearly on the same plane. But if the but we flnd tbem giving proofs of their intelligence in many
argument that refinement disqualified a woman to exorcise ways. It is net se long since wemen found their way into
the franchise is to prevail, why, by parity of reasoning, you many callings that, until then, were deered only fltted for
might say that any man whose character is above that of men. IL seens te me that the matter ofthe franchise bein
his fellow men, whose thoughts are more elevated, whose extended eitber te mon or te weren is simply a maLter e1
every action is pure, should withdraw from the troubles of custor. Net having been educated te bock upen worn as
political life, and take no part in dealing with the affaira of ontitled to vote, naturally tb. proposition see ike.an
this country, should stand aloof from the exorcise of what innovation to us, and we feel conservative {pon the point.
we are told is one of the highest rights belonging to man But when w. beceme more famibiar with the idea, thon we
in civilised countries. I see no force whatever in the argu-rnust advance arguments te excinde them, or they mut
ment that women, by reason of their superior refinement, have the franchise. We have ne right arbitrarily to refu
should hesitate to take part in polities. Now, some lt; we muet advance resons. I do net quite agre. with
hon. gentlemen have contended that woman is not the Premier when he ays thaL Lb. matter of giving a fran-
posessed of sufficient intelligence to enable her to chise te any ene je merely a mattor cf expediency. I Lhink
make a wise use of the franchise ; that she may ho made a mistake there. I view the franchise in a differ.
be well adapted for private life, that she may be ont light I view the franchise as a natural right. I con.
specially fitted to administer domestic economy-I believe ider every man ougbt te have a roico in the raking of
that was the term one hon, gentleman used-but, after Lb. laws which apply te hlm, subject, ef course, te certain
all, that her mental cbaracteristics weresuch that she could limitations; that i8, wO shaîl be satisfied that ho basgiven
never make an intelligent use of the political franchise. sucliguarantees cf citizenship as make it safe te entrust
Well, Mr. Chairman, what position do we find women filling hlm witb that power. Grantud ho bas givon those guaran.
to day in this country ? In the Province of Ontario we find tees, and I do net admit it is a maLter of expediency
250,000 female pupils attending the public schools. Does wbether ho bas the franchise; but, on the contrary, who.
not the training they receive there enable them intelligently ever refuses him tho natural riglt des bin a grievous
to exorcise the franchise ? Are they not acquiring political wreng, and robe hum of that which le bis ewn, and cf which
information by reading the daily journals which arc found ne on. bas a right te deprive hlm. We approach this
in every household now ? Is all the teaching, all the industry question witb a prejudice, the prejudice cf custom, arising
exerted in their study and reading, thrown away ? Why, net from lng-established usage. But if wo can swoep away
not only do we find females to-day filling up places of sncb prejadice and approacb the considoration of the
learning as students, but we find them taking a higher question with a judicial mmd, I amnsatisfled we muet
position still. For years a great number of women have reecb a definite conclusion. I bave heard numbers
been engaged as instructors of youth, instructing not only cf hon. mombers on both sides speak on the subjeot
the female portion of those schools, but the boys, in history, from both standpoints; I could net make eut on which aide
in political economy, in teaching them how to exercise tbe bhey were speaking; in fact, they faced north and South on
franchise; and yet we are told that women are not Lb. question. That le net my position. As faras my
themselves sufficiently intelligent to exorcise the fran- intelligence bas enabled me Le arrive at a conclusion, I have
chise. It is extraordinary reasoning that though arrived at a definite conclusion en tus question. IL le net
they are intelligent enough to teach others how se long since w. found mon being derned cempetent te
to exercise the franchise, at the sane time they do discharge many of the duties in hfe that are now diioharged
not know themselves how to exorcise it. I think it is gener- by women. Go into our public places Lo.day, and what do
ally admitted that instructors are able to practise what they w. find-? Net many yeare since we had telegraphs estab-
teach. Of course, it may be argued that there are classes lisbed in Canada, as in other parts of the civilisod worbd.
of females that are not able, at present, to exorcise the frain- Who wore the first operatives? Al men.Inueu.ime
chise. If we take the Bill as we find it, and if we take the!wonen were engagod, and they became accustomed and
speech of the Premier to-day, who ex'pressed himseolf in qualifled for that 1f. The telegraph strike oocurred.
favor of extending the franchise to unmarried women and YouDg mon rose against this innovation, and declared they
widows, we shall gather the true scope of the Bill. Now, would net work side by side with wornn. The country
what classes of women, unmarried and spinsters, have wq was interested in Lb. question cf baving cheprabor and
in Canada ? It is propoeedLe enfranohiseLbp Indians. a reduction of wages fand the women . Ifa ines L omes.



In time prejudice passed away. The women discharged
their duties well, they enjoyed the confidence of their
employers and of the public, and it was found that employ.
ment of that kind, whilst it did not injure the women,
enabled them to find callings more congenial to them than
those to which before they had been limited, and thus in
time it came to be admitted, and it is now admitted without a
single exception, that it is a proper thing that women should
be allowed to earn an honest living in such light employ-
ment as th. telegraphic service. And so in other walks of
life. Take our stores to-day. Not many years have elapsed
since nothing but men, young and old, were found in the
large retail establishments in Canada. To-day, it is true,
men are still employed, but in most of the stores a large
number of women are employed. Take other industries.
Take the great manufacturing industries of the Canadian
cities. It has always been the custom to employ women in
cotton factories, but in the boot and shoe factories, and fac-
tories of that kind, the custom has sprung up during recent
years, it having practically commenced with their employ-
ment of the Singer sewing machine. What class do you now
find working the sewing machine ? Before the introduction of
the sewing machine work at shoemaking for the wholesale
trade was limited to men and boys; but with the introduc-
tion of labor-saving machinery it was found that a class
of work could be provided adapted to the weaker sex ; and
so on went the march of female progress. Women
were admitted in other departments to their rights.
Now they are recognised as fully entitled to earn
an honest livipg in such light employments as
the manufacture of boots and shoes and other
industries. What does all this lead to? Does it not
convince us that on this very question, the granting of the
franchise to women, whilst we may be prejudiced to-day
upon the question, and think that the granting of the fran.
chise to women may have disastrous -effects upon them, or
be productive of no good results to society, is it not reason-
able to suppose that we will find out, when we have tried
the question, that we were mistaken, as we have found ont
in regard to those other matters to which I have alluded. But
if we take up the Bill and ask the reason why the franchise is
given to anyone, we find that the Bill is based on the idea
that the rights to the franchise is a question of property
qualification. Then it does not become a question of usage
at all. If yougrant that any person, male or female, posses-
sing the necessary qualifications, is entitled to the franchise,
if yon seek to disfranchise anyone possessing that qualifica-
tion, the burthen of proof rests upon the person who seeks
to disfranchise her. Ownership of property is the only
grounds on which the franchise is given under this Bill, and
thetefore it will not do for them to deny that franchise,
simply because thelouse has not afflrmatively been convinced
that females ought to have that franchise. But we must go
further; we must assume what they are entitled to ask, and
has there been any argument advanced to show that they
should be deprived of what we have. I will assume, for
argument's sake, that the House will give them what they
are entitled to. I assume that they have their rights nunc
pro tunc, and that is the position in this matter. My hon.
friend from West Ontario, referring to the chivalrous age of
the past, reminded us that one of the arguments against
extending the franchise to women was the fact that they
are unable to bear arins; but it seems to me that it is just
as reasonable to say that as to say that men should not
have the franchise because they are not able to bear
children. Now, what will be the effect of granting this
franchise ? For I think if it can be shown that it would
interfere with the public weal we would be justified in
making the individual interest defer to the public interest.
What would be the effect upon womau herself ? It has
been said that it would degrade her, but no arguments have
been advanced upon that point. My opinion is, it would

Mr. MULOc1ç.
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have the contrary effect; it would elevate her, because we
know there is nothing which is more calculated to awaken
the latent energies of any class of people than a lively inte.
rest in the welfare of the country in which they live. If you
extend the franchise to women, to-morrow morning the first
thing they would take up would be the newspapers of the day,
and particularly that part of them in which the speeches in
this House would be recorded; and they would read the
speech which I am now delivering. Would not that have a
beneficial effect? Would it not elevate them? Then again,
in meetings in our constituencies we could tell them how
the work of this Session had been conducted, whom we met
and with what ceremony this House was opened. We
could tell them that these forme, unimportant though they
might appear, went back through long centuries to the
Saxon witenagemote of ancient times. What a field for
thought. And still they tell us that the effect of a woman
venturing to unsex herself by ber going innocently to the poll
and marking a ballot for herselfwould perhaps be degrading.
Not only would the effect on women be good, but the effect
on the community, I think, would be good. Apart from
the political effect, one cannot but admit that every person
bas an influence for good, and the more people we have in
society who are eduoated and refined the better for society.
Is it not better, then, to have women edacated, not in one
narrow sphere of thought, but in the broad field of politics ?
Is it net better then for them to direct their thoughts into
this wide field of research than to confine tbem within
narrow domestic channels ? The woman with a broadened
mind becomes a mother of a new race of men. le it not
safer, too, that the representation of the people should rest
on a broad basis than a narrow one? Is is not better
that every citizen should have a degree of direct
responsibility in the administration of the affairs of
the country ? If one-half of the country are disfran-
chised they are more or less dissatisfied with the laws
under which they live. They naturally argue that
they had no voice in making the laws, and, therefore, while
the laws are binding on them, they are not accepted with
that unanimity that they would be if they were made by
these people's representatives. Let them have their repre-
sentatives in Parliament to help to make the laws and then
they cannot disclaim their binding effect. Thus, it is idle
to pass laws in advance of public opinion. In Canada we
endeavor, on most occasions, to legislate in the wake of
public opinion. Such, in my opinion, should be the course
of Parliament, although in portions of this Bill I fear tha t
that wholesome rule has been disregarded. - If these advan-
tages which I have mentioned are to flow from the
extension of the franchise to women, it follows that the
withholding of the franchise leads to disadvantages.
What are we to think of a person in the state of
bondage or tutelage? fHas bondage an elevating effect
on the human mind ? No; it has a degrading effect.
I do not care whether it is slavery, in the literal sense ofthe
term, or bondage in consequence of any undue influence, the
mind of the person so enslaved becomes dwarfed and inac-
tive. I say that must be the consequence if we discourage
the human mind; if we keep the females in a state of poli-
tical subjection and tell them that the political book is a
book that is closed against them, they, in deference to the
wishes of others, recognise patiently and docilely such a
request and treat it as a closed book. Why close from them
such a source of light ? The withholding of this light
produces on their minds an effect the very opposite of that
which I have portrayed as the result of their being enfran-
chised. Let me put this in another way. What would be
the effect, as regards women as a clase, of their having more
direct representation in this louse. When any matter
cornes up in this flouse, we find hon. gentlemen taking
more or less interest in it, according as they feel specially
called upon to present that question. In all systems of
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representation there is more or les of class representa.
tion, and it appears to be an incident of human weakness
that interesta are considered according as pressure is
brought to bear. We find people in this iouse getting up
and.speaking very earnestly upon some matter, and for a
moment we wonder how it is they feel so keenly upon it.
A short time ago my hon. friend from Inverness (Mr.
Cameron) discuwsed the question of navigation between
Prince Edward Island and the mainland. His constituents
were interested upon it, and ho desired they should be bene-
fited by legislation in this House.

Mr. McCALLUM. What bas that got to do with the ques.
tion?

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman is endeavoring to
illustrate his proposition.

Mr. MULOOK. So we have many other similar cases, of
men taking a special interest in something that affects their
constituents without prejudice to their general view of the
whole legislation, and the reason they take such interest
upon particular questions is that they represent persons who
have a grievance. But take the case of the unrepresented
women. How has it been with them ? If we look at the
legislation in England we will find that the interests of
women were for a time almost totally disregarded. Women
could not hold property, according to the English law, until
very recently, in cases where she happened to be possessed of
personal property before marriage. Under the law of Eng-
land, with the framing of which she had nothing to do, the
moment she married, the bulk of her personal property
passed to her husband, and she became a mere dependent
upon ber huaband. Was that such a law as would have
been on the Statute Book had women a voice in parliamen-
tary representation ? Would her representative have allowed
such a law to pass ? Let us come to our own country and
take the Province of Ontario, of which we boast as being a
very intelligent Province. In the first few years, what was
the law with regard to the property of married women
there? Take the case of her personal property. If she
married without settlement, before a certain day, her per-
sonal property passed to her husband; and, in regard to her
real estate, he was entitled to the rents and profits of it
during life. From time to time ameliorations were made
in her condition, until to-day we can say that, so far as
regards property, she is now practically emancipated from
her husband. Why did those laws continue in the Statute
Book so long ? Is it to be supposed that if she had a voice
in the election of representatives she would -not have soon
discovered her legal status, and have had it secured long
before. Take another class of cases-the right of a woman
over her child. The time was, in England, when a married
woman had no control over lier child; it could be
taken from her by her husband, even during the period'
of nurture, and placed in other hands. Rer husband was
supposed to have absolute domain over that child and
wife. Was there ever a more unjust law placed on
the Statue Book than a law of that kind ? Yet such was the
law of the land, passed by a class of people who did not
represent the women. Times changed, and with enlighten-
ment and intelligence the acquisition by woman of more
influence in social life, an improvement of woman's condi-
tion was brought about. It was not long ago when an attempt
was made in this House to Obtain legislation which was
designed to improve the condition of woman. My hon. friend
from North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), who haa specially cham-
pioned the cause of the weaker sex, bas been endeavoring for
many years to free tbem, to protect them, and to hand his
own name down to posterity as their champion, by procuring
the passage of certain legislation here -

Mr. CAIERON (Inverness). What is it ?
.Mr. MULOCK. My hon. friend from Inverness was in

the House at the time, but if he does not know what
legislation passes, he trymg to prevent it passing, it is idle
for me to enlighten hin. My hon. friend from North
Norfolk, time after time, has invited the attention of
Parliament to a Bill for the suppression of a great social
crime, with what suocess you all know. Who killed that
measure?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Quebtion.
Mr. MULOCK. No question about it. The right lon.

the Premier, who to-day is advocating the rights of women,
killed that measure in this fouse.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Question.
Mr. MULOCK. Am I not entitled to discuss it? Very

well. All I say is, that that measure would have been
treated less cavalierly had women enjoyed the franchise
and been able to sit in judgment upon hon. members when
they returned to their constituents. Class legislation is
inseparable from all legislation, and the female class
are entitled to legislative protection. We see what
is the weakness of human nature by every represen-
tative feeling bound to consider the class that he is
dependent upon and being less interested in the"
welfare of those to whom be owes no obligations. If
pecuniary interesta are entitled to special consideration bere,
now much more is the welfare of the great female portion
of society entitled to be considered ? It has been said that
women are represented lere now. How are they represented ?
How would we like it if we were told that, women being
now considered on a par with mon, the time had arrived
when the franchise should be transferred to them, that turn
about was fair play, that they could rcpresent us for a time ?
We would think that was a very different matter ; but what
right would we have to complain if we refuse thom the
franchise, on the ground that we already represent them in
Parliament ? If you say that "lA " represents " B " in Par.
liament, why should we not extend the franchise ? Men as a
class are represented in Parliament to-day, but a portion of
them have not votes, and we are constantly extending the
franchise, so that at last every male British subject,
possessing some little qualification will have the franchise.
Why should we not say that more than half a million
mon have the franchise now, that they represent all
classes and conditions of men, and that they are
sufficiently interested in the welfare of the rest to choose
their representatives for them? You might as well put it in
that way as to say that women are represented because their
.husbands vote. It is argued that the duties attaching to
women are inconsistent with their exercising the pclitical
franchise. Al women are not so involved with domestie
duties that they have not the time to exercise the franchise;
and, as this country increases in wealth, we shall constantly
have more and more women who have no domestic cares to
speak of except the maternal cares, and are these people not
to take a small portion of time to record their vote? Even
if a considerable portion of them are not able to take advan.
tage of the franchise, is that any justification for denying
the privilege to those who can ? I will read the following
extract from an article entitled "Woman's Rights and
Dutie'," which appeared in the Edinburgh Review, in 1841,
over forty years ago.

"Â question has occasionally been raised, and I belleve by more than
one writer, whether the right of votinjg be not unjustly withheld from
women, but it seems an almost conclusive objection to giving them the
franchise that, by the very priaciple upon which it is bestowed, women
are unfit for t,tbeing always under influence. There are, no doubt, sore
cames of exception to that ruie, but so there are to every other rule by
which peraons are excluded from that right. Perhaps no other rule is
o extensively true as that women are under irfluence; but, further,
women have no political interests apart from men."

Now, let us consider this proposition, that women are not
entitled to vote because they are under influence. Do you
think the writer, wlio wrote that article forty yeare ago,
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would, if he were alive, repeat it to-day? Is there any hon.
gentleman in this House who would attach bis name to
such a proposition? I submit there is not. What sort of
influence ought to disqualify? Undue influence. What
man that goes to the poli but is under some influence ? He
has an affection for some person. He votes for the candi-
date because, perhaps, he has a respect for him, or because
some friend of his requested him to vote for him. fHe votes
for him for various motives other than political motives,
and these motives are the result of influence of some kind.
The same objection, taken by the writer of this article,
applies, to-day, with equal force, to the case of almost every
man that goes to the polls. This article goes on to deal
with another matter connected with this same question,
and I cannot clothe the idea in half as appropriate language
as the author has done.

An hon. MEMBER. Go on.
Mr. MULOCK. At the request of my hon. friend oppo'

site, I will go on.
Mr. RYKERT. Read the wbole of it.
Mr. MULOCK. The author goes on as follows -

An hon. MEMBER. Who is the author ?
Mr. MULOCK. I am reading from the Edinburgh

.Rev<ew.
Mr. DESJARDINS. What year ?
Mr. MULOCK I will let youknow to-morrow. Athird

class of women proposed to be enfranchised by the Bill in
question has been omitted. How can it be stated, as is
stated here, that we men bave no particular interests
apart from men? We know that in Canada a large num-
ber of unmarried women are possessed of property. That
property has to bear its burden to the State, Lt is charge-
able for taxes. We are every day passing measures that
will impose taxes upon these unmarried women and widows,
and yet they are to have no voice, no control, over that
legislation which,pro tanto, deprives them of their property.
The writer does admiL that women, even at that day, were
entitled to some special legislation. He states that they
have hardships which it might not be unjust to the men to
consider, with a view to their removal. Is that the way their
hardships would be dealt with had they the statutory power
themselves? Is that the tender way that we would restore
to them their property or their offspring ? I need not
dilate on this subject further. I have here a book, written
by Mrs. Reid, on the subjeet, entitled "A plea for
Women." (The hon. member read from page 49 to 53,
inclusive.) I trust that that book was not written in vain.
I trust that the perusal of this passage, which I have read
at the request of hon. gentlemen opposite, has not been in
vain. I trust it will have its influence on them, and that
however prejudiced they may be, they will now be in a
position to say that they have seen the light, and that they
will do justice to this portion of society. I have disoussed
the question simply with reference to the proposition of the
Bill to extend the franchise to a certain class of women only,
namely, to unmarried women, and I presume that the hon.
First Minister intended, by that definition, to exclude from
it Chinese women. I reserve any observations on that
point for a future occasion.

Mr. HOLTON. I do not propose occupying the time of
the House, at this very early hour of the morning, in repeat-
ing the arguments which a few hours ago were advanced in
favor of the adjournment of this debate. Those arguments
thon were good and unanswerable; now they are doubly so.
I therefore move that the Chairman do now leave the Chair.

Mr. RYKERT. I rise to a point of order. That is not a
proper motion. It should be that the committee now rise.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. It is the same thing.
Mr. MULoCK.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The member for Lincoln has
been a long time in Parliament, and he does not know that

f that is a proper motion. I think you, Mr. Chairman, will
agree that it is an eminently proper resolution. You have
sat in that Chair a great many hours; you look mleepy, and

- weary, and tired ; we may not all agreewith you, politically,
but I am sure we have friendly feelings towards you, and I

i think the motion may be characterised as a humane motion.
Those who have regard for you, I think, will not insist that
you sbould any longer sit in that Chair,because, if the motion
is lost, the Chairman has to remain in the Chair until another
motion eau be put that will carry. Now, in addition to the
Chairman desiring to be relieved, I desire some rest myself;
I am very tired ; I am not tired of listening to the discus-
sion, yet there is a limit to human endurance, and I call
your attention now to the hour at which this resolution is
offered, that it may go on record. It is now twenty-three
minutes to five o'clock in the morning. The House met
shortly after three in the afternoon, and we have been con-
tinously in Committee since.

Mr. SPROULE. Over one clause.
Mr. PATERSON. And the importance of that clause

must be manifest to every member of the committee. I am
.peaking, Sir, on a motion that ought to prevail at this

time that the Chairman be permitted to leave the Chair, and
that we may be enabled to go to our rest. I would like to
have the right hon. leader of the Government present to
hear the views expressed on this motion ; but he is unable
to be present. I suppose he is wearied out; and going on
as we are is not furthering the proceedings of the House at
all. Hon. gentlemen opposite know that there is not one
of them who is permitted or authorised to make any changes
in that Bill-

Mr. BOWELL. You have no right to make a statement
of that kind.

Mr. PATERSON-or to accept any amendments in the
Bill.

Mr. McCALLUM. We act just as we think we should
do as members of Parliament; we do not ask the permission
of anybody. The hon. gentleman makes insinuations.

Mr. PATERSON. I made no insinuation.
Mr. BOWELL. You made a statement that is not

correct.
Mr. PATERSON. The hon. the Minister of Customs

says it is not correct; if it is not I stand corrected.
Mr. MILLS. He can only speak for himself.
Mr. BOWELL. Certainly.
Mr. PATERSON. Do I understand that the Minister

of Customs has authority and power to accept amend-
ments that may be offered ?

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman ias no right to say
that no member of the Government has a right to make a
statement.

Mr. PATERSON. That is not my question.
Mr. BOWELL. Yon do not happen teobe my father

confessor, and I am not to be put through a series of ques.
tions.

Mr. PATERSON. The hon. gentleman said that what I
stated was not correct.

Mr. BOWELL. 1 say so now.

Mr. PATERSON. Therefore the Minister of Customs
las power to accept amendments. There is an amend-
ment in your hands, Mr. Chairman. If the Minister
of Customs las power to accept that, let him do so. It is
now near five o'clock, and it is impossible to disouss this
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important question at this hour with that degree of vigor
which It demands, and I think, therefore, the Government
should agree to this amendment. We have only been two
days in oommittee on this Bill, and the leader of the Gov-
ernment informed us, when expressing his intention to
bring down this measure, that it would require a whole
Session to diseuse it intelligently; yet he now wants to
force the Bill through in a night. This Bill involves a
great many propitione, and we have before us the remark-
able spectacle ofa Government being divided against itself.
The leader of the Government spoke to us of the great
pride he felt in extending the e rage to certain sections of
women, and dilated on the great satisfaction that he would
feel some future day in being able to give the right of fran-
chise to all the women without exception; yet on this very
essential part of this important Bill the First Minister is
obliged to pocket all his fine feelings and consent practically
to the defeat of his pet proposal. It appears that the position
of the Secretary of State is the one that is about to be endorsed
by the vast preponderance of hon. gentlemen opposite,
and that the Firt Minister will have to yield with the best
grace possible; but it must be very hard on him to let a
colleague in the Cabinet triumph over him in this, which
he described as the object of a heartfelt desire; to be humili-
ated at the hands of his own friends; to have them jeer at
the sentiments he as uttered-these sentiments of a life-
time-this is the unkindest cut of all. The people will not
be slow to appreciate this position, nor will they be slow to
condemn the action of a party who is endeavoring to stifle
discussion, and by sheer overpowering force of numbers to
wear out the physical energy of the mon who are opposed to
them, and who are determined that the rights of a free
people shall not be set aside with impunity. A gentleman
opposite inquired, in rather an excited manner, to-night:
Have not the members of the Government side as much
interest in the country; is it not their duty to discuss ques-
tions as much as the members on the Opposition side ?
Well, their duty certainly lies in that direction; but,
whether they have the interests of the country as much at
heart or not, their actions, which sometimes speak louder
than words, would seem to deny it. But the country will
understand this.

Mr. McCALLUM. No mistake about it.
Mr. PATERSON. I think there is no mistake about

that, as the hon. member for Monck says.
Mr. McCALLUM. No doubt about it, they will hold

you responsible.
Mr. PATERSON. That the gentlemen on the Govern-

ment side who are endeavoring thus to stifle discussion are
doing so in their own individual interests, in order to put a
Bill through this House that they think will have the effect
of returning them as members of Parliament, when it might
be a very difficult matter to accomplish that result without
it. It would not fill one quite so much with a feeling of
disgust were that all that was involved. It is, of course, to
those who like honorable, and manly, and fair dealing, some-
thing repugnant to see members of Parliament trying to
secure their return to Parliament through an Act of Par-
liament, afraid to trust the people; but that is not the worst
of it. They are not only attempting to force through, by
sheer overbearing numbers, a Bill designed to make their
own seats safe, but one designed to make the seats of their
opponents, in their judgment, very unsafe. It is not
a position that honorable men would crave, and
the people of the country, even the supporters of
hon. gentlemen opposite, do not think it an absolute
necessity that the present members should represent the
Conservative party. I believe there are men in the party,
in the different constituencies, who would be willing to run
without seeking this undue advantage. Ron, gentlemen

may lay'their plans, but those plans may fail to work.
There is such a thing in the country yet as a love of manly
British"fair play, and all honorable men and women thorough-
out the country will say that they do not approve of any
such conduct. Members of the last Parliament supporting
the Government were induced to cast their votes for a
measure which was introduced under the same circum-
stances, and which had for its object the same which I
believe is being sought in this Bill, and I saw them acting
under the same pressure which seems to be impelling them
on in the Bill now before the House, devising in secret,
planning in secret, summoning to their aid all the wire-
pullers in their different counties, and taking the map of
Ontario and cutting and carving it, putting a township from
this county into another, and a township out of another
county into this.

Mr. RACKETT. I rise to a point of order. le the hon.
gentleman speaking to a clause before the committee ?

Mr. PATERSON. A gentleman rising to a point of
order should not ask a question. If you rose to a point of
order, you must state the point, not ask a question.

Mr. HACKETT. The hon. gentleman is speaking to a
Bill which was passed some years ago.

Mr. PATERSON. State your point of order.
Mr. HACKETT. He is not speaking to the clause before

the House.
Mr. CIIAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman is not obliged

to confine himself strictly to the motion before the House,
but he cannot discuss the details of a measuro passed some
years ago. I think ho is wandering very far in going into
the details of a measure which has no bearing upon the
case before the House.

Mr. BRYSON. Now, apologise.
Mr. PATERSON. No, I will not apologise. The Chair-

man does not ask me to apologise.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order; address the Chair.
Mr. PATERSON. I am addressing the Chair. I

turned round, Mr. Chairman, but I was addressing the
Chair.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I was speaking to hini.
Mr. PATERSON. The member for Prince, P. E. t1

(Mr. Hackett) has now the opportunity which was
given a short time ago to tho membor for Lincoln (Mr.
Rykert), of learning something of the procedure of Par-
liament, even at five o'clock in the morning. I want to
point out to you that those members opposite, when they
hear the word "gerrymander " mentioned, conscious that
they have done an act that would bring anything but credit
to them, conscious that they had perpetrated a wrong upon
mon who sat opposite them, conscious that they had done
that which ought to make honorable and fair minded British
men blush, do not like to hear even the name of that Act
mentioned. When the question was before the electors, so
far as I know-and I was in many countles-they did not
dare to discuss it before the people ; they were ashamed
when it was mentioned ; they sought to drown discussion
upon it, and I saw them bow their heade in shame, in My
presence, more than once, when that measure was discussed.
I see a member-I can see him now-representing one-half
of a county, guilty of conduct that the public outeide called
craven cowardice, not willing to go back to his constituents
to take the votes of the same electors who sent him here
before-a strong Conservative riding it was-lhe dared not
consult his constituents again, until he had taken townships
out of his riding and put them into another riding, and put
other townships into his riding. I witnessed that spectacle,
and I saw an amendment, protesting against it, voted down
in dumb silence by that gentleman. I saw thatsame brave,
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honorable, noble minded man, that dared not go before his
constituents until he had strengthened himself, and figura-
tively tied the hands of the member who represented thei
other half of his county, and fellow townsman, and a man
with whom h. was on intimate terms-helping to tie his
bands, and trying to put him to a political death. That is
what I saw, and the gentleman who did that act sits over
there, ready now to put through another Act to strengthen
him in another gerrymandered constituency, not feeling
that his seat i safe at the next election, and endeavoring
to strike another blow at the hon. gentleman who, despite
is efforts, came back to this House from a Conservative

constituency, elected by a larger majority than he had in
is own constituency. Mr. Chairman, I have mentioned

these things to point out to hon. gentlemen opposite that
they may strive to weary out the little band in opposition,
who ask for nothing but fair play-

Mr. McNEILL. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order.
Mr. PATERSON. Sit down.
Mr. McNEILL. Mr. Chairman.
Mr. PATERSON. Sit down.
Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman has no right to call

out to another to sit down.
Mr. MoNEILL. I wish to ask if the hon. gentleman is

in order in speaking so loud ?
Mr. PATERSON. I expect you, Mr. Chairman, to

rale on this question. He rose, and I asked him to sit
down. I eould see by the lack of intelligence in bis face
that he had nothing to propound, and I asked him to sit
down. I saw that he rose from a sleepy condition, not
grasping the position of the debate. I do not attribute to
him a lack of intelligence at all times, because he is a gentle-
man of intelligence. But he did not rise to a point of order,
and I consider that he insulted you and insulted this com-
mittee, and I ask your ruling on it.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman has not insulted
me nor the committee. The hon. gentleman was asking
whether your tone was not too loud, and I do not consider
that an insult.

Mr. LANDERK[N-
Mr. BERGIN. I rise to a point of order. No gentleman

in this House, when another gentleman rises, has a right
to say, in the tone used by the hon. mnember for Brant, to
another hon. gentleman, "sit down ;" the question should be
put through you, and the order through you.

Mr. MILLS. It is clear that the hon. member for North
Bruce (Mr. McNeili) had no question of order to raise. It
is impossible to believe that he could have supposed that
my hon. friend was out of order because he was speaking
loud. He must have known that that was not a question of
order.

Mr. LA.NDERKIN. I would like to have your ruling on
that point. I would like to know if it is within the power
of a member of this House to rise and make an attack upon
another member who is talking in a fair and legitimate
manner. My hon. friend from Brant simply told him to sit
down. If he were Irish, ho might have knocked him down.
But he did not do that; h. raised a point of order, and I
want your ruling.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I have already ruled that the hon.
member for Brant was not in order when ho called across
the House to another member to sit down.

Mr. LANDERKIN. When the hon. member for Stormont
interrupted me I was saying that I thought he was the
member for Cornwall. Since thon I have found that there
is no member for Cornwall, and that ho is now member for
Stormont.

Mr. PATE&SoN (BraDt).

Mr. BERGIN. There is no member for Cornwall and no
member for Stormont, but there is a member who repre-
seîts both Cornwall and Stormont. As to whether it is in
order to walk across the floor and knock a gentleman down
who behaves in an ungentlemanly way, I cannot say, but
out of doors I think it would be in order, and I know an
Irishman who would do it.

Mr. PATERSON. I accept your ruling, Mr. Chair-
man, and my apology must be that it has been the
custom, when interruptions are made, to tell the hon. mem-
ber making them to cease the noise, to sit down and not
interrupt; and that was the cause of my telling the hon.
member to sit down. The hon. member for North Perth
(Mr. Hesson), who has interrupted me, should recognise the
fact that there are other Conservatives in the constituency
who would do equal honor as its representative. It is quite
possible that while they believe in Conservative principles,
it does not follow they are bound to accept as the nominee
of the party a gentleman who desires to have his elec-
tion carried by the appointment of a revising barrister. I
say there are people in North Perth who may take that. I
use that as an example, among many others, and therefore I
think that, notwithstanding what hon. gentlemen may say,
there will be sufficient prominence given to it before this
measure becomes law, that the people of the country will
know that the majority have been acting in a tyrannical
manner, that they have been using their overpowering
numbers, and that this measure will yield no such success
to hon. gentlemen opposite as they desire. For these rea-
sons I think that it is now time that you should resign the
Chair.

Mr. MILLS. Hon. gentlemen opposite, led by two Min-
isters of the Crown, seem very anxious to defeat the propo-
sition embraced in the Bill by the First Minister. I was
rather amused, Sir, at the anxiety exhibited, even by the
First Minister, to have this portion of the Bill defeated.
Then we have one hon. gentleman who, in speaking of this
measure earlier in the evening, informed us that this portion
of the Bill only applied to the Province of Quebec, and that
although he was in favor of woman suffrage-although he was
in favor of this portion of the measure--yet because the
people of Quebec did not favor the proposition, because this
portion of the Bill only applied to the Province of Quebec,
he would vote against the proposition of the First
Minister, and in favor of the amendment of the hon. mem-
ber for Cumberland. In fact, it comes to this, that hon.
gentlemen feel that each Province ought to be allowed to
pursue its own view with regard to this portion of the
Bill. I have been pleased to notice how carefully hon.
gentlemen opposite have, during the whole night, listened
to everything that has been said, how closely they followed
the carefully reasoned-out speech of my hon. friend from
North York. I think, considering to what an extent hon.
members on this side have saved the supporters of the
Government from the trouble of investigation on this sub-
ject, they should be glad to support the motion in your
hand-the motion for adjournment-which is a reasonable
one. I am reminded, in looking at this Bill, of a statement
which has been made by Mr. Matthew Arnold, that there is
a power in this world which makes for righteousness. First,
we had the Gerrymander Bill, by which hon. gentlemen
opposite hoped to succeed in wiping the Reform party out
of existence. But the failure of that measure ought to have
warned them against trying a second experiment. We all
know what was done on that ocoassion. We all know
the maps were kept in the Eastern Block, and that the
vote of each polling division was marked on that map.
We all know the labor which the Minister of Customs.
and others bestowed on the redistribution of seats. We all
know the problem which, on that occasion, these hon.
gentlemen had presented to their minds for solution,
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and we ail got the solution which was proposed to this est amount of patience to the consideration ofthese matters.
House on the 28th of April. I repeat again what was You have occupied that Chair since about three o'clook yes.
said by an hon. gentleman who attended the caucus of terday afternoon, and I think it must strike you as very
those gentlemen, who was one of the party, who was rather reasonable and proper that now, when the sun is shining
disgusted with what transpired there, and who mentioned through the windows, it is time for this committee to rise,
the circumstances to an hou. gentleman who was thon on I do not wish to say anything offensive to hon. gentle.
this side, the late Sir Albert Smith. He told us of language men opposite, by charging them with being obstructionists
that was rather more energetic than polite, that was some- and factionists in the way they are dealing with this pro.
times used in reference to that Gerrymander Bill& He told found problem, but I must certainly say that thoir present
us of disputes and difficulties that arose; ha told us how course, when viewed in the light of the history of this Bill,
townships wero traded for considerations; how after the Bill is entirely unaccountable, from the standpoint of sound and
was introduced hore on the 28th of April,it was not accepted practical legislation. This Bill was introduced on several
by a large number of those gentlemen who hoped to profit occasions, but never came up for discussion until the present
by it, and who did not profit to the extent they anticipated, Session, when, although it had been promised in Speeches
and who insisted on other changes; how the First Minister from the Throne for the last three years, it is brought up at
was involved in the difficulty of coming down to this so late a period that the fair, open discussion which it
House and pressing the second reading of a Bill which demands is altogether out of question. The course of the hon.
was not the Bill ho introduced; and how he was gentleman is in accord with the erratic manner which
compelled to introduce the measure a second time, or has distinguished his conduet with regard to this mea.
rather another measure, which the caucus had forced sure throughout. He dosires to pose as the champion
him to accept. Al these facts, which are in history, show of the ladies on the one hand, but on the other hand
that the way of the transgressor is not always smooth or he puts up one of his supporters to introduce
easy, and the result in many constituencies showed that it an amendment which will defeat the cause of which he
was not always successful. Hon. gentlemen are under- pretends to be an ardent advocate ; and in order to conceal
taking by this Bill to do precisely the same thing again. his true position from the people, the hon. gentleman is doing
They propose that the dice shall be loaded. They propose his best to stifle discussion, relying on his strong majority to
that they shall accomplish certain results in the electoral uphold him in this unmanly and undignified course; but the
contests by the measure now before the House. I have no fear hon. gentleman will find that the Opposition are not to be
that their expectation will be realised. I know that just coorced into submission, but are preparel to fulfil their
in proportion as you impress on any portion of the com- duty, so that they, at any rate, will be able to
munity the idea that they have been unjustly or unfairly dealt go before the people with a clean record. At this hour
with, just in the same proportion you will nerve them on to of the morning, it is natural for me to think, because i
a vigorous effort, and give them a determinat ion to succeod am Canadian-born, how our volunteers are faring in the
in defeating the wrong intended. There are always great North-West this morning. I think it would be a
a sufficient number of men who are not so strongly fitting compliment if we were to adjourn now out of res-
allied to either political party as to tolerate injustice, pect to those loyal volunteers, at six o'clock in the morning.
when that injustice is brought before them ; and those I think it would be showing a proper appreciation of the
hon. gentlemen are now abusing their position to accom- gravity of the crisis through which the country is now
plish an object that ought to be left entirely to the electors passing. Now, Sir, this is a pretty difficult matter. You
of this country. They are endeavoring to do here what know, Mir. Chairman, you have been almost continuously
has been unheard of in any othor country where represen- in the Chairsince eight o'clock. We have had pretty long
tative institutions have been established. They are attempting sessions for a month or six weeke back. The protractcd
to take out of the hands of the people the preparation of the sessions have resulted in the illness of one of the Ministers,
voters' lists and to put it into the hands of Ministers of the who is very highly esteemed by tbis House.
Crown. Sir, you mightjust as well allow one of the parties to Mr. MILLS. I would suggest that the Chairman shoulda suit to choose the judge to decide that suit, as to allow a wake up te hon. member, se lat le may har te speech
Government to detormine who shall prepare the voters fe my hon. friend,
lists and practically determino the elections. Now, Sir, lion. friend.
I say we do not want this measure; the country does Mr. LANDERKIN. I am glad to see that so many hon.
not want it; the only important feature in the measure, members have come in recently, on purpose to listen to me.
the only new principle of value, is that now before The hon. gentleman next read from Professor Fawcett on
us. Everything else in it is vicious, except this the woman's question, and thon quoted elaboratoly from
proposition, which the First Minister cannot get his Julia Wedgwood's works. Continuing, hosaid: Would the
friends to support. The hon. gentlemen should remember people of this country deem it unreasonable that this House
that they may "ldoctor " the constitution of the country too should adjourn at six in the morning, when you, Mr. Chair.
much. They may fail to accomplish what they have man, have been in your place from ton to twelve hours
undertaken. I remember reading, I think, Lord North, continuously. I claim that the people would say that such
having quoted the words on the tombstone of a celebratod a demand was a reasonable one and that it is proper the
Italian, which were these: "I was well, I wished to be flouse should now adjourn. Is it the will of the House that
botter, I sent for the doctor, and bore I am." These hon. it do now adjourn.
gentlemen ought to have considered this rather well, after Several hon. MEMBERS. Noe, no.what they have donc before. They wished to be botter,
and they introduced this Bill, and if they persist in the Mr. LA.NDERKIN. Thon what the country would
measure, and if, unfortunatoly for the country, they succeed reasonably admit the members of this House are not will-
in carrying it, I trust that the result will be precisely the ing to accept, and a proposition that the people of the
result of sending for the doctor, and I have no doubt in my country would readily subscribe to, the members of this
mind that that will be the result. Now, although we are House are not willing to agree to. The Government and
anxious to please hon. gentlemen opposite, they ought to their supporters, who feel that their strength is gradually
be reasonable and ought now to consent to an adjournment. ebbing away, are tryin to bolster up their position by

artificial means, and by sacrificing the rights and liberties
Mr. LANDERKIN. I think the members of the House of the people. They distrust the people, and are afraid to

must admit that you, Mr. Chairman, have given the great- submit their claims to them without obtaining some artifioial
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strength. The First Minister bas not been able to attend
during the sitting, to give us the benefit of his knowledge
and vast experience with respect to the different clauses of
the Bill. The same remark applies to the Minister of
Public Works, whose opinions we should like to learn.
Even the Minister of Customs bas not yet spoken on the
Bill.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. You are aware, Sir, that the right
hon. the leader of the Government told us yesterday that
the emancipation of women and the granting of the franchise
to women had bean the dream of his life, and ho was very
anxious that that dream should be realised. Nothing
seemed more extraordinary than the almost perfect unani-
mity with which his followers opposed this view. Every-
one of them who have spoken on the subject bas taken the
opposite ground to that taken by their leader. What is the
reason they have so departed from their usual mode of pro.
cedure ? The leader of the Government seems to have set
his followers pretty much the example the Yankee officer
g ave his men. He was posting bis men to receive the
British, and after he got his men placed on the top of the
hill, he said to them: "You will watch the British and keep
firing on them until they reach that tree nt the foot ofthe
bill, then you can eut and run; and in the meantime, as I
am lame, l'Il start now, and you will overtake me later."
The First Minister appears to have given this advice to
some of his followers, and hence the unanimity with which
they oppose his views in the matter. Some one bas said that
the franchise is a gift and not a riglit. I deny that. I hold
it is an inherent right, which we have no power to withhold.
Admit the right of unmarried women to exercise the fran-
chise and we cannot help logically going a step further and
giving the franchise to every woman, married or single. It bas
been argued that the right should cease once women get mar-
ried. Are we going to punish women for getting married ? Is
it reasonable to suppose that the woman, when single, who
has property, should have the right to vote, and that she
should be deprived of that right the moment she becomes
married. Everywhere we find women filling positions of im-
portance and trust. There is scarcely any occupation in the
country with which they have not something to do. It bas
been found by actual experience that they are, to say the
least, just as correct and more neat in their work than men.
I have bad some experience, in the institution of which I
happen to be the head, with fernale clerks, and we find that
they perform their work well and faithfully. I think it is
but a couple of months ago that, for the first time in my
life, I heard women address a public audience, in the
Dominion Mothodist Church, in this city. There were
three or four ladies who spoke in succession, and I seldom,
if ever, heard finer addresses than they gave-more logical
in their construction, more conclusive in their argument
and more touching in their appeals; and, Sir, this thought
came into my mind at that time, and I could not banish it:
Not one of these women is permitted to vote. I think that
many women in this country are far more capable of exer-
cising the right of the franchise than are a good many men,
and if they do not exercise it it is because they are
deprived of their liberty.

Mr. FISHER. I wish to say a few words on the subject
of adjourning this sitting of the House. I see the bon. Min-
ister of Public Works is looking at his watch. Perhaps ho
wishes to move an adjournment.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No; not at present.

Mr. FISHER. If the hon gentleman wishes to go to
breakfast, of course we do not wish to keep him here. But
I think it is very desirable that we sihould adjourn, and then
the Minister eau go to breakfast. Perhaps the bon. gen-
tleman might also-remember that the rest of us would like
a little breakfast, too.

Mr. LANDERKIN.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). He might ask us to breakfast.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. As the bon. gentlemen
opposite seem to want an invitation, I have much pleasure
in inviting them all to breakfast, if they will come down
now.

Mr. FISHER. I am afraid the hon. gentleman is hardly
safe in inviting us all at once. Perhaps he had botter go
and take some of bis friends with him; and if he would say
at a quarter past eight o'clock, instead of five minutes
to seven, perhaps then the rest of us might accept his invi-
tation to breakfast. However, Mr. Chairman, as there seems
to be no disposition on the part of the hon. gentleman to
adjourn the debate, I will proceed to give some reasons why
I think ho should do so, in the public interest. I um sure
he cannot pretend that it is in the publie interest that the
members of this House sbould be compelled, after sittirg
here all night, to debate at great length a question of adjourn-
ment at seven o'clock in the morning. After devoting
ton hours a day for a period of three months, hon. members
are called to consider the most important question which
bas engaged the attention of the House during the present
Parliament. The Bill bas not been discussed in the country,
and it is only after it bas been thoroughly discussed in the
House that the average elector can come tounderstand that
it is an important measure. No reasons have been given by
the Government leader as to any necessity for the measure
at this period of the Session. If they have any reason to
give I should be glad to hear it.

Mr. HESSON. In reply to the challenge of the hon.
gentleman, I would say that it bas been stated that bon.
gentlemen opposite intend to debate the Bill until next
August. The Globe bas made that statement, and hon.
gentlemen opposite must not be surprised if we are willing
to allow them to have all the rope they want. When the
flansard is published the publie will be able to draw their
own conclusions as to the honesty and sincerity of hon. gen-
tlemen opposite. I give this as a fair and honest reason
why hon. gentlemen on this side of the House should feel
it necessary to press this measure, even beyond what might
seem fair, but bon. gentlemen opposite have only them-
selves to thank for it. There is no desire to prevent free
discussion, but it must be remembered that hon. gentlemen
opposite have already upwards of 200 pages of Hansard
containing their speeches, and yet we are still debating the
question of the woman franchise. There is au evident
attempt on the part of bon. gentlemen opposite to obstruct
Government measures.

Mr. FISHER. I am very grateful to the hon. member
for Perth for the reusons ho has given. I suppose ho
speaks as the Ministerial mouthpiece.

Mr. HESSON. I speak for myself.
Mr. FISREIR. That was not the point about which I

enquired. Wbat I asked was, as to why gentlemen opposite
were determined to put this Bill tbrough in this way and
at this time. No explanation bas been given as to why the
Bill should not have been brought down two months ago,
and discussed at a time when the House was doing almost
nothing. We shall discuss this question just as long as we
think it necessary to accomplish our object. It is well
known that the work of the flouse is very much behind,
and that the Estimates have been little more than entered
upon. No doubt similar hurry will be shown in dealing
with the Canadian Pacific Railway ; but as hon. members
have been disappointed with respect to this Bill, so they
will be disappointed when the Canadian Pacifie Railway
measures comes before the House.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds and Grenville). Any more
threats?

Mr. FISHER. I have no desire to threaten. I desire
simply to assert our rights to discuss questions the Goveru-
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ment bring before the louse. Hou. gentlemen opposite
seem to think I am extravagant in this matter, but 1 have
been glancing through Ransard, and find that in the earlier
part of the Session, down to within a couple of weeks ago,
a great deal of time was lost by early adjournments, the
Government having no business on hand, and therefore I
have the right to protest against this indecent hurry and
precipitate course taken by the Government at this stage of
the Session, on a question of the importance of the one now
before us.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I am reminded of a former
occasion, on which we sat to as late an hour as this, and a
little later. On that occasion we were accused of obstrue.
tion, but we were debating a great constitutional question.
What are we debating now ? We are debating a question
upon which the parties on the two sides of the House are
divided. It is not a party question, but gentlemen sitting
in Opposition have chosen to see in it a question on which
they can make political capital, and to make it a party
question, a question of obstruction, and nothing else.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Withdraw that expression.
Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I decline to withdraw it.

I am strictly within parliamentary rules.
Mr. LANDERKIN. I rise to a point of order, and I

want your ruling, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. I do not think the hon. member was

out of order.

Mr. CAME RON (Victoria). The question now before
the louse is in no respect a party question. The limitation
which is proposed to be made by the amendment of my
hon. friend from Cumberland (Mr. Townshend) is simply the
point as to whether, in the franchise for the Province of
Quebec, women should be allowed to vote or not; and upon
that point there are different opinions on both sides of the
House; the two parties are divided; and yet hon. gentle.
men on the Opposition side of the House have chosen, on
this particular question, to obstruct the proceedings of the
House. We know the object they have in view, that is, to
prevent the passage of any Franchise Bill whatever, delay-
ing and obstructing the proceedings of Parliament ; not on
a legitimate and proper question, not on a legitimate issue,
but they see fit to occupy the whole night and the whole
day in this obstructive course, with no other view than to
delay the proceedings of this House, to delay the passage
of the Franchise Bill, and to keep us here in session until
the 1st of July, or later, carrying out their expressed
determination to obstruct effectually, if possible, the passage
of the Franchise Bill. If they wish to continue the debate
by bringing up their relays of refreshed sleepers, we will
meet them. lf they think to defeat this Bill by having
recourse to this kind of tactics, they will find themselves
very much mistaken.

Motion, Mr. Holton, that the Chairman do now leave the
Chair, negatived; yeas 14, nays 29.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I beg to move that the
committee rise and report progress, and ask leave to sit
again. A motion that you leave the Chair bas just been voted
down at fifteen minutes after eight o'clock in the morning.
Members attending to their duties have been here all nighit,
forced by a majority of members in this House, acting in a
most tyrannical manner. Gentlemen speak about the
country taking notice of it; and do they think the Opposi-
tion have anything to dread from the country taking notice
of it ? They want the country to notice it; they are
determined the country shall notice it, and sit in judgment
upon it. Hon. gentlemen opposite need not lay the flatter-
ing unction to their souls that we dread anything in that
line. The Ministerial majority are determined to tyrannise

over the small minority in this louse. We are answerable
to the people of the country, to our constituents, for the way
we have acted in relation to this measure. The motion
that is before the Chair now may be accepted by both sides,
because it proposes that the committee rise and report pro-
gress; and at three o'clock in the afternoon the House will
again go into committee. Io it too much to ask that, from
eight o'clock until three, we should have a recess ?

[At this point the DxpuTY SPEAKER left the Chair, which
was taken by Mr. TAssÊ.)

Mr. MILLS. I rise to a question of order. I think,
under our new rules, it is competent for the Speaker of the
House to call some person to the Chair in the absence of
the Deputy Speaker, but it is not competent for the Chair-
man or Deputy Speaker to call another member to the
Chair, when he, the Deputy Speaker, is in the House.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). The new rule only applies to
the Chair and not to the Chairman of Committee. I ask
the ruling of the Chair upon this point.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. TAssÉ). I rle that the point of
order is not well taken.

Mr. DAVIES. Hon. gentlemen opposite appear to accept
the situation. I desire to ask them whether these proceed-
ings ,re dignified.

Mr. BOWELL. No ; they are disgraceful.

Mr. DAVIES. Have the demands for adiournment
been fair demands ?

Several hon. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. DAVIES. I submit they have been, and that hon.

gentlemen opposite were well aware that at least three hon.
members had prepared speeches on this important question,
and they were physically unable to proceed. Accordingly,
an adjournment was asked. Had an adjournment been
granted the business of the House would be further
advanced than it is now.

Mr. RYKERT. I have a suggestion which I think will
solve the difficulty presented by the hon. member for
Queen's (Mr. Davies). I know ho is tired out. J, myself, am
tired, but I could go on for the full forty-eight hours, ifneces-
sary, although I have not been out of my seat for the last thir-
teen hours, over ten minutes. My hon. friend seems anxious
that the hon. members for Brant (Mr. Paterson), Charlotte
(Mr. Gillmor), and North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), should
speak upon this question. Now, the hon. gentleman knows,
if this motion be carried in the committeo, and the question
is disposed of here, either to wipe out female franchise or
allow it to stand in the Bill, that does not stop discussion
of the matter hereafter. When the Speaker takes the Chair
again a motion may be made to restore that clause, or
strike it out, and then all these hon. gentlemen can peak
on the question at any length. Why do they wish to
obstruct this committee and detain us for forty-eight hours
longer, when we can solve the difficulty so easily ?

Mr. DAVIES. I think there is an insuperable difficulty.
We have been debating for a long time, without approach-
ing a decision, and how can we expect to decide it now, in
a House composed of not more than one.third of the mem-
bers ? Does ho suppose that either one side or the other,
in a full House, would consent to ho bound by sncb an
arrangement. The hon. gentleman knows that the leader
of the Opposition, when here, has a certain amount of res-
ponsibility, and he is not going to commit himself to a
policy of talking against time or reopening the discussion of
the question which-has been once settled.

Mr. BOWELL. I observe that the hon. momber for North
Norfolk and the hon. member for Charlotte have just come
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in, looking very much refreshed, and as if they were quite
prepared to give us long orations, and we are quite pre-
pared to hear them. If it be nocessary that these two
gentlemen should speak, and that the discussion should go
on, thon let us settle the question now, as to whether the
motion made by the hon. member for Cumberland shall
be accepted or rejected. ' Thon he says it is unfair
that such an arrangement, as proposed by the
hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert), should be
accepted by the leader of the Government or by the
Opposition. Has he forgotten that the hon. member
for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), in the debate yesterday afternoon,
said positively that this would not be the end of the discus-
sion, that they were determined to have on record the names
of those who are in favor and those who are opposed to
female franchise ? For my part, I say frankly that 1 am
anxious to record my vote in favor of the proposition to
grant the suffrage to women. But we shal have ample
opportunity for that. I have good reason to know, and I have
been told-perhaps it is unparliamentary to say what one has
been told in reference to this matter-but I know it is the
general rumor around the corridors and the hotels that the
Opposition have declared they will prevent the passage of
this Bill, if it takes them until August. If this be the policy
of the Opposition, we should know it.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. TAsst), in support of his ruling
with respect to his position in the Chair, quoted from May,
page 429, and from Bourinot, page 417.

Mr. CHARLTON. We have been engaged for a number
of hours in a work that is fruitless and hardly becoming
sane and intelligent men. We met yesterday afternoon at
three o'clock, and began the discussion of this Bill,which wo
continued until two o'clock this morning. It was perfectly
evident that the discussion of that clause could not be closed
at a seasonable hour, and that the motion to rise and report
progress was a reasonable motion. Had the gentleman who
leads the Government, and bis colleagues, acceded to .that
motion, the consideration of this Bill would have been pro-
mioted and the temper of this House would have been much
better. I saw, on coming in this morning, evidences that
a very unparliamentary state of things existed. I saw one
hon, gentleman in a most undignified position, in a position
that made him appear ridiculous to his fellow members, and
apparantly in a condition which made him insensible to the
reproof of the Chair.

Mr. WOODWORTH. I rise to a question of order. The
hon. member for North Norfolk bas charged a member of
this House with being in a condition that ho was insensible
to the humiliating position ho was in. That is incorrect.
I know to whom ho refers, and that member, if the bon.
gentleman's reference means that be had been taking
intoxicating drinks, has not touched them in any shape
whatever. It is well known that ho does not drink, and
the hon. gentleman bas made a mean, cowardly, contempt-
ible-

Mr. DAVIES. I call upon the hon. gentleman to retract
that language. I ask you ruling, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman is not in order
in qualifying the statement of an hon. gentleman as mean
and cowardly. I think the observations of the hon. member
for North Norfolk require explanation. If ho means what
he is understood by the member for King's, N.S. (Mr. Wood-
worth) as meaning, thon ho is ont of order.

Mr. DAVIES. I ask if that language is to be withdrawn
or allowed. I ask your ruling, Mr. Chairman, on it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We will discuss that.
You cannot say that a member tells a lie ; but you eaun say
that the statement is inaccurate, false and untrue. You
cannot say that a member makes a false insinuation, but

Mr, BOWELL,

yon can say that an insinuation bas been made and that it
is false. Yon can say what you like about language, but
you cannot attribute motives or impropriety of conduct to
speakers. But with respect to language, you can use just
such language as you please.

Mr. DAVIES. I ask your ruling, Mr. Chairman, as to the
words " mean, cowardly and contemptible statement."

Mr. WOODWORTH. I said mean, cowardly insinuation.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. member is entitled to make

his statement as to what ho said, and if the bon. gentleman
states, as ho has done now, that the language used was
" mean, cowardly, contemptible insinuation," I do not think
that is unparliamentary.

Mr. CASEY. Did the hon. gentleman say that that state-
ment was made by any member of the flouse ? We want
another statement, Mr. Chai.rman, beyond that of the
Premier, who in parliamentary practice is sometimes
slightly wide of the mark.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The question of order has been
decided.

Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. gentleman who interrupted
me in the very pleasant manner in which ho did interrupt
me was a gentleman noted for amenities of debate, and for
his nice choice expressions. So far as my observations
went, in regard to the condition of the House, I referred to
the conduct of the gentleman who sat in the Chair when
you, Mr. Chairman, retired. I referred to the hon. member
from Ottawa (Mr. Tassé), who called an hon. member to
order, declaring that ho was acting in an unparliamentary
manner and was sitting in an unparliamentary attitude. I
have made no insinuation as to what led to that.

Mr. WOODWORTH. You did.
Mr. CHARLTON. As regards the manner in which the

hon. gentleman bas addressed me, if it took place out of
this louse I would say it was coarse and brutal; as it is, I
do not criticise it by any language whatever. I rose with
no intention to discuss the question in other than in the
best possible spirit. We are doing what we shall all regret,
and no good will come of it. I remember, when the member
for East York was at the head of the Government, and we
sitting on that side of the House, on one occasion, attempted
very much the same thing as bas been attempted to-night.
It was a useless and undignified session ; it was a session that
must have lowered the character of the House in the eyes
of everyone who witnessed the proceedings, and the result
of that session was the reverse of salutory or good. We are
doing the samo thing now. The Minister of Customs, a few
minutes ago, informed us that ho had heard threats here
that the Opposition intended to keep Parliament in session
till August. I do not know on what authority those boass
were made. I know such bas not been the determination
of the party: that the determination is simply that this
question shall be fully discussed.

Mr. RYKERLU. The Globe says so.

Mr. CHARLTON. It does not matter who says so. That
is all we asked, and when we asked for an adjournment at
half-past two this morning, it was perfectly in accord with
that determination, merely that the question should be fully
and freely discussed. I recognise the ability of the Gov-
ernment to pass this Bill. With them rests the responsi-
bility. I believe the Bill is wrong in principle, as well as
in detail, and that it cannot be modified so as to prevent a
wrong being done. The First Minister promised that this
Bill should have full consideration, and yet, on this, the first
day in committee, ho applies the gag, and attempts to stifle
discussion. I hold that the Opposition occupy a reasonable
and impregnable position, and I think it would be magnani-
mous on the part of the majority to give way and allow the
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House to adjourn, and on its meeting again the matter in
hand would be speedily disposed of.

Mr. SPROULE. The motion for adjournment can only
be asked for on reasonable grounds. Up to the present, 240
pages of Hansard have been filled very largely with speeches
made by hon. members in opposition to this Bill, yet we
have not got so far as the second clause. No less than
thirty-one members of the Opposition have spoken on the
Bill. All of them spoke on it once, several of them
twice, many three times, and some even four times;
there is scarcely a member of the Opposition, who is in the
habit of speaking in this House, who has not made a long
speech on this question. I find that no less than forty four
speeches have been delivered by the Opposition on this
question, up to the present; and if we may judge of - the
future by what we have had in the past, we may expect as
many more before the Bill has gone through all its stages.
Has the course of the Opposition been marked by a desire
to advance the measure, or has it not been pure, unadulter-
ated obstruction, of the very plainest character. No one can
doubt that the latter is the case. Their course has been
marked by speeches which have had no relevancy whatever
to the question under discussion, and page after page of
books has been read to this House which did not touch the
question at al, and were plainly read for the purpose of
gaining time. If there ever was a question before this
House which has had ample time for consideration, it is
this one. Any further discussion which hon. gentlemen
opposite would have, could only result in a repetition of
their argument. The hon. member for Queen's said he had
not spoken twice on this subject.

Mr. DAVIES. I said I had no opportunity of speaking
on the second reading of the Bill, and that 1 had prepared
a speech on the most important principle of the Bill, at its
second reading; but when that came off, it was five o'clock
in the morning, and I did not care to inflict a speech on the
flouse thon.

Mr. SPROULE. I have here the hon. gentleman's speech
in Hansard on the second reading of the Bill, and it covers
five pages.

Mr. DAVIES. That was on the firsi amendment, and
not on the second reading of the Bill.

Mr. SPROULE. The secoind reading was on the 16th
April and that speech was made on that date. Again, the
hon. gentleman treated us to a very long and exhaustive
speech last night, and since thon he has spoken two or
three times on motions. From a reasonable calculation, I
find that the delay given to this Bill by members of the
Opposition has cost the country no less than $15,000 to
$20,000. There have been no less than 240 pages of
Ransard filled with speeches on this question, and yet hon.
gentlemen say they have not had a fair opportunity for
discussion; no less than thirty.one members of the Opposition
have spoken on it, and yet hon. gentlemen say they have
not had time to discuss it. They say : We appeal to fhe
country against the tyrannical majority that are endeavor-
ing to put us down. Where is the tyranny ? Is it on the part
of members of this side who sit quietly, and have allowed hon.
gentlemen opposite to go on with the debates for hours on one
clause. Is that an evidence of tyranny on the part of this
House, or is it not rather evidence of obstruction on the
part of hon. gentlemen opposite ? It is quite evident that
there is an understanding between them that the work of
the Session must not go on. It is rumoured that the Session
is to be kept up until July or August ; their organ has
deciared that intention, and yet we are told by those hon.
gentlemen to-night, that they have no desire to retard the
work. The country is aware that they are responsible for
keeping back the legitimate work of the Session, only two

clauses of this Bill having been touched, although forty-five
hours have been expended in the discussion.

Mr. RYKERT. When I addressed the bouse I stated
that every hon. gentleman who had spoken on the second
reading ofthe Bill, either in favor or against female suffrage,
had spoken again to-night, except the hon. member for
Queen's (Mr. Davies). I have refreshed my memory on that
point, and if the hon, gentleman will turn to page 1206, in
the Ransard, he will find that in speaking of female suffrage
ho said :

" But the friend of the ladies himself, who introduced the clause into
the Bill, who got all his friends throughout the country to give him all
the credit that was due te the introduction of such a clause, is now te
throw them over-yes, throw them over, and not in a very gallant way
either. It puts me in mind of an old English couplet:

'He kicked them down stairs with such a sweet graoe.
They thought he was leading themn up.'

'The hon, gentleman now is going to kick them out of the Bil altogether.
And he is doing it in such a mild way. He is not going to do it him.
self, but he is going to get the House to do it He is to get the credit
of putting it in the Bill, and the House ie to take the odium of kicking
the ladies out."

I stated also that hon. gentlemen opposite were organising
for the purpose of fighting this Bill out to the lst day of
August. The hon. member for Huron (Mr. Cameron)
threatened to fight the matter out, if it took him all summer,
but the whole secret lies in the fact that these hon. gentle.
men got other orders from the Globe :

" They must only be men and set their faces like a flint against all
such proceedinge, and must see te it that, come what may, thought the
Session should last till August or December."

These hon. gentlemen have brought their policy of obstrue-
tion to its culminating point by their course during this
sitting. They say that they cannot allow this clause to go
through the committee, because the hon. member for Quebec
(Mr. Laurier) has certain amendments tö~ offer to other
clauses, but they could do this as those clauses came up.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman knows very well the
reason we did not desire a vote to be taken was that, up to a
few minutes ago, there was hardly anybody in the House.
Not one-fourth of the fouse was present, and we did not
wish to obtain a snatch verdict. I suggested to the hon.Minister
of Public Works that we should adjourn and let the vote take
place to-night, but ho refused. Thore is a very strong dis-
position on the part of th member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert)
to make it appear that I had spoken on the second reading
of the Bill, but I did nothing of the kind. I spoke on the
amendment to the second reading, to postpone the discussion
of the Bill, and the hon. gentleman knows that in speeches
on amendments we are not allowed to introduce foreign
matter.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). We are here as independent
members ofe arliament, and we are here to take our own
course in the discussion of public matters. Hon. gentlemen
opposite charge us with obstruction. They have no
grounds for making that charge. During the past woek we
have been sitting until three, four and five o'clock every
morning, and I ask you, Sir, is it fair that this Government,
with its majority of seventy-five to eighty, should attempt,
by means of that majority, to force a measure of this kind
through the House, without giving an opportunity to hon.
gentlemen on this side to express their views on it. If there
is any obstruction, it is on the part of hon. gentlemen
opposite. The business of the Session only began about
three weeks ago, although we have been here now three
months, and the Bill now -under discussion has only been
before the House for five days; and surely a measure of this
importance demands a longer time thsn that for discussion.

Mr. GILLMOR. It is very evident that the Government
and their supporters are determined by brute force to rush
this legislatiori through the House, and other legislation
which is yet to follow. I have no idea of gotting home for

1885. 1437



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 28,
a month or six weeks yet, and the Opposition cannot do
justice to their convictions, of duty to their constituents, to
the taxpayers of this country, if they allow this kind of
legislation to go through without very full discussion. I think
this Franchise Bill has been brought down for the purpose
of giving the Government an unfair advantage at the polls.

Mr. McMULLEN. The hon. the First Minister having
left this an open question, his supporters seem to take that
as a reason for not expressing any opinion on the measure,
with the exception of some of his supporters from the Pro-
vince of Quebec, who, I am glad to see, were not afraid to
express their opinion boldly as to the inadvisibility of this
Bill. Hon. gentlemen opposite are certainly not treating
this side of the House with the courtesy with which they
were treated by the Mackenzie Administration in 1874. The
Government then carefully considered ail suggestions of
those hon. gentlemen, especially of the right hon. the First
Minister, who was then leader of the Opposition, and embo.
died several of thoir amendments in the Franchise Bill under
wh ich we are now elected. We, however, are not treated with
courtesy of even the slightest consideration, but on the con-
trary are charged with obstruction, simply because we insist
on an opportunity being given us to place our views on record.
I believe, however, that the people will become thoroughly
aroused to the flagrantly and unjust conduct of the Govern-
ment on this question, and will not tamely submit to the
indignity offered to their representatives in thisiHouse, and to
the base attempt made by the Government to secure control
of the electors.

Motion (Ur. Paterson, Brant), that the committee rise and
report progress, negatived on a division.

Mr. COCKBURN. I do not think that the country or
society are prepared for such a sweeping measure as is pro.
posed by this clause of the Bill, in reference to woman suf-
frage. This is a measure fraught with the very gravest
consequences, and requires and ought to receive the fullest
consideration on the part of this House, and of the people of
the country. I am pleased to find that with the advance of
civilisation the gentler sex are receiving a much greater
recognition for their noble qualities than they have in the
past. I do not see that it is possible properly to discuss this
measure at so late a period of the Session. I cannot under-
stand the reason of the Government for introducing this
measure at the present time, because we have two more Ses.
sions before the next general election.

Mr. MITCHELL. We cannot always tell about that.
Mr. COCKBURN. In all human probability we

will not have another election until 1887. I do not
think that it would suit hon. gentlemen opposite. When
we come to consider the effect of the pro-
poeed measure, it is almost appalling, and the
greatest responsibility will rest upon this fouse in the
deciE ion we make regarding it. Now, I observe a great incon-
sistency in this Bill. It is proposed to confer the franchise
on the unmarried portion of the female community only.
I think that is entirely wrong. If we confer the franchise
upon the unmarnied portion of the sex, and ignore the
married portion, it would be setting the unmarried ladies
over the married ones. Now, what class of society is there
which deserve a higher respect than the matrons, who fromi
expe ience in managing the household, etc., are well1
qualified to vote? The whole community are indebted toi
the ladies for their elevating and refining influence. With-'
out the ladies I do not know what would become of the1
gentlemen. Darwin has written largely on the science ofi
the avolution of the human species, but without the refining1
influence of the ladies on society, I do not know where theg
men would drift to. They would become monsters, worsed
than gorillas, I am afraid, many of them. (The hon. gen-
tleman here read several pages from an essay of1

Mr. GIwLuoR,

Lord Jeffry, on the writings of Mrs. Hemans, and
followed with other prose and poetic quotations.) There
is no haste why this question should be considered. It
will be time enough next Parliament to consider it. It is
one of the largest questions we have ever been called upon
to decide, one which affects all our domestic relations-,-a
complete revolution. Not that I underrate the ability and
the qualifications of the ladies, but there are so many things
to be considered that the question should be held over until
public opinion las had time to forn itself upon it.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). We are now discussing the
principle of the Bill. We are now dealing with the merits
of the proposition contained in the Bill itself, and with the
proposition of the hon. member for Cumberland, to strike
out that portion which enfranchises the women of the
country. I am not going to make any apology, even at this
late hour, for making the observations I propose to submit
to the House. The provision we are now discussing is an
extraordinary one, one that opens a vast field for enquiry
and investigation. One of the peculiarities of this Bill is
that the moré you investigate it the more extraordinary
discoveries you make. No man will read this Bill with
any degree of accuracy and study without arising from
its perusal profoundly impressed with the extraordinary
ingenuity of those who framed it. The clause we are diseusE-
ing is that relating to female franchise ; and, as regards
that, we have the unique spectacle of the First Minister
declaring himself an ardent supporter of it, and then
expressing his readiness to yield, should the motion of the
hon. member for Camberland to Etrike out that clause be car-
ried. I am confident the First Minister did not preparethis
Bill, for any statesman preparing it would at once have fore-
seen the results which it would bring about in our legislation.
The hon. member for Provencher (Mr. Royal) pointed out
the consequences that would result from the introduction of
this principle into our legislation. The hon. member for
Rouville (Mr. Gigault), also a supporter of the Government,
expressed opinions not in harmony with those of the leader
of the Government. He declared he opposed this Bill in
toto, on the ground that some of the principles contained in
it would, when carried out to their legitimate conclusion, lead
to a radical revolution in the whole system of the franchise.
The consequences ef this clause appear to me to be inevi-
table. One of those consequences was referred to by one
hon. member who spoke, namely, that the passage of this
clause would lead inevitably to manhood suffrage. Now, I
do not say tht I am opposed to that ; a great deal cau be
said in favor of manhood suffrage. It is the simplest system
of suffrage that can be adopted; it causes the least possible
difficulty in the registration of voters, and under it the least
possible corruption is likely to occur. But this Government
and this Parliament are not prepared to carry the principle
so far as that ; and we have a suffrage presented to us
which is based on a property qualification of some kind.

Mr. CH AIRMIAN. I would call the hon. gentleman's
attention to the fact that we are now discussing the second
cliuse of the Bill, to which an amendment las been moved,
and I would ask him to confine his remarks to that, and not
to discuss the general principles of the Bill.

Mr. CAMERON. That is just what I am doing; I am
showing that the adoption of female suffrage would inevita-
bly lead to something else, and that is a reason why it should
not be part of the law. This question of female suffrage las
been discussed in the Imperial Parliament, and I may refer
to the opinions expressed there by eminent men. A Bill was
introduced there in 1876 by Mr. Forsyth, an eminent lawyer,
to remove the disabilities under which women labored, by
extending to them the franchise. One of those who spoke
on that question and whose opinion ought to have the great-
est possible weight in this Parliament, was Mr. John Bright.
(The hon, gentleman here read, from the English Hanard of
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1876, extracta from a debate in the English House of Cam-
mpus on 4 is subject.) Under this Bill every person, with
very few exceptions, who has a right to vote lias a
right te ho olected, and if a lady was to be elected
to this Parliament, neither the Sergeant-at-Arms nor
the Speaker would have the power to exclude her
from her seat. That is one of the consequences of this
measure, which should receive careful consideration.
We have legislated too hastily in the past, and this Session
it is proposed to amend two Acts which were passed with.
out due consideration. The hon. member for Provencher
(Mr. Royal), who discussed this question in unexceptionable
language, referred to the fact that giving ladies the right
to vote would bring thom in contact with an undesirable
element. In that he agreed with Mr. John Bright, and I
will quote the remarks of that gentleman on this ques.
tion. (Seo Hansard's "Parliamentary Debates," of the
English House of Commons, 1876, page 1738.) You who
have undergone the labors, the hardships, the trials and
temptations of a political contest, have an idea of the
element it is necessary te come in contact with in order
to succeed in such a contest. How would hon. gentlemen
like to have the memLers of their families introduced into
contact with that objectionable element. I do not mean to
say that that objectionable element is of the voting class,
because, wherever there is a political gathering, there are
elements collected together which are not desirable and
which are not entitled to the franchise. After a further
quotation from Mr. Bright's speech, he said: If you once
concede the principle of this Bi, you must carry it out to
its logical conclusion. If ladies are entitled to vote, they
are entitled to'sit in Parliament, and ladies have sat in
Parliament before now. Abesses sat and deliberated in the
councils of the Saxon kings, and in the reigu of Edward
III six English countesses were summond to Parliament.
The hon. gentleman has told us that he makes this an open
question. He knows perfectly well that the chances are
ten thousand te one that hie propsition, to which he is so
wedded, will be voted down. But, while ho deprives the
white ladies of this Dominion of the right to vote, deprives
the married ladies by his Bill, and allows the proposition to
enfranchise the single ladies and the widows to be voted
down, he i by this measure allowing the Indians, the
squaws to vote. It is true that, in the interpretation cladse
of this Bill, the word "person "is said to mean a male
person, married or unmarried, including an Indian. That
might be said to include only male Indians, but, by the
indian Act, it will be seen that it includes squaws, for the
interpretation clause of that Act says:

" The term 'Indian ' means-firstly, any male person of Indian blood
reputed to belong to a particular band; secondly, any child of such per.
son; thirdly, any person who is or was lawfully married to such per-
Bon. "

So that any woman married to an Indian is entitled to a
vote. The hon. gentleman proposes to enfranchise the
Indians and squaws of the country, a proposition which
appears te me to be an outrage-that the wards of the
country, living on the money of this Government, the infants
of the Dominion, should receive the franchise. We know
that, whatever Government is in power, they will exorcise
a strong influence over the Indians of this country, through
the agents who are scattered over the Dominion, and who
dole out the bounty of the Government te these Indians.

Mr. RYKERT. Are we discussing the question of female
suffrage or of Indian suffrage ?

Mr. CH[ARLTON. Female Indian suffrage.
Mr. CA MERON. Nobody is more out of order than the

hon. member for Lincoln is. I am discussing the question
of female suffrage.

Mr. WOODWORTIH. The hon. gentleman went on to
speak Of the influence thie Government had over the Indiana.
Was that diseussing female suffrage ?

Mr. CAMERON. I say so still. I say the influence
of Governments is very powerful over Indians, males
as well as females. For the reasons I have stated, I
am opposed to the Bill and to this particular clause of the
Bill,

Mr. CHARLTON. It is with some regret that I rise to
address the House at this time to engage in discussing the
principle of a Bill which is forced upon us by the action of
the Government side of the louse. The hon. member for
North Victoria stated that I charged the leader of the Gav-
ernment with a lack of sincerity in this matter, but he is
mistaken on that point. I did not charge him with a lack
of sincerity, but with a want of courage, of determination,
in not exerting his power to securo from the House a
favorable verdict upon the matter which he says he regards
as one of great importance. We ara informed that one
reason for objecting to woman suffrage is, that that principle
is unpopular in the Province of Que bec; but on exactly the
same ground the leading principle of the Bill, that of an
uniform franchise, should also be withIrawn, as it would, I
believe, be rejected by every Province of the Dominion, had
they the opportunity of expressing their wishes upon it,
and for that reason the Provinces should be left to regulate
thoir own franchises.

Mr. RYKERT. I call attention to the fact that the bon.
gentleman is not speaking to the question of female fran.
chise which is now before Ithe Committee.

Mr. C.ARLTON. I am speaking of the princip!o
adopted by the Government of endeavoring to enforce a
uniform franchise all over the Dominion,

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I did not catch the hon. gentleman's
remarks, but he knows the rule, and I hope ho will not
transgress it.

Mr. CHARLTON. I have not the remotest d<sire to
transgress the rules of the House. I was pointing out that
the feeling of the Province of Quebec on the question of
female suffrage illustrates the fact that it is impossible for
the Federal Government to lay down a franchise which
shall ho satisfactory to all the Provinces.

Mr. WOODWORTH. The hon. gentleman is again out
of order in discussing the whole question of the franchise as
has already been done on the second reading of the Bill.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I think the hon. gentlenan was out
of order.

Mr. RYKERT. Hear, hear. Always wrong.

Mr. CH ARLTON. No doubt if I was possessed of the
illimitable knowledge of the hon. member for Lincoln (Mir.
Rykert) I would never be wrong, but the hon. gentleman
at present is offensive, as he almost always is. I say that
married women to-day occupy a position in society decidedly
different from what they did fifty or one hundred years ago.
(The hon. gentleman read here extracts frorm the Debates of
the English House of Commons on the question.) The experi.
ment of enfranchising women bas already been tried. It has
been relegated from the domain of theory to that of fact.
(The Ion. gentleman proceeded to quote at great length from
Mrs. Hugo Reid's work on the Enfranchisement of Women.)
I shall not detain the House any longer. f believe that the
principles of justice require that we should not make the
distinction we have hitherto made between the sexes, but
that if we extended the rights to women with reference to
the franchise that are possessed by men, it would be botter
for the country and botter for ourselves.

Mr. PLATT. I have a few remarks to make upon the
important questiQn inow under consideration, and I wish ta
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avail myself of the opportunity of speaking for once very
early in the debate. You must, Sir, appreciate the diffculty
of the task imposed upon us, of discussing this question to
its full extent without any adjournment of the House; but
it seems teobe forced upon us by the course of those who do
not perceive its importance sufficiently, to rise to their feet
in its defence. We should, perhaps, willingly yield to the
evident desire of hon, gentlemen opposite to proceed to the
discussion of other clauses of the Bill, if we did not consider,
in common with the leader of the Government, that the
clause now under discussion was a very important one. The
amendment before us, as I understand it, is to exempt a
certain Province of this Dominion from the operation of
certain clauses of the Bill. It strikes a blow at the propo-
sition of the right bon. leader of the Government to enfran-
chise women, and also at the argument of almost every hon.
member who has supported this BilluIn favor of a uniform
franchise. It is therefore a direct blow at the foundation of the
Bill itself; and that amendment, the very first one moved,
comes from one of the right hon. gentleman's supporters.
As it is a direct blow at the most vital part of the Bill, I
think it is the duty of those who favor the Bill as a whole,
as well as of those who do not, to vote it down. If we are
to have a uniform franchise, we should have it in its entirety
without any exceptions. If the right hon. leader of the
Government would withdraw the Bill altogether, that would
effect the purpose of the amendment botter than could be
done in any other way. It must be noticed by hon.
gentlemen opposite that wo on this side of the Iouse are
the only defenders of the great chieftain of the
Conservative party on this occasion, and, therefore,
they ought to feel obliged to us. Scarcoly any
of his own supporters have found any argument in support
of this particular feature of bis moasure. The leader of
the Government must see that ho made a mistake in leaving
this part of the Bill an open question, because the
mutiny in bis ranks has become gencral. Hon. gentlemen,
foeling that it is the first time for many years that they
have enjoyed liberty of conscience, desire to take advan-
tage of it, and to sec how they would feel as free men who
had the privilege of opening their mouths occasionally.
Some hon. members have at first spoken in favor of grant.
ing the franchise to women, but, after gotting their cue
from those members of the Government who are opposed
to the proposition-perhaps the Secretary of State or the
Minister of Public Works-they have at the end fallen into
lino, and the general disposition on that side seems to be
to vote down what their honored leader considered the prin-
cipal feature of his Bill. The member for King's (Mr.
Woodworth) sought to show that the position taken by the
leader of the Government was similar to that taken by Mr.
Gladstone, and in support of that he quoted an extract that
had been read by the member for West Durham (Mr.
Blake), which, I think, was intended to show, aDd does
show the differenco between the position taken by Mr.
Gladstone and that taken by the First Minister. This pro-
posal to give the franchise to women may be considered a
social innovation, but a few years ago it was found degrading
te women to go behind the counter to assist in selling
goods, to take charge of a set of books, or to be operators
in a tolegraph office. No harm has, however, resulted from
women taking these positions. In that way they have had
some means of obtaining a livelihood, they are not wholly
dependent on the sterner sex, and it is no longer their entire
business in life to obtain a husband. I believe that no
danger will arise from the extension of the liberties of
women. Contention and almost riot arose when it was
proposed to introduce ladies into our medical schools, and
on the other side of the lino to admit tbem to the legal pro-
fession, but step by stop these advances are being made.
Women are now doctors and lawyers, they are botter for it,
gnd humanity is botter for it, and none of the dire results

Mr. PLAÂT.

predicted have arrived; in the same way the evils predicted
by hon. gentlemen opposite as the result of the ex-
tension of the franchise to women would disappear
if the franchise were extended to them. Women can vote
without engaging in any of those matters which, it is
objected, are foreign to the genius of their sex, and whieh
might degrade them in the eyes of their sisters. We do not
propose 10 compel women to vote. It has been said that
they have not asked for the franchise. It does not belong
to women to ask; they generally expect the men to pop the
question. They know that we are guarding their intere4ts,
and they will approach this House with greater force when
they possess the influence of voters. Let us either leave
the varions Provinces to decide when women shall vote, or
lot us make the Bill uniform and give female suffrage in
overy Province.

Mr. CAMIE RON (Middlesex). It has been urged that
women should be kept out of politics; that is, admitting
that the political arena is lower than her place. Is it not
possible that politics could be elevated by the active influ-
ence of woman ? If so, much of the complaining about the
tendencies of our political differences to lower the moral tone
of society would be without force. Our experience is that
woman elevatesc very subject in which she engages. It has
been argued that women shouli not receive the franchise
because they have not a special political education in public
affairs, but so able a writer as George Cornwall Lewis has
contended that the absence of suclh a qualification is by no
means undesirable on the ground that the grand inquest of
the nation is expected to deal with all matters affecting the
public weal, and that consequently as every member of the
community has some education on some one particular
point there is no necessity for a special education in politics,
bocause matters affecting every interest must at one time or
other be considered.,The present condition of woman has been
the result of her gradual development from the slavish rela-
tions she occupied in ancient times, but she has not yet in
any country reached the full measure of that development.
(The hon. gentleman quoted from John Stuart Mill on the
question.) It has been said that if women did possess the
franchise they would not exercise it, but a very strong
proof that such would not be the case is furnihed by
the experience in municipal elections under the law
recently passed by the Legislature of Ontario, by which
certain classes of women are admitted to the franchise. It
is a fact that in municipalities in the west, including that
in which I live and others adjacent to it, while the ratio of
male voters who voted in proportion to the whole population
was 52 per cer.t., not less than 47 per cent. of the females
who were entitled to vote recorded thoir votes. This feature
of the Bill has not been discussed before the country to
anything like the extent that a question of its sweep.
ing character should be discussed. I hold that the Govern-
ment are dealing unjustly by their supporters in the coun-
try if they abandon a proposition on the strength of which
they have attempted to secure votes. It is not
fair to those who have claimed public support
on the ground that the Government had intro-
duced a measure for the enfranchisement of women,
that they should abandon in this summary way the child
on which their friends in the country had set so much store.
The Bill as a whole was open to the objection that the
necessity for it did not exist, and that neither at the last
general election nor at any elections since had it been
made a question at the polls. But if this statement should
be qualified at all, it was in reference to the female fran-
chise. In elections in which ho (Mr. Cameron) had taken
a part since the general elections of 1882, the intention of
the right hon. the head of the Government to introduce
females to the franchise was used as a means of securing
support to the Tory candidates. Within recent years the
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inclination of ladies to attend political gatherings, in
Ontario at least, bas developed to a marked degree, and this
fact prompted the bid that was made at all these political
gatherings to secure support to the Tory side. The ladies
present were in all cases asked to support the Tory candi.
date from the fact that the First Minister's intention was
to give them the franchise. Now this was the only cir-
cumstance under which this measure had been referred to
in the west, and the one feature of the Bill on which a public
verdict had been sought, on which public support had been
obtained, the Government now proposed to abandon. The
Government by their action stood convicted of a fraud on the
country in their action andjustified more than ever the con-
viction that this was a franchise of fraud. It does not follow
that women, if they had the franchise, would aspire -o those
public offices and positions which are open to males. Many
males are now possessed of the right to vote who are
debarred by law from occupying any legislative position.
Nor should their lack of a political education be regarded
as a reason for depriving them of the franchise, else,
on the same ground, many males who now enjoy the
franchise might be deprived of it for the same reason. One
great objection to the Bill is that it considerately restricts
the franchise which is now in force in many of the
Provinces; this is particularly the case with regard to
the Provinces of Prince Edward Island and British
Columbia, as well as the Province of Ontario. To compen-
sate for this restriction we were promised the enfranchise-
ment of women, that it is now proposed to abandon, while
the restrictive features of the Bill as applied to men were
to be retained.

Committee rose, and it being six o'clock the Speaker left
the Chair.

After Recess.

Mr. CATUDAL. (Translation.) Mr. Chairman, not
withstanding the advanced stage of the debate, I believe it
is my duty to say a few words on the important measure
which is now before us. That measure is so radical, that
none of the enlightened countries in Europe have consented
to put it in their Statute Books. Still, the Conservative
party, and the Conservative press of the country, who are
every day trying to show that we are in sympathy with the
radicals of Europe, are those who wish to adopt a law
which has been rejected by all these countries, for it is well
known that all these countries have refused to grant the
right of suffrage to women. There is hardly more than
one opinion in the Province of Quebec to condemn this
Bill; and I believe that, if the First Minister had consulted
the electorate of the Province of Quebec, he would never
have dared to introduce a measure which is so contrary to
the views of the people; but, if the hon. First Minister
wishes to establish Iwoman suffrage, I do not see why ho
does not carry out this principle to the end, nor why he
does not give to married women the right which he desires
to grant to widows and spinsters. We know, that in the
Province of Quebec, a woman having a separate mainte-
nance from her husband, pays taxes on lier property to
provide for the administration of publie affairs. The same
may be said of the woman living in community of goods
with her husband, and who is supposed to own half of the
property. Once again, why not grant to these women the
same right which is sought to be granted to widows and
spinsters. (Here, the hon. member reads extracts from
Conservative papers of the Province of Quebec, to show
that public sentiment is adverse to that measure. He also
quoted several authors, to show that the measure introduced
by the hon. First Minister is not in harmony with the
writings of the greatest writers of the whole world). A.

1iA

measure of this kind has never been adopted in any country,
except in the Western Territories, such as Dakota, Wyo-
ming and Washington, and in the territories where the
State Government has a right of veto on the Bill, which
.has been accepted by the legislature. In England, when
Stewart Mill proposed woman suffrage, he, at the same
time, presented a petition signed by 12,247 men and women,
asking that this privilege be granted to women. Here, it
is not the same thing; no petition has been sent to this
House, neither by men or women, in favor of this right of
suffrage; and the hon. First Minister wishes to impose
this measure against the will of the people of this country,
and especially of the Province of Quebec. For these rea-
sons, Mr. Speaker, I shall vote in favor of the amendment
of the hon. member for Cumberland (Mr. Townshend).

Mr. SOMERVILLE (Brant). Before this question is dis.
posed of I wish to make a few remarks upon it. When the
hon. First Minister was in New York some time ago, he
was met by a deputation of leading ladies on the subject of
woman suffrage. It will be remembered that he deliverel
an address to them, in which he set himself forward as the
champion of their rights and privileges, and that he re-
ceived their warm thanks for the efforts he had taken in
promoting their interests. This fact shows that he is d3-
sirous at all events of obtaining popularity amonget the
ladies on the ground of promoting their enfranchisement,
though I cannot say that I have been able to discover yet
that he is thoroughly sincere in his desire in this regard.
If he were sincerely desirous that the women of this
country should be enfranchised, I do not think there could
be any difficulty in bringing that about. I do not think any
man will dispute that he is supreme in this Parliament, and
that whatever he directs to be done must be done by those
who sit behind him. He had but to give forth the fiat, anl
the men who sit behind him would at once have rushed to
his assistance. But we find that while he is desirous of
securing public applause and public favor by pretending
that he is in favor of enfranchising women, and by bringing
in a Bill for that purpose, it is well understood in this
louse that he has given the wink to his followers that he
does not want this clause in the Bill carried. If I was in
need of any further proof of this I would refer to the re-
marks made by the hon. member for Lennox (Mr. Pruyn)
last night or early this morning, when he made his maiden
speech in this House, and when he said that the question
was all settled, and that the members who supported the
right hon. leader of the louse had made up their minds
that they were going to vote against the clause for the en-
franchisement of women-that it was understood by those
who supported the Government that they were to vote it
down.

Mr. SPROULE. He did not say that at all.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. What did he say ? I heard the
hon. member for Lennox, and my understanding of the
statement was that it was wellunderstood by the supporters
of the Government that they were to vote this clause of the
Bill down.

Mr. BOWELL. Nothing of the kind.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I suppose he said it in his inno-
cence. If he had been as long in the service and as well
posted as my hon. f riend the Minister of Customs he would
have known when to keep his mouth shut. Now, this
question is a burning question at present, not only lu
Canada but in ail civilised countries of the world. In Eng-
land the question has been discussed at great length lu
the House of Commons, and to a certain extent the women
of England at present enjoy the franchise, and are entitled
to be elected to important positions of public trust; and I
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am glad to say that the women of England who have beeni
elected to such positions have discharged their duties in a
way to do credit to their sex. In the Province of Ontario,
too, for some time past, the women have enjoyed the privi-
lege of exercising the franchise. Those who own property
have for many years past possessed the right to vote on
municipal by-laws for the expenditure of public money, and
recently the Local Legislature extended the privilege
further. I live in the viinity of a town where the women
exercised the franchise at the last municipal election, and I
am happy to say that nearly all the women whose names
were on the voters' list availed themselves of the privilege,
and voted for the candidates of their choice. There is one
question upon which, of all others, I should like the women
of this country to have an opportunity of voting, and with
regard to which, if they had, there would be a revolution;
I refer to the license question. If women were enfranchised
to-morrow they would sweep the curse of drink from
the land, and would otherwise elevate the moral tone
of the country. If we ever reach that stage of
enlightenment when we shall entrust the franchise to
women, I am satisfied that we shall never have reason
to regret it. There are as many intelligent and
reading women in this country as there are men.
I am satisfied there are as many good active politicians
among the women as there are among the men, and any one
who has ever attended a political meeting at which ladies
have had the privilege of being present, will concede the
fact that their presence has had the effect of softening the
asperities which often mark the conduct and speeches of
politicians at such meetings. Their presence has an elevat-
ing tendency at all such gatherings, and I am sure that, did
the women possess the franchise, we would not witness the
scene now before our eyes of hon. gentlemen opposite trying
the force of logic and argument by the brute strength of a
powerful majority. As this question of woman suffrage has
been thoroughly discussed in England, I will read, for the
information of hon. gentlemen opposite, extracts from some
able writers, and also from speeches of leading members of
the British House of Commons on this important question.
(The hon. gentleman then proceeded to quote lengthy
extracts.) I am very sorry that I cannot go further into
the reading of the opinions of these eminent gentlemen, as I
understand that it is not necessary for me to further discuss
this question at the present time. I think, however, that, in
all fairness to the women who have had their names brought
forward in this Bill, we should give their claims to be
enfranchised all possible consideration, and I am satisfied
that the vote which will shortly be taken in the House on
this question will show that there are a number of gentle-
men in this House who are in favor of encouraging the
women to aspire to higher positions in the management of
the affairs of the country, and to discharge duties which in
many cases are not very creditably discharged by the men
who are sitting here.

Amendment of Mr. Townshend agreed to.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the committee

rise, report pi Jgress, and ask leave to sit again.
Motion agreed to; and the committee rose and reported

progress.
THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to ask the right hon. the
Premier whether any information has been received from
the disturbed district in the North-West ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, there is no informa-
tion other than what is gathered from the newspapers.

Mr. MITCHELL. I put that question as the next leader
of the Opposition, in the absence of the principal leader of
the Opposition.

Mr. SomviLzL (Brant).

RETURNS ORDEIRED.
The following Returns were ordered during the early

part of the Session, commencing 27th April and continuing:
Return of all the hardware and railway supplies purchased in Halifax

by the Department of Railways and Canale, for the Intercolonial or any
other Government works, in each year, from July lst, 1878, to Decem-
ber 31st, 1884; the names of the different firme, and the amount paid to
each firm in each year; amount of goods purchased without tender in
each year, and the names of the firms supplying said goods ; names of
firms in Halifax from whom tenders were asked, and whose tenders were
accepted; items of goode purchased in 1884, by tender, and without
tender; also, the names of firme from whom these purchases were made.
-(Mr. Forbes.)

Return showing the postal revenue at Victoria, B.C., from all sources,
specifying the amount from each source, month by month, for the eight
months included in the period, lst July, 1884, to 28th February, 1885.-
(Mr. Baker, Victoria.)

Return of all officers of the Civil Service, from the resident Dominion
Government agent down to the messenger, in each and every Depart-
ment (by Department> in British Columbia, giving full christian and
surnames, their ages, present rank, pay, allowances, dates of appoint-
ment and promotion, made up to the 31st December, 1884, or nearest
possible date.-(Mr. Baker, Victoria.)

Return of the freight earnings of the Intercolonial Railway for the
year ending 30th June, 1884, similar to the descriptive statement of the
freight earniugs of the Prince Edward Island Raiiway, to be found on
page 84 of the report of the Minister of Raiways, wit the addition of
such other articles of treight not contained in said descriptive state-
ment as were carried on the Intercolonial Railway. Also, a compara-
tive statement of the operation of the Tntercolonial Railway for the
said year, showing: 1. Passenger earnings per mile of road In opera-
tion. 2. Freight earnings per mile of road in operation. 3. Gross
earnings per mile of road in operation. 4. Net traffic earnings per mile
ofroad in operation. 5. Percentage of expenses to earnings. 6. Pas-
senger earnings per passenger train per mile. 7. Freight earnings per
freight train per mile. 8. Earnings per passenger per mile. 9. Earnings
per ton per mile. 10. Average distance per passenger. 11. Average
distance per ton.-(Mr. Davies.)

Copies of all memorials or correspondence presented to or sent the
Government by the mayors or city councils of the cities of St. John and
Portland, relating t the interruption of traffl between these cities by
the railway crossing on Mill street, and for the erection of a bridge
across the said street.-(Mr. Weldon.)

Copies of correspondence between the Indians of the Fort William
Reserve, or any one on their behalf and the Indian Department, and
between the Indian Department and Indian agent, whether by telegraph
or otherwise, on the subject of the action taken under the existing
timber licenses.-(Mr. Blake.)

Return of any memorials or correspondence with the Department of
Marine and Fisheries in reference to the site of the new lighthouse at
Quaco, built in place of the former one destroyed byfire; showing what
was the purchase money paid for present site and to whom paid, and
showing also who is the present keeper of the light, when appointed and
at what salary.-(Mr. Weldon.)

Copies of all correspondence, reports, recommendations and repre-
sentations received at, and sent from the Department of Customs since
the year, A.D. 1880, to this day, on the subject of the Richibucto Harbor,
the Customa business done thereat, and in any way relating to the
Customs service there; including all claims made for extra services by
or on behalf of any preventive officer of the Ports of Richibucto and
Kingston.-(Mr. Landry, Kent.)

Copies of ail correspondeuce, minutes of 6videuce taken, reports,
memoranda or telegrame whatsoever, relating to or causing the dismissal
of one Brenton Dodge, of Kentville, King's County, Nova Scotia, from
the office of Collector of the Port of Kentvie, Nova Scotia.-(Mr.
Moffat.)

Copies of all papers orders, letters, vouchers, correspondance or any
other memoranda whatever in the possession or under the control of the
Department of the Minister of Customs, or any of the members of the
Government, or any of the officials of the Government relating to, or in
any way connected with the alleged violations of the Customa laws by
swearing to false invoices or in any other mode by one John Leander
McKenzie, of Canning, King's County, Nova Scotia, and of the firm of
Sheffield & McKenzie, of the same place, with a copy of the decision of
the Customs Department in such cases.-(Mr. Moffat.)

Return of all moneys received by the Government as export duty
levied on oak, pine and spruce loge since Confederation, up to January
lst, 1885, showing the amounts received from each shipping point where
such duties were levied, giving in detail the amounts collected each
year, and giving the names of each person from whom duties have been
collected, and also the amounts he or she has paid each year.-(Mr.
Edgar.)

Return of all correspondence and petitions from mariners, vessel
owners and others, not already brought.down, relative to the selection
of a route for the construction of the Murray Canal, or the character of
the harbors afforded by Presq'Isle and Wellers' Bay respectively. Also
all offers made by tenders or otherwise to construct said canal by any
other than the adopted route, together with aIl reporte as to progreuof
work of construction in possession of the Governmont.-Mr.ockbu.)
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Return showing: 1. The detailed amounts actually due ta the Super-

visor of Cullers at Quebec for culling and measuring; 2. The names of
all parties indebted, and the date of the incurring of each liability.-(Mr.
De St. Georges.)

Copies of all correspondence, Orders in Council and Departmental
Orders respecting the appointment for any purposes of the Government
of the agent of the Edmonton and Saskatchewan Land Company, and
respecting any difficulties that have arisen between the settlers and the
company and the Government.-(Mr. Blake.)

Return of instructions ta the health officers of the ports in the Pro-
vince of New Brunswick, and quarantine regulations issued by the
Department of Marine and Fisheries or the Department of Agriculture
relating ta these ports.-(Ifr. Weldon.)

Statement of amounts paid in bounty in the years 1883 and 1884 on fish
caught in Bras D'or Lakes, in the counties of Cape Breton, Inverness,
Richmond and Victoria and number of boat drawing such bounty in
each county.-(Mr. McDougall, Cape Breton.)

Return showing the actual total cost iof laying the telegraph cable
from COlover Point, Victoria, British Columbia, across the straits of Juan
de Fuca to a point at or near Dungeness, W.T., said returu ta give the
names of persons ta whom sums have been paid; nature and extent of
services rendered entitling them ta such payments ; cost of cable, time
occupied in laying said cable and its length.-(Mr. Baker, Victoria.)

Statement of all payments during 1882-83 and 1883-84 for the "Domin-
ion Annual Register " to any one except H. J. Morgan with the names
of the persons who received the money and a statement of the manner
in which the numbers of the book were distributed.-(Ir. McCraney.)

Return of aIl papers, correspondence and reports with reference to
Nelson & Son's consiguments of school books ta late firm of James
Campbell & Sons, Toronto.-(Mr. Wallace, York.)

Copies of the memorials presented ta the Government by the delegates
who waited on the Government in reference ta the bonuses granted ta
railways declared ta be for the general advantage of Canada.-(Mr. Wat-
son, for Mr. Fleming.)

Copies of all correspondence, Orders in Council, reports and other
papers in connection with the removal of Mr. J. E. Starr, of Port Wil-
liams, Nova Scotia, from the office of fishery overseer, and the appoint-
ment of his successor; and a statement of the distance between the resi-
dence of Mr. Starr and that of his successor, and of the length of the
coast Une of King's County, N.S.-(Mr. Blake.)

lst. For a statement of the names of the original stockholders of th®
Ontario and Quebec Railway Company, with the amount of stock held
by each, and the dates and amounts of all cash payments thereon. 2nd.
Statement in the same form as of the date of the prospectus for the issue
of sterling bonds by the company. 3rd. Statement in the same form as
of the lt of March, 1885.-(Mr. Blake.)

Return showing seizures made at the Port of Winnipeg by the Cus-
toms officers or officials between January lst, 1883, and January lst,
1885, in which deposits were forfeited or goods sold after seizure; giving
the amount of each sum forfeited and the amount realised in each case
in which goods were sold; and stating in detail the name of each officer
ta whom aniy portion of the money sa realised was paid and the amount
in each case thus paid to the said officer ; and alo stating the salary paid
such officer.-(Mr. Paterson, Brant.)

Copies of all crrespondence and papers relative ta the dismissal of
George 9. Cherrier from the Indian Agency at Caughnawaga ; also of
the reports of the investigation into the affaira of the Agency held by
Mr. De Boucherville in 1883, and by A. Digman in 1884; with copies of
all instructions at any time given by the Department ta Mr. Cherrier.
-(Mr. Bain, for Mr. olton.)

Return showing : (1.) HIow many industrial schools for the instruc-
tin of Iindian and Half-breed youth have been established in the Pro-
vince of Manitoba and the North-West Territories respectively, under
the authority and by permission of the Government of Canada, and
where they are loated; (2.) At what places lands have been surveyed
and set apart for Indian and Half-breed schools in 1881, and what quan-
tity at each place; (3.) Through whose representations and recom-
mendations these schools are established from time ta time, and
whether any request from the Indians or Half-breeds themselves is
required for the establishment of a school; (4 ) What subjects of
instruction are provided for these schools in regard ta industrial pur-
suits, moral and religions, and are both sexes included in the general
school provisions; (5 ) Whether an'y of the Indian or Half-breed
schools are placed under the care or supervision of any religious body or
denomination. If se, what are the conditions upon which such control
is granted, and whatis the extent of the deneminational control, and is
it to the extent granted, a temporary or permanent contral. If there
are denominational achools, what is the number belonging ta each
denomination, where they are located, and what quantity of land is
owned or controlled by each, and what is the number of pupils; (6.)
Whether when the moral and religions instruction of an Indian or Half
breed school is placed under the supervision or control of any denomi-
nation, it gives ta the denomination control of the land and buildings
of such school; (7.) At whose cost the Indian or Half-breed school
buitdings are erected and furnished, and under whose directions the
text books are seleeted or compiled, and by whom they are paid for :
(8.) What standing of attainment is required of teachers in the:é
schools; how and froin whom they receive certificates of qualification,
and whether there is a system of governmental inspection -of these or

Half-breed Indian uschools ; (9.) Whether the teachers and trustees or
f managers of these schools are required to make any periodical returns

to the Government of the attendance, general condition, progress and
expenditure of each; (10.) Whether any of the religions denominations
have obtained lands for church or school purposes from the Govern-
ment or from any Indian reservation by treaty or otherwise ; (11.)
Whether any of the religions bodies on their own responsibility have
established schools among the Indians, and if they have whether they
receive any assistance directly or indirectly by land grants or other-
wise for the support ofa such sochools, from the Government.--(Mr. Kirk.)

Return of all sums paid to the Allan Line of Steamships from the year
1878 to 1885,-(a) For assisted passages. (b) For ail other purposes
except mail subsidies.-(Mr. Blake.)

Statement showing:-1st. The number of lots sold in the township
of Viger, Temiscouata, belonging to the Indians, the amount of the sale
and the name of the purchaser; 2nd. The payments made to the
Department, to the agent, Mr. G. H. Deschdne, and to Mr. Antoine
LeBel; showing in detail the date ofisuch payments' ; when made, and
the amount of each payment; 3rd. A detailed statement of the
amounts transmitted to the Department by Messrs. Deschêne and LeBel,
out of ail moneys received by them up to date, and the date of such
transmission ; 4th. Copies of the report of Mr. Dingman, on the
occasion of his visit to the Viger Agency, in September, 1884; 5th.
Copies of correspondence with the Department jn relation to the claims
of Edouard Morin, and others, for lands purchased by them in the said
Indian Reserve.-(Mr. De St. Georges.)

Copy of ail correspondence and complainte regarding the management
of Bird Island Light, Victoria, Nova Scotia, during the past two years.
Also the reports ai the several superintendents of lights during the
above period and the evidence taken before the several superintendents
regarding the management of said Bird Island Light. And also the
name of the person, if any, now in charge of said light and the amount
of salary paid to such keeper, and if he is permanently engaged.-(Mr.
Campbell, Victoria.)

Copies of all correspondence between Charles R. Lugrin and the
Secretary of State, in reference to au appeal to the Supreme Court of
Canada to test the constitutionality of the Canada Temperance Act,
between the dates of May 31st, 1879, and May 31st, 1884.-(Mr. Burpee.)

Return of all the correspondence, papers and Report of the Officer of
Customs for the Port of Toronto, mu connection with the seizure of
school books entered at an undervaluation by Thomas Nelson & Son, of
Edinburgh.- (Mr. Rykert.)

Return of all the correspondence, papers and report of the Officers of
Customs at the Port of Halifax and any other port in connection with
the entry by A. & W. Mackinley, as agents of Thomas Nelson & Son, of
school books at and under valuation.-(Mr. Rykert.)

All papers, documents and correspondence respecting the claim of
John D. Robertson for compensation for taking his factory, premises and
land for the Intercolonial Railway last May, at St. John, the report of
Alexander Christie as appraiser, the report of C. W. Fairweather, and
others, as valuators, aid the evidence taken before Mr. Compton, or
any other arbitrator before whom the claim was heard.-(Mr. Mils.)

All letters and correspondence had between the Dominion Govern-
ment, or any of its members, and the Local Government of New Bruns-
wick, or any of its members, on the subject of the building ofia foot and
carriage bridge on the St. John River, at or near Fredericton.-(Mr.
Landry, Kent.)

Return showing: 1. Duties imposed on various articles in the old
Province of Canada, and duties now imposed. 2. Tariff in force in
British Columbia and in Manitoba respectively, at time of Union.
3. Length of time tariff continues in force atter Union.-(Mr. Watson.)

Copies of correspondence of a recent date between the Superintendent
General of Indian Affaira and the agent of the Department in British
Columbia, or any other person, upon the subject of establishing Indian
schools in said Province.-(Mr. Baker, Victoria.)

Copies of all correspondence and Orders in Council in any way bear-
ing upon the subject of purchase, or offers of purchase of Indian reserve
lands in British Columbia, at a date subsequent to 1st June, 1882.-
(Mr. Baker, Victoria.)

Copies ofia report made by Mr. Joseph Simard, Dominion Arbitrator,
under date of 16th October, 1883, recommending that a sum of money
sbould be paid to George Lavoie, of the parish of Ste. Cécile du Bic, for
damages caused to hie property by the Intercolonial Railway, or fixing
the amount of such damages.-(Mr. Langelier.)

Copies of correspondence and petitions on the subject of thc case of
criminal libel against Saunders and Wood. tried in December, 1884,
before a judicial functionary In the North-West Territories.-(MNr.
Blake.)

Copies of all Orders in cil, correspondence and papers, not already
brought down, touching the surrender or definition of the claims of
Canada upon any of the railway lands in British Columbia; or touching
any chan ge as to the relations of Canada or British Columbia in refer-
ence to such Railway Lands.-(Mr. Blake.)

Return showing the number of Volunteer Companies disbanded during
the past two years in Military District No. 9, and ail reports and corres-
pondence and memoranda referring or relating to said disbandment.
Alo for copies of the liste of enrolments of the Reserve Militia for 1884
n Military District No 9.-(Mr. Campbell, Victoria.)
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Copies of aIl reporta, correspondence and memoranda regarding the
calling out and the payment of arrears due the "Argyle Highlanders,''
Military District No. 9, for services performed at Lingan, County of
Cape Breton, in the year 1883; also, al correspon ence with Lieut. -Col.
Bingham commanding the said Argyle Highlanders, regarding his being
deprived of hie commaid while performing duty at Lingan aforesaid,
and another appointed to his position contrary to the rules governing
military service.-(Mr. Campbell, Victoria.)

Copies of all memorials orpapers relatingto Reciprocal Trade between
the United States and Canada, and of all correspondence between
the Government of Canada and the British Government, the Britibh
Minister at Washington or the Government of the United States upon
the subject of Reciprocal Trade relations with the United States; also,
copies of all reports, if any, made by agents of the Canadian Govern-
ment upon the subject.-(Mr. Charlton.)

Return of all weirs in the County of Charlotte, N.B., for the year 1884,
specifying the locality in which they are situate, Lame of owaer, and
amount of tax or license money reeeived therefrom. Also, Return show-
ing amount received for licenses on weirs in Charlotte County since the
spring of the passing of the Fishery Act of 1882, specifying the amount
collected each succeeding year.-(Mr. Gillmor.)

Return of copies of all applications since the first of November last for
permission to catch fish in Lake Simcoe, and of all correspondence in
regard to such applicatiops between the Department of Marine and Fish-
eris and such applicants.-(Mr. Mulock.)

Copies of any offers for the construction of a line of railway to connect
the Canalian Pacific Railway with the Ontario Railway system at some
point at or near to Gravenhurst or Beaverton or any other point in the
District of Muskoka or Counties of Ontario or Simcoe; also copies of
any written communications by letter, telegram, memorandum or other-
wise between any corporation or individuals and the Government of
Canada or any member thereof, or any Department in reference to any
such offer; also copies of any Orders in Council granting aid towards
the construction of suchliUne ; also copies of all regulations, terms and
conditions prescribed by the Government in connection with the grant-
ing of such aid.-(Mr. Mulock.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to, and the louse adjourned at 10:15 p m.,
Tuesday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
WEDNEsDAY, 29th April, 1885.

The SpiAKza took the Chair at Three o'clook.

PRAYEras.

THE ELECTORAL FRANCHISE.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the flouse
again resolve itself into Committee on Bill (No. 103) respect.
ing the Electoral Franchise.

Motion agreed to; and the House resolved itself into Com-
mittee.

(In the Committee.)
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The vote which was

taken yesterday on the motion of my hon. friend behind
me, the Government accepts as a declaration of the flouse
against the inclusion of the female franchise in the present
measure. The Government will, therefore, abandon all
portions of the Bill and expressions which relate to the
female franchise.

Mr. MITCHELL. Sorry for that.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In the ilth line the

words "'owner,' when it relates to the ownership by a male
person Of real proporty situated in the Province of
Quebec," are unnecesary, as the words "person " afterwards
means a male person, married or unmarried ; and the words
" by a female person unmarried, or a widow," and the
pronoun "he" and its inflections, having been struck out.
I move that the words "by a male person " be struck out.

Mr. MILLS. The arrangement was that we would deal
with each particular provision as we reached it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is in the first clause.
Amendment agreed to.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Then in the 84th line,
in the second paragraph, I move that the words "or her"
be struck out.

Amendment agreed to.

Mr. LANGELIER. (Translation.) The first sub section
of section 2, as it is worded might perhaps suit the other
Provinces, but as regards the Province of Quebec it omits a
class of people who have rights which are extremely
important. That sub section construes the word "usufruc-
tuary " as being comprised in the word "proprietor " and
the word "proprietor " as comprising the word "usufruc-
tuary." It leaves aside the user. Every hon. member who
belongs to the bar of the Province of Quebec knows that
the user of a property bas rights which are very important,
just as important as those of the usufructuary, except that
he can only exorcise them by himself. The right of use is
a right which is perfectly recognised by the Civil Code of
the Province of Quebec, and which has exactly the same
value as the right of usufruct, except that the titular cannot
transfer it. I notice that this paragraph completely ignores
the user.

Mr. GIROUARD. (Translation.) Is not this covered by
the word "occupant? "

Mr. LANGELIER. (Translaticn ) Not any more than
the word "usufructuary." The user is not necessarily an
occupant; ho is not comprised in this. He las quite a
distinct right, which is the object of a special definition in
the Civil Code. However, he holds a right of the same nature
as that of the usufructuary, only this right is not so exten-
sive, inasmuch as he is not only unable to transfer it forever,
but he cannot even transfer the exorcise of it. He must
exercise it himself, but ho may very well have it without
exercising it, and then ho would not be an occupier.
He would not be comprised under the words ''pro-
prietor, lessee or occupier." So that this man, who holds a
right of the highest importance, would be deprived
of his vote. That is not all. There is another
very important right whicb. has been ignored, and that
is the right of habitation. The Civil Code also gives a
definition of it. It says it is the right of use when applied
to a bouse. It is a right of Roman origin, and which is of
a special nature in the law of the Province of Quebec. That
right is also ignored. Under this Bill a man holding this
right of habitation would neither be comprised under the
title of proprietor, as defined here, nor under the title of
lessee, nor under that of occupier. He would have just as
important a right as that of the usufructuary, and ho would
be deprived of the right of voting. There is still in this
clause another omission with regard to the emphyteutic
lessee. The importance of the right of the emphyteutic
lessee is well known. Every lawyer in the Province of
Quebec, also, knows all the essential differences which exist
between the ordinary lessee or tenant who pays a rent, and
the lessee who is known under the technical name of
emphyteutic lessee. The empbyteusis is another right,
which, I think, is peculiar to the Province of Quebec, because
it is of Roman origin. The different rights of proporty
ih other Provinces are of Saxon origin, while in the Province
of Quebec they are all of Roman origin. We must go back
to Roman law to find out its extent and bearirg, and it is to
that law that the authors of the Civil Code of Lower Canada
referred when they framed it. A look at the bottom of
the clause will convince anyone that the- authorities they
have quoted are taken from fthe Roman law. The question
whether the right of emphytheusis is recognised or not
has been discussed in France, but if it is not debatable
in the Province of Quebec, our Civil Code has
a titie which deals with it ex-professo. We know
that the emphyteutic lessee is neither a proprietor
nor a lessee. Neither is ho necessarily an occupier.
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This property holder may not occupy the property
which belongs to him. There is another man who holds
a right just as important as that of a proprietor and who
will be deprived of a vote. It is a kind oflimited proprietor-
ship. The difference which exists between the right of the
emphyteutic lessee and that of the freeholder lies in the
fact that the freeholder may, as the authors say, use and
abuse of the thing which belongs to him. He holds that
right forever : that is to ay, ho holdo the most absolute
right that can be held on an immovable property. The
emphyteutic lessee has these same rights, with two restric-
tions: lst. He las the right of property only for a limited
time-the emphyteusis cannot exceed ninety-nine years.
2nd. This right cannot be extended so far as
to allow him to make an abuse of the property.
The emphyteutic lessee must not deteriorate. So
that all these points of view which I have just
raised, and which are elementary to the lawyers
of the Province of Quebec, are of the highest importance.
The empyteusis is recognised under a special law; and
when the word " proprietor " is defined, as the trouble hias
been taken to include the word usufructuary in it, it follows
that the others will be exciuded, by virtue of the maxim of
Roman law: inclusio unius fit exclusio alterius. If the word
" usufructuary " is included under the word "proprietor "
the user, the titular of the right of habitation and the emphy-
tentic lessee are excluded. There is another class of actual
rights, a kind of right of property, which also happens to
be excluded by the provision of the clause which I am now
discussing; it is the right of surface. The superficiary is
the man who holds a right of surface on an immovable.
The right of surface has not yet reached, in the Province of
Quebec, the development which it bas reached in
France, especially in large cities. Thus, all these
g reat establishments which are seen on the boulevards of

aris, all these immense coffee houses which are to be seen
on the Boulevard des Italiens have been built in the follow-
ing manner: The owner of the land who had not the means
of building them himself, has made a grant of the right of
surface to somebody who has bailt the magnificent coffee
houses or restaurants, or the large stores which are to be
seen ; and thon, the builder, as a compensation for the cost
of building, bas the right to keep the property for a certain
number of years; he is neither the owner in the strict sense
of the word, nor emphyteutic lessee, nor usufructuary; he
has a special right; it is a sort of limited right of property.
It is evident that he is not the owner; he is not proprietor
because ho does not hold the property forever with the jus
utendi and the jus abutendi; he las only the right of using
the property. The right of the superficiary differs from the
right of the emphyteutic lessee inasmuch as it is not an
absolute right; it is a limited right of property, inasmuch
as it recognises the right of the owner of the land, which
our forefathers used to call the subsoil, and the superficiary
does not hold that right of property. But the right of the
superficiary differs from that of the emphyteutic lessee
from another point of view: he does, not owe any rent
whatever, therefore he is neither comprised in the term
" usufructuary " nor in that of " proprietor," and he would
be ignored altogether. Now, the Civil (ode formally rec-
ognises the superficiary. Section 521 says:

When the different stories of a house belong to different proprietors,
if their titles do not regulate the mode of repairing and rebuilding, it
must be done as follows: 'Ail the proprietors contribute to the main
wals and the roof, each in proportion to the valne of the story which
belongs te hihn12'

Therefore that section formally recognises that there may
be proprietors of different superposed parts of an immovable.
According to a section of the Civil Code, the right
of property comprises the top and the bottom, that
is to say, that the owner of the soil is owner
at any depth, and above the soit he is owner

at any height. This is common law, but there is a
kind of property known as the right of surface, which
happons to be recognised by section 521 of the Civil Code,
and although it is not as broadly recognised in the Province
of Quebec as it is in France, still it exists, and we must not
overlook it in an electoral law. We do not make an electoral
for a few days or a few years only; it is a law which is
supposed to last long, and all kinds of rights on property,
which are more or less connected with property, and which
are more extensive than the right of usufrnct, should be
included in the clause which we are now discussing, failing
which, it will come to pass that we will deprive of their
franchise people who hold important rights of property.
Consequently I move that the clause be amended as fol-
lows:

That the following words be added after the word 'uaufructuary'
in the 13th line of page 1: He who has a right of use or habitation or
superficies, or the lessor by emphyteutic lesse.

The object of the amendment is to add those who have
rights which are more extensive than the usufructuary, and
who, for that reason, should have the same right to vote as
the usufructuary. These are the user, the holder of a right
of habitation, the holder of a right of surface and the
emphyteutic lessee.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not fancy there is
any objection to these words being introduced in the Bill,
but I will point out to my hon. friend that this is not the
paragraph where they apply. These are more definitions,
and the definitions, I think, were settled in 1841, if not
before. Ownership, in the second paragraph, applying to
all other parties in Ontario or the Province of Quebec, means
the proprietorship in the land, with the title of freeholder.
That describes what an owner is. And the same kind of
title, with respect to the Province of Quebec, is described
here in the word owner:

" ' Owner,' when it relates to the ownership of real property situated
in the Province of Quebec, means 'proprietor' or 'usufructuary '-

Or freeholeer, I suppose, in Ontario and the other Provinces,

" either in bis own right, or in the right of his wife, of real property in
'franc-alleu,' or in free and common soccage."

That describes a freehold title as well as possible, the abso-
lute proprietorship, and applies, from tho word "owner," in
the second paragraph, quoad those portions of the Dominion
in which the English law obtains. Then the next para-
graph is as to the tenants; the next is as to occupant,
who is a proprietor in his own right, or the right of his
wife, when ho is the lessee. Now 1 think the hon. gentle-
man, in order to prevent confusion, should divide his
amendment. With respect to the emphyteitc lease, that
comes under the heading of the third paragraph, and that
as regards the usufruitier under the heading of occupant.
The hon. gentleman wil see that an occupant means a per-
son in actual occupation of real property, otherwise than
as an owner or tenant or usufructuary, so that every pos-
sible holding of property is included in these three defini-
tions.

Mr. LAURIER. (Translation.) I shall answer in French
to the remarks of the hon. First Minister, because all these
terms can be understood a great deal botter when expressed
in the French language than in the Euglish language. The
hon. First Minister must not forget that the words 1 emphy-
teutic lase "are quite different from the ordinary word
rent. The word rent comprises what the English call
lase while the words emphyteutic lease are sometimes
translated in English by the word "alienation." It is not a
lse, in the ordinary sense of the word. The emphyteutic
lease involves a roal alienation for the time being; the
lessee becomes the proprietor of the real estate,
under certain conditions i is true, but ho is proprietor,
and the hon. First Kiniater will allow me to refer him on

1885. 1445



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 29,

this point to section 569 of the Civil Code, which says :
Emphyteusis carries with it alienation. Property is dis-
membered in several manners; it is dismembered by
mortgage, by emphyteutic lease, by usufract, and by sub-
stitution. Now, we are trying to determine what is meant
by the word "lproprietor," and Ithink that the amendment
of my hon. friend comes just in time, because, in reality, the
emphyteutic lessee is proprietor for the time being, and
during the whole length of his ease. So that, in my
opinion, I think that the amendment of my hon. friend
must be inserted in this clause, and I believe that my
colleagues from the Province of Quebec will admit it
with me.

Mr. GIROUARD. The hon. gentleman is right and be
is wrong. He is right when ho says that a person holding
property by bail emphytéotique is a proprietor; but the
hon. gentleman wants to have a w-rd in the first paragraph
of clause 2 which is already found there. It says: "Owner,
when it relates to the ownership by a male person of real
property situated in the Province of Quebec, means pre-
prietor or usufructuary (usufruitier)." The lon. gentle-
man has just read the article from the Code which says that
any person holding property by bail emphytéotique is
owner of the property to all intents and purposes for the
time Leing. That is the manner by which such holder of
property is included in the word" proprietor" mentioned in
the first paragraph of clause 2. No doubt to hold property
under bail emphytéotique is, to a certain extent, different from
holding it as proprietor, because at the end of the lease the
proprietor bas a right to take back the property on paying
for all improvements; but until the end of the term he has
no more right than any more stranger. Thus the lessee is
to ail intents and purposes the proprietor. If any change
bo necessary, there can be no doubt that the word "lessee "
under this bail emphytéotique should be in paragraph 1 of
clause 2, because it affects merely the ownership of the
property. The usager mentioned by the hon. member for
Megantic would come in under the paragraph of " occupant."
I believe neither of the amendmnents are nocessary, because
the definition of the word occupant means the person in
actual possession, other than as actual tenant or usufructuary.
Then if there is a man holding property as usager, or by any
other title than proprietor or tenant or usufructuary, ho
would come under that definition, provided ho was occupant.
A usager must be an occupant. The article of the Code
says s0.

Mr. LANGELIER. The mistake is this: such a person
cannot transfer the use of the property to another party.

Mr. LAURIER. The only point is as to where the
amendment should come in.

Mr. GIRO UARD. I see no objection to adding the words,
but I believe the point is already covered by the Bill.

Mr. LAURIER. The usufruitier has all the rights attach-
ing to possession; ho eau farm for his own benefit and keep
all the fruits to himself, whereas the rights of the usager can
only be exercised as to the actual necessities of the family.
If there is a surplus it must go to the owner. Article 487
of the Code, says:

" A right of use is a right to enjoy a thing belonging to another and
to take the lruits thereof, but only to the extent of the requirements of
the user and of his family.'
Surely there is a material difference between usager and
occupan . An occupant could farm for his own benefit.
If ho obtained products from his farn to the value of 8200
or $300, he could dispose of the whole of it if he pleased;
but if ho was a usager and the value of the products was
$300, and products to the value of 8150 only were required for
himself and his family, the reet must go to the owner.
Surely, I say, there is a material difference, and the hon.
gentleman must see that usager cannot come under the

Mr. LAunma.

definition of occupant. It is a right which is found in no
other Prov ince but the Province of Quebec. It is peculiar
to that Province, and, if it is defined at all, it must be
defined in its proper place. The Bill very properly says
that if a person is a usufruitier of a certain property ho
shall have the right to vote, and not the owner. Suppose a
case as between the usager and a nu-propriétaire should
happen in our Province, how is the question to be deter
mined as to who shall have the vote then-the owner or the
usager ? The hon. gentleman says the question will be
docided by the word "occupant." But he is not the occu-
pant. We have to determine who has the right to vote; it
must either ho the occupant or the real owner. In accord-
ance with the spirit of the Bill we should dotermine that
the usager should have the right to vote and not the real
owner.

Mr. GIROUARD. I move in amendment to the amend-
ment that the following clause be added at lino 13, para-
graph 2: "Or lessee by bail emphytéotique."

Mr. CASEY. The committee no doubt desires to hear
the points presented by the hon. member for Megantic (Mr.
Langelier) rendered in English, and I hope the hon. gentle-
man will repeat them in that language. The committee no
doubt also desires an explanation of those terms peculiar to
Quebec found in these clauses, from the promoters of the
Bill.

Mr. LANGELIER. This law is peculiar to the Province
of Quebec, and the technical expressions cannot very easily
be translated. The object of the amendment is this : That
there are in the Province of Quebec certain estates which
are less than complote ownership, which are not included
in the dlefinition of the word "owner," ai given in the Bill.
We have in that Province, besides the usufruct, a less com-
preheusive meaning of the word. The usufruct has the
right to use and enjoy the proporty of another, and to take
the whole product, and the Civil Code has limited the rights
of the usufract. This clause excludes every person who
has a less estate than the right of complete owner-
ship or usufruct. Among the estates known to
the law, which are less than complete ownership,
are those held under emphyteutic leases, which are
of Roman origin, but have always been recog.
nised under the old French law, and although there bas
been some dispute in France, whether they exist in the
modern laws of France, there can be no question that they
exist in the modern laws of Quebec. The difference is that
while the complote owner can do what lie chooses with his
property, can use or abuse it, the person who holdi under
that emphyteutic lase can only hold it for a certain time,
and not more than 99 years, so that it is a smaller right
than complote ownership, and it is also smaller in this
respect, that he cannot abuse the property under that lease.
He can improve it-it is one of the conditions of his tenure
that ho can improve it-but ho cannot waste it. But under
this clause parties holding property under these leases
would be deprived of the right of voting. Besides these I
have mentioned, there is another estate known in the
Province of Quebec as the right to superficies. Generally
complote ownership of the soil includes not only what is on
the surface but what is under the surface and above it, but
as defined by the Civil Code ttiere is a special ownership
confined to the surface of the soil, or one flat of the build-
ing, and though it is not a complote ownership, it may be
very important. This form of estate may frequently occur
in the Province of Quebec, and as we should not make our
laws here merely for a day or two, I think the clause
should be drawn up in such a way as to include every kind
of estate in the soil. The object of my amendment is to
include all these various kinds of property.

Mr. ABBOTT. I think the Bill covers most of the
points suggested by hon, gentlemen on both sides, but the
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amendment with respect to emphyteutic leases will make a
very serious alteration in the ordinary rights of proprietors.
It is true that emphyteutic leases confer a lesser species of
property; a lease of that kind for nine years or more is an
immovable; and there is a certain right of property con-
veyed by that lease, which is not conveyed by a lase for a
shorter time. Now, if, as is proposed by the amendment, a
person holding property under an emphyteutic lase is
declared to be the owner, then the actual owner of that pro-
perty will be deprived of bis right of voting. Uuder an ordin-
ary lease the actual owner las the right of voting himself;
ho retains the right of property in the property leased and
ho derives a revenue from it. In the case of an emphyteu-
tic lease ho also retains an interest in the property. Plainly
there cannot be two owners to the property, and, therefore,
if the emphyteutic lessee is declared the owner, then the
real owner cannot vote. Now the person who is called under
the law of Quebec the nu-propriétaire-the owner-whose
proporty is in the hands of a usufructuary, receivos no return,
bas no practical ownership in the property until the termi-
nation of the usufruct. He is, there-fore, called the naked
proprietor under our law-nu-propriétaire-and it is a very
expressive term. But the lessor receives a revenue just as an
ordinary landlord who leases for one year, and it appears to
me that it would be wrong to deprive the owner of the
property of the right of voting, as you would deprive a man
who derived no revenue at all from it. I think the proper
way of amending the Act would be to add the emphyteutic
lessee to the definition of the word "tenant," although in my
opinion it is covered by the definition of that word -already.
At all events, I think it is well that the House should under-
stand that in declaring the emphyteutic lessee the owner of
the property they deprive the real owner of the property of
any vote upon it.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I agree, to a certain extent, with my
hon. friend, whose knowledge of the law is very extensive,
because, under an emphyteutic lease, the property is com-
pletely alienated up to the time of the expiration of the
lease. Therefore, the owner of the, property does not hold
the right to vote on it. But I will put the case of a party
who holds property by titre d'antichrèse. He has the right
to hold it for a certain time, until the creditors of the estate
are duly paid principal and interest. During that period ho
occupies the property, and would come under the name of
tenant, but the proprietor bas not lost his right of owner-
ship, and if the law gives the right of voting either to the
proprietor or to the occupant, which of the two in this pre.
sent case will have the right to vote ? Will it be the pro-
priétaire absolu, or the creditor who holds the property until
he is paid what ho bas advanced ? There would be a double
vote in such a case; the proprietor would have the right to
vote, and the person who holds by titre d'antichrèse would
also have the right to vote, which I do not think is the
intention of the promoter of the Bill.

Mr. TASCHEREAU. (Translation.) Mr. Chairman,I do
not think that we should accept the amendment nor the
sub-amendment which have been proposed. flowever, it
seems to me that between the lessor and the lessee of an
emphyteutic lease the latter*olone should be entitled to a
vote, for the reason that the lessor in an emphyteutic lease,1
during the length of the lease, completely gives up the1
whole of the property which bas been leased. The emphy-j
teutic lease is a contract which partakes both of the deed1
of sale and of the lease. Thus, during the length of the
emphyteutic lease it is not the lessor who is proprietor, it
is the lessee, and I do not see that the lessor should havei
more right to vote on a property which ho las leased byi
emphyteutic lease than the proprietor who bas actually sold(
his property. On the contrary, it is the lessee who shouldi
vote on that property, because during the term of1
his lease ho is at the same time proprietor and holder(

of the estate. As to that part of the amendment
which relates to the right of surface, I think that
there is enough in the Bill to allow whoever is
proprietor to bave his vote. It is true, there is no
such a right recognised under our civil law, but there is
another thing which is recognised, and that isjoint property.
For instance, I suppose a four-etory louse, each story of
which would belong to different proprietors ; I think there
is enough in the Bill to allow each of these four proprietors
to have a vote. If you read sub-section '0 of the second
clause of the Bill, you will see that the real property or
real estate signifies, a lot, or a part of a lot of land, or any
other portion or, sub-division of an immovable, or house,
store, office or building of any kind whatever, or any
portion of a structure erected on an immovable pro-
perty. Well, I think that by this sub-section it is provided
that whoever is joint proprietor of a real property will be
entitled to a vote, provided that each sub-division of the
property will ho worth the amount provided for qualifica-
tion by this Bill.

3Mr. LAURIER. (Translation.) What section is that ?
Mr. TASCHEREAU. (Translation.) t is sub-section 20

of section 2. As to the right of use and habitation, I aliso
find that in the definition of the word "occupier " there is
enough to qualify as a voter whoever bas a right of use or a
right of habitation. Otherwise, what could the word
" tccupier " mean, as defined in the Bill, which says that
an occupier is any person who holds property otherwise
than as proprietor, lessee or usufructuary. If a man
occupies a property under another title besides that of pro-
prietor, lessee or usufructuary, lie must occupy it as a user.

Mr. LANGELIER. (Translation.) What if he does not
occupy it at all ? What if he is a user without occupy-
ing it ?

Mr. TASCHEREAU. (Translation.) Well, if he is a
user without occupying it, I think that ho ought not to eho
entitled to vote, for ho would be neither proprietor nor
holder in part of an immovable property. The man who
would be qualified to vote on that property would be the
proprietor of the real estate in question.

Mr. SCRIVER. I do not propose to argue this question
from a legal point of view, because I am not a lawyer; but
I was struck by the remarks of the bon. member 1or
Argenteuil (Mr. Abbott) as affecting some of my own con-
stituents. He said, if I understood him, that if the amend-
ment proposed by the bon. member for Megantic (Mr.
Langelier) should pass, the holders of lands under emphyteu-
tic leases would enjoy the right of suffrage and the own-
ers would not. A number of the residents of my county
hold their lands under long leases, which I believe are
emphyteutic leases, and the real owners of these lands are
Indians living on a reserve near by. If anything in this
Bill were to deprive any of my constituents, who are
intelligent farmers, but who hold these 99 year leases, of
the right of the suffrage, and it was to eho given to the
Indian proprietors, it would be an unfortunate state of
things.

Mr. ABBOTT. My hon. friend must understand that any
tenant paying the requisite amount of rental has a vote,
but the proprietor of the property that tenant occupies bas
also a vote under the present law, and will have under this
law; so that the settlers of whom he speaks would all have
votes as tenantm. Whether the Indians would have votes
as Indians is another thing. I fancy that the Indians do
not individually own the property, and no Indian could grant
an emphytentic lease. But that is a question entirely
different from the broad question before the House, which is
not whether the tenant under an emphyteutic lease would
have a vote-it is conceded that ho bas-but whether the
owner of the property, who lesase it for 9years, for instance
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should not have a vote, while if he leased it for only 8 years
and 364 days, he would have a vote.

Mr. BLAKE. I think there is another question involved.
I have a somcwhat dim recollection of a discussion of thi
question of the emphyteutic lase taking place in this House
as far back as 1870, in the Committee of the Whole, when
Sir George Cartier made use of some elaborate arguments
as to the nature of the tenant. The hon. member for Argen-
teuil (Mr. Abbot) argues as to the injustice that would be
done to the proprietor, and the only difference he recognises
is the difference that would be between a lease for a shorter
or a little longer period. But if I recollect aright, as a
general rule, the emphyteutic lease is a lease at a nominal
rent-a pepper-corn rent, as we call it in English-for 90 or
99 years. In that case, a gieat distinction would be made
by this Bill between the rights of a proprietor in
Quebec and in any of the other Provinces, because
by the clause which deals with the word "owner,"
it is provided, for the other Provinces, that he shall be the
owner if he is the proprietor of the lands, etc., of which such
person is in actual possession or is in receipt of the rents
and profits thereof. That is the definition in Ontario and
other Provinces, but it cannot bo said that a man would be
in the receipt of the rents and profits if he were receiving
only a nominal rent of a few sous por year, what is called a
pepper-corn rent, while another man is receiving sub-
stantially the rents and profits. Ho is either in possession
of the lands, and is so drawing to himself all the land can
produce, or is in receipt of the substantial rents and profits.
That is.as regards the other Provinces, but according to
the hon. member for Argenteuil, in the Province of Quebec,
the intention is that a man who has loased his property for
a period of 99 years and is receiving only a cent a year,
would still be entitled to vote upon it. I do not think he
would in any of the other Provinces. Whether he ought,
is another question, but certainly the same class of persons
should be entitled to vote in all the other Provinces.

Mr. ABBOTT. In answer to the hon. member for West
Durham, I would say, in the fist place, that I do not think
I ever heard of leases of the description ho mentions, in
existence in Lower Canada. An emphyteutic lease, taking
the ordinary state of things in Lower Canada, is the lease
of property on which the lessee proposes to make certain
improvements; and in order to encourage him he is granted
a longer lease; but he pays the fair rental value of the
property, as a rule, or at least what the lessor and the
lessee agree to consider the fair value of the property,
whether the lease be for a year, or 90 years or longer. The
question of an emphyteutic loase for a pepper-corn rent has
never, to my knowledge, come up in Lower Canada,
although the lease of lands for a comparatively long time,
that is to say for periods running for 20 years, is a very
common occurrence. Now the emphyteutic lessor of that
description would be exactly in the position of an owner of
property as described in this Act with reference to the
other Provinces; ho would be the owner of the property,
not in possession of it, but deriving the rents and profits of
it to the extent agreed between himself and the lessee.

Mr. LAURIER. I can say to the hon. member for
Argenteuil that in the township of Durham, in the county
of Drummond, there are several leases of that nature in
which the rent is just $1 a year. This was formerly an Indian
reserve. The Indians who got farms having removed to the
mountains over the St. Francis river, where they have a
village, leased thoir farms to the white settlers, principally
Scotch and English, who agreed to pay them a yearly rent
of $1. To my knowledge there are at least 30 or 40 leases
of that description. As far as I could follow the hon, gentle-
man, he did net agree with the hon. member for Jacques
Cartier (Mr. Girouard). The hon. gentleman would give
the right to vote to the lessor.

Mr. AnAor.

Mr. ABBOTT. To both.
Mr. LAURIER. Well, the hon. member for Jacques

Cartier would give it only to the lessee. But if it be true,
and i believe it is generally admitted, that the emphyteutic
bose confers alienation and deprives, for the time being,

i the owner of the right of property, I do not conceive under
what principle he could have the right to vote. He is not
in possession, because the lessee has possession; ho is not
the owner, since the lbsoe deprives him of the right of

s ownership; he cannot claim as an occupant nor as being in
possession nor as the owner.

Mr. ABBOTT. Although ho does none of those things
ho receives the rent and revenues of the property.

Mr. LAURIER. That is the price paid for the sale, and
whether the price runs for a certain period or is paid down
at once does not matter.

Mr. GIROUARD. We are not here to settle these diffi-
culties and distinctions of our civil law; we are here to
define who is going to vote and who is not. If it is the
intention of Parliament to give the right to vote to the les-
sor by emphyteutic, let us say so; if it is the intention to
givo the right to vote only to the lesseo lot us say so. As
I understand the Civil Code of Lower Canada, the moment
a lessor gives, by empyhteutic lbse, the property to another
marn, ho ceases for the time being teobe the proprietor,
and, consequently, under the clause as it is framed, the
lessor would have no right to vote for the time being. I
base my opinion on article 567 of the Quebec Civil Code
which esays: "I An emphyteutic lose is a contract by which
the proprietor of an immovable conveys it for a time to
another." Therefore the moment ho has conveyed the
property, ho ceases to be the owner of it.

Mr. LAURIER. The hon. gentleman says that under
the law the lessor would not have the right to vote; the
hon. member for Argenteuil (Mr. Abbott) says the
reverse.

Mr. GIROUARD. The amendment of the hon. member
for Megantic does not cover the case nor does mine. If it
is the intention of Parliament to give the right to vote to
both lessor and lessee, the word "owner " should apply as
well to the lessor as to the lessee. But I see a difficulty in
some cases. There are some cases in which the property,
without taking into consideration the improvements made
by the lessee, is not worth the amount mentioned in this
Bill to qualify an owner to vote. If we are going to give
to the lessor on an emphytoutic ese the right to vote, the
right should ho subject to the other conditions, one of which
is that the proporty shall be of a certain value. The
amendment should be differont to that framed by the hon.
member for Megantic and myself; it should read: The
word "owner " shall apply both to the lessor and lessee on
an emphytentic ese.

Mr. LANGELIeR. lIn answer to the hon. memb.r for
Argenteuil (Mr. Abbott), I may say that, though in the
portion of the Province of Quebec with which he is more
particularly acquainted, the rent of emphyteutic lases la
very high, this is not the case in the city of Quebec. If
the construction the hon. gentleman puts on this clause
were to be admitted, there would be only two or three
parties in the upper town of Quebec who would have the
right to vote as proprietors. The ladies of the Hotel
Dieu would be the only parties who would b. entitled to
vote as proprietors, in what is called St. John's suburbs,
bocause the property in that locality is held under an ori-
ginal emphyteutic loase given some 85 years ago, for 90
years, and thon there are besides emphyteutic leases given
by those who rented the property under the original lase.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). Do they not pay rent ?
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Mr. LANGELIER. Yes, but a mere nominal rent. What
is paid to the Hotel Dieu ladies is a mere trifle, and it
will be most extraordinary that those ladies alone, who can-
not vote under this Bill, would have a right to vote as pro-
prietors, while those who are practically considered as pro-
prietors would be deprived of that right. They could not
vote as proprietors, because the member for Argenteuil said
he was not willing to consent that the emphyteutic lessor
should be deprived of his vote. In Quebec East the same
thing occurs. These leases have been granted a great many
years ago ; they are about expiring and are being renewed,
and I repeat the rents paid are moreI" pepper-oprn rents "
as they are called in the English law, a few cents on each lot.
It seems to me most ridiculous to give the right to vote to
the lessor in that case where he has no real interest in the
property, or only a very remote interest in it, and to deprive
of the right to vote the party who now has that right.
Nearly the whole city of Quebec is held under that tenure.
In Champlain Ward there are a number of emphyteutic
leases. A number ot these people have come from Ireland,
and they have adopted, as far as it was possible in Quebec,
the system of tenure which exists in Ireland. Nearly all
the property in Champlain Ward is held under emphyteutie
leases. If this clause were te be adopted, the result would
be that, in the whole city of Quebec, only two or three
parties would have the right to vote, and those parties
happen to be religious corporations, who cannot vote.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If this were a new provi-
Sion, the statements of hon. gentlemen opposite would be
very valuable, but it bas existed for years, and in Quebec
and elsewhere those who hold emphyteutie leases have
always voted.

Mr. LANGELIER. There was no such definition as is
given here including the word usufructuary. In the original
law of the Province of Quebec and of Canada, the word
proprietor was defined to include the usufructuary. The
result was that, as practically the tenant is considered the
proprietor, le has always been admitted to vote, but he
would be excluded by the introduction of this new definition
of the word usufructuary.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is taken from the
old statutes.

Mr. LAURIER. It does not exist in this form in the
Quebec law, which says:

" A right of use is a right to enjoy a thing belonging to another and
to take the fruits thereof> but only to the extent of the requiremeni s of
the user and of hie family. When applied to a house, right of use is
called right of habitation."

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). While I do not profess to under-
stand the law as to real estate in the Province of Quebec,
yet it appears to me that everything advanced by the hon.
gentlemen who seek to make these amendments is covered
by this Bill. I may be mistaken, but it seems to me that
this term emphyteutic, which is a new one to me, is a mere
fiction at any rate. 1.

Mr. LANGELIER. No.
Mr. LANDRY. It means that a lease of nine years be-

comes freehold estate instead of leasehold property, that the
lessee becomes the owner of the property, and therefore
the estate that vests in him is freehold estate instead of lease-
hold property, therefore it is more of a fiction or a tech-
nical term than anything in reality. The lessor has all the
property in it. Ho bas the right of reversion, and I pre-
same the prowision is intended to give certain privileges to
the individual who holds it for nine years, such as the
power to rmortgage it, which lie could net do if it were only
personal property, sub-section 5 of section 3 of the Bill
shows that this person is entitled to vote. It says:

IlIs the bond lfide occupant of real property within azly such city or
town or part of the city ortowu of the actual value of $300, whether

182

such occupation Is under a license of occupation or agreement to
purchase "-

Would not this be under a license of occupation or agree-
ment to purchase ?-
" from the Crown or from any other person or corporation"-
It is a lease or license to occupy the property.-
"or exists in any other manner except as au owner or tenant."

Mr. CASE Y. Except as an owner or tenant.
Mr. LANDRY. What is that ? It is explained in another

section of the Bill what a tenant is and what an owner is.
Mr. CASE Y. It excludes anybody who may be called a

tenant.
Mr. LANDRY. Certainly, if he was called a tenant.
Mr. WELDON. That would except a tenant in New

Brunswick.
Mr. LANDRY. Yes, but a tenant would come in under

the definition here, and if he held in any other way ho
might come in under that section. I may be mistaken in
this, but I throw it out for the consideration of those hon.
gentlemen who are asking for the amendment.

Mr. WELDON. Would it not mean an actual bond fide
occupant ?

Mr. LANDRY. Yes, but I understand that under the
law in the Province of Quebec, anyone who occupies for a
term of years longer than nine years becomes the owner.

Mr. ABBOTT. The qualified owner.
Mr. LANDRY. Yes, because ho is subject to the right

of reversion That being the case, it only makes this dif-
ference, that, if ho paid less than the amount which is pro-
vided in this Bill te become a tenant, he might not be per-
mitted to become a voter under that clause, but he might
pay less and ho the owner of property which had increased
in value. The small nominal amount which these people
are paying now may be simply the value of the property
when they commenoed to occupy it.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman who has brought for-
ward this Bill is illustrating, I am sure, the impropriety of
dealing with the franchise here instead of in the various
Local Legislatures. The hon. gentleman undertakes to
define who are entitled to the franchise in the Province of
Quebec. He gives a series of definitions of proprietary
rights in that Province. My bon. friends before me point
out that his definitions are very defective, that there are a
large number of proprietors who are not embraced in the
definition. The hon. member for Jacques Cartier (Mr.
Girouard) comes to his rescue and says there is no neces-
sity to amend the clause, but, after f urther consideration, ho
considers that the amendment of my hon. friend before
me is not sufficient, and he proposes an amendment.
But after a little discussion he comes to the conclusion that
even his amendment is not adequate, and a further amend.
ment is required. Thon we find that the hon. gentleman
learned in the law from the Province of Quebec, the hon.
member for Argenteuil (Mr. Abbott) and the hon. member
for Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard), do not agree as to what
are the rights of certain parties in the Province of Quebeo-
these hon. gentlemen who, above all other parties in the
House, have an opportunity of understanding this question,
and, if we are to deal with it, must assume the responsibility
of legislating upon this subject. It is the duty of every
member in the House who is called upon to vote on this
measure to mako himself acquainted with the law, and to
know whether ho is going to interfere with the rights of
any parties by this provision. I say these gentlemen, who
are specially acquainted with the subject, do not agree, and
have not yet sufficiently considered tle subject to deal with
it in an intelligible manner. Thon I ask this committee
how is it possible that the 150 members from the other
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Provinces than Quebec, can properly deliberate upon this
question ? I ask them are they prepared to take this ques-
tion out of the hands of the Local Legislatures where
it has for 18 years been relegated, and to under-1
take to deal with it here ? Why, Sir, the right hon. gen-
tleman, a distinguished lawyer, a gentleman who has been
Minister of Justice for many years in this country, as well
as Prime Minister, comes here, and ho is wholly at sea on
the question; he is not sufficiently familiar with the law
with which ho proposes to deal, and the rights of parties
under that law, to propose au intelligible measure to -this
House. It is pointed out to him by his friends that if this
clause were carried in its present form, a large portion of
the electors of the city of Quebec would be disfranchised.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). Not at ail.
Mr. MILLS. Now, Sir, we have before us a splendid

illustration of the propriety of undertaking to deal with
this question by the attempted usurpation of the hon. gen-
tleman. I have no doubt that before we get through the
discussion of this Bill, we will have many other instances
equally marked of the impropriety of introducing this
question bere at all.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have the old Act here,
but as it is in French, and my French accent is not very
good, I will ask the hon. member for Jacques Cartier (Mr.
Girouard) to read it. •

Mr. BLAKE. I am not at all surprised. I did the same
thing myself. I had the old consolidated statute, and I
could not make anything out of it, and gave it away again.
The hon. gentleman said this was the old definition and
that ho settled the whole thing by that. But the definition
does not agree with the old definition. The definition
differs from the old definition in some respects-nay, more,
the definition differs from the definition of the Bill of 1870.
Now, the Bill of 1870 was the product of three years of
incubation; it was a subject of discussion; and the hon.
gentleman who is responsible for this measure, as my hon.
friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills) says, found it necessary,
with reference to this particular clause, when he resumed
consideration of this subject, after those years which
elapsed from 1870 to 1883, to amend the definition as ho
proposed it to us in the year 1870; and the definition for
the years 1883-84-85 is different from the definition for the
year 1870 and the preceding years. So that we are not
face to face with the simple, and intelligent, and practical
suggestion which the hon. gentleman has made, namely,
that we have got a definition which ought to be satisfactory
because it was satisfactory in the old Province of Canada.
We have it changed. The definition of 1870 was different
from the old definition, and the definition of 1883-84-85 is
different from the proposed definition of the year 1870.

Mr. RYKERT. The hon. member for West Durham is
entirely mistaken about the definition in 1870. He says
the Act was in incubation for three years. I hold in my
hand the Act of 1869, exactly the same as at present. It
says that:

" The word '1owner,' when it relates to the ownership of propertyE
situated in the Province of Quebec, shall signify proprietor, either in(
his own right or in the right of his wife, or as usufructuary (usufruitier)j
of a real estate in franc-alleu, or in free and common soccage, that is in
the Province of Quebec, whenever any person has the mere right ofi
property in any real property, and some other person has the usufructu-
ary enjoyment (la jouissance et i u8ufruit) of the same for his own use
and benefit, the person who bas the mere right of property therein shall
not have the right of voting, as the owner of sncb real property, at any
election; but in such case such usufructuary (usufruitier) shall alone be
entitled to vote at such election upon such lands or tenements."

So that the first part of that definition is exactly the same
as at the present.

Mr. BLAKE. Yes, the hon. gentleman found his error1
as he proceeded to read the clause. He stated when he be-

Mr. MMLLs,

gan that he held in his hand the Act of 1869, and that the
definition was precisely the same as in this Bill.

Mr. RYKERT. The first part.
Mr. BLAKE. No. When the hon. gentleman began to

read he said the definition was the same. As he read, he
found ho had made an inaccurate statement, and when he
closed he said the first part of it was the same. I did not
say the first part was different; I said the definition was
not the same, and the hon. gentleman acknowledges it is
not the same. Now, Sir, the Act of 1869 contained the full
and matured experience of the hon. gentleman's incubation
--the Act of 1870-I have it before me, and the definition
in that Act is not the same as the definition in this one.
There is a word introduced-I know not whether it is sur-
plusage, but I do not suppose, after thirteen years of consid-
eration, the hon. gentleman would introduce a useless word.
I find the words, "the more right of property or legal
estate," are introduced in this clause to-day. Now, are they
necessary or no ? Is it more surplusage to introduce in this
Bill the words, "or legal estate"? They were not in the
old definition before Confederation; they are not in the Act
of 1869; they are not in the Bill of 1870. But the hon.
gentleman has now introduced them. I know not
whether these are words known to the law of the Pro-
vince of Quebec; I do not profess to be acquainted with
that law. I do not know whether the words, "or
legal estate" are words known in the jurisprudence of that
Province; but I assume that being introduced to-day, they
are novel, they are introduced for a purpose, they are intro-
duced because the former definition was inadeqiate, because
it was imperfect, and these words are introduced in order
to make it perfect. Therefore, I say the definition is not
the same. Once again, in the old Act the words are "the
enjoyment of the same for his own use and benefits." Well,
now the provision is, "for his or her own use as aforesaid,"
leaving out the words "and benefits." So that the words
" and bonefits," in the old clause, were deemed, upon
this revision, to be surplusage, to be no longer necesary ;
I know not, whether they are or not; but I compare the
hon. gentleman's production of 1869 and 1870 with his pro-
duction of 1883-84-85, and find variations in the two. I find
some words inserted which are not in the old; I find some
words omitted which are in the old; I find a variation in
language from the Consolidate Statute; and therefore I
deny that we are face to face with the hon. gentleman's pro-
position, that we are really introducing the old definition
that has been in force so many years.

Mr. RYKERT. The hon. member for West Durham is
famous for hie hair splitting. If he reads the paragraph of the
definition in the Act of 1869 he will find that the only words
left out are "or legal estate " otherwise it is almoet word
for word the same as in the Bil before the Hoise. He said
that after 1 had read the whole I found I was mistaken. I
did not read it as the hon, gentleman sometimes reads a
quotation, leaving out the part which did not suit; I simply
read it as it was. Now, I will read it again, and perhaps the
hon. gentleman can then understand what the languagoeis:

'' The word '1owner,' when it relates to the ownership of property
situated in the Province of Quebec, shall signify property either in his
own right or in the right of his wife, or as usufructuary of a real estate
in franc alleU, or in free and common soccage; so that in the Province
of Quebec whenever any person has the mere right of property in any
real property''-
The words 4"or legal estate " are added this year.-
" and some other person has the usufructuary enjoyment of the same
for his own use and benefit, the person who has the mere right of pro-
perty therein shall not have the right of voting as thé owner of such
real property at any election ; but iu such case such usufructuary shall
aone be entitled to vote at such election upon such lands or tene-
menti."'
The only distinction ie that real estate is omitted. Yet the
hon. gentleman said, I did not read it, that I did not under-
stand it, and that I did not know the purport of it.

1450



COMMONS DEBATES.

Mr. BLAKE. I did not say that the hon. member did
not read it and did not understand it. I said that the hon.
member inaccurately stated that they were precisely the
same. On reading the clause he found he was not correct,
and having read the clause he stated that the first part of
the definition is correct. That is a correct statement.

Mr. GIROUARD. The Bill covers every point mon-
tioned by the hon. member for Megantic. I thought I was
right, and I still believe I am right.

Mr. BLAKE. Then why move an amendnent ?
Mr. GIROUAIRD. My amendment is only to remove

any doubts. I said that I saw no objection to allowing
such an amendment, but at the same time I could not see
how the rights of a usager could come under this clause.
The emphyteutic lessee during the running. of the lease is
sole proprietor, because the lessor has transferred all his
rights for the time being to him. I find this provision
framed in exactly the sane words, as late as 1858, in the
electoral law passed that year. This covers the sane point
as we have in the Bill now before the House. I find in the
Consolidated Statutes of Canada a clause which is to the
same effect. Under the present Bill only the usufructory
has the right to vote. The case of the lessor is very
different.

Mr. LAURIER. Who will have the right to vote under
this Bill? Will the lessor have the right?

Mr. GIROUARD. I believe lie will not, and I believe it
is not the iftention to give him that right. Under the old
law lie had not the right to vote. Under the Code lie
ceases to be proprietor for the time being.

Mr. LAURIER. That is not clear.
Mr. GIROUARD. That is how I understand it. We

have had no difficulty in the past under the old definition,
and the present definition is the same word for word. For
that reason I do not believe it is desirable to create diffi.
culty, when the sane definition has worked satisfactorily
for 30 or 40 years.

Mr. CASGRAIN. Who will have the right to vote as
between the proprietor of the land and the person who is a
usufructuary?

Mr. GIROUARD. The lessee will have the right to vote.
Mr. LAURIER. This discussion seems to show the

necessity of making this law clear. The hon. member for
Jacques Cartier says there has not been any difficulty
hitherto. But difficulty may arise under this Bill, though
if the matter were left in the hands of the Provinces no
difficulty would arise. This discussion, I say, shows the
propriety of the amendment moved by my hon. friend.
Here are two eminent lawyers from Quebec, the hon. mem-
ber for Argenteuil (Mr. Abbott) and the hon. member for
Jacques Cartier (Mx. Girouard), who do not agree as to
whether under the Bill a lessor would have the right to
vote or not. The hon. member for Jacques Cartier thinks
that the lessee would have that right and not the lessor,1
whereas the lion. member for Argenteuil believes both would
have the right to vote. I take issue with that hon. mem-
ber as to whether a lessor would have that riglit. The
argument he addressed to the committee was this : The
lessor would have the right because he was the registered
owner of the property. My view of the law is, that the
argument does not hold good, and I think the hon. mem-
ber for Argenteuil, whose pupil I was once, will agree with
me in this respect. The lessor under the lase
las not the profits of the property. The lessorJ
leases the property, but instead ot receiving the products«
lie receives a certain rental each year simply to represent
the profits of the property. If that be so, the lessor does
not receive the benefitsfrom the property, but simply the

interest on the value of the land, and the lessor could no -
come under that section, and hence the necessity of making
it clear as to whether the lessor or the lessee should have
the right to vote. The hon. member for Kent (Mr.
Landry) said he thought the point was covered, because
the lessee was for the time the proprietor, and the lessor had
only a revisionary right. This view is not altogether cor-
rect. In our law we have a very energetic expression
which says that property can be dismembered. The lessee
holde, as it were, part of the property and the owner the
other part, and that condition of things is covered by that
torm. Therefore the lessor is the proprietor under certain
conditions only, but yet legally hie s t e proprietor, so that
there are two proprietors upon the property.

Mr. LANGELIER. I think the discussion has shown
that either my amendment, or one to the same effect, is
absolutely necessary, for two distinguished legal gentlemen
-rom Montreal have taken exactly opposite views of the
meaning of the clause as it stands. The hon. member for
Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard) says that the clause would
only give the right to vote to the lessee, while the hon.
member for Argenteuil (Mr. Abbott) thinks the clause
would give the right to vote to the grantor of this emphy-
teutic lease, so that if it is intended to give the right to vote
to the lessee under these leases I think it should be made
clear. The door should not be left open to any difficulties
as to the construction of the Act. The hon. member for
Beauce (Mr. Taschereau) does not agree with the hon.
member for Argenteuil (Mr. Abbott), for he says that the
lessee in these cases is included in the word "occupant."
That is another mistake, for a party may be the lessee
under an emphytentic lease who-may not be an oc3upant at
all, but who may live in the United States.

Mir. TASCHEREAU. I said the lessee by an emphy-
teutic alese had the right of voting as proprietor.

Mr. LAURIER. Is not the lessee always a proprietor ?

Mr. LANGELIER. At any rate, I think these differences
of opinion demonstrate the absolute necessity of
some such amendment as my own. If these dis-
tinguished gentlemen have conflicting opinions of
the meaning of the clause, what will be the case
with people who are ignorant of the law? I do not
mean that the revising barristers will be ignorant men,
but people who may have to protect their rights under this
clause will be people who do not know the law, and therefore
the construction should be clear.

Mr. DESJARDINS. I have in my hands the Quebec
Election Act which has been in force for a number of years,
and I find that the definition of "owner " is precisely the
same as that proposed in the Bill. The third sub-section of
the second section reads as follows:

"The word 'owner' Bignifies any one who possesses real estate,
or whose wife possesses real estate whether as owner or umufructuar-
whenever one person has the mere ownership of real estate, and another
has the enjoyment and usufruct thereof to his own use and benefit, the
person who has the mere ownership of such real estate shall not be
entitled to vote as owner thereot, and the usufructnary shall in sucli
case alone have theright to vote, by reason of uch realeBtate."

This is really the same definition as that in this Bill, only in
different words. Therefore, if this law has been in opera-
tion in the Province of Quebec since 1875, and we have been
able under it to ascertain the rights of an emphyteutic lessee,
I do not know how some new difficulty could arise in its
operation under this law. Since my hon. friend sems to
have made a special study of the question, he might, per-
haps, tell us under what title these lessees are registered in
the electoral lists as they are now prepared. My impression
is that they are registered as owners. The clause as it
stands proposes to make no change, and I do not see the
use of the amendment.
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Mr. AUGER. I think if at any time the question ought
to be asked, who shall decide when lawyers disagree, it
should be asked now; and as the lawyers do not seem to
agree on this point, that is another proof that a great mis-
take was made in this Parliament in taking away the fran-
chise from the Provinces. In the rural municipalities of
the Province of Quebec the officers are not always
learned in the law; but we have customs in accord-
ance with the way we understand the law. In the
parish in whic1l I hve we have our own interpre-
tation of the law; but if we made the list for the
city of Quebec by the same interpretation, we might make
a mistake. In this case the law ought to be made very
clear. If the right hon. Premier himself, when asked to
explain this very clause, could only say that ho copied
the laws of Quebec, how will it be when the revising officer
-who will be appointed by the right hon. gentleman, and
who may be a man from Ontario, who knows nothing of
the laws of Quebec-comes to considor the matter? Who
will then decide? The hon gentleman may do an injustice
to the Province of Quebec, and therefore I think the law
ought to be as plain as it can be.

Mr. LANGELIER. The hon. member for Hochelaga
(mr. Desjardins) says that this is the same as the law of the
Province of Quebec. It is not the sanie thing.

Mr. DESJARDINS. It is not worded the same, but it is
practically the same.

Mr. LANGELIER. Admitting that it is practically the
same, we know what construction is put upon our provin-
cial laws in the courts, but we do not know what construc-
tion will be put on the federal laws. All I want to do is to
guard the interests of the Province of Quebec. Nobody can
deny, that there are difficulties; this discussion has shown
that there are great difficulties, and I think we should set
these difficulties at rest by amending the law in the way
proposed.

Mr. BLAKE. It seems to me that it would be a very
good thing if the hon. gentleman would adopt the definition
that the lon. member for Hochelaga (Mr. Desjardins) has
read; then he would have much to recommend it in the
view my hon. friend has taken, namely, that these words
have received a well-settled interpretation in the Province
of Quebec, and that we cannot anticipate what interpreta-
tion will be put upon words which are not the same words.
I have not been able to extract from the hon. gentleman a
reason why he inserts in the first paragraph in thia
clause the words "or legal estate." They are not in the
Consolidated Statute of Ontario, in the law of Quebec,
or in either of his Bills of 1869 or 1870. In the Province
of Quebec, I believe these words have not the technical
signification which is given to them here ; and why darken
counsel by words without wisdom ? If there is a reason for
these words, I would like to know what it is. But perhaps
the hon, gentleman did not make the change, and perhaps
we are dealing with a phrase of the Law Clerk or the
.Deputy Minister of Justice or the Minister of Justice. If
we are to enter upon this business-if a Parliament which
has nothing to do with the law relating to civil rights,
which cannot control those rights, and which is not sup-
posed to have the power of modifying them in any way, is
to deal with this matter at all, I should be disposed to say
that the safest course is to adopt the legislative definitions
of the Province, signifying what we want them to signify,
and what they have been understood by the Province to
signify; else we are entering upon a difficult and dangerous
course. The hon. Minister has said that there ought not to
be trouble about this, because it is well understood; but I
would repeat that in 1870 we had a discussion on this very
question, which was participated in by the Quebec lawyers,
and among them by his own colleague, Sir George Cartier.

Mr. DIsJARDINs.

It is impossible to deal with it as the hon. gentleman pro-
poses, namely, that we should pass it at hap-hazard.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman, I
think, is not regular. We are discussing the amendment of
the hon. member for Megantic (Mr. Langelier), and not a
subsequent clause. The clause as it now stands, so far as it
is affected by that amendment, is the same clause that was
adopted in 1858. It was settled then; it has been the law
ever since; no one has ever raised an objection to it; no
person holding an emphyteutic lease was ever deprived of
his vote. I think we cannot do better than adhere to the
law as it always has been; and I have no doubt that no
person will be deprived of his vote by a simple re-enactment
of the definition that has always existed. With regard to
the argument of the hon. leader of the Opposition, I would
simply say that hie is quite right in supposing that these
words, "or legal estate," were put in by Mr. Wicksteed,
who is an advocate of Lower Canada and well acquainted
with the law of that Province, and who thought it would be
well to make the expression more full than it was before.

Mr. WELDON. The discussion whichb as taken place
as to the right meaning to be placed on the language of the
clause, instead of making that meaning clearer, has only
had the effect of making it more confused than when we
started. When I find that lawyers like my hon. friend
from Argenteuil (Mr. Abbott) and my hon. friend from
Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard) have such different opinions
of the clause, I cannot help thinking what will be the diffi-
culties of these revising barristers of five yeaîs standing,
in dealing with matters of this kind. I think a law of this
kind should be made as clear as possible. You may say
that there is a right of appeal, but under this Act that
right is a very questionable one, for it depends on the
option of the revising barristers, and even if the appeal was
of right, we ail know that appeals are expensive, and,
therefore, we should take every care that the law is made
as clear as possible. The word "proprietor " is one which
I shall call attention to, as I cannot discover that it lias a
legal meaning at all. In the Quebec Act the word is not
used; the definition does not include it, and the hon. mem-
ber for Hochelaga (Mr. Desjardins) will understand that,
though two words may have the same meaning, may appear
to be exactly alike, to a person who has not a tegal train-
ing, yet when parties come to court, it may be that they
will be construed to have an entirely different meaning, For
that reason I think we should follow the Quebec Act as it
stands, and make the definition under the Act so clear that
there will be no difficulty in understanding who have and
who have not the right of voting. No man should be
deprived of that right by the inaccuracy or ambiguity of
the language of an Act.

Mr. CASEY. The discussion which has taken place on
this clause of the Bill has, as stated by the hon. member for
St. John (Mr. Weldon), rather produced a feeling of confu-
sion in our minds than supplied us with information. The
right hon. gentleman who introduced the Bill has not been
able, or has not seen fit, to explain this provision of the
Bill-I do not know which; but I almost think, from his
attempt on one or two occasions to obtain the material for
explaining it, that his attention must have been called to it
for the first time to-day, for I cannot imagine that he
sliould have been unable to explain it if he had given the
matter his consideration. It is extremely inconvenient for
us who live under a totally different system of civil polity,
whether we be lawyers or not, to frame provisions of this
kind, conditioned on a system of law concerning which none
of us from the other Provinces can know very much ; we
will be completely at sea as to the appropriateness of these
definitions unless we get an explanation of the matter here
and now. I may be told that we should depend on the
opinions of the lawyers from the Province of Quebec, but
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the answer is evident, that two of the most prominent
and eminent lawyers of that Province, sitting within
one place of each other in this House, have given
directly opposite opinions of the meaning of this clause.
Two prominent lawyers from the Province of Quebec in
this fouse have given directly opposite decisions upon this
clause, so that with the leader of the Government unable or
unwilling to explain the meaning of the.provisions, with
his chief legal advisers from the Province of Quebec, the
Province specially interested, differing toto cœlo with
regard to the meaning of the clause, we must, before pass-
ing it, ask to be given some further explanation from some-
body, or, if nobody is able to give a decided explanation,
that this part of the clause should stand over. The leader
of the louse said, in answer to the hon. member for West-
Durham (Mr. Blake), that it was not the time now to
discuss the meaning of the words "legal estate," on the
ground that this clause is similar to one in the Act of 1875.
It has been pointed out, however, that it is not similar, and
that certain words which evidently appear to the legal
mind to mean something, and which strike the lay mind as
likely to mean something, have been added. The ques-
tion has been asked and an answer refused. If these words
mean something new, and change the definition from what
it was before, the argument against the amendment, drawn
from the similarity of form, is gone ; if they do
not mean anything, the usefuness of the words
themselves is gone. rhe hon. member for Hochelaga
(Mr. Desjardins) also urges the similarity to the
clause in the Quebec Election Act, 1875, which he read ;
but it is evident that although a number of the sane
words which occur in this clause are to be found in that Act,
the intentions of the two may be wholly different. The word
" proprietor," which occurs in this clause, does not occur in
the other at all, and the differences are such as t6 make it
quite impossible for anyone to determine whether they
mean the same.thing or not. This is evident from the fact
that no two lawyers in the House draw the same conclu-
sions on this point. If the object is to secure uniformity of
interpretation in the Province of Quebec, the proper course
to be followed is that suggested by my hon. friend on my
right, to take the Quebec clause as it stands, and insert it
here as the interpretation of the word "owner " in
the Province of Quebec. We all know that judges
differ in their interpretations of a new law until pre-
cedents are established ; and as there must be precedents
for the interpretation of the Act of 1875, we shculd take
the clause from that Act. I would ask the hon. the leader
of the Government under which of the classes mentioned in
this clause, the tenants on the old seigniories, ubder leases
dating perhaps a hundred y ears back, given by the original
seigniors, at nominal rents, are supposed to come. Will the
hon. gentleman answer my question ?

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman-
Mr. CASEY. I only sat down to allow the right hon.

gentleman to answer my question.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will answer when I am

ready.
Mr. CASEY. Well then I will sit down when I am ready.

1 know from my reading of French Canadian history and
conversation with French lawyers-

Mr. HESSON. You know a great deal about it.

Mr. CASEY. Il the hon. gentleman from Perth (Mr.
Hesson) had given half the attention to the provisions of this
Bill which I have given to land tenure in Lower Canada, he
would be better able to pronounce an opinion than he is.
The attention 1 have given to it is altogether through read-
ing the history of the French seigneurial tenure and from
conversation with Frenoh gentlemen, and I am aware whole

townships full of people hold lands under thse leases at
extremely low rents-at such rente as would net qualify
them under the tenant clause. Iknow it is not intended te
disenfranchise them; it must be intendod to include them
under some of these clauses, and I ask under which, and
the hon. gentleman refuses to answer until ho is i eady.
By the word ready, he either means willing or prepared; I
hope be means merely willing. I can understand his being
unwilling to answer questions lest that might prolong the
discussion, but I hope ho is not in a position to avow
himself unprepared. He muet know that we from Ontario
have special difflculties in dealing with this clause, and I
have no doubt ho has posted himself thoroughly on those
peculiar features of the law of Quebec with which he pro-
poses to tinker, and is prepared to give explanations upon
them. I hope ho will be able to tell us what nobodyias
told us, under which definition the seignorial tenants will
come. This question may seem unnecesary to our hon.
friend from Quebec, but it is necessary to hon. gentlemen
from Ontario.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I do not understand it.
Mr. CASEY. What mny hon. friend does not understand

may be taken to b beyond the ordinary seope of the intel.
ligence of this House. It has been pointed ont by the hon.
member for Kent (Mr. Landry) that under sub-section 5,
some parties whose qualifications are questioned are in-
cluded. That sub-section says :

Mr. CHAIR [AN. I would ask the hon. gentleman to
contine himself to the motion before the House.

Mr. CASEY. The question before Ihe House is a sub.
amendment moved by the hon. member for Jacques
Cartier.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. It has not been put.
Mr. CASEY. We have been discussing it without being

called to order by yourself, Sir, or anybody else, and as the
two amendments involve the same question, my remarkf3
are à propos. They both imply there is a necessity for
change. The hon. member for Kent (Mr. Landry) says
thore is none, and I wish to point out that there is; and
thorefore my argument is applicable t both those amend-
monts, because if tuere is no necessity for change,
neither amendment should be made. Sub-section 5 says:
" Any person who is the bona fide occupant of property
within any such city or town or part of a city or town, of
the actual value of $300, whether such occupation is under
a license of occupation or agreement to purchase from the
Crown or from any other person or corporation, or existe
in any other manner except as owner or tenant." These last
words destroy the hon. gentleman's contention, the usagers
do exist either as owners or tenants. Some hon. gentlemen
contend that they should be classed as owners, some, as ten-
ants. It is agreed they must be one or the otherand therefore
th ey do come in under this clause. I wish to ask the hon.
the First Minister if they are to be excluded from having a
vote. There is a consensus of opinion that they should have
a vote. The intention as regards property qualification is
to ensure that every person to whom the franchise is given
has a stake in the country. The nu propriétaire is undoubt.
edly a person having a stake in the country, and I should
like to know why it is intended to exclude him from the
franchise which is given to an occupier of land.

Sir. JOHN A. MACDONALD. No one is excluded from
the franchise who has had the vote heretofore. This Bill con-
tinues the franchise to those who heretofore possessed it,
and its only effect in that regard is to extend it further
than that under which we now sit here. The propriétaire
is the porson who has the property, of course.

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, besides the amendment
which my hon. friend before me (Mr. Langelier) has placed
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in your hand thore was an amendment moved by the hon.
member for yacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard).

Mr. CHAIRMAN. It was not put.
Mr. MILLS. It may not have been put from the Chair,

but, if an amendment is sont into your hands, of course it
will be put from the Chair. The hon. member who moves
it, cannot withdraw it withoutthe consent of the committee
and, before you put the amendment of my hon. friend, the
rules of the House require that that amendment of the hon.
member for Jacques Cartier should be put. If he was not
satisfied with his amendment and thought it ought to be
withdrawn because it was defective, ho should have asked
pormission of the committee to witdraw it; but, since I
heard the hon. member make the declaration and saw him
send the amendment to your Chair, it seens to me that,
before you put the amendment of my hon. friend, you should
read the amendment to the amendment made by the hon.
member for Jacques Cartier, in order that the committee
might become acquainted with its provisions. We did not
precisely catch the force of that amendmient, and thorefore
it is desirable that we should hear it, but, if the hon. gentle-
man is desirous to withdraw it, the consent of the commit-
tee must be had.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I have not got the amendment.
Mr. MILLS. I think it would be irregular and unusual

to proceed with the amendment in your hands when another
amendment was moved and put in your hands. The hon.
member ought to have returned that amendment to the
Chair.

Mr. BLAKE. It could not leave the possession of the
Chair. An amendment moved by an hon. member cannot
leave the possession of the Chair except by an act of vio-
lence or fraud.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Question.
Mr. LAURIER. I see that the Prime Minister will not

accept the amendment of my hon. friend.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Mr. LAURIER. I do not mean the amendment of the

hon. member for Jacques Cartier; I mean that of the hon.
member for Megantic (Mr. Langolier); and the reason ho
givos is that the Bill is simply the law as it stands at pre-
sent; but the hon. gentleman thinks proper to amend the
law as it stands at prosent, and, after the discussion which
lias taken place, he must be convinced that the amendment
of my hon. friend meets a difficulty which exists. Two of
the hon. gentleman's supporters from the Province of Quebe:3
differ on the interpretation of the law, and it would be only
due to the House to meet the difficulty. We are to appoint
judges to make the list, and these very difficultie will come
before them. The hon. member for Jacques Cartier will
make one contention, and the hon. member for Argenteuil
(Mr. Abbott) will contend the very reverse. How is the
revising officer to meet that contention ? It seems to me
that this amendment ought to be accepted.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Question.
Mr. WELDON. The hon. member for Jacques Cartier

moved an amendment.
Some hon. MEMBEIRS. Question.
Mr. MILLS. There is no question until that amend-

ment comes. That amendment is the question. No other
amendment can be put until that is here.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Hon. members will observe
that the Chairman is desirous to do what is regular, and I
am sure he will not insist on himself performing an irre-
gular act.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Here is the amendment.
It was on the hon. member's desk.

Mr. MILL£.

M1r. CHAIRMAN. It is moved by Mr. Girouard to insert
the words "lessee par bail emphytéotique " after the word
" usufructuaire " in lino 13. Io it the pleasure of the com-
mittee to adopt the amendment?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Lost; carried.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. I think the noes have it.
Mfr. LANGELIER. This amendment would

the case at all.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. I have put the question.
Mr. CASEY. No, Mr. Chairman-

not meet

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. MILLS. The question has not--
Mr. CHAIRMAN. I have declared that I think the

noes have it.
Mr. MILLS. This committee has not been asked if they

were ready for the question, and that is the firet stop in
order that they may not be taken by surprise. I think
that the amendment cannot be put until the committee are
asked, are they ready for the question ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I never heard that
before.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I asked the committee whether this
amendment should be adopted and I said: I think the noes
have it, 1 am in the judgment of the House. If you ask
that the yeas and nays be taken, that is another thing, but
I cannot go back on my action.

Mr. CHARLTON. I noticed that the hon. momber for
Megantic-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. I am in the judgment of the House.
Mr. MILLS. I understood, Mr. Chairman--
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. I now put the amendment of Mr.

Langelier.
Mr. CHARLTON. I notice an hon. member--
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order, order.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. I am in the judgment of the House.
Mr. RILLS. I understood, Mr. Chairman-
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment I declared lost.

There can be no discussion after the decision of the Chair.
The question is now on the amendment of Mr. Langelier.

Amendment negatived.
Mr. CHARLTON. The yeas and nays are called, Mr.

Chairman.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. No, the mover has not asked for it.
Mr. LANGELIER. 1 move that after the word "or," in

the 14th lino of page 1, the following words be inserted, "or
whose wife is proprietor or usufructuary ;" and that the
words, "either in his own right or in the right of bis wife"
be struck out of the same. It has been suggested that a
difficulty would arise on account of this clause being dif-
feront from the law in the Province of Quebec, and the
object of the amendment is to harmonise this definition with
the law of Quebec. The words I propose to substitute are
used in our provincial law instead of the words " in his
own right or in the right of his wife." The law of the
Province of Quebec says : "The word 1,owner' signifies any
one who possesses real estate, or whose wife possesses real
estate. whether as owner or usufructuary," while this Bill
uses this expression, "in his own right, or in the right of
his wife." Everyone acquainted with the law of marriage
settlements in the Province of Quebec, knows that there are
several kinds of matrimonial régimes. Thore may be com-

1454



COMMONS DEBATES.
munity of property, there may be separation of property,
there may be simply exclusion of community. Under
these several conditions the rights of the husband to the
property of his wife are entirely different. Under separa-
tion of property between husband and wife, the husband
bas no right whatever to the property of hie wife; the wife
not only retains the ownership of her property, but she
enjoys the use of it entirely separate from him; whereas,
if community of property exists, thon the husband is the
manager of the community, and as such ho bas the usufruct
of all the properte of his wife.

The committee rose, and it being six o'clock the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recess.

Mr. LANGELIER. When the House rose I was explain-
ing that the object of this amendment i to harmonise this
first paragraph with the election law of the Province of
Quebec, in so far as it relates to that Province. I was
explaining that under the régime of a community of pro-
perty, the wife retains the ownership of her property, but
the husband has the management of it. There will be no
difficulty in his having a right to vote on that property
under this law as it is,because ho would be considered as a
usufruct of the property of his wife, as representing the
community. But if they are separated as to property, the
husband has no right whatever to his wife's property; the wife
is a single woman, so far as her property is concerned, and
the husband would have no right to vote on that property.
Under the law of the Province of Quebec the husband has a
right to vote on the property of bis wife, but then it is
stated that ho shall have the right to vote, whether ho is
himself the owner, or whether his wife is the owner, which
would include the case of a separation of property. But as
this Bill is drawn up, it would not give the right to vote to
the husband on the property of his wife; while, if it is
intended to give him the right to vote on the property of
his wife under the régime of a community of property, these
words in the paragraph are useless, because it would be
included under the word "usufructuary." The object of the
amendment is to bring this clause into conformity with the
electoral law of the Province of Quebec.

Mr. DESJARDINS. I do not see that it is necossary, in
order to protect the right of the husband to vote on his
wife's property, to change the section as it now reads. It
has the same effect as the provincial law. We are not
lere to decide under what community the wife is under
marriage. She may be en communauté de biens; she may b
separated as to property; she may have the right to
administer her own property. The law doos not define
under which régime she may be in order to entitle the
husband to vote on her property; and when the Bill says
that the husband shall have the power to vote on his wife's
property, that means the same as the provincial Act.

Mr. LANGELIER. It is not the same. The husband
who is separated as to property from hie wife is not, in any
respect, the owner of the property. He bas no right what-
ever in that property, any more than in that of his neigh-
bor. If it is proposed to give to the husband the right to
vote on his wife's property, the clause must b drawn up
in a different form.

Mr. DESJARDINS. When the Bill states that:

" If such proprietor be a married man, it means the proprietor in his
own right or in the right of his wife, of freehold estate, legal or equitable,
in lands and tenementa held in free and common soccage, of which such
perso is in actua posseuion or is in receipt of the rents and profita
thereot"1

I do not know what that means if it does not mean that the
husband shal vote on the wife's property.

Mr. LAURIER. I do not think the hon. member for
Hochelaga (Mr. Desjardins) apprebends the objection of
the hon. member for Megantic. In the Province of Quebec
a man and wife are either separated as to property or have
community of property. Take the first case. Suppose a
man and wife have community of property. The wife's
property thon is under the management of ber husband.
Under this Bill he would be qualified to vote, because ho
would be owner of it by right of his wife. Suppose they
were separated as to property. Thon the husband would
have noither possession nor management of it, nor any
right whatever to it. He cannot, therefore, vote upon the
property. The intention clearly is to give the husband the
power to vote upon property belonging to his wife when
she is separated as to property; but the Bill does not
secure the object which it is intended to attain.

Mr. FISHER. Is it the intention of the Government to
provide that a man, when his wife is separated as to prop-
erty, shall have the right to vote? If that is the intention
of the Government, they should express that intention and
have it thoroughly understood, This Bill and the Quebec
Act are entirely different. The member for Hochelaga
(Mr. Desjardins) seeme to think they are the sanie. Any-
one who reads them carefully must see that in the one case
it covers husbands whose wives have property in their own
right, a right which places the property entirely out of
the power of the husband; whereas, in the other case it
only applies to owners of property belonging to the wife
when the wife is not separated as to property. It is due to
the committee and especially to members from Quebec that
the Government should declare what they mean by this
clause. If it means what seems to be intended, let us under-
stand it; but if it means exactly the same as the Quebec
Act, let us understand that such is its meaning and insert
language to express it.

Mr. DESJARDINS. I admit that the wording of the
provincial Act is more clear. The French translation reads
so as to state that the wife being owner of the property is
qualified by that fact to vote on the property. Will the
hon. gentleman pretend that when the property is owned
by a wife although not en communauté de biens she is not
the real proprietor of it ?

Mr. LAURIER. Yes, but she as the administration of
it.

Mr. MILLS. It is not simply for the Government to
determine this matter, unless the committee abdicates its
functions and is willing to accept the decision of the Gov-
ernment, whatever it may be. It is for the committee to
determine what clause shall be adopted in regard to the
qualification of electors in the Province of Quebec. It is
perfectly clear, from what my hon. friends have stated, that
if this clause ho adopted in its present form, the husband
will only have the right to vote when ho bas a legal interest
in hie wife's property and when there is community of
property; but where that does not exist the husband will
not have the right to vote. That, it would seem, is not
the intention of the committee, and unless the com-
mitteo intends radically to alter the present property
qualification in the Province of Quebec the clause should
not be adopted in its prosent fori. Under the Quebec
Act as it now stands, which this Parliament has declared
is the law for the Province of Canada, so far as the
Province 'of Quebec is concerned, the husband has the
right to vote wherever his wife has, in her own right,
sufficient property to have given the owner the qualifica-
tion to vote. That being the case, the proposition of the
G3overnment is, in this particular, to make a very wide
departure from the existing law in the Province of Quebec,
and unlees the committee are prepared to say that a change
onght to be made, thon, I say that the amendment pro-
posed by the lhon. member for Megantic (Mr. Lanpeier)
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ought to be adopted. If not, the effect will be to disfran.
chise a number of people in the Province of Quebec who
now have the right to vote.

Mr. BLAKE. I trust that the hon. gentleman will give
his consideration to this matter, which is, I think, one of
great importance. I believe a large number of married
men in the Province of Quebec are married under arrange-
ments by which there is no community of property between
them and their wives, and these men have, under the law of
the Province of Quebec, the right to vote on their wives'
property, notwithstanding that they have not that com-
munity of property. The question of community is of no
consequence; the man, even if separated from his wife, has
the right to vote under the Quebec law as it now stands. I
cannot agree with my hon. friend from Hochelaga (Mr.
Desjardins), that the English version of the clause which
we are now discussing would produce the same result. The
language here is that an owner means a proprietor or
usufructuary, either in his own right or in the right of his
wife, but a man cannot be said to be a proprietor, in respect
of his wife, of property in which he as no more interest
than if it was bis neighbor's property; in fact, is wife is
bis neighbor for this purpose. She occupies no nearer
relation, and therefore you are proposing to lay down a
law disfranchising a large number of persons in the Province
of Quebec who now hold the suffrage. Now, is there any
objeet in that ? Of course, if that is the intention, let us
understand it, but if not, there can be no intention to make
this discrepancy. I will be glad to hear the observations of
the hon. member for Montreal (Mr. Coursol), who is con-
versing with the First Minister, because I am confident that
h*s opinion will agrce with my own.

Mr. FISHER. I trust that the First Minister will give
us an answer on this question. If ho does not, we must
suppose that ho means to put in the Act wha the English
version says, and that version says clearly that the owner
of property in the Province of Quebec, where the voter is
separated as to property from his wife, and the property
stands in his wife's name, shall not have the right to vote.
The hon, gentleman says that the reason that ho does not
give married women the right to vote is that their husbands
have that right, but by the language of this clause, as it
now stands, these men will not have the right to vote. If
the hon. gentleman considers that this clause as it now
reads is a correct interpretation of the franchise, and wishes
to extend the franchise to the class of voters I have named,
I think we will have to have an amendment in the direc-
tion of the franchise which is now embodied in the Quebec
Act. Until, however, the right hon. gentleman expresses
himself on this point, we are rather in the dark in our
argument.

Mr. MILLS. I think we ought to have some explanation
from the lon. gentleman in charge of the Bill, or from some
of his colleagues. Surely we are not going to here dis-
franchise a large number of people in the Province of Que-
bec without warning to them, or without complaints that
they have abused the franchise which they now enjoy. It
does seem to me an extraordinary proposition, and yet,
although that fact las been clearly pointed out on this side
by several hon. gentlemen, the First Minister will not ven-
ture to undertake to answer the objection which has been
raised. Surely it is not the proposition that the committee
shall vote down in silence the amendment proposed by my
lon. friend, to retain to the people of Quebec the franchise
they have at this moment ? The position taken by the
Government on this question is an extraordinary one. We
are here undertaking to deal with a question which las
never been submitted to the people, upon which their views
have not ben sought, upon which their opinions have not
been had, and now it is proposed to make a radical change
in thequyification of the electors in the Province

Mr. lILLs.

of Quebec. We have one hon. gentleman suppott-
ing the Government saying that there is no change
being made by the clause, that the law will be
left precisely where it is, while the First Min-
ister knows it will not. The hon. gentleman under-
stands legal argument, and he knows it has been made
clear beyond controversy, by the hon. member for Megan-
tic and the on. member for East Quebec, that the effect of
his proposition will be to disfranchise a large number of
people in the Province of Quebec, and yet ho makes no
answer. He las neither said that he intends to retain the
law as it is, nor given the committee any reason why those
people should be disfranchised. Has the hon. gentleman
found that those people who have the right of voting upon
their wives' interest in certain property, are not qualified to
vote? or that they have abnsed the trust committed to
them ? Unles he shows that they have done so, I think
the committee ought not to support this proposition, but
should support the amendment of my hon. friend from
Megantic (Mr. Langelier). It seems to me that the bur-
then of proof is, in this case, on the hon. gentleman who
proposes to disfranchise these people, and he onght to give
the committee some good reason for taking that course.

Mr. AUGER. I understood that before six oclock the
hon. gentleman stated that this part of the Bill was borrowed
from the Quebec law, but it is quite certain that in the
English yerson, at all events, its effect will be to disfranchise
a number of the electors in the Province of Quebec. Now,
I understand very well why there is only one of the other
side to speak on this question. On a previous amendment
several spoke, but they did not seem to agree; but this
time thoy are sure to agrce, as there is only one to speak.
If some of the other lawyers on the other side would speak
on this clause, maybe they would side with us. - The hon.
member for Missisquoi (Mr. Baker) is a lawyer, and one of
the hon. members from Montreal is a lawyer, and we would
like to hear from either of those gentlemen.

Mr. CUR R AN. As one member from Montreal, I entirely
agree with the remarks of my hon. friend from Hochelaga
(Mr. Desjardins).

Mr. LAURIER. Surely the hon. member for Montreal
Centre will not say that husbands, separated from their
wives as to property, should qualify on the property of
their wives.

Mr. CURRAN. Leave the law as it is.
Mr. LAU RIER. Well, here is the law, as it is in Quebec:
" The word 'proprietor ' means he who possesses or whose wife pos-

sesses."

Here is the Bill:
"' Owner,' when it relates to the ownership by a male person of real

property situated in the Province of Quebec, means proprietor or usufrue-
tuary, either in his own right or in the rigbt of hie wife."

A man cannot be the owner of his own property and the
property of his wife at the same time. His wife has her
own property and he las his own property. If it is the
intention of the Government to exclude a husband from
qualifying on property bld by bis wife when they are
separated as to property, well and good. But if it is the
intention to leave the law as it is, the wording is not
accurate and ought to be amended.

Mr. FISHER. The lon. member for Montreal Centre
says he agrees entirely with the hon. member for Hochelaga.
I would like to ask him if, with his knowledge of the English
language, he is prepared to stake his professional reputation
on the statement that the two clauses-that in the Quebec
Act and that in this Bill-mean exactly the same thing.

Mr. CURRAN. If the Ion. gentleman wants my opinion
.on this subject, I will say that I beieve that ho is talking
against time.
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Mi t ISHER. The hon. gentleman has not answered

my questbn. I ask him to state his opinion, and to stake
his profes4onal reputation upon it, and the hon. gentleman
tries by a miserable quibble to get ont of answering that
question, He says I am talking against time.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. FISHER. Hon. gentlemen on the opposite side of

the House may think I am talking against time; but I
wish to find out the true meaning of the words of this Bill.
If it passes and becomes law, the question will arise in my
own county as to what this means, and I wish hon. gentle-
man to say what is the meaning and intention of the words
of their Bill, since I cannot find out from the words them-
selves.

Amendment negatived.
Mr. LANGELIER. I have another amendment to move.

It is as follows:-
" That all the words infranc allMu, or in free and comnon soccage, be

struck ont of the lth line, and wherever theyappear in sub-section 1 of
section 2."
I will explain at once the object of the amendment; it is
to strike out a portion that is entirely useless. This clause
makes a distinction between property held in franc alleu and
in free and common soccage. The two kinds of property
exist in the Province of Quebec, I will admit. But since the
abolition of seignorial tenure, in 1854, there has beèn no prac.
tical difference between the two. It is a more technicality ;
property held infranc alleu is not held at all ; it is free pro-
perty, held in the same way as the Crown may hold pro-
perty, while property held in free and common soccage,
according to the law of England, is held direct from the
Crown. In some old election laws the distinction might
have been observed, but there is no practical difference now.

Sir JOHN A. MAC DONALD. It does no harm.
Mr. LAURIER. It does neither harm nor good.
Mr. FLEMING. I think the amendment ought to pro.

vail, because it strikes me that there will be a marked
distinction if these words are retained. There can be no
lanci hold in frec and common soccage unless a patent bas
issued from the Crown. There may be a purchaser fron
the Crown, owning a large tract of land upon which full
payment has not been made, and for which no patent has
issued; and a person in that position will not be entitled to
vote under this definition of " owner," although ho may own
a large amount of property. A purchaser f rom the Crown
ought to be in the same position as an equitable owner as a
purchaser from anybody else.

Amendment negatived.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I move that the words,

"or her," in the 3ith line, be struck out.
Mr. BLAKE. I understood that it was arranged yester-

day that these clauses should be taken separately, one by
one. Is that arrangement to be departed froin?

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. Therewasnosuch arrange-
ment. They were to be taken in the order in which they
are. It is one clause. When I or my hon. friend behind
me made that motion which would have excluded the motion
of the hon. member for Megantie (Mr. Langelier), I said I
would not prevent any amnend ment being moved to anything
before the motion of my hon. friend from umberland (Mr.
Townshend). That was the arrangement, but there was no
arrangement that every paragraph of the clause should be
put. I never heard of such a thing.

Mr. BLAKE. I am afraid my memory differs from that
of the hon. gentleman. I suggested to him that we should
take clause by clause, because I pointed out 'that the dis-
cussion otherwise would wander over the whole interpreta-
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tion clause-that the whole of it would be open for disus.
sion as to the interprotation for each Province-and the
hon. gentleman said he accepted my suggestion to take each
of the conditions of this clause by itself, and ho put that
first division upon which we have been since that time.
You did not, Mr. Chairman, put the whole clause; you put
the division, and the committee has been upon and is still
upon it, under the arrangement made by the hon. gentle.
man. Subsequently, it happened that the hon. member for
Cumberland (Mr. Townshend) put his motion. I said I
understood that there were some suggestions to be made
for amendments in prior linos of the clause, and the right
hon. gentleman said that was of no consequence, bocause
they could be taken up after the disposition of the motion
of the hon. member for Cumberland. I had supposed we
were about to dispose of these considerations, which were
to be suggested with reference to this portion of the clause,
before proceeding to any other portion of the clause. That
certainly was my understanding yesterday.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I never saw, nor bas the
hon. gentleman ever seen, portions of a clause put in com.
mittee; the clause stands as one, and it is put as one. I
agreed, and it was reasonable I should do so, that each of
the definitions should be taken in order. If there are any
other motions to be made after the 24th lino, after we get
through they can be made. You donot take a solemn vote
on each.

Mr. BLAKE. My hon. friend behind me has some pro.
position to make in reference to this first section. It is as
well we should understand the order of procedure. Does
the hon. gentleman propose to make this motion which is
for the second division, and thon that we should go back to
this, the first division.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; I waited for a reason.
able time to see if there was any motion made as to the first
paragraph. If there is any other amendment to be moved
to the first paragraph, let it be moved now.

Mr. BLAKE. That is all I want.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is quite a different
thing to saying we should vote paragraph by paragraph.
Of course, we do not vote paragraph by paragraphi.

Mr. BLAKE. That is a matter of form. I do not care
to have a formai vote upon each paragraph, but upon that
point I wish to read what took place. The hon. gentle.
man began by saying that in the second interpretation
clause ho proposed to move au amend ment to the paragraph
relating to persons. The hon. member for Bothwell said :
" There are many other points in that interpretation clause
before that one, and it would be well to know precisely the
way in which the hon. gentleman proposes to proceed." 1
said : "I think we will have great confusion, unless the bon.
gentleman takes each clause by itself in the order in which
they occur in the Bill. There are many important points
preceding this one, which may elicit much discussion." The
right hon. gentleman thon said: "Perhaps so. The sugges-
tion thrown out by the leader of the Opposition is a good
one, and I shall adopt it. Say we take the first clause." So
I understood we were taking the first clause.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. Very well; but I under-
stood I was challcnged for not having a formal vote on this
first paragraph.

Mr. BLAKE. I certainly understood it was to be in
that way, because I do not know how else we can determine
how we are to reach the end of the first clause.

Mr. LAURIER. I propose to substitute the clause in
the Quebec Act for this one. I beg, therefore, to move the
following amendment ;-.
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That the whole of sub-section 1 of section 2 be struck out, and the

following substituted therefor :-The word "owner," in the Province of
Quebec signifies any one who possesses real estate, or whose wife
possesses real estate, whether as owner or as usufructuary. Whenever
one person has the mere ownership of real estate and another the enjoy-
ment and usufruct thereof to his own use and benefit, the person who
has the mere ownership shall not be entitled to vote as owner thereof,
and the usufructuary shall have alone the right to vote by reason of
Such real estate.

Mr. CASEY. I am very glad my hon. friend has moved
this amendment, and I say so as an Ontario man. I do
not pretend to understand or to discuss the points of Quebec
law involved in this technical description of an owner, and
it is for that reason I am glad to see this amendment
moved. I intended to propose it myself, if the hon. gen-
tleman had not moved it. We certainly ought to know
what we are doing before adopting the clause in the Bill
before us. We have the very highest legal authorities
from Quebec, who are present in the House, differing as to
the construction of that clause ; we find the right hon.
gentleman who proposed the Bill apparently very doubtfal
himself as to its meaning; we, non-legal English-speaking
members from Ontario, are consequently utterly in the
dark as to what this may mean, but if we adopt the clause,
as it stands in the Quebec Act, in substitution for the one in
this Bill, we shall know what we are doing. That Act bas
been in force since 1875, and any misappreliension as to its
meaning must have been thoroughly settled before now by
judicial decisions. It always takes some yeai s to settle the
meaning of any new Act, and it would undoubtedly take
some years to settle whatevcr meaning there may
be in the clause before us; but as to the meaning of the
clause proposed to be substituted, there can be no doubt.
No doubt, also, the electors, the assessors, and those who
compile the lists, know what it means, and are therefore
saved from errors in making up the lists. Any gentleman
who is likely to be appointed revising officer under this
law would also know what it means, and would be
saved from error in making or revising the lists. I think,
therefore, it would be infinitely better for us to adopt this
than the other, and I cannot see why the Government can
have any objection. It has been stated time and again that
the clause in the Bill before us was intended to mean, and,
in the opinion of its promoters, does mean, exactly the
same as that now proposed to be substituted. Where there
are two clauses meaning the same thing, and, in regard to
the one, the legal meaning bas been settled by decisions,
while, in regard to the other, the ablest lawyers in the
House differ as to its interpretation, there is no room for
choice. It is our duty to adopt the one which has a settled
and definite meaning, and those who propose the Bill should
be satisfied to accept it, since they say that it embodies the
meaning which they propose to put into the law.

Mr. AUGER. I believe it is not the intention of the
Government to pass a law to interfere with our rights in
the Province of Quebec, and I believe the members from
that Province will have no objection to accept the clauses
which are now in the election law of that Province, and
I feel sure that the members froi the other Provinces will
not try to force upon the Province of Quebec clauses that
may lead to lawsuits. This is a law which is intended to
render justice to all the Provinces, and there is one member of
the Government who was, I believe, a member of the Govern-
ment of Quebec when this Quebec election law was passed,
and, if it was found then that the definition of "owner "
was the correct one, why should the Federal Parliament
change that for the Province of Quebec ? If you change
it, make it the same for the whole Dominion, but if you
make an exception for the Province of Quebec, as this
paragraph does, why not take the definition which you find
in the Quebec law ? Then there would be no misunder-
standing and no reason for lawsuits. There are terms in
this section which I do not exactly understand. Of course,

.M.r. LAURIER.

I am not a legal gentleman or an Englishman, but there is
one term I do not understand, where it speaks of "pro-
perty or legal estate." Questions may arise, and when we
have to go before the court in regard to a new law, judges
may differ in opinion and it may lead to confusion. When
the question was put before the House, I was glad to hear
members on the other side, from the Province of Quebec,
cry " carried," and I hope they will say "carried " to this
amendment, and that the members from the other Provinces
will not force upon the Province of Quebec a new defini-
tion of the word "owner."

Amendment of Mr. Laurier negatived.
58.

Yeas, 37; nays,

On paragraph 2,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I move that the words,

" or her," in the 34th line, be struck out.
Mr. DAVIES. Do I understand the hon. gentleman to

accept the vote in committee the other night in reference
to woman suffrage as the vote of the House on the question ?
Personally, I voted along with him on that matter, and I
know, from the expressions that fell from some gentlemen
on that side of the House, that while they voted to expunge
it from the first section qui quoad, in defference to the wishes
of members from that Province, they were not inclined to
vote in that way with regard to the other Provinces. There
was a smali majority against it, when all is said-51 to 78-
in a very small fHouse. 1 am satisfied that the view of the
House is not to prevent women from voting in the other
Provinces, though they voted in that way in regard to the
Province of Quebec. Does the hon. gentleman intend to
abandon the woman suffrage altogether ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the hon. gentleman
had been in is place, he would have heard me say that, in
deference to the opinion of the louse, the Government had
abandoned that feature of the Bill, and that I therefore
moved that the words, "or her," be struck out.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman will remember that
some of his supporters-the hon. member for North Vic-
toria (Mr. Cameron), I think, for one-approved of the prin-
ciple of woman suffrage, but considered that, as in that
first paragraph the question involved had relerence only
to the Province of Quebec, and a large number of the mem-
bers from that Province were adverse to it, they should
vote against its retention in that first paragraph, but inti-
mated their intention to support the principle with regard
to the other Provinces. It seems that the hon. gentleman
is in a hurry to abandon the principle to which he was so
ardently attached. He assured us that he had given years
to the consideration of this subject; that it was his mature
conclusion;; nd now, without giving the rest of the House
anything like the time for the consideration of the subject
that ho las devoted to it himself, he is ready to abandon
the principle, when some of his own friends declare their
readiness to support it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If I had thought that my
adhesi'on to the clause in the Bill giving female suffrage
would have enabled us to carry the measure, I certainly would
have adhered to it; but having made up my mind during
the discussion that the whole Bill was likely to be imperilled
by the sudden turn of hon. gentlemen on the other side
of the House, who deliberately gave up their own opinions
and the opinions expressed by thoir leader, for the purpose
of getting, as they thought, a great political advantage-f
was not going to fall into the trap.

Sir RICHA RD CARTWRIGHT. I tbink the right lon.
gentleman has noright whatever te saythat members on this
side have abandoned their principles on that or any other
matter. The conduet of the First Minister looks a great
deal more like this-that he had no sort of sincere desire to
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promote the cause of female suffrage; and it would not abso-
lutely surprise me to hear that that enormous majority of
his own followers who desorted him last night deserted him
under orders. However that may be, the bon. gentleman
may know what influenced his own followers, but he cer-
tainly does not know what influences us. Now, Sir, there
is very good roason, indeed, why this should be adopted
with respect to the English-speaking Provinces,
even if our friends from the Province of Quebec-
which I believe is the case-do not desire it.
There is no doubt whatever that there is, and
has been, for a great number of years-I may say for
almost 2,000 years, if the hon, gentleman wants to go back
so far-a very great difference of opinion indeed between
those who belong to what are called the Teutonic races and
those who belong to the Latin races, on subjects of this
kind. Unless I have entirely forgotten the description
given by Tacitus of our Teutonie forefathers, from whom,
as everybody who bas studied these matters knows, ail
parliamentary usages are in the long resort derived, this
very Parliament of ours is only an expansion, after ail, of
the Teutonic principle. It is perfectly well known that
among the Teutonic races women were in the very highest
repute as councillors and advisers. They took an equal share
with their husbands in almost all perils and dangers; they
even fought side by aide with them. One of the greatest
and most marked differences between the two races, to which
I may say the people of our two chief Provinces, in general,
belong-has always been, that the one have recognised the
power and value of women as councillors to an infinitely
higher degree than even the gallant French have done, to
which race our friends from the Province of Quebec belong.
Now the hon. gentleman has the opportunity to realise his
dlleged desires. There is very strong reason to believe that a
majority of the English.speaking members of this flouse
are disposed to give the franchise to women-at any rate,
in that moderate and restricted degree to which the First
Minister proposes to give it. Now, he bas the opportunity,
if he chooses to improve it, if ho is desirous to do so, without
in the loeast imperilling the Bill; because I do not think
that the members from the Province of Quebec care very
greatly whether woman suffrage be introduced into the
other Provinces or not. But bore we have the First Minis.
ter deliberately abandoning what I may call the sole redeem-
ing clause in his Bill. Here he is giving it up, he is here dis-
posing of the sole original thought in the Bill which ho
brought down, the only thing which separates and differ-
entiates his Bill from other measures of the kind introduced
in past times. Sir, I am inclined to think that last night
the hon. gentleman was rather hardly treated by his own
followers, and although in most cases I do not feel disposed
to sympathise with him, I did feel, to a certain extent, dis-
posed to sympathise with him when I saw, I think, only
four out of the 140 who usually support him adhering to
his views. I was disposed to offer him, on my own behalf
and on behalf of a majority of my friends bore, our support
against those mutinous malcontents who are robbing the
Bill of its sole decoration, of its one redeeming feature,
and which, if 1 may be allowed to parody Shakespeare, com-
pared with it-

"As shines a candle in a darksome place,
S0 does this good clause in this naughty Bill."

I must say that under these circumstances the bon. gentle.
man shows only too clearly what an exceedingly perfunc.
tory regard he had for women's rights. I may say, Sir,
that if ho persists in this course, if ho makes himself the
champion of those gentlemen who, out of deference to the
feelings of the people of the Province of Quebec, wish to
strike out this whole clause, we can only come to the con-
clusion that in this, as in a great many other cases, the hon.
gentleman had no real regard at all for the rights of those
whom lhe professed to serve,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman bas
a great deal of sympathy for me, I dare say, and he and the
other hon. gentlemen opposite have always shown a great
deal of sympathy with the Province of Quebec. He is of
opinion that this is an innovation on provincial rights, that
we should have an electoral franchise which accords in every
way with the legislation of the Province of Quebec. Well,
the hon. gentleman is not quite consistent. If the hon. gentle-
man is in favor of provincial rights, as expressed by Provincial
Legislatures, I think that the Local Legislature of the Pro-
vince of Ontario bas just passed a Bill, and they have osten-
tatiously refused to give the ladies the right to vote. And
here I expected that the hon. gentleman, like the rest of his
party, would have got up and denounced this Bill, upon the
ground that it was an infringement upon the provincial
rights of the people of Ontario, as expressed in their Logis-
lature at its last Session. They refuse to allow the ladies to
vote in Ontario; and are we going to force upon the people
of Ontario, are we going to commit such an assault upon
the rights of Ontario, as to force upon them woman suf-
frage ? Perish the thought ! No; on this question I am
acting on the practice, but not on the principle, of the hon.
gentleman.

Mr. CASEY. The right hon. gentleman has done well to
afford us a few minutes amusement in the course of such a
serious discussion. It is amusing to see the right hon. gen-
tleman, on this Bill, above all others, posing as the defender
of the rights of the Local Legislatures to establish their
own franchise. Why, Sir, ho proposed, wben he brought
this Bill down, to over-ride what ho must have known to be
the opinions of the people of Ontario, and he also muet
have known that it was contrary to the will of the French-
speaking population of Quebec, at ail events. He proposed
to force that on them; and ho admits to-night that the rea-
son why ho left this woman franchise an open question was
because h feared he could not carry it. H e found out, by
taking the opinion of his Quebec friends, that they would
not support it. Thon ho takes the first stop in cons-
titutional experimentalism; ho made the first experiment
of leaving this provision of the Bill an open question, to see
how it would take, and he found it did not take. Perbaps
he knew how it would take beforehand. Perhaps, as my hon.
friend suggestcd, ho may have known howhis friends would
vote; he may have advised his friends from the other Provin-
ces to yield to the prejudices of the people of Quebec on this
subject. The slip of the tongue that he made to-night
almost leads us to that impression, because, when ho was
speaking of the amendment moved by the hon. member for
Cumberland, ho said, inadvertently: "I moved the other
day." Well, Sir, a slip of the tongue sometimes lets out the
truth. I do not suppose ho intended to say that "ho
moved; " but when the mind is not on the watch, the
tongue sometimes lets slip a little more truth than the
speaker intended. I have very little doubt that the hon.
member for Cumberland moved, with the hon. gentleman's
sanction, if not on bis direct suggestion, the amendment
to strike out this clause. It was a peculiar position,
certainly, for the father of that proposal to take, that in
making a provision for his child's future he should
have Ilarranged, even before its birth, to have it
farmed out to a committee of this House," as the hon.
member for Prince Edward (Ur. Platt) expressed it. The
committee has dismembered that child. He began by des-
troying so much of the provision for woman suffrage as
applied to the Province of Quebec. What does the proud
parent of this grand policy of woman suffrage do, when the
child of his love and affection is thus maimed? Does ho turn
round and shako bis curls at bis followers, and call on them
to rally to the support of his beloved child ? No. He turne
and slaughters the infant with his own hand He comes
before us to-night and gives that measure the coup de grdce.
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Re admits that those followers who declared by their votes
that the policy he propounded was not a wise one were cor-
rect, and instead of turning round .and cowing them into
submission he slaughtered, with his own hand, this clause
to which they object. He said: We deliberately give up
our opinions and will not risk attempting to carry the pro-
visions in the clause in the face of our own mutinous follow-
ers. He charges us with inconsistency. Who, on this
side, gave up their opinions ? Can the hon. gentleman
name one who spoke against the proposal and voted for it?
This side was much more divided on the question than was
his own side. We divided according to our own individual
opinions. Some spoke in favor of the proposal, as I and
others did, and voted for it; and there was no inconsistency
between speech and vote on the part of any hon.
gentleman on this side of the House. On the other side
the unanimity that prevailed in opposition to the hon.
gentleman's professed opinions on this subject made it
appear as if some hon. gentlemen must have suppressed
their opinions for the nonce ; but the very fact that we are
broken up on the question showed that we followed what-
ever opinions we entertained on this important subject. To
infer that because the House agreed, in deference to the
opinions of the people of Quebec, to strike out this clause, so
far as concerns that Province, we should also be willing
to strike out the clauses with respect to other Provinces, is
altogether too wide and unwarrantable an inference. The
hon. gentleman has told us that the Bill lately passed in
Ontario did not include woman suffrage. It did not, and
that fact shows that the majority of the Legislature of
Ontario are opposed to the introduction of woman suffrage.
It would, of course, be over-riding the opinion of the Legis-
lature to put it in force ; but no more so than to carry out
the hon. gentleman's original intention of introducing it in
Quebec. I do not know how far the question has been dis-
cussed in any other Province. Although the opinion of
the Legislature of Ontario, for the time being, is opposed to
woman suffrage, that is no reason why the minority in
Ontario, who are in favor of this principle, should not have
an opportunity of speaking and recording tbeir votes
in its favor. It is no reason why the question should
not be discussed with special reference to that Province, so
as to have an effect upon its public sentiment. Very pro-
bably the reasons for not taking more notice of the demand
for female suffrage in Ontario were the reasons urged by us
against this whole Bill. In fact, I think I remember an
account of an interview between Mr. Mowat and some ladies
who favored woman suffrage, in which he expressed reasons
similar to those I am about to give for not incorporating
that principle into the Ontario Bill-namely, that it was a
question which had not hitherto been much discussed by
the people, and one which had not been submitted at the
general elections to the people for their decision. That
argument would apply to Ontario at that time. It would
equally apply here at this time, and equally to this whole
Bill. We are proceeding in a revolutionary manner,
making important changes without having obtained the
opinions of the people at the general elections;, we are taking
away from bodies of people the franchise, although we have
not obtained their opinions in regard to it, and we are
extending the, franchise without consulting those who
exercised the voting power at the last election. This exten-
sion took place in Ontario, but the question of an enlarged
franchise was largely discussed there at the general election.
It has not been so with respect to this House. When the First
Minister is taking such an irregular and unconstitutional
course, it is rather amusing to hear him taking small con-
stitutional points against the adoption of female suffrage for
.Provinces outside Quebec.

Mr. TROW. I regret exceedingly that the First Minister
bas abandoned his position. I think his argument in

Mr, CAsY.

moving the first reading was that women had a right
to the suffrage was sufficient to convince me that it
was ess-ntially necessary that this provision should
become law. I had been under the impressizn that
any Government bringing down an important measure
should sink or swim by the measure itself. I am rather
surprised that the Premier has been so vacillating in this
respect. What has brought about this extraordinary change
I cannot say. I can easily understand why some of his
supporters from Quebec should have opposed this principle ;
but that provision being expunged, as regards Quebec, since
its introduction, I see ne good reason why we, in Ontario,
and the people of the other Provinces, should not secure the
privilege of having ladies voting at elections. I do not know
any class of the community better qualified to exercise those
rights than are the ladies of Ontario. Of late years our
educational institutions have enlightened our ladies very
much. As a rule, we have ladies' schools in every city and
town in Ontario, and there is an excellent ladies' institu-
tion in tiis city, as in various other parts of this Dominion;
and the ladies are now occupying prominent positions in the
State which they did not fill until recently. We find lady
telegraph operators, we find ladies in the medical profession,
and in some parts of the continent acting as lawyers, and
engaged in almost every avocation of life and doing service
to the country. Why, then, deprive them of the privilege of
the franchise, one of the dearest rights we possess. I regret
exceedingly that the Government, after the Premier has stated,
his intention to pass this measure, should have concluded to
expunge this provision with respect to female suffrage. I hope
the matter will be reconsidered. I think the House is favor-
able to its adoption, or at least a very large number of the
members are favorable, judging from the speeches they have
made during the last few days in regard to woman franchise.
I should think that he would conclude that the reprtsenta-
tives, at all events from the Province of Ontario, are favor-
able to according that privilege to ladies. There has been no
factions opposition in this matter on the part of the Opposition
in this House. It was only to confirm hon. gentlemen on that
side, who are diametrically opposed to that clause being
inserted, particularly hon. members from the Province of
Quebec, that speeches have been made on this side in favor
of ladies suffrage. It has been alleged by some that to
give the right of the franchise to ladies would have a
tendency to draw them from their domestic affairs; but I
do not think there is any just reason to suppose it would
have that effect. It might have that tendency for a few
hours during election contests, but on the other hand, it
would be much better for ladies themselves that they
were brought out and induced to mingle in the com-
munity, and take an interest in public affairs. Ladies,
as a rule, do not exercise, as much as they should,
the privilege of coming out and hearing discussions on
public affairs. I have heard it stated, and I believe it to
be the fact, that the lady of our Premier is probably better
posted in the political affairs of this country than any other
lady in the land, and the right hon. gentleman should be
prond of the fact that a lady who stands so high in the esti-
mation of the public is so thoroughly posted; ho should be
proud cf the fact that, in my opinion, there is not a lady in the
whole Dominion who is botter informed on these matters than
Lady Macdonald herself. But why not extend the privilege
to ladies ? Lady Macdonald has, no doubt, acquired
that information by mingling with society, and if we close
up every avenue of information of that description to the
ladies of the Dominion, we will be doing them a great
injustice. I hope, therefore, the Premier will reconsider
this matter, and allow the clause to remain in the Bill. Some
allege that ladies are more easily influenced than the
male sex, but I do not think that the many strong-minded
ladies we have in society would be more easily influenced
than mon. I do not suppose, for instance, that a lady's
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vote would be influenced by the sum of 82,or by a glass
of whisky, as is stated to be the case as to some male
voters. At all events,, property should be represented in
some shape or form. In the town of Stratford, in the
county I represent, there were, last summer, 130 or 135
widows and spinsters holding property, and who had there.
fore the right to vote under the municipal law. Many of
the citizens were anxious to encourage a certain firm to
establish a manufacturing industry in that town, by giving
them a bonus, and though the by-law was opposed by many
of the most wealthy and influential citizens, these ladies
exercised their rights in the interests of the town of Strat-
ford by supporting the by-law. We find in many parts of
the country ladies have extensive property-perhaps
thousands of acres-which are unrepresented at the polis,
though the widow or the spinster who holds such property
may be well educated and otherwise qualified to exorcise the
franchise. I have bore an excellent article written by Milli-
cent G. Fawcett, wife of the late Postmaster General of Eng-
land, and as it is not very long and is a very able article, I
shall read it. (The hon. gentleman read the article in
question, in favor of conferring the franchise on women).

Mr. MoCALLUM. Will the hon. gentleman come down
to the front so that we may hear what ho has to say. We
are quite anxious he should ho reported in Hansard, so that
the people of the country may know how ho is taking up
the time of the louse.

(Mr. TROW continued to read the extract.)
Mr. HICKEY. I call the hou. gentleman to order. I

think it is pretty clearly laid down that no gentleman has
a right to get up and read a whole book or pamphlet. An
hon. gentleman is allowed to make a speech, and to make
quotations in support of his speech, but not to read inter-
minable extracts, and simply to interject a few remarks to
modify the speech he is reading from a book. It is quite
absurd. Any child could get up and read a book and here
and there interject a remark; but I think it is too bad if we
have to submit to this sort of thing any longer.

Mr. MILLS. I think my hon. friend is quite in order in
the course ho is is taking. The hon. member for Niagara,
in a former Parliament here, read, I think, one hundred
and odd pages of Macaulay, in illustration of the propriety
of adjourning the House, and the point of order was consider-
ed then, and it was beld that ho was in order; and a former
member of the old Parliament of Canada, who was after-
wards Speaker of the House, Sir Henry Smith, proposed to
read to the Parliament, and actually began reading, the
seven volumes of Clarendon's "listory of the Great Rebel-
lion," and he was beld to be in order.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. 1 would ask the hou. momber whether
ho is reading an extract.

Mr. TROW. An extract.
The CHAIRMAN. I think it is an abuse of the priviloge

when a member occupies the greater part of his speech by
reading a whole essay or a speech through. It is taking
up the time of the louse, contrary to the meaning of the
rule and of the interpretation which I would put upon the
rule, prohibiting the reading of newspapers, except as
extracts. It is an abuse of the rule, which I shall endeavor
to apply.

Mr. TROW. I shall submit to your ruling. There are
a few remarks further, which are quite pertinent to the
question at issue. They are closely connected with my
opening remarks, and if the hon. gentleman says that any-
one can read, I question very much whether ho can read
himself. It is only an extract that I wish.to read.

The CHAIRMAN. I have ruled that the hon. gentle-
man is entitled, by the rules of the House, to read extracts ;
but to read continuously I onsider au abus»eof the rules.

If the hon. gentleman concludes reading an extract, ho will
be in order, but to extend bis remarks, by reading the
length of time that ho has been doing, is an abuse of the
rules of the House.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). If he ought to stop at any time,
it is when you have decided that he is abusing his
privileges.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The night before last the
Chairman ruled against my rising to address him after ho
had given his decision, but ho bas permitted the hon. gentle-
man from New Brunswick to do what ho put me down for
the other night.

Mr. VAiL. I do not differ from the ruling of the Chair,
but I say that it has been ruled, in this and every other
House of Parliament, that a member has a right to read
extracts. The Chairman has stated that it is quite proper
to read extracts from either books or papers. Every rule
of this House may be abused, but at the same time no gentle-
man is out of order in abusing the rule.

Mr. TROW. If there is one gentleman more than another
who wishes to observe the rules of this House, it is myself.
I do not often trouble you, and I am surprised that hon.
gentlemen opposite are not willing to allow me to read an
extract from the pen of one of the greatest female writers
in England. I propose to conclude my remarks by reading
a short extract from the writings of Mrs. Fawcett.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). I rise to a point of order. I
understood th oruling to be just now that the hon. gentleman
was abusing the rule in reading so long.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). No.
Mr. LANDRY. If the Chairman says I am wrong, I will

take my seat. If I amr not wrong, then I want that ruling
to be adhered to, and the hon. gentleman is out of order in
continuing to read from the same author.

Mr. MIL LS. We may just as well settle this question
now as later. I understand the rule to be this : It may be
an abuse of the privileges of members to speak seven or eight
hours, but there is no rule of Parliament, so far asl know, that
prevents a member speaking as long as he chooses, although
it may be an abuse of the rule for him to continue to speak.
There is exactly the same rule with regard to reading
extracts. The length of the extracts is not a question at
the discretion of the Chairman, but of the member who is
addressing the Chair.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). The hon. gentleman is out of
order in arguing against your ruling.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. No, he can argue.

Mr. MILLS. Now, my hon. friend was reading theso
extracts in support of his contention that the suffrage
ought to be granted to womeu, and whether they be long
or short ho bas a right to read them. It is possible for a
member of this House to abuse his right to speak, and
make an unnecessarily long speech, but ho is still within
bis right, and ho does come within the rule you laid down
a few moments age.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. If the interpretation of the rule, as
given by the hon. member for Bothwell (MIr. Mills), is to be
adhered to, it will lead to the most absurd conclusion to
which any deli berative assembly has ever been led. Such
a rale would never have been followed in this manner in
England. I regret to have to say it, but I think this House,
in its conduct since the discussion of this Bill began, has
merited the deserved contempt of the people. We had
yesterday presented to us in this flouse a spectacle that was
most absurd and most discreditable-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
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Mr. CHAPLEAU. I am perfectly in order. I say that
we have given to the public a spectacle of a deliberative
Assembly violating not only its own rules, but the rules of
common sense, to such a degree as rightly to deserve publie
condemnation. We have been using the publie money-for
what ? To recite whole volumes, that sometimes those
reading them could really not understand, because the
books were on different subjects from those with which the
speaker was dealing. The rule is this : An extract can be
given from any book by any speaker to support bis view
or express any idea ho possesses. The speaker expresses an
idea, and in order to give more force to it ho roads an extract
on the question ho has been treating, and which ho desires to
be explained. Here a member is reading a book, not upon
what ho has said but on the general question-a book
which every man can go to the Library and read, a book
which every hon. member could easily obtin. The hon.
gentleman had botter say: I quote from such a book
which can be found in the Library, from page so-and so to
page so-and-so, and that book expresses what I am unable
to express. I say that if the rule, as laid down by the hon.
memberr for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), were good, any man in
this House, with sense or without it, can get up with a
book of 400 pages and proceed to read from page 2 to page
399, and be within the rule of reading extracts as inter-
preted by the hon. gentleman, because ho has not read the
whole of the book. It is for this House to make its own
rules. It is for the Chairman to say: You have been
reading generally from a book treating on a general ques-
tion ; you bave not been reading a quotation, but reading a
speech written by another; you have not the right to do
it; you must be restricted to discuss within reasonable
limits the suject before the House.

Sir ]RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This is not a new
question to us, although it may be a new question to the
Secretary of State, who is almost a new member. I have
had the pleasure of being present at similar discussions
before, ard I recollect exceedingly well that not only
the then member for Niagara, but a good many other mem-
bers, some of whom are in this House to-day, adopted pre-
cisoly the same practices and were sustained by the Speaker
at that time, in opposition to remonstrances addressed
by us, and I very clearly remember that those remonstrances
were very much of the same character as those now
addressed by the Secretary of State to you, Mr. Chairman.
The rule laid down was this, and I think the House will see
the reason of it: The Speaker had only to declare whether
any particular extract was or was not relevant to the matter
under discussion. If an hon. gentleman chose to take any
book and read matter which was clearly not relevant to the
question before the Chair, then the Speaker ought to
cali him to order. But so long as the extracts read were
perfectly pertinent to the question, then it rests in the dis-
cretion of the member himself. I do not think the hon.
member behind me would have at all exceeded that dis-
cretion. He was almost at the end of his remarks when ho
was interrupted, and but for the interruption ho would have
been through at this time. But the rule has been settled
over and over again, and that is, that so long as the extracts
are pertinent, the bon. member is in his right in making
them.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. i thank the hon. knight for the com-
pliment of calling me a new member; but I may say that
for seventeen years I was a member of a Legislature where
I learned something which might be useful knowledge to
the hon. gentleman. The first thing I learned was common
sense, and that the rules of the fouse were to be interpreted
according to common sense, and not be carried to absurd
conclusions, and according as honest, decent--

ome hon. MEMB.ERS Order, order.
Mr. cAuEAU.
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Mr. CHAPLEAU. I say that the rules of the House
were to be interpreted in the manner in which honest and
intelligent members would interpret them. In the Quebec
Legislature I am perfectly sure this would never be allowed,
and it would never be attempted, to take a book and read
eleven pages on the general subject on the pretence that it
is nothing but roading an extract.

Mr. DAVIES. The rules of the Legislatura of Quebec
are, no doubt, very goo: for the guidance of that House,
and no one would find fault with them. The hon. gentle-
man will, however, see that the rules of that Legislature
are not precedenfs for the guidance of this House. This
House is guided by rules laid down by itself and by the
Parliament of England, and we have the rule applicable to
this case laid down in express terms. I need not quote it.
Before 1840 it was doubtfual whether this practice could b,
followed. It was thon settled by the Speaker of the House
and by the whole House, that it was perfectly in order to
read extracts from books and newspapers, and that there
were certain limitations.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. DAVIES. I think those limitations are very sensible

ones, and they mark what is common sense practice and
common sense limitation. I will show how very far the com-
mon sense limitation of my hon. friend, the Secretary of
State, goes. ais limitation is to be, according to the mind
of the Chairman of the committee for the time being.
That would be a limitation to which this flouse would
never assent. The extract must be pertinent to the sub-
ject matter of debate. The Chairman of the committea
cannot over-rule the decisions of the Speaker and of the
House, and of the books of authority which ho has to guide
him in his decisions. I further say, it would never do for a
majority to put limitation upon the time an hon. member
should occupy in addressing the louse. Half an hour might
be placed as a limit, or perhaps twenty minutes, or per-
haps ton minutes, and the majority might decide that the
House would adjourn at a certain hour to-morrow, and that
there should be no further debate. There is no more
precious privilege we possess than the right of debate.
And it is laid down, that so long as an hon. member reads
extracts pertinent to the question under discussion ho cannot
be stopped. That rule is laid down in May, page 363.
[Rule read]. A learned gentleman who wrote a book on
parliamentary procedure and practice in Canada has
admitted that, and laid it down in broad and general terms.
He says that it is now in order to read extracts as part of a
speech, provided that a member in doing so does not
infringe on points of order. And ho says there are certain
limitations to this. Ie goes on to show that the extract
must be pertinent, and that it must not be part of a previous
debate during this Session. Subject to these two limita.
tions, an hon. gentleman is perfectly in order in reading
any long extract, and the position taken by the Secretary
of State is one which this House will never submit to,
because it places it in the hands of an arbitrary majority to
decide what shall be said and what shall not be said. I had
the advantage of being near the hon. member, and I
listened to the extracts. They were very pertinent, and
nearly every sentence was relevant. The Secretary of
State, no doubt, could not hear.

Mr. CHIAPLEAJ. I did hear.

Mr. DAVIES. I think hon. gentlemen opposite could
not hear, because of the noise. The noise is so great that
unless a man bas a voice like thunder ho cannot be heard.

Mr. CHIAPLEAU. I listened to the hon. member, and I
counted the number of pages of the book as he turned them
over. I have not pretended to import here the rales of the
Legielature of Quebee; but I have said that if, in England,
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and I challenge any hon. member opposite to deny it, such
a course had been pursued as bas been pursued here, for the
last thirty-six hours, the man-who attempted it would have
made himself the laughing-stock to 4he eommunity. I say
that when-not for the purpose of reuding extracts, but for
the purpose of reading treatises, or of manufacturing the
semblance of a speech in reading books on the question-
hon. gentlemen only wish to take up the time of the House,
not only the precedents in England, but something better
than precedents,'the common sense, which should be a rule
in this House as in every other House, supports the position
I have stated.

Mr. MITCHELL. As the two great political parties in.
this House have both gone wrong, and are wasting the
time of the House, and sacrificing public money, I fbel it
due to the public interests that I should make a few observa-
tions. I think the proceedings of the last few days were
anything but creditable to an intelligent Pailiament, such
as this country possesses, and I do hope that after we have
had our fun and amusement, after we have endured these
long-continued night sessions, we are not going to have a
repetition of ecenes which, if our constituents had an
opportunity of looking upon, certainly many of us would
not be sent back by them. What are the facts ? It is well
known that a battle is going on between the two great
parties. Thank God, 1 stand free of both of them ; I look
on this question of the franchiEe in a different position from
the group of hon, gentlemen who sit around me, whom I
respect, and among whom I have many friends, and very
differently too, from hon. gentlemen on the other side, many
of whom, I know, esteem me highly, though I may not agree
with them. I hope that we have seen the last of this
manner of conducting the public business, and I hope that,
with a view of forwarding the business which is before Par-
liament, it will not be said to-night, as was said
by an hon. member the other night, that the reason he did
not read more extracts was that:he had gone to the Library,
but found that some person had taken away all the books,
so that he was not able to read them, or else perhaps he
might have read us the whole Library. I would be
Ihe last man in the House to restrict the freedom of public
debate. No man would stand up for that freedom in a
more determined manner than I would, or with more
sincerity, and endeavor to observe those liberties we possess
and that freedom of expression of opinion which I am proud
to say we exercise in this country.

An hon. MEMBER. What about the Grand Trunk ?
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; the Grand Trunk, or any other

question of public interest; and if any other great public
corporation owed this country $46,000,000, as the Grand
Trunk do, I would talk to it' as I do to the Grand Trunk.
What is the question under discussion ? It is not the ques-
tion of woman suffrage, for that question was.settled last
night.

Some hon. MBMBERS. lear, hear.
Mr. MITCHELL. I appeal to~the Chair if I am not right.
Mr. CHAIR[AN. It is aquestion of order.

Mr. MITCHELL. It is a question of whether the word
her " shall be struck out of that section, in order to make

it harmonious with the rest of the Bill. That is the ques-
tion, and the reading of extracts in relation to the intelli-
gence of women, their superior qualifications for taking
part in legislation, or for domestie or family purposes, is not
at all in order in discussing this question. L appeal to hon.
gentlemen not to waste the time of Parliament by reading
long essays or books, which we ourselves can read at our
leisure, and the reading of which costs the country thou-
sands of dollars a day, or perhaps an hour. If we are to
have a franchise Bill imposed on us-and I may say that I.
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do not approve of it in its entirety-I objeot to a good deal
of it, and when the Bill reaches the proper stage I shall take
the opportunity of stating my objections-but lot us pro-
ceed to make the Bill as perfect as possible, so as to pre-
serve the liberties we possess and givo cur constituents an
opportunity for as free an cxpression of opinion as
possible at the polls. But I ask hon. gentlemen opposité
to deal with this question from a practical standpoint, and
not take up the time of the House uselessly in reading
extracts. if they bave to read extracts which are pertin-
ent, let them do so, but not read whole volumes, whole
libraries, and thereby waste the time of the House need.
lessly. And now a word to hon. gentlemen on this side. If
an hon. gentleman gets up on the other side, no matter
whether he is a bore or not, and I think there are enough of
them on that side, as there are on this, no matter whether
hon. gentlemen may dislike to hear them talking the
twaddle which I muEt say comes from both sides, let them
listen patiently, so long as he does not begin to impose on
the patience and consideration of Parliament. If he does,
then let them go on making their cat-calls and other music,
and if they do they will not find me calling them to order,
but if they attempt to interfere wiLh an expression of a
man9's views and opinions, or attempt to prevent him getting
a fair hearing from the Hlouse he is addressing, I will do my
share in attempting to get him that hearing. With these
words, I would ask hon. gentlemen to approach this question
so that we will not be here three months more, as we have
been here three months already. Wo cannot afford to wait
here until the end of July.

An hon. MEMBER. We will.
Mr. MITCHELL. I dare say you will, but you are as anx-

ions to get home as I am, and we want to get through with
the business of the House. The country does not want us
to romain here, but to do our business in a business-like
manner, and that would be the bet recommendation that
we could give ourselves to our constituents.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think it is desirable, as tbe
discussion bas been renewed with your permission to-night,
that our order of procedure shall be definod. I think hon.
gentlemen will agree that it is desirable that we should
have a rule which applies equally to both sides of the House,
and to each individual member of the House.

An hon. MEMBER. Insinuations.

Mr. PATERSON. No, not insinuations; I am referr.
ing to a previous ruling by the Chairman. When I
spoke the other night, after he ruled on a point of order, he
ordered me to sit down, saying I was out of order in discus.
sing a point on which ho gave a iuling, and to-night we
have observed the Secretary of State repeating himself three
times, under precisely the same circumstances as those under
which I spoke that night. We have heard the bon. member
for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) talking Qf the Grand
Trunk-

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, in reply to a remark which was
made by an hon. member behind you.

Mr. PATERSON. I am now talking with refer-
ence to a rule laid down by the Chair. The Secretary of
State talked about the point of order, and admitting that it
was not within the province of the Speaker, perhaps, to stop
this kind of thing, yet that the country, the constituencies
would hold individual members in contempt-he was
pleased to say-for doing it. We have seen a discussion of
that kind taken up by several members, and permitted by
the Chair, in spite of previous ruling, in my case, when he
ruled that a member was out of order in riiq to make a
few remarks after he had given his ruling. Now, after
what has been permitted to-ni ght, I may be allowed to refer
to the point of order which has come up again, notwith-
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standing the Chairman's ruling, With referenee to the
precedents which have been referred to, I think there is no
doubt at all that the rule which some hon. gentlemen on
the other side wish to apply cannot at all be applied. The
authorities have been given so clearly bearing on the point,
the precedents both in our House and in England, the mode
of procedure laid down by May, and by our own authorities
in this country, show that it is impossible for hon. gen-
tlemen opposite to have the ruling carried out as they
desire. Why, Sir, I remember in our own House
a discussion which has already been alluded to, in
which almost whole books were read. I remember that the
hon. member for Lanark read out of a book, page after page,
and that the Speaker, who was in the Chair, would quietly
remark to him, once in a while, that he hardly thought the
quotations which the hon. gentleman was making were
relevant to the subject, and then the hon. member for
Lanark would reply, "I1 was just beginning to think so
myself," and then he would turn to another page and con-
tinue reading. If I remember aright-I may be mistaken
-the hon. member for Frontenac read extracts at great
length-at ail events, many hon. members on that side did.
It became a matter of history, and it has formed a prece-
dent for us. I think, therefore, that hon. gentlemen opposite
cannot successfully press the point, and I have only to
remark again, that they have reached the point which they
have reached against the ruling which the Chair has already
delivered in the matter.

Mr. SPROULE. I think the hon. member for Queen's (àfr.
Davies) has hardly made out bis case by the quotation he as
read from May. He said it was unfair that a majority of this
louse should declare what was or was not an extract, and
that they were not borne out by the precedents established
according to May. He went on to say that it would be
most unreasonable that a Chairman should have the ar bi-.
trary power to say what was and what was not an extract
The very quotation he read stated that the Speaker said
that the rule was so-and-so, but that the House ruled against
him, and that therefore, in ruling the second time, lie ruled
in harmony with the ruling of the House. If I understand
anything about the duties of a Chairman or a Speaker, his
duty is to give his ruling ; thon there is an appeal to the
House, and the decision of the flouse must be final. If that
is correct, the fouse bas to decide, and that is exactly in
accordance with the quotation from May's practice given
'by the hon member for Queen's.

Kr. WOODW OR TH. There is a page bearing on this
question which bas not been quoted. The hon. member
for Queen's (Mr. Davies) might have quoted it with great
effect, if he had chosen to do so; but he chose to quote
another page, which did not bear so directly on the point of
order before this committee. The page to which I refer is
page 319 of Mr. Bourinot's admirable work on Parliamen-
tary Procedure; and of course it is based on May and other
constitutional authorities:
7 " Relevancy of speeches.-A just regard to the privileges and dignity
of Parliament demanda that its time should not be wasted in idie and
fruitless discussions; and consequently every member who addresses
the House should endeavor to confine himself as closely as possible to
the question under consideration. If the Speaker of the House believes
that bis remarks are not relevant to the question, he will t.e promptly
called to order by the former. On such occasions he may very properly
suppose that the member will brin g his observations to bear upon the
motion before the House, or that he will conclude with something
that will bring him within order; but the moment there is no doubt as
to the irrelevancy of a member's observations, the 8peaker will call his
attention to the fact."

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Hear, hear.
Mîr. WOODWORTH. "Hlear, hear," say the bon. member

for South Brant and the hon. member for South Huron. I
ask if any member of this House can rise in his place and
quote eleven columns from a book that ias very little rele.
vancy indeed, if any, to the subject under debate, and if

Mr. PATiRoN (Brant).

another member can get up after he is through and read
eleven pages more. We are 211 members here, with the
Speaker, and if every member of this House can do the like of
that, why, Sir, it would be intolerable We had botter decide
this question right here now, whether members can send
pages and messengers into the Library, and got out boks
which may not contain a page bearing on the subject before
the House, and read the whole of those books. Why, we
had a member the other night reading the biography of
Mrs. Felicia Hemans, the poetess; and after he had read
a while, you, Mr. Chairman, doecided that he could not do
that, and he had to sit down. Here is another case exactly
parallel to that, where the hon. member for South Perth
(Mr. Trow), after being called to order by the hon. member
for Dundas (Mr. Hickey), as he was very properly, goes on
reading page after page. And it will not do for him to say
that what ho reads is a tangent to that, it merely touches the
subject; it, with force and relevancy, must have to do with
the subject; and the moment the Chairman, for the
time being, believes that he is not reading for the pur.
pose of elucidating tho subject, but for the purpose of
losing time, and indulging in fruitless discussion, he
should be called to order. The hon. member for Both-
well (gr. Mills) said, just now, threateningly: With-
draw the Bill, and we will stop this; withdraw your Bill,
or we will go on bringing books here from the Library, and
reading ivhat we like, and we will keep you here until June
or July. You, Sir, sitting there as Chairman of this corn-
mittee, will, I believe, use the powerthat is given to you by
the rules of Parliament, and say that these gentlemen who
have come here for the purpose of indulging in fruitless
discussion, of keeping this House, as they have
threatened.-

.Some hon. ME3MBERS. Order, order.

Mr. WOODWORTH. Yes; I am in order. The hon. member
for Bothwell let the cat out of the bag, and when he said
threateningly, withdraw the Bill, I say you had the proof of
the fruitlessness of the discussion, and an evidence that they
intend to keep it Up. I ask you to let us have this fight
out right here, and decide whether we are to have this
idling away of our time, this attempt to baffle true and legiti-
mate discussion. Hon. gentlemen opposite say that there was
a similar occasion in 1878-the Letellier matter, I believe,
they alude to-when the hon. member for Lanark (Mr. Hag-
gart) read long extracts. They know that on that occasion a
constitutional question was before Parliament, embodied in
a set resolution, and that it was only after full notice had
been given that that resolition was discussed here. Although
I was not in this House thon, I think it possible the mem-
bers did vary from the subject a little ; but it was a great
constitutional question, on which every member knows the
authorities are very voluminous in extent. But here is a
question of the elimination of a word from a clause, and upon
that these hon. gentlemen go to the Library and bring
here biographies of poets and other books in which they
can find a word upon the attributes of woman, as an excuse
for using those books, and proceed to read them in this
House. I say the case bas no parallel, and it is not only
your right, as Chairman of this committee, but your duty, to
see that the rules are obeyed, and that these members shall
not act in a way to stop the public business of this country.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I was just wondering, Mr.
Chairman, if you should follow the rule, and if it had been
applied to the hon. gentleman who bas taken his seat, what
his speeches in this House would look like, if you took out all
the extracts. I see the hon. member for Lincoln (Mr.
Rykert) looking up authorities. Go to lansard and
take from that hon. gentleman's speeches the extracts printed
in small-sized type, and tell me what kind of speeches you
would have left.
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Mr. WOODWORTH. They are relevant.

Mr. PATERSON. Relevant ! and I have to tell the
hon. gentlemen opposite, as the Chairman knows, that
there is not a word that the hon. member for South Perth
has read to-night that is not perfectly relevant to the ques-
tion under discussion. That far, and as far as the hon. gen-
tleman has read the authority of Mr. Bourinot, this side of
the House agrees with him. Relevancy must be main-
tained; it is within the Speaker's right to maintain it; but
hon. gentlemen opposite have been seeking to dictate to
members what length they shall make their speeches and
what length they shall make their extracts. That is some-
thing out of their power, and something which, I think, the
Chair will not sustain them in.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). The discussion of the point of
order has taken a wider range than I thought it would
when I raised it, and the point raised has been almost
entirely lost sight of. The first point raised was raised on
this side of the House, and was to the effect that the
hon. gentleman who had the floor was reading, not only
extracts, but a whole book. I understood you to decide-
and I asked whether I was right or wrong-that the hon.
gentleman had, by the length of time he read, abused the
rule. Now, the same discussion is going on after that
decision. I understood you to have ruled that the hon.
gentleman was out of order in reading from this work; and
when ho got up to speak again, instead of speaking to the
question, ho made a few observations about some hon.
gentleman on this aide, and returned directly to the reading
of the work, although you had declared that in doing so ho
was out of order. 1 raised the point of order that the hon.
gentleman was acting contrary to your ruling, and the
hon. member for Bothwell rose, not to answer my point,
but to discuss the point of order you had already ruled upon ;
and I asked you if I was not in order in calling the hon.
member for Bothwell to order, and yon said I was not. I
was not discussing the original question, as to whether the
hon. member for Perth was taking too long or not, but
simply raised the point that you had decided that question,
and that, contrary to your decision, the hon. gentleman had
returned to the reading of the book. I ask you now, Sir,
to decide whether you gave any such decision, and whether
the hon. gentleman has not acted contrary to it ?

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. member for King's (Mr. Wood-
worth) read a quotation from Mr. Bourinot's "Parliamen-
tary irocedure," but ho omitted to read two sentences in
that quotation, which completely destroys the position he
took. It is always well, when an hon. gentleman quotes,
that ho should read the extract in its entirety.

Mr. CHAPLEAJ. He might have read the whole boak
as the hon, member for Perth was doing.

Mr. DAVIES. In reading page 49, the hon. gentleman
omitted the two most important sentences in the whole
page. He gave the sentences that preceded and those that
followed, but omitted the two I have mentioned. They are
as follows: "lThe freedom of debate requires that every
member should have full opportunity to state, for the infor-
mation of the House, whatever ho honestly thinks may aid
in forming judgment upon any question under considera-
tion. It is, therefore, always a difficult matter for the
Speaker to interfere, unless he is positive that the member's
remarks are not relevant." I have two remarks to make
about that quotation. One is, that the hon. gentleman did
not deliver it fairly, leaving out the most important point;
and the other is, that if he had read the whole, it is not
pertinent to the point of order. The question is not about
the relevancy of the extract, but of the member's right to
read the extract at all. The relevancy of the extract has
been ruled upon; the Chairman has ruled that it is relevant,
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and the question now is, had the hon. gentleman a right to
read it ?

Mr. BOWE LL. In all this discussion we have lost sight
of the objection first taken by the hon. member for Dundas.
The hon. member for Perth does not very often address the
House, and, as a rule, we always listen to him with a great
deal of attention and pleasure; but on this occasion he has
procee.ed to read, not an extract, but the whole essay
written by an eminent lady, the wife of the late Postmaster
General of England. It was to this that the bon. member
for Dundas made objection. 'Upon that objection, hon.
gentlemen have been discussing the question of reading
extracts; but this is not a question of reading extracts at
all. It is a question as to whether an hon. gentleman has
the right to read a whole work through from beginning to
end. That is neither the meaning nor the language of the
rule laid down in the work written by the Clerk of this
louse. That rule says distinctly that extracts from papers

and books, which are relevant to the subject of debate, may
be read; but there is a vast difference between reading an
extract from a newspaper and reading the whole newspaper,
beginning from the first column and going through to the
end, including advertisements. The decision of the Chair
is strictly in accord with the authorities on this subjeot,
and I think it is the duty of the House to sustain the Chair-
man in the ruling he has given.

Mr. MILLS. I do not think any such ruling has been
given. It is obvious that the rale which the Chair has to
consider is whether the extract is relevant or not. That is
the point to be considered, and not the length of the extract.

Mr. BOWELL. It was not an extract at all ; it was the
whole work.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman says it was not an
extract at all. e will see that we would be putting the
liberties of the minority of the House in the hands of the
majority if we were to recognise such a rule. The question
is not whether the extract is a long or a short one, but
whether it is relevant.

Mr. TAYLOR. What question is now before the louse ?
Is this discussion in order or out of order ?

Mr. CHAIR IAN. Thore is a point of order being raised,
but I do not think the discussion is very orderly.

Mr. MILLS. Hon. gentlemen have taken exception to
the extract read by my hon. friend, but they do not take
exception on the ground that is irrelevant. There can be
no question but that it is relevant. They say, however,
that it is too long. I ask them to produce a single authority
to show that the length of an extract is under the control
of the Chairman or the Speaker. The hon. gentleman
might as well undertake to say there was a rule that hon.
members should not speak longer than a given time. We
are all under the controt of the public opinmon of the House
with regard t, extracts as with regard to the length of
speeches, and hon. members express thoir disapproval by
having recourse to making extraordinary noises; but to
make such a rule as the hon. gentleman wishes to have made,
would enable the majority, at any moment, to bring to a
close a discussion, if they had it in their pawer to say an
extract was too long. They could have it out down to a
single sentence. It is clear such a power would be a power
to destroy the liberty we now possess, and would be
contrary to the rule laid down in Mr. Bourinot's work.

Mr. RYK ERT. I do wonder at the hon. member for
Brant (Mr. Paterson) alluding to me and the speeches I have
made in this House, because I have always quoted the mem-
ber for Brant against the member for Brant. Whenever I
have found him asserting a certain principle in this House,
I could turn up a speech made by him on a former occasion
to show that ho was inconsistent. That is the reason why
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he does not like to ready my speeches, because there he sees
Brant quoted against Brant, and Paterson against Paterson.
As I understood your ruling, and I saw you looking very
attentively at the clock, you thought that time should be
considered in regard to a person making an extract. I
understood you to say that the member for South Perth
(Mr. Trow) had quoted from that book extracts of sufficient
length to convince this House of the necessity of consider-
ing whether they bore upon the subject or not. I under-
stood that you looked upon the time as the essence of the
whole question.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. IRYKERT. No; of course not. It does not suit

the hon. gentlemen now, because they would like, if pos-
sible, to weary ont this side of the House by reading long
extracts. They cannot do it, even if they keep up till next
Saturday night. I am prepared to sit them out, and the
whole House, if necessary. The hon. gentleman quoted
from different authorities to show what the rule is. I will
quote from an authority to show that the extracts quoted
must be pertinent to the question, and that a member is not
allowed to quote a whole pamphlet, but that he must exercise
some discretion; or, if he does not, the Speaker must
exercise his discretion. I will read-

Mr. LANDERKIN. That is not in order.
Mr. WOODWOIRTH. The member for Grey (Mr. Lan.

derkin) is not in his seat.
Mr. RYKERT. I am ready, when the hon. mem ber for

Grey gets through.
Mr. MILLS. Are you reading an extract ?
Mr. RYKERT. I do not know why the member for

Bothwell is so excited. I will read an extract from Bourke's
''Precedents," an authority which is recognised by this
Legislature and by the English House of Commons. Upon
9th July, 1885-

Some hon. MEMBERS. 1885?
Mr. RYKERT. July, 1855.

hon. gentlemen have made. It ai
consolation to catch me once:

That is one point the
ffords them considerable

" Mr. Archibald Hastie, in making a speech, read copious extracts
from a pamphlet on the subject by Mr. Mc ulloch, and was proceeding
to read further, when

" Mr. E. Ball said.: 'I rise to order, and presume that it is not usual
that gentlemen are allowed to read whole pamphlets as portions of their
speeches.'

" Mr. Archibald Hastie justified the course, and was proceeding to
rea- other portions of the pamphlet, when

'- Mr. John'MeGregor said: ' Irise to order, and object to the hon.
member reading the pamphlet of Mr. McCulloch.'

" Mr. dpeaker said.: 'The hon. member for Paisley is quite in order in
quoting extracts in support of his own views, providing he confines him-
self to quotations which are pertinent to the questions."'

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. RYKERT. I knew that would make them squeal,

but wait till I get to the end of it.
Mr. SOMERVILLE (Brant). I rise to a point of order.

I wish to appeal to the Chair, whether the member for
Lincoln has not read a sufficiently lengthy extract in regard
to his point.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. ie has not exceeded.

Mr. RYKERT. Your decision was, I suppose, that the
member for Brant was silly, or non compos mentis, probably.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. RYKERT. That is quite in order.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Take it back.

Mr. RYKE.RT. No; I will not take it back.
Mr. RYKERT.

Mr. CASE Y. I rise to a point of order. The hon. gentle-
man has stated or insinuated-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Stated.
Mr. CASEY. Stated, as I understand, that the hon.

member for .North Brant was silly, or non compos mentis.
An hon. MEMBER. He has only made a mistake in the

man, that is all.
Mr. CASEY. I ask for the ruling of the Chair.
Mr. CIIAJIRMAN. The hon. gentleman who uses the

words non compos mentis in regard to an hon. member of
this House is not in order.

Mr. RYKERT. I said that I understood you to decide in
that way, that he was non compos mentis, or silly. If I was
wrong in making that assertion, you will consider that I
would like to have said so if I could.

Mr. CASEY. I rise to a point of order. I understand
you to rule that the remark was unparliamentary, and there
is no doubt that it is the usage of Parliament that, when
one hon. gentleman has made a remark which is ruled to be
unparliamentary in regard to another hon. member, especi.
ally when it is an insulting remark of this kind, he should
make a full and satisfactory apology to the member and to
the House before ho goes further. I call upon you to
require that apology before he goes further.

Mr. RYKERT. I said--
Mr. CHAIRMAN. I think the hon. gentleman ought to

withdraw the expression.
Mr. CASEY. And make an apology.
Mr. RYKERT. I did not wish to insult the intelligence

of this flouse, and if it were unparliamentary to make
that statement I withdraw it, but I wish it were parlia-
inentary, and if so I would like to repeat it.

Mr. CASGRAIN. When you have made a ruling, Mr.
Chairman, your ruling is your own judgment and is sup-
posed to be the judgment of the House, and we are alil to
abide by it ; and what can be more impertinent and insult-
ing to the House, as well as to the member to
whom the expression has been addressed, than to repeat it
in an indirect manner. This is adding injury to insult,
because it is insulting the ruling of the Chair.

Somo hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. member is in order.
Mr. CASGIRAIN. I am perfectly in order, and I want

the dignity of the House to be preserved. If the Chairman
is not respected, we had better not sit here at all. I say
this, and I call the attention of the Chairman and of the
committee to this point, that the hon. member who has
spoken last withdrew pro formd the words ho had used, but
reiterated them afterwards. Any work on parliamentary
precedure will show you that he is putting himself doubly
out of order to insinuate in an indirect manner what he
has been obliged to withdraw in formal terms.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The question of order is well taken
by the hon. gentleman.

Mr. BAIN. Before thispoint is decided-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. An hon. gentleman has no right to

put hypothetically an insinuation which he, at the same
time, withdraws, and in that respect I think the hon.
member for Lincoln would do well if he withdrew the
expression altogether.

Mr. RYKERT. I am sorry if I insulted the intelligence
of theflouse, but if I could not say what I thought, I with-
draw-it.
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Mr. SOMERVILLE (Brant). You would not dare say it
outside.

Mr. RYKERT. I am going on to quote a high authority,
a portion of which I read. You will find this matter of dis-
cretion deoided as to how long an extract should be. You
have already decided that half an hour is full time. I am
going on to read the rest of it:

" At the same time, there is a discretion to be observed in making such
quotations. It is not regular to quote whole pamphlets."

Mr. CHATRHMAN. The hon. niember for Lincoln (Mr.
Rykert) has just read an extract in accordance with the rule
I gave previously. The first question I put to the hon.
nember who was reading very long extracts was, whether

it was an extract, and if it were an extract, I said it could
be permitted under the rule; though, at the same time, I
think that the hon. gentleman is not permitted by the rules
of the louse to read whole speeches, to make them part of
his speech. But the rule of the House allows the reading
of extracts, and does not limit their length. At the same
time, when an hon. member reads a whole speech, I believe
he is infringing on the rules of the House and abusing his
privilege. If the hon. gentleman is reading an extract, I
cannot call him to order.

Mr. TROW. I submit to your ruling, Mr. Chairman, with
pleasure, but I am rather surprised at being called to order
by the Secretary of State. This is the first time that I have
ever been called to order in this House, but certainly I did
not show such stupidity and ignorance as the Secretary of
State did the other day, in reference to an appeal from the
revising barrister.

Some hon. ME MBERS. Order, order.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman is out of order

in two points. In the first place, he is not speaking to the
question; in the second place, ho is using language which is
offensive to an hon. member of this House.

Mr. TROW. I submit to your ruling, Mr. Chairman. As
a rule, I observe the rules of the House.

Some hon. ME1IBERS. Withdraw tho language.
Mr. TROW. I was unquestionably right in replying

to the remarks of the hon. Secretary of State bearing upon
My speech.

Mr. WOODWORTH. Irise to a point of order. The
hon. member bas continued to speak, with the assistance of
his friends, without withdrawing the offensive language.
He should do that first.

Mr. CHAIRHAN. The hon. gentleman bas heard my
raling. I hope ho will abide by it.

Mr. WOODWORTIH. Withdraw the language.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Give him an opportunity,1
will you?

Mr. TROW. In speaking of the stupidity and ignorance
of the hon. gentleman, I only used language that is used in
our part of the country when people are in error.
The other day when the hon. gentleman was speaking
about revising barristers, he said that every gentleman in
this House must know that there is an appeal from the deci-
sion of the revising barristers.

Mr. CH&PLE AU. I do not care very much for the lan-
guage the hon. bas used towards me. But he said that I
interrupted him, that I called him to order. I did not inter-
rupt him, and it was not I who called him to order.

Mr. TROW, The hon. member for King's, N.B. (Mr. Fos-
ter) had also something to say with reference to the argu-
ment. Why, Sir, that hon. gentleman sang "Old King
Cole," three times as long as the extract I read.

Mr. FOSTER I rise to a point of order. I did not sing
"Old King Cole."

Mr. TROW. In reference to the hon. member for North-
umberland (Mr. Mitchell), I was rather astonished at him,
because ho kept us occupied a whole Session talking about
Mother O'Rafferty's cowé My object in reading a portion
of that history was to convince hon. gentlemen that they
were wrong in abandoning that very important clause in
the Bill. I was surprised at the vacillating conduct of the
Premier, and those who are associated with him, in abandon-
ing the best portion of the Bill, that which gave the ladies
the right to vote. Hasty legislation always leads to a great
deal of trouble. See what position the country is now in,
from their hasty legislation on the license laws. The right
hon. gentleman abandoned that bantling of his and gave it
in charge of an hon. gentleman who sits along side of him.

Mr. MITCHELL. I rise to a point of order. The hon.
gentleman, in my absence, made some reference, and an
incorrect reference, to mysolf, when he said that I spent a
whole Session talking about Mother Murphy's cow. I did
nothing of the kind.

Mr. TROW. I rise to a point of order.
Mr. MITCHELL. I am not through my point of order

yet.
Mr. TROW. I did not refer to Mother Murphy's oow,

but to Mother O'Rafferty's cow.
Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. gentleman was incorrect in

what ho stated. It is true, I made reference to the case of
an unfortunate widow woman who had had her cow killed on
the Intercolonial Railway.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. MITCHELL. I am in order. I am going to show

that the hon. gentleman is wrong in his reference to me.
When I presented that claim to the then Government, it
was not listened to, and I was resolved that if it took the
whole Session I would make Mr. Mackenzie, on behalf of
the Government, pay the widow for the cow ; and I did it.

Mr. McCALLUM. I rise to a point of order. The hon,
member for Perth (Mr. Trow), who has just been
speaking, bas been reflecting on the action of this
House. -He said the First Minister had strangled the
proposition in favor of woman suffrage. It was by a
vote of this House that the proposition to give the
franchise to the ladies was struck out of thé Bill. The hon,
gentleman has, therefore, reflected on the action of this
House, and is therefore out of order. I think ho ought to
apologise to the House.

Mr. TROW. I think the hon, member for Monck (Mr.
McCallum) should apologise to the House, because it is evi.
dent ho does not understand the question.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I wish to say to the hon,
member for Monck that the House has not decided by
vote as to whether women shall have the franchise or not,
and therefore he is entirely in error. The hon. momber for
Perth (Mr. Trow) is quite in order, and the hon. member
for Monck should apologise for having interrupted him.
The very question before the committee now is whether we
shall strike ont the word "lher."

Mr. McCALLUMI. The hon. member for Perth (Mr.
Trow) has slandered the Premier, becanse hoesaid ho had
abandonod the Bill. The hon. gentleman was, in that res-
pect, out of order.

Mr. PATERSON. It is quite true, as I stated,
that the House has not decided the woman suffrage ques-
tion, as the hon. member for Monck has alloged. He bas
now tried to cover himseolf by saying that the member for

1885. 1467



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 29,
South Perth must have been wrong in saying that the First
Minister had abandoned the female suffrage proposal. The
hon. gentleman is wrong again. It is true the House has
not abandoned it, but the Premier has abandoned it, because
ho has moved to strike out the word " lier."

Mr. SPROULE. That is not the question before the
committee.

Mr. FAIRBANK. It is said that the First Minister has
abandoned this clause of the Bill. He has not only aban-
doned the women, but he as abandoned the whole House.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order. I have decided the question
of order, and I now call attention to the fact that the
amendment is now before the committee.

Mr. TROW. I have a decided objection to women being
struck out of the Bill. The ladies act tbeir part with a great
degree of intelligence, and I do not know an element of
society better qualified to exercise the franchise than the
ladies in this country. As a rule, I think they are well
adapted to exercise that privilege if they possessed it. I
have no objection to ladies taking a seat in Parliament. I
think the First Minister would also have no objection, and
in that view he would be supported by the Minister of Rail-
ways and by the Minister of Militia. I will now proceed to
read an extract from an article written by J. E. Cairus, in
opposition to Goldwin Smith, in Macnillan's Magazine,
(The hon. gentleman here read from the Magazine.)

Mr. McNEILL. Irise to a point of order. The hon. gentle-
man has been addressing the House for a considerable
length of time, and during almost the whole of that time lie
has been reading us extracts. I find a ruling on the subject,
on page 345 of Mr. Bourinot's "Parliamentary Practice,"
which I shall read. (The hon. gentleman here read an
extract from the book in question.) Now, the point I desire
to have your ruling upon is, whether it be in order that,
under the color of delivering an oral speech, the lon.
gentleman should in reality deliver a written speech, and
that of the worst kind, because it violates the very principle
by which only oral speeches are admissible-reading a
speech prepared, not by himself, but by somebody else.

Mr. TROW. Of course, I do not pretend that I wrote
this.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I have ruled already that extracts
can ho read. i have been listening to the hon. gentleman
for the last five minutes, so long as I could hear him, and I
do not think that thus far he has transgressed the rule. I
must remind the hon. gentleman, however, that if I find that
his extracts are not relevant, or that they are not in reality
extracts, but the whole of his speech, then I shall call hia
to order for a violation of the rule. I think the hon. gentle.
man is interposing some observations of his own, which has
put it out of my power to call him to order.

Mr. TROW. I am much obliged to you, Mr. Chairman,
for continually ruling in my favor. I wish to say, with
regard to the hon. member for North Bruce (Mr. McNeill),
that we know why he is anxious that the Bill should become
law-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. TROW. The hon. gentleman must know that the

revising barrister under this Bill-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. TROW. Why he would not occupy a seat in this

House but for the fact-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. CHAIRKAN. The hon, gentleman is out of order. I

have ruled in his case, on the other point, that he is in order,
and therefore he will lease to continue to discuss the ques-

Mr. PATERsoN (Brat).

tion before the House, and not criticise the remarks of the
hon. member for North Bruce.

Mr. RYKEIRT. The third time for you, Mr. Trow.
Mr. TRO W. I merely wish to state the position which

the hon. member for Bruce (Mr. MoNeili) occupies in this
House.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I rise to a point of order. It appears
that some of the Government supporters have cone to this
side of the House. I wish to see them go to.their proper
places-they are out of örder.

Mr. TROW. I have come nearly to the conclusion of this
extract. 1 hope hon. gentlemen will listen with a degree
of attention, for it will only take me till about two o'clock in
the morning, and the quieter they are the more quickly I
will be through, (The hon. gentleman then proceeded to
read a continuation of the extract.) Now, I have several
other extracts from eminent writers bearing on this
important measure. I do hope sincerely that hon. gentle-
men opposite will use their influence with the Premier, and
advise him to reconsider the abandonment of such an
important portion of his Bill. I know that he is susceptible
to their influence, because I am persuaded that it was the
influence that was brought to bear upon him from the
Province of Quebec that caused him to abandon the
provision relating to that Province. We have no objection
to allow it to be expunged, so far as it relates to that
Province, but we have decided objections to removing it so
far as it relates to Ontario. Our ladies are educated, and
they would be a desirable element to introduce to the
franchise. I did intend to read some other extracts and to
make some further remarks, but I may take another
opportunity to do so dufing the night.

Mr. WATSON. I do not intend to occupy the time of
the House at any great length or to read any extracts.
But I believe that all property ought to be represented in
Parliament, and that all women or men who hold property
ought to have votes. I believe the extension of the fran-
chise to women would have a good effect on the legislation
of the country; as a rule, they are as well qualified to give
an intelligent vote as men, and I am satisfied that their
votes would generally be found to be in the right direction.
In 1879 the Dominion Parliament passed an Act which
provided that any person, male or female, who is the head of a
family, or any male who has attained the age of eighteen
years, shall be entitled to enter for 160 acres, or a less
quantity, for a homestead. There are a great many women
in Manitoba who have availed themselves of that privilege,
and I maintain that the ]and held by them should be
represented in Parliament, and for that reason they
ought to have a vote. The Bill before us has no
particular attraction for me. The only redeeming
feature I could find in it was that it proposed to enfranchise
the ladies, and I am very sorry the hon. Premier has signi.
fied his intention of having that provision struck out. At
present, ladies have a right to vote for municipal officers and
school trustees in some of the Provinces, and we have yet to
learn that they have abused that right. The effect of giving
women the franchise, I believe, will be beneficial at public
meetings and in this House. If we went so far as to declare
that ladies having votes should be eligible to represent
constituencies in this House, there could be nothing wrong,
if the electors saw fit, in their sending women to represent
them in the flouse. In other institutions we have repre.
sentative ladies occupying high positions. We find that they
are eligible to practise as physicians. Some of our best
school teachers are ladies, and in some of the municipalities
the ladies are school trustees, and we have yet to learn
that they have not filled the position for which they were
elected with credit to themselves. Were they eligible
for election to this House, I believe the business
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of this House would be carried on in a more respectable
manner than it is at present. Hon. gentlemen opposite
would not continue their obstruction, by making uncouth
noises, such as imitating cat-calls and blowing tin whistles
imagining it is all right because they are not seen. Had
women the right to seats in this House those hon. gentlemen
would conduct themselves like gentlemen and keep within
the rules. The extension of the franchise to women would
have a good effect all through the country. We frequently
see ladies at political meeting, and we also see them taking
great interest in the debates of this House, and there can be
no doubt but that they are well able to properly appreciate
the questions of the day. I would not go so far as to say
that we should give universal franchise to women ; but when
the Dominion Government recognises the right of women
to take-up hon:esteads and own real property, they should
also give the women the franchise and enable them to vote
or members of Parliament.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I do not know that I would have
addressed the committee to-night if it had not been for a
remark made by the hon. the First Minister, who has
charge of the Bill. The right hon. gentleman accused hon.
members on this side with having turned about on the
question. I put it to the common sense of every hon. mem-
ber of this House, whether there has been any individual
who bas made a quicker turn than the right hon. gentle-
man himself. So far as that change is concerned, every
hon. gentleman ought candidly to admit that it was alto-
gether needless for him to make that turn; for if he had
the slightest anxiety that this clause should pass, he had
only to express the wish, and it would become the law of
the land. Four-fifths of the members on this side were
ready to carry his wishes into effect; and, judging by our
experience of hon. gentlemen opposite, the Premier had
simply to express his wish to them, and they would
have carried it out. I am sorry the hon. gentleman
saw fit to withdraw this clause. We have been told,
since the discussion began, that this Bill was going
to become the law of the land, despite any efforts
that might be made on this side. If such is going to be the
case, I greatly regret that the hon. gentleman has with-
drawn this feature from it, for it is the only decent feature
of the Bill, the only one that redeems it from utter reproba-
tion. The question bas been raised, whether the franchise
was a gift or a right. I hold it is a right. Every freeborn
person, under certain conditions, is entitled to its exercise.
in this country, unlike some others, we impose a certain
test, we require a certain standing of all parties to whom
this right shall, extend. That test is the test of property.
What we require is, that before the right of a man to
exercise the franchise shall be recognised or secured to
him, he shall be the owner or the occupant of property
valued at a certain amount, so that we make property, in
all cases, the test of the right to enjoy the franchise. The
hon. gentleman who preceded me las pointed out that
the Government has recognised the right of women to
take up homesteads in the North-West Territory and
in Manitoba. I hold it to be an anomaly that, while
we make property a test qualification, we do not allow pro-
perty to be represented when it is owned by a woman. In
my own locality, I have a case in my mind's eye at present
of a woman, an immigrant, who lost her husband on coming
to the country, and was left in charge of a young family ;
she moved into the bush, and took up some land and man-
aged, with the assistance of kind neighbors, to clear off the
land and pay for it; and not only that, but became wealthy.
Her children are wealthy, and yet that woman and her pro-
perty has never been represented in the Legislative Councils
of the nation. I hold that that is an anomaly; I hold that
if you make property the test, property should be repre-
sented. As regards the advisibility of granting the franchise

to women, the only possible objection that can be made to it la
that there is something to prevent women from exercising
it, either that they have not sufficient intelligence
or do not take the necessary interest in poTitics,
The only valid reason for refusing them the franchise must
be that they labor under some disability. The position of
women has immensely advanced within the last fifty or a
hundred years. In barbarous countries, woman has been
considered the slave of man, and it is one of the best marks
of civilisation that respect is shown her in all civilised
countries. In what are known as the ages of chivalry,
though the ideal woman was the object of veneration, the
actual woman was treated as little better than a slave, and
she often found the couvent -the only safe harbor from the
brutality of the chivalric knight. All that has been changed,
and the change has been marked, in no age of the world,
more than in the happy age in which we live. It is not
very long ago that women were looked upon as unfit for the
profession ef teaching, but to-day they form the majority Of
the teachers in Ontario, and they have proved themselves
worthy of the positions which they have won for them.
selves. Where one female candidate fails as a teacher,
three men fail. In other occupations they have been fully
successful. I can remember when you would see a great,
strong, well-muscled man standing from morning till
night behind the counter; measuring out tape and
muslin. Now that work is done by females, and they
do it much better than men, and it is more in
accordance with the eternal fitnass of things. In
literature, in their own field, at least, they have proved
themselves the equals of men; and in Ontario, and I think
in some of the other Provinces, the halls of the highest
education are being opened to them. The normal schools
are as open to females as to males, and in most of the col-
leges and universities they are allowed to write for degrees,
and we have women who have taken their degrees as Doc.
tors of Medicine. There can be no argument founded on
any disability of women, so far as business aptitude is con.
cerned; neither can there be as regards their general intel-
ligence. As to their interest in politics, I have met ladies
who knew a great deal more about politics than I did, who
could teach any gentleman in this House something about
politics, with whom you could not talk for an hour without
coming away wiser than you went. So farfrom that having
any degrading effect upon them, I believe it has an educating
effect, and that it will have an elevating effect upon the
practice of politics. In the west, it is very common to
see ladies present at political meetings, and I have never
seen more attentive auditors than the ladies who attended
those meetings, and the meetings were rendered much
more orderly and respectable by their presence. By recog-
nising the right of women to vote we do not impose the
duty upon them, we do not compel them to engage in politi-
cal discussions or frequent political meetings; we simply
recognise their right to the franchise, and they are at
perfect liberty to exercise it or not as they see fit. The
hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) deprecated
the long discussion which is taking place on this question.
I submit that, for many gentlemen on this side of the louse,
this is a struggle of life anddeath, a struggle for political
life.

Mr. RYKERT. No.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Hon. gentlemen on the opposite
eide may say no, but that is the intention of this Bill, and
though I regret that the claims of women are not to be
recognised under this measure, I cannot say that I regret
it altogether, because, when you strike that n'it of the Bill
you leave it in its naked deformity, a measure to deprive
the people of the right to say who shall represent them in
this House, to leave to the Government, by appointing men
responsible to nobody but the Prime Minister for the time
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being, the power to say who shall have votes and who shall
not. If I understand the Bill rightly, it proposes to strike
at the seats of the most prominent members in this House.
I do not wish to be out of order, so I will say nothing more
on that subject. I repeat that this is a life and death
struggle which we are making on this side of the House. I
suppose hon. gentlemen opposite would like us to take their
advice and submit to it quietly, but I want to tell them that
we are not foxes, to die in silence; we are going to make
our voices heard; we are going to vindicate the right of free
discussion, a right for which our fathers suffered in the old
land, for which some of them stood in the stocks, and in the
vindication of which many of them lost their lives.

Amendment of Sir John A. Macdonald agreed to.
Mr. DAVIES. I called for the yeas and nays before the

Chairman declared it carried.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I say the hon. gentleman

did not say a word-not one word.
Mr. DAVIES. I will not be contradicted in that way.

I tell the hon. gentleman that I did.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. I must say that I did not hear the

bon. gentleman.
Mr. DAVIES. I called quite loudly, two or three times.

Mr. MILLS. The First Minister is mistaken. The hon.
member did call for the yeas and nays.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He did not speak so that
the Chairman, or any man on this side, could hear him. A
whisper is not a statement. The hon. gentleman did not
call for it, and the Chairman waited sufficiently to have
heard it.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It is not courteous to say that a
person did not, if the person did. Now the First Minister
would be quite right if lie said: I did not hear the hon.
gentleman say that. But the gentleman did say that,
because I heaid him say it, although the First Minister may
not have heard him. When the First Minister has the word
of a gentleman confirmed by the word of a gentleman who
sat beside him, and by my word, I think he ought toaccept
that statement.0

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Then, Mr. Chairman, I
did not hear it, and I was paying particular attention to the
debate. I move that the words, " or her," in the 35th lino,
be struck out; and you may take a division on that, if you
like.

Mr. MULOCK We ought to have an underetanding on
these points. If the committee has a right to a division it
would be well to have it understood at what time they are
obliged to call for a division known. If the Chairman may
declare a motion carried, although there is a request made
for a division, then, of course, the right to have a standing
division is overruled. Now let us understand what is neces-1
sary in order to have an expression of a more formaJ
kind.1

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The practice is quite9
clear. At the cessation of a debate the Speaker, or the1
Chairman, says: " I think the yeas have it," or "the naysc
have it." Then is the time to say, "Divide." The Chair-
man took that course on this occasion, and then he said,
"I declare the motion carried." When he says, "I declare
the motion carried," it is too late to call for a division.
But when he uses the phrase, "I think the yeas have it,"t
then is the time to call for a division.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Does not the Minister make
a mistake when he says that the presiding officer says it is
carried, or lost, as the case may be ? I suppose the sameI
rules govern us in committee that govern us in the House.L
The Speaker will say, 4I think the nays have it; I do not c

Mr. ARMsTo.i.

say it positively; " and not being sure of that, then we ask
for a division. An hon. gentleman over there said: "But
you did not do it until after the Chairman declared it
carried; " but if the Chairman declared the motion carried,
when we were saying "Divide," there would be no oppor.
tunity of demanding the yeas and nays at all. I call the
attention of the First Minister to the fact that that rule did
not prevail on the occasion. I asked for a division, and the
hon. member for Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies) called for the
yeas and nays. I used the word ''Divide," and he used the
words ''"Yeas and nays." The First Minister thought, per.
haps, there was an attempt to gain a catch vote, but there
was nothing of the kind.

Amendment agreed to; yeaP, 75; nays, 31.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I desire to make a

remark, and it is this: I would call the attention of the
hon. member for Perth (Mr. Trow) to it, as I see he has
voted. I have a letter from Col. Williams, is which he tells
me-I forget his exact words-that Mr. Trow would not vote
because ho had agreed with me that he would not vote
during my absence when he could not get me a pair.

Mr. TROW, I got him a pair.

Some hon. MEMBERS. What pair ?

Mr. TROW. Col. Williams came down to my hotel
and asked me to pair with him. I said that other members
would pair with other gentlemen who left for the North.
West. I had no control over other hon. members, but I
told Col. Williams I would see he was paired on each
and every occasion on Government measures. I have
done so, and some lion. riembers will bear me out that I
have invariably kept pairs with Col. Williams.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am quite satisfied with
the hon. gentleman's explanation. But 1 felt it due to the
hon, gentleman that I should state that I had received a
letter from Col, Williams, at Swift Current, calling my
attention to the matter.

Mr. DODD. I-think, in justice to Col. Williams, I should
state that I was prosent when the arrangement between Col.
Williams and the hon. member for Perth (Mr. Trow) was
made, when the latter hon. gentleman agreed that, in the
absence of any other pair, he would pair with him (Col.
Williams) on any and all questions.

Mr. CASEY. I suppose the question is on the definition
of the word "owner," as stated in this clause. I want to
call the attention of the committee to that definition of
ownership.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I rise to a point of order.
The ion. gentleman cannot go back to the word owner in
the second paragraph, because we have gone past that.

Mr. CASEY. I do not want to go back, but I wish to
propose an amendment to the whole paragraph. I cali
attention to the fact that the rights of real estate being
within the parview of Local Legislatures, the definitions of
such rights are naturally more correctly made by the Local
Legislatures. In eah Province there are peculiarities, not
only in regard to the tenure of land but in regard to ter-
minology ueed in legal documents. I suggest that the
definition of ownership formulated by the Legislature of
Ontario in their own electoral Act should be introduced
here as referring to that Province. I move in amendment
the following:-

But as regards the Province of Ontario the word "only', shall be
held to signify a proprietor, either in hie own right or in the right of hie
wife, of an estate for life or any greater estate, either legal or equitable.

If it is ruled that I cannot go back to any word which has
been passed, I shall move that it be added to the end of the
clause.
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Mr. WELDON. I understood that the reply made to the
hcn. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake), the other
night, was that that rule would not be insisted on.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That only applied to the
first paragraph.

Mr. WELDON. It was on that understanding that we
proceeded. (The hon, gentleman thon read the report of
the discussion on the point in question, as reported in The
Debates.) Those remarks would tend to show that the
arrangement was as claimed by hon. gentlemen on this
side of the House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; it so happened that
the hon. member for Cumberland (Mr. Townshend) moved
his amendment immediately after we went into committee,
and after an explanation with the hon. member for West
Durham it was settled that it should be taken up clause by
clause. Thon he said that the hon. member for Megantic
(Mr. Langelier) had an amendment to move which affected
an earlier portion of the clause, and came before the
amendment of my hon. friend from Cumberland. I said I
did not wish the amendment withdrawn at that time,
because I wished as early as possible to get the judgment of
the House on the question of female suffrage, but I did not
wish toe cut the hon. member for Megantic out of the
amendment ho was going to make, before we arrived at
that portion of the paragraph, and I said there could be no
objection to have that amendment moved, as I did not wish
to have him depiived of his proposed amendment. Other-
wise, I would have asked the hon. member for Cumberland
to withdraw his amendment, and allow the hon. member
for Megantic to make his earlier amendment to the earlier
portion of the clause. This was only in consequence of
what the hon. member for West Durham said, that an hon.
gentleman had such earlier motion to move. Now, as we
are going on clause by clause, there is no necessity of break-
ing the rule of Parliament. Hon. gentlemen can see the
linos of each clause as they go on-

An hon. MEMBER. But they cannot ail rise at once.
Sir JO IN A. MACDONALD. Of course; but by observ.

ing the lino of the paragraph onwhich ho intends to move,
priority ean be obtained. (The right lon, gentleman thon
quoted the rule on the subject of amendments in committee.)
That is the practice, and I think we should adhere to it,
unless there are strong reasons to the contrary. When we
go to the next paragraph, thon any hon. gentleman can
commence by an amendment to the first lino of the clause,
and so on consecutively. That would be regular and accord-
ing to practice, and I think I must call on you, Mr. Chair-
man, to adhere to the practice.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I have no doubt the hon.
gentleman is correct as to the rule, but we certainly, on this
side, had a different understanding of the conversation
which took place, and which is recorded in Hansard.
It was understood that, although the hon. member for Cum-
berland moved his amendment affecting the fourth or fifth
lino of tbis clause, that did not prevent an amendment being
moved to prior portions of the clause. I think if the
rule, as laid down by the First Minister, is adhered to, it
will be a great hardship. Several hon. members may get
up et the same time, and une may catch the eye of the
Chairman, whose amendment is further on in the clause than
the others, and thereby the others will be debarred from
moving their amendments. In this way important and
valuable amendments would be excluded altogether from
the uonsideration of the House. Of course, if the rule
applies in that way, we must govern ourselves accordingly
and submit to it, but I think that after the language of the
First Minister, in reply to the leader of the Opposition, it
would be a hardship to apply the striot rules of Parliament

to this particular sub-section, because we would be deprived
of our right to move amendments at this stage of the
measure, and that is something whieh I should think is not
the desire of the Government or any member of the House.

Mr. CASEY. If the right hon. Premier insista on striotly
carrying out the rule which prevents going back to prior
words in a clause, I shall not put into your hande the
amendment I stated my intention to move, becauso I under-
stand that some hon. gentlemen on this side have amend-
ments to offer to some other linos of the clause, and if I
move this amendment, under the strict wording of the rule
I suppose they could not move theira. The right
hon. Premier made a very good suggestion-
that if notice was given of an intention to
move amendments, they should be taken up in their order.
it is quite possible for any person, merely for the purpose
of obstruction, to get up and move an amendment to the
last line of a clause, and thereby prevent anybody from
moving any other amendment to the clause. In order to
avoid that, I think it would be well for the Chairman to
call upon all members who propose to move amendments
to state what amendments they intend to move, and then
they can be taken up in order. I would like to have the
right hon. gentleman's opinion on that suggestion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think it is
advisable to commence a"new practice.

Mr. CASEY. It is not a new practice.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If we lay down a rule
with regard to this Bill, it will apply to all other Bills, and
I do not think we should alter the well understood practice
of Parliament. I am quite willing to do this: Suppose an
hon. member gets up and says, 1 move an amendment to
the second line of this clause, and it is handed to the
Chairman, I have no objection that another member should
get up and say, I propose an amendment previous to that.

Mr. MILLS. I think the hon. gentleman has to some extent
lost sight of the understanding that was had. When he
proposed the other day to amend the second clause exclud-
ing Chinamen, I was anxious to know whether the hou.
gentleman proposed to enforce this rule, with the view of
preventing discussion or the preceding portions of the
clause. lt was not the first clause that was under consider.
ation. The hon, gentleman moved an amendment after the
very one we are now considering. Thon Mr. Townshend
moved an amendment which would have been out of order
if the hon, gentleman intended to enforce the rule which ho
now thinks so necessary. Now, we permitted the hon.
gentleman to proceed, aithough we had amendments to
move to this clause. He proposed to strike ont the
words, "or her," to conform the clause with that
preceding it. Did he do that for the pur-
pose of preventing amendments to preceding por-
tions? If so, ho is departing from that understanding
which was had between himself and the leader of the
Opposition, when-the discussion of this clause was begun a
day or two ago, which was, that no matter what the rule
might be, we should have the opportunity of moving
amendments to this clause as we proceedod. Are we
prevented from dealing with this whole sub-section by the
hon. gentleman's amendment ? I think not.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I made a proposition, in
answer to the proposition of the hon. member for East
Elgin (Mr. Casey). He accepted it in the same spirit, and
if the hon, gentleman will not agree to that, I shall insist
on the strict carrying out of the rule laid down in May.

Mr. MILLS. As I understand the practice in the English
Parliament, when various amendments are proposed to a
Sparticular section, is to put them ail in the bands of the
Shairman, and to leave hlim to arrange them in the order

1885. 1471



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 29,

in which they occur. If the hon. gentleman insists on the
rule, we shall of course adopt the practice.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I understand-in case an
amendment is moved, and a member gets up and says, I
have an amendment to a prior line-that the First Minister
is willing that that should be put. That will have precisely
the same effect as the practice in England.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It seems to me it would be
nocessary to follow that course. For instance, suppose the
hon. the First Minister found it necessary to make an amend-
ment, he would be excluded himself from the privilege of
doing so. I have been thinking of moving an amendment
myself, which I might be able to support with arguments
that might commend themselves to the louse, but I shall
be precluded from moving it unless the hon. gentleman
will not object to an amendment being offered, say to the
43rd lino, after an amendment bas been moved to the 45th.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. An hon. gentleman
moves an amendment to a particular line, but before bis
motion is put another man can rise and say: I intend to
move an amendment to a previous line; and that will have
precedence.

Mr. OASEY. Supposing an amendment is proposed and
not carried, will that interfere with an amendment to a
prior part of the clause ?

Mr. CHAIRMAN. No; the amendment muet be carried.
Mr. WELDON. I propose to strike out, in the thirty.fifth

line, from the word "benefit " to the word "wife," in the
thirty-seventh lino. With regard to the word "proprietor,"
that is not a legal term. It is not used in legal language;
it simply means the owner of property. There should be
some definition of what it is, whether the person is possessed
or is entitled to. I intend to propose to put, instead of the
word "proprietor," "the person possessed or entitled to in his
or ber own iight," in the phrase, "in his own right or in
the right of his wife, of freehold estate, legal or equitable,
in lands and tenements, held in froc and common soccage."
Would a person who is in possession over twenty years
be included? fHe could not come under the word
" occupant." Take the case of a tenant by courtesy. He
does not hold, strictly speaking, cither in bis own right
or by right of his wife, because he doos not occupy
the property until the death of his wife, and thon not
by the death of his wife, but by the fact of there
being issue. The tenancy is not in bis own right or in that
of his wife, but by the courtesy, under the Englsh law, he
holds, because children have been born of the marriage.
Under the old feudal law, when the children were minors,
the father had to fulfil their duty, and it was therefore con-
sidered that he should enjoy the tenancy by courtesy. The
amendment I proposed is involved in the woman suffrage
question. Formerly, a man could vote on his wife's pro-
perty, because under the common law he had control of it in
many ways, but that law has changed entirely. In the
Province of New Brunswick we have for thirty years
denuded the husbard - of the right to his wife's property.
The property which she has before or after coverture is free
of the husband, is not subject to his debts or to his engage-
ments, and I believe the same law pravails in Ontario, Nova
Scotia and Prince Edward Island. Prior to the Married
Women's Property Acts, the husband represented the
property, but now he does not, and therefore the
prînciple npon which ho is given a vote falls
to the ground. The principle upon which unmarried
women and spinsters were to be ontitled to vote
was taxation or the representation of property ; but that
applies to married women aliso, because they hold property
in their own right, which is liable to be taken in execution
if it does not pay the taxes. It is not now represented by
the husband, and if female suffrage is to be excluded, I do

Mr. MILLs,

not see why a man who marries a woman who owns $150
worth of land should be entitled to the suffrage if he is not
otherwise entitled to it. Then, if he has no interest, no
estate at all with regard to the right of his wife to own pro-
perty, it does not fall within the principle of qualification
which is put forward by this Bill, that ho is a person pos-
sessed of property to the extent of $150 or $300, as the case
may be.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I think the objection raised
by the hon. member for St. John (Mr. Weldon) is
well taken, and that his amendmentought to prevail. The
theory on which the Bill is based is that of a properly quali-
fication-that the voter, with the exception of what may be
called the income franchise, must have some interest in
real estate; that he must either own land in foe simple or be
a freeholder, as the hon. gentleman terms it in his Bill.
The theory on which the right to vote is based is that the
voter must have an interest in the land, either as the owner
of the estate in fee simple, or have somo interest in it in
some way. The hon. gentleman provides that he must
either be the owner himself or claim the right to vote by
virtue of his'wife's property, because this franchise is based
purely on real estate. I do not know what the law is in
some of the other Provinces, but in Ontario the husband
has no interest whatever in his wife's real estate. Some
years ago this peculiar wording would have been correct,
and I believe in the old Franchise Act the voter was required
to own the property himself or have an interest in his
wife's estate. Now, the First Minister knows that in Onta-
rio the husband has no right whatever in his wife's real
estate, except in one case, and that is a doubtfut one. He
knows that in the lower courts two judges have decided
that in Ontario there is no such thing as a tenancy by
courtesy ; although I bolieve that the Court of Appeal has
held that the husband still has a right as a tenant by
courtesy ; but the current of rocent decision in the courts
of Ontario is that the wife has absolute and unlimited con-
trol over her real estate. Until recently she could not part
with that real estate, except by the consent of her husband,
and it was supposed that ho had still some right, by virtue
of his marriage, to the possession of hi6 wife's real estate;
but since then the Provincial Legislature have enacted a
law that gives the wife absolute and unlimited power over
her real etate. She can sell it, without her husband being
a party to the conveyance, and if he refuses to be a party to
the conveyance, she can go before a county court judge and
obtain power to part with it, irrespective of her hus-
band. She can make a contract ; she eau make a
promissory note, and enter into a covenant. On
breach of contract action can be brought against her
alone, and judgment can be levied upon her property
alone. She cannot only dispose of it by conveyance,
but by will, and leave it to whom she likes, quite irrespec-
tive of any power her husband may have over her. In fact,
in every respect, as concerns property, the married woman
now, in Ontario, is treated as if she were unmarried. Now,
if this franchise is based upon property qualification, and if
the husband takes nothing by virtue of his wife's property,
thon, in this Bill, the husband ought not to qualify to vote
by virtue of his wife's real estate. The promises laid down,
I think, are correct. Any one who will take the trouble to
investigate the authorities in our own courts will have
ample evidence of this. Now, I submit the First Minister
ought to amend this clause, and make his.Bill consistent.
If it is to be based on property franchise, he ought to strike
out such portion of sub-section 2 as enables the husband to
vote on the wife's real estate.

Mr. MILLS. I think it is clear this section would have
the same effect as the provision of the former section, with
regard to proporty held in Lower Canada, where the hus-
band has no community of interest With the wife. In many
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cases ho would not be proprietor at all. Under the Ontario
law the hiusband would have no right to the wife's propePty
and have no interest in it after her death, except issue were
born. If it is the intention of the Premier to exclude the
husband from voting on the property of the wife, except as
tenant, because if ho rented the property he could have a
vote under a subsequent section, that intention should be
stated; but the strict interpretation would exclnde the
husband from the right to vote on his wife's property. If
it is the intention of the Government that the husband
shonld vote on his wife's property, the wording of the
section should be changed.

Mr. DAWSON. Al the hon. gentleman has said is that
the election law of Ontario is about as perfect as a law can
be. With respect to the word "owner," what does it say ? It
says: "The word "owner " shall signify a proprietor, either
in his own right or the right of his wife of an estate for life
or any greater interest, either legal or equitable."

Mr. FLEMING. The amendment should be adopted,
because hon. members who have had any practical know-
ledge of the working of the Act in Ontario will know that
in very many cases great impropriety has resulted from the
state of the law. A number of cases are known to myself,
one of which was of a peculiarly disgraceful nature. The
husband had become a vagrant and criminal, and spent a
number of years in Kingston penitentiary; yet at every
election he turned up and voted for the property which his
wife's industry had acquired. This. is not a single instance,
but it is a sample of many which have come under my own
observation. If a man is such a character as not to have
acquired any property for himseolf, and has no right to vote
by virtue of the possession of property other than the prop-
erty of his wife, and is not in possession of his wife's prop-
erty, he should be excluded from voting. If he is an indus-
trious man he will be qualified to vote under some other
section. The adoption of the amendment will assist in jus-
tice being done.

Mr. MULOCK. I support the amendment on somewhat
different grounds from those held by other hon. members.
The continuation of the franchise to the husband, the wife
being owner of the property, is the continuation of an old
system, after the law bas been changed. Under the old
system that law was no doubt right, but in most cases that
law has been changed, and the question now is, whether
there are not some classes of married women who hold and
own property absolutely free from all control of their hus-
bands, on which the husband should not b entitled to vote.
The principle on which the vote depends is property. If
we were called on to say whether, in view of the present
law, the husband of a married woman should be entitled to
vote because she was in possession of property, how would
we. dpal with the question? We would ask what
interest he las in the property ? is it a personal
interest, vested interest, future interest, contingent inte-
rest, or an interest when a certain time arrives? It
muet be remembered that under the Married Women's
Act ot 1870 the law has been very much changed.
Under that section a husband had no present interest in his
wife's property. I think the only thing that ought to
entitle him to a vote ought to be a beneficial interest in the
property at the time he is exercising the franchise--not a
prospective interest, 'but a present beneficial interest.
Under that section the husband bas not such an interest as,
in-my opinion, ought to be considered a proper property
qualification; though of course all these complications and
difficulties arise from the fact that we are resting the fran-
chise on what is not a proper basis, that of property quali-
fication. We have decisions that the wife can dispose of
her property, eau encumber it with her own debte, and can
actually deprive her hnsband of the use of it. We have a
case of Merrick vs. Sherwood, bearing on the point; and that
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ease deals also with 85 Vie., chap. 16, of the Ontario
Statutes, passed in 1871. (The hon. member quoted several
sections from this Act, and from the Ontario Married
Women's Property Act, 1884, and cited the case of Merrick
vs. Sherwood, and the decision of Mr. Justice Gwynne there.
on.) I think that judgment fairly establishes one poniit-that
under the law, as it is to day, in the case of any marriage
entered into the husband has no beneficiary interest in his
wife's property. To give, therefore, a vote to the husband
because the wife owns property, ls to continue something
after the reason for its original existence has ceased to exist.
When the law gave the vote to the husband in the first
instance, it was because the husband was entitled to the
gains and profits and the immediate possession in common
law, because he was a tenant for life, and a tenant to the
exclusion of hie wife; but when the law has been changed,
and all these interests bave been taken from the husband
and handed back to the wife, as effectually as if the wife
had given them by deed, on that principle are yon going to
give the vote to the husband now? If there is any objec,
tion to the woman going to the polls, why not authorise ler
to give a power of attorney to her husband, telling him
how he should vote ? I think we should strike ont all pro-
visions in this Bill which entitle the husbatid to vote in
respect to his wife's property. This is offering a premium
to husbands to live on their wives, instead of obtaining a
right to property by their own exertions.

Mr. EDGAR. I cannot see any logical reason for giving
a husband a vote because his wife owns property. e it in
accordance with the spirit of free institutions that a man
should vote because he owns a woman ? Surely we cannot
treat that as a piece of property, either real or personal pro-
perty. As a rule, the result of marriage is that the woman
owns the man. It is so in my own Province, and I dare
say it is so in the other Provinces. Under the old law, before
1859, the husband had a real interest in bis wife's property,
but that. law has been changed, and when the First Min-
ister introduced his Bill, conferring the franchise upon
women, he was only carrying out to the logical result the
laws which gave women the control of real and personal
estate and the right to make civil contract. (The lon,
gentleman then quoted extracts from the judgment in the
case of Wilson, tried in the Ontario Court of Appeal.)
Before this Bill leaves our hands I hope we shali have
brought to bear on it all the information and eradition
possessed by members of this House, so that there will b3
no chance of the language of our legislation being strained
in any improper direction. But as it is now near three
o'clock, and as other opportunities may or may not arise
for discussing this point, I will close bore.

Amendment (Mr. Casey) negatived.
Committee rose and reported progress.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment
of the House.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 2:45 a.m.,
Thursday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
THuRsDAr, 30th April, 1885.

The SPEAKR took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PaAuERs.
COX DIVORCE BILL.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) moved first reading of Bill (No.
138) for the relief of George Btranfrd Cox-(frm iMe
Senate).

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the firet tie, aon a division.
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FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 137) te make farther provisions respecting
Pawnbrokers-(from the &enate).-(Mr. Small.)

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-RATES IN BRITISH
COLUMBIA.

Mr. REID asked, Have complaints been made, or any
other notice given to the Government of the excessive
rates charged by the contractor on that portion of the Can-
adian Pacifie Railway between Port Moody and Savona
Ferry ? If so, is it the intention of the Government to
take such stops as will remedy the hardship complained of?

Mr. POPE. Some complaints have reached the Govern-
ment about excessive charges upon that portion of the line;
but as yet the Government are not in possession of the lino.
The contract time will be up about let July. When the lino
le handed over to the Government, they will see that the
charges on that lino are not excessive.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Was any report or representation
made, and when, by any member or officer of the Govern-
ment, and by whom, with reference to the claims of the
half-breeds of the North-West Territories to be placed in a
position analogous to that of the half*breeds in Manitoba, to
whom a grant of 1,400,OJO acres was made under the Mani-
toba Act ? Was any such report or representation requested
by the Government or any member or officer of the Govern-
ment, and when ? Was there any Order in Council on the
subject prior to that of 28th January, 1885; and at what
date ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. With respect to this
question and all other questions the hon. gentleman has
placed on the paper relating to the North-West, so far as I
am concerned, I would state that the Government think it
is highly inexpedient in the public interest to answer those
questions.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Was any communication received by
the Government or any Department touching any of the half-
breed claims in the North-West Territories, or any of the
settlers' laims, or the agitations in the Prince Albert Dis-
trict, or the action of L. Riel or his associates, or the condi-
tion of feeling among the half-breeds, Indians or whites,
and expressing the views of any, and which of the follow-
ing :-Archbishop Taché, Bishop Grandin, Bishop McLean,
Father LeDue, Father André, Lieutenant Governor Laird,
Mr. Dickieson, Lieutenant Governor Dewdney; The North-
West Council, any member of the council; any stipendiary
magistrate; any person connected with (1) The Mounted
Police; (2) The Indian Department; (3) The Interior
Department; (4) The Militia, Colonel Houghton, General
Strange, Mr. Royal, M.P., Louis Schmidt, Louis Riel, any
of the inhabitants of the disturbed districts?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The same answer.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Through whom and at what time
during last summbr, did the Government receive occasional
intimations that if they gave Louis Riel a sum of money
he would depart in peace ? Was any answer given to these
intimations;lto:whom, and when ?

Sir JOHN'A. MACDONALD. The same answer.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Was any part of the Mounted Police
force ordered to Prince Albert last year ? When and in
what strength ? Was the action taken on representation
from the North-West, and on whose representations ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The same answer.
Mr. zvea.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Did the Government receive any
representations, and from whom and when upon which
they thought it prudent lat summer to have some addi.
tional force at Carlton or near Prince Abert ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The same answer.

Mr. BLAKE asked, When did the Government first oom-
municate with the Hudson Bay Company as to the occa.
pation of Carlton ? At whose expense were the repairs
and improvements made there last year? When were the
police ordered there and when did they arrive there ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The same answer.

Mr. BLAKE asked, When and through whom were the
half-breeds of the North-West Territories told of the action
of the Government on 28th January, authorising the
appointment of a commission to enamerAte them ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The same answer.

Mr. BLAKE asked, When were the commissioners under
the Order in Council of 28th January, 1885, for the half-
breed enumeration selected ? When was the proposal to
appoint each gentleman made to him ? What is the name
of the gentleman who, being unable to go, resigned, and
when did that resignation take place?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The same answer.

Mr. BLAK E asked, When did the Government receive
the news that a rising in the North-West was imminent, and
from whom? When did the Goverument receive the infor-
mation that the proximate cause was some letter as to
Louis Riel not being a British subject, and from whom ?

SirlOHN A. MACDONALD. The same answer.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the five North-West corps
organised in 1879 were ever inspôcted after their first
organisation? Whether they were ever authorised to
drill? Whether they were ever uniformed ? Whether
they were, in August, 1882, relieved from drill till further
orders, in consequence of not being uniformed ? Whether
they were removed from the list of the corps of active
militia in 1884? Whether their arms were taken up in
1884, under the orders of the Minister of Militia? At
what time and by whom? Whether the action taken in
1884 was in whole or part due to representations made as to
the state of feeling in some of the localities, and to whose
representations ? Whether any of the Mounted Police were
stationed in the neighborhood in view of the removal of
these corps ?

Mr. CARON. It is quite impossible for me to give the
information asked for in answer to this question. If the
hon. gentleman will place a notice on the paper I will
bring down any information I can bring down which is not
of a strictly confidential nature.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether any, and what action and at
what date was taken on the various requests made during
the last few years for the formation of corps in Manitoba
and the North-West Territories mentioned in the Militia
reports?

Mr. CARON. The same answer.
Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether Colonel Houghton made in

July, 1881, a report or communication to the Department
of Militia of the impression formed by him when travelling
through a portion of the North-West Territories last Jaly ?
Whetker Colonel Houghton made any report touching the
same subject when engaged in taking up the arms of the
North-West corps ? Whether any, and. if so, what action
and at what date was taken on the reports?

Mr. CARON, The same answer.
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THE FRANCHISE BILL.

House again resolved itself into committee on Bill (No.
103) respecting the Electoral Franchise.

On paragraph 3,
Mr. OAMERON (Huron). I propose to move an amend-

ment to this paragraph, and I think when the First Minister
hears it explained he and the hon. gentlemen 'supporting
him will assent to it. Under the clause as it now stands no
tenant can vote except one who pays his rent in money
or in the produce, or the revenues, or profits issuing out of
the property rented. It will be easily understood how
very important it is that we should have a clear definition
of the word "tenant," because in the clause which enables
a tenant to vote it simply uses the word as a tenant of real
property.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I give notice of my inten-
tion to strike ont the words " or her " in the second lino of
this paragraph.

Mr. CAMERON. My amendment does not touch
that. Under the fourth sub-section of the third section
the tenant must be in possession for a year, and he
must have paid a year's rent, and it is quite clear that, if
the hon. gentleman will adhere to the interpretation given
in the paragraph now under consideration, a large number
of people who are tenants will be excluded from the right
of voting; for it is perfectly well known that many leases in
the country are made where the rent is not paid in money,
or any produce issuing out of the property itself. At one
time it was supposed, and the general impression is now,
that there cannot be a valid lease unless the rent is paid in
money, or in something issuing out of the property itself,
as a revenue or profit. But that does not appear to be
correct, for there may be a tenant of a property although
the rent is not payable in cash, or in any of the produce of
the farm rented. (The hon. gentleman here quoted Wood-
fall on "Landlord and Tenant," page 338.) From this
authority it appears that in order to constitute the relation-
ship of landlord and tenant it is not necessary that the
rent should be payable in money, or in the pro-
duce or revenues or profits issuing from the land itself,
but that relationship may exist where the rent is
payable in labor, or improvements made on the
and, or even improvemenits or work done elsewhere. Smith,

in I' The Law of Landlord and Tenant," lays down the same
rule. (The hon. gentleman here quoted from the authority
in question.) The hon. gentleman will understand that in
country places it often happens that a man has a bush farm
which he rente to another man, in consideration of occu-
pancy and of his clearing so many acres per year, the lessee
having the use of it for a series of years; and in the eye of
the law the lessee in that case is a tenant, but under the
interpretation clause of this Bill hewould not have the right
to vote. He is not paying rent in money or anything that
issues out of the produce of the soil, or any portion of
the rent and profits. I know cases like this: a man rents a
piece of property and gives the landlord in return for the
use of the land certain improvements-perhaps so much
ploughing, so much summer fallowing, so much work done
in fencing, cultivating, or clearing up the soil. Can it be
said that ho would be a tenant under the interpretation of
this particular clause ? He is not a tenant under the
clause, and would not have a right to vote, because
he does not pay anything that issues out of the
land itself. There are also cases of this kind; A. B. owns
two farms; he lives on one and rente the other to C.D., who
in return does so many days' work on the farm of A. B. In
that case there is nothing paid that issues out of the land
leased, and therefore the tenant would not, under this clause,
have a right to vote. The right under the paragraph we

are now discussing is confined exclusively to tenants who
pay their rent in money or in some of the rente and profits
issuing out of the leased land. I have given the hon. gen-
tleman at leuat three classes of cases in which occupancy
does not give the right to vote, and such cases are numer-
ous, especially in the newer sections of the country. Wood-
fall spocifies a large number of tenants who would not come
under this interpretation clause at al. For instance, a
tenant by courtesy cannot vote; he is a tenant and he can-
not vote as an owner.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He is a tenant in fee.
simple.

Mr. CAME RON. But ho does not hold the fee-simple.
He cannot say he is the owner of the land, for he is not.
In the law books ho is called a tenant by courtesy; and if
that is the only estate he as got, ho would not be entitled
to vote under this clause, because le pays no rent and ren-
ders no service to anybody else for the land. Thon, a ten-
ant in dower or the assignee of a tenant in dower would not
have a right to vote because he renders nothing to the
landlord. The clause only applies to the tenant himself,
that is, the man who holds an estate from the landlord. I
propose to amend the clause by inserting after the word
"person" in the first lino of this paragraph, the words "or
the assignee of such person," so as to cover the case of the
assignee of a tenant, who is not a tenant as between himself
and the original landlord. After the word "leased," in the
third lino of the paragraph, I propose that the following
words be 'inserted: "or any service rendered or work or
labor performed by a tenant on the land leased, or goods
supplied to the landlord u lieu of rent." I think the hon,
gentleman must admit that under the interpretation put
upon this clause such a person would fnot have the right to
vote, because he does not pay anything in the shape of
money, and does not give to the landlord any portion of
produce of the property, or any portion of the profits or
revenue derived from the property. AIL the classes that I
have named would not have the right to vote under the
clause as tenants. I therefore move these amendments.

Mr. LANGELIER. If this amendment be adopted a
great many persons will be deprived of the right to vote
who have it now. Sub-tenants will b deprived of the right
to vote because they do not pay anything to the proprietor
but to the original tenant.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think I can
follow the argument of the hon. gentleman who makes this
motion. We are not settling what the definition of tenant
is for the purposes of real property or the law of real pro-
perty. We are settling the definition of what kind of
tenants shall have a vote. A person who is a freeholder is a
tenant in fee-simple; a person who has an estate in entail is a
tenant in entail. The word tenant here has nothing to do
with its legal signification. Perhaps the hon. gentleman
wili allow me to read the definition of the same word in a
Bill recently passed in the Ontario Legislature, which the
hon, gentleman wishes to become law here:

I The word tenant shall include any person who, instead of paying
rent in money, shall be bound to give the owner any portion of the pro.
duce of such property."

With respect to the remark of the hon. member for
Megantic (Mr. Langelier) a tenant is a person who pays
rent to somebody else; if ho is a sub-tenant ho has his own
landlord, and there may be many degrees of tenancies, for
the process of sub-letting may go on in/initum.

Mr. WELDON. Will that enable tenants and sub-tenants
to vote ?

Sir JOHN A.. MACDONALD. Certainly.
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Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Would a man who pays no
rent but does work for his landlord in payment of his rent
be entitled to vote under this clause ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONA L D. Certainly not ; if he works
he does not furnish produce but comes under the title of
occupant because hois a person in the possession of real
property who receives the rents and profits thereof.

Mr. CAMERON. If the hon. gentleman will look
at the clause which gives the occupant a vote, he will
find that a man who occupies a piece of ground, inthis
way, is not entitled to vote. His occupancy must be
under an agreement or license of occupation from the Crown
or corporation or some individuals. I did not fail to observe
the interpretation given to the Ontario Act for the word
tenant, and I say it is a very bad definition. By it they
have et out a large number of tenants who were just as
much entitled to vote as a man who paid $500 rent. One
man may pay rent in cash and another may pay in services
rendered, such as cutting down the timber and clearing the
land. I see no reason why the latter is not as well entitled
to a vote as the former. Under this clause it is manifest
that a man who pays for the use of a place by his labor on
it wilI not have a vote, nor will lie have a vote under any
other clause since he cannot vote as occupant, because his
occupancy must be under some agreement.

Mr. FLEMING. I understood the First Minister to say
that the tenant and the sub-tenant and the intermediate
tenant would all have the right to vote.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL D. I said that the word
tenant will include those who have holdings for which they
pay rent.

Mr. FLEMING. Technically and legally that would be
the case. Is it the intention to give intermediate tenants
and subtenante votes? This would bring a great innovation
Into the law.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is merely a diction.
ary, and when you come to the franchise laws and find the
words, tenant and occupant, we will turn to the dictionary
to see what it means.

Mr. FLEMING. Looking at section 4, we find that a
tenant must have been in possession as a tenant for at least
a year. That would exclude all tenants except those actually
in possession. It would exclude the first tenant in case he
had gone out of possession and sub-let the promises to others.
The hon, gentleman says that a tenant such as my hon.
friend from Huron has referred to would be entitled to vote
under the subsequent provisions of the Bill, but I do not
think that is the case. Where the landlord receives the
revenues and profits, the tenant could not vote under the
definition of "occupant, " and he could not vote under
" tenant, " bocause ho does not render such rent as is neces-
sary to that definition.

Mr. WELDON. According to this clause the word "oc-
cupant" expressly includes a tenant, owner, or usufructu.
ary.

Mr. DAVIES. If the Prime Minister would consent to
strike out the words in the "occupant" definition which fol-
lcw:-

'' Otherwise than as owner, tenant, or usnfructuary ii his or her own
right, or in the case of a married man in his own right or in the right of
his wife."
And would leave the clause to read as follows:-

"'Occupant' means a person in actual occupation of real property
Who receives to his or her own use and benefit the revenues and profit
thereof."

I think that would botter carry out the idea which is
probably intended, and it might meet the objection sug.

Sir JoN A. MADONALD.

gested by the learned gentleman from Huron. I agree
with him, however, that limiting the meaning of the word
"occupant" to persons otherwise than owner, tenant, or
usufructuary includes the tenant, owner, or usufructuary.

Mr. LANGELIER. In answer to the objection which I
made that sub-tenants would be deprived of the right to
vote under this clause, the Premier said that the word
"landlord" m'eans every party who bas tenants or sub-
tenants. I must say that the translator of this Bill into
French has not adopted that construction of the word land-
lord. Here is the literal translation of that translation:

" Tenant means a person who is bound to remit to the proprietor of
the real property some portions of the produce, revenues or profits of
the property leased instead of rent, as well as the person who pays the
rent in money for the occupation of the property."
Everyone will see that, under tbis version, a portion of the
produce of the property must be paid to the proprietor, not
to the landlord. It is not the expression " landlord " which
is used but the expression "owner." The result of it would
be that a sub-tenant, not paying anything to the owner,
would be deprived of the right to vote.

Mr. McMULLEN. I would call attention to a few cases
in my own exporience. I have a tenant who is in posses.
sion of a house which he bas agreed with me to plaster on
the outside, and I have agreed to give it to him for three
years.on that condition. Before that, he paid $2.50 a month,
or $30 a year. If the view of my bon. friend to my right
is correct, he will be deprived of a vote under this section.
I have another case, in which a man las a farm. Ho bas
made an agreement with me to erect a barn of a certain
size, and I give him the farm for four years on condition of
his doing that.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The question now is that, after the
word "person" in the third line, the words "or the
assignee of the said person " should be inserted. There is
another amendment which the Ion. member for Huron has
given notice of, which we will discuss afterwards, but we
must dispose of this first.

Amendment (Mr. Cameron, Huron) negatived.
Mr. FLEMING moved:
That after the word !' person " in the third Une, the following be

inserted: "resident in the municipality in which the demised land is
situate."
He said: The object of this is to secure residence as a requi.
site to the right of the tenant to vote. I think that is, to
some extent, the case under the law, at all events, in the
Province of Ontario. I think that the property should be
in the municipality or parish that would entitle a tenant to
vote.

Mr. McMULLEN. I think that a great injustice will be
done if the amendment is not added to the clause. A num-
ber of people who are anxious to get votes in more than
one constituency will get their friends to place them upon
the assesment roll and they will become tenants, perhaps,
for the time being, under a certain agreement, and possibly
may be able to comply with the clauses of this Bill, and in
that way they will be able to record their votes in more
than one constituency. I think, in framing this law, we
should endeavor to guard against any injustice of that kind.
I know that in the past instances of this kind have occur-
red, where people have become tenants in order to be
allowed I o exercise the franchise in other constituencies
than the one in which they live. If this amendment is not
added, it will leave an opening whereby people may take
advantage of a tochnical point of this kind, and get them-
selves enrolled and be able to record their vote. As this
section is, as bas been stated, the dictionary of the whole
Act, we should be exceedingly careful to prevent cases of
this kind ourring. In explaining aIl these words the
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word "tenant," particularly, should be carefally defined.
Freeholders, undoubtedly, will b% te some extent, plaeed
at a disadvantage. A man who wants to record his fran -
chise honestly in a constituency where he lives, will, no
doubt, bo able to do so; but if a man wants to act dishon-
estly and wants to get a franchise in another constituency,
ho has only to get a friend to assess him for a few acres of
that friend's farm. If he gets on the assessment roll, and
if the revising barrister leaves him there, the result will be
that that man will have a right to record his vote in a con-
stituency where he is not a resident.

Mr. BOWELL. Is not that the case now, under the pre-
sent law ?

Mr. MoMULLEN. Yes, it is. We have suffered from
that in the past. I have known instances of that kind to
exist, and now is the tine to correct the evil, when we are
passing an election law, which we should endeavor to make
as perect as possible.

Mr. RYKERT. The effot of this amendment would be
that if a wholesale merchant residing in the county of York,
just over the lino, who has his residence there, but who
occupies property in the city, whih he rents and for.which
he pays taxes, that man cannot vote; this amendment
excludes him. The same thing may happen in Hamilton.
A man may be doing business in that city on property
which ho leases and for which ho pays taxes, but if ho
resides on his own property in the county of Wentworth, ho
cannot vote in Hamilton.

Mr. WELDON. The difficulty I see is this: A is the
owner of property, and ho rents it to B for $100 a year. B
may sublet that property to five tenants, say, for 820 a year
each. The question is, who will be entitied to vote.

Mr. WALLACE (York). I am surprised at the amend-
monts moved by the hon. gentlemen opposite, the effect of
everyone of them being to restrict the franchise instead of
extending it, as I believe, they profess to want to do. The
amendment proposed by the hon. member for Peel (Mr.
Fleming), I think, would restrict the franchise, and very
unnecessarily. The law at presont in the Province of
Ontario gives a vote to the very class that this amend-
ment would prevent from voting. Under the law at pre-
sent a voter may reside at any place; if ho is a tenant in a
certain county it is not necessary that ho should live in
that county to be able to vote in it. But this amendment
proposes that he shall not only live in that county, but
that he shall reside in the municipality in which the lands
are situated. For instance, if my hon. friend who resides
in the town of Brampton, were to remove half a mile out-
side of the town, ie would be prevented from voting by
the very amendment ho now proposes. I think the nearer
we get to universal suffrage in these matters, the botter it
will be. I cordially support the Bill as it is, because it
comes much nearer to that than the amendment proposed
by the hon. gentlemen opposite.

Mr. FLEMING. It is not the object of the amendment
to restriet the franchise in any sense. But I know, by
actual observation in my own county, that a practice bas
been in vogue-though not so much now as formerly-for
persons on one side of the town lino, or one side of the
county lino, to lease a portion of the farm of the man
living next to them, and to give in return a lease of a
portion of their farm to their neighbor. They actually
exchange leases of a portion of their farms, and leases have
been drawn up and tho documents produced. By that
means they secure votes in both counties. One was a
tenant of a portion of his neighbor's farm, and vice versa.
It is with the object of doing away with the possibility of
this abuse that 1 move this amendment. Of course, I can
see that difeulties might arise under it in the case of a oity

or town where person occupying valuable-property might
be resident ont of the limite. Perhaps it might be better
to restrict the operation of the amendment to the electoral
distriet.

Mr. McMULLEN. 1 will give the committee an
instance, in my own experience, of the abase complained
cf. There is a man in the adjoining county to my own who
is a large land owner in the riding I represent. In the
last election that took place, three of his brothers-in-law,
who were residents in Contre Wellington, were assessed for
lots that ho owned in North Wellington. They were all
assessed as tenants of these lands, and these men came to
the poll claiming to vote as tenants, and actually recorded
their votes. It was well known that these parties were
put on the assesment roll for a purpose. There was no
means of preventing them from voting, and they took the
oath in ach case. Iknow another case where a man in my
riding had bis son assessed for a part of hie property. The
son returned the compliment, and in this way their voting
power was doubled.

Mr. BOWELL. If a tenant votes ho must b a resident
of the electoral district in which ho votes.

Mr. MILLS. The Minister's recollection of the law is
rather imperfect. If a tenant's lease has expired and his
name still stands on the voters' list, if ho continues to reside
in the locality, ho has a right to vote although bis tenancy
has expired. If ho bas moved out of the district, his right
to vote is gone; but if ho is a non-resident and the tenancy
still continues, ho las a right to vote. That was the old
law.

Mr. McMULLEN. It is the duty of every hon. member
to state where abuses of the law have occurred in order that
they may be prevented by the new Act. I am quite cogni-
sant of the cases I have brought forward. I am quite sure
the parties recorded votes, and thus abused the exercise of
the franchise, and to that extent interfered with the free
will of the constituencies. We should.guard the law so that
injustice should not ho possible under the proposed Act.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). All the abuses mentioned
by the hon. member could have been remedied by the court
on the revision of the lists. The hon. gentleman says that
because ho las not taken the trouble to have the abuses
corrected by the proper tribunal, therefore we should legis-
late to correct his default.

Mr. McMULLEN. If there is one thing we should guard
against it is that of loaving too much power in the hands of
the revising officers. The more we can restrict tho duty of
those officers the botter ; and it should not be in their power
to say whether a man shall be placed on the list or not.

Mr. CASEY. The remarks of the hon. member for
Victoria are erroneous in another particular. There is no
way under the law to strike off these voters. Such votes
would be perfectly logal. The law is so framed as to allow
parties to double up their voting power, as bas been illus.
tratel. The hon. member for West York (Ur. Wallace)
said this was an attempt to restrict the franchise. It is an
attempt in another direction. To allow aun accumulation of
votes in one individual is not an extension, but a restric.
tion of the franchise, because it is unfair to the constituen.
coies. It gives an unfair power to those individuals whose
property is situated in several riding, as compared with
those whose property is in one riding. Thus a person may
have five votes if bis property is situated in as many rid-
ings, and posses five times the electoral power wielded by
a man who bas the same amount of property in one riding.
The hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) pointed out
that the amendment would prevent a resident in the
county of York from voting on bis warehouso in the city
of Toronto. That would be the effeot of the amendment ;
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but I do not think it is an objection, but is rather a
reason why we should support it. To allow a man
to vote wherever he has property is contrary
to the spirit of the franchise. The theory of the franchise
must be one of two things: either that every person qualifi-
ed, by possessing sufficient intelligence, should have a vote;
or that property, as such, should be represented. If you
take the latter ground, you must give a person a vote for
every so many hundred dollars he may possess, which no
one bas yet proposed to do. On the other hand, if you con-
sider property qualification simply as a guarantee of intelli-
gence and social standing, there is no reason, theoretical or
practical, for giving a person more than one vote because
he has property in different ridings. No doubt the contrary
practice has been in force, but there must come a time when
abuses will be reformed. This abuse has been reformed in
the Ontario Act. Some of its provisions cover the cases of
those tenants with which we are now dealing. The tenant
as well as anybody else must be domiciled within the elec-
toral district, within which he voted at the elections to the
Legislative Assembly. I think the principle is a just one,
of allowing a person to vote wherever he las property,
though it is liable to abuse at the instance of those who
may be able to bring in a large non-resident vote at election
times, when that vote happens to favor their views. These
abuses occur constantly in the neighborhood of cities
and towns, and I can quite understand that members
representing these suburban districts should dislike the
removal of this abuse. The hon. member for West York
told us the other day that this clause would strike off some
400 votes in his constituency, but that is no reason wby the
clause should not pass. I have tried to point ont, and I
have no doubt others will endorse my opinion, that this
plurality of votes in the hands of one person, is an abuse,
and, if so, it should be removed. I do not know whether
these non-resident votes spoken of by the hon. member for
West York, are friends of bis or not, but I should think they
were, from the fact of his objection to their being removed,
but whether they are or not, the principle is wrong. I shall
lose, myself, a considerable number of non-resident votes;
but I take my stand on the principle that one person should
have one vote, and that vote where he lives, unless you go
to the other extreme, and give him a vote for every so many
hundred dollars property be possesses. The reason why the
person should vote where he resides is qui te evident, namely,
that there he will have a better knowledge of the candidates
who are running than he possibly can of candidates who
may be 100 miles from where he lives.

Mr. WALLACE (York). I wish to point out that under
the Act of the Legislature of Ontario, which I presume
these hon, gentlemen are desirous of imitating, the one man
does not get the vote, and I will give an instance. I met a
man in Toronto the other day, a strong Reformer, and he
said that this Bill of Mr. Mowat's was a good one. I replied
that I had no objection to it, so far as he was concerned,
for although he had property in three ridings, he could not
vote in either. He did a large business in West Toronto,
and had a vote there ; he resided with his father in Centre
Toronto, so he should have had a vote there, and besides this
he had a large property in West York, the result of Mr.
Mowat's law being that he could not vote in either of these
places.

Mr. CASEY. If he carried on a large business in West
Toronto, surely he would derive $100 income from it, and
therefore he could vote where he was domiciled.

Mr. WALLACE. He cannot at both places.
Mr. CASEY. But he can choose the one or the other.
Mr. WALLACE. He does not vote in West Toronto

although he has, as I have said before, a large property
there, but he does not reside upon it.

Mr. DAVIES. The effect of the amendment would be
to de prive non-residents of the right to vote, and if so I
would not approve of it. Besides it would not get rid of
the difflculty which has been mentioned by the hon. mem-
ber for St. John. It seems to me, however, that section
three of sub-section four should be read in connection with
this clause, and there possession and payment of the rent is
required as well as the more fact of tenantcy.

Mr. RYKERT. According to the amendment lie must
be a resident.

Mr. DAVIES. I was speaking of the objection raised by
the hon. member for St. John, and if possession here means
actual possession the difflculty is cured, and if not, the diffi-
culty which he mentioned remains. I think, however, that
there is actual possession. I cannot understand construc-
tive possession by a tenant, though I can by a freeholder.

Mr. WELDON. I do not quite agree with the present
amendment, because I am in favor of what is evidently con-
templated by the Bill, that non-residents should have a
vote. But there is this difflculty, that persons may become
tenants for the sake of having votes. Tbe case mentioned
by the hon. member for West York (Mr. Wallace) is a
legitimate one, and I think such persons are justly entitlel
to vote if they are domiciled outside of the city. At the
same time, however, we should guard against the door to
the manufacture of votes. I think it would be well to
define a tenant as a person who is either a resident upon
the property, or in actual occupation of it, and this would
also get over the difficulty about sub-tenants. •

Mr. DAVIES. As I remarked before, I think the clause
should be read in connection with the fourth sub-section of
section three. Being a tenant does not give the man a
right to vote for he must also be in possession and he must
have paid the rent.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). There is the whole diffi-
culty. No doubt by reading the interpretation
clause along with the other, we get the mean-
ing stated by the hon. member for Queen's. But
what the lon. member for St. John says-and there is
a great deal of force in it -is that possession does not mean
actual possession; there is a constructive possession, and it
could be argued before the revising barrister that if a man
were not in actual possession but in constructive possession,
he was entitled to a vote. I know a case in which a farmer
leased 50 acres of land to five sons, no doubt to secure them
votes. Only one son remained in possession but all the
others claimed the right to vote, because they were in pos-
session with their brother, although not in actual posses.
sion.

Mr. BOWELL. You do not argue that they could possi-
bly vote if they had not interest in the land.

Mr. CAMERON. That is a question you would have to
determino in the courts. Under the old practice you would
go to the Court of Revision, and you would raise that ques-
tion; the Court of Revision would say, we are not lawyers
and we cannot settle that point; and you would have to
appeal to the County Court Judge.

Mr. BOWELL. They would put the oath as to the per-
son's actuil interest in the property.

Mr. CAMERON. Did the hon. gentleman ever know a
case of a man refusing to take the oath ?

Mr. BOWELL. I am sorry to say that there are too
many of the hon. gentleman's friends who are of that class.

because he doos not reside thore, nor in Centre Mr. CAMERON. I know of two young men in my own
Toronto because' ho lives with bis father, nor in West York, oonstituency who took the oath, and whose father afterwarde
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swore that the eldest was not 20 years of age, and they
both voted against me. I regret to say that men eem to
think less of an oath in election contests than in other cases;
they think it a good joke, a clever thing, if they can get
votes in by swearing falsely. What I sy is that we should
not leave any room for doubt in questions of this kind. We
ought not to put candidates to the expense-for after all the
expene falls on their heads-of having questions of that
kind decided before the courts. Where five names are in a
lease, you can only object on the ground that the possession
is colorable, and is only for the purpose of obtaining votes.
That is a question of fact; but questions of fact and ques-
tions of law are combined; and these questions will only be
contested before the Court of Revision or before the judge
on appeal by those who are candidates or who want
to run for Parliament. These things are not done
merely out of patriotism; but they are done by
some persons who take an interest in our public
affairs. Hon. gentlemen opposite are as much interested
in this matter as we are. If we can lessen the chance of
expense in matters of this kind, we ought to do so. By
inserting the word actual, we should put it beyond the
shadow of a doubt that no person not in actual possession
of the demised promises is entitled to vote. That would do
away with colorable leases gotten up for the express pur.
pose of making votes, would get over the whole difficulty,
would leave no chance of errors or appeals either to the re.
vising barristers or anybody else, and would save the
expense of testing these matters in the courts.

Mr. FLEMING. There is another class of persons who
would be entitled to vote under this definition. Very fre-
quently in ïhe making of farm leases the actual tenant has
some person joined with him in the lease as surety. It is
not expressed in the lease that he is merely joined as a
surety, but lie becomes a party in the lease as tenant. In
that case the surety under this definition ivould be entitled
to vote unless there was something to limit his right. I
would point out that my hon. friend from West
York (Mr. Wallace) is in error in the case he
refers to of his friend who is a merchant
doing business in East Toronto, living with his father in
West Toronto, and having a farm in West York, and not
entitled to vote. Under Mr. Mowat's Act lie is entitled to
vote where lie resides, in respect of his father's property, as
the son of a laudholder. You can scarcely devise a case in
which any person is deprived of the right to vote under Mr.
Mowat's Act. It is true he may only have the right to
vote once, but that is the policy of the Act, that one person
shall not exorcise any more power in the election. than
another, no mûtter what may be the extent of his property.

Mr. FISHER. In listening to all the discussion of this
section, I muet confess that [ am rather surprised to find
that the law in the Province of Quebec is so very different
from the law proposed in this Bill, as is also, it seems, the
law now in force in the Province of Ontario. In the
Province of Quebec not only must the tenant reside in the
municipality or the electoral district in which the property
lies on which ho wishes to qualify, but he must be a tenant
absolutely in possession of the property on which lie wishes
to qualify as a tenant. I think it is a very reasonable and
just provision to prevent any such system of fraud as some
hon. gentlemen have alluded to. There is no doubt that
under such a provision as that in the Bill a great many
votes may ho created, and although this Bill extends the
franchise very largely, it does not afford a sufficient safe-
guard against fraudulent votes being made. The
hon. member for North Victoria (Mr. Cameron) accuses
the hon. member for Wellington (Mr. MeMullen) of having
been inert in not properly watcbing the execution of the
law in his constituency; but if this Bill becomes law, as it
stands, I do not see how the exercise of any vigilance can

possibly prevent the practice to which we have allnded.
Under this Bill, tenants such as those to whom the hon.
member for Wellington (Mr. MoMuIlen) referred can be,
and no doubt will be, very largely created. Believing as I
do that the law in Quebec is a just law, I think the amend.
ment proposed s net only reasonable but does net go far
enough, and I trust the Governmont will see their way clear
to acoept it as a moderate concession in the direction of the
actual law in the Province of Quebec.

Mr. McMULLEN. I have been endeavoring to point out
to the committee evidence of irregularities that have occur-
red in the section of the country from which I come, and I
am anxious that the provisions of this Bill should be so
framed that they will prevent the recurrence of those
irregularities. If, however, the Bill is passed in its present
shape, we are bound to have a repetition of them.
People will take advantage of this loophole to
record votes in constituencies which otherwise could
not be recorded. If it were made necessary that
a tenant should be an actual tenant of the property,
these injustices in municipalities would be prevented.
Mon who are not disposed to be strictly bound by
the oath will stretch a point, under the excitement of an
election contest, in order to be allowed the privilege of
recording thoir votes. I am sorry the First Minister i not
present, for if the remarks I have made were pointedly
brought before him ho might suggest some way of getting
out of the difficulty. I can sympathise with men who own
property inone riding and reside in another, and do not think
they should be deprived of this right of exercising the
franchise in each riding ; but at the same time there should
ho some protection against the irregularities that will oreep
in under this system.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am not going to enter
into the legal merits of the question, particularly as there le
so much difference of opinion among my legal friends; but I
may remark that there is tolerably good proof that the
dangers alluded to by the hon. member for St. John (Mr.
Weldon) have actually taken place on a pretty large scale
in othee counties. Unless I am greatly mistaken, the
whole practice which prevailed in Scotland, under
the style and titie of "faggot voting," arose
owing te certain negligences with respect to tenants
and occupante, very similar to those to which the hon.
gentleman has called attention; and, as the lawyers in the
House are probably aware, it was found necessary to mtke
special provision in one or two Englieh Acte against this
abuse. The Midlothian contest, in which no less a person
than the Hon. Mr. Gladstone was the candidate on the one
side and the son of the Duke of Buccleuch on the other,
was practically determined, not by the votes of the parties
really entitled to vote, as I have been given to understand,
but by the dexterity of land. owners in causing to be
recorded the largest number of faggot votes. Unless great
care is taken in the framing of this clause, similar abuses
may occur in many constituencies,

Mr. BOWELL. Under this amendment, if, for instance,
by way of illustration, the hon. member for Jacques Cartier,
who has a summer residence at Lachine, where he lives
during the summer months, and a town residence in Mont-
real, was living at the latter place when an election took
place in the winter in the county of Jacques Cartier, ho
would not be able to vote because ho did not happen to be a
resident of the county at the time.

Mr. WELDON. I quite agree with the hon. gentleman
as regards residence.

Amendment (Mr. Fleming) negatived,
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Mr. LANGELIER-moved:

That the following words be added after the word "leased" in the
5th line of page 2:-"By actual or implied contract."

He said: If the clause romains as it is, more 'than half of
those who are tenants in large places like Quebec and
Montreal would be deprived of the right to vote. It is
well known to those who are acquainted with the way in
which property is left in those cities that very few of the
small tenants take any regular leases. They hold the
properties tbey occupy under the state of things which is
represented in article 1602 oft he Civil Code, which roads
as follows:-

"Persons holding real property by sufferanen of the owner, without
lease, are held to be lessees and bound to pay the annual value of the
property."

Mr. GIROUARD. Thon they are lessees.

Mr. LANGELIER. If the bon. member for Jacques
Cartier reads the clause of this Bill, ho will see that they
are excluded. It says:

" ' Tenant' means as well a person who is bound to render to his or
ber landlord some portion of the produce or of the revenues or profits
of the property leased."

The clause says the property must be leased, but there is no
leasse whatsoever in the case I have referred to. There can
be no lease when there is no agreement between the owner
of the proporty or the landlord and the party who occupies
the property, but the law of the Province of Quebec-and
I think the law of Ontario is the same, but I cannot say-
says that in that case the party who occupies the property
shall be considered as a tenant, although not a lessee.

Mr. BOWELL. Would not the class of tenants to whom
the hon. member refers be entitled to vote under the 4th
section ?

Mr. LANGELIER. No. In every portion of the Bill
where the word "tenantI" is to be found it must be con-
îtrued according to the sonse given here. The law of the
Province of Quebec gives this definition of the word tenant:

"The word 'tenant ' means as well the person who pays rent in
money as the pereou who is obliged to give to the owner a certain part
of the revenues and profits of the real estate which ho occupies."

The definition is quite different. There can be no difficulty
under the Quebec law, because the word "leased " is not
used at ail, and for a very good reason, because the objec-
tion I now make was foreseen. If the word "leased " had
been used as it is here, it would have excluded those parties
whom it was intended that the law should inolude. The
object of my amendment is to include all those parties by
the addition of two very simple words, "express or implied."
There can be no difficulty in adopting that amendment,
and, if it is not adopted, a great number of persons will
be excluded.

ditions, there would be an implied lease, and that has been
the law ever since. This new law should be framed to meet
the case as it now exista, but, under the Bill as
it now stands, a man who holds property simply
under an implied lease, as contemplated by article
1608 of the Code, would be deprived of bis vote.
He will be met by the objection: No, you are not a lessee ;
you have neiter a verbal nor a written lease. What answer
can be made to that objection ? Surely, if the law on the
Statute Book is meant to accord with the law of the Pro-
vince of Quebec in order to meet such a case as I have
referred to, the Bil should move in the same direction and
contain such a provision as that which is now proposed,
otherwise the Bill will cortainly deprive a great many men
of the right to vote.

Mr. CASGRAIN. This amendment ought to be adopted.
It can do no harm, and will certainly do good.

Mr. GIROUARD. I did not pay any attention to the
objection, for the simple reason that I never saw anything
in it. From the quotations which bave been made by the
hon. member for Megantic (Mr. Langelier) and the hon.
member for Quebec East (Mr.Laurier) from the Civil Code,
it is plain that where a man is occupying property by suf-
ferance, as mentioned in the Code, ho is held to be a lessee,
and being held to be a lessee, he will have the right to vote
under the definition of the word "tenant." The word
" lease " will incilude not only the case of a man holding
property under a lease, written or verbal, but also under
the law of occupation, it being the same as a lase; and the
article of the Code read by my hon. friend says that posi-
tively; it says that in that case ho shall be held to bo the
lessee.

Mr. LANGELIER. That is to say, he shall be bound to
pay rent.

Mr. GIROUARD. No; the definition says he shall be
held to be the lessee.

Mr. LANGELIER. But the law does not say that they
are lessees: the law says expressly that they have no
leases. They must be supposed to have no leases in order
to fall under that article.

Mr. SPROULE. I take it that applies to a written lease.

Mr. LAURIER. Is it not a fact that this article 1608 is
statutory law introduced to meet the very objection which
has been raised ?

Mr. GIROUARD. Whether statutory law or common
law, it bas been in force in the Province of Quebec for 30
years; and the meaning of the words "tenant " or "ease,"
to be found in this Bill, will be defined according to the
laws of the Province where they are in force.

Mr. LANGELIER. (Translation.) The object of my
amend ment, wmcn ta i very short, is to make thie iaw -aîmilar

Mr. LAURIER. - I am surprised that no answer is given to that of the Province of Quebec. In that law-and I know
to the argument of my hon. friend. This is a very serious something about it, for I have taken part in its adoption by
objection, and I call the attention especially of my hon.te Legisature-it la not saidthat a tenant is a man wlo las
friend fromJacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard) toit. He knows a base, but it la said that it is a man who pays a rent.
that the amendment now moved by my hon. friend from Whether ho pays that rent under a verbal base or&awritteu
Megantic is in the direction contemplated by article 1608 of bosse, or tacit base, it does not mattor; the moment li
the Civil Code. This article is not taken from the old paya a rent, whether ho la a tenant or not, in the strict
French civil law, but was statutory law introduced into our sense of the law, liadealt with as a lesseo by the election
legislation between 1850 and 1860, because it often happened law. Suclilathe haw in the Province of Quebec; there la
that parties were occupants of property, not in the sense of no diffioulty whatever. Suppose a manswants to ho put on
squatters, but by sufferance of the proprietor; but, when the the ist, and li is told that hie name cannot be inserted,
time came to collect the rents from them, they pleaded that because ho bas no be elther written, verbal or tacit. This
there was no lease and there was great difficulty in collect- indivîdual would say: Thatîlainmaterlal to me, because
ing the rent. The law was therefore amended so as to pro- the law doos not requirs me to have-a beasi; 9,l that it
vide that, when pertons occupied property under auch con- requires of me la tat I sheuld psy a rent. Now, I amnpsy-

Mr,. BOWELL.
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ing a rent, and under section 1608 of the Civil Code, I am
required to pay a rent-and I have a right to be put on that
list. Could he use the same reasonifrg under this law ?
Not at all. This clause says that, in order to be a tenant, ho
muast have rented the property, but he has certainly nut
rented it. The law of the Province of Quebec deals with
him as if ho had rented, but it has never said that he had
rented, that would be a nonsense.

Amendment (Kr. Langelier) negatived.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I see by the clause that only two
classes of tenants are entitled to vote. The first is the clase
that pays rent in money; the second is the tenant who
pays rent in kind, or part of the prodace, Now, Sir, thore
is another class of tenants who, I think, are equally entitled
to exercise the franchise. Thore are not many of them in
the older settled portions of the country, but I have no
doubt they are still quite numerous in the newer portions
of the country; I refer to persons who hold land and make
improvements as compensation to the owner for the use of
it.

Mr. FARROW. That means profits. That comes under
the heading of the word "profit."

Mr. ARMSTRONG. No, that does not cover it at all;
it has no connection with it. If this clause passes in its
present form, this class will be debarred from the privilege
of voting. If I understood the right hon. leader of the
Governmont correctly, ho said they could vote as occupants;
but I think if you look at the matter closely you will find
such is not the case. I find in the definition of the word
"tenant " the same thing is expressed:

" Is the tenant of real property within any such city or town, or part
of a city or town, at a monthly rental of at least two dollars, or at a
quarterly rental of at least six dollars, or at a half-yearly rental of at
least twelve dollars, or at an annual rental of at least twenty dollars,
and ba been in possession thereof as such tenant for at least one year."
But on turning to page 10 you will find that, in making out
the list, it is provided that it shall be the duty of the revis-
ing officer to procure certified copies of the last revised list
or lists of voters iand, if I understand it rightly, ho is
bound to make out the list in accordance with them.
In Ontario there is a column where the nature of the title
to the land is to be set down. If a man holds land as free-
hold the law provides that the letter "F " shall ho written
opposite his name, and if a tenant, "T." The question as
to when he comes to vote, as to whether hoecan vote as an
occupant or not will be answered in the nogative. It is
provided that the returning officer shall make out a list in
the same shape; but on looking at the schedule, I find
there is a column in which must be mentioned the nature of
the qualification. When the person so assessed comes up
to vote the question will be asked: What is your qualifica-
tion? fHe says ho is a tenant. Then the question will be
asked: Do you pay rent on any part of the produce, and as
he cannot answer in the affirmative to either of the ques-
tions, ho will consequently be deprived of his vote. In our
newer districts there are still many tenants of this class,
and even in the old settlement of Ontario there are some.
I have one under my own observation, and this drew my
attention to the defect in the clause. In the newer parts
of the country thero are undoubtedly many cases where
men owning land put upon it people who are too poor to
purchase land for themselves, and they pay for the use of
the land by doing certain improvements. I move in
amendment that the words "or make any improvements in
lieu of rent " be added to the clause. As the hon. First
Minister will see, this is not in the interest of any political
party, but in the public interest.

Mr. FLEMING. J hope the First Minister will see the
propriety of my amendment. In my oounty thore are a

1a*
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number of cases which will ho covered by the amendment.
Thore are a number of farm laborers throughout the older
districts of Ontario who hire with farmers and occupy
houses as part of their wages. It is obvions that we should
encourage such a practice. A few years ago when the
English farm laborers' delegates visited Canada they urged
the desirability of Canadian farmers providing houses for
their laborers, and Joseph Arch and his oompanions
pointed out that the emigration of farm laborers to Canada
would net ho so earnestly advocated until this provision
was made. We are expending large sums of money by
Government grants and otherwise to secure the immigra-
tion of farm laborers, and in order to give those mon who
should ho entitled to vote, this amendment is necessary. It
may be thought, perhaps, that under the definition of occu-
pant such a person would have a right to vote. I contend
that is not the case. The word occupant is stated to be :

" A person in actuai occupation of real property otherwiee than as
'owner,' ' tenant,' or 'usufructuary,' in hie or ber own right, or in
the case of a married man, in hie own right or in the right of his wife
and who receives to his or ber own use and benefit the revenues and
profits thereof."

It cannot be said that a tenant receives to his own use and
bonefit the revenues and profits of the property. Those go
to the landlord. So it is clear that a farm laborer is not
such a person as will come under the word occupant, for
although ho is in actual possession, ho is not in the receipt
of the revenues and profits, those belong to the farmer who
receives in lieu of rent an undefined portion of the laborer's
wages. Under the usual contract made between farmers
and laborers the wages are so much a month or year with
free house and garden, and sometimes with a small portion
of land for planting potatoes. It is absolutely necessary in
my view of the law as laid down in this Bill that a pro-
vision of the kind covered by my amendment ho inserted
before such farm laborers are entitled to vote. They
cannot vote as tenants, under the definition, because
they do not pay rent or render any part of the produce of
the property to the landlord, and they cannot vote as
occupants under the definition of that word. They are pay-
ing revenues upon the profits of the property, but are not in
receipt of them, and thorefore I trust the words suggested
will be addel and tberoby enfranchisa a number of very
worthy persons.

On the amendment of Mr. Armstrong,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would like to meet the
views of the hon. gentleman, but I think they are fully met
under the definition of the word 4loccupant," and therofore
I am unwilling, unless there is a clear necessity for it, to
alter the definition of tenant or occupant, especially as they
are identical with the present law of Ontario-speaking
from an Ontario point of view. (The right hon. gentleman
here read the section of the Ontario law in question.) Tne
basis of the voters' list, so far as Ontario is concerned, aid
elsewhere, is the assessment roll taken in each place, and
hence the importance that the definition should be the same,
so that the roll should be made up for the Dominion elections
in the same way as for the provincial elections. I think the
hon. gentleman's views will be met under the word occu-
pant. The man who instead of paying rent pays in work,
is in possession in the first place, and the revenues and
profits got out of the land ho gets to his own use. The
revenues and profits do not mean what goes to the landlord ;
those that go to the landlord are the improvements ho makes
on the land. The revenues or profits are what ho extracts
from the soil. The hon, gentleman may depend upon it
that, under any construction possible, a person situated as
the hon. gentleman mentions in his amendment will come
under the next head, and the hon. gentleman will admit
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that it is of consequence to keep the definitions as nearly as tenant clause part of the corresponding clause in the elec-
possible the same as in the Ontario Act. toral law of the Province of Quebec. I beg to move :

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I see fully the force of the right
hon. gentleman's statement, and I have no doubt of the
word "occupant" fully covering the case of a man holding
under such a tenure. But that is rot the difficulty
which I fear. I am afraid that when such a person goes to
the pol he will have difficulty in having his vote allowed,
if it is challenged. A man holding under the conditions I
have mentioned, and entered on the roll as a tenant, will be
transferred by the revising officer to the schedule of his lis,
as a tenant, and when he is asked whether lie pays his rent
in money or produce, lie will have to reply that he pays it
in neither, and hence his right will be challenged.

Mr. FLE MING. I may state that one of the reasons for
mny suggesting the amendment was that the county judge of
my county, Judge Scott, who has had a great deal of experi-
ence in revising the lists, sent for a copy of last year's Bill,
and upon examining it he wrote me to the effect that lie could
not see how the Bill provided for the franchise to be given
to these particular classes. My object, therefore, was to
secure such a definition as would leave no difficulty to the
revising officer in construing it.

Mr. FARROW. I understand the class mentioned by the
hon. member for Middlesex very well, namely, the class
who take, say, 50 acres of bush land to clear up for another,
for the crop, say, for five years, cloaring a certain number
of acres a year. There is generally a proviso in the lease
-and I have drawn many of them-that if they do not clear
up the quantity each year they have to pay so much money.
I contend, however, that they are covered by the tenant
class, because it is quite certain that as to these men who
clear up this bush land year after year, a certain profit
undoubtedly goes to the landlord. It is there any way, and
covers the case completely.

Mr. LANDERKIN. It is highly desirable that the inter-
pretation clause should be made so clear that every voter
should comprehend it. Many voters are often deterred from
voting because they do not understand the interpretation
clause of the Act. Some voters have such a reverence for
the oath that they will shrink from recording their votes if it
is tendered to them, and some voters will not take the oath
if they do not fully comprehend the interpretation clause.
I do not see what objection there can be to inserting the
amendment proposed by the hon. member for South Middle-
sex (Mr. Armstrong). In my own riding there are a large
number of Germans who have such a reverence for an oath
that they will not take it unless they comprehend the full
meaning of what is tendered them; consequently, many of
these will be deterred from votng if this clause is not made
so clear that every person shall comprehend it.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. While the section itseif seems to
bear the construction the hon. member for North Huron
(Mr. Farrow) puts upon it, if he looks at line 45 on page 5,
ho will see that it precludes any such construction.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman will
see thon that his amendment should apply to that clause,
and not to the definition.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Perhaps it would come more
properly there.

Amendment (Mr. Armstrong) negatived.

Mr. AUGER. I have an amendment to move which I
hope the First Minister will accept, because it will save, I
think, a good deal of trouble. If the hon. Minister had
been here during this discussion ho would have seen the
necessity of my amendment. I propose to add to this

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.

That the following words be added after the word "therefore," in
the sixth Une on the second page: "Provided, however, that such
tenant must be tenantjeu et lieu, except in the case of the lesseeof a
shop, workshop, or office."

This law has worked well in the Province of Quebec, and
I think it would work well in the whole Dominion. It
would not deprive a merchant of a vote who hires a store
in a city and lives outside of the city, because he is declared
a tenant under this clause. It would only require that in
other cases a man must be a resident on the promises that
he occupies under contract. I hope the Premier will see
his way to accepting this amendment, because it will settle
the difficulty which arose this evening.

Mr. FISHER. I think the fact that this is the law in
the Province of Quebec, where it has been found to work
very satisfactorily, is a fair justification for the amendment
proposed by my hon. friend from Shefford (Mir. Auger). A
tenant who does not hold the property in absolute occupa-
tion I do not think has a just right to vote. It is not at all
likely that anybody holding property of suffloient value to
entitle him to vote would live somewhere else where he
would not have sufficient property to qualify him; and this
clause is simply an inducement held out to people to croate
voters by means of what I may call a fraudulent simulation
of tenancy. This is a thing which the Quebec Act has been
drawn to avoid. I think the amendment is reasonable, and
one which the Government ought to accept.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not think we should agree to that
proposition. It would mean that a man might rent a
valuable property, and mnight not perhaps be qualified in
any other way; and if he had a property that for any pur-
pose ho did not chose to live upon, he would not have a
vote at all.

Amendment (Mr. Auger) negatived.

Committee rose, and it being six o'clock, the Speaker left
the Chair.

After Recess.

House again resolved itself into committee.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. On paragraph 4, 4<occupant."

Mr. MULOCK. The paragraph relating to tenant was
not carried.

Mr. CHAIR NIAN. The clause was carried. Al the
amendments were disposed of, and I had begun to read the
next clause when it was six o'clock.

Mr. MULOCK.
were voted down,
clause as a whole.
a brief one.

There were amendments offered which
but there was no motion to carry the
However, the amendment I have is only

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I do not declare each clause carried as
a whole, but after we have gone through it and disposed of
all the amendments I proceed to the next clause; the clause
which the hon. gentleman wishes to amend was disposed of,
and it cannot be brought before the committee again.

Mr. MULOCK, I cannot see how you can declare the
clause carried, when it was not put as a whole.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman will accept my
ruling, 1 am sure. Following the practice which I have
followed throughout this Bill, I declare each paragraph
carried as it is finished, and when all the amendments are
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disposed of and all the paragraphs carried, the clause ie dis-
posed of and I go on with the next. I had begun with the
next, when it was six o'clock, and I rose from the Chair.

Mr. MULOCK. I did not know you weie going on with
the next clause, because it had not been put as a whole, and
I have still an amendment to offer.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I cannot submit to have my decision
questioned.

Mr. M ULOCK. Then I must appeal from the decision
of the chairman to the meeting.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). You will surely hear some
argument on the subject.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. No, I have given my ruling.

Mr. CAMERON. I was sitting here when the amendment
was disposed of and was not aware that the clause was
carried.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I cannot allow hon. gentleman to
discuss my decisions.

Mr. CAMERON. We are not discussing your decision.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I have given you my ruling, and the
practice I intend to pursue. I had called the first word of
the next paragraph.

Mr. CAMERON. Well, noboiy heard you. We would
have moved an amendment had we known that you were
going on to the next clause.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I must ask the hon. gentleman to
respect the Chair.

Mr. CAMERON. I am respecting the Chair, but I
think the Chair ought to respect the House. We were
not aware-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

Mr. CAME RON. You need not get so excited ; we have
rights which we will assert. Nobody was aware, Sir, that
you had declared the clause carried.

Mr. MULOCK. I appeal from the ruling of the Chair to
the committee; I ask for the decision of the committee
upon the ruling of the Chair.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman will have to be
regular in that and make his motion, appealing to the House
from the decision of the Chair.

Mr. MULOCK. The first practice is to appeal from the
Chair to the committee, then from the decision of the com-
mittee to the Speaker, and then from the Speaker to the

louse itself.

Mr. CHAIRMA.N. The hon. gentleman will have to
make his motion an appeal to the House.

On paragraph 4,
" 'Occupant ' means a person in actual occupation of real property

otherwise than as 'owner,' 'tenant,' or 'usufructuary,' in hia or
ber own right, or in the case of a married man, in is own right or in
the right o his wife, and who receives to bis or ber owanuse and benefit
the revenues and profits thereof."

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I move in amendment to
strike out the words "or her."'

Mr. DAVIES. I think it would be better if the words
from "otherwise" down to " wife" were struck out.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There would be no use
thon in havin6 the definition of an owner or ocçupant at ai,
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Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman may see how often an

owner may be in constructive possession. In Prince
Edward Island there is a large number of people who years
ago came and squatted on the.land; They do not hold a
patent from the Crown or the proprietor. Their title is
simply owner by statutory occupation. These people
would come under this clause, and I do not see what sense
there is in the words I struck out.

Mr. CAME RON (Huron). It appears to me there ais no
real sense in retaining the words referred to by the hon.
member for Queen's, P. E. I. (Mr. Davies). There does
not appear to me to be any sense in the worde "otherwise
as owner, tenant or usufructuary in his or her own right, or,
in the case of a married man, in his own right or the right
of his wife," because section 3, sub-section b, declares what
an occupant shall be who is entitled to vote. It declares
the intention is that the occupant of real estate worth $300
shall be entitled to vote; if that is so, why insist or declare
he must be in receipt of the revenues and profits? Does
not sub-section 5, section 3, cover the whole ground? He
must be an occupant under a license of occupation, and
that ought to be sufficient to entitle him to vote, but accord-
ing to this interpretation clause, although he may be an
occupant under license of the Crown to the value of 8300,
he is not entitled to vote unless he receives to his own use
the benefits. But under a license from the Crown, he is not
obliged to live upon the property himself; the intention is
that the man who gets the license from the Crown to occupy
land worth $300 sball be entitled to vote whether he lives
on the land or not.

Mr. BOWELL. Have yon ever known a diflculty to
arise under that clause in Ontario ?

Mr. CAMERON. In my county I have never known of
any, simply because it might not arise, but it might arise
elsewhere where the Crown grants license of occupation.

Mr. BOWELL. There are other occupants besides those
who derive their titles from the crown and besides squat.
ters. This clause, in exactly the same words, has been the
law in the Province of Ontario ever since we have had an
clection law, and no difficulty has arisen under it.

Mr. CAMERON. That may be true, but we are
not passing a Bill for Ontario, but we are endeavoring
to make a Dominion Bill as perfect as possible, and unless
the change is made I cannot sec that this class will be
entitled to vote.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the hon. gentleman
will consider a moment he will see that the word "occu.
pant " ie a merely explanatory definition, as these various
other terms are-they are merely explanatory of what the
meanin g of the word is, whenever it occurs in other parts of
the Bill.

Mr. MILLS. Would you include a person who has gone
wrongfully upon another's property, where- a suit of eject-
ment was pending ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly. The assessor
doaes not enquire whether a man is a squatter adversely to
the rights of the real owner or not.

Mr. MILLS. I think that there are English cases which
would go against that rule, and as our use of the word
"occupancy " seems to be derived from the use of the word
in certain American land Acte, I think we should be very
explicit as to whom we include aud whom we exclude,

Mr. DA VIES. I do not think the words which I sug-
gested should be taken are of vital importance, but I
thought that they would be clearer. I suppose the inten-
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tion is that the man who occupies bond fide and receives
the rents will have the vote.

Mr. EDGAR. There is a. large class in Ontario, farm
laborers and others, who occupy houses belonging to their
employers, receiving the right to occupy as part of their
wages. Under the decision in the Brockville election case
these were held not to be occupants, so I think we should
have a form of words which would include them.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The words are the same
as in the Ontario Act and the reasons are the same.

Mr. EDGAR. Perhaps they are, but I do not think any
of us here are responsible for Ontario legislation, and I
think this class should be specially included, unless the
hon. gentleman desires to exclude them.

Mr. MILLS. In the Ontario Act that class is provided
for elsewhere.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We will see about them
when we come to the enfranchising clauses.

Mr. EDGAR. As the hon. member for Bothwell says,
they are included furtber down in the Ontario Act as wage-
earners.

Mr. SCRIVER, I believe that though the class referred
to have been put on the electoral list in some cases, in our
Province, but it has been held by the courts that they did
not possess those rights, and I think they should possess
them. I think, too, that the amendment suggested does
not go far enough, because there is the case .of laborers, and
especially a most respectable and intelligent class, namely
gardeners, -who occupy buildings not actually the property
of their employers, but provided by them, the rent being
paid by their employers. I move to add to the amend-
ment, after the word "house," "the property of, or the
rent of which is paid by their employer."

Mr. WATSON. I would like to ask if squatters on school
lands would be entitled to vote under this definition.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the person is the
apparent owner, enjoying the rents and profits, he las the
vote.

Amendment (Sir John A. Macdonald) to strike out
"or her " in the eleventh line carried.

Mr. WILSON. I think the First Minister ought to grant
this request. Farm laborers are often provided with a
small tenement house, and for that reason the farmer gets
the labor for proportionately less. The assessor may assess
a laborer for the full value of the bouse, but the county
judge may decide that the louse is of no value-so far as
the occupant is concerned, and, therefore, the laborer is
deprived of his vote. These laboring classes consist of
intelligent men and good citizens. They pay their fair
share of taxes in the way of revenue, and, therefore, it is
only right and reasonable that they should have a vote.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That will come under a
subsequent clause. This is merely a definition.

Mr. MILLS. But it is important to know what the hon.
Minister proposes to do now, as it is necessary to harmonise
the definition with the subsequent clauses of the Bill. At
present these parties are entitled to vote under the law of
the Province of Ontario, which is at present the law
for this House. The Bill proposes to repeal that law so
far as the Province of Ontario is concerned, and, therefore,
to take away from those parties a right they now possess.
It does seem to me that the burden of proof is on the hon.
gentleman to show that these people are not qualified to
exercise the electoral franchise.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALID. I may state that it is my
intention to add in the enfranchising clause the words, "or
moneys worth" in which rent may be paid.

On paragraph 5, "person,"

Mr. MILLS. I rise to ask the hon. gentleman how we
are to understand the word Indian. Does ho use it in the
sense of an Indian entranchised under the Indian Act, or in
the sense of Indians who are net enfranchised?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I fancy that an Indian
who is qualified would have a vote if he is a British subject.
If an Indian bas an income of $300 a year, he will have a

Mr. MILLS. I think that some more specific provision vote te same as any otner person.
should be made for that large number of persons, who by Mr. MILLS. Wlat we are anxious te know is whether
the decision in the Brockville case, cannot be regarded as
tenants and who cannot be regarded as occupants because te in, getemh
the proprietor does not give up possession.

Mr. MULOCK. It is a fact that a considerable tract of Sir JOHN A.MACDONALD. Yes.
land in Ontario is not held in free and common soccage. Mr. MILLS. Indians residing on a reservation ?
During the period of the French régime, which extended
over the late Province of Upper Canada, large quantities of Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, if they have the
land were granted under the French authority, to settlers at necessary property qualification.
that time, and the English law was re-established after the
Treaty of Paris in 1763. In a short time, namely in 1774, Mr. MILLS. An Indian who cannot make a contract
the Imporial Act was passed, restoring the old French l w for himself, who can neither buy nor sell anything without
which prevailed down to 1791. By the Act passed in that the consent of the Superintendent General-an Indian who
year lands granted thereafter by the Crown were granted is not enfranchised ?
in free and common soccage, but it in no way dealt with lands Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Whether he is enfran-
theretofore granted under the French law. The result is that chised or not.
in the Detroit River district especially where there are
large Frenchsettlements, many lands are unpatented to-day, î Mr. MILLS. This will include Indians in Manitoba and
as for example in the town of Windsor, and therefore I British Columbia?
think that either the words "free and common soccage "
should be struck out altogether or else that the amendment Sir JOHN A. MA(DONALD. Yes.
I suggest should be adopted. Mr. MILLS. Poundmaker and Big Bear?

Amendment (Mr. Mulock) negatived. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.

Amendment (Sir John A. Macdonald) to strike out Mr. MILLS. So that they can go from a scalping party
"or her " in ninth Une carried. to the polls. Now, I propose moving in amendment:

Mr, DAvIs.
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That the following words be added after the word "Indian," Ilwho has

been enfranchised under the Indian At and has had conferred upon him
the ,ame civil capacities asother pnons whoaraqualified to vote under
this Act.,,

I can easily understand that we might desire to enfran.
chise Indians having the same civil capacity as other peo.
ple, but why the hon. gentleman should be anxious to con.
fer the electoral franchise upon a portion of the com-
munity who are not taxed, who are not subject to any
burdens in the conduct of the Government of the country,
who are not permitted to buy or to sell or to make con-
tracts on their own behalf, who are dealt with by the Gov-
ernment precisely as children are dealt with, and at the
saine time withold the franchise from large numbers of the
white population, a great many people will not be able to
underetand. That class of the community who are held to
be wards of tho Government, utterly incapable of mana-
ging their own affairs, are to be entrusted with the most
important franchise that can be conferred upon a free peo-
ple. In so far as the Indian population are prepared to
assume the responsibilities of citizenship, I am prepared to
say that they shal ho dealt with precisely as the rest of
the community are dealt witb. I am prepared to say that
an enfranchised Indian, capable of managing his own affaira
and allowed to assume the responsibilities of a free man
without Government interference or Government control,
if he possesses the necessary amount of property,
cught to erercise the electoral franchise as any
other citizen ; but I am opposed to placing in the
hands of the Administration a certain number of votes
because that is precisely what this provision means. An
Indian who is a ward of the Government, who can buy or
sell nothing without a license from the Superintendent
General, and who is less qualified to exorcise the franchise
than many a boy runniug through the streets of this city, is
to have the franchise conferred upon him, while many a
white man is d.enied that privilege. I think the people of
this country will understand the object of this. We had a
Bill before which was intended to divide the constituencies
up to suit the Government; and we have here another
measure, more offensive still, by which it is proposed to
confer the franchise upon a class of people who are noto-
riously incapable of exercising it, in order to enable the
Government to defeat certain candidates who have seats in
this House. By the Indian Act the Government are
authorised to issue patents enfranchising Indials under
certain conditions, and they may be controlled in the
exercise of the franchise by the power the Superinten-
dent General has over them. If the hon. gentleman is
prepared to say that the Indian population of any one
of the Provinces have reached such a condition as to
be entitled to be enfranchised, that each reserve should be
divided, and each Indian given his own holding, that the
Government should withdraw its control over the Indians
and allow them to stand in the same position as any other
citizen, I make no objection; but he proposes to give the
franchise to those Indians who would not possess the qualifi-
cation if the Government did not exercise its care over
them. There is not a particle of justification for the course
the hon. gentleman proposes to take. It is only necessary
to look at the report of the Indian Department and see the
number of Indians in the different constituencies throughout
the country in order to ascertain precisely what the
intention of the hon. gentleman is. The very reasons
that prevent a guardian from dealing with a ward's
property ought to prevent the Indian from voting as a free
man, while ho continues to be a ward of the Government,
Under a condition of things which renders a polico force
necessary to prevent the Indians from taking up arms, in
which white people are being driven from their homes and
some of them massacred by the Indians, the hon. gentle-
man proposes to give these Indians the power of voting

under this law-he proposes to give to sueh mon as Pôund.
maker and his band and Pie-a-pot and his band, the power
of electing representatives to seata on the floor of this

louse. These mon are dependents on lhe State. They are
paupers of the State, supported by the State, and notwithu
standing that fact, if they have a srail shanty, or a plot of
ground sufficient for the qualification, they would have a
vote. The hon. gentleman proposes to take the franohise
from a large num ber offthose who shouldered their arme and
went to the North-West to restore order, and to give it to
the men who are massacring women and children in the
North-West. The hon. gentleman is ready to do anything
in the way of legislation te keep himself in offlee, and pre-
vent à fair expression of opinion on the part of the intelli-
gent electors of Canada.

Mr. DAWSON. I should have thought that the hon.
gentleman would have been more liberal in his views
towards a class who were once under hie charge. The
Ontario Act provides as fully for giving the franchise to
the Indians as this Bill does. (The hon, gentleman read
from the Ontario Act, 48 Vic., chap. 144.) That
was the law in Ontario for many yeare, but two
years ago they altered it, so as to prevent Indians
who drew annuities, or certain sums of money for lands
ceded to the Government, from having votes. The
Indians, I may say, would be far from voting uniform
in any particular way; for they are guided, like other
people, by their opinions and predilections; they do not
change their opinions readily. (The hon. gentleman quoted
further from the Ontario Act, 48 Vie., chap. 144.) This,
Sir, is a very sweeping clause, sud I think it is a very illi-
beral and unsound provision to exclude Indians for no botter
reason than that of drawing moneys from the Government for
lands which they have ceded-moneys which continue to be
paid to them by all Governments, and of which no Govern-
ment of the day can deprive them. It is surely ungenerons
to call them paupers, dependent on the Government. In the
district I represent there are many Indians who have pro.
perty, and pay theur taxes, who are educated, and who
have been elected as members of the municipal councils.
One was reeve of a municipality, and many of them are
well off. Yet, because these mon draw money from the
Government on account of the lands they ceded, they are
deprived of votes. That, I think, is unfair. The hon. gen-
tleman says he will allow the enfranchised Indians to vote,
but I say, anyone who reads the Act with reference
to the enfranchisment of the Indians, which dates
from a somewhat remote period, will see that it is
almost impossible for the Indians to become enfranchised
under that Act. (The hon. gentleman here quoted from tbe
Act 43 Vic., chap. 28, at considerable length). This
provision makes the Act practically ineffective, for if you
give an Indian an allotmient on a reserve, that moment you
break up the reserve, and render it useless for the purpose
for which it was established. Besidea, the Indians them.
selves are so attached to the tribal system that they would
not consent to it. The clause with reference to enfranchis-
ing Indians who are educated looks fair enough, but it, too,
is utterly impracticable, as the idea of an educated man
going through a probationary term of three years to
become etnfranchised is absurd. The Act now before us
is intended to apply only to Indians who have left
their wild life and acquired property sufficient to keep them
and their families cornfortable, and these men are as able to
exercise the franchise as white men, for the Indian is
naturally intelligent, and when he gives up his wandering
habits makes a very good member of the community. As
to the Indians of the North-West, I '-oe no doubt the
present state of things las been in a grot part due to the
want of sympathy manifested for and to them by the white
people. The French of old adopted a much botter system,
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by treating them as human beings and not as something
altogether inferior to them. Their plan was gradually t
lead them forward in civilisation and education ; my opinion
is, that even the Ontario Act is much more liberal in it.
provisions than is the spirit in which hon. gentlemen o
the Opposition side have spoken to.night.

Mr. BLAKE. The question before us is not one o
sympathy with the Indians at all. I do not suppose any
well-regulated mind eau feel anything but sympathy with
the original possessors of the soil of this continent. That i
not the question. The question is, whether the Indian, in
the sense in which the hon. gentleman uses that word in
this clause, is a fit subject for the exercise of the franchise.
Now, what is the word franchise ? lt is a symbol of the
freedom of the party, and it is not upon any except a free
man that you have a right to confer the power to elect the
representatives who will make the laws. Freedom is
essential to this right; and I maintain that under the laws
as they exist there is sufficient evidence to show that the
Indian-at any rate the Indian who is not enfranchised
within the meaning of that word in the Indian Act-does
not occupy that position in which it is safe to give him the
franchise. In the Act of the hon. gentleman himself-that
of 1880, amended in 1884-he makes provision, by a
slow, probationary and, as the hon. member for Algoma
says, impracticable process, to enfranchise the Indian.
le says that the ordinary Indian may, by a slow
and painfal process, establish bis right to be enfran-
chised, and when he does that, he shall be deemed
to be an enfranchised Indian. Now, the hon. gentle-
man is not proposing to give the franchise to those enfran-
chised Indians, but to all Indians who may be in occupation
of a plot of ground of sufficient value to entitle them to a
vote under this Bill, though they may not b enfranchised, or
may not be deemed by his own law fitted to enjoy the ordi-
mary rights of free mon; though they are under his own
control; though for their own safety, ho says they must be
kept under his watch and ward; but they are to be, for the
purpose of ruling us, enfranchised. Such an enfranchise-
ment is not a real enfraichisement. It is a liberty to vote,
iL is true, but it is a liberty to vote as the Superintendent
General wishes; it is the liberty to vote of the unenfran-
chised Indian. Now, what is the position, under the law,
of those persons whom the hon. gentleman proposes to
make into capable citizens ? I am not asking what you
ought to make the Indian; I am asking what you have
made him. If I were to ask what you could make of the
Indian, I would read what the hon. gentleman himself thinks
on the subject, from his own remarks, upon the consolidation
of the Ind ian Act in 1880, whon my hon. friend from South
Brant (Mr. Paterson) suggested a more speedy and
complete method of enfranchising the Indian than
was already in existence. (The hon. gentleman read
from the speech of ·Sir John A. Macdonald in the
Debates of the Houpe of Commons for 1880, page 1991.)
Now, Sir, I have selected a few clauses from the Indian Act
to show the power of the Government, and the officer of the
Government, the Superintendent General, over the Indian
population. (fhe hon. gentleman quoted at great length
from the Indian Act of 1880, and amendments thereto, to
show the powers exercised by the Superintendent General
in the administration and control of the affairs of the
Indians, and to show that by the Act passed in 1884 greater
powers were given to the Superintendent General, with
respect to the devising of property by Indians, the election
of chiefs, the setting aside of the election of chiefs,
the enfranchisement of Indians, and other matters,
than were conferred upon him by the Act of 1880.)
I think I have read enough to show that the proposition
now before us is one of the most monstrous that was ever
made to any logislative body-that the First Minister of a

Mr. DAWsoN.

g Government, the leader of a party, being himself Superin.
o tendent General of Indian affairs, having passed the laws
n which place these people so entirely under his control,
s shouldpropose to this Parliament to give them a vote. It
n is an audacious, an impudent proposal, to take the votes of the

unenfranchised Indians under his own control. Now, we
know what the traditions of the Indians are with reference to

f the Government; we know that they speak of the Queen
F as the Great Mother. We saw, the other day, that three
i chiefs of a tribe ofStonies sent a message to the hon. gentle-
sman, declaring that they had determined to place their trust
1 in three things-first, in God, as revealedby our Lord Jesus

Christ, and second in the Canadian Government; and you
have your local superintendent, the sub-officer of the
Suporintendent General, over them, controlling them, decid-
ing in many cases what shall be done in daily concerns of
their lfe, representing, in a tangible form, the Superintendent
General, lording it over them. That is the position of affairs;
and yet you propose that these Indians shall be enfranchised.
You do not enfranchise them. I should rejoice to see them
enfranchised if they were fit for freedom. You declare in your
law that they are not fit for freedom; that they must be
guarded, protected, subjected to disabilities, kept in a state
of tutelage ; you say in your speeches to Parliament that
that is essential to their welfare ; and while you say that,
you propose to give them votes which they are not free to
exercise-which, according to your own speeches, they are
not capable of exercising intelligently. Now, this measure
has been before this House for three Sessions, but the hon.
gentleman did not include the Indians in it until this
Session. le delayed introducing the Bill this Session for
seven weeks, although this is the only significant word which
was added to it, as it was introduced last Session. It is
known that there are a great many constituencies through-
out this Dominion in which a few votes will turn the scale,
and I declare unhesitatingly my opinion, belief and con-
viction to be, that the hon. gentleman is introducing this
clause, knowing the traditional obedience, respect and
honor that the Indians have been accustomed to pay to the
Crown and the Government, knowing that their notion
would be that they ought to vote for the Govern-
ment, knowing that he has the appointment of the
mon who control them locally, knowing that his
name appears in alnost every Act before them as
the person who is the arbiter of their destinies, in the belief
that ho can control their votes; and I say that a more
infamous proposal was never made to any Legislature.

Mr. DAWSON. I think the hou. gentleman who has
just spoken misapprehends the Indians to whom this pro-
vision will apply. He speaks of the tribal Indians situated
on reserves, who are under the control and management of
the Government. The opinion was expressed very docidedly
yesterday by the hon. member for Argenteuil (Mr. Abbott),
who has legal knowledge that goes for somothing in this
flouse, that Indians not holding property could not have
votes.

Mr. BLAKE. But the Indian on the reserve can 'ave
a separate location ticket.

Mr. DAWSON. Then he is an Indian so far advanced
that he should have a vote.

Mr. BLAKE. Not under this law.
Mr. DAWSON. The hon. gentleman has held forth the idea

that the franchise is to be given to Indians who are hardly
removed from the condition of savagery; but lot me tell
him that there are Indians throughout this Dominion who
are far advanced in civilisation. There are Indians who
have been in France, in England, and in other countries in
Europe, for their education. I believe that the Premier of
Manitoba will come under the designation of an Indian; the
wife of one of the Governors in Manitoba, befor that Pro-
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vince was part of the Dominion, and who was remarkable
for ber hospitality and good breeding, was an Indian ; I
believe the wife ot another Governor, a lady who has been
looked upon by people along the Pacifie coast as a very
accomplished person, was an Indian; and we have a very
intelligent class of people among the Indians all through
the country. I know some wealthy Indians wbo draw
this little annuity from the Government because it marks
their connection with their race. There is one on the island
of Manitoulin, who bas a shop in which there are $10,000
worth of goods. It is a mistake to suppose that these
Indians are without the affections common to other men;
they are not the barbarians which many people imagine,
and I say that this law, which the hon. gentleman has
quoted, and which has come down from past generations. is
an antiquated one. I know of another case of an Indian in
Algoma who sends bis children to Paris to be educated, who
has white people in bis employ as servants, and yet, bocause
he draws his annuity, he is not allowed by the Ontario
law to vote.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. member for Algoma is mistaken
in supposing I made any disparaging remarks about the
Indians. Iquoted the remarks made by the Superintendent
General himself as to the Indian character and the possi-
bility of civilising the Inaians, and I read clauses from the
two Acts of Parliament-the one passed in 1880 and the
other in 1884. I say that any Indians fit to be enfranchised
should be enfranchised, and that any difficulties in the way
of enfranchising such Indians should be removed. But I
object, when you have a law on the Statute Book which
declares that except under certain spocial circumstances
the Indian is not fit to be enfranchised, and still leaves him
under the control of the Superintendont General, to your
giv'ing him the power to vote when you have that law, for
as long as you have that law ho cannot be free to vote.

Mr. DAWSON. Perhaps I misunderstood the hon. gen-
tleman. Ho certainly used some strong expressions on the
subject.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman will see that while, by
the Indian Act now in force, these Indians are not capable
of managing their own affairs, it is proposed by the present
Bill to say that they are capable of managing the affairs
of the country. The House and the country will know that
the object of passing such a law is to enable a party to
succeed in certain constituencies that otherwise they could
not succeed in. I say this proposition is more offensive to
the liberties of the people ot this country than treason itself,
because this indirect way of taking away the rights and
liberties of the people is doing infinitely greater violence to
the constitution of the country than anything that can be
done by men who take up arms against the Government of
the country. This Act is an attack upon that system of
government which we have inherited from the mother
country. The hon, gentleman had the audacity to tell the
people of England that ho and bis supporters were the men
who stood up for British principles, but I wonld ask him if
there is anything British in this proposition to degrade the
electoral franchise, and put it in the hands of mon who are
held incapable of managing their own private affairs. The
hon. gentleman stands here in the position of a man who
has taken sides with those who are taking up arms against
the Government of the country.

Mr. CRAIRMAN. Order, order. I call upon the' hon.
gentleman to withdraw the expression; ho has no right to
make such a charge.

Mr. MILLS. I say that is the position in which ho stands,
and is not that the tact.

Sir JOIIN A. MACDONALD. I am sorry that the pro-
posal to put in one word in this clause should excite the
blatant indignation of hon. gentlemen, and move them to

make such an exhibition of themselves in discussing the
question of whether or not an Indian is a person. The hon.
gentleman knows perfectly well, and the hou. member for
Algoma, in his admirable and well-informed speech, has told
us that many of these Indians are respectable, educated and
worthy persons in every respect, and ho krnows perfectly
well that the Bill can i no way apply to the
savage nomads of the North-West. It is only designed
to give a vote to those Indians who have the osten.
sible evidences of property which the white man
can show-have bouses, furniture, and civilised appliances
of a certain value. With regard to what has been said by
the hon. member for West Durham, ho knows perfectly weIl
how these Indian affairs are managed, and that as a matter
of fact these duties are performed through subordinate
officers and that the Indians are just as little dependent upon
or interfered with by the Superintendent General as any
trustee of a trust estate interferes with those who are the
subjects of that estate. The Superintendent General repre-
sents the chief trustee-the Sovereign-but is that any
reason why those who are the inhabitants of this country,
who own property, who live, and raise families uan die in
this country, if they are otherwise qualified, should not
have votes. The hon, gentleman knows that this system
was adopted because of the tribal character of the Indians,
and bas been continued bocause that character still subsists.
With reference to what the hon. gentleman has said about
the increased powers of the Superintendent General, ho
knows that the reason for conferring those increased powers
was that the Indians, as a whole, do not ;want their able,
and educated, and capable men to leave the tribe,
or to break up the reserves, and thereforo their
consent could not be obtainel. That was the roason
that the systom which was adopted during the
vice-royalty of Sir Edmund lead was an utter
failure in effecting the enfranchisement of the Indians; and
it was to prevent these educated Indians from being
hampered in their desire for enfranchisement that the con.
sent of those Indians was no longer required, but that on
evidence being shown to the Superintendent General, as
trustee, that a man was really worthy of enfranchisement,
ho would be enfranchised, and ultimately get his location
ticket. The on. member for Bothwell says it is worse
than treason to give the unenfranchised Indian the right to
vote, and yet Mr. Mowat and his Government committed
that treason, because they declare that the unenfranchised
Indian as well as the enfranchised should bave the right to
vote. Of course, there are restrictions in the Indian Act,
because the purpose of that Act was by slow degrees-but
as speedy degrees as possible, as speedily as the old
prejudices and habits of the Indians would justify it
-they should be freed from these trammels. As
quickly as the prejudices of the Indians themselves will
allow, the whole effort of legislation respecting them bas
been to free tbem from those trammels, and to enable them to
go forward and bccome independent British subjects as
if they were white mon. The enfranchised Indians are
allowed to vote, by Mr. Mowat's Bill, in all political as well
as municipal elections, although there is, perhaps, a good
roason why, in municipal elections, they should not be
allowed to vote, while in Dominion elections they should.
The Indians, while on the reserve, while unenfranchised,
do not contribute to the municipal assesment of the coun-
try; they are not liable to be assessed or taxed; and there-
fore it might be well held that until they bocame so liable
they should not have a vote in municipal affaire. Notwith-
standing that, they have been given votes if they did not
receive a portion of the Indian annuities. There was no
excuse for that restriction. The annuities paid to the dif-
ferent bands are their own moneys, and they go to thom as
their right. Their lands bave been sold; the proceeds
have been funded at a certain rate of interest, which
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the Government pays; and the Indian las the same right
to his annual payment out of that fund as if he were a
shareholder in a bank receiving a dividend. It is his own
money; anyhow, why this illiberal restriction should be put
on an unenfranchised Indian I cannot see, unless it is for
some political reason, which I will not say, as the hon.
gentleman opposite might, who chooses to attribute motives.
If it is wrong, if it is treasonable, if it is infamous, if it is
audacious, and I do not know what else, what is it in the
Government of Ontario? We are actuated, I believe, by
the same desire to give British subjects, red or white, if
they have the property qualification, the right to vote as
such. The Indian contributes to the revenue just as well
as the white man. He buys taxed goods, he wears taxed
clothes, he drinks taxed tea, or perhaps excised whiskey,
just as well as the white man; and, according to the liberal
principle, we are to have taxation without representation in
the case of the poor Indian. How hon, gentlemen opposite
would exclaim against the crushing tyranny of depriving a
man who contributes to the revenue of the right to vote for
representatives in Parliament; we should hear the Liberal
drum rub-a-dub-dubbing round the country that bore was an
instance of oppression and tyranny-here, in a country that
boasts of representative institutions; liere under a Superin-
tendent General who said, in England, that his par ty drew
their inspirations from England, that I imposed taxation
on men and thon deprived them of representation.

Mr. MILLS. What about the Chinese ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Thehlon.gentleman wants

now to change the subject. He has had enough of the
Indians; and now ho comes to the "Ileathen Chinoe." Sir,
in humble imitation of the Province of Ontario, I have
ventured to say that an Indian is a person, and I have von-
tured to ask Parliament also to say that when the Indian
has the necessary poperty qualification he should have
the same vote as a ritish subject-as the white man has.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman claims that we are
illiberal and are urging taxation without representation
in saying that these Indians should not have liberty to
elect reprosentatives to Parliament. Sir, the whole of my
argument has been to show that the Indian has not the lib-
erty to elect representitives to Parliament-to show that
he is not, under the law, freo to elect, and that because he is
not free to elect, therofore you cannot give him the fran-
chise, The question is this: Whether these men are fiee to
vote. If they are not free to vote, thon the franchise is
not an advantage to them; it is an advantage simply to
those to whom they are subservient. The whole of my
argument bas been to show that under your laws
they are subservient, and if they are we cannot
make them free to vote. Now the hon. gentleman
is very fond of quoting the statutes of Ontario,
and he and other hon. gentlemen seem to think that
.the fact that any Act or resolution passed in the Pro-
vince of Ontario is an absolute bar to argument or criticism
on the part of us who are Liberals. I entiroly dony that
proposition. There may be Acts of the Legislature of
Ontario of which I do not at all approve. My mouth is not
shut simply bocause there is an Act of the Province of
Ontario on a particular matter. Bat it is really amusing, and
it shows how very hardly the hon. gentleman is pushed, whon
ho is obliged to set up as his shield for this Bil that it was
in humble imitation of " that little tyrant, Mowat " that ho
las introduced this clause. I conceive there might be a
difference between the case of the Province of Ontario and
the case of the Dominion. The Prime Minister of the Pro-
vince of Ontario is not the Superintendent General of Indian
Affairs; ho is not the guardian, the father, the protector,
the arbiter of the destiny of this class of the population.
The Indians are the wards of this Government; they
are subservient to this Government ; their convenience,

Sir ,ToN A. MAOÂI>OALD.

their aspirations towards liberty, their desires for
enfranchisement, are dependent upon this Govern-
ment; and it is because they are the dependents of
the Government which proposes-I cannot Eay to
enfranchise them, for it would be an abuse of that
noble word, but which proposes to say to them: You shall
vote-that, I say, that their vote cannot be a free vote. The
hon. gentleman said Mr. Mowat's Act gave them votes. The
hon. member for Algoma las been kind enough to lend me
the Act, the provisions of which upon this point I have not
seen before. I find that two provisions are made-one for
the case, which is the ordinary case, in which there are
voters' lists; and the other, which I think only relates to a
few unorganised districts, where there are not voters' lists.
First of all, the enfranchised Indian; secondly, the Indian
who, though not enfranchised, does not reside among the
Indians, even though ho does participate in the annuities, is
allowed to vote. Why, I cannot tell; but I understand
that the intention of the law is that the Indian who has
separated himself from the tribal life, if ho is otherwise
qualified, is allowed to vote the same as a white man. I
presume that the Ontario Government had found that in the
unorganised districts frauds and irregularities were com-
mitted, and they found it necessary to make some further
restriction there. That is merely my speculation; there must
have been some exceptional cause for so dealing with the
Indians where there were no voters' lists. However, if
it were proved perfectly . plainly that this law was
not defensible, according to the arguments I am
advancing, that would not make it defensible. An
indefensible law on the part of the Legislature of
Ontario does not become defensiblo here ; therefore, I say
wo have but little to do with that. The hon. gentleman
says the law was changed in 1884 because the mass of the
Indians opposed the enfranchisement of the more advanced
and the more educated amongst them. Now, it is this mass
we are dealing with. The hon. gentleman has taken steps
to enable him to enfranchise the more advanced and
intelligent mon, and therefore ho las taken them under bis
own control. If they are not free enough under the law,
make them freer. If you believe that with a shorter period
of probation, and with fewer restrictions, the Indian may
be enabled to become a capable citizen, abolish thise
restrictions and provide for his enfranchisement at an
earlier date, or with fewer difficulties than now exist ; but
you have your law, with ail these careful provisions, and
yon tell me that the reason yon make this change is that
you find that the mass of Indians are opposed to the few
amongst them who are capable of rising into the scale of
free and enfranchised citizens ; and it was that mass who,
not choosing to rise themselves, refused to their brother
the right to rise ; from whom the hon. gentleman,
by changing his law, took away the right of
obstructing those who want to rise; it is that
mass to whoro, though not enfranchised-to such as
the Superintendent General gives a location ticket to for
a lot in the reserve-this Bill proposes to give votes. Here
is the hon. gentleman's certificate of character of the
Indians whom ho proposes to enfranchise-that they do not
like enfranchisemen.t; that they do not aspire to it ; that
not only do they not aspire to it, but they put a veto upon
the efforts of those who want to rise, so seriously that he
was obliged to withdraw that power from them and say to
them : You may rise, although your brothors would keep
you down ;-these are the Indians to whom he proposes to
give the vote-not-to all, but to such as he will give loca-
tion tickets to. The hon. gentleman said that I had read a
great many clauses and had harped on the word Superin-
tendent General, but that everybody knows that the Super-
intendent General represents the Sovereign, and that he
acts through his agents. I know the hon. gentleman is a
man in authority, having servante under him ; and I can
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well understand that the untutored Indian, who knows
what his agents can do to help or to hurt them-who finds
how beavy is the little finger of the hon. gentleman's agent-
should conceive a great idea of the hon. gentleman himself,
who passed an Act of Parliament which places their free.
dom, their power of rising, their power of disposing of
their property in their lifetime and willing it at their death,
in his own hands. The hon. gentleman said the Superin-
tendent General was the representative of the Sovereign.
So he is, and I have told you what the Indians' reverential
feelings are towards the Great Mother, represented by the
hon. gentleman; and don't you think the Indian would be
inclined to vote for the representative of the Sovereign ?

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). What about the ballot ?
Mr. BLAKE. It is the man's will, his inclinations, his

views, that I am speaking of. They are the hon. gentleman's
humble servants, is wards, and of course they will vote for
him. The hon. gentleman says that the Superintendent
General - interferes no more with the Indians than the
trustee of a trust estate, but I would like to ask what truist
estate is there in which such power over the individuals who
are the subjects of that trust is exercised as is exercised
by the Superintendent General over the Indians and their
affairs. Such a comparison is entirely out of the question,
except in the case of some very special trusts, in which a
testator, having every confidence in the trustee, places lm
in loco parentis over his children, who are minors, and these
children, as to all their material interests, would be in some-
thing like the same relation to this trustee as the Indians
are to the hon. gentleman. But I would like to ask how
free would the children be over whom that trustee has such
a power? The question is, whether, under the condition of
things which I indicated, these people are really free for
Dominion elections ? and the hon. gentleman has not at all
dealt with that argument.

Mr. PATERSOŽI (Brant). I would like to ask the right
hon. gentleman if he is prepared to accept any amendment
as to this provision?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have pointed out that
this paragraph merely says that an Indian shall not be
excluded from the definition of the word Ilperson," and if
the hon. gentleman wishes to make any special provision,
regulating, restricting or enlarging the Indian vote, he can
offer it on the enfranchising clauses.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The amendment is, that after the
word "Indian," in the fourteenth line, to insert the words
" who has been enfranchised under the Indian Act and has
had conferred on him the same civil capacities as other per-
sons who are qualified to vote under this Act."

Mr. PATERSON. Will the hon. gentleman consent to
that amendment ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think I can
consent to that, because, if what the hon. member for
Algoma says is correct, there has not been a single Indian
enfranchised.

Mr. BLAKE. Yes, there has; and the hon.gentlman has
said so over his own signature in his report. (The hon.
gentleman quoted from the report of Indian Affairs, as to
the enfranchisement of the Wyandotte band of Indians.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I had forgotten that the
small Anderdon reserve had broken up, and that the Indians
were now acting as separate individuals.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The question before the com.
mittee is an important one, as it proposes to bring within
the rights of citizenship-no, not within the rights of citi-
zenship, but proposes to give to the Government of the day
power to bring to the polls a very large number of sup-
porters, for it is quite clear, from what las transpired, thati
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the object the First Minister seeks to attain is not the ele
vation or benefit of the Indians, but the securing of his
party in power. The right hon, gentleman refuses to
accept the amendment proposing to place the Indians on
precisely the same footing as the other voters entitled to
vote under this Act. The First Minister is disposed to press
the clause as it is, providing that the word "person " shall
mean an Indian. Now, what does the word "Indian " mean ?
That, I think, we can best ascertain from the interpretation
clause of the Indian Act. (The hon.gentleman here quoted
the clause in question.) Therefore, the hon. gentleman pro,
poses that not only male Indians, but every female Indian
who is or was married, shall have the right to vote.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. lio; this Act defines for
itself. The word "person " means a male person, including
Indians.

Mr. PATERSON. But what is an Indian? That is
something for which we must lock to the Indian Act. So
that the hon. gentleman who has gradually abandoned the
subject of his life-long desire to enfranchise the females of
Canada-he las gradually abandoned them all, except the
female Indian, and I am not sure whether le will not be
willing that that right should also be taken from them. I
think we must conclude that by this provision of the Bill it
is not intended to elevate or uplift the condition of the
Indian in the social scale. It confers no rights on the
Indian. If his desire is to benefit the Indians, let him give
greater facilities for them to attain the full status of their
rights and liberties, to emancipate them from the guardian-
ship of the Government of the day, to make them free
agents, with the right to manage their own affairs. The
Act does notbing of the sort. It gives the Indian
the right to vote, but the Indian and his vote are
-virtually controlled by the Government of the day,
and will be used by the Government as a means
of retaining themselves in power. The leader uf
the Opposition has pointed out the intention, the meaning
and the purport of this measure, namely, that, in many
constituencies of this Dominion, to give the vote to a class
of people whom the Government control, and who are the
wards of the Government. During the sammer there had
been vague hints passing through the constituency lu which
I live that the Indians were to be enfranchised, and that
South Brant, which the Government tried to win for them.
selves through their intamous gerrymander, would at last
be secured for the Government. They are trying to do
that no w,and though they may fail again, as they did before,
their desire, their intention, is in that direction. Why this
tone of exultation as to giving the power of voting to the
Indians? Why do they suppose that these Indians would
vote for thec Goverament ? Is it because the present repre.
sentative of that riding is unpopular with them-because
he has not the confidence of these people ? No; they
will not take that ground, for it is known that
there is no better friend of the red man than the
humble individual who now addresses the House.
Whence, then, cornes this tone of exultation on the part of
Ion. gentlemen opposite with regard to this clause ? It
cornes from the knowledge of the fact that the votes they
propose to give these Indians would not be exercised by the
Indians of their own free will, but would be votes given
under the control and by the will of the Government; and
there are hon. gentlemen sitting there disposed to prevent
one from pointing out the meaning and intent of this Bill.
If these Indians were free and untramelled, and not under
Government influence and control, I would say to give to
the advanced Indian his full rights and liberties, and let him
assume the responsibilities of citizenship; but that is not
the object of the Government, because this Bill proposes to
give to Indians in all the Provinces, who have no power,
even to sell their own produce, the right to vote, How will
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the vote be cast? They will not have the right to vote
until the Government give them the location ticket; and if
there were any Indian outspoken enough to give to the
Government the idea tjat his vote would be cast against
them, is it beyond the bounds of possibility that the Govern-
ment would delay the issue of the location ticket until it
was too late ? Why, under the provision of this Bill, a person
might be appointed an Indian agent, might arrange the vote
for himself, and then run as member; for many of the Indian
agents, if not all of them, although nominated by the Gov.
ernment, without the consent of the band, are not paid out
of the Consolidated Revenue of Canada, but out of the moneys
belonging to the band. Is that in the interest of freedom,
in the interest of intelligence or in the interest of the selfish
aspirations of people to enter Parliament, or in the interest
of a Government who are afraid to submit their actions to
the verdict of the people, and are trying, by this Bill, which
is so reprehensible, to secure the power in their hands.
When the hon. leader of the Opposition was questioning the
independence of the votes that would be exercised, the hon.
member for Leeds and Grenville asked, where is the ballot?
How many of the Indians in any of the tribes or bands can
read or write ? In a large number of the bands, perhaps
a majority of the Indians can neither ·read nor write, and
their vote must be an open vote; because, with the eyes of
the Government officer upon them, and the ears of the
Government officer open to hear the names of the men
tbey vote for, how aun we expect an independent vote
from them? The hon. First Minister says that we, on
this aide, have taken ground against the principle of
representation after taxation-that these Indians pay taxes
upon the clothing they wear and upon the food they
consume. It is true; and if he is proceeding on that
ground, I would ask him if there are not hundreds and
thousands of white men and women who are paying taxes
upon what they use, and who are not enfranchised under
this Bill at all. (The hon. gentleman here quoted a num-
ber of the provisions of the Indian Act.) The whole
tenor of the Act is to give the Superintendent General abso-
lute control over the Indians, in whose hands it is now pro-
posed to place the franchise. Now, the question arises, is
it a desirable thing that the Government should have the
p ower to control the votes of some tens of thousands of

ndians scattered throughout the different constituencies of
this Dominion ? is it in the public interest that any Gov-
ernment should possess that power ? That is a question
that the Government and their supporters are bound to ask
themselves, as intelligent men, and as men who are sup-
posed to have the interest of the country at heart. The
question of the Indians' advancement does not come in at
all, for that must be accomplished by other means. But
you propose to give a man a vote who is not a free agent,
and therefore you are not conferring a liberty on that man
at all. The uplifting of the Indian, his improvement and
advancement, must come in the direction of giving him his
full rights with the vote, irrespective of any control by the
Government, to use that vote as he thinks fit. I would like
to ask the Minister of Marine and Fisheries, as the First
Minister is not in his place, whether the Indians have
asked to have the vote given to them ?

Mr. MOLELAN. You will get particulars in the course
of time.

Mr. RYKERT. Yes ; you will get the letter from the
squaws.

Mr. PATERSON. Hias it come to this, that the country
is under the control of those who cannot give any better
answer than this to a pertinent question ? Not only is a
civil answer not given to a pertinent question, but an
insulting, impudent answer is given. The hon. gentleman
may be a Minister, but I stand as his peer in this House,
elected by a constituency which is as good as his, and

Mr. PATEaSON (Brant).

though he may be cloGhed with a little brief authority, he
is not clothed with authority to give me insolent answers
when I ask questions.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I would ask the hon. gentleman to
adhere to the discussion of the question before the com-
mittee.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I will adhere to the question.
I ask the Minister a question, and if he is ignorant of it, let
him stand up and say so, like a man. After the answer he
bas given, I venture to say that the Indians have never
asked to have the franchise conferred on them, and that it
has been forced on them by the Government. I had a per-
sonal reason for asking the question. Last year we passed
what is called the Indian Advancement Act, designed, as
the First Minister told us, to encourage the Indians to adopt
municipal institutions, and to exercise greater powers in
other respects. I think it would be as well to read that
Act. (The hon. gentleman proceeded to read the Act in
question).

An hon. MEMBER. Louder.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Come a little nearer. My

hon. friend from East Hastings (Mr. White) is a happy man,
with this clause in the Bill, because he has a large number
of these individuals in his constituency.

a Mr.' WHITE (Hastings). Yes, and they are all sound,
too.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). And if they were not sound
he would take care that the Indian agent made them sound.
The hon, gentleman sits there glorying in this clause; he
feels the same kind of pleasure that was experienced by
members supporting the Gerrymander Act, when they
thought they would secure their own seats or <ut the heada
off some of their opponents.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Question, question.

Mr. PATERSON. No wonder you do not like to hear of
the gerrymander. Now, I have read the whole Act. You
will have observed that it was an attempt, on the part of the
Government last Session, to encourage the Indians living on
their reserves to adopt municipal institutions, instead of
having their affairs legislated upon by their chiefs. I have
done so for the purpose of bringing before the attention of
the First Minister-who, I am sorry to see, is not present on
so important an occasion as this-the report of a meeting of
the Six Nation Indians in my own constituency on the 17th
of April, 1875, when they decided against availing them-
selves of the Municipal Advancoment Act, as they call it.
(The hon. gentleman read a newspaper report of the meet-
ing). That is proof positive, to my mind, that not only
have these Indians not asked for this vote, but that they do
not desire it. It may be replied that they need not exercise
it; but they are the wards of the Government; they are
under the control of the Government; and being in that
position, we can readily see that, unwilling though they
might be, very many of them mighlfhe persuaded, to use
no other word, to cast their vote in a particular direction.
Another reason why the Government should hesitate before
doing anything like forcing something on the Indians that
they have not asked for is the peculiar manner in which
some of them view their rights. There are chiefs and
warriors among the Six Nations who take the position that
they are not subjects of the Crown, but are allies; and that is
the reason I should like to have the First Minister present,
tell me what position the Six Nation Indians occupy with
reference to the Crown, and what was the nature of their
treaty. Can the Minister present inform me, for instance,
whether the Government have power to order out for
military duty the chiefs and warriors of the Six Nation
Indians. I ask it with the view ofascertaining in what
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iosition the Indians really do stand with reference to the
Crown ? I ant an answer to that question.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon, gentleman, a short time ago,
asked a question of the hon. Minister of Marine and Fish'
eries. Ris answer was : I will obtain the particulars and
bring them to you. The reply ho got to that was, that it
was impudent and insolent. I do not propose to put
myself in a position, in any answer I give to t e hon. gen-
tleman, to be dealt with in that way.

Mr. P&TERSON. The hon. gentleman seems to have
put himseolf in that position now.

Mr. BOWELL. If the remark of my colleague was
impudent and insolent, my own is more so, and I am quite
willing to accept the*compliment of the hon. gentleman.

Mr. PATERSON. I did not understand the hon. Minister
of Marine and Fisheries to give the answer either in the
tone or in the words the hon. Minister of Customs has used.
I understood his answer to be, You can get particulars by
and by, with a careless shako of the head, which I thought
was insulting and contemptuous to me. If the hon. Minister
said he would get the information for me later, I would
apologise, for I do not wish to be offensive.

Mr. McLELAN. The words I used were, that I would
obtain the particulars, and "you know."

Mr. PATERSON. Well, the hon. Minister of Customs
excuses himself from making a reply to my question because
of a reply I made to a previous answer. The question I
ask concerns the Irdians in my county, and I desire to have
it answered, to enable me to make up my mind on this
matter. It is a question which ought to be considered by
the Government, but which evidently has not been con-
sidered by the Government. There is not much satisfac-
tion in going on and debating a subject when no answers
eau be given by the Ministry. I would therefore move
that you rise and report progress, and ask leave to sit again,
so that we may get information on this point.

Mr. WALLACE. We have been listening for
several hours to the hon. member for South Brant,
arguing against the proposal to enfranchise the Indians.
Well, the lon. member has a peculiar elasticity of conscience.

Mr. PATERSON. I beg the hon. gentleman's pardon.
He has not heard me say one word against enfranchising
the Indians. I protested against giving them votes, and
withholding enfranchisement from them. 1 am in favor of
enfranchising them.

Mr. WALLACE. I understand enfranchising means
giving them votes.

Mr. PATERSON. Thon you are wrong.

Mr. WALLACE. The lon. gentleman was not always
of that opinion. We find him readily changing bis opinion
on the question of protection. We shall also find him as
readily changiog it on the question of giving votes to the
Indians. In 1880, when the Minister of Interior brought
in a Bill to consolidate the Indian Act, the hon. gentleman
objected to the Bill, on the ground that it did not provide
for the enfranchisement of the Indians, for according to
them the rights and privileges of citizens. To-night he
says that in a large number of bands the majority of the
Indians can neither read nor write. I suppose he was
referring to those Indians whom lie knew something about.
In that same speech ho used these words:

" I speak on behalf of 3,000 Indians, among whom six missionaties
have been laboring for the past thirty years, and who have twelve
public schools and an industrial institute."

Mr. PATERSON. I did not say large numbers of th
Six Nations oeuld not read nor write.

Mr. WALLACE. ( suppose that in these publie sohools
the Indians had opportunities of learning to read and write,
and many other branches of education. At present, Sir, ho
protests against enfranchising the Indians, while five years
ago ho urged the Government to adopt this very principle.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The hon. gentleman does not
at all comprehend the question. He bas mis-stated what I
said. Ho says I stated a large portion of the Six Nation
Indians could not read or write.

Mr. WALLACE. I did not say so.
An hon. MEMBER. He did not say the Six Nation

Indians.
Mr. PATERSON. But ho applied it to the Six Nation

Indians. What I said was, that in many of these bande
large numbers of them would be unable to read or write,
and my remarks were not with reference to the Six Nation
Indians. What I said with reforence to the Six Nation
Indians was correct thon, and it is correct now. What I
say is, that the hon. gentleman should give the same right,
liberties and responsibilities to Indians as to others; that
would be the solution of the whole question, while the Act
proposes to keep them in thre same condition of tutelage
that they are in at present.

Mr. DAWSON. I am rather surprised at some of the
remarks of the hon. member for Brant, because hereto.
fore I have had the greatest respect and the highest estoem
for him, just on account of the fact that evezy Session he
has stood up for the rights of the Indians, whe have but few
to take their part in this House. To-night, however, I
must differ from some of his observations. le asks if the
Indians have sought for the franchise. It is not at all likely
that whole communities, spread over the continent, would
come here and petition the Dominion Parliament to give
them votes, but I can assure him that many educated
Indians in my constituency-men of intelligence and pro.
perty-have commented to me on the strangeness of the
fact that the white servants whom they employed could
record their votes while they were deprived of that
privilego. There are many different classes of Indians;
there are the half-breeds whom we found in Manitoba, at
the time of the first Indian troubles, who are generally
intelligent men, and who, by exercising the franchise and
holding political meetings among themselves, were enabled
to throw off a large quantity of superfluous steam-if I may
use the expression. I believe that if the half-breeds at
Qu'Appelle and other places had representation in Parlia.
ment it would divert their thoughts to higher aims, by
showing them they had a voice in the Government of their
country. I believe that the whole Indian race, from the
Atlantic to the Pacific, should have some sort of repre.
sentation in this House. The Indians of the class I have
been referring t,), of the class belonging to the Six Nations,
which the hon, gentleman has mentioned in connection
with the meeting they held on the reserve, should have the
franchise, but no one proposes to give it to the wild
Indians of the forest. The amendnent of the bon. member
for Bothwell would prevent the Indians who are not enfran-
chised áccording to the Act, from voting. It would simply
have the effect of preventing all Indians frorm voting, because
the Indian Act is impracticable, but Jew Indians have been
enfranchised under that Act.

Motion (Mr. Paterson) negatived. Yeas, 24; nays, 51.

FR[DAY, 1st May, 1885.

Yet he says that a large number of those Indians can Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I wish to make a few remarks
neither read nor write. 1 in reply to the hon. rnember for Algoma. As I understand, the
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First Minister intends to give a vote to these Indians living
on their reserves, which the hon. member for Algoma seems
Io think would be ridiculous. The Bill will apply, I think,
to such Indians as these, if the Government sees fit to give
them location tickets. Everybody is in favor of giving the
franchise to such Indians as the Wyandottes, who are, to all
intents and purposes, the same as the white man; that is
the real enfranchisement of the Indian, and the aim of all
legislation should be, as in the case of the Wyandottes, to
make them free men, with the rights, liberties and respon-
sibilities of free men. But the Act does not propose to do
that at all; it proposes simply to give him a vote, but to
leave him practically unenfranchised. if the member for
Algoma carries out the principles he bas enunciated, he will
accord with me and he will vote for the amendment of the
hon. member for Bothwell, which brings in enfranchised
Indians, that is, Indians who have the right to manage their
own affairs. The position of the hon. member for Bothwell
is to give every enfranchised Indian a vote, as a matter Of
course; and it seems to me that the Government of Canada
ought to offer all the inducements they can to the Indians
to become enfranchised, and of course, along with that, to
give them the right to vote, witlh the other powers of free
citizens. But that is a different thing from giving them
votes and keepuing them still the wards of the Government.

Mr. SPROULE. What distinction does the hon. gentle-
man draw between an enfranchised Indian, under this clause,
and giving him the right to vote ?

Mr. PATERSON. Under this clause his position is not
changed. It does not give him the control of his own pro-
perty. He is under the control of the Government, just as

e was before.
Mr. SPROULE. Suppose we had enfranchised women,

how would that apply to them ?
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. They are not under

the Superintendent General.
Mr. SPROULE. But we enfranchise the Indians as we

proposed to enfranchise women. I understand they were
in the same position.

Mr. PATERSON. The Government doos not control
your wife's affairs, but the Government controls the Indian's
affairs.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order, order; the hon. gentleman
should address the Chair.

Mr. PATERSON. I certainly did not make that remark
in any offensive way, and I do not think the hon. member
took it in that way. The position of an Indian is not like
that of a woman under the control of her husband, if you
use that expression, but it is like that of a child under
twenty-one years of age, and under the control of his father.
The Indians are minors in the eye of the law, and therefore
it is that the very Act you are passing now declares that a
minor shall not have the power to vote, Why ? Because
he is not his own master, and has not control of his ovn
affairs, but is under the control of his father; and yet, in
giving votes to the Indians who are unenfranchised, you are
giving it to those who are minors.

Mr. DAWSON. The effect of the motion before the Chair
would be to apply the Act, not to the Indians on the reserves
alone, but to the Indians all over the Dominion who have
now the right to vote; and it would deprive the whole
Indian race of the power to vote unless they acquiesced in
the impracticable conditions set down in the Indian Act.

Mr. WHITE (East Hastings). I am happy to say that
the Indians of the east riding of Hastings almost entirely
manage their own affairs. They rent their own land, buy
their horses, reaping machines and other goods, and a great
many of them have votes, which I know many of them have
given on the Reform side. I think the East Hastings

Mr. PATXrzeN (Brant).

Indians will vote independently of the Government and
according to their own opinions.

Mr. PATERSON. They are not on the reserve.
Mr. WHITE. Thore are quite a number of them who

have deeded lands.
Mr. WATSON, I am sorry that I cannot express myself

in the same way as the hon. member for East Hastings.
There are a great many Indians in my connty who are not
as intelligent as the Indians le mentions, and the First
Minister has stated that they would be enfranchised. I
believe this Act will enfranchise 1,800 to 1,900 Indians in
Manitoba; and the Firet Minister has stated that the Act
would apply to the Indiana of the North-West Territories,
provided they had the same qualifications as white mon.
Ibelieve that about 1,900 Indians will be enfranchised in
that Province. There are 10,206 Indians altogether in Mani-
toba; they have 1,876 houses, and I suppose that each of
these bouses, with the ticket location they would have
on the reserve, would be worth 8150. I do not think it is
right that the wards of the Government should have the
franchise. There are a great number of roving Indians
over the plains, who might qualify under this Act, because
they may have property worth $400. They may have a
cart or two, and a pony. And, when the Territories have
representation in the House, Poundmaker or Pi-a-pot might
become member3 of Parliament, for I think that, according
to this Act, they would ho eligible, and they would receive
the majority of the votes, because the Indians have a
majority of the votes in the Territories. If they came lire
as wards of the Governmont, they would probably support
the Government. The amendment of the hon. member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) is a good one. The Indiana ought to
be encouraged to leave their reserves, take up land, and
work it in the same way as other people do. The young
Indians are being educated, but I do not believe there are
fifty Indians in Manitoba who can read or write, and I do
not think the franchise should be extended to these uncivi-
lised people.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I agree with the hon. member for
Algoma (Mr. Dawson), that the extension ofrepresentative
institutions to the half-breeds in Manitoba tended to allay
the discontent in that country, and that, if the same rights
had been extended to the half-breeds on the Saskatchewan,
the same beneficial results would most probably have
followed. Why were not those rights extended to them ?
The hon. member for West Huron (Mr. Cameron) intro-
duced a Bill for three Sessions to give the right to vote to
the people of the North-West Territory, but what gentle.
man on the other aide gave his sympathy and support to that
measure ? It is erroneous to assert that we, on this aide of the
House, are opposed to the enfranchisement of the Indians.
There is not a member on this aide who is not anxious for the
enfranchisement of the Indians, but on a proper basis. We
want to see them emancipated first, and do not want to see
them voting as wards of the Government, brougbt up to the
polis and instructed how to vote by the Indian agent.
Wherever the privilege of voting is granted, a correspond-
ing duty accompanies it, but the granting of this privilege
to the Indiana does not carry with it the performance of
any duties. I may mention a case in my own experience.
In the township of Caradoc there is a band of Indians
whose land is leased by the agent to white men for farming
purposes, and the municipal council, though they have
to build roads through that district, cannot collect any
taxes from the white men, because they claim that they
are exempt under the Indian Act. And yet these Indians,
from whose land no taxes can be collected, and who them-
selves cannot contract a debti, cannot buy or sel, are to have
the franchise conferred upon them so that one of them will
have as much influence in public affaira as the highest
taxpayer A' the municipality. The only object of this
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Bill is to enable the Government to control an immense
number of votes throughout this country, by means of these
Indian agents, who manage the affairs of these people, who
will lead them to the polls and tell them how to vote; and
it will be for the Government candidate always. The
clause under which these Indians are to have the franchise
conferred upon them is the occupant clause, which provides
that where a man occupies land, which the revising
barrister considers to be worth $150, he is to have the
privilege of the franchise. All that an Indian would have
to do, therefore, in some of the townships, if he had but
three acres of land, would be to enclose it with a fence and
put a sort of wigwam on it, to enable him to have the same
privilege of voting as the men who pay tares for the build-
ing of roads and the administration of justice-taxes which
are much bigher than they would be, owing to the very
Indian reserves. I do not think it is right that we should
give the franchise to Indians while we do not impose on
them a single duty of the many the white men have to
perform.

Mr. ALLEN. I agree with the hon. member for Algoma,
that many of the Indians should be enfranchised; but of
the 700 Indians living in my county, only about twenty of
them can read and write and are in the position of being
enfranchised. Before giving the right to vote to the
Indians they should be men possessed of property and of a
certain rudimentary education; they should be enabled to
manage their own property and be responsible for their
own debts-treated as men, in fact, and not as children. For
the past quarter of a century they have been completely
under the control 6f the Government, directed by the Gov-
ernment, as children, and the majority of them are as mach
afraid of the Government and its officials as school boys are
of their teachers. There can be no doubt that in any elec-
tion contest the Government could control their vote abso-
lutely, without any difficulty, and in a riding like that of
North Bruce, where the majority of either political party
is very small, the election of a representative for that
riding in this Iouse would be entirely placed in the hands
of the Indians. Are we going, not to enfranchise, but to
place in the position of voters the Indians on the prairies,
who, by their late action, have been the cause of the mur-
der of many of our fellow-citizens ? I hope Parliament will
take this matter into further consideration, and not give
the semi-barbarians the exercise of the greatest privilege
enjoyed by the intelligent citizens of the country.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. member for North Grey says,
if Indians had the property qualification, the same as white
men, he would understand why they should have the right
to vote. That is exactly what the Bill says.

Mr. ALLEN. How can you enfranchise a "minor, and
those Indians still retain the position of minore.

Mr. WELDON. It is proposed by this Bill to gi ve the
Indians the franchise, that is, the privilege of voting, the
privilege of selecting their own representatives. This is a
privilege which, under every free Government, is given only
to free men. There may be differences of opinion as to
whether universal suffrage should be the rule or whether
property or other qualification should restrict the suffrage,
but there has never been any question as to the principle
that to free men alone should the franchise be granted. There
are two classes of Indians in this country, those who have
become enfranchised by their industry and through motives
of ambition, and who stand exactly on the same footing
as other citizens, and those who still retain their nomadic
habits and live in their tribes, according to the Indian
original system. In the Act of 1858, passed when Sir
*Edmund Head was Governor General of Canada, there is a
provision for the enfranchisement of Indians after fulfilling
certain conditions, such as being able to speak and write

English or French, being of good moral character and own-
ing property. These enfranchised Indians coased.to remain,
as a general rule, members of the tribe, and abandoned the
Indian customs. There is another claqq, the tribal Indians,
who number in the neighborhood of 130,000. There are
about 33,000 of them in Manitoba and the North-West
Territory, 35,000 in British Columbia, 10,000 in Ontario,
and the balance are scattered through Quebec and the
Maritime Provinces. These still keep up the tribal system
as a distinct community. These indians are fettered and
controlled by the Superintendent Genoeral of Indian
affairs, and have no freedom of action. In Minnesota,
persona of mixed blood, who have adopted the customs
of civilisation, after an examination before a court, may
be permitted to enjoy the rights of citizenship; in
Wisconsin, civilised persons of Indian descent, not
membere of any tribe, are allowed to vote, and, in
Michigan, every civilised male of Indian descent, not a
member of a tribe, bas the privilege. The essential
principle of the rigbt to exorcise the franchise is perfect
freedom of action. These Indians, particularly in Manitoba
and the North-West Territories, are not qualified by their
mode of life to exercise the franchise, and I do not think
the Indians in British Columbia, who form. nearly a majority
of the population, should be entrueted with the power to
send members to this House. In the Maritime Provincep,
I am sorry to say that the Indians have learned many of
the vices and none of the virtues of the whites, while they
still retain many of the habits of their ancestors, and yet
the hon. gentleman proposes to ditsfranchise men who have
have had the right to vote as free men in the city cf St,
John for over 100 years, and to give a vote to these Indians,
who are really nothing but dependents of the Government.
The First Minister stated this Bill was in the direction of
that brought by the Attorney General of Ontario; but if he
really intends to follow humbly in the course taken by that
gentleman, he should adopt the amendment of the hon.
member for Bothwell, and confine the Bill to those Indians
who are fairly and justly entitled to the franchise ander the
Act of 1858, and not give it to men who, from their habits
and modes of living, are not qualifled to exercise it.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I rise to support the amend.
ment of the hon. member for Bothwell. When the First
Minister proposed the adoption of this clause, he stated its
application was as general as possible-that every loyal
Indian was embraced in it. The hon. member for Algoma
takes an entirely different view, assuming that only those
will have the rigLht to vote who are enfranchieed in every
sense of the term. It is only fair to assume the First Min.
ister knows what he intends, and that therefore he intends
to enfranchise all the Indians in the county of Middlesex.
There are about 1,345 Indians on the Delaware reserve,
which would represent a total of about 300 males. It is
well known the lands of these people are held in common,
leased by the Crown for the benefit of the band, and that a
large number of the Indians are in the enjoyment of grants
from the Government, in the shape of salaries and allow.
ances. It was stated by the First Minister that the grants
to the Indian funds were in the nature of a community, but
on looking over the Indian report it will be seen tbat last
year the sum of $7,415 was paid for the main-
tenance and support of the Indians of that band,
a considerable amount of which was paid as sal-
aries and not in the nature of an ordinary community
grant. Practically, the men who distribute this money
have absolute control over the affairs of the Indians, for
the time being, who look upon them as personal benefactors
and not merely as the agents of the Governm t; and it is
doing the Indians no injustice to presume that on every
occasion they will be the servants eof the Government. I
therefore ask, is it right that the franchise should be given
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to people occupying that position. There is another
feature of the question to be considered. It is well-known
that the Indians are still the wards of the Crown, and con-
sequently in law minors. This is the first time that in a
deliberative assembly, within the domain of the British
empire, such a proposition bas been submitted, as to give
the minors the right to vote. This Parliament deliberately
refuses to confer the franchise on women, and yet is pre-
pared to confer it on Indians, who occupy in law a position
similar to that of minors. It has been urged that the
franchise should be conferred on the Indian population in
their present regulationship to the Crown, because they pay
taxes. But if the payment of taxes is to be the basis of
representation, why not confer the right to vote on numbers
of youths under twenty-one years, who are not only earning
their own livelihood, but materially contribute, from their
own resources, to the coffers of the Dominion. The unreason-
ableness of this proposition is evident on the face of it. The
proposition is one, as explained by the First Minister, to
give the right to vote to the Indians who still live on the
tibal reserves, and consequently the right is given to them
on property which is not theirs, except as a portion of the
tribal allowance; and yet this Franchise Bill excludes from its
operation many young men who are entitled to come within
its provisions, who should be entitled to have a vote. by
virtue of their loyalty, as practically expressed in their
readiness to risk their lives for the safety of their
country in quelling the disturbance in the North-West.
None of the Indians bave asked for this provision. Until
this particular clause in the Bill came up, I think that any
one who had merely listened to the discussion would have
had some little doubt as to what was really the purpose of
the measure before us. It would have appeared, that after
ail, though the Bill was not going to do very much good, it
was not going to do any very great amount of harm. But
the reason for the introduction of the Billihas now been
reached. I say that the mismanagement, and the gross
extravagance, and all the charges that have been laid at the
door of the Ministry and of their supporters, are to be met
by the introduction of this clause, and others similar to it.
There are gentlemen sitting in this House who have every
confidence of providing, by that clause in the Bill, for their
return to this House, when they have participated in the
mismanagement of the Government to such an extent that
it is necessary that this clause should pass in their interest,
and that accounts for the fact that it is in this Bill.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Name.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). Does any one demand that
I should give the name?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Yes.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). An hon. gentleman sitting
in this House now bas become a participant in favors from
this Government. I will read a letter, dated Department of
the Interior, 9th March, 1883:

" The undersigned has the honor to recommend to Council that John
White, of Rodin, Ontario--"

Mr. CHAIRMAN. You cannot go into that discussion
on this clause.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). 1 lad as much right to that
as anybody else. I paid the Government $250. I got
elected here before you did, and I may get elected after
you, perhaps. This does not affect me at all. You are
wrong to talk that way. There is no one on that side of
the flouse whom I have ever attacked or said an unkind
word about. I have done nothing I am ashamed of. This
is the sixteenth Session I have been in Parliament, and I
have never attacked any gentleman. You have no right
to attack me. You are unfair, and you will be sorry for it.

Mr. CmuicaoN (Middlesex).

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I assume all the responsi.
bility of my action, subject to your ruling, Mr. Chairman.
I made no attack on any gentleman personally, but I say
deliberately, with al my responsibility as a member of
Parliament, that the reason why hon. gentlemen opposite
make such effârts to pass this Bill is -

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). If you say it is my case, you
say what is not true, and you dare not say it ont of doors.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I submit that the hon. gentle-
man is clearly out of order. Yeu have ruled that my hon.
friend from Middlesex (Mr. Cameron) should not proceed
with what he was quoting, and be should not be interrupted
in his speech. M y hon. friend was quite within his rights.
He was challenged by hon. gentlemen opposite, and he pro-
ceeded, in response to their challenge, though you qaite
correctly called him to order, as the matter was irrelevant.

Mr. HESSON. The hon. member for Huron is ont of
order. The member for Middlesex said there were gentle-
men sitting in this louse who were expecting to receive
advantages from this Bill. My hon. friend from Hastings
received advantages which were open to every member of
this House, and to every man in Canada, and my hon. friends
opposite took advantage of it, as well as anyone else in this
Hlouse.

Mr. BOWELL. I think the hon. member for Middlesex
went a good deal farther than he should have done. This
debate to-day bas gone on very harmoniously, and if the
member for West Middlesex had not thrown out insinua-
tions against the honor and honesty of members of the
House, I do net think this would have taken place. He
said there were members here who were anxious to have
this Bill passed to cover up advantages they had received
from the Government. He was called on to give the names.
I admit that I myself said "Name." Then he indicated
that the member for East Hastings was the member to
whom he referred. He insinuated that the hon. member
ha-i been purchased by the Government in order to support
this Bill, and if that be not out of order and an insinuation
which should be resented by any man who has a particle
of honesty about him, I should like te know what was.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Take it back.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I am net going to contend

that the member for West Middlesex (Mr. Cameron) was
in order when he made that statement, but I contend that
he ought then to have been called te order, and net chal-
lenged to name the parties. But, instead of the Minister of
Customs then raising the point of order, he, as he admits
himself, called for the name.

Mr. BOWELL. I did, for this reason: That when a gen-
tleman throws out an insinuation that a member is acting
from improper motives, he should be prepared te give the
name and te sustain his statement, in order that the member
may defend himself, and I am quite sure that my hon.
friend and colleague from Hastings (Mir. White) is quite
capable of doing that, either by hi& tongue or in any other
way.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Then the hon. member for
Middlesex should net be abused for doing what the House
asked him te do. I do net argue that my hon. friend was
in order, because, as I understand the rules of Parliament,
no member has the right te attribute motives te any other
hon. member. If he did that-I did net catch his remarks
myself -then it is quite possible that he transgressed the
rule.

Mr. CAIURMÂN. I stopped that.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Then the discussion should
net be allowed te go on upon the other side. I am sorry it
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arose, because everything has been very harmonious to-day,
and I hope it will continue so to the end.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). There is not a gentleman on
that side of the House who will say that I ever insulted him,
either directly or indirectly. I think the member for West
Elgin (Mr. Casey) will bear me out in that. • I may laugh
or joke across the House, but I have done nothing wrong,
that I know of. If he thinks I have, lot him make the
charge, He will take it back now or ont of doors.

Mr. CHAIR MAN. The hon. gentleman should not make
challenges of that kind.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I would be very glad to
make all the apologies that one gentleman should make to
another, but when any man tells me I must take something
back here cr outside, ho entiroly mistakes my character.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). The hon. gentleman had no
right to attack me, and should apologise ; for my part, Iam
willing to withdraw the remark I made.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I am glad, therefore, to
withdraw what I said. The question before the Chair is
what I consider the one material element in the Bill, to
give votes to a great many unenfranchised- people. On
every principle on which our franchise is based, that is
wrong. The Indian exists in his tribal relationship, but
the law to-day provides means by which hoecan become
enfranchised. This Bill, however, proposes that every
Indian, whether enfranchised or not, provided he occupies
a part of the tribal land, will have the right to record his
vote. Either we are consistent in keeping the Indians as
the wards of the Government, or we are not. If he is still to
romain as the ward of the Government, ho should not be
put in possession of the franchise. Hon. gentlemen oppo-
site cannot defend their position of keeping the Indian as
the ward of the Government, and at the same time giving
him a vote under this Bill; it requires a personal qualifica-
tion, an income of $400, in order to entitie a white man to
vote, if ho has no other qualifications; and there are many
men, in western Ontario, at any rate, who are not
earning this amount; yet it is solemnly proposed
that the Indian, the larger part of whose subsistence
comes almost directly from the Government, should have
this right. This is doing an absolute injustice to the man
who is earning less than $400 a year, who may be a tenant,
but is assessed at less than that, but who, at the same time,
is raising a family of perhaps five or six children, and con.
tributing proportionately to the revenue of the Dominion.
It has been said that the Local Legislature of Ontario has
given a franchise-a qualified franchise, not that proposed
under this Act-to the Indians, and that this Parliament
should go further, because the contributions to the revenue
by the Indians are made to this Government. But when
the charge of extravagance is made against the Dominion
Government, their great defence is, that a very large porpor-
tion of the expenditure goes towards the sustenance of the
Local Government. That being the case, it is evident that
the Indians, in contributing to the revenue of the Dominion,
contribute a share towards the revenue of the Provinces,
and thus the legislation of the Province of Ontario cannot
be questioned, on the ground that theIndians pay no revenue
to that Province. In the qualified franchise given by the
Province of Ontario, it is insisted that the Indian enfran-
chised should have a personal estate, absolutely controlled by
himself, and if the Government wish to follo w the example set
by Ontario, they should adopt the amendment of the hon.
member for Bothwell. It is well known that the Indian is
under the control of those to whom the Government has
given the administration of his affairs. There are a certain
number of Indian superintendents, Indian inspectors, and
other offcials, who come in direct cont &ct with the Indians,
and some of whom occupy a position of peculiar authority

towards them. For instance, when any difficulty arises in
any Indian community, the Indian commissioner is invari-
ably appealed to, if he has their confidence at all, and that
f act shows that, besides being a minor in law, the Indian je
in every other respect a minor. I contend, therefore, to
give these people the right to vote would be doing an
injustice to the electorate of this country and assuming a
responsibilty this Parliament ought not to assume in the
way provided in this Bill.

Mr. CASEY. As there are about 1,500 Indians on the
reserve between the constituencies of South Middlesex and
West Elgin, I have a personal interest in this question.
The change proposed is a revolutionary one, a departure
from all the ideas that have hitherto characterised all our
legislation in regard to the Indians, who have been, from
the time they submitted to the British Crown, in a very
peculiar sense, the wards of the Crown, never having pos-
sessed any of the privileges of citizens, and until lately
could not be sued in our courts. It is now proposed
that we should make these people citizens, in the
highest sense of the word, though not in its ordinary
sense, by giving them the privilege that every citizen
possesses, of electing representatives to this House. I
think it is a very extrao-dinary thing that, when the
ordinary civil rights of the country are refused to these
Indians, they should be entrusted with the franchise. I
would point out to the member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson)
that Indians living apart from their tribe, where there is a
voters' list, are allowed to vote under the Ontario law, even
though they participate in the annuities or moneys of the
tribe ; but it excludes those Indians who reside amongst
their triba, and are under the thumb of the agent. I agree
with the hon, member for Algoma, that the Indian Act
places unnecessary obstacles in the way of an Indian
becoming a citizen; but I think that should be amended,
and that this Bill goes too far in the direction of giving the
franchise to those Indians who have no other rights of
citizenship. (He quoted the speech of Sir John A. Mac-
donald, on the subject of potlach in British Columbia, in
the Session of 1884). 1 would ask the hon. mem.
bers from British Columbia whether they desire
to enfranchise people of the class thus described ?
I have shown conclusively by the extracts I have quoted,
and it will be seen also by the statement of the right hon.
the First Minister himself, made last Session in this House,
that these Indians are not of a character to be entrusted
with that greatest privilege of citizenship, the right to vote;
and I am confident that no one who looeks at this question
in an impartial light will deny that so long as the Indians
remain as they now are, the serfs of the Government, they
should not be placed on the voters' list. We must protest
against the idea that men who are not in the least degree
citizens, who have no civil rights, should be put on the voters'
list, and be enabled to out-vote mon who are in the full en-
joyment of all the privileges and responsibilities and duties
of citizenship. This Bill will include the Indians who are
engaged in rebellion against our country in the North-West,
if they should decide to settle down on their reserves and
cultivate plots of land. It is scandalous that those people
should have a share in the Government of the country, that
their votes should be admitted, and allowed to cancel the
votes of responsible, well-meaning citizens. I do not know
how this proposition will be received in Manitoba and the
North-West, but I can assure the House .and the Govern-
ment that the friends of the volunteers in Ontario will con-
sider it as an intolerable disgrace to our Statute Book.
It seems part of a goneral scheme, that the hon. gentleman
should take the right to say who shall be enfranchised
Indians, and who shail be enfranchised whites, for his con-
trol, through hie nominees, over the list of white voters, will
be as abzolute under this A ct as his control over the enfran-
chisement of the Indians is under the Act of lu884.Au
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Indian who cannot appear in a court of law as plairitiff or
defendant is to be allowed to have an indirect voice in the
nomination of the judge of that very court. It is a peculiar
coincidence that the indians who are to be enfranchised, so
far as the Province of Ontario is concerned, are distributed
in counties which either return prominent members of the
Opposition or have returned supporters of the Government
by very narrow majorities. An hon. member from Quebec,
a supporter of the Government, stated the other day that
the mere fact of proposing this Bill would crush the
Conservative party in that Province in the next election,
and I think that 1 am justified in saying that this proposi-
tion will be sufficient to crush that party in the Province of
Ontario. The feeling against giving a vote to those Indians
who are denied the rights of citizenship will be so strong
and so hot that I am sure neither my hon. friend from
Wèst Middlesex (Mr. Cameron) nor myself have any fear
of the result of the wards of the Government being led up
to the polls in our constituencies. I wish to point out that
the tribes in the North-West that have gone into rebellion
would otherwise have been entitled to vote under this Bill.
(The hon. gentlemen proceeded to read an extract in regard
to Beardy's band.)

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I do not think the hon. gentleman is
In order in continuing those extracts. •

Mr. CASEY. I am trying to show the kind of people
whom this Bill would enfranchise.

Mr. ÇHAIRMAN. That could not be admitted, because
the North-West Territories are not represented in this
Parliament.

Mr. CASEY. I think there is a provision in the Billthat
it may be extended to the North.West and to Manitoba by
proclamation, and it is understood that the North-West is
to be represented here shortly, and as this Act is not for the
present year only, I think we are justified in considering
this matter.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I have allowed incidental references
to it, but not copious extracts.

Mr. CASEY. If you allow any refeÉence to it at all, you
must allow copious extracts.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Oh, no,
Mr. CASEY. Oh, yes. My point is in regard to the

applicability of the Bill to the North-West Territory. The
other point is, that it is in order, as you decided the other
night, to quote extracts, the only limit being that the whole
work or pamphlet must not be quoted.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I have expressed my opinion, and
the argument of the hon. gentleman does not alter it at all.
I have ruled that the reference to the .North.West Territories
is not in order.

Mr. CASEY. I understood you to rule in regard to the
length of the extract. I will refer hon. gentlemen to a
description of the Manitoba Indians, which appears in this
report, and which also shows clearly that they are not
entitled to be allowed the privilege of voting. (He
quoted from Mr. McCall's report on the Manitoba
Indians.) An Indian enfranchised should not only have
the privilege of citizenship but the responsibility as
well, and 1 must protest warmly, in the name of the
people of the whole Dominion, against the proposal to give
the people who are not citizens in any sense of the word the
right to out-vote people who are citizens.

Mr. SUTHERLAND (Oxford). This Bill is of such
great importance, creating almost a revolution in the
ranchise of the coantry, that every member ought to have
an opportunity of expressing his views on every point in
the Bill. We have already had a very full and intelligent
discussion on this clause to-night, and I think it is only

Mr. Cs.

reasonable, that at this hour, after the long and arduous
sitting we have had up to now, the Government should con-
sent to an adjourument of the debate. I move, therefore,
that the committee do now rise and report progress, and ask
leave te sit again.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. That motion has been put and lost,
and no motion made since. Therefore it is out of order to
put it in again.

Mr. DAVIES. We might now take a division on the
question we have been discussing, and then adjourn. I do
not want to see this debate prolonged until it will degene-
rate into a scene, such as that we witnessed the other day.
I agree cordially lu the remarks of the hon. member for
Oxford (Mr. Sutherland), that so far the debate has pro-
ceeded upon this Indian question in a very reasonable and
interesting manner, in a way equal to the importance of the
question. It cannot be expected, however, that at this late
hour the debate can be proceeded with in the same spirit,
because it is beyond the limits of physical endurance to do
so. I think, therefore, as it is now four o'clock, a division
should be taken on this clause, and the Government then
consent to an adjournment. There are many other clauses
in the Bill which require to be fully discussed, and it is not
fair on the part of hon. gentlemen opposite to force a dis-
cussion of them at a time when, owing to the strain put on
our physical endurance, we are unable to give thom the dis-
cussion they require. It is reasonable that, at half-past four,
the debate having been conducted fairly, the House should
adjourn and proceed with the discussion in the afternoon.
I know that the spirit which is getting up on both sides is
likely to interfere with the progress of the debate.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). It is one of those differences of
opinion which must be decided by the vote.

Mr. DAVIES. Does the hon. gentleman mean to say
that it is right that brute force should be exercised here ?

Mr. LANDRY. Does the hon. gentleman want me to
say what I mean ?

Mr. DAVIES. Yes.
Mr. LANDRY. Then I will, in very few words. I am

speaking for myself entirely, and am not speaking the senti-
ments of anyone else. As an individual member of this
Hlouse, I am thoroughly convinced and satisfied that the
system which is being pursued by the hon. gentlemen on
the other side is as perfect a system of obstruction as they
can possibly make it by organisation, by number, by
ability, by perseverance, by energy, and by a sense of annoy-
ance to us, if they can. I may be wrong, but I am con-
vinced of that. I am convinced of another thing, that it is
intended to carry it on at as great a length as endurance
eau allow it to be carried on by them. Being convinced or
that, I told the hon. gentleman that any argument he might
make for adjournment was talking against time and a waste
of time, and if hon. gentlemen on this side think as I do, if
he does net want te waste time, he will take the vote, and
if hon, gentlemen think as I do, they will vote the adjourn-
ment down.

Mr. DAVIES. If every hon. member felt as the hon.
member for Kent says he does, it would be another matter.
He says: I intend to carry this through by brute
force, 1 care not whether it is reasonable or unreason-
able. Hè says he wants no argument and will listen to no
argument, whatever it may be, because he as made up his
mind.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). You do not call what you
have been talking argument ?

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. member for Victoria was not in
his place, and did not hear the discussion.

Mr. McCALLUM. I complain, on behalf of the people of
this oountry, of the waste of time in this House, caused by
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the obstruction of the hon. gentlemen opposite. They are
not satisfied with our having trouble enough on our hands
now, with our having fire in the North-West, but they want
to burn the other end of the candle. They are obstructing
legislation, not to-day or the day before, but for the last
month. They have moved an adjournment. Was it not
the same the other night ? Did they not discuss a motion
to adjourn for hours ? Now they are talked ont on argu-
ment, they cannot find any more, and so they want to
discuss this motion to adjourn. Was there ever any
obstruction in any Parliament in the world to equal it.
Have they not made their boasts outside of this House that
we could not pass this Bill ? I do not know what is going
to be done about it. I would be the last man to curtail the
power and the rights of a minority in this House, bu+
when that minority abuses its privileges and seeks to drive
us, it is a serions matter. They say they control this flouse
now. For eight bours you could hear a pin drop, while
these fellows were reading the whole Library, and they do
not think how much it costs the people of this country.
The people will know it, and will hold them responsible.
They tel[ us that we want to go on. If we spend eight
hours discussing the word "Indian " to-night, when are we
going to get through ? It is all very well for them to say
it is time to go home, but I hope the Government will not
agree to anything of tie kind, but will show that they and
their supporters are anxious to get on with the business of
the country, and let the responsiblity rest upon the
shoulders of the Opposition.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman says that the word
" Indian " has been discussed for eight hours, and that
shows it was obstruction. He knows that this is a pro-
posal to enfranchise a large portion of the population which
has not votes now. I repeat that the discussion upon this
important question has not been unduly prolonged. There
has been no talking against time, no reading extracts, and
the reference to the proceedings of the past few days is
quite irrelevant. We have been proceeding with a fair
discussion of this Bill; that discussion is, perhaps, not pro-
perly finished, but we are willing to allow the vote to be
taken on this clause, on the understanding from the Govern-
ment that we shall then adjourn.

Mr. WHITE (Bastings). The other evening I had
somethig to do with an arrangement made by the hon.
member for Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), and I must say that
the leaders of the Opposition were anxious to close the
House at two o'clock, but they could not control their fol.
lowers. I know that Sir Richard Cartwright and Mr.
Blake were both anxious to close the House, but the member
for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) and a few of his friends
would not allow it. Now, what are we to do ? We
are sitting here hour after hour. I do not think there is a
gentleman on the other side who could make a motion
which would be more considered than the hon. momber for
Oxford (Mr. Sutherland), for he has insulted no one, and
does not try to insult any one. I agree witi the hon gen-
tleman that this matter of enfranchiiing Ihe Indians is a
serious matter, but I think many things have been said
which should not have been said. If the leaders on this side
could make an arrangement with the leaders on the other
side, it would be all right, but the leaders of the Opposition
do not approve of thus prolonging the discussion. The
hon. gentleman who has just spoken knows that no country
can afford to allow an Opposition to drive a Government
into a corner.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman has paid me a very
high compliment, but an entirely undeserved one. I was
not aware that I had power to prevent the leaders of the
Opposition from agreeing to an adjournment, and I cer-
tainly did not try to interfere with them. This word
"Indian "involves the whole question, and if we pass this par-
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agraph we admit the whole Indian franchise. We are.having
3 the discussion now instead of having it soattered over the

whole Bill. We have not been talking against time, at all
events to-day. If my own remarks have been longer and
less concise than was proper, it must be remembered that
at this hour of the night my intellectual faculties are not as
clear and my voice is not in as good order as 'In the earlier
part of the day. Hon. gentlemen on the other side who
cry "question " and "go on " simply want to bark dis-
cassion upon the matter, or at ail events they lay them-.
selves open to that suspicion.

Mr. HESSON. We feel our responsibility as much as
the gentlemen on that side. We have iven them all the
time they wanted. If they have not m e it clear to our
intelligence yet, we will give them further opportunity.
We have listened until patience has ceased to be a virtue.
I am not content to adjourn the debate, in order to allow
them to go to the Library and gather more books and
occupy eight or ten hours more in discussing a word.

Mr. SUTHERLAND (Oxford). I moved this resolution
in good faith. I wished to do so some time ago. The rea.
son was, that several members on the Government side of
the House, the other evening, when the scenes were going
on, remarked to me that, if the Opposition had agreed to
carry that clause, we might have adjourned at a reasonable
hour. I believe that if we were to sit here on the under.
standing that the time should be made the best use of, and
that we should adjourn at a reasonable hour, sny two or
three o'clock, the business would proceed very much faster.
I believe that sincerely. The member for Monck (Mr.
McCallum) talked about our driving the Government.
That seems ridiculous, when they are two or three to one.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not think any hon. gentleman on
this side has any cause to complain, either of the action of
the hon. gentleman who has just spoken or that of
the hon. member for Queen's, P. E. I. (Mr. Davies),
during this protracted and extraordinary discussion. I say,
frankly and freely, that I have no fault to find with either
of these gentlemen, except in this, that they have by their
presence acquiesced in the course pursued by other hon.
gentlemen. The hon. member for Oxford must know, if he
has paid any attention at all to parliamentary tactics, that
one-third ofthe members of the flouse can easily obstruct
its business, in face of the decided opposition of the other
two-thirds. In England, similar tactics to those adopted by
hon. gentlemen opposite have been pursued by about twenty.
five or thirty members, who have kept the bouse sitting for
months doing nothing, owing to their obstructive tactics. I
must confess I was a little surpised to hear the hon. member
for Queen's say that the discussion to-night had not been
unduly prolonged. We had a very able and eloquent
speech from the leader of the Opposition, which was followed
by one of an acrimonious character, delivered by the hon.
member for Bothwell, and to which scarcely any one paid
attention. These were replied to by the leader of the
Government, and he was followed by the hon. member for
Brant, in his usual able manner, and I frankly con.
fess I thought thon that the question had been
exhaustively discussed; but the discussion has been
carried on until nearly five o'clock this morning.
Considering we have been on this Bill about fifty-
five hours and have not yet passed fifty lines of it, it
must be evident te every one that the discussion has been
unduly prolonged; and hon. gentlemen who say it has not,
are surely not sincere in their statement. We are just as
anxious, if not more so, than the hon. member for Queen's,
to return home and attend to our private duties, but when
we hear in the lobbies of the House the declaration coming
from prominent mon on that side that this Bill shall not
become law, even if we have to romain here six months, we
are only pursuing the right course in allowing members of
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the Opposition to talk as long as they please, and they
should not find fault with us for not interrupting them.
The assertion of the hon. member for West Elgin, that the
members of the Government are attempting to burk dis-
cussion is on a par with everything we have heard for the
last three days. If, since three o'clock yesterday, the com-
mittee has not risen, how can we be charged with trying to
bark discussion ? A gentleman in the Russell louse was
told by a member of the party opposite that the leader of
the Government was supposed to be weak in health, and
that the moment they got him into the House they would
worry him until he would be obliged to give way. A more
infamous policy has never been pursued, in the worst con-
ducted Parliament in Christendom.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Name, name.
Mr. CASEY. I rise to a point of order. The hon. gen.

tieman has stated that a prominent member of this party
made a statement in the Russell House, which he properly
characterised as infamous.

Mr. BOWELL. I did not allude to you.
Mr. CASEY. I must say that in spite of his occasional

little ebullitions of temper, the Minister of Customs is evi-
dently a fair-minded man. In making this charge generally,
against a prominent member of this side, he should either
name that member or withdraw the charge.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. There is no point of order in what
the hon. gentleman has raised. He has merely called on
the Minister of Customs to name the person. This the
Minister is not obliged to do unless he chooses.

Mr. CASEY. He must name him if he is a member.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. I have given my ruling.
Mr. BOWELL. I am not out of order, and have the right

to the iloor.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I think the Chair ought to

hear what is said on this side before undertaking to decide.
The Minister of Customs charged a member on this side
with having made an infamous statement. It is the duty of
the Chair to call on the hon, gentleman to withdraw the
charge or explain it. It is a reflection on all the mnembers
of the Opposition, and it is only fair that any one who is
guilty of making a statement like that should be made known.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I have ruled that the Minister of Cus-
toms was not out of order in refusing to answer.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman must withdraw the
statement, unless he did not refer to a member of the
House.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not hesitate to repeat what I said.
I said that a certain member of the House had used the
expression in the Russelli louse to another gentleman,
that they could not do anything with this matter as long as
the leader of the Government was out, but as soon as they
could get hi m into the House they could wear him out, on
account of his supposed age and infirmity. I say a course
of attack of that kind is infamous.

Mr. CAMERON (buron). I rise to a point of order.
The Minister of Customs has repeated the statement, that this
outrageous and scandalous assertion was made by a mem-
ber of Parliament. He las no right to make -a statement
of that kind, of a member of Parliament. If a member of
Parliament said such a thing, he was guilty of an infamy
of which no member should be guilty.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The statement of the Minister of
Customs is not out of order.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not desire to prolong this discussion,
but would simply say, on behalf of the Government, that we
are very anxious not only to go on but to complete the

Mr, BOwELL,

business of the Session. We have had not only no assistance
from the Opposition, but everything has been done to
prolong the Session unduly. It is the duty of the Opposition
to give a Bill of this importance a fair discussion and
criticism, but certainly there is no parallel in the history of
the country for the conduct of the parliamentary Opposi-
tion such as we have witnessed this last month. We had
an exhibition of it in the Cattle Disease Bill and the Civil
Service Bill, on both of which days were wasted in pro.
longed, useless discussions; and here we have been discussing
this clause in the Bill before us for the last six hours with-
out a single new idea having been advanced. We are now
asked to adjourn, in order to enable hon. gentlemen opposite
to repeat the same useless discussion. If that is the policy
laid down by the Opposition, we may as well fight them
out of it as long as we have physical endurance to do so.

Mr. DAVIES. Our proposition is not that we should now
adjourn and renew the discussion at three o'clock on this
clause, but that the resolution before the House should be
disposed of finally and that we should then adjourn.

Mr. WHILTE (Cardwell). The hon. gentleman does not
quite agree with the hon. member for West Elgin, who said
there were several other amendments to be made on this
clause.

Mr. CASEY. Not on this clause
Mr. WHITE. If I did not misunderstand the hon. gen-

tleman, he declared there were a number of gentlemen who
had amendments to make, but were physically incapable to
make them now, and therefore he desired an adjournment.
No doubt, if hon. gentlemen opposite wanted to discuss this
Bill in a reasonabte way, we could adjourn at two o'clock
and resume the discussion the next day, as is usually done
with other Bills. But statements have been made by hon.
gentlemen opposite, that they intend to fight this Bill out
through the Session.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Name.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The hon. member for Both-

well said so to the Minister of Public Works, and the whole
question which arises is, whether a minority in Parliament
is to have the control of Parliament. Under our rules the
fullest discussion is afforded, and wisely, I think-although
in England they have found it necessary to make the means
of preventing abuse-to the minority, so that they may not
be prevented from that discussion by the vote of the majo.
rity; but the only question now before us is not really the
Franchise Bill at all, but whether a minority in Parliament
can manage to defeat a measure, by simply talking against
time. I think the House shoutd show that the majority
has rights in Parliament as well as the minority, and that a
Government measure shall be passed, even though the
minority make up their minds to defeat it, as it has been
declared that the intention is to defeat it by talking against
time.

Mr. DAVIES. As to the apparent want of faith as to
the qfestion of woman suffrage, as I was a party to the
settlement, I beg to inform the hon. gentleman that the
question before the House was woman suffrage in the Pro-
vine of Quebec.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). And the "or her " was in the
same clause.

Mr. DAVIES. The question before the House was that
the woman suffiage in Quebec should be retained. The
agreement was that the vote should be taken on that one
point, and it was taken, and the hon. gentleman is wrong
in saying the discussion was renewed on that section
at aIl. It was as to refusing the suffrage to women in the
other Provinces, which never had been debated or touched
upon at all. I trust the hon. member will neither entertain
the idea nor give currency to it in the lonse or in the
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country that, in an arrangement made across the House,
there was the slightest breach of faith, because there was
not. It was understood by all parties that the discussion
was eonfined to Quebec alone.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). That is nonsense.

Mr. DAVIES. And no reference was made to preventing
discussion on the question whether women should have the
suffrage in other parts of the Dominion. When the second
section came up, the First Minister said that, after the dis-
Cussion, le had decided, in deference to the view of the
Hlouse, to take it out of that part of the Bill.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman is not strictly
accurate in his statement.

Mr. CASEY. It is the same in effect if not in words.

Mr. BOWELL. I quote from Hansard, page 1388.
(The hon, gentleman quoted the remarks of Sir John A.
Macdonald, Mr. Blake, Mr. Langelier, and Mr. Girouard.)
If you look back to tho first speech made by the leader of
the Goverument in introducing the Bill, you will find that
he made the statement that he would not hazard the Bill on
the question of female suffrage, and that, if the House
decided against that principle, he would not insist upon it.

Mr. DAVIES quoted the remarks of Sir John A.
Macdonald, at page 1444 of the Debates.

Mr. CASEY. Before the vote it was an open question'
but after the vote the Government distinctly abandoned the
principle.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I do not think there was any
breach of faith, so far as we were concerned, because the
clause had reference only to the Province of Quebec. As
to this discussion, hon. gentlemen must not suppose that
members of this House are going to allow the debate to be
confined to members who spring up in the earlier stages so
as to prevent others from taking part in the discussion. So
far, the discussion has been confined to about half a dozen
members on this side. I know there are others who desire
to speak, including myself. The hon. gentleman says we
have discussed the word "Indian " for eight hours. That
is not so. This interpretation clause covers a great deal
more than the word "Indian ;" it covers the rights of the
Indians to the franchise. It is not fair, at this hour in the
morning, to force those members who desire to speak to now
discuss the question. One difficulty is, that Ministers have
refused to answer questions put to thiem as to the meaning
of particular sections and phrases. If you cannot get infor-
mation when you ask it from the Goverument, you are
practically working in the dark. This debate has been
prolonged because hon. members have not seen fit to
answer the questions which we have had a right to put to
them. The Minister of Customs complains, and if the state-
ment were true he would have a right to complain, that some
members of the Opposition have stated that there was a
disposition to talk on this matter all summer if necessary.
I am not aware of any such statement having been made.
We are bound to discuss this question fully. The member
for Monck (Mr. McCallum) charges us with wasting the
time of the louse. I deny that. Until the last two or
three weeks the only time that has been wasted ias been
solely by the fault of the Government. Everybody knows
that for two months and a-half we did not do two days'
solid work. If the Government desire to have the business
of the country properly discussed and their measures
properly analysed, it is not when the Session is in its dying
hours that that can be done. The people have a right to
complain of what has been done in Parliament, which is the
fault of hon. gentlemen on the other side of the House. Io
it not the fact that in the caucus it was charged against the
Government that they were responsible for the delay?
They were charged with it in their osauos.

Mr. BOWELL. How do you know?
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Never mind.
Mr. BOWELL. It is not true.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). It is true.
Mr. BOWELL. It is not true. You may have been

spying around, or may have had some spies there, but no
such complaint was ever made.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). How does the hon. gentleman
know?

Mr. BOWELL. Because I was there, and had a right to
be there.

Mr. CAM.ERON (Haron). Were you there all the time?
The Government have been charged with delay in bringing
down their measures.

Mr. BOWELL. You said it was in the caucus.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I do not care whether it was

in or out.
Mr. BOWELL. That statement is just as true as the

other.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). We have a right to have the

debate adjourned from time to time, in order to give us an
opportunity to analyse the provisions of the Bill. The hon.
member for Monck says we have difficulties in the North-
West. So we have, but we are not responsible for them.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes, you are.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). We regret them, and the

Government muet take the responsibility when the proper
time cones, and they shall have it, too. It may be said
that a handful of men in this Parliament may obstruct the
business, but there is nothing to warrant the hon, gentle-
man, during last night and this morning, in charging the
Opposition with any obstructiveness. One member may be
a little more discussive than another. We have not all got
the logical, clear mind of the Minister of Custome, and if
some speakers stray a little from the point under discussion,
that is no reason why the debate should be forced to a close
at once. There is another reason why the debate sbould not
be adjourned now. A Government supporter declared in
Parliament that this was a radical and revolutionary pro-
position.

An hon. MEMBER. Which ?
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). This Franchise Bill. If that

was declared by a supporter of the Government, surely we
are not to be called upon to pass upon every clause of such
a measure at once. If any member of the Opposition, in
or out of Parliament, made use of any such language as the
Minister of Custome, he i unworthy of a place in Parliament.
I have no hesitation in stating that if any member of the
Opposition, in or out of Parliament, made use of any such
insinuation or language as that of which the Minister of
Castoms accused him, hoeis unworthy of a place in Parlia-
ment. We arc not figb4ing the battle against one individual
but against the Government and the followers of the Govern-
ment. If because the leader of the Government, for whom
personally every one of us entertains the highest possible
respect, whatever we may think of him politically, through
advancing years has become weak physically, a member of
the Opposition would attempt to avail himself of that weak-
ness by protracting the discussion, in the hope that by so
doing he would keep the First Minister in his place in the
House, that member is unworthy of a place in Parliament.
We do not wage war in that way, but with the Government
as a whole.

Mr. BOWELL. There is scarcely a man on that side
who has not asked, Why is not the leader of the Govern-
ment here ?
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Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I know of no man, except one,
who asked that question, and even if we did ask it, is it not
reasonable on our part that we should desire that the hon.
gentleman who has charge of the Bill, who really knows
all about it, should be in his place to answer questions. A
number of questions were put, and there was not a soul on
the Ministerial benches who could answer them. If the
leader of the Government is absent because he cannot stand
the strain of the late hours, why should not the same rule
apply to other persons. There are mon here as aged and
more feeble than the First Minister, and they have a right
to be hore during the discussion, and it is not fair that the
discussion should be kept going at a time when they are
unable to be present. If this proposition were similar to
that adopted by the Ontario Legislature, in giving a vote
to the enfranchised Indians who had accumulated property,
independent of their rights to the reserve, I would at once
concede the principle that they should be entitled to vote,
but that is not the proposition of the Government. The
First Minister said this Bill enfranchised all Indians, civil-
ised and uncivilised, Christian and pagan, and we should
have more time to discuss a sweepng measure of this
nature than the Minister of Customs is disposed to give us.

Mr. RYKERT. The hon. gentleman has repeated the
statement that we have delayed the proceedings of the
House durin g the whole Session, and the hon. member for
Brome (Mr. Fisher) said the other night that we did not get to
work for something like two months. I want to lay before the
House certain facts. I have made an analysis of the time the
House bas been in session since the Session began. I found
that the House adjourned once between three and four
o'clock, four times between four and five d'clock, four times
at six o'clock, three times between eight and nine o'clock,
twelve times between ten and eleven o'clock, seven times
between eleven and twelve o'clock, fourteen times between
twelve and one o'clock, four times botween two and three
o'clock, once between three and four o'clock, twice between
five and six o'clock-in all fifty-nine sessions up to Monday,
or 474 hours, averaging eight hours per day. One hon.
gentleman bas said that for the first six wesks we did not sit
at all. During the last forty-seven days the louse has not
adjourned at any time before ton o'clock, but the average
working of the House during this Session has been eight
hours a day. In 1877 the House sat fifty-nine days, 418
hours, or seven hours daily. Certain hon. gentlemen, among
them the hon. member for West Elgin, spoke no less than
seventy-three times on one point. Hon. gentlemen opposite
spoke about 100 times, so they will see that they have been
the cause of delay in the discussion of this House. If they
will consult Jlansard, hon, gentlemen opposite will find that
their speeches on this Bill occupy 258 columns, while those
of the Ministerial supporters only occupy twenty-one.

Mr. CHARLTON. With reference to the remarks by the
hon. member for Lincoln, I must say that as the Govern-
ment measures were not introduced during the first couple
of months of the Session, the time of the flouse was taken
up with private legislation. • The Bill we are considering
was introduced at an early day of the Session, and it might
have been printed and discussed at an early day, without
loss of time, and had the Government brought this measure
down then we would not have taken so much time in the
discussion on the Budget Speech. There are, besides, a large
number of important Bills which were to have been dis.
posed of, such as the Insolvency Bill, the Court of Claims
Bill, and a number of other Bills, which will have now to be
held over, simply because the Government did not bring its
measures down in time. The Minister of Customs asserts
that the business of the House is now being obstructed, and
informs us that a small fraction of the members of Parlia.
ment can seriously impede the work of the House. That
undoubtedly is true, and in consequence of such obstruction

Mr. CumaoN (Huron).

the Government of England were obliged to adopt new
rules in regard to procedure. Have we obstructed the
House on this Bill for months?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Yes.

Mr. CHARLTON. No; we have not. Are we a more
faction, or do we represent a party of this Dominion, a very
large proportion of the voters in this Dominion ? We do. We
represent, possibly, a majority of the inhabitants of the
Dominion. We are not a faction, like the Parnell faction.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Worse.

Mr. CHARLTON. We are theduly accredited Oposition
-Her Majesty's loyal Opposition in this House. Z have
functions to perform. We have a right to criticise certain
measures, particularly measures of this kind. To say that
we were guilty of obstruction because, when we went into
committee on the Bill, we asked for an adjournment at three
o'clock in the morning, is an assertion the hon. gentleman
ought not to make. This is a Bill which requires careful
consideration; it is one of greater importance than has
ever before been introduced into the Parliament of Canada;
and although we have not proceeded far in regard to the
wording of the Bill, we have been debating a number of the
most important principles involved in it. We have dis-
cussed the question of woman suffrage so fully that there is
no need to refer to it again. We have passed to
the next most important provision in the Bill,
probably-Indian enfranchisement-and the spirit in
which the discussion has been carried on has been unexcep-
tionable. It is not fair to say that we have been guilty of
any factiousness at this stage of the proceedivgs. I will
acknowledge that, at the previous sitting of the House, after
the hour had arrived when we ought to have adjourned and
the Government refused to adjourn, and showed a disposi-
tion to force a consideration of the Bill and trample upon
the rights of the minority, the scenes in this flouse were
not consistent with parliamentary decorum and dignity.
But we are not responsible for that. We asked for an
adjournment at the proper time, and we are asking the same
thing to-day. We are willing to take a vote upon this
feature of the Bill, and pass to other features, on condition
that we have an adjournment. It is said that members have
made boasts in the lobby that they are going to do this and
that. I do not know what they may have said. There
are indiscreet men, who may say, in an ebullition of
feeling what is not a settled conviction, but the Opposition
intend to discuss this Bill on its merits fairly, and they only
ask that the Govern ment shall give them adjournments at a
reasonable hour. We pledge ourselves that our opposition
will flot be factiou, that we will not talk against time and
that our discussion of tiis Bill will be pertinent and legiti-
mate. It is useless to expect that we can get throught the
Bill in one or two sittings, but the desire of the Opposition
is to discuss the Bill pertinently and fairly. My hon. friend
from East Hastings (Mr. White) referred to an arrange-
ment with which I had something to do, although I acted
merely as a go-between, and after some time referred the
hon. gentleman to a person higher in the ranks of the party
than myself, as to an arrangement with regard to the second
reading, and ho instances, as a hardship and a breach of
faith, the fact that that debate was prolonged till five o'clock
in the morning. When talking with the hon. gentleman I
said it was desirable to close the discussion about two or
three o'clock, but I said it was almost impossible to control
these matters to a minute or an hour. The fact was, ho w-
ever, that the discussion closed before many members who
wished to speak had spoken on the subject. I wished to
make some remarks, but i forebore to do so, and some other
members wore in the same position. This Indian question
is a very serious one. The iuister of Oustomas sys that
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to the best of his belief we have determined to weary out
the leader of the Government.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. CHARLTON. Does our conduct indicate anything

of the kind ?
Some hon. MEMBERS. Yes.
Mr. CHARLTON. How many hours is it since the

leader of the Government left his place, and what member
of the Opposition has referred to the fact of his absence?
We have shown no desire to weary him. We recognise
that, at his age, ho is incapable of standing tbat strain upon
his constitution that hon. gentlemen seem dotermined to
impose upon the rest of us. It is a good reason for asking
for the adjournment of this debate that the Minister who is
reponsible for the Bill is not in his place, and that the very
next question which may be referred to is one that demands
his presence.

Mr. BOWELL. Just as soon as you reach it, ho will be
here.

Mr. CHARLTON. The fHouse is not in a position to
discuss it without him. How many Ministers have been in
their places during this discussion ? I came here at two
o'clock and there was not a Minister of the Crown in bis
place.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes, there was.
Mr. CHIARLTON. Since I have been here, there have

been only two or three-the Minister ofCustoms, the Minis-
ter of Agriculture and the Minister of Inland Revenue.

Some hon. MEMBERS. And the Minister of Militia.
Mr. CHARLTON. Yes ; I beg the hon. gentleman's

pardon. But we are entitled to ask for the presence of the
Frst Minister, with such reasonable absence for rest as

may be necessary. The hon. member for Monck says we
have talked for eight hours against time. We have done
nothing of the kind. We have spent eight hours in a most
proper discussion of this Bill. I know that the decision
arrived at by the members of the Opposition was that, until
a reasonable hour for adjournment, they would proceed with
the discussion, without any desire to obstruct the pro-
ceedings.

Some bon. MEMBERS. The decision was not kept.
Mr. CHARLTON. If the Government will meet us half

way, we can proceed in a legitimate manner, which will
meet with the approval of the country and of all parties in
this House; but if it is to be insisted upon that the House
shall sit night and day, and shall be prolonged beyond
three o'clock, then the consequences cannot be averted. 0f
course bon. gentlemen have a very great majority. We
are in their hande.

Mr. BOWELL. No; we are in yours.
Mr. CHARLTON. Of course they will pass this Bill.
Mr. BOWELL. We intend to.
Mr. CHARLTON. But we have a right to lay before the

country our objections to it.
Mr. BOWELL. No one is preventing you.
Mr. CHARLTON. The member for Monck tells us that

the Government have trouble enough without our troubling
them further.

Mr. McCALLUM. The bon. gentleman is misrepresent-
ing me. I did not say that the Government had trouble, but
that the people of the country were at a large amount of
expenditure in the North-West, and the Opposition were
abusing their priviloges by useless discussion and by reading
the whole Library. I wish the people of the country were
liere and oould get a glimpse of their actions.

Mr. CHAR LTON. I re-ocho the wish. I wish every
voter could sit here and see the obvions animus of some of
the measures which are introduced. I accept the explana-
tion of the hon. member for Monck, but if he had said that
difflculties beset the Government the assertion would have
been true. We have no desire to take advantage of these
difficulties. We regret that the condition of the country is
such as it is, and we believe that the Governmont is respon.
sible for a portion of it, at any rate-I do not refer to the
North-West particularly, but to the financial and other
troubles of the country. It is unfair, however, to claim
that the Opposition are not warranted in taking the time
which is necessary to point out what they believe will be a
still greater calamity than any that bas yet affected
Canada, if this measure becomes law. Do you suppose that
it is an object to the members on this side, who ave no
Government patronage, to keep this House in session for
weeks ? There is not a member on this side who is not sit
ting here to his own detriment and loss, and who would not
be glad to shake the dust of Ottawa from his feet. We
remain bere only in the public interest and from a sense of
duty. We have no desire to make a factious opposition to
this Bill. We ask the Governmont to adopt a reasonable
policy, and we pledge ourselves that our criticisms on this
Bill shall be reasonable and proper. If the Government
had taken us at our word, and agreed to an adjourn ment at
half-past four, the discussion on this motion would not have
taken place now. The hon. member for Kent tells us that
ho knows, and we ought to know, that our arguments will
not convince bon. gentlemen opposite. That is tantamount
to saying that there is no use at all in arguing the question,
as hon. gentlemen opposite have already decided it, and the
conclusion is a foregone conclusion with them.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). I said that the argument for
adjournment would not convince me; I never spoke about
the other argument.

Mr. CHARLTON. I accept the hon. gentleman's state-
ment. There are cogent reasons for an adjournment, and
I am sorry the bon. gentleman bas made up his mind on
that question. I do not know whether ho has made up his
mind to refuse an adjournment, owing to the obaracter of
the Bill or to the propriety and reasonableness of the
request. I say it is unreasonable to insist that the discus-
sion should proceed at this hour; the introduction of tacties
of this kind always recoils on those who introduce them,
and hon. gentlemen opposite will find that they will not
derive any advantage in the end from the course they are
pursuing.

Mr. WIGLE. It is all very well for hon. gentlemen
opposite to plead for an adjournment, but we happen to
know a little about it. I met one of their whips, Mr. Trow,
yesterday afternoon, about six o'clock, and asked him
if ho had another book to read. He said: "I have no moro
books to read ; I would not have spoken yesterday, for 1
have enough to do in my capacity as whip, were it not that
1 had to fill in the time," and ho added: "ThisBill will not
pass the House, if we have to sit six months." Rave we
not, besides, every evidence to lead us to believe that
is the intention of hon. gentlemen opposite. Did not the
hon. member for South Grey speak three or four hours
against time, without mentioning a single provision of the
Bill, yet these hon. gentlemen say all they want is a fair
discussion. Well, if they are going to fight this Bill out
for six months, I say let us condense the six months into
one solid month, and get through.

Mr. DAVIES. The language of the hon. gentleman is
utterly uncalled for. I think ho should have reserved
what ho had to say about the hon. member for Perth
(Mr. Trow) until that gentleman was present, I would
like tO have the opimon of that hon. gentlema asto
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whother he was speaking jocularly or seriously. The policy
of the Opposition is to be taken from the statements of its
leader, and not from anything any member of the party can
say. When the hon. member says that we wish for an
adjournment for the purpose of renewing the debate, he is
entirely astray. I defy hon. gentlemen opposite to instance
a case in parliamentary history where a proposal was
made by members of the Opposition, at an early hour
in the morning, for an adjournment, after taking a vote
on the resolution in question, and which was refused.
They are acting tyrannically, and their object is to gag dis-
cussion and prevent the Bill being discussed. They may
succeed eventually in overcoming the physical ability of
the Oppsition to rise to their feet, but we will discuss the
Bill as long as we are able to do it. Talk about sitting here
six monthe! The member for South Essex (Mr. Wigle)
knows that we do not want to sit six months, or three
months, or two months, but we cannot go home and leave
this Bill here. The members from the Maritime Provinces
dare not go home and leave a proposition to disfranchise
half their constituents, if it takes a month or six months,
unless we resign our seats. The 'woman question, the
Indian question, the Chinese question, Prince Edward
Island and manhood suffrage, have all to be discussed intel-
ligently and at length, and I hope not by one side of the louse
only. This ought not to be a party Bill. We are as much
interested in it as you are. The hon. gentlemen need not
hope they are going to rule this country for ever.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes; we do.
Mr. DAVIES. Thon you wore never more mistaken in

this world.
Mr. TAYLOR. I suppose hon. gentlemen opposite have

made the statement that there was no obstruction from
thoir side of the House with a view to its going to the
country. They did not suppose that the members of the
House would receive it as being true. A leading member
of that party, the member for South Perth (Mr. Trow),
their whip, occupied two hours and a-half early in the
evening reading an essay on women. After the statement
which has been made as to what has been said by hon. gen-
tlemen opposite, I think it is the duty of the Government
to push this Bill through, and that it is unreasonable for the
Opposition to ask us to accepttheir statements as in accord-
ance with the fact.

Mr. BURPEE. The hon. member for Kent has told us
that the members on that side of the House have made up
their minds and have their course marked out. Members
on this side of the flouse are not open to the charge of
obstructing the business. Many members desired to speak
on the woman suffrage question, and others on this Indian
question, but the proposition to ad journ is a reasonable one.
Not a minute can be gained by forcing the louse to
remain in Session after a certain hour in the evening or
morning. The Government are forcing a measure which
the country does not require and does not ask for, and the
country will hold the Government responsible for an act of
tyranny and will judge the Government accordingly.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). I did not say that we had made
up our minds on the question before thejHouse, but simply
on the question of the adjournment.

Mr. DAVIES. It is the same thing,
Mr. BURPEE. I accept the hon. gentleman's statement.

I have generally found him to be a fair-minded gentleman,
and I am satisfied that, if the leader of the Government were
called In now, he would not insist upon so tyrannical an act
as is now being attempted.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I think the hon. member for Queen'sj
(Mr. Davies) would have been more consistent if he hadf

llowed the subjeot to close, and moved the adjournmenft, if
Mr. DAVais,

it was proposed that the committee should proceed further.
The member for Sunbury (Mr. Burpee) says there is an
attempt to force this measure, which is not wanted by the
country. This aide of the House is not bound to accept the
decision of hon. gentlemen on that side as to what the
country wants or does not want. I have been some time in
Parliament, and I have always understood that the duty of
an Opposition is to criticise every measure of a Government,
and to represent public opinion, as they understand it. Hon.
gentlemen opposite have not the shadow of a right to say
that any obstacle has been placed in their way in the con-
sideration of this matter. The stronger aide has been lis-
tening patiently to the weaker aide, and is willing to go on.

Mr. DAVIES. Six o'clock in the morning.
Mr. COSTIGAN. If we are compelled to sit to late hours

it is because it is forced upon us by the action of hon. mem-
bers opposite. Lt is quite evident, by the expressions used
in the corridors, by the statement of the hon. member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills), that we should withdraw the Bill and
the discussion would end; by the declarations of the Oppo.
sition press, that this Bill must not pass, and that the Oppo.
sition were going to stop here and obstruct its passage, that
that is the intention of those hon. gentlemen. It las been
asked why the Bill was not brought down earlier in the
Session, but if it had been, we would never have had an oppor-
tunity of saying a word or taking a stop upon any other
matter this Session. The evidence of that is the progreas
we have made since this Bill has been before the House.
They have not only read extracts from all the authors, and
ransacked the Library, but, when that Library, of which we
are all proud, was exhausted, the hon. member for North
Norfolk read the notice paper, and I suppose the next thing
will be the dictionary. Because the name of Indian is in
the dictionary, the hon, gentleman will read it from one end
to the other. When hon. gentlemen opposite say that they
will appeal to the country, and expect the country.to sympa-
thise with them and condemn this aide for tyrannising over
them, they have very little to lean upon.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I believe it would be botter if
we would accede to the proposition of the hon, member for
Queen's and adjourn the debate. I believe that in doing so
we will take away a great deal of harshness and personality
from the discussion, and I am quite willing that we should
again test the good faith of hon. gentlemen opposite on this
occasion. I had something to do with the last arrange-
ment that was made, and I eau say positively that the
leaders were not to blame for the lengthy discussion on the
second reading.

Motion to adjourn negatived.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). The hon. member for Algoma,

as I understood him, expressed himself quite satisfied with
the legislation of the Ontario Parliament in giving the
franchise to Indians, and he appeared to have thIe idea that
this Bill was of the same nature, but the Ontario Bill does
not give the right to vote to the Indian to the same
extent as the Bill we are now discussing. In Ontario
the right is limited to those who are enfranchised
and who are not receiving money grants and annuity
from the Dominion Government under the Indian treaty.
I have no particular interest in this question, bocause there
are no Indiana in my constituency, but I may say that per-
sonally I am of opinion that the enfranchised Indians should
be entitled to a vote, Under the Indian Act of 1876, as
amended by the Act of 1884, the Government have the right
to enfranchise Indiana in various ways. If the Government
are satisfied that the Indians are intelligent they have the
power to divide up the whole reserve into as many parcels
as there are Indians living on it, and the Indians thus become
enfranchised. What we complaiu of, with regard to this
Bill, is that it is not limited to enfranohisod Indians, but its
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provisions are extended to Indians of every class, whether
Christian or pagan, civilised or uncivilised. When I first
read the Bill my opinion was thalt .only the enfranchised
Indians were entitled to vote, but theFirst Minister declared
ttat there was to be no restniction whatever. I have no
objection, not only that the enfranchised Indians
should be entitled to the franchise, but also that
Indians who are not enfranchised, who have accu-
mulated by their thrift and perseverance sufficient
property to qualify them, should be allowed to
exercise the electoral franchise. The Province of Ontario
has goae as far as the circumstances of the case cau fairly
warrant us in going. This Government has gone a step
farther. On what principles does the First Minister propose
to enfranchise every Indian, whether christian or pagan-
civilised or uncivilised? Under this Bill, the moment the
Government see fit to grant representation to the North-
West Territories, and without any further legislation, the
Indians there will all be entitled to vote. That is a proposi-
tien that ought not to be submitted to Parliament. The hon.
member for Algoma quoted some observations that I made
a few days ago, and intimated that I was not in favor of
expenditure on the Indians. The hon. gentleman is mis-
taken. We on this side are willing at ail times that the
public funds of the Dominion should be expended for the
purpose of educating, Christianising! and civilising the
Indians of the Dominion. We are enfranchising the Indian
before we educate him or Christianise him. As I pointed
out a few evenings ago, the word "Indian," as defined
in the Indian Act, would include squaws, who would
therefore have the right to vote under this Bill.
I say that if this Bill remains untouched, the wife of the
Indian will be entitled to vote. That is an extraordinary
proposition. But it is a minor one. What I object more
particularly to is to give the franchise to the Indians of the
class to which the hon. gentleman has alluded. In the
United States, where the franchise is more liberal than the
hon. gentleman proposes to make it here by the present
Bill, there has never been any proposition to enfranchise
the whole Indian population. There the Indian is entitled
to vote, but it is the enfranchised Indian, the educated and
civilised Indian. This proposal goes further. Hon. gentle-
men opposite pride themselves on drawing their inspira-
tions from England, but I am not aware that in England
people occupying the position that these Indians do here,
that of being supported by the Government, enjoy the
franchise. Every year we vote millions of money to feed
and clothe those Indians, because they are the infants of the
Dominion. IEow is it to be expected, then, that they will have
sufficient intelligence to make a proper exercise of that
great privilege which this measure will confer upon them.
I would refer hon. gentlemen opposite to President Hayes'
inaugural address, in which he lays down a policy of dealing
with the Indians that it would be well for this Government
to follow; and certainly, from the tenor of that address,
nothing was further from the mind of President Hayes
than that this right to exercise the franchise should
be given to the Indians without restriction. There
is no country on the face of the earth which has
ventured to take the step we are now taking. I say it is an
unwise step, fraught with evil consequences in the future.
If we give the Indians the right to vote, we cannot refuse
them the right to send their own representatives to this
louse; and should the Government decide to give repre-
sentation to the Territories, how would the hon. Minister of
Public Works, for instance, like Io have seated among bis
colleagues or near himn Pi-a-pot, or Big Bear, or Strike-him-
on-the-back, or any of the other Indian chiefs, about whom
we hear so much these days. Are hon. gentlemen opposite
prepared to assume that responsibility ? I am very much
afraid, from what they say, that they are prepared to push
through Parliament this Bill which the Firet Minister has

seen fit to introduce, without giving one word of explanation
as to why Parliament should be asked to enfranchise the
uncivilised portion of the community, who may have the
necessary property qualification, simply to gain party
advantage.

Mr. HESSON. This Bill states plainly enough that the
right to vote is given to any male person, including an
Indian, and yet the hon, gentlemen have been trying, for
fifteen hours, to prove that an Indian means asquaw.

Mr. DAWSON. I protest against the unfair and unjust
manner in which the member for West Huron (Mr.
Cameron) has referred to the Indians. He represents them
as medicants, living on the charity of the Government.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I did not use those words.

Mr. DAWSON. The hon. gentleman said they were re-
ceiving relief, feed and clothing from the Government. The
fact is, that the payments and the clothing are not given as
a gratuity, but in payment for value received, in payment
for lands which the Indians have ceded, and no Governnent
can make them more or less. The franchise by this Act is
the same for the Indians as for other people, and before the
Indians can avail themselves of it, they must become civi-
lised, they must have acquired property, and must live in
fixed habitations.

Mr. CHARLTON. We have not occupied, es has been
stated by an hon. member, for fifteen hours in demonstrating
what tho word "Indian " means, but we have spent about
fourteen hours in discussing the propriety of giving votes
to the barbarian Indians. We have offered no factious
opposition to the Bill, but we have made a reasonable
request to adjourn at three o'clock in the morning. It is
brutal to keep here, at this hour, a gentleman whom I see
before me, a man eminent in the republic of letters, the
Clerk of this House, who shows by his haggard countenance
the effects of being compelled to ait here in a state of ill-
nese. I ask if it is reasonable or proper to give the fran-
chise to a wild Indian of the plains, who is now flourishing
the scalping knife and the tomahawk, and ravaging our
settlements in the North-West. Has he the love of country,
and the pride in British institutions, which any man should
have who exercises the right of suffrage? Is that man fitted
to exorcise the functions of a voter ? Does he possess the
intelligence which would qualify him to exercise the fran-
chise ? Does the Indian possess that degree of independence
that will fit him for the discharge of the franchise ? No ; he
cannot discharge the functions of an elector, because he is
not an 'independent man, but is the ward of the Govern-
ment ; he is under the complete control of the Superinten.
dent General of Indian Affairs. Take the statutes in rela-
tion to the Indians of this country, and you will find, in all
the enactments relating to them, that that position of
dependence upon Government officials, that position of,
tutelage appertains to almost every Indian in this
Dominion. (The hon. gentleman here quoted from the
Consolidated Statutes of Canada, 23 Vic., chap 9, sections 6
and 13.) Now, you will see that if an Indian fails
of issue, the property does not descend to his relatives; the
law of succession is abrogated in his case; and the child of
the Indian is the ward of the Superintendent General. Even
in the case of enfranchised Indians, in reference to the
tenor in which they hold property and land, they are not
treated as Indians, and the land escheats to the Crown, in the
absence of direct descendants of the Indian. In the amend-
ments to the Indian Act of 1884 the same principle runs
through the entre Act-that of dependence upoa the
Superintendent General, that feature wh, "hdemonstrates
that the Indian is not in possession of tau full riglits of
citizenship, that even then the enfranchised Indian.is tle ward
of the Government. (The hon. gentlenan rea4 seotion 20,
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and several succeeding sections.) Now, all this relates to
the enfranchised Indians. I maintain that in reference
even to giving the suffrage to enfranchised Indians, it
would be a'grave question whether we should give it to
them under the provisions of this Act, which I have juast
read. It would be a grave question whether, in view of the
obligations under which the agent resta to the Superin-
tendent General, the power possessed by the latter officer
was a power that would prevent the enfranchised Indian, in
most cases, from exercising his franchise, unbiassed and unin-
fluenced by the officials of the Government. Now, the
objections I have raised apply to the enfranchised Indians.
But how is it with regard to the tribal Indians, to the
barbarian Indians, to the pagan Indians ? The great
mass of Indians that come under the provisions of
this Bill are not in the position that the enfranchised
Indians occupy. They have not that degree of
civilisation, that degree of intelligence, that degree
of dependence upon themselves, that the enfranchised
Indians have. On the contrary, the great mass of the
Indians who will be made voters by this Bill are Indians
living in the tribal relation, living within a nationality of
their own, living under a governmont of their own, living
under institutions of their own; and the great mass of them
at this moment are either in open arms against the Govern-
ment or in a state of active or concealed hostility. It is
proposed to entranchise Indians who are still maintaining
tribal relations. But you cannot assimilate these Indians
with the body politic, or make them homogeneous with our
population; they are alien and foreign to us, and have no
element, characteristic or qualification that will fit them
to exercise the sacred right of the suffrage, which is the
privilege and right of a free man. One of the great Ameri-
can poets has said:

" The crowning tact, the kingliest act of freedom, isa free man's
vote.
Will the pagan Indian exercise that function in that spirit?
No. He will be the poor, miserable recipient of the bounty
of the Government, looking for blankets, beads, food and
raiment from the Government, and he will vote every time
for the party in power; and that is the reason why it is
proposed by the party in power to enfranchise them, for
the Indians will become their tools. Is this pagan Indian
superior to the thousands of white men in this country,
some of whom are under arms in the North-West, who do
not happen to possess the property qualification this Bill
requires? Or is he superior to the white woman, who
possesses everythiug required for the franchise, except sex.
Will you give to the naked, untutored barbarian a vote
which we deny to our own sons and to our females, even
although the latter possess the necessary property qualifi-
cation? The proposal is a monstrous One, One which should
be debated, not for fitteen hours, but for fifteen days, before
we assent to such an outrageous proposition. With regard to
citizenship, we may look to the example of the United
States with some little profit to ourselve. ln no
State of the American Union is an Indian made aj
citizen and allowed to vote until he caste off his tribalj
relations. In the State of New York an Indian may
purchase, hold and convey land, and, when a free-
holder to the extent of $100, shall be subject to taxation,1
liable on contracta and under the civil jurisdiction of the1
courts, and a citizen. (Revised Statutes, sec., 169, Vol. 3,
Michigan.) Every civilised male inhabitant of Indian
descent, a native of the United States and not a member of
any tribe. (Constitution, p. 56, art. 7, sec., 7309, Howell's
Consolidated Statutes.) Indians can sue and be sued in
like manner and with same effect as other inhabitants, and
entitled to same judicial rights. In Wisconsin (Revised
Statutes,1878), Indians, when electors, p. 60, sec., 12. Personsc
of Indian blood who have once been declared to be citizens1

Mr. CHARLToN.

by Congress. Civilised personsof Indian descent, not members
of any tribes. Game laws are not to apply to tribal Indians.
(To show how the line of demarkation is drawn in the United
States between tribal Indians and citizen Indians, the hon.
gentleman quoted chapter 365 of the Consolidated Statutes
of New York State, having respect to the Senecas). The
Senecas, he continued, which form a portion of the Six
Nation Indians, were a portion of the most intelligent and
advanced of all the Indian nations on this continent. When
the French and Dutch settlers came into contact with them
they were the Indian power on this continent. They car-
ried their arms to the Mississippi; they exterminated the
Hurons, Eries and other tribes ; they carried their arma to
the Gulf of Mexico and to the Chesapeak Bay. They are
far in advance in manliness and intelligence to all Ameri-
cal Indians, except their brethren of the Six Nations in
Ontario. Yet the Senecas are not considered fit to have
the right to citizenship until they cast themselves aside
from tribal relations and no longer are members of the
Seneca nation. They must become freeholders and be
liable to be s ied on contractsand be under civil jurisdiction,
before they can exercise the right of the franchise and citi.
zenship in ?ewYork State. The way of enfranchisement for
Indians is purposely made difficult in the United States, and
in Minnesota, Nebraska and Kansas there is no provision
for such enfranchisement. Although the United States
Government have dealt generously with the Indiana,
although their policy has been a liberal and humane one,
yet the people of the Union, who have broken down all the
barriers burrounding the suffrage and have given votes to
the colored race, have found it inexpedient to enfranchise
the Indians, except on condition that they abandon their
tribal relations and become citizens. Under no conceivable
circumstances are we warranted in going beyond this policy
that has prevailed in the United States. It will be an act
of more than folly, it will be an act fraught with dangerous
consequences to the people. This indefinite provision with
respect to Indians should be kicked out of this Chamber, for
it is derogatory to the dignity of the people and an insult
to the free white people of the country to place them on a
level with pagan and barbarian Indiana.

Mr. FISHER. The suffrage is a right which anyone, of
whatever color, should equally possess, provided the basis
on which they clain the suffrage is the same for all. It is
one of the privileges of British subjects, whatever their
color, to rank on the same level with other British subjects,
provided they possess the same property and qualifications,
When the ordinary Indian was placed in the Bill, hon.
members naturally thought it was to provide that when the
Indian possessed the same property qualification as the
white man he should in like manner possess the right to
vote. It, however, we have learned, is intended to include
every Indian in the country who, by any imaginable ruse,
may be considered in the light of an owner, occupant, ten-
ant, or possess the income mentioned in the Bill. Many of
the Indians in the Eastern Provinces are intelligent and
fairly well educated and industrious people, and have
amassed sufficient wealth to enable them, under the pro-
visions of this Bill, to obtain the franchise. No one could
object to those Indiana being enfranchised. There are,
however, large numbers of Indians of a different char-
acter, roving bands, who should never be given such power.
We know that the Indians in contact with civilisation have
always acquired its vices rather than its virtues; and in
consequence they are fast disappearing from the world.
They retain, in spite of civilising influences, the hunting
and predatory instincts of their ancestors; they prefer to get
their subsistence by means of hunting'and fishing than by
means of agriculture. Now, I think the Government ofthis
country have given the Indians every reasonable facility for
becoming a civilised and agricultural population. It has
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supplied them with implements, seed and agricultural
instructors. And what is the result ? According to the
Indian report, in almost every instance they have made but
very little progresu in agriculture. I am aware that in one
of our large Indian reserves, near Montreal, though the
Indians possess land and gardens and houses, and mightraise
sufficient produce for their subsistence, they nevertheless
prefer to engage in boating, fishing and hunting. Now
those Indians on their reserves occupy a peculiar position
in regard to the franchise. The right hon. gentleman has
alluded to the enfranchised Indians and to those that are
not enfranchised, and ho stated last night that if this clause
was only to embrace enfranchised Indians it would
practically embrace no Indians at all. I think that is
the best proof possible that the Indians do not
deserve the right of voting. If, after all the opportunities
and assistance that the Goverument have given the Indians
of this country to put themselves in a position to be enfran.
chised, hardly any of thom have availed themselves of the
advantages and opportunities, it shows plainly that they
have no right whatever to claim any further opportunities
in the same direction. But there is another reason why
they should not be granted the franchise. By the Indian
Act, if an Indian wishes to become proprietor of a small
piece of land in his own name, ho has to get a location
ticket, which enables him to call that lot his own; but still
it does not make him the real possessor of the land. In
fact, he is only an occupant of the property, and would be
held -io be an occupant under this law. Under this law, a
voter must either occupy property for his own use, or he
must be able to obtain from it sufficient to enable him to
live upon it. Under the Indian Act, however, the Indians
who may come under the provisions of this Bill, as occu-
pants, getting their subsistence from the land, still draw
from the Government an annual allowance; and here is my
fundamental objection to these Indians obtaining the
franchise. It seems to me perfectly absurd that any
individual who, in forma pauperis, comes to the Govern-
ment and gets pecuniary assistance to enable him to live,
shall be given the right to say who shall compose the
Government and what its policy shall be. The hon. member
for Inverness (Mr. Cameron) spoke of the Indians in Nova
Scotia and of the school facilities afforded them. Now, it
appears from the Indian report that the Indians have availed
thomselves to a very slight extent of the schools provided
for them. (The hon. gentleman here read from the Indian
report, relative to Indian schools in Nova Scotia.) When
we learned from the First Minister the extent to which the
Bill goes, and that he intends to invest the whole Indian
population with the franchise, I confess, although I am
loath to impute unworthy motives, that I could not help
thinking it was done with the express purpose of obtaining
control of a large number of votes. The provisions of the
Bill all go to show that the hon. gentleman intends to obtain
control, not only of the voters who may be Indians, but of
the whole electorate. It is well known that the Indians
will be under the control and management of the agents.
A person who is interdicted has no control over his
property, and is obliged to go to his trustee or guar-
dian for every trifling favor. So will it be with the
Indians, as regards the agents. If they should become
enfranchised, they will naturally ask the agents how they
are to exorcise that privilege. The agent is sure to be a
political supporter of the Government. If a Conservative
Government is in power he will be a Conservative. If a
Liberal Government is in power ho will be a Liberal.
These party appointments are a portion of our party system.
The individual will thus have a party bias, and ho will be
able to throw the whele vote of the Indians on his reserve
in favor of the Goveriment, and if he fails to act as they
desire, he is removed. Already there has been the sale and
farming of votes of people employed in large establishments

Ise

in return for legislative enactments which assist the parti-
cular industry. This Bill will add to this vicions system. In
the North-West the Indians occupy a different position from
that of the Indians in the east. They have more extensive
reserves, and can all obtain the certificate of ownership that
would enable them to vote. But these Indians have not even
the semi-civilisation of the Indians of the easternProvinces.
They are practically nomads, spending a great portion of
their time in the saddle. And what is their social condi-
tion ? We find, by the Indian Report, that a majority of
them are still pagans ; not only are they pagans, but we
find from recent events that they still have in them the
savage and ferocious dispositions of ordinary barbarians.
They are ready, on the slightest pretext, to return to their
ancient habits of rapine, pillage and murder ; and yet the
right hon. gentleman proposes to give the franchise to
these Indians, the most of whom are in rebellion against the
Government. There is no practical difference between the
Indians of Manitoba and those of the North-West Territory;
and any Indians who may be enfranchised in Manitoba
under this Bill are in precisely the same condition as the
Indians in the North-West Territory; and as soon as repre-
sentation is accorded to the Indians of the Territories, they
will then obtain their enfranchisement under this Bill. (The
hon. gentleman here read several extracts from the Indian
Report.) This shows that after all the Government have
done to help the Indians obtain their livelihood by means
of agriculture, the Governmont is still obliged to furnish
them with food. And it is such people as these, people
like those who have to be supported by public charity in
our large cities, that the Goverument propose to invest
with the franchise.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds and Grenville). These Indians
will not be enfranchised.

Mr. FISHER. They will, if they succeed in obtaining
individual ownership of any portion of their reserves; and
I have no doubt that the Indian agent will be quite capable
of dividing up the reserves, for the express purpose of
enfranchising these Indians, particularly if ho thinks that
they will vote for the candidate of the Government who
appointed him to office. But the reason I object to these
Indians obtaining the franchise on the conditions proposed
by the Government is, that we practically give thom far
easier facilities than we do to the white population of the
eastern Provinces. Now, I contend that a large number of
the white people in the eastern Provinces are much more
entitled to the right of the franchise than are these
Indians; I allude to the great number of people who, by
this Bill, have not the necessary property qualification
as owner or occupant, a great number of whom live in our
midst. Before semi-civilised or uncivilised Indians are
enfranchised, every white man of full age, and being a resi-
dent, should have the right to vote. I can conceive of no
ground for introducing this Bill, except the Premier's
desire to obtain control, either for himself or for his own
political creatures, of the votes of a large body of the people.
If ho desires simply to extend the franchise, why does ho not
extend it to all people of white race and Christian civilisa-
tion. He is unwilling to do so, because whites are not
easily managed and led to the polls. Indians eau have no
possible conception of the rights and duties attaching to the
franchise. It is true they elect thoir chiefs, but they choose
them because thev are good fighters or hunters; but it can-
not be pretended that they could judge intelligently of the
qualifications of candidates to Parliament. The Indians, if
enfranchised, will hold the balance of power in many con-
stituencies. The Conservatives carried many constituencies
at the-last election by narrow majorities, and the First Min-
ister, no doubt, intends to make those saf. It is impossible
not to impute motives to the hon. gentleman when the pro-
visions of this Bill are exanùied, especially in view of tIe
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manner in which he gerrymandered the constituencies. It
required an all-night session to lead the people to under-
stand the manner in which the hon. gentleman was trifiing
with the question of woman suffrage. This all-night session
will have been valuable if the resuit is that the people shall
understand the motives and actions of the First Minister in
introducing this Billi When they do understand it there
can be no doubt that whenever the general elections may
take place the hon. gentleman and the Government will be
left in the minority.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. This measure is most revolutionary
in its character and most sweeping in its provisions. We
have no quarrel with the Government for endeavoring to
extend the franchise to indians when they possess the
necessary qualifications for receiving that franchise, because
we are just as anxious for the progress, intellectual develop-
ment and material advancement of the Indian, as are hon.
gentlemen opposite. What we object to is that this Bill is
intended to give the franchise to Indians, without imposing
on them a single duty that the possession of the franchise
imposes on other classes of the community. It confers this
privilege, while at the saine time they are held in a state of
tutelage, and they cannot exercise the franchise in an inde-
pendent manner. No means are proposed for emancipating
the Indians from Government control. They are completely
under the control of the Government, and they must neces-
sarily vote as they are told by the agents. In other words
they muet vote for supporters of the Government. (The hon.
gentleman quoted from the Indian Act of 1880, showing the
composition of the Indian Department and the powers.
given to agents.) Hle continued to say that under the Con
solidated Act it was provided that an Indian should be in
p ossession of a freohold before he can obtain the franchise.

ow, it is proposed to remove all such restriction. All
that was needed under this Bill was that an Indian
should settle down on a piece of land, which, together
with his personal belongings, should be of the value
of $150, in order to qualifiy him to become an elector.
It provides no means by which he shall exercise
bis vote in an intelligent and independent manner.
(The hon. gentleman proceeded to read several sections
from the several Indian Acts.) Now., just please note the
effeet of this clause. It holds the Indian in a complete
state of terror. He cannot remove a sapling from the
public highways, or a particle of the soil; he cannot
remove a stone fromthe public highway, without subjecting
himself to an enormous fine, which may be collected from
him by the approval of the Superintendent General; yet it
is proposed, under the present Act, to enfranchise the Indians
while they are still held in a practical state of servitude to
the Superintendent General. No proposition more mon-
strous has ever been preposed in any country where the
English language is spoken. The Superintendent General
las the right, practically, to place them in solitary confine-
ment. That officer or the Minister of the Interior have it
in their power, if the Indian is guilty of any of these
little offences, and if he does not vote as the Super-
intendent wants him to do, the officiais may order
his imprisoninent withont any appeal. (The hon.
gentleman continued to read from the Indian Act.)
To persons suffering under great disabilities and disqualifi-
cations, it is proposed to hand over the franchise. In 1884
the Indian Act was amended. (The hon. gentleman read
various clauses of the Act, and showed that an Indian can-
not perform what is considered the most eacred rights of a
man, namely, that of saying who shall receive and hold hie
property after death.) An Indian's will shall only have
Srce, if, after bis death, it reeeives the approval of the band
tnd of the Superintendent General of Indian Affairs. If it
-does not receive such approval, it is provided that he shall
be held to have died intestate. The clauses of the Act

Mr. F sma.

show that the Superintendent-General holda autocratie
power over the Indians. The idea running throughout the
whole Indian Act is to keep the Indians in a complete
state of tutelage. Such provisions are no doubt wise; but
in the view of all right-thinking people a proposal to
change the law, without giving the Indians more liberty or
imposing on them duties of citizenship, and to give
them the franchise, is simply to place them as voters under
the direct control of the Superintendent General and
hie agents. The proposition is a monstrous one, and such
a one as was never before submitted to any Parliament in
which the English language isspoken. By chapter 28 of the
statute of 1884 it is provided that Indians who have made
large advances in material prosperity can secure muni-
cipal institutions. But those institutions are just as much
under the control of the Superintendent-General as are all
other Indian affaire. (The hon. gentleman read clause 5,
respecting the election of councillors, and pointed out that
the Indian agent should preside at the election.) Under
section 11 a councillor can. be removed for immoral and
other improper conduct by the Superintendent General.
The practical working of this section, if the present Bill
should become law, would be, that if an Indian councillor
did not cast his vote and act in a manner to please the
Superintendent General or hie agents a charge could be
brought against him, and if proved to the satisfaction of the
Superintendent General, he could be dismissed from his
office as councillor, without appeal. I think enough has
been said to prove that this Act ought not to become law,
that it is a disgrace to the age in which we live to propose
such an Act, that it is an insult to the people of the country
to bring such an Act before the representatives and ask
them to make it law.

Mr. RINFRET. (Translation.) Mr. Chairman, I deem it
my duty not to allow this important measure of Indian
suffrage to pass without making a few remarks. I believe
the Government was wrong in not accepting the amend-
ment of the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mille). In
fact, if it is just to grant the right of sufirage to all the
Indians who now hold the same qualifications as the white
men who are qualified to vote under the existing law, I
think it is a very grave error to confer the same right on
those Indians who are now under the guardianship of the
agents and employés of the Government. It is evident, Mr.
Chairman, that if that measure becomes law, the Govern-
ment, through their agents and through the Superinten-
dent of the Department of Indian Affaira, will control the
vote of these Indians and may use their votes to elect can-
didates who will be supporters of the Administration. This
question is not of paramount interest in the Province of
Quebec, where there are but few Indians, but it effects
several counties in British Columbia, Manitobia and Ontario,
where the Indians are numerous. These Indians are under
the guardianship of the Government. I do not think they
are enjoying a sufficient amount of freedom to have that
right of suffrage which is implied in this Bill. It is per-
fectly clear that when an Indian tribe depends on the
Government for its maintenance that tribe is not indepen-
dont enough from the.Government to give a free vote, which
will not be in favor of the Governm ent. I will take the
liberty of quoting part of a speech from the hon. First
Minister, which he delivered on the 5th of May, 1880, while
moving the second reading of the Bill to amend the laws
respecting Indians. Among other things, he said :

" We have seen individuals of this race succeed, by means of educa-
tion, but the exception proves the raie. The general rule is, that you
cannot make the Indian a white man. An Indian onee said to myself:
4 We are the wild animals; you cannot make en oz of a deer.' Yon
cannot make an agriculturist of the Indian. Ail we can hope for is to
wean them, by slow degrees, from their nomadic habits, which have
aimost become an instinct, and by slow degrees absorb them or settle
them on tthe laud. Meantime, they must be fairly protected. The ho.
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gentleman sys this Bill should stand over nntil we have an opportunity all that will be necessary to do will be to cause Indian votes
of discovering or inventing some new system of oivilising the Indians. to be manufactured, and we may rest assured that theI am afraid he and I would not aree as to the best means of doing so.
I am afraid he would favor the dividing of the different reserves among superintendent will think that those Indians who are Con-
the Indians, giving them deeds in fee simple, and leaving them to shift servatives will be intelligent enough to have a vote. lu
for themselves. That would be cruelty of the worst kind. I think this those counties where there will have been a change ofopinion
Bill la called for, until we own, by common agreement, coime to some
undesntauding s to some means of advancing the In diansin the seale oe if 200 Indian votes are needed to turn the scale in favor of
civilisation." the Conservative candidate, 200 Indians will be emancipated.
Thus, Mr. Chairman, we see by these remarks from the I will take the liberty of quoting another clause, to show
First Minister, that the Indians must be kept under constant what powers are given to the superintendent. (The hon.
guardianship. Until now all the efforts which have been member read section 100 of the above mentioned Act.) We
made to civilise them and to educate them have been of see by this section that extraordinary powers are given to
very little avail. The hon. member for Algoma (Mr. Daw- the superintendent, who may grant the patents to the
son) said last night, if I understood him properly, that he Indians or withhold them. I shall read another clause, to
had known a great many Indians who were gifted with indicate the extensive rights conferred on the superinten-
high intellectual powers, and just as capable of judging of dent; it will be the last. This clause is taken from the Act
politics as any white men. He quoted a conversation which to confer certain privileges on the more enlightened bands
he had with an Indian squaw of high merit. Well, Mr. of Indians in Canada, in order to make them familiar with
Chairman, I cannot admit that. I will not say that, as an the exercise of the municipal powers, which was sanctioned
exception, there may not be Indians who might exercise on the 19th of April, 1884. (The hon. member read section
the electoral franchise and vote as well, and perhaps better, 5 of the said Act.) It is found, from what I have just
than a good many white men; but it must be admitted that read, that the superintendents will also control the elections
these are exceptions to the general rule. Besides, these of the councillors and chiefs among the Indians. From
intelligent Indians are already enjoying the rights of whatever standpoint that we may view this question, we
citizenship ; they have no need of a new law to exercise the see that the superintendents hold absolute power over the
right of franchise. I said a while ago that the Indians who Indians. They give them their living and they lead them
are under the control of the Superintendent of the Indians by the hand-they do what they like with them. Now, we
have not that independence which would permit them to cannot comne to any other conclusion but the following:
vote with freedom; I will not say that they would be That they will dictate to the Indians how they shall
incapable of voting if they were free, but I maintain that vote; they will have over them such great power that the
the Indian Act of 1880 deprives then of all freedom, and Indians will not recognise any possible masters or chiefs
does not allow them to vote,"even if they had sufficient other than these people. Before voting they will consuit
intelligence to do so. (The hon. member quoted section 20, the superintendents, as we know that these latter will
paragraphs 1 and 2 of the Act of 1884, to further amend the be Conservatives, and it follows that it will be impossible
Act respecting Indians, of 1880.) Thus, Mr. Chairman, we see for them to do otherwise than to vote in favor of the Gov-
that the Superintendent not only has the right to approve or ernment. Mr. Chairman, I think it is very unfair, and that
disapprove a will made by an Indian in favor of anybody, it is a grave error on the part of the Goverment to insert
but that he can also limit, at his own discretion, the extent such a provision as that with which we are now deahing lu
of such a will, according as he will judge that the morals of a Bill of franchise. It is quite unfair to give the right to
the Indians widow, are good or bad. H!ere is a clause of the vote to people whom the First Minister describod, in 1880,
sameAct, which shows what powers the superintendents have as being incapable of exercising that right. Ie has stated
over the Indians. (The hon. member read the whole of that they needed to be kept under guardianship, and that
section 27 of the above mentioned Act.) By this section, they were incapable of being their own masters. On the
Mr. Chairman, it is seen that the superintendent is not only other hand, it is quite unjust to give them the right of vot-
the protector of the Indians, but that heis also their judge. ing, because it is not they who will exercise it, because
If they do anything contrary to the law he can send them they will follow the advice of the agents of the Government.
to jail. Now, whoever knows the disposition of the Indians For these reasons, I deem it my duty to vote lu favor of
is aware that nothing frightens them as much as prison. the amendment of the hon. member for Bothwell.
They consider imprisonment as a disgrace, which in their
minds is far greater than in the minds of white men. At a Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I move that the committee do
given moment, these superintendents may use that as a now rise and report progrets, and ask leave to sit again. The
bug-bear, and manage them as they shall sec fit. I under- proposition before the House is to bring in a large class of
stand that the Indians should, in a great measure, be con. voters who, hitherto, have not been voting in the Dominion,
trolled, and I approve of the provisions of the previous Act. and it will be admitted on all hands that any changes of this
But on the other hand, if we must admit that the Govern. kind should receive full consideration. We have also
ment is obliged to adopt stringent provisions to keep them before Us a vast amount of other very important business,
under guardianship, we must also admit that they need to which will require the careful consideration of the members
be led by the hand, which proves that they have not that of this House. It is now nearly noon, and in order that the
degree of intelligence which is necessary to exercise the members may be enabled to deliberate upon the great
franchise in sncb an extensive manner. The superintendents questions yet before us, they should have an opportunty of
have also other very extensive privileges on the Indians. getting that rest and refreshment which are essential to the
The only proof I want of this fact is the following section. preservation of their health.
(The bon. member read the whole of section 99 of the above Mr. MILLS. Do I understand that the First Minister
mentioned Act.) As will be seen by that section, the mnts toL this motion for adjournment.
superintendent bolds entirely within bis hands the franchise
of the Indians. It is he who will decide whether Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; I do not.
or not an Indian will be emancipated and put on the voters'
list. We see, by what is taking place to-day in the North- Mr. MILLS. I wish to make a few observations upon
West, that these superintendents are not always extraordi. the merits of this particular question, and to point out some
nary men. These superintendents will have the power of reasons why the House should take further time to consider
manufacturing voters. In British Columbia, in the Pro- this proposition. This proposition i8 really a revolutionary
vince of Ontario and even in the Province of Quebec, if a one; it is a proposition &o make radical changes in the con-
Government candidate looses the confidenoe of the electors, stitution of the Government, without the First Minister
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ever having sought the opinion of the country, and without
giving any intimation of the Government's intention, by
which public discussion might take place and public opinion
be ascertained. It is a most extraordinary proceeding to
confer the franchise upon Indians who are residing upon
reservations. It is extraordinary that this franchise should
be conferred upon people who, it is admitted, are not
qualified to exercise the ordinary rights of citizenship, as is
attested by the whole policy of the Government in its deal-
ing with the Indians down to the present time. I think
that the rules and principles of our constitutional system
are being invaded by the proposition before us. I believe
there is not another representative body in the world
where such a proposition would not be instantly rejected,
and which no Minister would venture to submit to any
other deliberative assembly. It just shows the moral
condition which this House has reacbed, when such a pro-
position can be entertained by those who claim to represent
the nation. Under the English constitutional system there
are no limitations upon any system of parliamentary govern-
ment. But it is a well recognised rule that no important
changes shall be made in the constitution of the country with-
out ample opportunity being given to the people to consider
the proposed changes. All reforms are carefully considered
by the two parties; they are discussed by the press ;
discussed in magazines and reviews; public opinion is
educated upon these questions, and a conclusion is reached
before they are toucbed in Parliament at all. Now, there
are two ways in which men are governed in civilised
countries-by force and by public opinion. It is by
public discussion, it is by the controversy that takes
place in the press and upon the platform, that
opinions are formed, that the people are educated up to
the support or to the rejection of any particular measure.
I ask hon. gentlemen if they can find a single change made
in the constitution of the English Government that bas not
been discussed again and again in the press and on the
hustings, and made an issue at parliamentary elections.
When the Reform Bill was introduced in 1831 and was
rejected by the flouse of Lords, the King said, in dissolving
Parliament: "I am proroguing Parliament with a view to
its immediate dissolution in order that I may consult my
people and ascertain whether the measure proposed by my
advisers is a measure which meets with the approval of the
nation." When it was proposed to deal with the Irish
Church question, Mr. Gladstone submitted to Parliament
certain resolutions. He was supported by a majority of the
House, though he was leader of the Opposition. The Govern-
ment for the time being were in the minority, and Mr.
Disraeli objected to the question being proceeded with until
the views of the nation had been given on it. Did Mr.
Gladstone insist on proceeding because lie was supported by
a majority? fHe admitted the justice of the contention and
h. declared he would do nothing more than make that ques-
tion an issue, in order that the opinion of the nation might
be had on it. Let me call the attention of the House to this
matter, because I wish to show the House and the
country that the proposai of the Firat Minister
is one which strikes at the very foundatioR of our
constitutional system. Our constitution declares that our
Government shall be similar in principle to that of the
United Kingdom. I want to show that this is government
wholly different in principle; that this is striking at
the basis of our constitution, and that it is undertaking to
establish.a government here much like the government
established by adventurers who occasionally come into
power in Peru and Guatemala, and is not like government
established under the British system. It has been a com-
mon thing for adventurers in Mexico and some of the South1
American States to legislate in order to keep themselves in
power. Does any one here admit that it is a proper course
to pursue ? Must not public opinion have become seriously1

Mr. MILLi.

demoralised before a public man could propose such a
course. Let me call attention to the observations made by
Mr. Disraeli on the Irish Church question. (Extract from
Mr. Disraeli's speech read.) The doctrine laid down by
Mr. Disraeli is, that the Government are bound, before they
propose any important change in the constitutional sys-
tem, to consult the nation. I ask, has the hon. gentleman
done it in this case? ie proposes to deal with the subject

- wholly new. He proposes to give certain wards of the
i Government votes at parliamentary elections. He has sim-

ply considered the number of consituencies whose political
complexion he can change by this Act. That is a

1 consideration that would recommend itself to a President
of Guatemala but not the Premier of a British Parliament.
Let us look at the principle on which the electoral franchise
is founded. It is based upon public spirit. We try to
ascertain who are qualified, and when we see that men have
possessed sufficient independence and economy to acquire a
certain amount of property, that fact is judged to be evi-
dence of fitness to exercise the electoral franchise. In every
country where electoral institutions are established, or
political privileges are conferred, they are limited by that
principle. When is the franchise extended to a whole
community, to all men who have obtained their majority ?
So soon as they believe that the young men have sufficient
public spirit to enable them to exercise the franchise with
care, attention, and something like disinterestedness, and
with some exhibition of patriotism. Upon what principle
is it, then, that Indians are to be enfranchised ? The hon.
First Minister informed me, in the earlier part of this dis-
cussion, that no one had a right to vote as a matter of right;
that it was a question of expediency. So that when he said
that Indians had a right to vote because they paid taxes
on their blankets-which is not the case in a majority'
of instances, for they are furnished by the Government
-and pay taxes on their groceries, which are not
very large in quantity and not very costly, lie was in
error. The hon. gentleman did not admit any such basis
of representation when lie proposed to confer the franchise
upon women. He said it was not a matter of right but of
expediency. I contend that everyone in the community
has a right to exercise the electoral franchise when the
individual possesses the necessary intelligence and public
spirit to enable him to do so. Do these Indians exhibit
anything of that kind ? They reside on reservations which
are vested in the Crown. The hon. gentleman proposes to
give to every Indian who has property or goods to the
value of $150 a vote. That vote may consist mostly of the
piece of land, for the shanty may be simply of birch bark.
But whatever is done is done, not because he shows con-
petency to exercise the franchise. This is an attack on the
very foundation of our system of government; it is an
attack which the Government have no right to make. I
do not deny that this Act may be binding as a matter of
law if it is carried through Parliament, but I deny most
emphatically that Parliament can legislate on this subject
without first having had the sanction of the country. Has
this sanction been given ? In what constituency
has it been decided that the young mon now engaged
in defending the country are unfit to exorcise
the franchise, and those who are ready to take up
arms against the country are incompetent to exorcise it ?
That is what the hon. gentleman proposes. Lot me read a few
words on the right of legislators to deal with questions
of this kind, made by one of the most eminent authorities
who ever sat in a Parliament-I refer to Mr. Plunkett.
(Quotation read.) The same doctrine is laid down by Locke,
in his work on government (a quotation from which the
lion. gentleman read). The hon. member continued : This
Bill is a grose usurpation of power ; it is a breach of trust.
What are the Government endeavoring to do ? Is it to
logislate under the constitution as we have it ? No. If it
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was proposed to make a change they should have stated so, parliamentary government becomes impossible ; and if the
and have taken the opinion of the country upon it. But Conservative party of this country have not sufficient public
they have not proposed a change; the opinion of the country spirit, have not sufficient magnanimity, have not sufficient
has not been taken ; and this House has no moral com- sense of fair play, to induce them to reject a proposition of
petency to deal with this question in this way. What do this sort and to act fairly, I say the time is very near at
we observe in British practice? That evei y important hand indeed when our representative system must come to
question looking to a change in the constitution of the Gov- an end. Whon the First Minister uses his power as an
ernment, in order to adapt it to the changed condition of ordinary South American guerilla chief, it is clear that our
society, is discussed in the House of Commons, in the press constitution cannot much longer survive. Have we here a
and on the public platform, and made an issue at elections, measure that has been demanded by the people, or approved
and when the nation itself has approved of the change, of by them ? Not at all. We have bere a measure proposed
then Parliament undertakes to give effect to the wish of in the interest of one man, proposed for the purpose of
the nation in that particular. Has Canada asked for this eriabling him to maintain himself in authority. That is the
change, that the electoral franchise should be conferred on object, and every man on both sides of this House knows
the wards of the Government, who are held by the law to that is the reason of this measure. I ask hon. gentlemen
be incapable of buying and selling the simplest article ? opposite: Are you prepared to take this course ? Are you
That is the hon. gentleman's proposal, and in making prepared to adopt a revolutionary course ? Are your prepared
that proposal the Government are guilty of a breach to act the part of Janissaries of Constantinople and strangle
of trust to the people who have entrusted thom to your political opponents by a measure of this sort ? I tell
legislate under the constitution as we have it, and not make you that you will not succeed. There is a moral element
radical alterations in that constitution. Everyone sees that in this country, outside this House, sufficiently stron
this is an attack upon the independence of Parliament. I to prevent the success of this iniquitous measure. f,
go to the constituency of Bothwell and find that about 150 however, the event proves that there is not sufficient moral
Indians would be given votes, all of whom are wards of the sense in this country to reject and condemn such a measure
Government, and will be obliged to vote as the Superinten- as this, then it will be because the hon. gentleman has so
dent Goneral says. I go to the county of South or West far debauched public opinion as to render his success pos-
Middlesex, and i find a still larger number. I go to West sible. I believe it is only necessary that this question
Elgin and find a large number there ; to West Lambton and should be fully discussed here, and time given to people out-
find a large number there. I go to Haldimand and find side to understand what is proposed, in order to make it
more than enough there to alter the political complexion of impossible for hon. gentlemen opposite te support the pro-
that constituency. I go to Brant and find the same condi- position. The proposition is monstrous; it is so monstrous
tion of things. It is very near the same in North York, in its character that I cannot properly characterise it. It
Hastings, North Ontario, South Bruce and Algoma; and I is a proposition which I trust those hon. gentlemen who
am only taking Ontario constituencies, though the same support the Administration will condemn, and that they will
thing will be the case in other Provincas, though, perhaps, have the courage to tell the First Minister that, whatever
not to the same extent. I say here is a proposal to change else we do, we are not ready to play the part of Janissaries
the political complexion of the constituencies, by giving the or of Turks, instead of the part of free mon, under a free
electoral franchise te wards of the Government, without the Government, and in a free country.
sanction of the people and without their knowledge and
approval. Hon. members on this side would not believe Mr. McMULLEN. I think the length of time occupied
the extent to which the hon. gentleman's measure goes, in the discussion of this important question makes it noces-
until ho made the statement himself last night; and hon. sary that those who have been talking all night should have
gentlemen opposite are not aware of the provisions contained some rest. Mombers of the Government and the right hon.
in the Bill. It was covertly introduced, and it was intended gentleman himself should have gone to the North-West and
to slip the Bill through the House without the knowlege endeavored to procure a settlement of the difficulties so as
of the members and without the knowledge of the country. to prevent the shedding of the blood of our sons. I recived
The people are entitled to know what the constitution is. a letter from an esteemed friend, who has a son wounded in
It is our business here to legislate under the constitution, the North-West-
not to legislate away the constitution under whîch we Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.profess to act. I say the country has not lad an opportun-
ity of considering this proposition; and I appeal to hon. The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Tassé). I call the hon. gentle.
gentlemen opposite; I appeal to them as Canadians, men to Order.
as citizens of this country, as men, to say whether
they approve of this change in our constitutional system, Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. member is
whether they are prepared to admit that we should give speaking on a motion to adjourn, and on the motion to
the franchise to men who are wards of the Government, to adjourn the rule is the same in committee as in the general
men who can neither read nor write, who are paupers, so fouse. ln the general House, on a motion to adjourn, very
to speak, while we deny the franchise to a large number of great and wide latitude is always permitted, and it i per-
laboring men in this country, men of intelligence and fectly in order to discuss the situation of the country. This
industry,:who contribute to the wealth of the country? Are las constantly been done. One of the great reasons that
they prepared to exclude the young mon of the country and has led to the Government keeping this House 20 hours
confer it upon the Indians who are, to a large extent, in session is the present condition of the country, and I sub.
dependent upou public charity in order that they may sub- mit that the heon gentleman is perfectly in order.
sist at all ? You have mon who will be electors under this Mr. RYKERT. Let the Chairman rule.
law, who would not live two years were it not for the aid
they receive from the Government, while you deny the Mr. CHAIR[AN. I have ruled.
franchise to men who come forward and risk their lives in
defence of their country. Now, I think there are good reasons Mr. MoMULLEN. I regret to be obliged to make these
why this measure should be postponed. Our system of parlia- remarks. I feel for these parents whose children have lost
mentary government is in great measure a system of com- their ives in the North-West.
promise, a system of forbearance; and if the party in power Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman is not obeying
chooses to use its power to the utmost for its own advantage, my ruling. I ruled ho was out of Order.
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Mr. EDGAR. I appeal from your decision to the House.
The rules of the House provide that in committee there
shall be an appeal, on questions of Order decided by the
Chair to the House.

Mr. CRAIRMAN. Then make a motion to that effect.

Mr. EDGAR. Under our.rules it is most distinct and
clear, that questions of Order arising in Committee of the
Whole are subject to an appeal from the decision of the
Chairman to the louse. This is provided by rule 76. If
there is any language clear and emphatic it is, "that mem-
bers of the committee who are not satisfied with the ruling
of the Chair, who, of course, bas not the experience of
the Speaker, shall have the right to appeal to the House."
I do not want to ask permission of the committee as to
whether I have a right to appeal, and I therefore simply
hand in a memorandum stating that I appeal.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. 1decide that the point of Order taken
by the hon. gentleman is not well taken. The hon. member
appeals from the decision of the Chair, as given in the case
of the hon. member for North Wellington (Mr. McMullen).
The hon. gentleman should commence by moving that the
committee rise and report progress.

Mr. MACKENZIE. That would be making a second
motion to the like effect. There would be two motions of
the saine kind, and which would have precedence ? The
hon. First Minister knows it is out of Order.

Sir JOHIN A. MACDONALD. Certainly, the action for
the hon. member for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar), is out of
Order, and ho must commence with the motion that the
committee rise and report progress.

Mr. LAURIER. The appeal does not itself involve the
rising of the committee. What would become of the appeal,
if the motion that the committee rise were voted down ?

Mr. MILLS. It would be impossible to carry out the
rule, if such a course had to be followed. The rule is not
discretionary. It is absolute.

Mr. EDGAR. If the view you, Mr. Chairman, take is
correct, what is the position ? Thore is no appeal from
your decision to the House, but simply an appeal from the
committee. If the committee decide against me this ques-
tion of Order will never get to the Hfouse. The rule might,
therefore, if such a ruling is to be maintained, as weil be
struck out, there is absolutely no protection to the minority
of a oommittee against the ruling of a gentleman who
happons to be Chairman at the time. I am satisfied, if you
will consider the question, you will see that is the case. If
it i not the case, e1 should like to hear the opinions of me.
bers of the committee, and some authority that led you
to act against the plain language of the rule of the House.

Mr.6BLAKE. It cannot be that a qucetion of Order
should be decided more definitely, emphatically and abso-
lately and autocratically than by the Speaker of the House.
When the Speaker is in the Chair, there is an appeal to the
fouse under our rules. fis decision is not final. Under
your ruling, bowever, there would be no appeal to the
House, but simply to the committee. If you have the
right to decide that there is no appeal to the flouse, but
simply to the committee, as to whether it should rise and
report progrees, what comes of the rule.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. In support of my view I quote
chapter 15 of Bourinot, page 419, which says:

"If it be iound expedient in either House to refer the point of Order
to the Speaker, a member will more that the Chairman report pro-
gros, andask leave to ait again that day."

Mr. MOMULLEN.

Mr. BLAKE. That reference is not to this appeal.
This appeal is one to the House, not to the Speaker.
I know it is competent to move that the com-
mittee rise with a view of obtaining the opinion
of the highest authority on a point of Order. It -is in the
discretion of the Speaker to give an opinion or
not. I remember an instance in which a committee
rose with a view to obtaining the opinion of the
Speaker, but the Speaker declined to givo an opinion,
and the House went back into committee. We certainly
are entitled to have the opinion of the Speaker given in
this case. I know that in another Legislature It was the
practice to obtain such a decision without debate. We have
a decision on this case by your immediate predeceesor, the
Deputy Speaker. Last night there was a point raised before
the Deputy Speaker, to which I objected, and we desired
to appeal to the committee. He rose and delivered judg-
ment, stating that I had no right to appeal to the commit-
tee, that if I was dissatisfied~ with his decision I should
appeal to the House.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant.) The rule:is:

" Questions of order arising in Committee ofthe Whole House shall be
decided by the Chairman, subject to an appeal to the House."

As I understand the point of Order being raised, the busi-
ness of the committee cannot proceed until the decision of
the Chairman has been obtained. But the decision of the
Chairman is subject to appeal, and though an appeal may
be referred the business can go on.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I will quote May, to show that a
motion must be made, in the first place, to report progress:

"On the 11th May, 1878, a member, having contested a ruling of the
Chairman, moved to report progress, in order to take the ruling of the
Speaker; but it was explained in debate, that there was no appeal to
the Speaker, unlese the committee desired the authority and orders of
the House."

Mr. MILLS. The passage you have read to us, is a case
of a committee desiring to obtain the opinion of the
Speaker upon certain points, What is our rue ? Is there
any decision in English practice, showing how an appeal is
made from the Chairman to the House?

Mr. LAURIER. I do not know what is the rule cover-
ing committees in Rngland; but I find, in May, that the
Speaker may resume the Chair, in many instances, without
reportiçg progress. (The lion. gentleman read from May,
p. 307 and 371.) Now, our rule is this:

" Questions of Order arising in committee, shall be decided by the
Chairman, subject to an appeal to the louse."

Mr. MILLS. It is clear that our usages, as well as those
of the English Parliament, provide for two modes of pro.
ceeding. The one is an appeal to the Speaker, the other is
an appeal to the louse. In the case of an appeal to the
Speaker the committee rises and reports progress and asks
leave to sit again. In the case of an appeal to the House it
is made as a matter of course. The appeal to tlie flouse is
a matter of right, and cannot depend upon the views of the
committee as to whether a report should be made or not.

Mr. BLAKE. I maintain there is no right on the part of
any member of this committee to propose an appeal to the
Speaker; there is no appeal to the Speaker under our rules.
The appeal is to the Hlouse, just as the appeal from the
Speaker's decision is to the House. But when the committee
desires, as it may well desire to get the opinion of the
Speaker upon any point, it has been ruted, and it is com-
petent to the committee to pass a motion in order that the
Chairman may report that fact to the Speaker, thorefore, our
appeal under the rule is not to the gentleman who occupies
the Ohair at all; it ieto the Houseof ommons, just as the

e IO MÂT 1,



COMMONS DEBATES.
appeal from the Speaker himself is to the House of Con-
mons, you occupy in that regard no inferior position to
the Speaker himself. You are not a subordinate officer
whose decision is subject to appeal at all. Your appeal is
subject to the same appeal as that of the Speaker himself.
But there is a practice, not of an appeal to the Speaker, but
of a case in which the eommittee finding that they wished
to report, or that the Chairman has a doubt in his mind, and
that it was desirable to get the opinion of the highest
authority, then the committee report progress in order that
the Speaker may deliver his decision.

Mr. LAURIER. I have not been able to find in the
standing rules of the House of Commons of England any
similar rule to our rule 75; that is to say, In England they
have no rule whereby it is provided that there should be an
appeal from the decision of the Chaiiman of committees to
the House itself. Then if it be so, that there is no such rule
in England as there is in our code, then all the authorities
that can be found upon our books can apply to this case.

Mr. CASGRAIN. (Translation.) Mr. Chairman, I rise
to protest against the decision which has just been given.
Should that decision be maintained it would be a glaring
injustice, it would be going beyond all the elementary rules.
It would be trampling upon the minority in this House,
which minority does not intend to be trampled upon and
will maintain and uphold its rights to the end. In the
course of this debate people have tried and are still trying
to stifle the voice of the minority, but whatever may be the
oppression to which it is intended to submit us, there are
men in this House who will not submit to it, neither
morally nor physically. For my part, I am perfectly deter-
mined to do my duty in this House and not to give way to
any influence. Therefore, I say, Mr. Chairman, that you
cannot deny me the right of appeal, otherwise you would be
depriving the minority of an absolute right. We have this
right of appeal and we shall maintain it. On the other
hand, if this right is denied to us, I will be almost glad of
it, because it will be the consecration of an iniquity which,
notwithstanding the rules of the House, the majority wishes
to impose on the minority. Under these circumstances,
Mr. Chairman, I ask you, before you pronounce on this
question, to act with that calmness and sincerity with which
a judge ought to give a decision on such an important
matter, when the freedom of speech is in question, when
the question is whether we have a right to be heard and to
ask the House what are the rights whicb we have.

Mr. BLAKE. I would invite the attention of the Chair-
mam to the position which I have taken with reference to
rule 8 :

" The Speaker shall preserve order and decorum, and shall decide
questions of Order subject to an appeal to the House."
I ask you to consider what your pcsition would
be if you were Speaker of this House and decided a
question of Order,and any hon.member contested and appealed
to the House. Can you conceive that there is anything which
could interpose between the absolute right of any member
of this House to obtain a judgment of the House upon the
question whether you were right or wrong in your
deision. It is clear that your decision, if yon are
in that Chair, and that we are the flouse instead of a
committee, is by the law of Parliament subject to an appeal.
It is an appeal not of favor, not of prejudice, but it is an
absolute right. It is impossible to conceive that there shall
be greater power of preventing an appeal from the Chair-
man of committee to the House than fron the Speaker to
the House. The question is how can that appeal be accom-
plished unles a motion is submitted to the committee. The
question is whether the appeal shall be made at the discretion
of the committee or not. If that ground is taken, it gives
to the majority the right af deociding the question as to the
right of appeal to the House. Then it is no loger an appeal

of right, but a matter of diecretion within the power of the
majority. One cannot imagine that the Committee of the
Whole bas more power in these matters than has the House
when the Speaker is in the Chair. The majority in that
case could not prevent an appeal to the House
from the decision of the Speaker on the precise point of
order. A single member bas the right to make such an
appeal and bave a desision recorded. If you interoept a
vote of the House by leaving it to the committee
to decide whether there shall be an appeal or
not, you intercept a decision by the House on the preoise
point of order. You prevent the question being put to the
House, because a majority of the committee do not want an
appeal, and you thus prevent a ruling of the Speaker being
obtained on the point of order. Hon. members would, in
effect, say "no" to the question as to whether there
should be an appeal to the House, and having said "no " to
that question, there would be no appeal. So it would be in
the power of a majority of the committee to prevent that
appeal to the House which rule 76 absolutely gives. The
question is whether there is any insuperable obstacle to
prevent the carrying out of the rule. I say there is none.
You say, how can the committee suspend its operations,
and the Speaker resume the Chair without a motion being
made ? But in the English House of Commons there are
occasions in which the Speaker bas resumed the Chair with-
out the question being put.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think every one must
see that it would be perfectly idle to talk of the right of
appeal from the doecision of the Chairman of the commnittee
if we have to ask the consent of the majority of the con-
mittee to that appeal. I am not going into a minute dis-
cussion of the legal points; I take my stand on the plain
words of a plain rule laid down for our guidance, which saye
we shall have the right of appeal from the Chairman of the
committee to the House. It is not to the committee that
the appeal lies; it is to the House itself. I call your atten-
tion again to the fact that this identical point, according to
the statemont of an hon. member, made in his place, appears
to bave been taken recently before the gentleman who
usually occupies your place, Mr. Chairman, and he gave a
decision in the matter. But however that may be, even
supposing you were not disposed to agree with your prede-
cessor, there eau be no doubt whatever that it would reflect
most grievously upon the fairness of our proceedings (and
this is a matter in which hon. gentlemen opposite are
interested, and in which they may be interested more
than they expect within a short time) if it appears
that, after formally declaring that an appeal shall
lie from the decision of the Chairman of the committee
to the House, this committee should decide that those
express declarations of a clearly expressed rule were abso-
lutely to go for nothing, and hon. members were to be
deprived of the right of appeal. This is no mere technical
question. The most important questions may arise to be
decided by the Chairman of the committee. Amendments
of the most important character have to be decided by him
as to whether they are in order or not. I do not object to
matters being ruled out of order. All I ask is that, if the
chairman so rules, we should have the right to appeal to
the House There is good reasons for that. Our proceed-
ings in committee are to a large extent in camera;-there is
very little record of it; no votes are recorded. I honestly
believe that so good a lawyer as the First Minister must see
that our position is a just and fair one, and that the appeal
must not be to the committee but to the House. lt is
most important that hon. members shouli possess this right
of appeal without the consent of hon. gentlemen opposite
being given.

Mr. EDGAR. It appears clear that there is an appeal
from the decision of the Chairman of the committee to the

188&



COMMONS DEBATES.
House. The only question that arises is as to the mode of
getting the House together for the purpose of hearing the
appeal. The Speaker must be in the Chair before there can
be an appeal to the House. The Speaker has exactly the
same right to go into the Chair now and call the House to
order that this appeal may be taken, as he as to go into
the Chair at six o'clock, because the rule simply says that
lie has to leave the Chair at six o'clock. There is no
machinery provided for his taking the Chair.

Mr. WELDON. Our rule, which is more stringent than
that of the English House, was framed in order to prevent
the abuse of power by the majority. It is only a matter of
justice that an hon. member should have the right of appeal
not to the committee but to the House.

Mr. LAURIER. I think there is no such rule in the
English House of Commons as we have here. There the
appeal is of right, while here we have no such rule; there-
fore, whenever an appeal is made from the decision of the
Chairmar, the question must be submitted to the committee.
But I am glad to e able to put into the hands of the Chair-
man a precedent taken from the Legislature of the Province
of Quebec, in which there is identically the same rule as
our own. On the 9th April, 1879, in the Legislature of
Quebec, the louse was in committee on a certain motion
in relation to the Letellier matter. A question being pro-
posed and a resolution being adopted, an objection was
taken by Mr. Mathieu that the resolution was not in order.
The Chairman ruled that the resolution was in order, and an
appeal being made from the ruling of the Chairman, the
Speaker resumed the Chair, and the Chairman's ruling
having been submitted to the House, it divided, and the
yeas and nays were taken down, there being yeas 33, nays
29. So that the ruling was sustained.

Mr. BLAKE. I submit that the roal question in this case
is, what is the highest law applicable to the case? The
highest law is the ruling of the House. We have a point of
Order on which appeal ias been taken, and until the dispo
sition of that appeal we cannot go farther. There is an
inherent power in the Speaker to take the Chair when
necessity de mands. That bas been proved by the quotations
which the hon. meinber for Quebec East (Mr. Laurier) bas
read to us. In this case necessity demands it, because the
appeal has been made to the House, and we cannot go fur-
ther until that appeal is settled. It seems to me that proves
conclusively that the Speaker ought to take the Chair, that
you should state the point of Order to him, and that lie
should put the question to the House for the votes.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That may be a con.
venient practice, but ithlas not been already practised. The
cases which have been cited have been cases in which thed
Speaker, after the committee rising, takes the Chair; they
are virtually instances of the action of the committee. But
among these cases that have been quoted, in which that
course has been taken, there has been no case on a point of
Order. If there has been great confusion, amounting al-
most to personal conflict between members of the com-
mittee, when there is likely to be a scandal, or a complote
suspension of partly decorum, then the Speaker, by virtue
of his authority to keep order, takes the Chair and supe-sedes
the committee, or suspends the action of the committee,
and decides accordingly. But I did not hear there was any
quotation, or any case, in which there was an appeal from
the decision of the Speaker or the Chairman on a point of
Order, or that the committee rose without thore being a for-
mal motion that the committee rise. The practice, as I
have seen such cases frequently in my experience, has
always been that the committee rise, report progress, and
ask leave to sit again, in order to dispose of the question of1
Order. I have never seen the Chairman superseded by the
Speaker in order to decide a point of Order.

Atr. Boaa.

Mr. BLAKE. I think the objections of the hon. gentle
man are easily capable of being answered. I apprehend
that the cases which have been spoken of are cases in which
it is desired to do that which is the only thing that can be
done in England, and which can be done here, namely, to
take the opinion of the Speaker on the point of Order. I
apprehend the cases are similar to those which have occur-
red in our own experience in this country, when it was the
opinion of the committee that it would be convenient to
take the Speaker's opinion on the point of Order. I quite
agree that when the view is that whon the opinion of the
Speaker is to be taken, the proper course is to move that
the committee rise, and thon the question is reported to the
Speaker who states his opinion. That is a course which it
is competent to this committee to take, and it is the only
course which it is competent for the committee of the Eng-
lish flouse of Commons to take, bocause there is no rule in
the English House of Commons with reference to an appeal
to the louse at all. Now we are dealing with a state of
things which does not exist in the English flouse of Com-
mons. There is no right of appeal, as I understand in Eng-
land, from the Speaker to the louse, nor from the decision
of the Chairman of the committee to the Hlouse under their
rules. Thon, the hon. gentleman admits that the practice
is a convenient practice, but he says he can prove by pre-
cedents that it hs not been applied to a question of a point of
Order. Well, I shall show that there are much more anala-
gous precedents than those to which the hon, gentleman
has referred. But before I touch them, I wish to say that
[ have established my case if I can show that there were
instances in wâich it was competent for the Speaker to
resume the Chair, because, if I can show there is an inher-
ont power in the Speaker to resume the Chair without the
question being put by the committee, I maintain that the
power must exist in a case in which the law and the rule of
the House requires that course to be adopted. But it is not
only in the case of disorder and tumult in the House, to so
great an extent as rendors it a mob, that the Speaker las
resumed the Chair. The Speaker has resumed the Chair
on many occaionq. lu the first place I find a
case in the 1863 edition of May, page 376.
(The hon. gentleman here read the instance from May).
Now in our own case, public business has arisen in which
the House is concerned, and the Speaker is bound to resume
the Chair. What is the example given? (The hon. gentle-
man reads the example.) Of course it is not a precedent,
because there is no rule which would invoke the possibility
of such a precedent being established. (The hon. gentleman
continues to read.) So that if we had arrangod to hold a
conference with the Sonate and the time had arrived at
which that conference should occur, there would be no
necessity to put the motion at all, but the Speaker would
resume the Chair in order that the business in which the
flouse was concerned should be disposed of. The business
we are now considering is one which the House must dis-
charge, else you decide that the appealj is not of right, but
in the power of the majority of the committee to refuse. If
you admit that the appeal is of right, that the majority of
the committee cannot refuse it, thon there is a public busi-
ness, instant and emergent, which precludes further opera.
tions in this committee, and which requires the House to
act. Thon there is a second instance given. (The hon.
gentleman reads egain.) There is the case which
occurred in the Grand Committee as long ago as
1875. On the 17th February a member who, for
disorderly conduct, having been ordered into cas-
tody, the Speaker resumed the Chair and ordered the Ser-
geant-at-Arms to do his duty. An instance had there
occurred, not of violence, not of general tumult, but a mem-
ber was so disorderly that the proceedings were interrupted.
There was no motion made that the committee should rise,
but the Speaker resumed the Chair as a matter of course.
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Now, here there is an obstruction to the proceedings of the
committee. The Chairman's decision as to this point of
Order is not final, and it as been appealed from. How are
we to know whether my hon. friend is to go on; whether
he is to retract the phrases he has used as ont of Order, or
whether he is to continue the same lino cf observation, or
what course is to be taken? You find again, therefore, that
when a difficulty arises which interrupts the proceedings of
the committee, the Speaker acts of his own authority. In
less pressing cases it has been usual for the committee to
report progress and the Chairman reports the circumstances.
The emergency vhere is instant, because we have got this
question cf Order which has to be settled, and it may come
up again at any moment. My hon. friend may be ruled out
of order again, and an appeal may be taken, and so the
whole course of discussion may be interrupted con-
tinuously until, once for all, the House itself has
decided whether the line of observation which has
been ruled out of Order, is out of Order or not.
On the occasion of tumultuous prooeedings taking place
outside the House the Speaker took the Chair; the Speaker
also took the Chair on account of a dispute taking place
between two members in the committee; and also in cases
when words were taken down in order to be reported to
the House; also in cases when there was not a quorum to
proceed with business. In all those cases the Speaker took
the Chair without any action being taken by the committee.
Those are instances which showed that the Speaker had
resumed the Chair without any action being taken by the
committee. In the present case the business of the House
required that the Chair be resumed by the Speaker in order
that the rules of the House might be applied and an appeal
taken. I call on the Speaker, who is present and who has
heard this discussion, to resume the Chair in pursuance of
the authority vested in him, in order that the opinion of the
House may hé taken on the appeal from the committee.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The first point is that the
Chairman can only leave the Chair by direction of the com-
mittee. It rests with the Speaker on his own authority in
case a message from the Crown is received, of which he will
be informed by his officers, or in case of disturbance, to
resume the Chair. It is a serions action for the Speaker to
take, and is exceedingly unusual. This matter, therefore, I
think, rests with the Speaker, on being informed of the cir-
cumstance that there has been a ruling of the Chairman on
a point of Order, hé may, by virtue of bis authority and of
bis own responsibility, resume the Chair and decide the
matter. The committee will afterwards resume as a matter
of course. The Chair will decide the point of Order, and
the decision will be given.

Mr. BLAKE. We are very nearly at one at last. 1, how-
ever, dissent from the opinion that it is a matter of dis-
cretion with the Speaker.

The committee rose.

The CHAIRMAN. I beg to inform you, Mr. Speaker,
that a good deal of doubt ias arisen respecting a point of
Order. It is desirable that the spirit of the rule of the House
should be carried out, and I have come to the conclusion to
report the point of Order that there may be an appeal to
the iouse under the rule. The point of Order that has been
raised is this : The members of the committee were dis-
cussing a clause of the Franchise Bill, and it was moved by
Mr. Paterson that the committee rise and report progress
and ask leave to sit again. To that motion Mr. McMullen
was speaking, but instead of discussing the matter before
the committec, he was discussing the rebellion which now
unhappily prevails in the North-West. I ruled the hon.
gentleman out of order. Mr. Edgar appealed from my
decision in the following terms: Mr. Edgar appéals from
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the decision of the Chair to the louse on the point decided
against the member for North Wellington. I have now the
honor to submit the question.

Mr. SPEAKER. The question is : When the committee
were discussing the clause in the Bill relating to the electo-
ral franchise defining the word "person," thé motion was
made that the committee rise, report progress, and ask
leave to sit again. The member for North Wellington was
discussing that resolution, and alluding to or speaking about
the rebellion in the North-West Territories when the Chair.
man called him to order. An appeal from that decision was
made to the flouse. The question is, shall that decision be
sustained ?

House divided on appeal (Mr. Edgar) from decision given
by the Chairman In committee.

Yeus:
Messieurs

Âbbottt
Allison,
Bain (Soulanges),
Baker (Victoria),
Barnard,
Benson,
Bergin,
Biy
Blon eau,
Bossé,
Burns,
Cameron (Inverness),
Campbell (Victoria),
C arling,
Caron,
Chapleau,
Cimon,
Oochrane,
Coughlin,
Coursol,
Curran,
Daoust
De2jrls
O)i jkino,

Dod, 'n
Dundas,

Alleu,
Auger
Bain (Wentworth),
Béchard,
Bourassa,
Burpee,
Cameron (Middlesex),
Campbell (Renfrew),
Cartwright,
Casgrain,
Catudal,
Charlton,
Cockbura,
De St. Georges,
Edgar,
Fisher,

Farrow, IMassue
Fortin, ' gne
Gagné, Mitchell,
Girouard, Mofrat
Grandbois, Mfontpiaisir,
Hay, Paint,
Hesson, Pinsonneault,
Homer, n,
Hurtean,Red
Jamieson, Robertson (HUangs),
Jenkins, Ro 1al,
Kanilbach, ert,
Kilvert, Sral,
Kinney, Starsul,
Kranzers,
Landry (Kent), Temple,
Landry (Montmagny), Townshend,
Langevin$ (m) Tupper,
Maceonald (Kin ) ,
Maodonald (Sir foin), Wallace (Albert),
Macînaster, White (Oardwell),
M00allum, White (B.enfrew),
McDougald (Pictou), Wigle,
McDougll (C. Breton),Wood (Brockville)y
McGreevy, Wood(Westum' l'ndh76.

Messieurs

Fleming,
Forbes,
Glilor,
Guay,
Gunn,
Harley,
Holton,
Innes,
Irvine,
Jackson,
Klng,
Kirk,
Laaderkin,
Laurier,
Livingstone,

McOraney,
Menty re,
momuliens
Mulock,
Riufret,
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce>,
Springer,
Thompson,
Trow,
vail,
Wataon,
Weldonu,
Welle,
Wilson.-46.

Motion agreed to and decision sustained.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. member for
West Elgin (Mr. Casey) and the hon. member for East York
(Mr. Mackenzie) have not voted.

Mr. TAYLOR. The hon. member for West Lambton
(Mr. Lister) has not voted.

Mr. BERGIN. The hon4 member for Ottawa did not
vote.

Mr. TASSÉ. I beg to be excused from votir g, as I might
bo suspected of giving a vote not so impartial i n i unpreju-
diced as that of several other members.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have received the following letter from
the Acting Secretary of His Excellency the Governor
General
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OTTAWA, lst May, 1885.

TA Bonorable the Speaker of the House of Commons.

SIR,-His Excellency the Governor General having appointed Chief
Justice Sir Wiliam Ritchie to be bis Deputy, for the purpose of giving
the Royal Assent to certain Bills, I have the honor to inform you that
the Deputy Governr will attend at the Senate Chamber on this daýy at
3;30 o'olock p.m., for this purpose.

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

CHARLS J. JoNIs,
For the Governor General's Secretary.

House again resolved itself into Committee on the Fran-
chise Bill.

Mr. McMULLEN. When I was called to Order I was
saying that I thought it was desirable that we should have
an adjournment of the committee in order that the First
Minister and the Minister of Militia might give their per-
sonal attention to the difficulties in the North-West, and in
addition to that I expressed the regret that they had not
endeavored to promote the business of the fouse.

Mr. CHAIRMIAN. The hon. gentleman has no right to
refer to that matter, which has been decided.

Mr. McMULLEN. I merely wished formally to with-
draw the words that I had uttered. I was proceeding to
offer some observations to the House, and stating the reason
why we should take an adjournment at this hour. Now,
we are discussing a very important clause in that Bill, the
clause withli regard to the enfranchisement of the Indians
and Chinese. I think this question is a very important one.
When we consider that the most of these people whom it is
proposed to enfranchise are up in arms against the author.
ity of the Government, we ought to take ample time for the
discussion of a proposition which may have such grave con-
sequences. I trust the Government will now agree to an
adjournment.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am afraid if hon.
gentlemen are deaf to the pathetic appeals of the hon.
member for North Wellington (Mr. McMullen) they will
hardly be likely to listen to anything I may urge on the
question of adjournment. However, I may take the oppor-
tunity of pointing ont to them-although I am afraid it is
rather like casting pearls before a description of animal I
will not designate in this House-the utter folly and
absurdity of the course they are taking. We have been
twenty-three hours and a half in Session. Everybody pre-
sent knows perfectly well, no doubt, that it was a pertinent
and reasonable debate up to half-past two o'clock. I cannot
speak later because I was not present myself; but there can
be no doubt that although hon, gentlemen might have been
justified, if there had been any attempt to obstruct or delay
or speaking against time, to have protracted the sitting;
but after such a set of arguments and speeches as was pre-
sented last night, it is nothing more than an exercise of
the force of the majority to attempt to hold the House here
uselessly and unnecessarily. There is nothing to be
gained by that kind of tactics by ion. gentlemen except
this: Ail the time this flouse is kept in Session public
attention is being directed more and more to the grossly
objectionable clauses of this Bill and to the attack madeon our
liberties and on those of our constituents. This kind of
thing will do ion. gentlemen opposite no good. It ias
been tried again and again and bas failed, as have ail at-
tempts to overpower a minority which is acting in the
right. We have rights in this House, and our rights are
simply these: The Ministry have the right to ask that
measures brought down by them shall be fairly discussed;
but we have the right to demand that we shall discuss
them during only a sufflciently long period that average
human strength can endure. I put it to hon. gentlemen
opposite wbetber it is possible for hon. members to give
proper attention during twenty-three and a half hours to

Mr, SprAKR.

intricate legal questions such as are constantly brought up
in the paragrapLs of this Bill. All these paragraphe are
matters of great importance, having regard to the definition
and description of the votera who are to be placed on the
roll at the pleasure of the returning officers. I would not
deem it of so much importance if those definitions were, as
in the case of an ordinary statute, to come before the
regular tribunals of the land, if they were to be
settled in the ordinary course of things by decisions of
the judges after hearing counsel on both sides in
each particular case. But we know that all these
clauses will be referred for interpretation to a
couple of hundred gentlemen having no previous training,
many of them being men in whom we have no confidence.
I lay it down as a fundamental proposition that every hon.
member concerned in this question has a perfect right to
expect that the Goverument measure will be introduced at
such a time that he will be able to be present dnring every
portion of its discussion. That is only reasonable and fair.
The whole theory of Parliament and of representative insti-
tutions is founded on that principle. We are representatives
of our constituents. Our constituents have a right to be
informed of what is passing here, and I intend to inform my
constituents with great particularity and with appropriate
comments as to what has taken place bore. How are we to
get an accurate account of our proceedings during twenty-
three and a half hours? I put that question for the consid-
eration of all fair-minded mon, bore and elsewhere.

An hon. MEMBER. Look at the Jlansard.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I confess I am quite
unable to give careful and proper attention during a twenty-
three and a half hours' Session. I shal not on the present
occasion, but before this discussion closes, call attention to
the opinions of many medical men and other men of great
experience, all of which go to show that the human mind
cannot pay proper attention to a subject during a great
number of hours consecutively. To hold protracted sessions
at the present time is not justifiable. During February
there were 12 days during which the average sitting con-
tinued during two hours, eight minutes and 30 seconds.
During March we had 21 days during which the House had
an average sitting of five hours. It is a lesson which bon.
gentlemen opposite will do well to lay to heart, not to allow
two and a half months to pass and do nothing. I have
never known the business of the House to be so neglected,
so little pressed forward, so little attention paid to it as
during the present Session. No sort of exertion has been
used by the Government to bring measures forward; no
sort of energy lias been displayed by tbem in bringing for-
ward even the Budget, or in closing the Budget debate. We
have scarcely passed more than one-seventh or one-eighth
of the estimates, which are unusually voluminous ard
require an unusually careful discussion at our hands,
because it is well known that the financial position of the
country is such as requires the most serions consideration
at the hands of Parliament and of the Government itself.
That being so, the Goverument are responsible for the
unusual delay and the protracted debate that has taken
place over this measure. They knew perfectly well
that of ail measures they could introduce any mea-
sure which directly assails the constituencies would
be the measure which would give rise to most debate.
They recollect perfectly woll what has been the course of
similar measures in past times, and they know that if they
wished to get their measures through honestly there was
but one way, that was to bring thom down early in the
Session and to allow the House to discuss them in the ordi-
nary course. They are gaining nothing by what they are
doing now. It is far easier for us to protract the discussion
in this fashion than it is for us to meet here daily and do
qur usual duty, and after several hours spent in rational
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discussion, to adjourn reasonably close to the usual time for
adjournment; and if I were on thoEe benches that is the
way I would undertake to put the measure through. There
is nothing which so excites the public mind against a pow-
erfal majority as the evident attempt to stifle discussion, the
ovident attempt to prevent the true nature of the Bill from
being exposed. Now they bave given us the advantage. It
is their fault, not ours, that we are kept here in this way.
It is a striking commentary on all I have been sayiog to the
House that at the present hour, when we have before us an
important measure raising constitutional questions of the
weightiest moment, there are barely members enough to
form a quorum. We have not even the hon. gentleman
in charge of the Bill here; he has long since taken
himself off to other quarters and othor duties. No matter
how valuable the suggestions which we may make, there is
nobody here to receive them, because, although one or two
Ministers are present, I did not perceive that they were
paying that close and rigorous attention to the arguments
of my hon. friends which I should have expected of men of
their position and experience. Then there is another side
to this question which hon. gentlemen would do well to
remember, and I think the Secretary of State alluded to it.
The reputation of the House is in the hands of the Govern-
ment. Now the Government ought to consider, when they
attempt to hold sittings of this kind, the moral effect on a
great number of their supporters. It is surely desirable, as
the hon. gentleman knows, that the proceedings of this
House should be conducted with all possible dignity and
deuorum. Sir, I am bound to say that some of the scenes 1
witnessed two or three nights ago, and which I hear trans-
pired yet later, have not been such as to raise the decorum
and dignity of this House. The Secretary of State made
an appeal to us on that very subject. 1 think he is quite
right in saying that these very long sessions have a de.
moralising effect. In the first place, as he remarked, they
lower the dignity of the House, and in the next place they,
of necessity, disincline the House to attend to its
legitimate business, and for these and other reasons I
call upon the Government now, as the twenty-fourth
hour of this session is approaching, to put an end to these
proceedings, which are becoming little better than a farce,
and which will not, in the slightest degree, advance their
interests. We are representatives of the people, and we are
simply asking that a reasonable opportunity be given us
for discussing a measure of the first importance. We are
willing to sit here as long as the constitution of the human
body and the human mind will enable us to sit, and diseuss
these measures intelligently, say, twelve hours, or fourteen
hours, or even fifteen hours, if the hon. gentleman wishes.
Our request is simply that we get an adjournment necessary
to enable us all to take the rest that we require. gow,
what can be more reasonable ? I have heard hon. gentle.
men demand that again and again, when I sat over there
and I must say that my hon. friend, the thon leader of the
Government recognised that, and always abstained, even
under circumstances of great provocation, from attempting
to make use of his majority except, 1 think, in one instance,
which was alluded to the other evening. Now, I think the
same measure should be meted to us. We kept the House
in session, I admit, pretty late, but we never kept it in this
unreasonable fashion ; we never attempted to force
measures at the point of the bayonet in this way. I
think hon, gentlemen opposite would do well to imitate, in
that and many other matters, the example that we set them.
I am aware that they will have to indicate it in some
respect pretty shortly. A good many of their proceedings
are having the results which we have indicated for a long
time, and they arc beginning to understand by this time
that they would have been infinitely better off, and this,
country would have been infinitely better off, if our advice
had been attended to, and their measures had been taken up
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r earlier. Now I am afraid it will be useless to advise them
) to proceed with this measure in a rational, humane, and

reasonable fashion-humane to their own followers. They
. are making no headway, and they must see that they are

not likely to make any headway. They are injuring them-
selves, they are injuring their health, and, I am afraid, the
morals of their followers, or some of whom who are not
accustomed to late sittings. However, it is not my inten-
tion to waste the time of the committee. I think the case
is overwhelmingly clear that we ought to have an adjourn-
ment, and if there is no reasonable probability that the
adjournment will be granted, I eau only say that for the
time being I shall take the liberty of adjournment myself.

Mr. WILSON. I have no doubt, judging from the past,
that the party opposite do not intend to yield te the appeals
that have been made to them in the interests of all the
members of this Bouse. It is very evident that no human
constitution, however strong, physically and mentally, can
endure for a long time that extreme strain which the
members of this House are being subjected to. That being
the case, I think that all will admit the request we have
made for an adjournment, is a very reasonable and proper
one, in order that we may obtain that physical rest and
refreshment that will enable us properly to consider the
grave question that is before the louse. The proposition
before the House for the enfranchisement of the Indians is
certainly a very crude and ill-considored one. I do not
think that any member of the Government could tell us
how many of the Indians they are likely to enfranchise on
any one of the reserves in the Province of Ontario. And
when we consider that the Indians have never asked to be
enfranchised, and no one else has asked it on their bohalf, 1
think it will be admitted that no reason existe for passing
this measure at all. It is not in the interests
of this country that you should ieocklessly place
the Indians in a position to exorcise the franchise.
I desire to draw attention to the doctrine laid down by
Harrison in regard to those who should be allowed to exer-
cise the frarchise. (The houn. gentleman reads extracts from
the author in question.) It is well known to the House
that the Indians do not fulfil the qualifications demanded
by the author I have quoted. I have no objections to
Indians, sufficiently oducated and qualified, exercising tho
franchise; but what we complain of is that they, being
wards of the Govern ment and under the control and direc-
tion of the Government, through the Superinteudont-Gen-
oral, should be placed in a different position as regards
qualifications from white people. The hon. member for
Algoma (Mr. Dawson) made some reference to the Indians
and to their enfranchisoment. He inferentially suggested
that one reason why the Ontario Government had changed
to a certain extent its Act in relation te Indians was because
the Indians were inclined to vote in a certain direction.
That I say was not a reasonable infereece to draw, because
the Ontario Government had felt it right and proper to ex-
tend the franchise to those entitled te it. In view
of the fact that it is proposed to admit such a
large body of new voters, every opportunity should
be given te obtain the facts and discuss the preî-
ont Bill. The difficulty that has arisen is due to the
late period of the Session at which this measure was brought
down. Medical men will agree with me that it is wrong to
hold these protracted sittings, and they are injurious to
every individual, and may result in serious consequences.
It must be remembored, moroover, that they are held for
the sake of enfrauchising a class of people who never asked
te be enfranchised. This attempt to enfranchise a class of
people who have not asked enfranchisement will net meet
with the approbation of the country, as hon. gentlemen
opposite expect it will; but when these hon. gentlemen go-
to the polle the people will say: We do not beliere in that
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sort of justice which enfranchises Indians when they do not
ask it, and neglects to enfranchise our soldiers who are now
fighting the battles of the country in the North-West. We
are not satisfied with your actions; you have been unfaith-
ful stewards and we will continue you no longer in office.

Mr. CASGRAIN. (Translation.) Mr. Chairman, I believe
that the motion now before you Fhould be agreed to in the
interest of the country, in the interest of Parliament and in
the interest of every member of this louse. We have
already attempted a motion of this kind, a motion of adjourn-
ment, and it did not meet with any success; I hope that
when this motion shall have been explained it will meet
with the approbation of the hon. members opposite.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. (Translation.) Let us vote for it if
it is a good motion.

Mr. CASGRAIN. (Translation.) There are two motions,
if I understand aright; there is, in the first place, the first
motion whieh is before Mr. Chairman, and there is the
subseqnent motion, which proposes that the committee
should rise and report progress. Perhaps one of the reasons
why the hon. gentlemen opposite object to this motion is
that the report which would be made by Mr. Chairman
would not be quite in the same sense as ordinary reports;
that is to say, the progress to be reported will not be of
sufficient importance. But I think we might adjourn, so as
to give it a shape which would be more interesting to the
country and to the House. One of the main reasons for
Which I think we ought to adjourn this debate is that the
time which remains to us between this and the end of the
Session is too short, according to parliamentary practice, for
us to discuss this Bill, unless the Government feel disposed
to prolong the Session much beyond its ordinary length.
Still, I think that the Government, with their wonted com-
placency, will be willing to dismiss us and allow us to go back
to our private avocations. But as the Government do not
seem inclined to adjourn, 1 will endeavor to give additional
reasons to induce them to grant this motion. The main
objeet of the clause which we are now discussing is to grant
the right of suffrage to a numerous class of individuals in
the country. I refer to the Indian people, to some of whom
it is intended by some to grant the right of suffrage, while
others would wish to have it granted to the whole of them,
if, according to the general tendency of the age, we were to
adopt universal suffrage. Now, if we examine the position of
the Indian race in Canada, and even in the whole of British
North America, it is easy to see that it is not a race which
is capable of being civilised. The Indian to-day does not
deserve by his mental faculties and by his usual occupa-
tions to have the right of suffrage as it exists under our con-
stitution. I do not wish to leave aside a certain number of
Indians, such as those who are living in a locality near
Quebec-at Lorette. These Indians being settled near a centre
of civilisation îwhich is far advanced, have been able to
acquire what I might call a certain knowledge of civil law,
and to reap the benefits which are offered by the British
Constitution ; but their number is excessively limited, and
in spite of all that has been done by the missionaries to
evangelise them, it is a remarkable fact thatthroughout the
whole of North America it has always been impossible to
bring them to that state of civilisation which exists among
the different nations of Europe. The Indian settlement at
Lorette contains a population of 289 individuals. About
forty of them take part in the local elections of the
Province of Quebec, and it has been observed that
they generally vote as one man, which shows that these
Indians are directly under the control of the superintendent.
It is known that they are dependent upon the Government
for the allowance to their missionaries, and not very long
ago they reeoived presents and they are still expecting more.
It is well known that they come to Quebec to reoceive their
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blankets and their shot guns. Therefore, I say that these
Indians are in an absolutely dependent state, and that in ail
electione of which I had any knowledge since 1854, the
Indian vote bas been invarsbly given in favor of the
Government. Can it be pretended that it would be a differ-
ent thing to-day if the right of suffrage was extended to
that numerous class, which is disseminated throughout the
whole length and breadth of the country ? The official
returns show that there are in the country 131,952 Indians;
but that return is not quite correct, because the Esquimaux
race, who inhabit the polar rogions, nor those who are on the
north coast of Labrador, that part of the country which is
completely unexplored are not included. Well it is evident
that if universal suffrage was to be adopted, as it is the ten-
dency of the age, the individual vote of each of these Indians
would form a casting vote and might change, so to speak, the
verdict of the white population. Therefore, I say that the
proposition to give the right of suffrage to Indians is
contrary to our usages and to the wants of the country,
especially at a time when nobody has ever thought of
claiming that right on their behalf. For my part,
I would much regret that the quality of the voter
should be changed, and I think that we should
follow the English proverb, which says that we should
" let well enough alone." Our system is working
well; until now we have had no occasion to com-
plain, and I believe that everybody would prefer the
vote of one white man to the votes of five Indians. Well,
such is the present state of the Indian. Is he susceptible of
being brought to a more advanced stage of civilisation than
that in which he lives to-day ? I do not believe it. And
we are asked to legislate for a race which is gradually dis-
appearing from the country. I believe that that is a bad
move. A glance over the map will show that the Indian
population has been incessantly driven back. For a few
years back the game has been insufficient to feed them, and
as a consequence their number is diminishing almost daily.
The Indian, by his very nature, is unfit to live in confine-
ment. He cannot exist within certain limits; he must
have space and free air. The liberty he wants is that of
the great forests of America, and I say that when we
legislate for that population we are legislating in a vacuum.
That population which was formally sturdy and long-lived
is only represented to-day by certain brave and daring
individuals who are slowly dying of starvation.

ROYAL ASSENT.

A Message was delivered by René Edouard Kimber,
Esquire, Gentleman Usber of the Black Rod.

Mr4$peaker,-Sir William Ritehie, Deputy Governor, desires the
immediate attendance of your Houses in the Chamber of the Benate.

Accordingly Mr. Speaker with the Hlouse went up to the
Senate Chamber.

And having returned,

lMr. SPEAKER informed the louse that the Deputy Gover-
nor had been pleased to give, in Her Majesty's name, the
Royal Assent to the following Bills:

An Act to provide for the appointment of a Deputy Speaker of the
louse of Commons.

An Act to provide for the taking of a Census in the Province of Mani-
toba, the North-West Territories and the District of Keewatin.

An Act respecting the River St. Clair Railway Bridge and Tunnel
Company.

An Act respecting the Canada Southern Railway Company and the
Erie and Niagara Railway Company.

An Act to reduce the stock of the Federal Bank of Canada and for
other purposes.

An Act for the relief of Amanda Esther Davis.
An Aot respecting the Sault Ste. Marie Bridge Company.
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An Act to amend the Acts relating to the Great Western and Lake

Ontario Shore Junction Railway Company.
An Act to incorporate the Synod of the Diocose of Qu'Appelle and

for other purposes connected therewith.
An Act further to amend the Act to incorporate the South Saskat-

chewan Valley Railway Company.
An Act respecting the Canada Congregtional Missionary Society.
An Aut to Amend the Act to incorporate the Wood Mountain and

Qu'Appelle Railway Company.
An Act to incorporate the Lake Erie, Essex and Detroit River Railway

Company.
An Act to incorporate the Brantford, Waterloo and Lake Brie Rail-

way Company.
An Act for granting certain powers to the International Coal Com-

pany (Limited).
An Act for the relief of George Louis Emil Hatzfeld.
An Act for the relief of Fairy Emily Jane Terry.
An Act for the relief of Alice Elvira Evans.
An Act to amend "An Act to incorporate the Sisters of Charity o

the North-West Territories."
An Act to incorporate the Pension Fund Society of the Bank of Mont-

real.
An Act respecting the Annuity and Guarantee Funds Society of the

Bank of Montreal.
An Act respecting La Banque du Peuple.
An Act to authorise the Royal Canadian Insurance Company to re-

duce its capital stock, and for other purposes.
An Act to amend the Law respecting bridges, booms and other works

constructed over or in navigable waters under the authority of Pro-
vincial Acts.

An Act to amend the Acta respecting the Department of the Secretary
of State.

An Act to continue "An &ct respecting the Albion Mines Savings
Bank."

An Act respecting the Canada Co-operative Supply Association
(Limitect.)

An Act to amend the Act forty.fifth Victoria, chapter Seventeen, to
encourage the construction of Dry Docks.

An Act respecting certain advances to the Provinces.
An Act to incoporate the Canadian Pacifia Employees' Relief Asso-

ciation.
An Act to incorporate the Hamilton, Guelph and 'Buffalo Railway

Company.
An Act respecting the Ontario Pacifié Railway Company.
An Act to incorporate the Synod of the Evangelical Lutheran Church

of Canada.
An Act respecting explosive substances.
An A et to amend the Act to Incorporate the Bank of Winnipeg,
An Act further relating to the Central Bank of New Brunswick.
An Act to comprise in one Act a limitation of the Share and Loan

Capital of the Hamilton Provident and Loan Society.
An Act respecting the Huron and Ontario Ship Canal Company.
An Act to incorporate the Fredericton and St. Mary's Railway

Bridge Company.

House again resolved itself into Committee on the Fran-
chise Bill.

Mr. CASGRAIN. (Translation.) Mr. Chairman, I believe
that the motion proposing that the committee should rise,
should be granted. We have been sitting for quite a num-
ber of hours and the mental and physical strength of the
members of this House is somewhiat affected. For my
part, I do not -complain, but there is one thing to which I
will not submit as long as there is a little amount of life left
in me, and that thing is the oppression of the minority by the
majority. Nevertheless, as the majority has its rights as well
the minority has its rights, we intend, on our side ofthe House,
to defend our rights with all possible talent and vigor, by
using the constitutional means whichx law and parliamen-
tary practice put at our disposai. There are several
reasons wby we should have an adjournment of the House.1
The first, as I said a while ago, is the want of mental and
physical strength which is necessary to continue these
debates with advantage. If that motion was of little impor-
tance, and if it could be deoided with haste or at random, as

most of the questions, no matter how serious, are generally
decided towards the end of the Session. I would say that
we might pass over it without a lengthy discusion, by con-
tenting ourselves with the opinion of a few members. But
as the question is connected with one of the fundamental prin-
eples of our constitution, and as it is proposed to make a
radical change in the franchise and qualification of the voters
in this country, I believe that every member has a duty to
perform, which duty is to examine on ail sides the Bill
which is now under consideration. We must study each
clause in its grammatical sense and in its literal sense,
so as to make a law so clear that thore can
be no ambiguous construction of it. For it is impossible
for us to conceal from ourselves the fact that the stattitory
legislation in the varions Parliaments of the country, and
even in the Parliament of Great Britain, is so badly framed
and so badly digested that lawyers never fail to find a door
to get out of it; and, as they say in English, you can drive
a four-in-hand through an Act of Parliament. To give a
striking illustration in support of my statement, I shal
mention the case of Judge Storey, an eminent jurist of the
United States, who had been charged by the State Legisla.
ture to prepare a Bill on a particular point. Hé had
studied and digested it with great care during six months;
hé thonght that hé had worded it so well that he thought
proper to submit it to the House, to make it become law.
The Bill did become law; but, strange to say, in spite of ail
the care hé had taken to frame it, he states himself that a
year after a case on the interpretation of that law came
before him, and that, after having heard both sides of the
question, it was impossible for him to declare in what sense
he ought to décido. This example shows what great cure
should be taken in the framing of our laws. Therefore, I
say, Mr. Speaker, that we want ail our mental faculties to
study every question which comes before us. The Bill
which is submitted to us is of the highest importance, and
of the most serious character, either if we consider it from
a physiological point of view or fi om an economical point
of view, with regard to the Indian race, which it is proposed
should participate in the advantages of the election law of
the country. As the Government do not want to
grant the demand which we have repeatedly made
to them to adjourn the sittings at proper hours, in
order that we may recuperate our strength and do
the legislative work which the public expect of us, I am
compelled to continue my remarks. I shall explain another
point of view which, I have no doubt, muet meet with
the approval of both sides of the House, and which will be
useful for future Sessions. In making the following sug-
gestion, I believe I am doing real service, not only to the
members personally, but also to the House as a whole. I
wish to say that we should have begun to study that ques-
tion from the opening of the Session, and have continued the
discussion from day to day, until everybody would have
been satisfied that hé understood the Bill which is now sub-
mitted to us ; that hé had been able to grasp ail the prob.
able consequences thereof, and would bear witness to
himself at the end of the Session that hé had passed such a
Bill with a knowledge of the facto, in the interest of the coun-
try, and in order to botter ensure its general welfare. Instead
of following this useful course, what do we see ? Within
my own personal knowledge, for many years during which
I have had the honor of occupying a seat in this House-
and this is my fourth Parliament-I have a] ways remarked
that we followed a practice which is certainly contrary to
parliamentary usages and which is far from being useful to
the country, by waiting until the end of the Session to
introduce Government Bills, so as to rush them through.
This is what is vulgarly called the "elaughter of the inno-
cents." By this means we kill ail private Bills, and we
limit ourselves to hurriedly passing the Government Bille.
This practice is not only defective, but it is also an evidence
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of a gross and guilty neglect on the part of the Government.
One thIng is certain, and that is, that towards the close of
the Session the Bills are passed with wonderful
alacrity, and that most of the members do not
know what is taking place, and do not follow
the debates which take place nor the law which is
being passed. It is to obviate this evil that I have
repeatedly had occasion to raise my voice against an abuse
which is so deeply rooted that to-day it has become unbear-
able, and I believe in the Sessions which will follow the
present Parliament the Government, whoever they are who
will occupy the Treasury benches, will know, once for all,
that they must bring their measures immediately after the
opening of the Session, instead of exposing us to abuses
such as those which we are witnessing to-day. I believe
that the suggestion which I have the honor to make must
be favorably received. Now, lot us consider this qualifica.
tion which is intended to be given to this race of Indians.
I shall divide my remarks into three main points: lst. Is
it important to give them that right ? 2nd. If we give
them that right, can they use it? 3rd. Will they use that right
in a manner which will be useful to the country? On the
firet point, I will say that if we throw a glance at history,
we see that North America was formerly inhabited by
numerous Indian races. These races, since that time, have
decreased, not only in point of number but also in point of
intelligence and of physical vigor. Moreover, the Indians
we have now, if we compare them to the population which
existed at the time of the discovery of America, do not show
such a disposition towards civilisation that we should give
them the right of suffrage. Through thei r nomadic habits
they are unfit-or at least they have heretofore been unfit-
to become an element in modern civilisation. Their natural
instincts, propagated from race to race, and which, in medical
term, is called atavism, are maintained within them in a
peculiar manner and renders them unfit to become an element
of any kind in civilisation, such as it is understood in the
European and other countries,-unfit to till the land. This
study, which I have had an occasion to make, on the habits
of the Indian, shows that his intelligence is not developed
to a sufficient degree to allow him to use his vote in such a
manner as to render it useful to himself and to the country.
As I said a while ago, with the exception of a few isolated
Indians who are mixed up with the European race, they all
lack this essential element of civilisation-the idea of tilling
the land; they have kept the defect of their race, and I
will give yon a striking example of it, which I take from
the report of the Superintendent of the Indians, and which
contains the proof of my statement. (The hon. member
read from page 35 of the report of the Superintendent of
the Indians, the report of Mr. Guillaume Giroux, miseionary,
one of the inspectors of the Indian race). Therefore, that
population is unfit to make any progress towards civilisa-
tion, and how is it that it is proposed to grant to these
people, whose only wish is to go back to their nomadic
habits, who only earn their living by small industries, how
is it, I say, that we should venture to give them a right
which they do not know how to appreciate, which they do
not understand and which they cannot use ? This point
appears to me to be a final and irrefragable answer to the
granting of the right of suffrage to Indians. It is true, a
few isolated cases have been found, where Indians, through
their contact with white mon, had acquired a more advanced
state of civilisation; but these are exceptions, and exceptions
prove the rale. The Indian race is destined to disappear
from the surface of the soil of British North America, and
from that I draw the inference that it is improvident to
endeavor to grant them the greatest and noblest privilege
which is possessed by the citizen, that of lectoral fran-
chise. In order to show that it would b idle and useless to
to grant this privilege to the Indians, I shall take the
liberty of taking a glance at the entire race of the Indians
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in America, in order to see to which of them it would b
possible to grant the privilege of voting. In examining
the report of the Superintendent of the Indians, I find that
we have 131,952 known Indians.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny.) (Translation.) Name
them.

Mr. CASGRAIN. (Translation.) I shall willingly yield to
the demand of the hon. member for Montmagny (Mr.Landry)
if it is not made with a view to prolong the debate, but at all
events I always wish to make myself useful to my friends,
and I shall read this for him. (The hon. member read
table No. 4, of the census of the Indian tribes of the
Dominion, on page 183, of the Indian Superintendent's
report.) Now, Mr. Chairman, what.will we do with this
population of 131,000 Indians which I may calculate by
taking the average proportion of one male voter out of five
persons as giving 60,000 votera to be added to the voters'
lists of the different Provinces of the Dominion, represent-
ing about one-fifth of the whole electorate. I believe it would
be introducing a very dangerous element in our constitution
to suddenly call upon the Indians to exercise that right.
When I say suddenly, I am not making a supposition which
is not susceptible of being realised. For instance, if I had
in my county some Indians fit to become voters, what
would prevent me from buying for each of them a lot worth
$200 or $300, and asking them to vote for me. What could
be done in my county, could also be done in other counties.
It will be very easy to manufacture voters, because the
qualification will not be based on personal merit, but simply
on property, or a suffiptient income to be put on the voters'
list. And is it this, Mr. Chairman, which is called a sensi-
ble and fair legislation ? As was asked by my hon. col-
leagues who preceded me, is it possible to shield those
Indians from the influence of the Government ? I can
affirm that the Indians of the Province of Quebec invariably
vote in favor of whatever Government happens to be in
power. Public interest requires that these Indians should
vote in an independent manner, knowing what they are
doing, and not that they should come and deposit in the bal-
lot box a vote which would have been bought or wrung from
them; otherwise, you take away from the electorate its
true efficiency. You take away from it the quality it must
have, in order to express the opinion of the people. For
that reason, I will oppose, with ail my might, the adoption
of this Bill, and especially the section which relates to the
Indians; while a numerous class of mechanics, farmers and
factory operatives are deprived of that right of citizenship,
no matter how sober, industrions and intelligent they may
be. They are deprived of the right of voting, for the only rea-
son that they do not possess the qualification required by law,
or because their income is a few cents less than the amount
which would qualify them to vote under this Bill. There-
fore, I say, in conclusion, that it is a glaring injustice to
prevent Canadians, who are native to the soil, to give their
votes as they see fit, and to transfor that vote to individuals
who are under guardianship, real wards who are incapable
of making any bargain or to do any 'act of civil life. And
it is to them that it is proposed to confer the most sacred
right, the fundamental right of our constitution. No, Sir,
I hope that the common sense of the country and the com-
mon sense of the House will prevent the adoption of an act
which is hurriedly submitted tous, which is submitted to us on
the sly, I may say, and at the last moment, to be carried by
storm, if I may so speak. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that you.
will pardon me if my remarks have been somewhat lengthy.
Nevertheless, I reserve my right of renewing them when-
ever I shall desire to do so. I am invited te repeat in
English the ideas which I have just expressed. I have no
doubt that you have been just as pleased with my French
speech as I waa with the attention with whioh you have
listened to me.
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Mr. MILLS. I wish to call your attention to the reportspose to give them the franchise because they cau deal

which were made to the Superintendent General, by the with them as their own property. It le a proposition
various sub-agents or superintendents throughout the coun- no less aheurd than it would have been to have
try, who were instracted to make enquiry as to how far eonferred the franchise on the slaves of the South, while
municipal institutions might be introduced amongst the they were stili in a state of slavery. The proposai to give
Indians, with a view to conferring some sort of simple munici- those mon the franchise wiIl not elevate the ledian, while
pal institutions upon them, whereby they would be able te on the other hand it will have the efleot of degrading the
make rules and regulations relating to fences, ditches, roads, great counoil of the nation, placing it in an unwortby0posi
trespasses of cattle, and other matters similar to those which tien, and you are doing that to enable some followers ofthe
are dealt with by the white population through their muni-First Minîster to succeed where they otherwise conld not
cipal bodies. The Superintendent General, the present eucoeed. Locke, in bis great work on Government, declares
Prime Minister, in reporting to His Excellency the Governor that such a course of procedur- is one which would mor-
General, on this subject, makes the following remarks, which alIy emancîpate the people froru&Dy observance of the law,
will be found in the Report upon Indian Affairs for 1881). and that any observance which the people might heetow,
(The hon. gentleman here quoted from the Report in ques- would be rendered on the ground of prudence and not of
ti>n.) He then states the result of the answers which he moral obligation. That le the condition of things whioh is
received. (Quotation from the same report.) It is clear existing hero, and I ask mombers of this committee if they
from this statement that these officers considered that the are prepared te degrade this fouse in that way, and te
Indians were not sufficiently intelligent to enable them to moto out te those who oppose then on political grennds, an
work so simple a system of municipal government as it was injustice which they wonld receive with the etrongest evi.
proposed to give them, and if that is the case, how much donces of indignation if it were oxtended te them y othere.
less competent are they to judge of great matters of national I ask hon. gentlemen te deal with thie question fairly, te con.
concern-questions of banking and commerce, questions of eider our constitutional system, te have a respect for it, to
a greenback or a gold system of currency, of protection or exercise that forbearance which our syetem cf government
free trade, or of whether we should "have reciprocity requires at thoir bande, knowing, as they muet, that a course
or not. Is it not preposterous to prorose such a thing se unjuet as thie is eue which neyer eau in the long run
under these circumstances? Almost the same provisions enure te the benefit of those who seoir t profit by it.
which we have today, so far as Ontario and Quebec are con-
cerned, for the enfranchisement of the Indian, we had in Mr. FAIRBANK. I am sure that during my lon
1859, and still how many Indians have been enfranchisci? experiencoin Parliament 1nover have hoard a more point
Years ago the presont Minister of Public Works, like other or direeL dehate than that which was carrion uU Ltwo

Superintendents General, gave considerable attention te e'clock this morning, up te which hour I listened atten-
this subject, and yet how many were enfranchised during tively te the discussion. Up te that time thore had been
those years. I do not think the hon. gentlemen found 50 out fifty heurs of actual sitting during this week, aud I think
of the whole number of Indians in this country whom ho therefere, that there was ne juet gronnd for refusin the
considered fit to enfranchise. I do not think 100 Indians adjurnment which was asked for. Again has an adjoumu.
from that day to this have been enfranchised, and those ment been aeked fer, after 15 heurs has been added te that
mon would be able to vote if they had the necessary pro- sitting. Now, it is noteriously the fact that the condition
perty qualification, without the use of the word "Indian " cf thisreom je exceedingly injurieus te every eue who is
in this clause at all. We know that there are amongst the obliged te remain in it for any length of timo. Two Sessions
white population people who know little of public affairs ago a memorial, very numerously Figned on both aides er
and take no interest in them, and you are proposing by the liuse, was presented to the Minieter ef Public Works
this Bill to say that a large proportion of the white popula- asking that the defects of this Chamber should ho remediod,
tion are not qualified for the franchise, while at the same or that ho should provide a enitable place for the transac-
time yon are taking in another class of the population, who tien of tho public business. The Minister eeemed pleased
are notoriously in the rear of the most backward of the with that representatien, and considered that it gave him
white population, no matter what advance they make-you every authority te deal with the snbject, but to-day we are
p ropose to confer the franchise upon the whole of these sitting in the same gloomy dungeon,-a roon in which ne
Indians who are admittedly incompetent to manage their ekilful agriculturiet would confine hie secOnd-rate animale
own affairs. Take the case of the Wyandottes, perhaps the for the Iength of time that we have boan bore. The raye
best informed and most intelligent of our whole Indian ofthe sun do net penetrate here, except disfigured by the
population. They have been enfranchised and they etained glass threngh which they come-so much se that-
enjoy the same civil rights as the rest of the population; I was going te say-the great Auther cf Light would net
they have patents fpr their individual holdings, and yet how recogniso it. It is well known to scientiste and others
many of them have their lands free from encumbrance ? I that some ef the deadliest oisons kuown te ehem-
doubt if there is one, if you except Mr. Solomon White, the istry are extracted from plante that are shut u
member for South Essex in the Local Legislature. I would from the light, and k i3net eaying toc muc
like to ask the hon. member for North Essex if these men te eay that the-health cf scores cf peeple has
are well qualified to exercise the franchise. I do not object, heen permaneutly injured by eitting in this Chamber.
if they have the necessary qualification, and if they were Yen may see in the face cf every eue who has been long
free from Government control, but if they are scarcely accustemed te inhabit this roontlinos which indicate
qualified, and are not prudent enough to protect their own exhaustion. The exclusion of light sud the oharacter of
property, how absurd it is that these men, who only the room seem also te have a tcndency b briug mon inte a
possess property qualification because the Governmont bas condition in which they eau hardly tell right from wrong,
protected their property for them, should be given votes, sud we have had soveral illu4rations of that fact. le it a
wrhereas if you bad left them free, they would not have proper thiug for Government te carry legislation hy physi-
been qualified to vote. They have the qualification to vote cal lorce? 1 helieve it je net. I do net thiuk it is within
because you allow them the franchise on property which the province cf this Legielature te assume the power cf
belongs to the Crown, and over which yon have not allowed infiicting corporal punishmeut. I protest in the name of
them to exorcise control. I think it is a monstrous propo- hnmauity againet this legisiatien by virLui of physical
sition, for which there is no defence, a proposition which exhaustion. It is wrong in principle, sud I believe it wil
points te eue thing oply, namely, that the Geverumeut po-, be wrong lu its resulte.
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]r. LANDERKIN. I desire to say a few words on this

important matter of enfranchising the Indians. There are
perhaps many features connected with this subject which
are worthy of the consideration of any deliberative assembly
and of the people of this country; but the people have not
yet considered it, and I think it would bo well that the suh.
ject should be postponed to a future Session of Parliament,
so that the Government could in the meantime ascertain the
true feelings of the people with regard to it. I heard the
First Minister lat night state that if this Bill becomes law
the Indians of the North-West will be entitled to the
franchise. In view of the present condition of the Indians
in that country, it becomes this House to stop and consider
calmly the gravity of the action they propose to take. If
you give the Indians the franchise you must give them
civil rights as well; give them the franchise without
clothing them with civil rights is simply a delusion and a
snare. But the Government appears to hope that by giving
the franchise to people who are living on the bounty of the
country, they will be able to influence them in their favor.
It is an outrageons proposition; but it is in keeping with
the whole character of the Bill before us. The Government
have :etrayed the people and lost their confidence, and
they have to resort to corrupt means like this to strengthen
them in their position. 1 shali draw your attention to
some clauses in the Indian Act in order to show you what
power the Government will have in compelling the Indians
to vote for them under the provisions of this Act. (The hon.
gentleman then proceeded to quote from the Indian Act.)
I am glad to be able to say, Mr. Chairman, that Ilthink you
have striven fairly well to give us an opportunity of plac-
ing our views on record. As we are acting here for the
people I think that we should have time to ascertain their
views on thie question. I say it would be a dangerous
thing to free institutions to place the ballot in the hands of
the Indians, while they are so much controlled by the Gov.
ernment, and I do not think you, Sir, would like to be
placed in the position in which you would be placed under
this Bill, if a change of Government took place, a thing
which I consider is not only desirable but possible. This
is a clause which strikes at the liberty of the people and is
aimed at the seat of several members of this House. The
hon. member for South Brant (Mr. Paterson) succeeded in
overcoming the effects of the Redistribution Bill which was
aimed at him among others, and now the Government
think they will succeed by the votes of those who are their
pensioners, and who are liable to be intimidated by them
and their officials. I think it would ho a misfortune to the
flouse to lose the eminent services of the member for South
Brant, as it would be to lose the services of the hon. mem-
ber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), who is also aimed at -by this
clause-a gentleman who as made himself, by close study,
so well acquainted with parliamentary history and pro-
cedure, and political and other economy as the hon. gentle-
man has. The Indian Act which I have read shows
how these people may be intimidated by designing
men, and I think any body of men who would introduce
such a measure as this, may fairly be called designing men.
In 1882 the Government endeavored to defeat the hou.
member for Bothwell by the Redistribution Bill, and though
they did not do it by the vote of the people, they managed
to keep him out of the House for one Session bya returning
officer. He was, however, returned by the courts, and
tbey are now endeavoring to deprive him of his place by
enfranchising these Indians. It appears, also, that the hon.
member for North Bruce (Mr. McNeill), who had a seat
carved out for him in 1882, sees danger looming up, and I
suppose ho is urging on the Government to enfranchise the
Indians in his riding to make his seat still surer. I think
the Government or party who act from such motives asi
these, are unworthy of public confidence. The Government
should allow the people to judge by their record; they
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should have the courage of their convictions, and be willing
to stand or fall on the merits of their policy. This Bill also
strikes a blow at the seat of the hon. member for Haldi-
mand (&fr. Thompson), who has occupied a seat in this
House continuously for over twenly years, an: who is a
wortby and estimable man. These facts show the object
for which the Bill was introduced, and I would ask if the
supporters of the Government will be so actuated by party
zeal that they will support such a measure as this. It is
extraordinary that high-minded and fair-minded men, British
subjects, should resort to such measures as these to keep
themselves in power, and one would expect that a measure
which strikes a blow at the independence of the people and
the integrity of the House, as this measure does, would not
be tolerated for a moment. By another clause of the
Indian Act the Indians are not allowed to be taxed, and
this is an anomaly which the political theorists on the
other aide of the ouse will have difficulty in reconciling;
for why should you give the franchise to those who, by
virtue of that franchise, will control the tax-payers of this
country, while they do not themselves pay any taxes?
Bofore you leave the Chair, I just wish to say that I shall
conclude my remarks in the meantime, and will resume
them at another stage of the discussion.

The committee rose, and it being six o'clock the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Reess.
House again resolved itself into committee on the Fran.

chise Bill.
Mr. MULOCK. I shall not address myself to the amend.

ment before the committee, asking that the committee rise,
simply because it is identical with an amendment which
was refused at two o'clock this morning by hon. gentlemen
opposite, who, instead of meeting the arguments which
were urged in its favor, transformed this Chamber
into a sleeping apartment, and were many of them
sound asleep when that amendment was being discussed.
It is sufficient for me to say that .I ask for no adjournment.
I ask for no concessions; I demand nothing from hon.
gentlemen opposite, except the privilege, which was denied
me in this flouse before, of addressing myself to the subject
before us. The question is, whether or not the franchise
is to be conferred upon a certain class in this Daminion,
and whether that class are likely to be of service to the
body politic. Hon. gentlemen may choose to sleep through
the deliberations of Parliament upon that question ; they
may, in lumber, pass their measures ; they may, with their
revising barristers, try to gag the people; but there is an
awakening power outaide of this House which they will
have to face. What is the meaning of a franchise ? Is it
not the very first idea that enters one's mind that it is an
expression of free will ? Does not that imply that the per.
son who possesses that free will must be an intelligent
man ? Have hon. gentlemen for one moment thought of
the condition of the people in whom it is proposed to vest
this power ? Have they looked at the statutes of this
Parliament, passed by themselves, to find out what the
opinion of Parliament is as to the character of the men
whom it is proposed to invest with the most valuable
privilege that any free man can enjoy? Parliament has
declared by its statutes that the class of men hon. gentle-
men now propose to enfranchise are not able to protect
themselves in regard to their private dealings; then, how
can they consistently invest them with the bigher power of
not only regulating their own affairs but those of others
around them ? I do not propose to group all the Indians
under the same head. .The fault I find in this proposition is,
that it does group them all together, but that every Indian
who is able to posses himself of sufficient property in the
eye of the agent of the Government is to have a vote, and

1520 MAT 1,



COMMONS DEBATES.
that the intelligent and industrious Indians of Ontario, Que-
bec, and the other Provinces are to be degraded te the level
of the robbers and murderers of the North-West. Now, I
will refer you te a few sections in the Indian Act of 1880,
te show you, first, the personal disabilities under which the
Indian labors, and, secondly, his position of dependency.
The Act forbids the Indian from purchasing intoxicating
liquors, and imposes penalties on any person who sells such
articles te him. It also denies him the right to dispose of
his property after his death, or te mortgage or te hypothe-
cate it in any way, and thus deprives him of rights
and privileges which every white man enjoys. (The
hon. gentleman proceeded te quote from the Indian Act.)
-Re is treated as incapable of looking after his own inter-
ests, and yet it is proposed that he may exorcise his vote
te elect men te mortgage the whole property of the country
te the extent of millions of dollars. Then, by section 77, an
Indian is net liable under any contract he may make; ho
may incur debta but the creditor cannot recover, the reason
being that ho is net able te understand the value of money;
and the law provides, as it does in the case of children,
against his own improvidence, or against his being over-
reached by others. By another section ho cannot sell,
mortgage or dispose of his property in any way, and if he
should attempt to sell it ho can go into a court of justice
and reclaim it. And yet it is proposed te give hima power
te sell our property through the Government. Until the
statute with regard te the Indian is amended in those
respects, I say you should net confer the franchise upon
these people. They are treated as the wards of the country,
and they can do nothing towards the education of their
children, nothing in municipal matters, outside of their own
family, without the sanction of the Government. By section
23 the Superintendent General has absolute power te remove
Indians fren their reserves by force or otherwise, and that
without power of appeal. In the ejectment the agent of the
Government is witness, counsel, judge and sheriff, and should
the Indian attempt te return te his reserve he can be
imprisoned. I dare say it would be satisfactory te some
people te consider this House an Indian reserve, and put a
law in force te ject persons from here at their will, and if
these persons attempted te return, te put them in prison ;
but the law protects us. But I, would ask how free and
independent would the vote of an Indian be who has te
decide between a candidate representing the Superintendent
General, holding such powers as ho holds, and another can-
didate, representing the views of the Opposition. The
money which is received for the sale of Indian lands comes
into the bands of the Government, and they may apply it
as they see fit, in repairing roads or bridges, putting up
schools, and se on. We have often seen in this House how
constituencies of white people are carried by such influences
as grants for railroads and other purposes, and if white
people are amenable te such influences is it at all te be
wondered at if the Indian will be still more susceptible te
them, and still les capable of giving an unbiassed vote. By
clause 72, when a chief dies and the succession runs eout,
the Superintendent General exorcises very great powersi
over the election of a successor ; in fact, hoecan make or1
unmake chiefs by the exercise of those powers. Ris agent
presides at the meeting, receives the votes, and conducts
the deliberations, and if the election suite him it is an
election, but, if net, it is no election. Yet we are told that
these Indians would be absolutely free men in their
votes. Even in matters of education and religion
we find that the Superintendent General is all-powerful..
Let the Indians endeavor te establish a school or a church,
te pass regulations for the suppression of intemperance, te
protect their property from trespassers, thieves and
robbers, to construct road, bridges, fences or ditches, te
erect and maintain public buildings, te eetablish regula-
tions for recording the ownership of their property-in all
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these endeavors their acts have no force or validity in law
unless they have received the sanction of the Superintendent
General, who is to ask them for their votes. And yet we
are told that they are capable of exercising an unbiassed
judgment between the representative of the Superintendent
General and his bitterest opponent. Why does the Govern-
ment still treat the Indian as a child, unable to regulate the
ordinary affairs of life? If the Indians of Ontario and
Quebec, who have advanced some way towards civilisation,
are so treated, on what principle is it now proposed to
confer the franchise on the less civilised Indians of Manitoba
and the North-West ? What demand is there for this
franchise ? Legislation of this character should follow in
the wake of public opinion, and should not precede it.
Has there been any petition from outside the waLls
of Parliament for this legislation? Not one; and
I say it would be botter for us to attend to the prayers
of the people than to originate measures they
have not asked for. We have upwards of 25,000 white
people in the North-West; and when we have
petitions flooding this House for the representation of
the white settlers of the North-West in this Parlia-
ment, and when there is a Bill before this House for that
purpose, it is prudent to bear in mind that the legislation
we pass to-day may come into force in the North-West by
the legislation of to-morrow. And when this measure
becomes law and the elections are held again, will it be a
source of triumph to this country to find this hall occupied
by men chosen by such an electorate as you propose to
enfranchise? Who would like to sit here as the repre-
sentative of Poundmaker or Big Bear, or Pie-a-pot or any of
the other murderers there? You need not send peu and
ink to these people to write their ballots with; they will
write them with the blood of the people who have been
murdered in that country if this measure is carried
through. Yet we are told, by the decision of the point of
Order to-day, that we should not hint at the North-West in
the discussion of this measure. By it you are going to
place a premium upon the practices of these people; you
are going to give power to men who have made widows
and orphans in this country, and you are going to
endorse them in that conduct. You are going
to place power in the hands of people who are not
able intelligently to exorcise it, in order that they may,
under the influence of the Executive of the day,
outweigh the votes of the free citizens of this country. I
am glad to see that hon. gentlemen opposite have at this
stage decided not to obstruct the public business, as they
have been doing. We find that hon. gentlemen who were
at first disposed to obstruct discussion on this side have
now concluded to sit silently in their seats, and as no hon.
gentleman has ventured to pledge his reputation or intel-
ligence in favor of this proposition, I think it is fair to
assume that they cannot advance a single argument in
support of it, and are prepared simply to vote as they are
told, or according to their own interests. For my part, I
shall back my opinion by voting against the broad propo-
sition to enfranchise every Indian between the Atlantic and
the Pacific.

Mr. DAWSON. We have had a great deal of discussion
for two or three days, all about the meaning of one word in
this Bill. Instead of the Bill extending the franchise to all
classes of Indians, I think it rather tends to curtail than to
extend the franchise in that respect, and at the proper time
I intend to move an amendment, clearly distinguishing what
Indians, in my opinion, should have the franchise. I sgree
with the hou. gentleman who has last spoken, that Indians
who are incapable of managing their own affairs should not
have a vote; but if the Bill is carefully looked into it will
be found that ample provision is made in that respect, for
the voter must have a certain amount of property as owner,
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tenant or occupant, or ho must be a resident or derive a
certain sum from some calling, trade or investment, and I
say such Indians should have a vote. It is a mistake t
suppose that the Indians are wanting in intelligence, what
ever deficiencies they may be under, owing to their manners
or habits of life; they are, on the contrary, an intelli
gent and quicksighted people. The hon. gentleman says
they cannot count money, but I should like to se
him try; ho would find them quite capable of look
ing after their own interest in that respect. As
to the Indians of Manitoba, of whom ho speaks, those
Indians, or what are called half-breeds, have exercised the
franchise ever since Manitoba came into the Confederation,
They are a mixed race, like a great many that are scat-
tered all over Canada; and as to the Indians on the reserves,
I do not think anybody proposes to give them votes, unless
they are qualified according to this Act; and if they are,
if they have property, and are intelligent enough to take
care of their property, they should have a vote. I do not
think it can be said that such members on this side as
owe their election to the votes of these people whom it
is proposed to enfranchise, members from Manitoba
for instance, are not the equals of other representa-
tives of the people in this House. I rose merely to
point out that hon. gentlemen are mistaken in supposing
that this Bill would confer the franchise on the wild Indians
of the plains and forests of the North-West, in regard to
whom they have been appealing rather to the feelings than
to the judgment of hon. members of this House. I think
the business of the House would go on much more rapidly
if hon.gentlemen would proceed with the other clauses and
see what their effect would be, rather than wasting all this
time upon an interpretation clause.

Mr. BURPEE. I can see no good reason why the Govern-
ment should have refused an adjournment after we have been
sitting two or three consecutive days and nights, except that
they are determined to wear out the weaker constitutions of
this House. That may be a high-handed, but I do not
think it is a high-minded proposition, and though they may
be numerous enough to wear us out, I mistake the Liberals
of this House if they submit without trial. I have not
language to characterise this Bill as it deserves, but I say
it is a most iniquitous and infamous measure. The hon.
member for Algoma says we have spent a long time about
one word, but that word represents fifty thousand Indians,
of whom perhaps about ton thousand will be voters. If
these voters were intelligent men, capable of reading and
writing, if they had an individual stake of any appreci-
able amount, it would still be a large measure.
But they are a class, the majority of whom are
not intelligent, and few of whom can read and
write, or know anything of the politics of this country.
This is a question which every man in this Dominion bas a
deep interest in. If a measure containing nothing but the
clause before us, to enfranchise the Indians of the country,
had been brought into this House at a seasonable period of
the Session, it would have taken weeks to have properly
discussed it; yet hon. gentlemen say that we are obstruct-
ing the House in occupying a day or two in discussing it
now. The enormity of the measure was scarcely known to
members of the House until it was put into your hands. I
venture to say that not a score of the members in the House
understood the full effect of the measure until the right hon.
leader of the Government explained that it included all
Indians who had an interest in land. The hon. member for
Algoma (Mr. Dawson) says they cannot vote unless they
have a house. In looking over the report of the Indians of
New Brunswick, I find that the agent in that Province
describes a bouse as a little building of slabs, which a few
Indians can put up in a couple of hours. I have seen these
bouses, and they are entirely worthless; when the Indians
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leave them, they burn them for firewood; and these are the
bouses that the hon. member for Algoma describes as

Sproperty. According to the report published last year,
- New Brunswick had only 1,524 Indians ; they are
s Micmacs and Amalacites. Of these, the agent informs
- us that about 1,100 are settled on reserves. To my
s certain knowledge they do not stay upon their reserves
e more than about a month in the year. They live by hunt-
- ing, fishing, making baskets, and begging; they are paupers
s upon the public; and these are the people that this -Bill

proposes to enfranchise. A few of them live in houses, such
as I have described, made of slabs and boards, that they
pick up along the rivers; but most of them live in birch

- bark wigwams, which they move with them as they go fromn
place to place. They are not intelligent people; it is the
exception to find one who can read and write. These are
said to be settled on their reserves, and these are the people
to whom you propose to give votes to send members to this
Parliament. Did you ever hear of a greater burlesque on
the institutions of civilisation than to enfranchise people
who know nothing whatever of the duties of free men ? If
I look at the measure fairly and honestly, I cannot coin-
prehend it. I can imagine that the Government may wish
to make a few more votes in a close constituency; I do not
charge them with that; but I say there is no other explana.
tion to be given of their conduct, that I can think of, and if
that is the true explanation, I say it is infamous. The Indians
I have described, I suppose, are a fuir sample of the Indians
throughout the Dominion. We can imagine the revising
barrister going among them to enfranchise them. le finds
by the report of the Indian agent that there are about 1,150
on the reserves; he will enfranchise at least one ont of
every five of that number; and ho sets to work. Who will
this officer be? A disinterested and fair-minded man ? I
hope ho will; but the officers who have been appointed by
the Goverument in the part of the Dominion from which I
come are generally defeated candidates; and as we generally
find more lawyers among defeated candidates than any
other class of mon, there will be no difflculty in finding
enough defeated candidates to act as revising barristers.
Under the Bill a revising barrister may go back to the
county where he bas been defeated, and by enfranchising
thirty or forty Indians, if the*vote was close, ho msy provide
for his future election. Now, I do not intend to occupy the
time of the House. I had not an opportunity, on the
second reading of the Bill to speak on its general principles,
and no other course is left to me than to enter my solemn
protest against every section of it as it comes up, and this
is section number one.

Mr. WATSON. I was surprised to hear the hon. member
for Algoma (Mr. Dawson) say that the Indians of Manitoba
are enfranchised. I have some knowledge of the Indians in
that Province, and if they are, I have failed to learn it until
now. He also states that the half-breeds are included in
this clause. If they are intended to be included it should
be so stated. He also states that Indians living on reserves
are not entitled to vote by the Bill, as they are regarded by
the law as minors. The hon. First Minister stated yester-
day that any Indian who lived on a reserve and had a house
and property worth $150 would be entitled to vote. There
seems to be a difierence of opinion between the hon. mem-
der for Algoma and the First Minister on that point, and I
would like to ask the Minister in charge of the Bi at
present if it is intended that an Indian living on a reserve,
who is regarded by the law as a minor, is entitled to vote
under this clause. The clause in the Ontario Act is very
plain on this question, and if applied to the people of
Manitoba it would be more satisfactory. I understood that
the Firet Minister stated that the word "Indian," in this
BiH, would include those living on reserves, while the hon.
member for Algoma says it means half-breeds, and as the
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First Minister is present, I would like to ask him for an
explanation on thiat point.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. An Indian is certainly
not a half-breed, and a half-breed is not an Indian.

Mr. WATSON. Io it the intention to enfranchise the
Indians living on the reserves, who do not pay taxes to the
municipality, but are the wards of the Government ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I answered that question
last night.

Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. member for Leeds (Mr.
Taylor) stated this morning that the hon. member for Queen's
and myself, were not acting in good faith in the proposition
we made to the louse, but the hou. gentleman had no right
to make that assertion. He aiso complained that the hon.
member for South Perth (Mr. Trow) had consumed the
time of the louse needlessly, in reading long extracts,'but
as the hon. gentleman seldom speaks in the louse, I am
sure he was entitled to the courtesy he received. I
would also remind the hon. member for SouthE Bsex (Mr.
Wigle), who addressed the House, that in the British
House of Commons it is not considered to comport with
the dignity of Parliament, to repeat in the louse private
conversations, and that the member who does so, and
does not make ample apology, is not considered fit to
associate with gentlemen, and I think that is a rule which
it would be well to adopt bore. The hon. Minister of Inland
Revenue says the House is not bound to accept the views
of the Opposition. The Opposition do not claim that
it should, but they do claim that they have certain rights, in
the freedom of parliamentary discussion, to present their
views amply, and that the course adopted by the Govern-i
ment was designed to prevent the discussion which
this measure deserves. The hon, gentleman said that the1
reason this Bill was introduced so late was that1
if the Government had introduced it earlier they could noti
have got it through, which means that they withheld the
Bill until the dying days of the Session, in the hope that
they would be able to weary the Opposition and thereby1
force through this objectionable measure. The purpose of
the Opposition is to discuss the Bill properly, and there is
no desire to obstruct its passage, because the Opposition
realise the power of the majority of this louse, and that if
they decide to pass the Bill it is useless for the Opposition1
to try to prevent it; but they feel it to be their duty to dis-1
cuss it fully, before it does pass through the House. I thinki
the proposition made with reference to the adjournmentf
this mornîng was a reasonable one, and that it would havei
facilitated the progress of the Bill, while the Government,t
by not accepting it, are really those who are acting the partç
of obstructionists. We discussed this measure in a fair andt
temperate manner, after sitting bere until half-past four,a
and Ithink the proposal to adjourn was not only a reason-r
able one, but was regarded as sch by many hon. gentlemenI
on that aide. The Government, however, refused it, and
they hoped, by importing pillows from hotels, and takingc
their repose while hon. members on this aide were present-1
ing their arguments, to tire out the Opposition, and therebyI
bring the debate to a triumphant close. But they failed in1
their tactics, and it would have been an unfortunated
thing, in the interest of fair play and honorable andc
gentlemanly conduct, if they had succeed.d in their1
policy. The hon. member for Algoma says the tribalt
Indians cannot have a vote, but h. went on to qualify hisf
remark by saying that if the tribal Indians had the neces-1
sary property qualification it would be a great hardship if t
they were not allowed to vote. He says the Indians of t
Manitoba all have votes, and that they are half-breeds, but Ic
apprehendthat there are full-blooded Indians there, and I dot
net think that they have votes at present. The attitude ofe
thersptidsofthe House iswggestie. The attitndea
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of the Government majority reminds me of au expression
attributed to Boss Tweed, in his palmy days, when he had
robbed the city of New York of millions of dollars to keep
himself and his fellow conspirators in wealth -and luxury.
When hie conduct was protested against he did not argue
the matter, but he asked thepeople, in the most superuillious
and dictatorial manner: What are you going to do about
it? That is the attitude of hon. gentlemen opposite. They
sit in dumb silence-except for an occasional speech by the
hon. member for Algoma,'and others-they say in effect
and in manner: Talk away, gentlemen; make your pro.
tests; but they are all useless, and what are you going
to do about it? They have decided to pass this Bill;
they have decided in caucus to pass this Bill. They
have arranged it to suit their own purposes, and they
will not deign to defend its provisions. The hon. First
Minister who is in charge of this Bill, does not even
deign to remain in his place in the House, to
answer questions he ought to answer, while it is under
discussion ; but he leaves it to slip through, knowing that
his supporters sit there silent, asking, by their attitude,
what are you going to do about it ? and saying, the Bill is
4going to pase. Yes, of course the Bil will pass. The
party in caucus have settled on the provisions of a measure
that will enable them to sap the very headsprings of the
liberties of this people. It is a most outrageous meaere-
a measure which, if there is any virtue and intelligence
left among the people of Canada, will be condemned by the
electorate of this country. Where are the Indian electors
who are about to be invested with the sacred functions of
the franchise? They are making the night-sky of the
North-West lurid to-night with the conflagrations of the
dwellings of the settlers ; they are murdering the settlers,
and subjecting their wives and daughters to a fate worse
than death. These are the bloody, vindictive barbarians
that are to be invested by this Bill with the power of con-
trolling the elections of the North-West Territories,
when they are accorded representation in this
House. I say there is nothing in the whole
history of Canada or in the history of America so
monstrous, so indefensible, as this proposition of the Gov-
ernment, to give these barbarians the right of citizenship.
There has been such a thing as Indian civilisation on this
continent; but we have nothing of the kind to-day among
Indians who preserve their distinct tribal nationality. We
have the native red man, with bloodthirsty and vindictive
instincts, living on the plains of the North-West in
an unalloyed condition of babarism, and he ls to be
invested by this Bill with that sacred privilege that per-
tains to the free man-and not to all free men, for many
white men in the country are denied the privilege that
these red-handed murderers will have under this Bill. To
show that these Indians are regarded by the law as not yet
ready for civilisation or for the privileges of the franchise,
I will refer to the Indian Acts which have been passed by
this Parliament. (The hon. gentleman quoted a number
of the provisions of the Indian Act of 1884.) There is
hardly an act that an Indian can perform in his
lifetime without the authority and permission of the
Indian Superintendent General, who is, in fact, the
dictator over all his proceedings, whether individuálly
or in council. I dare say our Indian Act is a wise law;
but it is not wise to give to people in that condition of
tutelage the rights and privileges and responsibilities of
free electors in the Dominion of Canada. We find, by the
United States laws applying to the Indians of their terri-
tories, that they are in a condition of tutelage, and unless
they renounce their tribal relations they are not considered
citizens or persons, but aliens and foreigners. In Nebraska
they are incompetent to testify, exoept in certain »
cases; in Kansas they can only tesify in caes cf eged
sale of liquor to Indians; in Minnesota an hidian can ot
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leave his reserve unless he has a passport; in Maine he is a
ward of the Government, living on reservations and receiv-
ing bounties for the produce lie raises. Under the law of
the United States no Indian has the privilege of citizenship
while lie maintains his tribal relations. (The hon. gentle-
man quoted sections 2,071, 2,083, 2-11, 2,112-13-14-19 and
20). Now, Sir, I propose to examine briefiy into the status
and condition of the Indian, morally, intellectually and
materially, to see whether we are warranted in conferring
the franchise on Indians who maintain their tribal relations.
I will read an extract from the report of the Commissioner
of Indian Affairs of the United States, as to the duty of the
Government in connection with the married relation among
the Indians. (The lion, gentleman proceeded to quote from
the report in question.)

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I cannot see that that report is
relevant to the subject before the committee.

Mr. CHARLTON. My object is to point out the unfit-
ness of the Indian in the United States for the suffrage, and
I will show afterwards, from our own reports in Canada,
what his condition is here.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I cannot see that that is relevant,
unless you show that the Indians of the United States are
the same people as those in Canada.

Mr. CHARLTON. I assume that the Dakotas and other
Indians are the same, substantially. However, it is not of
much consequence, though the report was brief and to the
point, and I will pass to the reports from our own Blue
Books. I think, however, Sir, you could have determined
its pertinency better after hearing the nature of the extract.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I 'Certainly think, as you are pre-
senting the matter to the committee now, that it is not
pertinent.

Mr. CHARLTON. We will suppose, then, that the
Indians of Canada and the United States are distinct races,
and do not possess the same characteristics, and that all I
have said with regard to the laws of the United States is
quite foreign to the matter. I hardly think, however, that
the rule you have laid down is fair to me, as the American
Indian is the brother of the Canadian Indian. I find in the
report of the Manitoba superintendency for 1884, a great
many facts in relation to the Indians. I will first quote
what is said of the Grand Rapid reserve. (Quotation read.)
So it appears that they are not provident enough to lay up
a store for the winter, although they have excellent fisheries,
and have to apply to the Government to supplement their
supplies. I would ask if these men are botter qualified to
exercise the franchise than our free-born citizens, who do
not have the necessary proper qualifications. I will now
quote as to the Black River and Fort Alexander reserves.
(Quotation read). These Indians gather together and receive
the payment of their annuities; they are ready to make
night hideous in drunken debauch, if whiskey can be
obtained, and they are the class of men the hon. gentleman
proposes to enfranchise and place on the same level with
himself. I will now read what is stated in Mr. Macpher-
son's report. (Quotation.) These Indians gather together
on their camping grounds, in order to join in wild satur-
nalia, gamble and waste their annuities, and indulge in
their heathen rights and ceremonies. Surely, these are a
nice class of men to allow to vote. I think the hon, gentle-
man should be ashamed of the proposition to enfranchise
such barbarians. Here is what is said as to Yellow Calfs
band. (Quotation.) I will also read from the reports With
reference to Pie-a-pot's reserve, and the Pine River reserve.
(Quotation.) I pasa on to some observations made by the
Lieutenant Governor of the North-West, with reference to
the sun dance, a heathen religious ceremony. (Quotation.)

Mr. CHAEL ToN6

These quotations illustrate very fairly the condition of
the Indians in the North-West. They are improvident;
they are the wards of the Government; they are unable to
sustain themselves, and are fed principally by the bounty
of the Government; they are utter barbarians; and
they are entirely unfitted for the rights and privi-
leges as well as the duties of citizenship. Now, we
may safely adopt, in this country, the rule adopted in
the United States with regard to enfranchising Indians.
The United States has had an experience of 100 years with
the Indian, and the difficulties that have occured there with
the Indians have not been due to a want of liberality on the
part of the Government. Universal suffrage prevails in
most of the States, and a very low property qualification in
others, and their policy as to franchise is therefore a liberal
one, and yet they have never enfranchised Indians who
retain their tribal relations. We cannot, with safety, go
further than they have gone in that respect, and we should
require the Indians, before we give them the franchise, to
surrender the tribal relation, to become individuals, amen-
able to the law, members of society, paying taxes and hold-
ing property in their own right. We have in this Dominion
131,000 Indians, nine-tenths of whom are barbarians, and
two-thirds of whom are pagans. These tribes are separate
nationalities; they have no pride of country, no desire to
promote its interests, and they know nothing about its
institutions. They are governed by ignorance and super-
stition, and are not fit to exercise the high duties, privileges
and responsibilities appertaining to free citizens. They
are neither independent nor intelligent. They are
grovelling barbarians, sunk in the depths of ignorance,
and depravity and vice, and as they are the wards of
the Government, or of the Superintendent General, they
would be his creatures, and his agents would practically
cast their votes in the various districts over which he exer-
cises control. The proposition to enfranchise them is a
montrons one; it has no foundation in justice or reason, but
must proceed from a desire to acquire and exercise an
improper political advantage, to retain in power men who
realise that if they went back to the same electorate that
placed them in power they would not be returned again.
For reasons which pertain not only to the present but to-the
future of this country for many generations-so far as the
institutions of Canada are concerned-we should not enter-
tain for a moment the proposal embodied in the Bill,
designed to enfranchise the barbarians who, to-day, have
lighted up the North-West with the lurid glare of burning
buildings, who are brandishing the tomahawk and the scalp-
ing knife in that country, who are murdering the settlers
and subjecting their wives and daughters to a fate a thou-
sand times worse than death. Such a proposition is one
which should mantle with the blush of shame the cheek of
any man who would avow that he would support it.

Mr. KING. I, for one, think it was well that the proposi-
tion for the committee to rise at 4:30 this morning was not
agreed to, as I think the speeches which have been delivered
since that time have tended to show very clearly the nature
of this Bill. Instead of only giving votes to Indians who
acquired property by their own industry, it appears now
that it is intended to enfranchise the Indians on the reserves,
and though we have not many Indians in the Province of
New Brunswick, I say that the proposition to enfranchise
the 1,500 Indians there is an insult to the white settlers of
that Province. I am glad to know that some defects which
I pointed out previously in this Bill, as applied to New
Brunswick, are likely to be remedied. I regret, however,
that with the exception of one Government supporter from
that Province-who is prepared to swallow the whole Bill,
and who only spoke upon it a few moments-the members
from that Province supporting the Government have not
said a word, in the-way of pointing out the merits or demer-
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its of the Bill. If the Bill passes we shall not appeal to
the same electors who sent us here, but in my case I
calculate that the number of electors in my county
will be decreased by some 400 or 500, in a total
of 2,000 ; and if there were Indians in my
constituencv I would have to appeal to them, rather
than the 'honest farmers and lumbermen who sup-
ported me in the last election. That this measure has not
been properly discussed by the people, that it bas not been
fairly presented to them is shown by an article from an
editorial in the St. John Sun of the 27th of April, from which
I shall quote. (The hon, gentleman read the quotation.)
I would like to ask if any hon. gentleman would say that
that is a correct statement of the facts, because, as I under-
stand, there is no appeal from the decision of the revising
officer on matters of fact, and none in any case without his
consent. As to the charge of obstruction which bas been
thrown out indiscriminately to members on this side, I do
not think it can apply to hon. members from the Province
of New Brunswick who it on this side of the louEe, for
the hon. member for Sunbury (Mr. Burpee), who bas
represented a county ever since Confederation, only
occupied about twenty minutes, while I only spoke about
the same time on the second reading, and I believe the hon,
member for Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor) spoke a short time. So
far as the hon. members opposite, from the Province of New
Brunswick, are concerned, I am prepared to discuss this
question with them in that Province, and see what the opinions
of the people will be as to the provisions of this Bill. It
is proposed to give the Indians the right to vote.
Up to the present time that right has been based on owner-
ship, occupancy or tenancy, but this Bill goes much further,
for I believe that under it there is nothing to prevent the
Micmac Indians of New Brunswick, who are largely
engaged in fishing, from voting under the fishery clauses of
this ;measure. If an Indian baa $100 worth of real estate
and $50 worth of fishing tackle, I do not know why he can-
not claim to be enfranchised under this Act the same as a
white man. Now, I said that there are a large number of
people in the Province of New Brunswick who will be dis-
franchised if this Bill should become law. The people most
likely to suffer in that respect are the people who are more
opposed to the policy of this Government than any other
class in that Province; these are the fishermen and the
lumbermen; and I think it very unfair that any means of
this kind should be resorted to, in order to prevent these
people from giving an expression of their opinions at the
pols. It seems to me also that this Bill is a breach of faith
with the people of the Maritime Provinces on the part of
the Government of Canada. I do not hesitate to say that if
the proposition had been made at the time the Maritime Pro-
vinces were invited to enter Confederation, that inside of 20
years from that time the Indians of the whole Dominion
were to be enfranchised, to lessen the influence of the Mari-
time Province representatives in this Parliament-which I
am sorry to say does not count for much at present-as
most of these Indians belong to the western parts of the
Dominion, the people of those Provinces would have hesi
tated before entering Confederation. What can be said of
this Bill, if it has the effect of enfranchising 50,000 or
60,000 Indians in British Columbia, whose votes may
swamp those of the white people in the Maritime Provinces ?,
I think this measure ought not to be pressed through this
House with so much haste, but the people in al parts of
the Dominion, ought to be afforded an opportunity to
exactly comprehend its provisions. It is true, we are
anxious to go home ; but it muet be remembered that we
were here eight weeks without doing anything, and now we
are called upon to hastily pas a measure of this kind, before
the people of the country have an opportunity to under-
stand what its full bearings are.
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Mr. PLATT. I think it is to be regretted that this

course of forcing a continuous discussion of this measure,
night after night, has been adopted by the Government.
The character of the Bill is such, that the more it i
examined the more etartling are its various provisions dis-
covered to be ; and if anything is necessary to show that
the people have not been able yet to comprehend its full
bearing, it is the fact that, when the First Minister gave us
an idea of the definition of the word now under discussion,
it was received by the members of this House with a feel-
ing of consternation. A proper parliamentary discussion
is one carried on at such intervals as will give the people of
the country an opportunity to fully understand its varions
provisions; and I am satisfied that the people do not under-
stand the provisions of this measure. In fact, very few of
the members comprehended the import of the feature we
are now discussing until it was explained by the hon. First
Minister. I ee the hon. member for East Hastings (Mr.
White) smiling. No doubt he comprehended this clause;
perhaps he had something to do with the framing of it.
1 do not know the extent of that hon. gentleman's popular-
ity in a particular section of hie constituency, but it seema
to me that the smile lie now wears comes from hie antici-
pation of the pleasure that he will enjoy on some future
day, when he, in company with the revising barrister of
his own selection, will take a ride through the Tyendenaga
reserve, and select his Indian constituents.

Mr. WHITE (East Hastings). 1 was laugbing because
I know that this Bill will not make any difference in the
hon. gentleman's county. I might just say, so far as the
Indians are concerned, that I do not know how many of
thom will have votes in my constituoncy. From as many
as will have votes I hope to get them; but I amhappy to
say that I cen carry East Hastings without the Indians.

Mr. PLATT. The hon. gentleman has correctly stated
that the enfranchisement of the Indians will not affect the
county I represent; but I am not here to consider measures
simply as they bear on that county. I think it is our duty
to consider the general effect of our legislation upon the
whole country; and although there are no Indiana in my
county, there are electors whose relative influence in the
country will be largely decrcased by the enfranchisement
of the Indians. Now, the lon. member for Algoma (Mr.
Dawson) has undertaken to enlighten the House as to the
bearing of this clause, and as to how many of the semi-
savage tribes of this country are to be given the franchise.
There seems still, however, to be some difference of opinion
between him and the First Minister. The hon. member
for Algoma seems to have a class of Indians in his mind who
have acquired wealth enough and are intelligent enough to
become citizens. I believe it is our duty to break up the
tribal relationsof the Indians, as far as possible, and to induce
them to attain the position of free citizens, like the rest
of the people of this Dominion, possessing the franchise on
the same terms, and no better. If we do that we shall stand
some chance of making them citizens who will be worth
something to the country. The hon. member for Algoma
told us of an Indian who is worth $10,000, but who has not
the franchise because he receives an annuity of 88 a year
from the Government. When that Indian prizes a vote
above the 88 a year he can get it. Any Indian of sufficient
intelligence and means, who will consent to release himself
from hie tribal relations, and to give up the small annuity
he receives from the Government, may become enfranchised;
and I dare say there is no hon. gentleman in this House
who will seek to withhold the franchise from such Indians.
A few days ago we heard what was considered by many to
be the strongest argument against the enfranchisement of
women-that they, as a clas, had never asked to be enfran-
chised. Where were the petitions, we were asked, praying
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for the enfranchisement of women? If that argument was
worth anything then, it applies with equal force to the case
of the Indians. We were told by the First Minister that it
was an outrage upon humanity that these subjects of Her
Majesty, who live and die in this country, who own prop-
erty, who raise families and who pay taxes, cannot
vote. Well, there are a great many white people
who live and die in this country, raise families
and pay taxes, and who cannot vote, although they
are in every way capable of exercising the franchise.
This House has declared that our mothers, and wives, and
sisters, no matter whether they pay taxes or not, shall not
have a vote, and yet the franchise is to be conferred on
these Indians who are incapable of exercising that fran-
chise, who have not asked for it, who are in receipt of
annuities from the Government, and who would be influ-
enced by the agents of the Government. Let any one go
through the reserves, even in Ontario, and let him say how
many of these people he would consider sufficiently intelli-
gent and independent to know anything about our system
of government, or what are the duties and powers conferred
on members of Parliament. I venture to ssay that there are
in Ontario thousands of those men who do not know the
difference between voting for a member of Parliament and
voting for a school trustee. They will be completely at
the mercy of those agents-the men who will be amongst
them first, who will tell them the biggest stories and give
them the most firewater to drink. The First Minister said
that these Indians bought tea and tobacco and other taxable
goods, but I venture to say that there are many females in
this country, who are refused the franchise, and yet who
buy as many taxable goods as a whole tribe of Indians. I
say that this argument of taxation applies with ten-
fold force in favor of the enfranchisement of women,
and against the enfranchisement of Indians; and it
is a monstrous proposition that we should, in the
same Parliament, refuse the same franchise to the women of
this country and give it to the low and filthy Indians of the
reserves. We know that, so far as the North-West is con-
cerned, the country is looking forward to the time when
other Provinces than Manitoba shall be established in that
country, when other portions of the North-West shall be
represented on the floor of this Iouse, and the enfranchise-
ment of those Indians will have the rezult of almost making
Indian constituencies in that country. The right to vote
will imply the right to be elected; and when that time
comes, how many Indian representatives will we have in
this House, and how many of them will be members of this
Government? Is it not possible that Pie-a-pot or Big Bear,
or Poundmaker, will be the successors of hon. gentlemen on
the Treasury benches, or that Blackhead will lea4 the Con-
servative party of this country? There will also be the
possibility of these people coming here, and speaking their
own tongues, and that we will have other languages
established in this House. If they get the right to vote,
there is no doubt that they will be able to have sufficient
influence to bring about an Act of Parliament which would
allow them to have seats in this House. I am sorry that
the course of the Government has been contrary to what is
the usual course in committee-that they abstain from dis-
cussing the provisions of this Bill, so that we should all have
a full and perfect understanding of its import. I think it
would have been somewhat more respectable and creditable
if such a discussion had taken place, as is taken upon other
measures in committee. Why should hon. gentlemen
opposite be satisfied to swallow an important measure of
this kind without discussing it? I have never had the
honor to have a seat in this House, supporting a Govern.
ment, but if it were a condition of such a position that I
should docline or refrain from discussing a subject of such
importance, I hope I shail mover oScupy so humiliating a
position. One effect of the unusual manner in which this
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debate is being carried on will be that the country will
become acquainted with the provisions of this Bill, and I
think hon. gentlemen will find, when they return to their
constituents, that they possess a great deal more informa-
tion about it than if the measure had been allowed to pas
through quietly. The fact that the Bill has taken such an
unusual course shows its obnoxions character, and is the
strongest argument for the Government not to carry it
through hastily, no matter how few are the men opposing
it. I trust that the Government will yet adjourn the House,
and allow us the time to discuss it which the country
demands at our hands for discussing a measure which the
First Minister said a few years ago would require the
whole length of a Session to be discussed. The attention
of the people, I repeat, is being drawn to the matter, and
they are asking why it is that, as usually bas happened to
this Government, so many weeks were spent in the early
part of the Session, without anything being done, while
these important measures are brought on at a time when
we expected to leave for our homes.

SATURDAY, 2nd May, 1885.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I regret that the Dominion
Government did not see fit to adopt the fair and reasonable
proposition which was made to them. We have always
been willing, on this side, to allow fair and reasonable pro-
gress to be mado with this Bill, at a reasonable time and
after a full and exhaustive discussion of its principles and
details, and we are stili willing to do so. The fault of our
having sat for nearly thirty-six hours, without interruption,
is Lot due to the Opposition, but to the Government, and
had they agreed to the proposition from tiis side, greater
progress would have been made with this Bill. They are
responsible for the time that has been wasted and for the
public money which lhas been expended by keeping the
House in session so long. Here we, on this side, are com-
parativly helpless; we are numerically weak, and we are to
some extent at the mercy of hon. gentlemen opposite,
and there is only one way in which we can protectourselves
when hon. gentlemen attempt to force obnoxious legis-
lation upon the country, and that is by discussing
all the principles contained in that legislation' as
exhaustively as we can, under tho ciroumstances.
Every portion of this Dominion is affected more or less by
this legislation. It is radical and revolutionary legislation;
and being of that character, I do not think it is unfair that
we, on this side of the House, should ask the Government
not to force its discussion at an unseasonable hour. Now, it
is said that we have had abundant opportunity to considor
every provision of this Bill. That cannot be the fact,
because the hon. member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson), who is
largely interested in the enfranchisement of the Indians, has
been evidently unable to understand this clause up Vo the
present moment. He deelares that it only gives the vote to
Indians who are enfranchised, and who have, 'by their
industry, acquired the necessary property qualification,
although it is quite clear to anybody who reads the Bill
carefully that, as the hon. Firat Minister himaelf has
declared, it extends to all classes of Indians, whether they
are enfranchised or not, and whether they are civilised ýor
savage. Now, we know perfectly well that some of the
supporters of the hon. gentleman, when they heard bis
interpretation of this ·clause, expressed their astonish-
ment that the Government should have ventuoed to
submit to Parliament a Bill of this character. And
it is not to be wondered at. We know that seme coun-
tries have adopted various kinds of fancy franchises;
but I am not aware that any Minister ever pvoposed this
kind of a fancy franchise-a tanchise that appoars to be
based on the proposition that the more ignorant and bar-
barous a band of Indians are the more they are entitled to
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a vote. As I have stated before, if the proposition had
been to give votes to Indians who, by their own intelligence
and industry, have acquired sufficient to give them the
necessary property qualification., I am satisfied that no
person on this side of the House woulid object. We believe
in educating the Indian and training him up in the way
of civilisation and peace; but what we do protesi against
strongly is, that the Government have not limited the fran-
chise to that class, but have extended it to ail, whether
Christianised or pagan, civilised or uncivilised. I will read
what the hon. gentleman said last Session with reference
to the:condition of the Indians of British Columbia. (Quo-
tation.) The hon. gentleman depicted the barbarous cus-
tom of the potlach ; and yet it is the class of people who
engage in these orgies that he proposes to clothe with the
franchise. Is it surprising that night after night we
should protest against enfranchising men of that class ?
It is clear, from the reports of these agents to the hon. gentle-
man, that these Indiana are not fit to have the franchise;
and why, then, force this Bill upon Parliament ? Would
it not be a proper and honest thing for the hon. gentleman
to say-at once, when his attention is called to these factè,
that he never intended to enfranchise the Indian tribes of
Manitoba, the North-West and British Columbia, who are
still on the reserves, and are in an uncivilised and pagan
condition ? I believe that course would be one which,
with a few exceptions, would have gratified his own fol-
lowers, because I do not believe that there is an hon. gen-
tleman in this louse desirous to have these Indians enfran-
chised, except the few who have Indians in their consti
tuencies. I will now quote from the report of the hon.
gentleman, submitted to Parliament this Session. le says,
speaking about the Indians in the neighborhood of ]Regina:
(The hon. gentleman here read quotation.) Hcre is a band
of Indians who are in rebellion against the sovereignty of
this Dominion, who are well armed with Winchester rifles,
and against whom he found it necessary to send the
mounted police, and still he proposes to enfranchise them.
Further en he says: (Quotation). It was stattd during
thi, discussion that these Indians were not the paupers
of the Dominion. In 1884 we voted a large sum in
Supply to maintain the Indians-the anount they
were entitled to get as the interest on their rights,
surrendered to the Government through their lands-but
the hon. gentleman found it necessary to supply them with
additional quantities of flour and other articles, so that they
were practically the paupers of the country, living on the
bounty and charity of the Dominion. Now, by the law of
England, persons who receive the bounty of the Govern-
ment, or are dependent upon the Government, have not the
franchise, even if they have the sufficient property qualifi-
cation. The hon. gentleman speaks of the Wyandottes in
these words: (Quotation). Now, I do not think anyone has
any objection to giving the franchise to such Indians as
these, who have proved themselves worthy to enjoy it, and
the moment the hon. gentleman can satisfy Parliament that
the Indians of Manitoba, the North-West and British
Columbia, have settled on their own separate holdings, and
become citizens of this country, like the Wyandottes, I
believe Parliament would be willing to sanction their hav-
ing the franchise. Perhaps the secret of the on. gentle-
man's desire to enfranchise the Indians, wholesale, is con-
tained in this clause of his report. (Quotation.) What con-
nection these Indians have with Prince William of Orange,
one does net quite clearly understand, or why they should
be mounted on white horses and wear scarlet cloaks.
It seems, however, that they are made Orange-
men and Young Britons, that they have lodges on their1
reserves, and perhaps it would not be uncharitable1
to suggest that one reason why the hon. gentleman-
seeks to enfranchise them is, that they are Orange-
mon who generally vote in one way. Speaking -ofi

Indians who are not far from us, on the limita
of the western boundary of Ontario, the hon. gentleman
describes them as indu!ging in heathenish rights and
ceremonies, which tend to keep them degraded, and yet
these are the men he proposes to enfranchise. The hon.
member for Algoma leils us these-some of whom are in
his county-are intelligent men, quite capable of exercising
the franchise. The First Minister says they are degraded
and indulge in heathenish practices. No doubt the hon.
member for Algoma feels confident that their vote will be
secure in his favor, and takes that as an indication of their
intelligence. The First Minister goe on te report that the
Indians are entirely dependent on the Government for
support. Can it be imagined that they will therefore give
a vote freely, that they will net feel compelled t support
the mon who feed them. The report then proceeds
tW deal with, other bands, and in each case the same
tale, the same description, is repeated. They are entirely
dependent on the Government. They are degraded,
and barely susceptible of improvement. With respect to
the echools in the North-West, the reports are exceedingly
unsatisfactory. In many cases the parents refuse te
send their children te the schools, and, so far, the expendi-
ture of large sums of money, with the view of educating the
Indians, has failed to accomplish that object. It is only
when we find some devoted missionaries spending their
lives in the band that we have thei slightest evidence of
education in moulding the Indian mind. All this goes te
show, in the strongest possible light, the want of judgment on
the part of the Government in undertaking te give the right
to vote to there people. It is quite clear in Ontario. The
result, in a political aspect, will be to the advantage of the
hon. gentlemen opposite. Is it possible they have really
come down te this: that the Government, with their majority
of seventy-three iD this Parliament for the last three years,
and with their success in the bye elections, have t resort, for
the first time in the history of Canada, t this scheme, for
the purpose of strengthening their political influence
in the country. According te the Indian Report, there
are a dozen constituencies in Ontario alone in which
the vote of the Indian population would change the poli-
tical aspect of those constituencies. In Haldimand the
indians, if enfranchised, will have a voting strength of
120; in Brant they will have 600 votes; in Middllesex their
voting power will be considerable, and se on throughout
various counties. I do not know how they are going te
vote, but it is evident that they will be guided altogether
by the influence brought te bear on them by the agents of
the Dominion. I do net know what the political ideas of
those agents may be, but whatever they may be it is almost
an absomte certainty that just as the agents think politically
se will the Indians. I would ask hon. gentlemen opposite
tW pause before giving this power indiscriminately t the
Indians ; I would ask them te limit it to those te whom it
is limited in the Ontario Act, and not place in the hands of
people who continue tW live in the tribal community, as their
progenitors did a hundred years ago, who have independent
sovereigns of their own and their own councils, whose alle-
giance t this country is a subordinate allegiance, who are
uneducated, and ignorant of any of the political questions of
the country, this great privilege of exercising the franchise,
which should only be granted t those who are in the full
exercise of all the duties and responsibilities of citizens.

Mr. DAVIBS. I rise te renew the suggestion that I made
previously, with reference te the continuance of the debate.

wish to put myself fairly on record in this matter, se that
hereafter if the Opposition. are charged with obstructing
business, it will be seen the charge is baselesa. After a
continuons sitting of thirty-six heurs, the interpretation
clause might be pased, and if the Opposition continue te
speak il is because thQovernment refuse to give the ass-

1886.



COMMONS DEBATES.

rance that they will not rush the whole Bill through'
to.night before we rise. We are willing, on the assurance
from the Government aide that they do not wish to force
through the enacting clauses of the Bill, to pass the inter-
pretation clauses and adjourn. No one will declare this is
not an honest, fair offer. It was made early this morning
and refused. What progress have we made since ? Would
it be reasonable now to take up the enacting clauses of the
Bill and carry them at this late hour; half-past one, after
having sat continuously thirty-six hours, and when most of
the members are in bed. We are willing to do everything to
further the progress of the business of the House, but we want
it to be put on record that at 1.30 a.m., after a sitting of thirty-,
six hours, the Government will not give any assurance
that they will not force through the whole Bill this sitting.
It is unjust, unfair, and and an act of tyranny. As long as
the Opposition are composed of flesh and blood they must
resist it, and if they did not, they would fail in their duty
to their constituents. Hon. gentlemen on this side are
willing to stop further discussion and go on with the
business, if the Government do not wish to press the enact-
ing part of the Bill farther to-night. I want that to go on
record, so that, in the future history of this Parliament,
when perhaps that will come up and the Opposition will be
charged with obstruction, we will be able to refer to it as an
offer we made twenty-four hours ago, and which we repeat
now, and it is because of the non-acceptance of this offer that
the louse is being detained here, at the sacrifice of the health
of hon. members, and in a manner that reflects very little
credit on the Government side, exhausting the Opposition
until our physicial strength is almost gone, simply in the
hope that, at a late hour, they will be able to force the Bill
through, when members are not in their places. it is a
position that cannot be defended, and the silence of the
Government benches shows that they know it is indefen-
sible.

Mrl CASEY. It would be unreasonable to expect that we
could get further than the interpretation clause this week.
We all know there is important business to be done next
week, besides this Bill, and it is only justice to give mem-
bers some rest before they attack the business of next week.
Of course, on subsequent paragraphs of' this clause there
may be some discussion, but 1 should think half an hour
would finish the whcle of it, if it were understood that an
adjournment would then take place.

Sir IECTOR LANGEVIN. I was not here at half-past
four this morning, but I am informed that the offer of hon.
gentlemen opposite was that if this aide of the flouse were
disposed to adjourn they would allow the word "Indian,"
or the paragraph in reference to it, to go through. That
was refused, and properly refused. lon. gentlemen say,
later on, during the discussion to-day, that if that had been
accepted that paragrapb would have been adopted, and we
would have been much more advanced, because at three
o'clock we could have taken another portion of the clause.
Nevertheless, the hon. gentlemen who would have been then
satisfied with the passage of that paragraph, when they had
said all they had to say about the word "Indian," took from
halô-past four till now to discuss that word "Indian."
Therefore the responsibility of having taken twenty-three
hours additional to discuss a word that they admitted they
had already sufficiently discussed, of having consumed that
time of the House and the money of this country, resta
upon hon. gentlemen opposite. Since the 16th or 17th of
April they have had this Bill before them, and if you refer
to Hansard you will find that they have had three-fourths,
if not four-fLfths, of the discussion. They cannot complain
that they have not had fair play and plenty of time to dis-
cuss the matter, but the country will know that, up to this
moment, they have prevented the passing of one single
clause of the Bill, only-I must say it, because the oouutry

Mr, DAvas.

will say it, and history will say it-only to waste the time
of the country and of the House. Surely in five or six hours
they could have said all they desired to say on the word
" Indian," but they have repeated themselves hour after
hour; they have read the Indian Bill five or six times to-
day, one after the other, and the responsibility must rest upon
them. I am sorry that hon. gentlemen have put me in the
position of stating that, but I am bound to claim what is
right and truc, that the responsibility of the waste of time
rests upon them. They have dragged on the discussion,
and now they offer to pass the remainder of the clause,
after proposing two or three words of change, as the mem-
ber for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) has stated, provided the
House will then adjourn. Hon. gentlemen know that dur-
ing all this day they have had negotiations going on, and
that the answer made to them has been : If your aide of the
louse desire to make arrangements of this kind, let your

leader be in his place, and our leader will be here, and let
the arrangements be made openly before the flouse and
the country, with the authority of both sides. That we
were ready to do, and that we are ready to do at this
moment. We have no desire to drag on the discussion.
Our mettle is not stronger than theirs, but thank God it is
as strong, and we intend to remain here as long as hon.
gentlemen wish to continue the discussion. But it is not
fair to the Government, to the House or to the country, to
drag it on in this way. We have been, I suppose, thirty-
four hours here discussing only the one word " Indian," and
all the discussion las been on the side of hon. gentle-
men opposite. For the last twenty-four hours we have
not had one speech. They have had all the discussion, and
they will try and make the country believe that they
require twenty-four hours to express their views of one
word. The country will not believe that, but wiil believe
that hon. gentlemen have wished to.interrupt the proceedings
of this House and to prevent the passing of this Bill; that
they, the minority, desire to impose theirwill on the majority.
Representative institutions require that the majority should
rule. We are not disposed to give up our rights as a
majority, but we are disposed to hear everything that hon.
gentlemen have to say, and if they have agood suggestion to
make, let it bo made in the proper way, as we used to make
suggestions in reference to Bills before the House. But do
not let them try to prevent the business of this House being
proceeded with ; do not let us continue for twenty-four hours
on a word which they said they had discussed sufficiently
twenty-four hours ago.

Mr. CHARLTON. No.

Sir HE4JCyOR LANGEVIN. Yes. Hon. gentlemen have
stated that all day, and have reproached us with not having
acceded to their request to pass that word at that time. But
they said: As you ctid not do it, we will discuss it again.
Was that for the purpose ofletting the country or the House
understand that word better? No; it was to prevent the
Bill going on, to prevent the business of the country from
being carried on. That was the object and nothing else,
and the country will know it, and the responsibility wili
rest upon hon.gentlemen opposite. Perbaps they will find,
before they are much older, that their acts in this House
have been noticed outside, that the time expended by each
of them las been noted outside, and that that will go to the
country, and that the country will know that each member
las expended so much of the time and money of the public.
Each member must take his responsibility. The Govern-
ment are ready to take their responsibility. If they are in
fault the representatives of the people know what they
have to do; but between that and preventing the business of
the country from being carried on is as great a distance as
between right and wrong. I repeat that we arc ready to
have eur leader here if they have theirs there.
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Mr. DAVIES. Notwithstanding the energy of the hon.

gentleman, I think he will find a great deal of difficulty in
shifting from bis own shoulders the responsibility which,
it is quite evident, he now sees rests upon them. He refuses
to accept the offer which has been repeated now, and which
was made twelve hours ago.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). What is the offer ?
Mr. DAVIES. That this unseemly effort of the Govern-

ment to force the whole Bill through should cease; that
they should be contented with passing the interpretation
clause; that after thirty-six hours' sitting it is tyrannical
and improper to try to force that through. Twelve hours
having been expended upon a question which involved
practically a revolution in our constitution, we propose that
a division should be taken, and that we should then adjourn.
They indignantly rejected that. They were bound to keep
the Opposition here until they were physically exhausted,
and then they hoped to rush their Bill through bolus bolus.
We have been thirty-six hours in session. Although seve-
ral hon. gentlemen have something to say on the question,
they are willing to facilitate the business of the House by
passing the interpretation clause, if they can get any assur-
ance from the Government. The hon. gentleman does not
say that the Government will not force it through,
but he said they have the physical force to do it.
The threat he held over our heads was, that if
wo let the debate fag they would force the Bill.
The country is watching you, he said, and the country
will take a memorondum of the time you are talk-
ing. We are not ashamed of that. We know the proposi-
tion he bas made is distasteful to the better men on his own
side, and that he cannot carry it through without amending
it; and does he think, because he holds out a threat to keep
us here till Sunday morning, that we will fail in our daty,
and allow him to force the Bill through ? What boots
it whether the leader of the Opposition is in bis place or not ?
He is in bed, taking needed rest. Why should he not be ?
Is that a charge against him ? It is trifling with the ques-
tion to insist that he should be here. The responsibility
rests upon the hon. gentleman, and he knows it. Let it be
made public. If we are kept here longer, let it be known
that it is because he will not adjourn; because he holds the
threat that they have more physical power than we have,
and that he hopes we will be exhausted. If it comes to
that, we will not. Sunday morning may dawn, but he will
find that he will nut pass his Bill through. We have suffi-
cient moral force and sufficient energy to resist the act of a
tyrannical G overnment.

Mr. GUILLET. Louder.
Mr. DAVIES. I wish my voice could ring through the

hon, gentleman's constituency.
Mr. GUILLET. It did.
Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman knows that this is an

act of tyranny, and that it is unfair to force it. The Govern-
ment will not give the ordinary courtesy, always given the
Opposition, of stating how far they intend to proceed with
the Bill, as is customary in the English House of Commons,
and has always heretofore been in this. No, they refuse to
do this; and the hon. gentleman who is leading the House
now (Sir Hector Langevin) said they would take advantage
of our physical weakness, because we were inferior in num-
bers to the Government side.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. What I said was, that I had
no doubt that hon. gentlemen opposite were very strong,
but that I did not think we were less strong than thiey.
The hon. gentleman wishes the House to understand that
we declared or hinted our intention to rush the Bill through
and not give time to the Opposition to discuss it. We never
said or hinted that. The hon. gentleman will see that if the
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clause of which he speaks bad been passed yesterday morn-
ing we could have taken up the next clause; and if hon.
gentlemen opposite thought fit, they could have gone on
discussing that clause during the whole night, as they have
done this one. They could have given the same intelligence
and physical force to the discussion of that, as they have to
the word Indian; no one could prevent them. But hon.
gentlemen opposite refuse; the want to keep discussing
the word Indian all the time. To say that we intend to rus
the Bill through, is to say that we intend to do something
which weare unable to do, as long as hon. gentlemen oppo-
site are not willing.

Mr. CHARLTON. The Minister of Public Works care-
fully conceals the fact that upon the very tirst occasion on
which this House went into Committee of the Whole on
this Bill it sat until two o'clock, and the Opposition then
asked for an adjournment. The Government refused, and
in doing so they were guilty of a tyrannical act. It is
tyrannical to ask this House to sit after two o'clock,
unless under the pressure of immediate necessity. To that
bour the discussion was perfectly legitimate and no time
was lost; but the House was kept in session until ten
o'clock the following night. At the outset of this debate
the Opposition had reason to complain that the Government
intended to force the measure through by sheer physical
endurance. We resumed the discussion yesterday, and no
candid man will assert that up to four o'clock this morning
the discussion was not legitimate and proper. Again the
Opposition asked for an adjournment and again it was
refused by a tyrannical majority. The Opposition pleaded
that if an adjournment were granted the Bill could be
brought on at three o'clock in the afternoon, and the dis-
cussion would proceed from day to day, without waste of time
and without impertinent and improper discussion. We asked
that the sittings should last until two or throe o'clock each
morning, pledging ourselves that the discussions would be
proper and to the point. That demand was refused, and the
evident intention was that the Bill should be forced through.
We have resisted theaccomplishment of that purpose and defy
the tyrannical Government to effect it. I venture to say
that if our proposition had been accepted we would have
been through with the interpretation clause of the Bill, con-
taining seventeen sab-sections, which we have not yet
touched. We do not stand here as did the gladiators in the
Coliseum at Rome, called out before the Emperor to lay
down their lives; we are not prepared to bow down and
say: "Great Cîesar, we who are about to die, salute thee."
We do not feel that we are about to die, and we defy the
Government to attempt to stifle proper and legitimate dis.
cussion upon the most important measure ever introduced
in Parliament. We defy them to do their worst. I charge
upon the Government the responsibility for this unseemly
prolongation of the debate; I charge them with the manifest
purpose of keeping the House continuously in Session from
day to day with the object of exhausting the physical force
of the Opposition, and forcing through this iniquitous Bill,
without a proper discussion being had of its provisions.
Notwithstanding the attempt of the Government to thwart
discussion on this Bill-a Bill more iniquitous in its char-
acter than any ever introduced in this House-by a aon-
tinuous sitting of the flouse, we are determined that ail its
provisions shall be fully discussed before the Bill is allowed
to become law.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The proposition made yester-
day morning at 4:30 was not that we should pass the whole
interpretation clause, but the particular sub-section upon
which we are now engaged, that relating to the word
Indian, and that we should come back at three o'clock and
go on with the discussion of the other portion of the Bill.
The prposition now is, that we sbould pass the word Indian
and the other portions of this interpretation clause and then

1885.



COMMONS DEBATES.

adjourn before going into the enactment clauses. That is a
vastly different proposition. What I point out to hon.
gentlemen opposite, who say that this majority proposes to
trample on the minority by its physical force, is that we
have been anxious for a vote on the word Indian all along.
If there has not been a vote it is owing to the obstruction
of hon. gentlemen opposite. Yesterday morning state-
ments were made on this side, and not contradicted on the
othor that a determination was arrived at by several
gentlemen in the party opposite, who profess to speak
for that party, to prevent the passage of the Bill this
Session, by the exercise of their right of speaking practi-
cally against time. Whatever hon.gentlemen opposite may
say here, they cannot pretend to believe that the discussion,
since 4:30 yesterday morning, has not been against time.
The hon. member for Queen's yesterday morning admitted
that up to 4:30 the discussion had been reasonable and fair,
and implied that if an adjournment was not allowed, further
reasonable discussion could not be expected. For the thirty
years past in which I have watched the proceedings of Par-
liament from the gallery and in the House, I have never
seen a Parliament which could boast of so many gentlemen
in its ranks, able to talk by the hour, apparently even intel.
ligently-at least some of them-discussing the question
before the House by the aid of statutes, books from the
Library, and all those means which are taken by hon. gen-
tlemen whose object is to speak against time. The hon. the
First Minister is within the precincts of the House, and
will be in his place whenever a new clause is reached, to
give any explanations on it that are necessary; but when
tbere is a manifest determination to lose time it cannot be
expected that he should continue in his place after the dis-
cussion on any point has practically become exhausted. We
have only got to the second or third sub-section of that
interpretation clause, and we have been engaged in the dis-
cussion of it the whole of the week, practically night and
day. If hon. gentlemen want to put themselves right before
the country they have the power, They talk about oppos-
ing physical power to physical power. Everyone knows
that the Opposition, in a case of this kind, have
an enormous advantage. They can leave eight
or ten here, lot the rest go to bed, and change
that every night, and with such eights and tens
as they have, they run no risk, and can take up the time in
moving amendments and motions to adjourn. I am perhaps
giving them a hint, but we saw last night that that is the
course they aie pursuing. We can claim that we are endea-
voring to vindicate the principles of our parliamentary
system, to prevent a deliberative assembly being brought
into contempt by saying that we shall not permit a policy
of obstruction, such as that which has been opposed to this
measure. No one will pretend to say that an Govern-
ment would even suggest the idea of rushing a Bil of this
kind through at one sitting. On the contrary, if hon. gen-
tlemen desire to put themselves right thoir true plan
would be to allow this vote to be taken, go on with the
interpetation clause, as I understand they are prepared to
do, and then, when the enacting clauses come up, if the
Goverument refuse to adjouin, 1 presume the powers of
resistance on the part of the Opposition would be as great
as tfey are now, and they would be able to say that the
Government had refused them reasonable concessions and
would be in a position to say they were not fairly treated.
The member for Norfolk says they pressed us to adjourn at
two o'clock in the morning, that negotiations went on
between the two sides, and that, notwithstanding that, we
kept the debate going on. We know that negotiations
went on. We know that that hon. gentleman agreed that we
should adjourn one morning at two o'clock, that a vote
should be taken, and that we should then adjourn.

Mr. CHARLTON. I made no such agreement. I made
no agreement of any kind whatever. I stated to the hon.

Mr. WmaT (Oardwell).
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member for East Hastings (Mr. White) that in all proba-
bility we could reach a conclusion of the debate at about
two o'clock, but that we could not accurately say when the
debate would close, as several gentlemen might wish to
speak, and the debate did last till five o'clock. Even then,
the hon. member for Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies), the
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), myself and others, were
unable to make the remarks we had intended ; and the Ion.
member for East Hastings (Mr. White) stated last night
that the arrangement was carried out in good faith.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I heard the lon member for
East Hastings this morning, and I did not understand him
to say what the Ion. gentleman has stated. I understood
him to say that the arrangement, as far as the hon. gentle-
man was concerned, was carried out, but not that the
arrangement was carried out between the two sides of the
House. While the discussion was going on, we saw
that the gentlemen who were leAding in this policy of
obstruction were moving around, one after the other, and
suggesting to members on that side that they should keep
the House, and that after an agreement had been arrived
at, after it had been assented to, and after it was perfectly
understood that we should take a vote and adjourn at two
o'clock. What the country will understand is, that we are
stopped at the word "Indian," which the hon. member for
Queen's (Mr. Davies) declared, at half-past four o'clock yes-
terday morning, had been already discussed.

Mr. CASEY. No.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I am speaking of the hon.
member for Queen's. Several gentlemen on the other side
rose and said they had speeches to deliver, and they have
since delivered them ; but in the estimation of the hon.
member for Queen's and of hon. members who were pre-
pared to forgo the delivery of the speeches and take the
vote, on condition that we should thon adjourn, the subject
had been sufficiently discussed, because surely they will not
say that they consented to adjourn the discussion of a
clause which had not been sufficiently discussed. They
will not profess to say that.

Mr. CASEY. Yes ; we do.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). They said they would take the
vote at that hour, on condition that we would adjourn, and the
reply was that we would go on with the next paragraph of
the interpretation clause, that with regard to the Chinese,
that the First Minister would be in his place, and that, if
negotiations were to be had, they should be had with the
proper authority. If hon. gentlemen want to put them-
selves right they should pass the interpretation clause, as
they say now they are prepared to do. The presumption
therefore is, that the discussion las, for all intelligent pur-
poses, gone on to a sufficient length, and if an attempt is
made to go on with the enacting clauses, they can make
their arguments in regard to that point. This side has no
power to force a vote, and the fact that no vote has been
taken cannot be thrown upon gentlemen who are anxions
to vote and who have not spoken for nearly thirty-nine
hours, in order that the vote might be taken.

Mr. CASEY. The Minister of Public Works must have
felt there was something wrong when ho showed so much
excitement. He threatened us with the publication of the
number of hours we have occupied, and the amount of pub-
lic money which our speaking has cost. I say: Come on
with your statement. I am not ashamed of it. If anybody
ought to be ashamed of the course of the discussion, it is
hon, gentlemen who have sat with their thumbs in their
mouths and have not said a word, The hon. member for
Cardwell (Mr. White) said he had st liere for thirty-six
hours and had not made a speech.
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Mr. WRITE (Cardwell). I did not say anything of the
kind. I said the House had been sitting for that length of
time.

Mr. CASEY. He said he had not made a speech on it.

Mr. WHITE. I did not say so.
Mr. CASEY. At any rate, he did not make a speech.

Mr. WHITE. I do not desire to have your reputation.
Mr. CASEY. I consider that allusion is simply imperti-

nent. The hon. gentleman has been in this House a much
shorter time than I have, though ho may have been before
the country more prominently as the editor of a newspaper;
still his position in the louse is not of as long standing as
mine.

Mr. MoLE LAN. Thank God it is not.
Mr. CASEY. Well, at all events, I do not sit in the same

cabinet with men whom I have condemned as "steeped to
the lips in corruption." I hope the member for Cardwell
will wait to hear what I have to say. "IHe who fights and
runs away, may live to fight another day," but an hon. gentle-
man who makes an attack and refuses to listen to the reply
will not gain a reputation for parliamentary courage. lion.
gentlemen opposite are waiting until we get tired out.
They are ready to have the vote and we are ready for the
discussion.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Go on.
Mr. CASEY. We are going on. flon. members will1

have as much as they want. The Minister of Public
Works refuses to make any promise that we will not have(
to go on with the rest of the Bill, and his henchman from1
Cardwell, who bas some faint hopes of sitting beside him1
some day, repeats the same thing. It does not matteri
whether the leader of the Opposition is here or not. Tho.
members who have spoken on this side have given voice to
the opinions of the Opposition. We cannot get a single
admission from hon. gentlemen opposite that the discussion
is to stop at any point. They might as well put theiri
thumbs to their noses and stick their fingers out, as act in thef
way they are doing in answer to a reasonable request fromà
this side. The statement of the hon. member for Cardwell,1
that we have the advantage in a physical struggle, is merei
rubbish. What is it for him ? Does it tire his great intel-1
lect to sit in his chair and listen to this discussion ? If iti
does, he cau go to some committee room and write an
editorial or read a paper. Even the gentleman who is(
charged with the conduct of this Bill does not sit here alli
the time, but walks off to bis own room and has a sinooze.
The wear and tear is suffered by members on this side, whoi
have to carry out their own duty and that of hon. gentlemeni
opposite as well. The hon. member for Cardwell said hei
had never, in all the time he had witnessed the proceedingsj
of Parliament, seen hon. gentlemen who could talk by thei
hour, apparently intelligently, with such facility as hon.1
gentlemen on this side have done in. this Session. I cani
repay the compliment by another much more à propos withi
respect to hon. gentlemen opposite, for during the fourteen(
years that I have been in this House I have never yet seen(
gentlemen who could equal hon, gentlemen opposite in
their ability to abstain from any discussion on an important
measure before the House, and yet preserve such an intel-
ligent expression of countenance as these gentlemen
exhibit. I never before saw a party so self-absorbed and
capable of keeping in their own minds what information, if
any, they possess.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I was somewhat surprised at
the exhibition of temper we had from the Minister of Public
Works, for it is rarely that hon. gentleman loses his self-i
possession. He was trying to shift the responsibility ofj
delay on to this side o the louse, but judging from hisj

irritation he did not succeed entirely to hie own satisfaction.
He cannot make us responsible for that delay. From the
moment the First Minister moved the second reading of the
Bill, hon gentlemen opposite have attempted to fore it
thro-igh, by insisting on the discussion proceeding at
untimely hours, despite all our protesta. He said the Gov-
ernment were going to lay aside all other business, no matter
how important, including the Estimates and the Canadian
Pacifie Railway legislation, in order to force this Bill
through Parliament. What is that but ooercion ? And the
people will justify us in resisting this attempt. The hon.
the Minister of Public Works spoke of negotiations between
members of both sides. All I can say is, that no such
negotiations were authorised by the Liberal party. My hon.
friend proposed, yesterday morning, that a vote should be
taken on the word Indian, and that the House should then
adjourn, but the Government refused. My hon. friend
repeats that proposition, and the Government still refuse to
accede to it. They want us to consent to a division on that
proposition and leave ourselves then to their tender mercies.
They threatened us, unless we consented to a division on
this clause, that they would sit until Sunday, and now they
have the assurance to tell us that the responsibility for
delay rests on our shoulders.

Mr. FLEMING. A reference to the facts of the case will
show on whose shoulders the responsibility reste for delay.
Thé day before yesterday the House met at three o'clock,
and the question now under discussion came up. The
leader of the Opposition, after the six o'clock recess, made a
speech of some length on the Indian question. At ten
o clock we saw there was a determination on the other side
to sit the night through. We saw hon. gentlemen opposite
bringing in their pillows, with the evident intention of pass-
ing the night in the flouse. What was their object ? The
Indian question had only then been discussed for two
hours, so that their object could not have been simply to
get through that part of the Bill. No; they came here
with the ostentatious determination to push on this
measure as far as the physical endurance of their own
supporters and the numerical weakness of ours would
allow them. They tell us now we are responsible for the
lengthy sitting of the House ; but to refute that statement
we need only point to the fact that after this question had
been but two hours under discussion hon. gentlemen oppo-
site deliberately resolved to sit here all nighte The propo-
sition is now made, that this paragraph and the subsequent
ones of the interpretation clause shall be permitted te pass,
and the louse then adjourns. ls not that reasonable pro.
gress? But to that proposition hon. gentlemen opposite
refuse to consent. In the definition of the word Indian is
contained the whole gist of the Indian question; and on the
interpretation clauses there would be but little discussion,
and perhaps a formal amendment or two to make therm
more clear. If hon. gentlemen, therefore, would accept
this proposition, by which reasonable progress will be
made, they would find a disposition on this side not to
interfere with the passage of the Bill after reasonable dis-
cussion; but if the Government insist on pursuing the
course they have adopted, they will find this side of t4e
House determined to resist this tyrannical mode of
procedure.

Mr. FAIRBANK. I am very glad to have an oppor-
tunity of placing on record my protest against the course
the Government is pursuing with regard to this measure.
I should be happy to endorse the views of the hon. member
for Algoma (Mr. Dawson) in regard to the fair treatment
of the Indians. In the neighboring Republic the treat-
ment of the Indians bas not been what it ought to have been,
and they have been gradially driven backwards by the
advance of whites from one place to another, until littie bas
remained for them, except the frozen regions of the North
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or the waves of the Pacific. It is not strange that after vote, but that it-is the Superintendent General who wants
such treatment ail that was natural and amiable in hi& the vote. In several constituencies it is expected that this
character should have been trampled out, and that there vote can be brought to the assistance of the supporters of
should remain nothing but a deep-settled hatred. Other the Government. fas iL really cone to this, that the Gov-
raues, perbaps, would have been more vindictive and per- ernment cau no longer trust to the white man? Have
petrated greater cruelties under similar circumstances than they bat confidence in the breed ? I mean the thorough-
has the North American Indian. Ali that remains of them bred; they have recently bat confidence in the lf-bred.
on the other side of the line are a few wandering Are they now going to put their confidence in the Indians?
tribes that inhabit the plains. How different might La the object of the reviaing barrister to get posses-
have been the result had the treatment indicated and sion of the ballot box, and place an Indian gnard
asked for by the hon. member for Algoma been practised over it? la it only in the handa of the Indians
on that side of the line. How different would it have been it la safe? I shallflot discuss the point as to whether the
had the humane treatment of William Penn been acted up white man ha reason Lo loose confidence in the Government,
to by the other colonies. What amount of misery would but we may take it for granted that the Goverument ha
have been saved to the settlers of that country, and what bat confidence in him. Tley think it is no longer safe to
amount of treasure would have remained unsquandered. rely on the white man, and are eeeking protection in the
Happily, on this side of the line, at ail events in modern wigwam. Wel, if they will give the Indian food enough,
times, a different policy has been pursued-that indicated if they will give hlm a quantity of good beefand not supply
by the hon. member for Algoma-and the result has been him only with sait pork, whiclibas brought on hlm the
most marvellous. In no place was the white man more diseuse of acumvy, that of late years bas created considemable
secure than in the Indian wigwam; upon the vast plains of mortality among the Indian tribes, the Indian, ne doubt,
our North-West, unguarded and unarmed, he felt as secure wlll treut the Government well, but tley may net get ha
in the vicinity of the Indians as he did in his own dwelling. vote after ail. The Fimat Minister appeurs to have a donbt
The result of humane, considerate treatment is written as to the advisabibity of this Bil, and seeks to shelter him-
plainly in the history of the Hudson Bay Company. self behind the Premier of Ontario. Does not that present
Although they exacted considerable fur from the Indians rather a lauglable picture? No dcubt the hon, gentleman
for a consideration, their treatment of them was always las reason to have some confidence in the enaetments of
kind. No rule was better understood among the the Ontario Legisature, judging by the resuits of recent
employés than that - they should, under ail circum- uppeababut on refemring te the Ontario Bil it will bo seen that
stances, treat the Indians with kindness, and that it is not se sweeping in its provisions as this one. Tle whobe
any promises made to the Indians should always principle underlying the Ontario Billa the assasent roll,
be kept, for if there is one thing an Indian values more and the assosment mol does not toucl the Indian reserve
than another it is truth. This treatment marked the at ail. No hon, gentleman on thia aide objectato giving
intercourse of the Canadian Government with the Indian, the Indian the franchise when le las put himself la the
for a long period, but it became most unfortunately changed, aame position as other votera, when li las conformed to
and the result of the change is seen to-day in the dis- the principle of uniformity, which we are told la tne great
turbance lu the North-West. We have turned over a new feature of thi esure. ln this measume th assesameut
page in our history, and that page la already tained with rvo la only a means of information, for the rovisig barris-
blood. Dots the bon. member for Algoma imagine ter cGn take any ther informationmle choosea, and cea we
that lie is acting humanely in givig the franchise to the doubt the kind of information he wihl receive? If it be
Indians ? If hedoes, I entimely differ with hlm. It lanet a desirable l nfh view, te have an Indian paced on the votera'
question of humanity. Did net the honb gentleman, a short eit, the y haavbe ne doubt thato wi l get, outide the
time ugo, poaitiveby and pointedly refuse te extend the fran. assesament ol, any information lie desires, which will give
chise te women ? Ou what principle la thehon, gentleman him the coor f a pretext for placing him on the liat.
inhumun te the ladies ? I cannot imagine that l ia, but This Bii istrikes a fatal blw at the principe of uniformity,
bebieve has opposition is due te has opinion that te wich the ?irt sMinister declares te b the great ubjerthcf
give the franchise te women would interfere with thit measure. A man wo pays ne municipal taxes ut ail
thebr proper position, that it would be a burden and ia net subjet to miitay dty, and is net
insteud cf a benefitte tliem. This, I believe, te be exaetly to be bound by contract, is te be placed on the
the case as regarda the Indian. What idea lis the Indian cf same footing as e e wo a suJect teail these obligations.
our Govemument, cf ar constitution ? low is it possible I believe this Indian franchise lias been forced upon ou.
fer the Indian te understand our system cf goveinment, se gentlemen opposite, net fer the bne of t hefandan or for
that hoe may be able teexercise in an intelligent munner the benefit cf the Dominion, but as a party neceshity. Very
the riglt te vote? I do net waut ted depreciate the intel- few measures introduced by the Opposition are allowed te
ligence cf the Indian, but we must treat hlm as we find become law, and these introduced by the Govenment corne
hlm. The Indian la lu an exceptionai position, and whibe from the canous in the railway committee reom, where the
lie meomains lu that position, a ward cf the Goverument, it legislation realy takes place, whicl this youse merehy
will be doing hlm an injumy rather than a benefit te give recorda. The onhy way I know cf stopping this measure
hlm a power whicli neither by training, educatien nom now l the an it trouli this tileshing machine lu sucl ha
instinct he is able te appreciate sud tewiaely exorcise. He way that, whien it comes out, its beat friend will not recsg-
la net aubject te municipal regulations, lilrnt calaed on tise it. Ihope the machine will be kept runing long
te puy taxes, lie cannet be cabled pon teperferm miitary enough for that purpese. I once heard the prasent Premier
duty, ho la net bound by contract obligation, and lu every aay that it mattered very littie teb the ruard-anded artisan
respectlie occupies an entimely exceptional Position ai com- who gvomns. I believe that ais thie; but o mattes
pamed with the white man. Why, then, should liebpcarled immeunelydluwhyt mannerthe Govelment lascoducted and
upon te ussist in making lawa by whichlie wihb net be bound. by what means it rl sustained. I believe the meaureunder
I fear very mucli that the pOlicy whioh lias characterised conaideation. ewtolly a vicious ue, eoe whic mut be
the neighboring IRepublieln regard te the Indians lias, te met with the mot atrenu s opposition on the pimetf the
a certain extent, crossed the lne. The correct poicy under epresentativos of the people.r Ibehieve it tsbe ce dly our
which the Indiana siould ie dealt with is-food, net star-, duty te avail ourselvem cfwevey conatitutional means te
vation; came, net negleot; t th, net tickery. I am per- dfeat a measure.f this description, and I have nedoubt
fctly convinced that it lant tlie Indian who wantste withat the Opposition, ln the course they are taking, wib meet
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with the approval of the great majority of the people of
this country.

Mr. DE St. GEORGES. (Translation.) Mr. Chairman, at
this late hour of the night, I do not intend to make a long
speech. Besides, if I judge by myself, the House must feel
tired after the long sittings which we have had here since
the beginning of the week. I regret that the hon. Minister
of Publie Works has not acceded to the demand which has
been repeatedly made to adjourn the debate, because it
would have been easier to discuss this important question
which is now submitted to our consideration. I do not see
why the Government are in such a hurry to press the
adoption of this law, and it seems to me that there~are other
questions which are more urgent than this one, and which
might be discussed. 1 shall mention, for instance, the settle-
ment of the Pacifie question of which the press has said so
much, and the Budget, only a few items of which have been
voted. Nevertheless, as the Government seem to be intent
on urging the adoption of the Franchise Bill, I will make a
few remarks on the provisions of that Bill. The present Bill
certainly contains good provisions, but I cannot approve of
the clause which we are now discussing and whose object is
to give the right of suffrage to Indians. I am not in the
habit of upbraiding the Government for being too liberal,
but on this occasion I think I may safely say that they
show rather too liberal a spirit as regards the Indian
people. I see that the promoters of the Bill have completely
forgotten to give the right of suffrage to the workman, to
the sailor, or mariner, to the lumberman, and to the sons
of mariners and tenants. Have not these individuals as
much right to vote as the Indians ? The reason, I fancy,
is that the Indian has the immense advantage of being a
pensioner of the Government, of being under the thumb of
a salaried superintendent, and to receive his food and his
protection from the Government through the. medium of
this superintendent. I di not wish to charge the Govern-
ment with having inserted Ihis clause, which gives the right
of suffrage to Indians, for the purpose of making of them
electors who will alv ays support Government candidates,
but I believe that, perhaps without being aware of it, they
will succeed in manufacturing for themiselves voters who
have no property, and who are less entitled to a vote than
any of the persons to whom I referred a while ago. I will
now endeavor to prove, in thé first place, that the Govern-
ment are making a greaT mistake by taking away from the
municipal councils, the preparation of the voters' lists, and
secondly, that the absolute and almost illimited powers
which they give to the revisers, will give rise to great
inconveniences ; that they are substituting to a system
which gives satisfaction an expensive system, which will
give rise to all kinds of abuses. Until now, the Provinces
themselves have regulated the qualification of votera, and
we do not see that that system is bad, and that it is neces-
sary to change it. The pi oof that the system is good, lies
in the fact that very few voters' lista have given rise to
contestations, and I am glad to bear testimony to the fact,
that the councillors are chosen among the most intelligent
and the most honest of men, and that, with very few excep-
tions, we never had occasion to complain of the
municipal councils or their officers. Our country people
are eseentially honest and are anxious to be worthily repre-
sented. I say, moreover, that if this Bill becomes law the
people will strongly resent the insult, and will, in proper
time, express their opinion on the subject. I may be told
that there have been abuses. It is possible. When the muni-
cipal councils are too strong, no matter to which party they
belong, tho have a tendency to abuses ; but there is a com-
pensation inasmuch as these abuses take place in both politi-
cal parties. lt is impossible to find a perfect system for
the preparation of the lista, but the present system is just
as perfect as it can be. Municipal councils are like Govern-
mentô-they are liable to mistakes; but there is the guar-

antee of the responsibility to the people who may supersede
them at wili. For th e same reason thiat our constitutional
system cannot be replaced by an autocratie Government,
the powers of the municipal councils ought not to be
replaced by that of one man, of an autocratie reviser.
I may be told that this man will give fair play.
Perhaps so, perhaps not. History tells us that men
clothed with absolute powers did not take advantage of
it; but instances to the contrary are much more numerous.
This reviser may be a conacientious man, but bis interest
will be to favor the Government who appoints him; and it
is a dangerous position for a man to be obliged to choose
between his interest and his honesty. Let us admit that this
man would be honest-the system itself is so defective
that it will be very difficult for him to give fair
play. But if he does not give fair play what shall we
do ? Is there an appeal from his decisions as there
would be in ordinary cises ? The Bill expressly
says that there will be appeal only on questions of law and
only with the consent of the reviser. Now, i aqk it in all
sincereness, if that official agent does things which are con-
trary to law, do you suppose that he will allow the plaintiff
to go before a t-ibunal who will revise his unjust decision
and who will expose his bad faith ? It seems evident to me
that he will refuse in most cases. And who would pay the
cost of that appeal? It would be the appellant himself.
Besides, the public will have to pay for double lists, and
will have to put up with much more difficulties than here
tofore as regards the preparation of those lists. It will be a
very serious affair for the electors to have to travel some-
times twenty-five or thirty miles, at their own cost, to have
the lists revised, and to cause their names to be entered
when they have been omitted, or to cause the names of
those who have no right to vote to be struck off the list.
(The hon. member read the clauses of the municipal code
which deal with the mode of rovision and preparation of
the voters' list, and appeal therefrom.) I ask myself, Mr.
Chairman, where is the necessity of appointing a reviser
when we have the municipal councils to prepare the lists,
and when we have an appeal before the Superior Courts or
before the district magistrates? In the present Bill we
find not only an encroachment of the central power but a
whole organisation in favor of federal centralisation,
and that without any need of it being felt. Thus, Mr. Chair-
man, apart froin the inconveniences which I have just men-
tioned, there is a danger for the rights and privileges of the
different Provinces of the Dominion. Under the Act -of
Confederation, the relative representation of the Provinces
is based on the whole population and-not on the number of
voters. Whether qualifi<ation is high or low, whether we
have universal suffrage, whether the wives and the sons of
farmers are allowed to vote, or whether the wealthy are the
only persons admitted at the ballot box, the Province of
Quebec will always have sixty-five members. Now, if our
Province prefers to lower or to elevate the property quali-
fications, what reason would the other Provinces have to
prevent her from doing so? The number of our represen-
tatives is fixed by Law and cannot be changed, neither
could the proportion of our representatives as compared
to that of the other Provinces, since that representation is
based on the total amount of population, that is to say, it is
determined by the census and not by the election laws. It
is just as evident as possible that the Local Legislatures are
better qualified than the Dominion Parliament to judge of
the mode of suffrage which suits each of the Provinces, and
the Provinces should be left at liberty to choose the mode
of suffrage which suits them. If a Province sees fit to
draw nearer to or to wander away from the democratic
principle, or if on the contrary the people of that Province
consider that the interests of property must be secured in
preference to others, they ought to be allowed to suit them-
selves, and adopt cither of these two principles, without the
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interference of anybody. Now, I would have something to
say with regard to the practical application of the principle
enunciated in this Bill, that the property should be the basis
of the qualification of voters. Property has not the same
value in all parts of the country, and cannot reprosent
the same interests in public ;ffairs. For instance, is it to
be supposed that a $20 rent in a country village does not
represent more weaith and superior education than a house-
rent of the same value represents in Toronto and other
cities ? Let us adi the difference of valuation in the
diffe ent Provinces. To be qualified, Mr. Chairman, a far-
mer must own a property of an area of 20 acres. But there
are properties of 10 acres which yield more than some
properties of 100 acres ; the whole depends on the manner
in which they are cultivated. For instance, farms situated
in the neighbourhood of largo cities, where fegetables and
such products as are of easy sale are raised, cannot be com-
pared to remote farms where the yield must be confined to
cereal crops. In pronuancing agaimst this Bill, I represent
the opinion of the great majority, not only of the Province
of which I am one of the represeutatives, but of the whole
country, and if there should be an appeal to the people on
that question, the unanimous declaration would be that if
this Bill has some good points, it has also very bad points,
and that the good points do not compensate for the bad. I
will now deal with another part of the Bill, that which
relates to woman suffrage. If Sir John, in a moment of
attentiveness towards ladies, thought that ho would render
himself popular among the fair sex by causing to be
adopted the clause which relates to woman suffrage, I
believe ho made a mistake. Women prefer staying at home
to taking part in political affairs. They understand very
well that they would have to pay dearly for the privilege
of voting and they foresee the consequences thereof. In
fact if they are allowed to vote, they will soon
be eligible, and they will have to deal with public
affaira and they will have to fulfil all the duties
connected with the right of citizenship. After having
heard all the speeches which have been made on this impor-
tant question of woman suffrage, I cannot help coming to
the conclusion that most of the members from Ontario are
in favor of it, while the members from Quebec are against
it. This difference of opinion is a very strong argument
against the expediency of establishing a uniform law for ail
the Provinces in the Dominion of Canada. For my part I
believe that the ideas and opinions of the whole people of
the•Province to which I belong are against woman suffrage.
That opinion bas been expressed by all the news-
papers whether Conservative or Iiberal. In fact, as regards
social tendencies, the provision which relates to woman
suffrage offers more than one feature which is contrary to
public sentiment. The right of suffrage would he given to
unmarried women or widows, two provisions of a radical
nature. It would be a fine sight indeed to see persons oft
the fair sex, being over 21 years old, qualifying themselves
to vote, taking an acti.ve part in politics, and attending
political meetings. And if they can do all this why should
they not be eleeted ? Why should they not become Min-
isters? This proposal would involve these consequences
and many others. A woman would much prefer to live in
peace near the fireside and to make her family happy.
What does she care for the affairs of the State ? What does
she care for the elections, the contests or the hustings, the
fights and the murders which too often cast a gloom on a
fleeting triumph ? The hon. Premier does not know these b
troubles; his obliging or interested friends having always
managed his elections for him. If you wish tu reckon up
the dark days of a woman, of a wife, of a mother, her days a
of restlessness, count up the election days. How t
many times within my short political experience
have I not heard wives and mothers ask me with e
tears in their eyes and almost in a reproaclhful tone of t
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voice: "lWill there ever be an end to these elections ? What
makes you have such frequent dissolutions of Parliament?
Why are there so many elections? Would not one in every
ten years be sufficient? " Do you not think, Mr. Chairman,
that if such a woman had a right to vote on this question
@he would vote ten times if it was possible ? And every
woman would do the same. If it was in order to please the
ladies that the hon. First Minister inserted that clause in the
Bill, ho has made a bad move this ti me ; if ho doubts it, he
who is omnipotent in this House, he who forces the adoption
of any measure, through the immense majority at his disposal,
-if he doubts it, I say, let him pass another law to ask the
women what they think of it and I believe that the result
will be that he will change his opinions and that he will
refrain in the future from taking any such means to shr>w
his attentiveness to ladies. I may bo toldthat womin may
refrain from voting just as a great many male voters
unfortunately do. But who can tell if with the radical ideas
of the First Minister we will not son have compua..ry
votation. Then the woman will be dragged to the poll, or
if she does not go she will be obliged to pay a mor or loss
heavy fine, or perhaps will be condemed to imprisanment
should the law provide for such a punishment. The sup.
positions which I am making belong to an order of things
which are really possible. With that prospect in view, I
may say that woman is far from desiring the adoption of
the Bill which is now before us. Later on she would be
elected to the municipal council; it is a consequence, but
must not she accept the burdens as well as the honors ?
It would be very pretty indeed to see a muni-
cipal council presided over by a woman, but that
would not be as fine a thing if that same person-some-
times and most always, I have no doubt, a prettv girl-if
that same person, I say, was obliged to accept the position
of road inspector, rural inspector or drain inspector. The
question has not been raised as yet, but if we accopt the
Bill such as it is proposed, we are taking a step in that
direction. I do not think that the theory of woman suffrage
will ever become popular among us. The press of the
country is against it, especially the press of the Province of
Quebec, a, d to illustrate that fact, Mr. Chairman, I shall
read a few extracts from the Conservative newspapers which
are published in the Province of Que bec. [The hon. member
read articles from La Minerve, ot the 24th April, 1884; Le
Monde, of the 19 th February, 1884 ; Le Journal dg Québec, of
the 27th of February, 1884, and Le Canadien, of the 26th
of February, 1884.] Mr. Chairman, I believo I have shown
what is the opinion in the Province of Quebec with regard
to that Bill, and I believe I am expressing tho opinion of
the people of my Province when I say that all or nearly ail
the electors are opposed to the adoption of the Franchise
Bill, such as it is framed. I shall vote against that Bill,
because it is an encroachment on provincial rights, and
because I think that the preparation o the voters' lists and
the choice of the mode of suffrage. should be left to each of
the Provinces.

Mr. GILLMOR. Nothing could justify this protracted
Session except the opposition that is due to a Bil of so
iniquitous a character as this one. It is an outrageous
attempt to take an unfair advantage of the Liberal party.
The Minister of Public Works complains that the Liberal
party will be held responsible for this. If the Bill could
be defeated, even if it takes three weeks to defeat it, I would
be quite willing, for my part, to assume the responsibility.
The Bill before the House is ohjactionable for many reasons.
It interferes with the provincial franchises. It will entail
a large additional expenditure, and is not in accord with
the wishes of the people. As regards the enfranchisement
of the Indians, if the Government wish to enlarge our
electorate they can do so in a much better way. We have in
this Dominion 300,000 white men who are not enfranchised
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-the workingmen and the young men who have arrived at Sir RICHLARD CARTWRIGHT. I call your attention,
mature age, men who have had a good education, and who fr. Chairman, to the fact that there do not appear to be
are the hope of the country, and if the franchise is to be twenty gentlemen present.
enlarged these are the men who should be brought within
its scope, and not a number of poor aborigines, who (The Olerk counted the committee and announced that
have no idea of our constitutional system, and occupy The er twentorpeent
a position altogether different to that of the workingman. there were twenty-four present.)
I have looked over the report on the Chinese question, and
I give the Government credit for having treated that ques. Mr. BAIN. The provision to include the Indians didtion fully and fairly and well. I am not a very good party not appear in the interpretation clause of the Bill whichman constitutionally, and I think it is quite useless to was introduced last Session. I think the Indian franchise
occupy time unnecessarily, but 1[believe the Government has been a recent happy thought on the part of some
should not enfranchise a class who are not capable of exer- individual who is interested in building up the influence ofcising the franchise intelligently. I cannot resist the con- the Government in certain localities. Is it not a perfect
viction that it is only for party purposes that the Govern- farce to expect that an Indian placed under the authority ofment has resorted to this proposal to enfranchise their own an agent will exercise an unrestricted choice in voting forwards, who are under the control of the Indian agents, who ca candidate that may solicit his vote. How ean wedole out to them the money which is voted for that purpose. expect that an Indian who is the member oc a band isolated
I consider this measure so objectionable that, if I believed altogether from our representative institutions, whose views
it were possible to defeat it, I would stand here for any and ideas are utterly alien to ours, will take a reasonable
length of time. Hon. gentlemen opposite are mot satisfied interest or have any adequate conception of the political
with a majority of two to one, but desire to make themselves questions of the day. Our institutions are entirely repug-still stronger. nant to his ideas of right and wrong. He feels hampered

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). I desire to protest against the by the various legislative enactments that, in the interest
mode in which the Government have undertaken to proceed of good government and the well-being of society, Parlia-
with this measure. We have been here over three months, ment sees fit to impose; and if by any possibility the
and it is rather late in the Session for the Goverument to majority of our electorate should be of that class which
proceed with such an important Bill. During this week we it ie now proposed to add to the electorate, the result would
have put in more attendance than was required by the Gov- be a complete dieruption of our present social and con-
ernment during the first month of the Session. Every Ses- stitutional system. We know, of course, that no such result
sion there is the appearance of a systematic attempt on the will happen, but at the same time the Government are
part of the leader of the Government to delay important giving the right to vote to a class who would only be too
measures till the end of the time which we should devote to glad to sec such a result brought about I am as auxions
their consideration. With regard to this measure, I can as any other individual for the welfare and advancement of
form no other opinion than that its inception and carrying the aboriginal population. If there is one thing more sed
out is not so much conceived with a view to advancing the to contemplate than another, it is the gradual extinction of
interests of the country as in the interest of gentlemen on the race that in former years inhabited the whole area of
the Treasury benches. Hon. gentlemen opposite see fit to the Dominion. It las always been one of the greatest social
utterly decline giving expression to their opinions in any form problems of the day how the Indian could be advanced and
on the question under consideration. They appear to think assimilated with the civilised population, and past experience
that our functions as a deliberative body ought to cease, and has not yet shown any successful means of accomplishing
it is important, so far as legislative representatives institu- this end. Near my own constituency I can point to one of the
tions are concerned, that we should consider where we are oldeet tribes in this Dominion, churches in this Dominion
driftin*g. Are we simply hore to do the will of the Govern- erected by the society for the propagation of Christian reli-
ment of the day, and not to debate the questions that come gion among Indians, and from the time it was erected las
up before us. If ihat is what we are here for, we had better never flagged in efforts for the welfare and promotion of the
go quietly home, and give the Government no more trouble Indian community; and nnder its efforts, the Indians,
with reference to any measures they may propose. As have made considerable advance, but still .cling to their
regards the enfranchisement of the Indians, I do not see any tribal system and refuse to assume the reponsibilities and
justification for introducing this measure. I have not heard duties of citizenship. I can only come to the con-
that the Indians are anxious for enfranchisement or desirous cluson that this is an effort to lift certain mon out of
to take any part in the administration of our institutions. this Parliament, whom it was unsuccessfully attempted
In fact, from the evidence of the agents in charge of to lift out by the Redistribution Act, passed before the
various reserves, nothing is more remote from the mind last general election It is repugnant to the first
of the Indian than any sucb inclination. That is further evi- principles of justice to introduce into the franchise such a
dent from the fact that although we have an Act providing for dangerous element, and it is clear that it is intended to
the enfranchisement of Indians, under certain restrictions, affect the constituencies of several hon. gentlemen in which
very few have taken advantago of its provisions, and those there are Indian reserves, and in which those Indians will
who have done so have acted against the strongly expressed be subject to the influence of the Government agent. If
wishes of their tribes. In fact, the sentiment of the Indian the Government wanted to extend the franchise they could
bands is altogether opposed to the enfranchisement of any have done so by giving it to the wage earners and the
of their members. I have no objection to seeing the Indian workingmen, instead of giving a vote to these minors, who
enfranchised. I think the enfranchised Indians ought to take no interest in our institutions, and are entirely under
exorcise ail the rights and privileges of ordinary citizens, the Government. It makes no difference to the Indians
but I do not think the Indian should be given the right to whether the right hon.gentleman who leads the Government
vote unless he is prepared to take all the responsibility of is in office or the leader of the Opposition; a change of
citizenship. The Government propose to depart from this Goverument does not affect them on their reserves.
principle, by providing that the Indians shallh be ntitled to To carry out the object of this clause and leave no doubt as
be placed on the voters' list, while they still remain in to the intention of the Government, I will suggest that
the tribal community, and are in the eyes of the law minors. another clause be added providing, that each Indian agent
(The hon. gentleman quof ed different clauses of the Indian should send to the Superintendent General a list of the
Act.) Indians in the band under his charge, and that the Super-
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intendent General in return send to the agent a sufficient
number of ballots, with instructions to work them in
favor of the Government candidate, and deposit them in the
ballot box. The stop the Government is now taking is a
retrogressive step; they are introducing a disturbing 'ele-
ment into our representative institutions, an element that
does not share, in any way, in the rights, duties and respon-
sibilities of citizenship; and i would be iecreant to my
duty did I not protest vigorously against this retro-
gressive movement on the part of the Government.
We are justified in coming to the conclusion that the action
of the Government, with regard to this Indian franchise, is
with a view to injure their political opponents. I suppose
hon, gentlemen do not expect to remain in power for ever,
and this will allow whatever party holds office to practic-
ally control the votes of these people. This provision, if it is
adopted, will be a standing disgrace to those who have placed
it on the Statute Book. It is the introduction, for the first
time, of the principle that a man may exercise the fran-
chise without having any of the responsibilities ofcitizenship.

Mr. CASGRAIN. My opinion with regard to this Indian
franchise is, that if we are to give it to them at all we
should give it to them as communities and not as individuals.
In this way we should only be going back to the system that
prevailed in England in early times, when the House of
Commons was elected by communities and not by indivi.
duals. It is almost impossible to couvert Indians into
civilisod men. I remai mber some time ago visiting a set
tlement of the Ojibeway Indians on the north shore of Lake
Huron, called Gordon River. They were provided with
Catholic and Protestant missionaries, with houses, gardens
and other conveniences. But notwithstanding all that was
done for them, some of them preferred to make themselves
bark wigwams and dwell in them, rather than inhabit the
houses constructed for them, so difficult is it for them to
give up thoir savage modes of life. It is a singular fact
that the Indians of British North America are far inferior to
those living in more southern latitudes, as is evidenced by
the remains of what few arts have boeu practised by the
savage tribes of the two sections of the continent.
It has been demonstrated that South American Indians had
our astronomical year when America was discovered. No
ability of that kind is possessed by the Indians within
British possessions. They have made no progress of recent
years, in agricultural pursuits. Even the Indians of Lorette,
who have owned their lands for two hundred years, have
made no advancement, although they are in the midst of
civilisation. Their guide and superintendent recently
reported that they had made no discernable progress in the
cultivation of the soil this year, giving as a reason that the
land was one mile and a half from the village. It is appar-
ent that the Indian cannot be brought to cultivate the soil,
that it would be useless to extend the franchise to him,
except in the few exceptional cases where he become a free.
holder and obtains a stake in the country.

Mr. WILSON. The right to vote is a sacred trust, placed
in the hands of the electorate, with the object of giving them
an interest in the administration of public affairs. It is the
bounden duty of those enfranchised to exercise it with the
greatest intelligence possible. The Government are, how-
ever, proposing to enfranchise a class who are unable to rise
to the necessary standard of qualification. The voting power
has been withheld from Indians up to this time. No reason
has been advanced why a change should take place now. It
is not contended that they are more intelligent than here-
tofore. We are at present under a cloud, on account of the
action of some of these tribes in the North-West, and yet
we are asked to offer them a reward for their transgressions.
The Government are not in a position to know how many
Indians would become voters. It cannot be supposed that

Mr. BmN (Wentworth.)

their enfranchisement would be in the interest of the State,
but rather in the interest of the present Grovernment, whose
political power would be strengthened thereby. It was
stated on the floor of this louse that if yon gave women the
right to vote you must necessarily give them the right to
be elected as members of this House. It will
be the same with the half-breeds ; if you give
them the right to vote you must recessarily give them
the right to be elected members of this House; and what is
more likely than that, hereafter, we may find the savages
of the North-West sending Pie-a-pot or some other chief as
their representative to this House. We, on this side of the
louse, contend that the franchise ought to be granted to

women. Now, on what principle do you think it is right or
just that you should refuse the vote to ladies, and give it to
Indians ? Shall it be said that in the year 1885, in the Logis-
lature of the Dominion of Canada, it was solemnly declared
that the fair ladies of this country, those whom we hold so
dear and appreciate so highly, in whose society we feel
so much pleasure, and whom we desire to be always near
us-that you should refuse the vote to these ladies, while
you give it to the Indians of the North-West ? I feel there
coula be no greater blot upon the Statute Book of this
Dominion than legislàtion of this description. When you
send an instructor among the Indians and try to educate
them, the attempt is generally a failure. I will guarantee
that if you will look over the report concerning the Indians
on the reserves, that in the constituency of the Minister of
Customs you will find that the gre'tter purtion of their
farms are leased to the white mon. Their habits are the
habits of the Indians generally, in spite of all that has been
done to civilise them.

Mr. BOWELL. They have so much land that they can-
not till it all.

Mr. WILSON. Could my hou. friend tell us how many
acres each of these Indians have ? Will ho tell us how
many votes ho expects to obtain from the enfranchised
Indians of East Hastings ? Is that one of the reasons we
are asked to enfranchise these Indians ? Is it in order that
the hon. member may feel his'position more sure when the
next election comes around ? I will guarantee that if you
go to his constituency you will find a large number of
white men who do not receive a sufficient salary to enable
them to vote on their income. There are young mon
engaged as school teachers, teaching the young idea how to
shoot. We find them debarred from voting. Now, on what
prineiple do you refuse the vote to intelligent school teachers
while you give it to Indians, who are wards of the Govern-
ment, and who have teobe supported in part from the
public funds? Will hon. members of this House quietly
sit by and allow this crying injustice to be done to the
noble profession of school teaching, from one end of the
Dominion to the other? Doos the Government pretond to
tell me that the enfranchised Indians are more competent
to cast their votes than school teachers ? Perhaps it may
be because the present Government feel they are much
safer in thoir tenure of power if they can put votes into
the hands of those who are not competent to exorcise the
franchise intelligently. It may be that, they feel their.
situation would be more secure, and that in view of their
past record, they would be more likely to get back to power
than they would be if the franchise was left exclusively
in the hands of intelligent white voters. I feel it is my
duty to serve the State first, even if I drop on the floor from
exhaustion. I am going to stay here and do my duty,
and raise my voice against the crying injustice that is being
perpetrated. As long as my voice shall last, I wiIl defend
the Dominion of Canada. I wilt speak out in the interest
of those school teachers who are being left out, while the
Indians are being brought in.
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Mr. RINFRET. (Translation.) Mr. Chairman, in rising

at nine o'clock in the morning in a House which has been
sitting without interruption for over thirty-six hours, I
believe I am in duty bound to protest against the Govern.
ment, who refuse to consent to the adjournment. I maintain
that it is practically impossible to discuse such an important
measure as this after such a protracted sitting. This mea.
sure is one of the most important which have been submitted
to Parliament since 1867. A few days ago, when the hon.
First Minister presented this Bill to the House, the hon.
member for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwrigh t) rose to
protest against the conduct of the Government who intro-
duced a measure at such an advanced stage of the Session.
The hon. member for West Durham (hfr. Blake) took occa-
sion to remark that a great many important questions were
on the Orders of the Day, and he mentioned, among other
things, the Estimates, the tariff, all the motions of non-con-
fidence which the Opposition was going to make, and a
number of questions which it is useless for me to mention.
The First Minister said: Sessions are not necessarily
limited to three months; they may even last four or five
months.- There is one thing against which we must pro-
test, and that is that we are really deprived of the freedom
of discussion, when the Government compels us to sit here
during two or three consecutive days, at every hour of the
day and night, and they are not giving us what they
promised us a few days ago, when we were told that we
would have full liberty of discussing the measure
now submitted to us. We muet not forget that a
measurc of this kind cannot be discussed in two
or three days, and the leader of the Government
admitted it when he introduced a measure of the same kind,
or rather when ho withdrew it, in 1873; he gave as a rea-
son for doing so that a whole Session would be needed to
discuss such a measure as that. Mr. Chairman, we have
only been discussing this measure for about ton days, and
some of the Conservative newspapers, and some of the hon.
members of this House, are crying out that the Liberal party
is a party of obstructionists, who will not allow the business
of the flouse to be carried on, and we are already compelled
to sit hert night and day. That will not prevent me from
doing my duty. I have a certain number of objections to
make to this measure, and I shall make them, notwithstand-
ing the advanced stage of the Session, and notwithstandingi
the fact that we have been sitting for three days. My firsti
objection is that the measure is inopportune and should not1
have been introdueed in Parliament. In fact, this measurei
has never been asked for by public opinion. It is impossible
to find, in any newspaper in the country, or, at least, in any
newspaper in the Province to which I have the honor to
belong, any demand whatever for this election law. Therei
has been no public meeting, nor any petition presented to1
Parliament asking for a franchise Bill. And yet in England1
a measure respecting electoral franchise has never been(
introduced without having been strongly urged by public
opinion, and unless it was perfectly established that1
such a measure was absolutely necessary. This1
measure should never have been introduced with-1
ont previously liaving been submitted to the people(
at the general elections; and why was not that done at thei
elections of 1882 ? The reason is very simple. It wasi
because it was known that that people were perfectly satis.
fied with the election law of 1874, and that they did not
wish to alter their electoral franchise. It is not the people1
who ask for this measure; it is the Government who wish1
to use it, in order to ensure the election of their supporters1
who would fnot be elected without that. In England, a1
Franchise Bill is not a party measure ; true, it must be
introduced in the name of the Government, but both partiesE
are called upon to contribute to its improvement. The(
Liberal party and the Conservative party in Englandt
worked together in 1868 to frame a law as perfect as pos-
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sible, and the sa me thing took place last year with regard
to the Reform Bill. The same course ought to be followeb
here, and I say it is a shame for a Governmont to have
recourse to such means to ensure the election of their sup-
porters. A very strange thing, and one which ought to have
struck, it seems to me, every member who has the sense of
justice, is that this measure was introduced withont any
explanation whatever on the part of the Government.
There is not one Minister, not one Government supporter
in this House, who has proved, in a satisfactory manner, that
we need such a law, that this law is just and that it may be
of advantage to the country. The only reason, or rather
the only pretext, that was given to introduce this measure,
which affects the rights and privileges of the Provinces,
was that a uniform law was needed for the whole Dominion
of Canada. But this is not the firet time that uni-
formity was spoken of in the House of Com-
mons. Formerly, in 1867, uniformity was spoken
of occasionally, but at that time it was spoken of to show
that under Confederation no uniformity was needed in logis-
lation. And that was the basis of Confederation. The
object of Confederation was to do away with this uniformity
which was % cause of discord under the Union of the two
CanadAs. Why should we need this uniformity of fran-
chise ? We have no uniformity with respect to many other
points; we have no uniformity for the administration of
justice. The Province of Quebec has its own way of admin-
istering justice, the Province of Ontario has also its own
mode of administration, and so 'with all the other Pro-
vinces. Until now, nobody has complained; on the con-
trary, we know that it is in the interest of the Provinces to
have no uniformity in the administration of justice. Why
should it not be so with regard to the electoral franchise ?
I believe not only that this uniformity would not be bene-
ficial, but that it would be a cause of discord for the
Dominion of Canada. Uniformity, Mr. Chairman, is the
great principle of legislative union. In England they
have a uniform law, but it must be remarked that they
have also a legislative union and not a confederation, as
we have here. Uniformity has always been the pretext
which has been invoked to centralise everything into the
federal power. This principle does not certainly come
from the Conservatives of the Province of Quebec, but it is
forced upon them by the Tories from Ontario who are
supporting the First Minister. To have uniformity in a
great number of cases, it is necessary to give up the
rights and privileges which the Provinces have
enjoyed up to this day. I can understand very
well that the First Minister should ho in favor of that
principle, because ho has always been in favor of legislative
union. The First Minister is called the father of Con-
federation in our Province, but it is through derision that
ho is called by that name, for if we have Confederation to-
day it is against hie will, and we owe that form of govern-
ment to the alliance which took place between George
Brown and Sir George Etienne Cartier. The hon. First
Minister has always tried to give us legislative union, and
to encroach upon Local Governments. The first act of
encroachment which ho has committed was that of the dis-
missal of the Hon. Letellier de St. Just. Indeed, whatever
may ho the opinions entertained, on the question of what
right the Lieutenant Governor had of dismissing the De-
Boucherville Ministry, there is one fact on which there can
bo but one opinion, and that is, that by dismissing Mr.
Letellier the present First Minister has encroached upon
the rights of the Province and taken the first stop tpwards
legislative union. That first stop was taken after a great
deal of hesitation, but since thon we have made very rapid
strides towards centralisation. Another interference of the
Government irr the political affairs of the Provinces has been
the disavowal of the Rivers and Streams Bill of the Province
of Ontario. And a little later on we have had the License
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Act of 1883. I am not a jurist, and I cannot discuss a
Jiuestion of that kind from a legal point of view: It is
possible that the Privy Council may decide that the Federal
Government has the right of granting licenses for the whole
Dominion of Canada, but whether it bas that right or
not, I say that Government cannot grant licenses in
all the Provinces without infringing upon their privileges,
if they do not infringe upon their actual rights. The same
is true about the Franchise Bill. Whether the Government
have a right or not to pass this law, I say that if they do
not encroach upon provincial rights they encroach upon
private rights, and for us French Canadians who are a
minority in the Dominion, there is no practical difference
between our encroachment upon our privileges or an.
eneroachment upon our rights. The basis of Confederation
is the representation by Provinces. Each Province has a
right to send a certain number of members bere : Ontario
92, Quebec 65 ; each Province has its fixed number of
representatives. Whether the Province of Quebec, -Mr.
Chairman, elects her members under one franchise or under
the other, is perfectly immaterial. Whether the Province
of Ontario elect her members by woman suffrage or by
universal suffrage, or by any other kind of franchise, it is
also uite immaterial to the representation of Canada. The
members will be no less efficient, no less patriotic, and they
will be no less anxious to promote the interest of the whole
Dominion. Well, what we do ask is that each Province
should have the right to elect its members of the Dominion
Parliament in whatever manner it may deem proper. If
in the Province of Ontario, there is nothing in the creed,
in the ideas, in the aspirations of the population, which is
adverse to universal suffrage or to woman suffrage, we do
not want to deprive that Province of ber rights and

rivileges, but we ask that the rights and the creed of the
rovince of Quebec shall be respected, and that woman

suffrage or universal suffrage should not be forced upon us.

Mr. CHA1RMAN ruled that under cover of the motion
that the Chairman do rise and report progress, which is equi-
valent to a motion to adjourn, the amendment proposed to
the Bill alone could be discussed, not the whole Bill.

Mr. RINFRET. (Translation.) AllI say is for the object
of proving that we ought to have an adjournment, in order
to take a rest and to be able to discuss the Bill more atten-
tively. Indian suffrage is an encroachment on the privileges
of free men, and of white men. It is a principle which is
not acceptable; and if this suffrage, which is not based upon
property but only on ]and which, in fact, do not belong to
the Indians, is granted, I say it is an encroachment upon
the rights and privileges of the civilised electors of the
Dominion at large. I would like to know by virtue of what
principle the present Bill las been prepared. It contains
the most radical principles, such as woman suffrage
and universal suffrage. On the other hand it contains the
most reactionary ideas. For instance, is there anything
more reactionary than Indian suffrage, more autocratic than
the principle under which the preparation of the voters'lists
is left in the hands of the Government ?

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. member must limit himself
to the question before the Chair.

Mr. MULOCK. I contend that the same arguments are
permissible on a motion that the Committee rise and report
progress and ask leave to sit again as are admissible on a
motion that the matter be referred to Committee in the first
instance. When a discussion takes place on a motion to
refer, the whole state of public business is allowed to be
discussed.- There is a wide difference between the latitude
of debate allowed on the motion that the Speaker leave the
Chair and on the motion simply that the Committee rise
and report progress and ask leave to sit again.

Mr. RINFRET.

Mr. iRIN FRET. (Translation.) When 1 mentioned a
while ago, the reactionary principles contained in this Bill,
I indicated Indian suffrage in the first place. Indeed, it is
not to the Indians that the right to vote is given; they are
simply instruments in the hands of the Government offioiais;
they are under the guardianship of the Government, and
they could not, if left to themselves, exercise the right of
suffrage, they have not the necessary intelligence to do so.
I will conclude my remarks by saying that such a radical
measure, a measure which contains such subversive and such
reactionary principles should not be passed in this House,
and I believe that the leader of the Government will, some
day, have reason to repent for having passed that measure
which will not do him as much good as he expects.

Mr. FISHER- I regret that hon. gentlemen opposite
should still appear to think that they will wear us out in
this debate. The question of physical endurance is one
which might be applied as an argument to the stoical
Indians, whom it is proposed to enfranchise, but not to
intelligent clectors. When we began this discussion in the
early part of the week, hon. gentlemen opposite made use
of an extraordinary species of argument, in order to meet
our logical and carefully considered statements, and that was
the argument of howling, shouting and roaring, the argu-
ment of drowning our voices with unearthly noises that
came from the benches opposite. Within the last couple of
days, however, that argument has been abandoned, in con-
sequence, I believe, of strict orders given by the leaders.
Having found that they could not howl us down, that the
more they howled the more rest they gave us, they have
resorted to the expedient of trying to weary us eut by
simple silence. But I do not think that will succeed any
more than the first argument did. They accuse us throughout
the land of obstructing the business of Parliament. But who
are responsible for these prolonged sessions ? I say they
are responsIble,responsible for the injury done to the health of
hon. members of this House, who will suffer from these pro-
longed sessions. The Opposition in this House are merely
doing their duty, in trying to direct the attention of the
country to this measure; they are merely doing their duty,
in trying to explain to the country the provisions of this
measure. I contend that in consequence of the fact that
in this country we have not, unfortunately, a public opinion
sufficiently active to watch the proceedings of the Govern-
ment as they require to be watched, the introduction of a
measure of this kind requires extraordinary action on our
part; it requires extraordinary action to weaken that publie
opinion to a due sense of what is going on. Unfortunately,
in this country, the people seem to think that when, at a
general election, they have entrusted a certain number of
individuals with the control of their political destiny for
se many years, they have nothing further to do
tili the next general election comes around. Now, in refer-
ence to conferring the franchise on Indians, I find that this
Bill will croate a great deal of confusion,' when you come
to decide what Indians are to have the right to vote. (The
hon. gentleman quoted extracts from the Indian Act, and
proceeded to show that location tickets did not give Indians
any rights over the land, except as occupants ; that.they did
not give the Indians any proprietorship in the land, and
consequently they did not own property which.might give
them the right to vote.) Nevertheless, under this Bill they
would be covered by the word 4"occupant," and would be
accorded votes, although they are practically paupers living
on the bounty of the Government.

Mr. JACKSON. I have just returned from the country,
where I have spent a few days in my native county. While
there I was interviewed very extensively in regard to the
Franchise Bill. People were very auxious to ascertain what
were its provisions. In trying to explain the Bill I told the
people that one particular olause provied for the exte«sion
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of the franchise to Indians. This seemed to excite them very
much. In the county I represent there are no Indians
located, and so the people know very little about their habits.
They are very much excited over this proposal, coming, as it
does, at a time of trouble in the North-West. Not being
much acquainted with the Indians and Indian questions, I
refer to the annual report of the Department. It is a very
valuable work, and although copies are distributed among
members, the facts it contains are not generally made
kno wn to the public. In Ontario there are 16,892 Indians.
(The hon, gentleman read the lists of locations, with
the numbers at each.) I may point out that the Six
Nations, whet are -tated to number 8,230, will come
in the counties of iFaldimand and Brant, if they are
enfranchised, and if they vote on one side they will be
able to carry the elections in both ridirge. My constitu-
ents are very anxious to know the habits of these
Indians, and the only way we can ascertain their habits
is by referring to the report of the superintendents.
(The hon. gentleman read from the reports of several super-
intendents, showing the extent to which the Indians availed
themeelves of the educational facilities afforded by the Gov-
ernment, and the state of agriculture among them.) Some
of the reports I find are very favorable to the Indians,
showing that they had made a fair degree of progress; but
on the whole, this class of our population was not at all
fitted for the exercise of the franchise. The Government
should take measures to prevent the Indians anticipating
their payments, and using their money in dissipation,which
leads to subsequent suffering. (The hon. gentleman next
read a special report to the Indian Department.by E. C.
Wilson, in regard to the home for Indian children at Sault
Ste. Marie.) I can bear testimony to the fact that the land
in that locality is rocky and barren, and not calculated for
cultivation ·to any large extent. Indians will, no doubt,
have to be assisted there, in order to make progress in
farming. The report speaks favorably of the progress
made by the children. It goes to show that Indian
children are advancing, andxthat if proper measures
are adopted, they can, in course of time, become educated.
But the franchise should not be extended to Indians until
they have become thoroughly educated, and they have not
arrived at that position yet. Neverthelces,i admit that Indian
progress is making favorable strides, and that if perserved
in it may amount to something in the end. One of the agents
mentions that the Indians are addicted to drunkenness and
are not exactly honest; that they steal horses. I know
that white people have been known to steal horses, so in
that respect they are not much behind their white brethren.
In regard to drunkenness, it appears that when Indians are
allowed to have liquor it deprives them of their reason. Mr.1
Drapeau, another indian agent, mentions, in his report with'
respect to schools, that the great difficulty is the non-atten-4
dance of the children during a portion of the term, and this
is a matter to which the attention of the Government
should be directed. The only manner in which the1
Indians can be improved is by having the chil-
dren regularly attend school. This agent also men-i
tions that drunkenness is on the decrease-whichi
is a very satisfactory statement. Mention is alsoi
made of the fact that the Indians obtain remunerativei
employment in lumbering camps. I am a lumberer myself,i
but I have never employed Indians, and am not aware asj
to whetber they are able to do manual labor as well asi
white men. The agent also mentions that some of them,
have had contracts on their own account. If that be thej
case, it shows decided progress. Again, mention is made of]
the fact that it is diffieult to get:the children to attend1
school regularly. (The hou, gentleman next quoted fromj
the report of Lient.-Colonel Powell, Indian Superintendent,1
writing from VictoriaBritiek Coloumbia.) Hfereported thati
the Indians were committing depredations, andAhat unlewss

something was done by the Government the agents woUld
have very little influence. In British Columbia it seems the In,
dians have not been so well treated as the Indians in Ontario.
The advantages of Indian schools should be extended to that
Province, because with the completion o the Canatdia
Pacific Railway Indians might ultimately travel east. The
statement is made that the white population of British
Columbia is in a state of agitation in regard to the Indians;
and this report is dated 1884. The Government should
take some steps in order to try and reconcile differences,
because delay may be attended with evil effects. One step
in this direction has been taken by the Government, by the
appointmentofa stipendiary magistratest Metlakatla. The
Chinese have superseded the Indiana in regard to certain
kinds oflabor, such, for instance, as laundry work and:berry
picking, which was formerly done by Indian squp6wa. AIl
these things have made the Indiana discontented, and I
hope the Government will see to it that that discontent is
not allowed to extend. There are other parts of the Dom.
inion, however, in which the Indians hould be looked
after. One Province is that of Prince Edward Islandi frôm
which complaints come.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I had reason to believe that ,the
Government would have consented to the adjournment, of
the debate. However, I have been disappointed, and it is
now evident that they are making use of their:majority in
this House to -tyrannise over the minority. We haver now
been in Session for over three months, and what is the
result of the labors of the Government during that time?
Yesterday we went to the Senate Chamber where the repre-
sentative of the Governor General assented to the Bills that
had been carried through this House. What were those
Bills ? I find there were five public Bills and five Govern-
ment Bills-five Bills only, in over three months, on the
part of the Government. There are thirteen Ministers, not
quite half a Bill apiece. Three months, and a few lines to
each Minister fills the Bill. It is asking a great deal of
the loyalty of their supporters to support a Government
that are not able to do more than that in over three months.
All these Bills were of a comparatively unimportant char-
acter, while the Government have kept the most important
measure that was ever brought down to Parliament iii abey-
ance until a period in the Session when Parliament
usually prorogues. Can the Ministry give any good
reason to their supporters why they should delay the
important Bills? Now the Government, in the measure
hefore us, propose many innovations. They propose to
take the franchise away from a good many people who now
enjoy it, and to confer it upon Indians who never asked for
it, and who do not know how to exercise it. It becomes this
House and the country to consider very carefully the con-
dition and character of the Indian tribes, those who are at
present without civil rights and who are living upon the
bounty of the Government. Upon this point we have the
testimony of the Firet Minister, and the testimony of the
Superintendent General of Indian Affaire; and I propose to
draw your attention to the views expressed in the Indian
report in regard to the condition of the Indiana, sothatyoR
may be able to judge whether they are ln a condition to
exercise the franchise. (The hon. gentleman proceeded to
read numerous extracts from the reports of Indian agents
as to the condition of the Indians, and showing their depend-
enoe upon the Government.) He said: These are the people
who possessed na righta as freemen hitherto, and who are
now to have the ballots placed in their hands-and for what
purpose ? For the purpose of maintaining in power -this
Government that are unable to romain in power mithout
resorting to such. methods as are proposein this Bill.
(The hon. gentleman went on to rtfromth report
respecting the. state of education among the Indana.
In speaking of the attempt to give local .governmentto the
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Indian tribes, the First Minister states as the result of
reports received from his officers, in reply to a circular
that the Indian bands in the respective districts are not
sufficiently advanced for the proposed change. Yet, the
Government now propose to place the ballot in their bands
sud give them power to take part in the general govern-
ment of the country, while it is admitted that they are not
qualified to have municipal goverument or the management
of their own affairs. The truth is that the Government
proposal is simply one by which they hope to continue in
power. There has been a good deal of discussion going on
in the country as to where the Indians obtained their ammu-
nition with which they are killing our volunteers, and
killing even the clergy. We are able from the report of
the Indian Department to see where the Indians obtained
that ammunition.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I observe that the hon. gentleman
proposes to discuss a question not before the House. If he
does not refrain from doing so, I shall call him to order.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I am discussing the Indian question
and I shall read from the annual report of Indian affairs for
the year 1884. It is a report presented by the First Minis-
ter, and we would not like the reflection cast that there is
a clause in that report which should be suppressed. That
would be almost an insult, which I should not like to see
offered the Premier by the Deputy Speaker of this House.
(The hon. member then proceeded to read from the report
a clause with respect to failure of crops on the Indian
reserves in the North-West, and stating that the Depart-
ment had purchased among other articles, ammunition and
twine, so that the Indian might be able to supply them-
selves with fish and game during the winter.) This is the
way in which the Indians obtained their ammunition in the
North-West.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman has proceeded to
discuss how the Indians obtained ammunition in the North-
West, after my warning him that he had no right to do
so. I think the hon. gentleman is entirely ont of order;
he had no business after my warning to proceed to discuss
that question. I ask the committee to sustain me in ruling
the hon. member out of order.

Mr. LANDERKIN. No doubt your ruiling, Mr. Chair-
man, is constitutional, and I bow to it. But I should like to
know what business the First Minister had to give ammu-
nition to Indians and take away rifles from our volunteers.
However I have gone through with that matter and it is no
use further discussing it. I am satisfied the people of the
country and the House now know where the ammunition
came from. The Indians are always wanting something.
The bands on the Grand River wanted seed; those at
Strathroy wanted blankets. (The hon. gentleman went on
to read from the Indian report, to show the dependent con-
dition of the Indians, upon which he based an argument
against granting them the franchise. From the Caughna-
waga agency it was reported that in some cases the
Indians were so lazy that the wives had to support
their husbands.) I think it would be a much better
idea to give the squaws a vote than the Indians in this
case. They have to support their husbands when they
are idle. It would be a much more gallant thing for the
Premier to give the franchise to the Indian females than to
the male Indians. Why, these people are neither more nor
les than brutes. They expect their women to support
them; and, for the Premier, who professes to be in favor of
female suffrage, to give the ballot to these is an absurd
thing. Again, the agent says that the Indians at this
agency think themselves entitled to appropriate the lands
of their neighbors. It seems that they are communists.
Does the Government propose to confer the franchise upon
communists? The Government proposes to confer the fran-
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chise upon Indians who will steal, who will get drunk, who
compel their wives to support them, and who are
communists.

Mr. POPE. You are not up to snuff over there this
morniug.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The Minister of Agriculture appears
to be vegetating this morning. He appears to be pretty
well np to snuff. I think it was the Ottawa Citizen that
said he was born in heaven. If he was born in heaven, he
should not come here and make such a loud noise in sneez-
ing. 1 think they had better take the Secretary of State
out to his cattle ranche, and give him more room.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Shall this motion be adopted ?
Mr. LANDERKIN. I was going on to speak in regard

to another matter. If yo cannot, Mr. Chairman, keep
order we shallhave to get another Deputy Speaker who can.

Mr. WOODWORTH. That is an injsult.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I have been insulted very grievously.

Mr. WOODWORTH. The hon. gentleman has made a
statement here that is most insulting to this committee and
to the Chairman. He said: If the Chairman cannot keep
order we shall get another Deputy Speaker who will. Those
words should be retracted and apologised for before the hon.
gentleman proceeds further with his speech.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Withdraw.
Mr. LANDERKIN. If there is anything wrong about

that I will withdraw it. If it is right for hon, gentlemen
opposite to take snuff and disturb the discussion so that I
cannot be heard, I bow to the Chairman's decision.

Mr. WOODWORTH. That is not a withdrawal. It is
adding insult to injury. I asked whether the hon. gentle.
man should not withdraw the words complained of before
he proceeded.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman withdrew the
words, or I would not have allowed him to proceed.

Mr. WOODWORT1I. The hon. gentleman says he will
withdraw the words if it is right for lon. gentlemen to do
so and so, and act so and so.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I did not say anything of the kind.
The hon. gentleman does not know what he is talking about.
If I have said anything to interfere with the peace of mind
of the Chairman, and anything contrary to the dignity of the
House, I will retract. I should like to say that hon. gentle-
men opposite who are disturbing this debate should apologise
for their unseemly conduct. If ever I do wrong I
am ready to apologise, and I do not consider it to be a dis-
honor to make an apology to anyone. I never offended any
man knowingly. If hon. gentlemen opposite persist in their
unseemly conduct, I say it will become your duty, Mr.
Chairman, to look after them and see that the dignity of the
House is preserved.

Mr. WOODWORTH. The hon. gentleman says that if
he as said anything to disturb the peace of mind of the
Chairman he will withdraw it. That is not a withdrawal.
He has made a statement which ls insulting to this com-
mittee. We ask the withdrawal of that statement. It is
not the Chairman's feelings which are insulted ; it is the
committee which is insulted. The hon. member says if the
Chairman's peace of mind is affected, he will withdraw his
statement. That is not a vihdrawal; and I ask the on.
member to act up to his profession and withdraw the state-
ment.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). The hon. member did with-
draw the remark.
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Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I also say that the hon.

gentleman withdrew his remark as regards the Chairman;
but he did not withdraw his remarks as regards hon. gentle-
men opposite, and that ho is not compelled to do.

Mr. MILLS. I hope the hon. member will be allowed to
proceed with his speech, because if hon. gentlemen opposite
persist in disturbing the proceedings of the committee
we shall have to call in Mr. Speaker that order may be
restored.

Mr. LANDERKIN. There is very little use making a
gentlemanly apology before some hon. gentlemen.

Mr. WOODWORTI. That is another insult to the com-
mittee. The hon. gentleman intentionally insults hon.
members.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I intend to insult no one. If there
is auyone so ungentlemanly as not to understand my
remarks I do not address them to him. Now, at Seven
Islands agency 40 bushels of potatoes were sent to the
Indians to sow. But they ate them, and said the Queen was
very good to send them. (The hon. gentleman continued
reading from the reports of different Indian agencies con-
tained in the report to the Department.)

Mr. McCRANEY. It is not very often I trouble the
louse, but this question is of such vast importance, that I

feel it my duty to condemn the course of the Government
in bringing down this measure at this late hour of the
Session. This Session bas now lasted over three
months; we were here six weeks before anything was
done, and all the business that has yet been done, could
have been done in those six weeks. Now, Sir, the action of
the First Minister in bringing down this measure was, to
me, entirely a mystery during the whole of these three
months. For my own part, I did not believe ho would
bring down this Bill at all, but ho finally made up his mind
to do so. The longer I look at this Bill, the more mons-
trous it appears to me. This Billb as a hundred sides to it,
and every side of it is m.ýre infamous than the other. I
think without any exception-and I have read con-
siderable history of the civilised nations of the
world-that there bas not been a more infamous1
measure proposed in any civilisel country for the
last two hundred years. I have in my hand a cartoon of
Grzp which describes the situation exactly. It is entitled,
IA bird's eye view. It says: "Why not have the revis-
ing barristers do the voting directly, not indirectly ? "
Above it is the First Minister with the words " Alexander
III, revising barrister of Russia." Now, Sir, that is the
effect of this measure. The First Minister is the revising
barrister. Not a single gentleman opposite has attempted
to defend this Bill. I have myself spoken to a number of
intelligent supporters uf the Government on this question,
and not a single one of them bas attempted to defend it.
Why do they not defend it ? If it is British justice, British
fair play, why do they not get up like men and defend this
Bill ? They cannot defend it. It cannot be defended in
this civilised country. Sir, I say myself, as an indepenent
supporter of the Opposition, that if the hon. gentleman
whom I support were to bring down a measure half as bad,
half as vicious, I would walk ont of this House, or walk
over to the éther side of the H1ouse. I would not be guilty
of such a thing. Now, Sir, we have a passage in Scripture
which speaks about a strong man armed; when one wants to
spoil his goods ho first binds the strong man, and thon
spoils his goods. Now this is what the Government are
trying todo with regard to the Reform party. They are
trying to tie the hands of the Reform party, and thon tell-
ing them to go and fight. They are putting a rope around
their necks, and thon they are telling them to run. This
is the. inevitable effect of this Bill. I have had the honor
of a seat in this louse for some yearse; I was here duling a

portion of the Administration of the Mackenzie Government.
Although we have had some pretty bad measures brought
down to the Parliament of this country during the last ten
or fifteen years, yet I am free to say that, not excluding the
Pacifie Scandal, or the Gerrymander Bill of 1882, I think
this Bill is without any exception the most infamous of the
whole lot. I have seen the condition of the Indiana in
almost every State of the Union and in our North-West.
To think that this Government ignores our noble young
men and our intelligent women to give votes to dirty,
filthy, lousy Indians is beyond my comprehension. I do
not wish to say anything against intelligent and Christian
Indians, of whom there are some, but I think hon.
gentlemen opposite can have no conception of the degreda-
tion of the Indian's condition. This Bill is un-British, it
is a step backward in our institutions. If such a Bill were
introduced into the British House of Commons, the Govern-
ment introducing it would be hurled from power. I say,
and I say it advisedly, that large numbera of our inteli-
gent young mon have left this country because they were
denied the franchise, on the grounds that they did not pay
taxes; yet it is proposed to give Indians votes,
although they do not pay taxes. The Government
expend over $1,200,000 a year on our Indians,
to clothe and feed and look after them. There
is another reason why the Government are anxious to push
this Bill through. We have now five new Provinces¶n
the North-West. The question of their representation has
already been before the House, and it is probable those
Provinces will shortly obtain representatives. If the
Indians are permitted to use the franchise we shall be hav-
ing some of thir chiefs down here as members of ths
louse. We shall have Poundmaker, Blue-Quill, Bob-Tail,

and the rest of them. The whole thing is too ridiculous,
and I hope the Government will at least see that the clause
respecting Indians is struck out of the Bill. I desire to
read an extract from a letter I have received from a lady
on this franchise question. The lady writes :

"llow any man cau hesitate for one moment in mkinig up his mind
on this subject is more than I can understand, to think of auch wretches
as some of these scataps daring to get up and pubiiily question the
ability of ihe woman of property to exercise the franchise, or expressing
bis doubt as to whether or not they would exercise it for the publie
good, while the fact is it is almost a profanity for some of them to men-
tion the word woman. As well might a mud-puddle question the right
or ability of pure water to cleanse or refresh and invigorate. Au well
might the vilest and most ignorant Hottentot or Indian question the
ability or right of an Oxford professor to exercise personal liberty aright.
Are my comparisons far fetched or anjust? I think not, considering
the character of some of those fellows who so speak. Shame on them.'

Those are the opinions of some of the ladies of the country.
I concur in those opinions. I have witnessed the disgrace-
ful feasts of Indians on the Pacifie coast, no one can help
but express abhorence at them. Yet it is the intention of
the Government to etifranchise those Indians. Until such
times as Indians are free mon they are like children. Who
is the parent in their case ? It is the First Minister. I do
not say that this Government is worse than any other, but
under any Government the Indians will be compelled to do
what the Government pleases, or supplies will be stopped.
It bas been repeated time and again that this Government
possesses the confidence of the people. If so why resort t>
such a dishonorable measure as this. Surely the Gov-
ernment do not want to remove the few romain-
ing members on this side of the House-the mem-
bers for Brant, Bothwell, Middlesex, and the rest.
Yet this would seem to be the deliberate intention.
The whole Bill is most unfair, most dishonorable.
(The bon. gentleman read a number of sections from
the Indian Act in order to show the extent to which
they are under the control of the Superintendent-General.)
I have only to say that I look upon this measure with
the utmost horror. In all my experienoe I have
never known any legislation so repugnant to my feel-
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ings as the meuaure it l now proposed te pase. I have my-
seif witnessed the idleness, the dishonesty and the immor-
ality of the people whom the Government now ask us to
invest with the franchise, and I say the proposition is a
monstrous one. This is au age of advancement. This is a
Christian country. And, Sir, the people of this country
will not stand such legislation. I say that God reigns on
this earth, and he will not permit such legislation. Right
is right, and fair play is fair play. I say that God will not
permit such kind of legislation to prosper, and if the
Government of this country think they will keep them-
selves in power by a piece of such iniquitous legislation as
this, they will find themselves greatly mistaken.

Mr, WATSON. It seems that hon. gentlemen opposite
are determined to put this Bill through without any explan-
ation, but I cannot sit still in this House without offering
my protest against it. I consider this clause conferring
the franchise on Indians ought to be wiped out of this Bill.
I hoped that the Government would see fit to accept the
amendment moved by the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Mille) which would give the franchise to every Indian who
had made such progress in civilisation as would entitle him
to it, such progress as we all hope they will make at an
early day. I think by conferring the franchise upon those
who are sufficiently advanced, it wiil make them feel a cer-
tain degree of responsibility, and so become good citizens.
I find that hon, gentlemen opposite simply sit in silence
and attempt no answer to the arguments advanced against
this clause, andthey offer no explanation as to what this
word "Indian " in the clause is meant to include. I do not
believe they thoroughly understand what that word moans,
and I propose to give them some information upon that
point. I propose to give a description of some of the
Indians living in the Province I have the honor to repre-
sent. From al the reports we have of those Indians I do
not think the First Minister who has charge of that particu-
lar Department could suppose that the Indians to whom
he wishees to extend the franchise, are fit to receive it.
I know personally a number of those bands who will be
qualified to vote under this Bill, and I am strongly opposed
to the franchise being extended to pagan Indians, who par-
t*cipate in the sun danco and torture themselves. I should
be ouly too glad to see the.franchise extended to Indians so
soon.s they are able to give an intelligent vote, when they
hold certain property in their own names and are amenable
to the municipality in which they reside and are liable to
paytaxes. But this Bill provides that Indians living on
reserves who have a bit of land which, together with the
house, is worth $150, shall have the franchise, they being
the very people in regard to whom the settlers are calling
for arme to defend themselves. The Indians, moreover, can-
not buy and sell articles, and if you buy from them you are
liable to a fine of 8100. They are simply minors. I was a
little eurprised after the speech made by the hon. member
for Algoma (Mr. Dawson), in which he stated that the
Indians living on reserves were minore and cannot vote, ut
the reply given by the First Minister. Evidently the hon.
member for Algoma and the First Minister do not unader-
stand Indians in the same terme. I believe theb hon. mem-
ber for Algoma was perfectly right in his statement.j
Still the First Minister refused to make any other
explanation than that an Indian living on a reserve
should have a right to vote if he had a house and lot worthe
8150. It has come within ny own personal observation1
that an Indian band in Manitoba is living on other people's!
land. The band under Chief Yellow-quill have given thei
peeple in the West considerable annoyance. They have1
setted about thirty miles west of Portage La Prairie and
Caim theland, although it has been patented by this Gov-
ernment-to settlerg. About two years ago there was very1
neady blooS4hed on raccou4t f Uhe settlere tryiçg Vo ej»est
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the band from those lands. Under this clause -the members
of that band will be entitled to vote on other men's
property. They occupy the lands and cultivate a emaîl
portion of it, which is known as the Indiangarden. They
have moved from their reserve at Swan Lake. The agent
at Portage La Prairie gives some idea of the habite of these
Indians whom it is proposed to enfranchise. The general
character of a large number of the Indian is not of the
best. A great number of them are very immoral. Some of
the Indians to whom this privilege of voting wihl be ac-
corded are those who participate in the moet disgusting
customs and who traffic their females with the whites for
purposes of prostitution. These are the people whom the
First Minister intends to enfranchise. The thing is to be
abhored. (The hon, member then proceeded to read ex-
tracts from the report of one of the Indian superin-
tendents respecting the condition of the Rossin River
bandin which he spoke of the drunkenness prevailing among
them.) The present Irdian Act of 1884 set out plainly enough
who should be enfranchised, and I trust the First Minister
will adhere to that Act. It is not necessary to say anything
with respect to the influence which will be wielded by the
Government officials in charge of the Indians. I do not
care what party is in power, difficulty will arise. Probably
not a dozen Indians in Manitoba of the age of 2 L eau read
and write. In a few years when the young Indians are
grown up they will bo educated and be able to give an
intelligent vote ; but when that time comes they will sepa-
rate themselves from the bands and live like white people.
The Indians further west, whom it is proposed to enfran-
chise, are not such people as we would desire to be enfran-
chised. We see them at the present time making uie of
ammunition furnished them by the Govern ment,, as means
of procuring suEtenance, to slaughter our young mon in the
far west, Especially is it undesirable at this particular
time when trouble is prevailing in the North-West
and when thousande of our young men are there
for the purpose of suppressing rebellion, that we should en-
franchise the Indians. It is a measure which the country
will not stand, and the voice of the country is already
raised against it. This debate has been continued all on
one side. If hon. gentlemen opposite think we are mistaken
as to our interpretation of the position, why do they not
uise and make the necessary explanations. I hope the First
Mi nister will amend this clause so as to clearly define who
are to be electors. The word "Indian " has a very wide
meaning, The hon. member for Algoma thinks that a half-
breed is an Indian, and said that the Premier of Manitoba
is an Indian. Such a view may be taken in Algo'na; but
in Manitoba one of the greatest insulte that can be given to
a half-breed is to call him an Indian, and I have seen
almost riots occur on account of this name boing
inadvertautly used. It is therefore clear that, this word
" Indian " should be more clearly defined. A man
who votes should be amenable to the lawa of the
country. He should be assessed, and ho should pay taxes
on hie property. I think the Ontario Act meets the ease, for
it provides that an Indian who is reeiving his yearly
allowance from the Government may be entitled to-vote in
municipal matters. I think that is fair and there - will be
no wrong done. But put up an unoivilised Indianr a pagan
Indian, to kill a white man's vote, is ridiculouh, and the
people will not stand it. If a band of 40 or 50 Indians
came up to the polling booth in Manitoba and attempted to
kill the votes of an equal number of white men who pay the
taxes, who build the roads and bridges and support ali the
expenses of the Government, it would raise a rebellion in
that country.

Mrî A UMSTROGi. I wishonce more to appea to the
fU"oseto adjourn the session of this committeee. It is of
the utmost importace thatýth members and offioial of the

M3r 2,
1



COMMONS DEBATES.
House ehould preserve their mental and physical strength
for the imptant duties yet before us. We all deplore that
our hon .lnance Minister is incapacitated from business
by severe sickness. It is reported that he will soon be
called toanother position, and will be appointed Lieuten-
ant-Governor of the Province of New Brunswick. Now I
think there is not a member of this House that will grudge
him that promotion and that dignity and leisure to which a
life-time devoted to the publie service fully entitles him.
Common report says, whether correctly or not, that the
hon.member for Cardwell (Mr. White) will ho bis succes-
sor. Now I want to submit for the consideration of the
Committee that, when the hon. gentleman assumes the
onerous duties of that responsible office, he will need have
all his mentalfaculties and ail his physical powers to con-
duct the finances of this country which are at present in a
desperate state. Then there is the Deputy-Speaker whose
duty it is to take the Chair in Committee of the Whole House
-he also requires rest. I can say what I would not say before
his face without flattery (he being abaent at the moment)
that members on both sides of this House, so far as we have
observed his conduct in the Chair, will unite in saying that
he- conducts the business of the committee with ability,
courtesy and skill. I see he is becoming exhausted, and is
forced sometimes to retire. Then there is the Clork of the
Hgouse, who is so thoroughly well qualified for the position
he fills, and who is so valuable an authority on Parliament
ary procedure-all these gentlemen absolutely require-
rest at this moment, and for these reasons I urge
upon the committee the propriety of adjourning.
Another reason why I ask for an adjournment is,
that the clause giving tho franchise to Indians is
one of such a revolutionary character that its con-
sideration ought to be deferred. Now, the Liberal mombers
of this louse are all anxious to confer the franchise on
Indians just as soon as tbey are fit to exercise it, but we
contend that the great mass of them are not yet in that
position. The Consolidated Indian Act already makes provi-
sion for enfranchising Indians who have attained to a certain
degreei of property qualification, and, if that Act is not
sufficient to include all who are thus fitted, then let it
b made broader. Then I submit that it will be a moral
impossibility for nine out of the ton Indians who will be
enfranchieed under this Act, to understand how to use it.
There are two languages in which the politics of this coun-
try are discussed, and how many Indians understand either
of them? Consequently how can they understand the
political question, or the principles of the candidates for
whom they wil obe required to vote. Another difficulty
lies in their want of intelligence. When a man comes up
to vote he must be able to read the ballot so as to know
whom ihe is voting for; but, as far as the Indians are con-
cerned, we know that in not one case in twenty amongst
the Indians of the North-West, will the enfranchised
Indian be able to read his ballot, or to know where he
should make his mark. Why, Sir, it would ho almost
an impossibility for the Indian agents or instructors to
teach the enfranchised Indians sufficiently to enable them
to - understand even the meaning of the franchise.
Lest the revising barristers should be unable to carry the
Government into power, it has been decided to give the
Indians votes, which they will exorcise under it according
to the wishes of the Indian agents. The hon, gentleman
proceeded to read extracts from the reports of Indian agents
in the Province of Nova Scotia. Those reports, the hon.
member said, ehowed that in view of the distribution of the
Indians throughout the different constituencies they would
prove very useful to the Government as giving them-a solid
body of Indian votes in the different ridings. In Ontario it
would have the effect of defeating. in al probability, the
members for Haldimand, South Brant, West Lambton,
Jothwell, and myself, for I have no les tha 1845 Indians
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in My constituency. In the North-West the Indians are
becoming more and more dependent-on the Governrment, in
consequence of the doparturo of the buffalo and the searcity
of game ; and consequently they would be in. no sese
independent as regarde exercising the franchise. I submit
that this measure is revolutionary in its character and
sweeping in its provisions, and it should not become law.

Mr. AUGER. (Translation.) Mr. Chairman, I did mot
expect to speak on the suject which is now before -theHouse ;
but as the motion for the adjournment of the debate was>flot
agreed to, I deem it my duty to say that it would be about
time for us to go back home and rest ourselves. -Mr.
Chairman, you ought to understand all the importance of the
Bill now before us, and for this reason, it is absolutelyneces-
sary for the members who are called upon to diseusesthis
Bill, to be fully prepared. In the first place, Mr. (hairman,
we must spare our strengh, for we have more important
measures which will soon be brought down, and I trust that
the majority who hears me and the Minister of Publie Works,
will take into consideration the fact that the Opposition is
not numerous, but that it is not lacking in importance and
that it is necessary at loast to spare the health ofits mombers.
I believe it is their duty to note the fact that we -are not
all as strong as the Minister of Publie Works, who enjoys
very good health. That gentleman ought to consider that
there are some among us who are weaker than he is and
who bave not the advantage of sleeping in their -seats as -ho
coes, for I believe it is there ho takes all his strength; he
sleeps while the flouse is in Session. I believe this sitting
has lasted long enough. We have been sitting for twodays.
I was hore yesterday morning at about four o'clock when a
motion similar to this was made. There was a long discus-
sion, the Opposition offered to allow the adoption of the
clause concerning persons. The Government in their
wisdom, refused to do it. Well, are they-better- of, today ?
Members of both sides of the House are tired out;-for
although the hon, gentlemen opposite have not said anythhdg
they aiso must feel tired. I believe the Government would
do an set of justice by not compelling the House toe-oit pier-
manently, and I trust that they will see their way of al[ow.
ing this motion of adjournment teobe adopted. I trust that
they will not take advantage of their majority to kilt the
Opposition. For, after all, we are not having justice. If
the hon. members opposite were willing to diseuss agwedo,
we would thon be on an equal footing,. except that'they
would have the numbers in their favor. But, Mr. Chair-
man, you must have observed that they do not think it
proper to reply to us, notwithstanding the fact that we have
raised serious objections. The gentlemen who support the
Government seem to think it unworthy of them to-reply to
us. I dare say, however, that there will be a tribunal before
which they will be obliged to answer. It will be the people
who will call them to account for their conduet. It is easy
to see that it is not the Opposition who is obstructing,
because yesterday morning we offered to allow this clause
to be passed on condition that the House would adjourn,
which was refnsed to us. We deem it our duty, as members
of the Opposition, and as representatives of the people, to
dçfend the interest of the people. We deem it our duty to
stay in our seats to prevent the adoption of that meamure,
or at lest to record our protest in order to show our people
that we have done our utmost to prevent the pasing of
that iniquitous law. Mr. Chairman, this Bill is so
monstrous that even those who· are supporters of the
Government are opposed to it to-day. We see that
in the newepapers of the Province of Quebec. Take La
Verité for instance, which asys that it is an anti-social and

anti-Conservative Bill, that it is too radical. The other
newspapers say the same thing. La Vérité even saye that
all the bishops of the Province of Quebec are against that
Bill. Mr. Ohiman ifsthose-who spport the Govenmnt
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in all other measures, think this Bill is anti-social and anti-
Conservative; if the clergy pronounces against it, is not
that a proof that its importance is such that the members
should argue for or against it in the louse ? I believe that
we could be more easily convinced than these gentlemen, if
they give us good reasons in favor of the Bill. This meas-
ure is an innovation which uselessly changes an established
state of things; which introduces in the electorate a new
class of persons, and yet they will not deign to give us a
word of explanation. One thing which shows that it is an
innovation is, that the Indians who are not emancipated, as
the negroes or white men, will have a right to vote, pro-
vided they submit to the conditions of the electoral law.
Why should that difference be made in favor of the Indians?
It is an injustice on the part of the Government. I believe
I understand the reason of this-I may be mistaken-I
believe I understand that the Government dare not to
go back before their electors, and that they are compelled
to create new voters for their own use. In the Bill which
was introduced last year, it was proposed to manufacture
new electors by means of the revisers. It was thought, at
that time, that there might be danger to go before the
people, and even before these electors which were
to be manufactured by the revisers appointed by the Gov-
ernment. What are the Government doing to-day ? They are
calling the redmen to their aid. If the emancipated Indians
were the only ones to be admitted to the right of suffrage,
we could have nothing to say, for they ought to have the
right to vote like ourselves. But why should we grant that
right to those who are not emancipated, who have no right
to hold property, who are under the paternal care of the
Government, and fed by the Government? We are going
to give the right to vote to persons who are to-day in arms
against the country, who have rebelled against the country,
and who are to-day killing our sons and our brothers. We
are going to enfranchise people who are not civilised. I
believe ail these reasons are sufficient to compel us to oppose
this measure. And it is bad policy on the part of the Gov-
ernment to keep us here, hour after hour, day after day,
without having the right to adjourn, in order to force the
adoption of this measure. If the Government adjourned this
sitting to resume it on Monday, perhaps, Mr. Chairman,
that they would succeed in passing this measure. But do
they think that we will give up the falfilment of our duty ?
No, Mr. Chairman, if it is needed we will die at our post,
we will do like the noble soldiers under Leonidas, who
defended thepass of the Thermopylae, and who, notwith-
standing the fact that Xerxes' army could crush them as
to numbers, stood faithfully to their post. Well,
we will do the same thing, and the public will
give us the credit of doing it. Bat at the same
time the party who is now in power and who wishes to
pass such a measure will be called to account. All we ask
is a fair, honest and enlightened discussion; a discussion
which will lay this Bill, just as it ip, before the people; for,
Mr. Chairman, we must not conceal from ourselves the fact
that it is proposed to give the right to vote to people who are
not civilised and refuse it to those who are civilised. For
instance, an honest person who owns a property valued
only at $149, an intelligent man, who works for the
good of his country and to raise his family honestly, will
not be entitled to vote. And yet this workingman, this
intelligent man, when we have disturbances in the North-
West, shoulders the musket to go and defend bis countrv,
and the right of suffrage will be denied to him. There is
another numerous class of people in the Province of Quebec:
the sechool teachers, who spend their lives in teaching and
moralising the people; this Bill does not give them the
right to vote, because their salary is not high enough. And
yet this right is to be granted to an Indian, to a man who
knows nothing about the principles of civil government;
who cannot even be appointed municipal counçillor; to a
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person who cannot be a witness in court and who cannot own
a cent's worth of property in his own name. Mr. Chairman,
the more we think of this subject, the more we are anxious to
know the reasons which may have induced the FirstMinister
to comprise this class of people in his Bill. For these
people were not included in the Bills which he introduced
in this House in 1883 and 1884. Why did the First Min-
ister include them in his Bill? There are many supposi-
tions. Several hon. members toj whom I have spoken of
this, and who have Indians in their counties, seem to have
found out the reason. It is even said on this point that if
the Bill is passed, the election of the hon. member for
Brant will be endangered, but I do not believe that. There-
fore, I say, that if that right is granted to people who are
not civilised, the public will take notice of it, and the civi-
lised people will vote for those who have stood up for their
interests. What would you say, Mr. Chairman, if a red-
skin was in your place, or in the place of the Minister of
Public Works, or in the place of the First Minister ? If
you give the right of suffrage to Indians, they may influence
the election of members and cause laws to be passed which
would shield them from punishment on account of their
rebellion in the North-West. The motion of adjournment
should be granted after this long sitting. We have. doue
nothing during the first months of the Session, and now
that it is drawing to an end, the Government bring down
the Electoral Franchise Bill. We see in the newspapers
that a measure crncerning the Pacific Railw ay is to be sub-
mitted to us. We have before us a Bill on insolvency, and
we are kept here losing our time and expending the public
money. The Minister of Public Works laughs when I
speak about public exponditure, but I fear that when he
gives an account of his conduct to the people, he
will not laugh quite so much. The public keeps
his accounts; minor expenses are perhaps over-
looked but the millions which the Government
are spending uselessly are kept account of. I appeal
to the Minister of Public Works to ask for an
adjournment, because it is him I love best, and he appears
to me to ba willing to grant the motion. He is one of those
who have ever been ready to do their duty; he is always
ready to answer politely all questions that are put to him;
in many respects he is very estimable; I know he belongs
to a very good family; he is well-bred and I am suie that
he will do the right thing for us. I do not agree with him on
all questions, and on this question of electoral franchise I
believe he is a little too radical, and that he i supporting
a measure which is anti-social and anti-Conservative. If
we adjourn now the Minister of Public Works will have
time to reconsider the Bill, and he will probably see his
way in advising the First Minister to amend it or withdraw
it for the present Session, in order to secure the adoption
of more important measures. I will not say any more for
I think I see in the eyes of the Minister of Public Works
that the motion of adjourninent will be adopted, and with
that hope I shall resume my seat.

Mr. IRVINE. It is the custom of this country to make
a short day on Saturday in order to be prepared for Sab.
bath. It has been the custom of this House from its con-
ception rot to hold a session on Saturday. Why that rule
has been departed from in the present case I fail to under-
stand. During the first month this House sat only 65
hours; and now when threo months have elapsed we are
kept here day after day, and night after night. I cannot
tel for what purpose. I feel very unwell. I cannot tel[
whether the reason of my feeling unwell is being kept here
constantly day and night, but I find there are many other
hon. members who are aiso unwell. When there are only
40 or 50 present out of 200 members of the House there is
evidently something wrong. What applies to me with
respect to keeping the Sabbath day does not, I fear, apply
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to the Ministers, except perhaps to the Catholie menibers.
If I am informed correctly, it is very seldom some of the
Ministers are ever seen in places of worship. This should
not be so. If this country is to prosper and to be honored
by im who honors all nations who serve him, we should
have respect to the ordinances of the Sabbath. I do not
understand why the Government should have wasted one
month at the opening of Parliament, and only kept the
House sitting during 65 hours, if it is necessary to carry
through a measure such as that now under discussion.
Now, Sir, I have no interest in this squabble, for this reson:
that the Government cannot enact a law, nor can they
appoint a revising officer, that can make any change in the
constituency I represent; and if they wiped the whole
Liberal vote out of my county I am confident, and have the
best reason to believe, that the Conservatives of that county
would not send a man to this House to support the present
Administration. I have received letters from my Conser-
vative constituents, stating that they condemned the waste-
fui policy of the Government as well as the Liberals. There
is in my county an earnest love of country. It has been
said that some of the people of New Brunswick are annexa-
tioniats, that they would like to see the Confederation, which
we established in 1867, thrown to the winds. I can tell
yon, Sir, that if that feeling exists in my connty, and it does
to some extent, it is owing to the way in which the affairs
of the country have been mismanaged. I have the best
possi ble reason to believe that both ,Conservatives and
Liberals in my county have no other intention than to
bauild solidly and well the foundation laid in 1867; but,
remember, if that foundation is shaken, if the structure is
rent, it will be the fault of the gentlemen who have been
governing this country for the last few years. I am surpris.
ed, in view of the way we have been treated, that the east
and the west are not at each other's throats, as well as the
Indians in the North-West. It is a matter of surprise to
me, because our people have been dealt with most unjustly,
the Government of this country have not kept their obli-
gations with the people of the Maritime Provinces any
more than they have with the Indians. Now, I think the
Government ought to give us an adjournment so that we
may be prepared t> keep the approaching Sabbath day.
Sir, we ought to have an adjournment so that we may be
able to keep awake to-morrow when we go to church, so
that we may be prepared to worship the Most ligh %nd
not go to sleep in our pows. Well, in reference to enfran-
chising the Indians, I care very little about it. I am not
particular whether you enfranchise all the men, women
and children, so far as it will affect my county. What the
people of mv county want, both Tory and Liberal, is an
economical Government. I would be in favor of universal
suffrage if that system would elevate the character of our
Government, morally and intellectually. I think when the
Government wasted the first month of the Session and kept
Parliament working only 65 hours, I think this is a criminal
act. I do not know but that hon. gentlemen opposite
should be indicted when the constitutions of hon. gentle-
men are being broken down. It is an offense against the
person, against every principle of right and justice.

Mr. FLE&MING. I have not had an opportunity of
expressing my views upon the question now before the
Chair, The matter, however, is of such importance-it
is so great an innovation upn the electoral franchise of the
country, that I do not think I could justify myself before
my constituents if I did not express my protest, and the
reasons for my protest, against the proposed enfranchise-
ment of the Indians of this ountry. If it was an enfran-
chisement of the Indians in the true sense of the word, in
the sense known to the Indian Act, then there is no one
who would give it a more hearty support than I would.
But this is no enfranchisement of the Indians. The purpose
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is not to emancipate the Indians from the disabilities under
under which they lie by the law of the land. The purpose
is not to give then any rights they do not now enjoy as other
free-born British subjects do. The purpose i not to put upon
them.the responsibilities of free-born British subjects. The
purpose is not simply to give Indians votes. The purpose
is to enable some one to vote in the Indian's naine. The
purpose is to enable those that control the Indians under the
statute law of Parliament, by the Superintendent-General
and his officers in the various constituencies, to strengthen
the Government. That is the purpose, and that alone
is the purpose of this Bill. The purpose is not only to do that,
but to strike a blow at some hon. members sitting in this
House. It is to enable the Government to take into their
hands a number of votes of persons who are dependent upon
and who are subject to their control, the votes not of free
men but of those who are less than minors under them in
the eyes of the law, who are ander tutelage and who are
under the guardianship and control of the First Minister, to
use those votes in the different constituencies in order that
some members now sitting here by the free votes of free
born British people shall not be enabled to be returned to
this louse. We know that is the purpose. We have only
to look te the past. We know that previous to the elections
of 1883 a similar attempt was made to exclude hon. men-
bers now sitting in this House and others who were then
sitting from the possibility of returning here as representa-
tives of the people. We know that the hon. member for
South Brant (Mr. Paterson) was one of those struck at by
that Act, who was singled out for the purpose of being
excluded, if possible, from his place in Parliament. Is
it because that hon. ge.ntleman does not ornament this
House? Is it bocause his talents are not creditable to this
body? Is it because his character is such as to render it
desirable that he should be excluded from this House ? His
character is such that ho is held in high esteem not
only by members of this side of the House but by hon.
gentlemen opposite and by the general public, not .only in
his own Province but in the whole Dominion. It is not then
because of his character that an attempt is made to exclude
him. Is there any other reason why it was intended by the
Gerrymander Act to deal a blow at the hon. member for
South Brant. There is not a man in this House who dare
rise and declare what was the true intent and purpose of
that Act of 1882. But that Act failed in its operation. The
hon. member had two townships with large Reform
majorities taken away from his constituency and had a Tory
township added. Ho was thus placed in the minority of
several hundred votes ; but the people of his constituency
knew his worth too well, admired his talents too much, and
possessed too much patriotism to allow him to be defeated.
Hon. gentlemen opposite were thus disappointed in their
purpose, and the hon. member for Brant sits here to repre-
sent a constituency that was gerrymandered by hon. gentle-
men opposite an honor to the people who have honored him
with their confidence. But he is not to escape. There
is a large Indian reservation within the coustituency which
the hon. gentleman represents, and if hon. gentlemen opo-
site failed to carve up the constituency and cannot a2da
sufficient number of Tory townships, then there is another
way by which they hope to effect their purpose, and it is by
giving votes to the Indians on the reservation in that
county.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman him-
self wanted to have that done.

Mr. FLEMING. I will return to that point in a moment,
and will show what the hon. gentleman said. The purpose
of the Government is manifest. If it was to give men who
are free a voice in the election of members there would be
no objection raised. But it is not to give free mon the fran-
chise. The right hon. gentleman knows that if ho had done
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what the hon. member for Brant wanted him to do, namely,
to have made the Indians free men, not under the contro
of the right hon. gentleman and his agents, they would hav
had votes in that constituency. But the right bon. gentle
man refused to do what the hon. member for Brant asked.
Here is what the hon. member for Brant said, in 1880, on the
debate on the Indian Act:

" Then the Bill does not provide for the enfranchisement of th
Indians. According to themt terights, responsibilities and privileges
of citizens is, I think, the oniy solution of the Indian question, more
especially the only solution which affects the more advanced tribes, on
whose behalf and with respect to whose circumstances I am more
particularly acquainted. Any change that bas been made in the law is
only in the direction of still more firmly fastening the shackles of tute-
loge upon them, a change tending to keep the Indiana in their present
condition. .- Ipeak on behalfdof three thousand Indiana, among whom
six missionaries have been laboring for the past thirty years, and who
have twelve public schools and an industrial institute. The solution of
the Indian problem can only be found in wipinâg out the distinction
which existe between the races, in giving the red manuail the liberties
and rights enjoyed by the white man, and entailing upon him aIl the
responsibilities which attach to those rights and privileges."

The views expressed by the hon. member for Brant in 1880 are
hie views in 1885. The hon. gentleman who introduced into
this House the Gerrymander Act of 1882, in order to defeat a
number of members of this House, will not be slow to
exercise the influence he possesses over those Indians in order
to carry out the purposes of this Bill. Sir, in no language that
would be parliamentary could I fitly express my indigna-
tion at this attempt to decapitate a number of the promi.
nent gentlemen on this side of the House. My hon. friend
from Bothwell (Mr. Mille), though elected by a majority
of the people in his constituency, was deprived of his seat
in this House during the first Session of this Parliament
and a large portion of the secondSession, owing to an alter.
ation the Government made in the law so as to give them
the appointment of the returning officer, and another hon.
gentleman was sitting and voting here during that ti me in
support of hon. gentlemen opposite. My hon. friend is
now to have his head cut off through the operation of this
Bill. The free-born British electors of the county of Both-
well may elect him,and no doubt they will; but the Indians
of hie constituency, many of whom can neither read or
write, are to receive votes, and such of them as
are under the control of the Superintendent-General
are to be enabled to exclude my hon. friend from
his seat in tlis flouse. I am amazed that any men could
be found to stand up and support an attempt so gross to
violate the rights and privileges of the free people of this
country, and to hand those rights and privileges over to those
who control the votes of persons who are not free. But the
measure itself is only worse than the way in which it is
attempted to be pushed through this House. Last Monday
the hon. Prime Minister came into the House and declared
that this Bill should be ut through at the expense of all
other public business. That was a declaration worthy of
the patriotism which the hon. gentleman boasts of1 Is this
a measure demanded by the public interest ? Have we not
for 18 years existed peacefully in this Confederation without
this measure? fHas there been a demand from any section
of the people for it ? l any public interest to be served
by the passage of this measure ? If public interest means
the party interest of hon, gentlemen opposite, I can
understand that there is. But there is no public interest at
stake in connection with it; it is a party measure and a
party measure only. It is a measure introduced for the
purpose of preparing for the next general electionk It is a
measure intended to stifle if possible the public opinion which
is now running strongly against hon. gentlemen opposite.
And yet the hon. gentleman came down and said that all
public business must be put aside until this measure is
carried through 1 The interests of the country might suf-I
fer, the credit of the country might suffer, the Governmentj
might not have the money necessary to carry on the pub-j
lic affaire of the country; but all these considerations were 1

Mr. FLAMNe.

to be set aside in order to have this measure pushed
l tbrough in the interest of the party the hon. gentleman
e leads. On Thursday this House met, and is still in Session.

The definition of the word "occupant " was under con.
sideration until about six o'clock on that evening, when

e the definition of the word " person " came under consider-
ation, and the hon. member for Bothwell moved the amend-
ment that is still under discussion, proposing to limit the

s word "Indian" to the enfranchised Indian. After
eight o'clock the hon. leader of the Opposition

e made an address to the House at considerable length
s in opposition to the Government's proposal; the hon.
- Prime Minister himself followed at some length;

and at the hour of 10 o'clock what did we see ?
We saw hon, gentlemen opposite come into this

f Chamber with pillows, which they ostentatiously shook in
our faces in order to show us that they had come here
determined to sit us out, and to push this Bill through at
unseasonable hours. Did we not see couches carried
into various rooms of this House early on Thursday ? Did
we not see every indication that the Government intended
that this prolonged session should take place before it did
take place? And yet we are told that we are responsible
for this long session-we who are not provided with all
these luxuries, and who are so weak in numbers. t is too
thin, and the country will tell them that it is too thin I
Hon. gentlemen opposite provided themselves with all the
comforts that they could command. They retired for
refreshments from time to time; they brought bands of
music into the building for two nights; they had their
dances going on to keep up the amusement. We have no
such enjoyments; we bad no couches in the rooms of the
building to which we could retire; we had no band of
music at our command to enliven the small hours of the
morning; and yet this small Opposition are occupying the
same position that they did at six o'clock on Thursday, and
not one step of progress has been made by hon. gentlemen
opposite in their attempt to carry this Bill through the House.
Sir, it ill becomes the hon. gentlemen on that side of the
House to talk about obstruction-hon. gentlemen who
came in here with their beds at 10 o'clock on Thursday
night, for the purpose of trying to push the Bill through at
such unreasonable hours. Sir, it was an attempt on thoir
part to bully the Opposition, but an attempt which the free
men on this side of the Hlouse resented with the indignation
with which free men always resent an attempt upon their
liberties.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Encore.
Mr. FLEMING. I am glad to see that hon, gentlemen

are giving us some attention; perhaps we will yet be
able to convince some of them of the iniquity of this
measure. I do not suppose the hon. member for Hastings
(Mr. White) will be subject to conversion, because ho has au
Indian reservation in his county.

Mr. WHITE. I was here before you, without it.
Mr. FLEMING. Yes, and by a mighty close squeeze.
Mr. WHITE. I will squeeze here when you will not be

able.
Mr. FLEMING. The hon. gentleman has a band of

Indians in his county-
Mr. WHITE Yes, and a good one, too.-
Mr. FLEMING-subject to the control of the Prime

Minister.
Mr. WHITE. They are as independent as yon are, and

as intelligent
Mr. FLEMING. They are the wards of the Government.

They are not free mon in the sense that we are free men,
nor have they the rights or the liabilities that white people
have. They are subject to the control of the First Minis.
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ter and his servants, and the hon. gentleman knows that
the small majority ho got at the luat election is of such a
doubtful character that he urged the First Minister to give
votes to these Indians, hoping they will send him back, and
hence he laughs.

Mr. WHITE. I got elected to this House independent-
ly of the First Minister and independently of the
hon. member for Eat York, and I can get elected to-morrow
independently of them.

Mr. FLEMING. The hon. gentleman will be sure of
being elected when ho gets the Indian vote, and that makes
him laugh.

Mr. WHITE. Cannot I laugh ?
Mr. FLEMING. Yes, the hon.gentleman has good reason

to laugh, though his laugh is not as musical a same I have
heard.

Mr. WHITE. You would give a good many dollars if you
could laugh as heartily as I can.

Mr. FLEMING. Hon. gentlemen do not seem to know
the difference between enfranchising the Indians under the
Indian Act, and making them votera under the present Bill.
Why are the words "including Indians" put in this para.
graph of the interpretation clause ? Why are they necessary ?
The First Minister asked facetiously the other night : Is not
an Indian a person ? But if an Indian were a person in the
eye of the law, these words would not ho necessary, for,
under the Indian Act, an Indian isl "a male of Indian blood
reputed to belong to a particular band." It defines a person
to be "an individual other than an Indian," hence the
necessity for the First Minister to include the Indian speci-
fically. The word "person " includes colored men, it
includes Englishmen, Irishmen, Germans and other classes,
but it does not include Indians, and hence the wording of
this paragraph. These bands are settled on reservations in
different parts of the Dominion. The First Minister said
the other night in reply to a question, that certainly it was
intended to give the right to vote to Indians on reservations,
and he said it was intended also to give the Indians i
Manitoba, the North-West and British Columbia, the right
to vote. He was asked if Poundmaker and Pie-a-Pot would
be included in this Bill, and he said: Certainly they would,
and ho volunteered the information that Scratch-him-on-tne-
back would also be included. Is the country ready to adopt
so radical a change as that in the electoral law ? When
the hon. gentleman introduced his Bill on previous occa-
sions ho did not include such a proposition; this is the first
time ho ventures to propose that the Indians under his own
control shall have votes. Why has he introduced it this
year? ls it not because since that time there is a tide
bearing against the hon. gentleman and his party, from one
end of this Dominion to the other, that will sweep them at
the polls, if the free voice of the people is allowed to express
itself-will sweep them from the power which they have
been exercising for years to the detriment of this country.

An hon. MEMBER. What evidence is there of that?
Mr. FLEMING. No more evidence is needed than the

proposal included in this Bill to give votes to those Indians
who are under the hon. gentleman's control and tutelage.i
The hon. gentleman tells us he intends that the Bill shalli
include Poundmaker, and Yellow Quill, and Pie-a-pot, and4
all those other worthies who are now exciting the admiration1
of the free people of this countryl Are the people of this
country prepared for such an innovation on the law, that
the controlling influence in manyof the constituencies shall9
be in the hands of the Indians subject to the coatrol of the(
First Ministe ? A more monstrous pioposition was noverJ
made to any Parliament, and the party must be hard1
driven who have to take such a position. Enfranchisei
FPoundraker, whose hands are reeking with the blood e f our.

free people in the North-West1 Enfranchise Pie-a-pot,
whose band are now threatening to scalp the white settiers
in the neighborhood of Qu'Appelle ! There is no language
that we can possibly use, Parliamentary or otherwise, which
will properly characterise the infamy of such a proposition.
The hon. gentleman said ho was only following Mr. Mowat,
and that hon. gentlemen on this side are admirera of Mr.
Mowat. When ho said that we on this aide admire Mr.
Mowat, ho spoke the truth, although he speaks, it
rarely. But the hon. gentleman, in saying that ho
followed in the steps of Mr. Mowat, is not cor-
rect. We admire and respect Mr. Mowat; we know his
ability, and we know his knowledge of constitutional law
from several cases which have occurred in recent years. By
his law ho gave those Indians who are free men the right
to exorcise the franchise, and if the right hon. gentleman
had declared that ho would have accepted Mr. Mowat's Bill,
there would be no discussion ; or if ho had accepted the
measure proposed by the hon. member for Algonia, in the
direction of Mr. Mowat's Bill, there would have been no
discussion on this subject. But the hon. gentleman does
not intend to follow Mr. Mowat because ho is incapable of
following him, because his purposes are not the same as
those of Mr. Mowat, because ho does not intend to include
merely the free Indians, but the thousands of Indians who
are scattered over this Dominion, who are subject to, his
control, who have not the rights or liberties or the liabilities
of free born people-these are the reasons that we are here
protesting against such a measure as this. The hon. gentle-
man says the country will hold us responsible for the
obstruction we are offering. Well, Sir, I am prepared in my
constituency to assume all the responsibility of obstruct-
ing such an infamous proposition. The people in
the country will say that we would be justified in anything
we can do, in order to retain the franchise in the hands of
those who are free to exorcise it; they will justify us if we
stand here all siammer, day and night, in reaisting the hon.
gentleman's attempt to stifie free discussion in this House.
The people of this country who have sons and daughters
and brothers and sisters scattered over the North-West
subject to the rage of Poundmaker, whom the hon. gentle-
man intends to enfranchise; subject to the terror of Pie-a-
Pot, to whom ho intends to give a vote-I say the people of
this country will praise the patriotic band who are doter-
mined to resist this attempt on the part of the Government.
I would have felt myself recroant to the duty I owe
my constituents and my country, I would have gone
from this city ashamed of myself if I had not raised
my voice against sO monstrous a pl1oposition as that.
The hon. gentleman says ho is followingMr. Mowat. If he
had followed Mr. Mowat's advice during the last few years,
ho would have occupied a higher pasition in the estima-
tion of the peopleof this country than he does to-day. If
ho would follow Mr. Mowat in enfranchising free Indians,
ho would received the support instead of the condemnation
of this side of the House. I have said that hon. gentlemen
opposite do not understand the difference between an enfran-
chised Indian and one to whom the right to vote is given.
lon. gentlemen opposite do not read the Indian Act. The

hon. member for West York (Mr. Wallace) the other night,
in reading the extract from the speech of my hou. friend from
South Brant in 1880, to which I have referred, fell into that
error. Ho knew nothing whatever of the subject he was at-
tempting to discussuand to become witty upon; and the hon.
gentlemen about him who were applauding did not know
what they were applanding, or they would not have made
such a public exhibition of their ignorance. An enfran-
chised Indian is one who has the rights of citizenship con-
ferred upon him, and is no longer subject to the
tutelage of the Superintendent-General; but it is
not upon the free and responsible Indian that the
vote is intended to be conferred by this Bill. The purpose
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of this Bill is not to enlarge the rights of the Indians, or to
make them more free than they are today. If the Indians
were free, like the white people of this country, the hon.
gentleman would not be so anxious to push this measure
through. It is because they are so completely under the
control of the Prime Minister as their Superintendent-
General that he and his supporters are so anxious to push
this measure through, for they know that with the machin-
ery the hon. gentleman possesses he can to a large extent
control the votes of these people. Am I wrong in saying
that the Indian is not a free man, subject to the same
liabilities as other citizens of this country ? Sir, the law of
the land is as plain¿ as daylight; and if hon. gentlemen
opposite would only read that law under a senne of the
responsibility that they owe to the people they represent they
would rise en masse and declare that the hon. First Minister
should not push this measure a step further. Let us go
to the law, and see what is the difference between the
enfranchised Indian and the Indian to whom it is
proposed to give the vote. The enfranchised Indian is
an Indian to whom letters patent have been issued.
They must be issued with the approval of th.e Indian
Superintendent General. By the Indian Act;

"(j). The expression 'enfranchised Indian' means any Indian, his
wife or minor unmarried child, who has received letters patent granting
to him in fee simple any portion of the reserve which has been allotted to
him or to his wife and minor children, by the band to which he belongs,
or any unmarried Indian who has received letters patent for an allot-
ment of the reserve."

And section 88 declares the effect of such letters patent, as
follows:-

''From the date of such letters patent the provisions of this Act and
of any Act or law making any distinction between the legal rights, pri-

open market, and more than that, no man is free to buy
from them.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Wbere is that.
Mr. FLEMING. That is on the reserves of Manitoba,

Keewatin, and the North-West Territories, as I have
already stated.

Mr. WHITE. They have the right to buy and sell in
Ontario.

Mr. FLEMING, I will read the clause again (quo-
tation).

Mr. HESSON. I myself have witnessed the Indians in
Manitoba selling fruit and other articles on the trains. I
would ask if such a regulation was ever made.

Mr. FLEMING. The hon. gentleman is feeling uneasy.
I know he has been in the North-West.

Mr. HESSON. I have asked a simple question, will you
answer it ?

Mr. FLEMING. The hon. gentleman does not know
the statute law of the country. Have I not been reading
the law on the subject ?

Mr. HESSON. I ask if the order was passed, read it
again ?

Mr. FLEMING. I would have to read it one hundred
and twenty times for the hon. gentleman to understand it.
That is the trouble; they have no apprehension of what the
law is, and though we may read, and expound, they are the
blind who will not see. No one is free to buy from these
Indians; by sut-section 2:

vileges, disabilities and liabilities of Indians and those of Hier Majesty's Every person wlo buys or otherwi4e acquires from any sud ludian
other subjects, shall cease to apply to such Indian, or to the wife or or band, or irregular baud of Inians, any sucb grain, reet crops or other
minor unmarried children of such Indian as aforesaid, se declared to be proîuce, contrary te any such regulations, shah, on snmmary conviction
enfranchised, who shall no longer be deemed Indians within the mean- before a stipendiary magistrate, police magistrate, or twe justices of the
ing of the laws relating to Indians, except in se far as regards their rightpace, or an ludian agent, be liable to a penalty not exceeding one hun.
te participate in the annuities and interest moneys, and rents and dred dollars, or te impribenment for a ternet exceeding three menths,
conneils of the band to which they belonged." or to bothru

Now, I procoed to prove from the Indian kct that these The hon, gentleman for Perth (Mr. esson) asked me if any
mon, f0 whom it is proposed by this Bil o give the highostregulation had beean passed with reference to usti Act, and
right that belongs to a free people, are not free; s pd we we know it wa only the other day that the Goverument
intend that hou. gentlemen opposite shail stay hore until received potitions from soma Indians in the North-West
we have given them a full opportunity of knowing the ful asking that thoy mig t be permittedxfceseli their surplus
extent of the responsibiliy they wi l incur from passing produce.
flue moasure when thoy go before the people for their ver- Mr. RESSON. That was the North-West and not Mani.
dit. I will read a few sections of the Act tshow thetoba.
subervient position those Indians occupy under the firest
Minister as Superintendent General. Whle an Indian lves Mr. FLEMING. The same Acf applios, and the same
ho lias no control over auy of hie property or his private con1trol is exercised over the Indians ait over the Dominion.
affaire; and when ho dies, ho cannot make a will hike otherI will now quote section 72:
peo le Afer the Indian is doad the Superintendent lThe Superintendent General may stop the aymeut or the annuity

no e es e i inc r and interes money of ay Indin who is prove, te the satisfaction ofUservit piiotese Indn fo cupyh e ued oseritih theSuperintedent Geeral guilty ef deserting lis family; ad the
thoughit Superintendent Generalmayapply the same toward the support ofany
froh which the hon. First Minister said ho expeted look family, woman or chld, sedeserted."
down pon the Canadien Pacifie Railway. m e ay make a The hon gentleman said the other night heat hr wa only in
will, but section 20 declares: tue position of a trustee, butu t would ask what trustepe taseany

thProvided the sid will, after hie death, a isconsetedte by the baud right withhold te moneys in bis trust, at hs own dis-
owning the said reserve, and approved of by the Superintendent cretion. Tii.bon, gentleman is not a trustee, but he 15 in
General.''

Then by section 30 are minore d children under hm, d w know the on.
" The Governor in Council may make such regulations es, from time gentleman too well W expect that ho will withhold aui-

to time, seem advisable for prohibiting or regulating the sale, barter, fies from those who vote in favor of the Tory candidate, or
exchange or gift, by any band or irregular band of Indians, or by any
Indian of any band or irregular band, in the Province of Manitoba, the thât ho wilI b. too liberal wîth those who would have.the
North-West Territories or the District of Keewatin, of any grain or root temerity W vote for the Liberal candidate. I will now read
crope, or other produce grown upon any Indian reserve in the Province
of Manitoba, the North-W est TerritoriAs or the District of Keewatin;
and may further provide that such sale, barter, exchange or gift shal Mr. SPROLE. Question.
be null and void, unless the same are made in accordance with regula-
tiens made in that behali."
These are the people who are to be entrusted with Mr. SPROULE. If is not tue Indian Act we arenow
the franchise-people who have not the right to buy and discussing.
sell their own bread, unless in accordance with the regu- Mr. FLEMING. Is it possible that we are speaking W
lations of the Government. They are not free to sell inthe people who do not understand the subject before the.House

Ma. FLEMMNG.
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Mr. SPROULE. I rise to a point of order. The hon.

gentleman has been reading clauses of the Indian Act, and
I ask whether that is pertinent to the question or not.

Mr. CIIAIRMAN. I think it is relevant to the question.

Mr. FLEMING. I was proceeding to refer to another
disability of the Indians when the hon. gentleman inter-
rupted me with a point of Order which must have amazed
every hon. member in this Huse. Sir, you can see the
necessity of this long discussion. Hon. gentleman do not
yet understand what subject is before the flouse. How is
it to be expected that we can enlighten the ordinary peo-
ple of the country, that they will understand the effect of
this Bill, when an hon. member sitting in this House and
listening to the discussion, has fnot got the slightest com-
prehension of the matter before the Chair. We must go
on. There is a public necossity for us to go on. The
interest of the people demand that we should go on for we
cannot permit hon. gentlemen sitting in this House to
remain in blissful ignorance of the matter before the Qhair.

Mr. SPROULE. Give us information.

Mr. FLEMING. Why, Sir, I am burning with the desire
to give him information; I am overflowing with the milk
of human kindness in the way of information. If the hon.
gentleman will point out to me any way in which I can
make him understand that we are discussing the right of
the Indian to vote, I am willing to devote myself for a
month or two during the summer in endeavoring to convey
information to him. I trust I shall not require so long a
time with other hon. gentlemen as with the hon. member
for Grey; I trust that his case is unique.

Mr. SPROULE. Your success has not been very great
yet.

Mr. FLEMING. If it has not, it has not been from the
weakness of our efforts or the lack of necessity for them,
but is rather owing to the material we are working upon.
Perhaps I may now quote section 74:

" The Superintendent General may, whenever sick or disabled or
aged or destitute Indians are not prov.ded for by the band of which they
are members, furnish sufficient aid from the funds of the band for the re-
lief of such sick, disabled, aged or destitute Indians."
From this it appears that the whole fund is at the
disposal of the Superintendent General, who is not respon-
sible for its disposition to the Indians owning the fund,
but only to Parliament; he can distribute to whom he likes
-to the sick, the destitute, the lame, the halt, and the blind,
as he thinks proper. And these are the persons to
whom the hon. gentleman proposes to give the franchise!1
The Indian is not subject to the same laws as the white
people of this Dominion; and yet the Government are
endeavoring to push through a Bll, the sole purpose of
which is to give them control over a large number of the
votes of those people who are not free, in order that they
may swamp the voice of the free people of this country, and
in order that the honest verdict of the people may not be
recorded against them. That is the kind of a measure that
the Government are trying to force through by physical.
power, not by force of intellect. Sir, they have failed; they
must fail; in a free country like this, it is impossible that
an attempt of this kind can succeed. We on this side of the
House are not physically strong, and we are less in number
than they are; but what physical strength and intellectual
power remains to a free man on this side of the House he
would be unworthy to possess if he did not exercise to the
full extent to prevent the Administration from introducing
into the electorate of this country an element so
dangerous to the peace and welfare of the whole people of
this Dominion. Sir, what are the rights that as free men
we boast of? What are the rights that have been handed
down to us by illustrious ancestore ? They are the rights

of free men, the right of owning our own property, and con-
trolling our own affairs; and are those rights to be inter-
fered with by a class who have no such rights ? l the voice
of the free and indepondent electors of the noble county of
Peel, which I have the honor to represent, to become ineffec-
tive because some gentleman is to be elected by the votes of
those who are not froe? Sir, speaking for myself indivi-
dually, feeling the responsibility of the position I occupy,
feeling that the honor of a free people has been entrusted
to me to vindicate in this House, feeling that my own sense
of honor, my own sense of patriotism, my own sense of
self-respect, demand that I should resist the oppressive
measure that is now being forced through Parliament, I
declare before this House and before the country,
feeling the full responsibility of what I am saying,
that I will continue, with all the powers with
which God has endowed me, cither intellectual or phy-
sical, to resist this encroachment upon the rights of the free
people of this country-this endeavor to stifle their voice
in the councils of this country by the voice of those who
are not free, but are subject to the control of the Govern-
ment of the day.

Mr. SOMERVILLE (Brant). The important question
that bas been discussed by this House for 50 hours now is
such that I think every gentleman who las the honor to
occupy a seat here should express bis opinion upon it. It
is a question which, as has been well said by the previous
speaker, affects the freedom of the entire people of this
Dominion. The measure before us is one which strikes at
the root of all the liberties we as British subjects possess-
liberties which have been handed down to us by those who
in other fields of action had to spend their blood to secure
them. The question has been fully and ably discussed by
the hon. gentlemen who occupy seats on this side of the
House, and I will be as brief as possible in anything that I
may have to present on this occasion. The first considera-
tion that strikes me in connection with this measure is the
course the Government have pursued in introducing it.
We have the hon. the First Minister coming down and
introducing it at a lato period of the Session, and-we have
his declaration that it would be taken up and put through
before. any other measure should be considered.
We have the doclaration of hon. gentlemen opposite that
they came here to attempt to stifle discussion-to cry down
the voices of the independent representatives of the people
who occupy seats on this side of the House. We know
what their conduct was which commenced on Monday and
terminated on Tuesday night. We know that they indulged
in the most unseemly noises; we know that they occupied
themselves, not in endeavoring to comprehend the question
before the House, but in indulging in noises that would
disgrace the most disgraceful bouse in the city of Ottawa.
They refused to hear the opinions of men sent here to
express the opinion of the people, on this important ques-
tion. But what a change has come over the scene1! They
found that their ribaldry, their songs of merriment and
their disorderly conduct would not do. They found that
this noble band that sits on this side of the House, though
small in number, were determined that they would not be
put down in this free House, elected by the free will of
the people of this Dominion. They held a canons, and the
fiat went out from the leader of the Government that silence
was henceforth to be the order of the day, and at the next
session of the flouse we saw that their course was changed.
They came here with their pillows, and went to sleep within
the sound of the voices of the speakers who were discussing
this question; they provided themselves with beds and
couches; and a gentleman who cught to know better, a man
who has occupied a seat, not only in this House, but in the
Local House of Ontario, was actually engaged in dancing
the Highland fling, while this important measure was being
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discussed in Parliament. An hon. gentleman beside me
asks who were the drunken crowd.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order, order.
Mr. SOMERVILLE. He asked me. The hon. member

for East Grey asks who were the drunken crowd. I could
tell who were the drunken crowd, but I will not do so;
perhaps he knows. But that there was a drunken crowd, I
am prepared to say; I will not say whether it was in this
House or out of it. I believe I might say there were some
in this House.

Mr. CEHAIRMAN. Do I understand the hon. gentleman
to insinuate that hon. members were disorderly or drunk in
this House ? If he has made use of such an expression. I
must ask him to withdraw it.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. All right; I will withdraw it.
Mr. BOWELL. Or I will insist upon its being taken

down.
Mr. MACKENZIE. If it is to be taken down, it must be

done immediately after it is said.
Mr. BOWELL. I was not interrupting the Chairman

while he was speaking.

Mr. SPROULE. I think it is perfectly right that this
expression should be taken down, because it will go to the
country through the press. Insinuations are made about
men who do not drink a drop of spirituous liquors of any
kind, and I think it is time we should understand whether
such falsehoods should go to the country or not.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I understood the hon. gentleman to
say that he knew of hon. gentlemen in this louse being
drunk. If he said that, I would ask him to withdraw the
expression.

Mr. SOMERVILLE (Brant.) I did not say that.
1 was going to say, Mr. Chairman -

Now,

Soine lon. MEMBERS. Order; Chair.
Mr. C HAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman will mind the

ruling of the Chair.
Mr. SOM ?RVILLE. I underLood that I complied with

the ruling of the Chair.
Mr. CHAIRMiAN. I did not understand so.
Some hon. MEMBERS. He withdrew.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. As I was going on to say, there
are some remarkable things in this discussion which are
worthy of being noted. A good deal of ability has been
displayed by some men on the other side of the House on
previous occasions in discussing questions in the interest of
theeGovernment. How is it that there is this perfect silence
on this particular question ? We all know that it is a very
difficult matter for the on. member for North Perth (Mr.
Hesson) to keep his seat when discussions are going on here;
but he las maintained perfect silence during the whole
of this discussion. We all know that it is very difficult for
the Ion. member for East Hastings (Mr. White) to keep his
tongue quiet in this House ; but he las been perfectly silent.
We all know that the hon. member for North Simeoe (Mr.
McCarthy) las frequently discussed questions before
this House; we all know his eloquence and ability as a
pleader before the Privy Connil in Great Britain; but how
is it that with all his learning and edacation, he las not
opened his mouth to take part in this debate ?
We aIl know that the hon. member for Argenteuil (Mr.
Abbott) is an important member of this House; we all
know the legal lore which he brings to bear upon the dis-
cussion of legal points that occasionally come under the
consideration of the House. Why las he been silent? Why
ias the melod ious voice of the hon. member for Cornwall

Mr. SOMERVILLI (Brant).

(Mr. Bergin), the Surgeon General of the Government-
whose eloquent tones in introducing the Fac tory Bill
thrilled the whole House-not been heard on this important
measure ? We want to know why the hon. Minister of
Agriculture has kept silent; he might have told us at least
that " there ain't nothing to it; " but he as kept bis seat.
We want to know why the hon. member for King's, New
Brunswick (Mr. Poster), the silver-tongued orator from the
shores of the foamy Atlantic, has kept his tongue quiet ?
We want to know why the hon. member for Kings', Nova
Scotia (Mr. Woodworth), who at one time had a gravel pit
that cost this country $9,000, bas maintained silence ?
We want to know wby the hon. member for Card-
well (Mr. White), who stands in the front rank, always
ready to defend whatever the Government brings
under the notice of this House, has remained silent?
Why do not those members who come from the Pacifie
slope raise their voices in defence of this measure ? Why
have we not beard from the member for Victoria, B.C.
(Mr. Shakespeare), the descendent of our own immortal
Shakespeare ? and from the member for New West-
minster (Mr. Homer), whose name is historie, and whose
namesake of ancient times was famous for his erudition and
poetic eloquence ? And why is my hon. friend from Ham-
ilton silent? We want to know where the oth3r member
for Hamilton is, on this occasion. Then the hon. member
for East Grey (Mr. Sproule) has not said anything, and we all
know he is so eloquent that, when he rises to address the
louse, le at once clears the reporters' gallery, because his

eloquence is so strong that they cannot stand the pressure.

Mr. SPROULE. You were asleep in the smoking room
when I addressed the House.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. No, Sir, the noble band on this
side of the House have not been asleep, when they were on
the post of duty. We have been working to uphold the
dearest rights ever given to the electors of this country,
a-d we have not had time to sleep. Hon. gentlemen
opposite are the men who have slept at thoir post of duty,
and I tell them that the electors will take them to task for
their neglect of duty. But I would like to ssk why the
gentlemen on the Ministerial side have been silent so long,
after the row we had on Monday or Tuesday last. It must
have been that the order went forth that they were to
maintain silence, in the hope that the Opposition would
become exhausted and that they would be able to force this
obnoxions and iniquitous measure through the louse,
without an opportunity for its discussion. I have under.
stood, and I believe A to be the faet, that many of the
men who sit in the flouse in dumb silence, are not aware
of the provisions of this Bill, and many of them have stated
that it is not the intention to enfranchise the tribal
Indians-the savages of the plains. And yet we have
been told by the First Minister that when the North-West is
divided into Provinces these Indians on the reservations
will have votes. I cannot conceive of a more outrageous
proposition that oould be presented to this House, or such
an outrage upon the publie opinion of this country-as
that these Indians, from whose depredations the North-West
is now suffering, should be enfranchised-men who have
already shed the blood of some of the best of our sons who
have gone up there to maintain law and order in that
country. We all know that there are mourning hearts
throughout this Dominion at the present time, for the loss
of life which has taken place there, and now we have the
audacious proposition of the Prime Minister that these
Indians shall have votes, while this Bill does not give the
franchise to the men who are quelling the insurrection
there. We are ready to give the vote to Indians who are
properly enfranchised under the Indian Act; we wish to
see the Indians elevated and educated so as to become fit
subjects of fer Majesty and of the Dominion. This is what
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is being done under the provisions of Mr. Mowat's Bill, and
the right hon, gentleman was not correct when he
said ho was following in Mr. Mowat's footsteps.
What is the object of the Bill? We all know that the
Indians in the North-West are taking the scalps of the
white people thera, and this Bill is for the purpose of
ecalping Reform members who have seats in this House.
The hon. gentleman is after their scalps in a cowardly
fashion. I say this is not manly warfare-it is Indian war-
ftre in the truest sense. It is just possible that the hon.
gentleman in giving these Indians votes is providing a place
for himself, or other members of his Government who may
be defeated in their constituencies, at the next general
election. What a glorious representative the Indians of
the North-West would have in the person of the leader of
the Goverument 1 it would be a sof t place to secure his
election, beSuse the hon. gentleman could compel these
Indians to vote as ho pleased; and no doubt they would be
delighted to hait as their representative the man who bas
been decorated with the tawdry tinsel given him by the
mother country ; he would make a noble chieftain to lead
them ont in the plains of the great North-West, or in this
Parliament. I believe that this measure is boing passed
with the same pui pose and intent which actuated the right
hon. gentleman when he passed the Gerrymander Bill, and
when he obtained money from Sir Hugh Allan to corrupt
the electors of this Dominion. Ie knows that there are
constituencies in Ontario and in the other Provinces
which can be affected by the Indian vote, and
ho hopes to attack the seats of hon. members
on this side of the fouse, or to secure the seats of
his own supporters, by influencirg that class of voters.
But, Sir, I believe that there is an over-ruling Providence in
the affairs of this country as well as in the affairs of all other
nations. I believe there is a limit to the corruption which
a Government may pursue, and to the tactics they may
adopt in the direction of perverting the free will of the
people. I believe there is a time coming when they can go
no further, and I believe that time will come when the next
general election will take place. I believe that the next
House will be composed of men who will represent the freo
and independent eloctors of Canada-mon who will come
here untrammelled and unfettered, and who will not sit
behind the leader of any Government, and back him up in
solemn silence in anything he attempts. I am satisfied that
just now the people are being aroused with regard to this
matter, from one end of the Dominion to the other. I am
satisfied that they are being roused to the highest pitch of
indignation, as is shown by the letters which pour in upon
us from overy part of the Dominion.

The committee rose.

ABSENCE OF THE SPEAKER.

ThE OrLic. I have to inform the louse that I have
received a letter from Mr. Speaker, in which he asked me
to inform the louse of his unavoidable absence during
this sitting, in eonsequence of the serious illness of a mem-
ber of his family.

It being six o'clock, the Deputy Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
House again resolved itself into committee on the Fran-

chise Bill.
Mr. SOMERVILLE (Brant). When the House rose I was

statingthat the people were aroused at the enormityof the at-
tempt which was being made to subvert their rights, and the
Opposition are comforted and strengthened by the letters
and telegrams which are coming to them from all directions,
enoouraging them to make further efforts to prevent this

legislation from being placed on the Statute Book. The
subject is almost an inexhaustible one; we have debated it
for a week at a serions disadvantage, by reason of the
silence of the Government and their supporters-I say the
subjectis almost inexhaustible and wc mightdebate for weeks
upon this one word "Indian. " I find by the report on Indian
Affairs that there are 131,952 Indians in the Dominion. I
shall make a few quotations from this report, in order to
show that these Indians, except such as have been properly
enfranchised, are not men who should have the power to vote.
Is it proper that these Indians, who live on the bounty of
the people of this country, who are paupers, who are
regarded by the law as incapable of regulating their own
affairs, should be entitled by their votes to swamp the
votes of the freo and independent people of this country ? I
say no greater outrage was ever attempted to be perpetrated
in the Dominion of Canada. Why not pass an Act o Parlia.
ment at once, to say that the agent of the Government on
every Indian reserve in the country shall have power to
cast the votes of all the Indians in the reserve for whatever
candidate he secs fit. It would be more straightforward
than the course proposed to be taken by this measure.
Now, I will not make any further quotations. Doos any
one who reads the report of the Indian Department, or who
reads the Indian Act, think that any injustice will be done
to the Indians by leaving thom in their present state ? The
Premier of the Dominion has still time to retrace bis steps
and recall this Bill. It bas not been asked for by the free
and independent electors of this country. It has not been
asked for by the Indians themselves; and it is an insult
to the white population of the entire Dominion that this
concession should be mado to savages, to mon who are
infants, to all intenta and purposes, who are wards of the
Government, and who are in no way entitled to be placed
on a level with the free citizens of this Dominion. The
arguments which have been put forward in support of the
views of the Opposition are incontrovertible. The fact that
not a single man on that side of the House has dared to get
up in his place while this debate has been going on and
attempt to justify the step which the Government have
taken is the best proof that couId be given that our position
is incontrovertible. The hon. First Minister cannot defend
the Bill himself. ie dare not dofend it, because thore i
no defence for it. His followers have not defended it,
because they have been whipped into subjection. They have
had their mouths shut. And I say it isan outrage upon the
people of this country that this measure should be forced
through in silence at this stage of the Session. I call upon
the Government to retrace their steps and withdraw this
Bill. If they do no more, they should drop this word
"Indian." There ais time still for them to repent of the
evil which they are seeking to do; and I hope that to-night we
shall have an exhibition of true patriotisomfrom the Premier
and bis followers, and that they will act upon the advice
of the Opposition, and withdraw this obnoxious measure.
The interest of the Government, if nothing else, demanda
that that should be done. After three months of waiting
we are just about where we were when this Session
began, and who is to blame ? Certainly not the Opposition.
We have been rqpdy and anxious to do business, but the
Government have not brought down their measures in time
for consideration. I say that now they ought to submit to
the intelligent arguments which have been advanced by
the Opposition in this debate. I say that the intelligent
electors of the country have been insuited, and will con-
tinue to be insulted, if this word "Indian " is kept in the
Bill, and if the rights of the people are trampled on, as they
are, by every provision of this Bill.

Mr. SPROULE. I think we are passing through one of
the most painful periods that bas ever been experienced in
the history of the Canadian or English Parliament. We
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have been enjoying for the past week the painful spectacle
of members of this House deliberately endeavoring to
obstruct the work of this House. We have been sitting
here listening attentively to the arguments of hon. gentlemen
who profess to have a burning anxiety to have their views
placed on record with regard to this Bill. Sir, these men
have been writrig a page in the history of Canada which
will be a lasting disgrace to them, until the last man of
them las left this present stage of action, and when they
are gone it will redound to their discredit as long as Canada
ha a Parliament. They say that they wish to lay their
views before the people of this country, and yet, I take the
case of the Globe newspaper, and I find that it devotes a
little less than two columns to twenty-one of the speeches
which we have been compelled to listen to. Does that show
that they are anxious that all this trash which we have had
thrown upon us as argument should go before the people of
this country. I think the fact that the Globe has devoted
so short a space to their labored efforts will be a very strong
argument in the country against the conduct of these hon.
gentlemen, and I say there is not an important paper in the
reading room which is reporting the trash to which we
have been subjected during the last fifty hours. It is
said that they are not allowed an opportunity of debating
this question, of putting their views on record, and yet,
when we sit still and allow them to say what they like,
they are not contented, and they huri across the floor at us
every epithet which malignity can invent. Because we sit
quietly and listen to their arguments we are twitted with
being dumb supporters of the Government, with being an
outrageons majority, a malignant majority, a brute majority,
and; in view of such expressions, I would like to know if
there is any meaning in that passage of the rules which
states that no hon, gentleman is allowed to use offensive
words, if it does not cover the epithets which have been
applied to us from that side of the House. Is there any
hon. gentleman who has listened to these epithets hurled
across the floor, hour after hour, who can say that his feel-
ings have not been wounded, if be has any feeling? These
base and malignant insinuations have been hurled across
the floor at members and supporters of the Government,
and I feel that great injustice has been donc to those who
have been so treated, and that the rules of Parlia-
ment have been constantly violated. For my part, I
cannot understand the interpretation of the rule, unless
it applies to check a great deal of what we have been
subjected to in this Parliament during this last week.
They speak of an ignorant majority-that taunt is thrown
across the floor at the Government, as if those men had been
taken from the slums of society, and yet these taunts come
from a class of men whose education, if we may judge by
what we see, was obtained in schools which would be a dis.
grace to any place outside of a fish market. The hon. mem-
ber for Peel (Mr. Fleming) treated us to their stock in
trade of what they cal[ arguments, though they do not
deserve the name, for if they were arguments they would be
reasonable, they would be acceptable, they would be logical
and courteous, and there ,would be some parliamentary
decency in them. But their arguments are the very reverse
of all that. The hon. gentleman says they are obliged to
speak so many times to try to give the country informa-
tion, to try to convince members on this side of the House.
Io not that an acknowledgment that they do not possess the
ability they claim, when they are obliged to speak so often,
in their efforts to enlighten the country; and while that is
the case, it is a fact that the reporters are asked to abridge
those arguments, because, if not, they would look disgracefiul
to the Hansard; and I say that there is being reported such
trash that the press of the country would not deign
to place it before their readers because, they know
what the result would be. I say that if there was
a fair and full report given of the speeches which

Mr, SraouLi.

have been made by these hon. gentlemen on this
one measure, there is not an intelligent constituency to-day
in the wide Dominion of Canada which would send them
back to this House. I would like to ask hon. gentlemen
what this Parliament is for ? Is it a place where members
come to play, and to obstruct the legitimate work of the
Session ? Or are we here to legislate for the country's
good ? Is it for a small minority to say that they are going
to rule the large majority which the Government have at
their backs in this House? What are deliberative assem-
blies for, if they are not to be ruled by the majority ? What
is the object of a Government, who are held responsible to
the country for the measures they pass through, and are
expected and supposed to pass, when they have a majority
at their back ? If there is a disposition on the part of the
Government to prevent a free expression of their views, I
could see some reason for their hurling across the House
the epithets they have hurled; but when we allow them
full opportunity of expressing their views they apply ail
kinds of offensive expressions to us, and say that we have
not the intelligence to defend our position. They speak
about hon. members carrying beds and pillows into this
House, but I would like to ask if there is one hon.
gentleman who will get up and say that he ever saw a bed
carried into this House. I know I have been here
for seven years and I have never seen it. It is
said that we are sleeping around these rooms and acting
in a most disgraceful manner, and when we sit still
the same thing is said to us. When we listen to everything
they say, no matter how unfair or how irregular, we are taunt-
ed with being stupid, with being guilty of unseemly conduct.
The press of these hon. gentlemen have also taken the mat-
ter up, and they say that members supporting the Govern-
ment come in, night after night, drunk and disorderly; that
they cannot conduct themselves as men. Well, I have been
here for some time, and 1 do not think that I ever saw a
body of 211 men gather together who conducted themselves
with se little rowdyism, so little drinking, as the mem-
bers of this present Parliament. I say it is disgraceful to
hon. members to use such language as these hon. gentlemen
use; it is a disgrace to the paper which makes these state-
ments, or to the reporters in the gallery who make them, who
are here by the courtesy of the House, and to report fairly
what passes, without endeavoringto throw base insinuations
against the members of this House. If these hon, gentle-
men had the courage to back up their insinuations, to name
the party they mean, then that man could come forward
and defend himself; but they do not do so, for that would
not answer their purpose, that would not mako the
charge as malignant as they can make it by way of insinu-
ation. For fifty hours-the longest session of either this
Parliament or the English Parliament-we have been
discussing one clause of a Bill. We spent hour after hour
on the question of women franchise, which was said to be
fraught with such great constitutional principles, and yet
hon, gentlemen had their minds made up before three of
them spoke as to which way each man would vote upon it.
Yet they went on and occupied this time, not with argu-
ments to convince the people of this country, not to be
reported in the pages of Eansard, because such a report
would disgrace the worst member who was ever in this
House, but, Sir, simply to obstruct the business of the
louse. Now, what is a Canadian Parliament for? fHas it
not the inherent power to control its own legislation, so
that the business of the country may be proceeded with ?
Or is it to be converted into a play house, a toy house, at
great expense to the people of this country? We have
been sitting here for fifty hours, at an expense of at least
81,00an hour, ooneclause, and though they have each given
us five or six speeches on the subject, they have not been able
to enlighten the country or this House. They say that
they will continue to keep this up, and it is not for the
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legitimate purpose of convincing the country, because the
reporters are ashamed to report what these hon. gentlemen
are saying; and if they did, these hon. gentlemen would
never be sent back to this House. I have taken down a
few of the beautifal names which have been applied to us
during the last few hours. We are called a "whipped-
in-majority; " we "dare not open our mouths ; "
we are "an outrageous majority; " we are "dumb; "
we bolong to a class of animals that ought to be
able to speak, but are not able to speak. We are said
to be sitting here "stupid," almost as if we were inebriated
with something. We are "ignorant; " we are a "partisan
majority," supporting the Government; a "brute majority,"
who use brute force. Is that courteous language to be
applied to an hon. member ? are those the amenities of
debate allowable in a Parliament ? What has become
of the rule which says that hon. members are not
entitled to use offensive language towards one another?
They have read the Indian Act four or five times,
beginning with the leader of the Opposition, and fol-
lowed by the hon. member for Norfolk, the hon. member
for South Grey, the hon. member for Brant; and the report
of the Superintendent General of Indian Affairs has been
treated in the same way. We have had the history of the
Indians, almost from the time of Christopher Columbus,
down to the present day. We have not only had their
history, but their physiological construction, and the peculi-
arities of their nature-in fact, anything and everything,
whether relevant or irrelevant to this question, has been
made to do duty in place of argument. One of their organs
says to-night that if the Government are going to force
through this Bill-what any Government would do, with a
majority at its back, as they are responsible for the legisla-
tion they carry out-they are prepared to sit here all sum-
mer and debate it. We are discussing one clause of a
measure such as bas been passed time after time, with
one-hundredth part of this debate. I say the Bill in the
Toronto Legislature passed through with one-hundredth part
of the discussion which has been taken up on this one para.
graph. It took only part of two days, and still it embodied-- -

An hon. MEMBER. Read it.
Mr. SPROULE. An hon. gentleman says read it, but 1

am not so fond of reading as they are, and I would sooner
use the time by stating what is relevant to the subject, and
not waste the time of the House in discussion which is
merely intended for obstruction. They have legislated on
the Indian question, and the franchise question, and have
gone over the whole ground, without any of that facticious
opposition which we are experiencing from their hands
this last week. I say that the Government are only doing
what any Government is entitled and expected to do, that
is, to legislate in the interests of the country. The British
North American Act gives them the right to pass this law ;
it was held by the fathers of Confederation that it was
right for this Parliament to pass such a law, and why then
should they not do it ? No exception is taken to our con-
stitutional power to pass such a law, but because it is offen.
sive in some respects to the feelings of hon. gentlemen,
because it does not fall in with their views of what is right
and wrong, they have adopted these obstructive tactics.
Now, if the obstruction was confined to this Bill alone I could
hold them excusable in some degree, but we had it before.
We had it in the Civil Service Act; we had it in the Bill of
the hon. the Minister of Agriculture, with reference to the
infectious diseases of animals, and upon every important
Bill during the last three or four weeks of this Session.
The hon. member for Grey (Mr. Landerkin) said to-day that
the Government passed through three months of the
Session, and what was left as a record of their work ? He
says the Government only passed through eleven Bills in
those three months. Well, I have looked at the Canada
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Gazette, and I find that thirty-nine Bills were passed, so
that he wus not giving a fair exposition of what work the
flouse bas done. Another hon. member said that we wasted
four weeks of the Session, but I can tell him that there are
450 pages of Ransard largely taken up by speeches of
Opposition members, representing those first four weeks of
the Session. The Finance Minister, in his Budget Speech,
spoke about four pages every hour, and if you take that
average, it shows that there were at least 112 hours of solid
debate in this House, and yet he says that we did nothing;
that we came here and had prayers read, and then adjourned.
Now, if this sort of thing is to continue longer I can only
say that, in my opinion, the Canadian Parliament will
become a farce, and that we will be doing-not what our
constituents sent us here to do, but we will be deliberately
squandering the publie money. I hope that hon, gentlemen
will see that the child's play, the disgraceful scenes, and the
senseless obstruction, which have been going on, will come
to a close at an early hour, and that we will go to work and
do the business which the people sent us here to perform.

Mr. EDGAR. At last the long and sullen silence of the
Government ranks bas been broken. For some inscrutable
reason the hon member for East Grey (Mr. Sproule) has
been put up to answer the arguments that have been
advanced against this Bill. We have beard no better argu-
ments from the other side in favor of this Bill than we have
beard from the bon. member; and we have heard no stronger
argument in their press than he has given us. Ltt any
hon. gentleman examine the Conservative press in this
country, and do they find one line in defence of this propo-
sition to enfrancihise the Indians of this country ? Neither
the Government supporters in the House nor their organs
in the country have attempted to defend it. We have the
hon. gentleman getting up here now and, with the air of a
turkey-cock, lecturing the members on this aide of the
flouse on their manners, if you please; on their want of
education-educated in schools fit for fish-wives, he said.

Mr. SPROULE. I did not say that; I said their conduct
would be a disgrace outside the fish market.

Mr. EDGAR. I noticed, during his speech, that he spoke
of the base and malignant insinuations of the Opposition;
he used the word "malignant " six times in lecturing us.
It is clear that since the beginning of this debate somebody
has been lecturing the Government supporters on their
manners; because two days ago we could hardly be heard
on account of the din, the noise, the roaring, the shouting,
the singing, the slamming of desks, the hooting and howl-
ing of the other aide of the flouse. The hon gentleman asks,
what is Parliament for? That is what we want to know.
I tell him that Parliament is not merely to register the
decrees of the Government without discussion. Parliament
is not called together to keep the present majority always
the majority, to keep the present Exeocutive always the
Executive, as is proposed by this Bill. If there ever was a
revolutionary measure introduced into any Parliament it is
this one. The idea that by legislation the Government of
the day should undertake to retain the power for all time
to come I Sir, I object to a revolutionary measure of this
kind, during a great criais, when this country is struggling
to crush out a formidable rebellion. We are fond of look-
ing to England for precedents, and I would like to know
what precedent there is, when the English Government
had brought in an important Reform Bill, when the country
was in the midst of a foreign war, or in the midst of dis-
turbance of any kind. And yet there never was
in the English Parliament a measure introduced of
so sweeping a character as this one. We have
had four general elections since 1867, and there
seems to have been no necessity for this Bill before. it has
been put off until the end of the Session, and until the coun-
try is in the midst of a rebellion. Have we nothing to do in
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this House but to discuss this measure ? We have been
here three months, and have hardly touched the supplies.
We find by the notice put upon the Orders that we are to be
called upon at once to discuss the great question of affording
the Pacific Railway Company more aid. la not that some-
thing to occupy the attention of this House during the latter
days of the Session, without our being forced to discuss
this measure ? When important revolutionary measures
of this kind are proposed in England, they give plenty of
time for discussion ; and even when they go on de die in
diem they do not keep the members of the House sitting all
night and all day. Now, take a very recent case in England,
which occurred in 1882, when an important measure was
under discussion-when a measure was proposed to amend
the rules of the House in a very important particular.
The House of Commons took over thirty days to consider
it. The flouse sat from day to day. I looked at
twenty consecutive sittings, and in only one case was the
louse called upon to esit as late as a quarter past one in the

morning. The sittings did not average more than eleven
o'clock. That was the way the Government treated the
flouse in that matter. What sort of treatment have we
received. Instead of adjourning at a reasonable hour, te
give members a fair opportunity of discussing this measure,
we have been forced to remain over fifty hours in session,
the longest sitting ever forced upon a fHouse by any par-
liamentary Government. What can be the object of the
Government in deciding to push the Bill now ? It is because
of the intense interest manifested in the North-West affairs,
that the Government suppose this extraordinary measure
can be carried through without public attention being
called to it. It was held back for seventeen years, and the
Government think there never was such a chance of slip-
ping such a measure through Parliament as there is now.
More than that. After a three months' sitting most of the
important business is still unfinished, and members are
naturally inclined to allow Bills to go through without dis-
cussion. Why has this expedient been resorted to-
to prevent discussion ? If there ever was an
audacious attempt against the liberties of the people
this is one. Lt is not against one party. It is
against the Reform party to-day, but it may be that
the Conservative party will suffer to-morrow. It is neither
party, but the whole people, who will suffer by this legisla-
tion. The whole population are te be garroted by the Gov-
ernment of the day, whatever party is in power. The forms
of freedom are to be gone through, but they are to be
prostituted for the purposes of despotism by this Bill. We
have seen that done before. When Napoleon III appealed
to the people of France with the plebiscit, he went through
the form of appealing to the people, but he took care, by
means of his officials and military force, that the verdict
should be in his favor, and the plebiscit was a mere mockery.
Just se will the people go through with the electoral
machinery. I am afraid the Government are bold, on
account of the success of their former measures of an analo-
gous character. The Redistribution Bill was to some extent
like this. It struck the IReform party below the balt, as
this does; but it only struck one Province in the Dominion.
This Bill strikes at every Province in the Dominion, by
taking away from the Provinces the right to create their
own elctorate. The disguise is torn off, and in all its
nakedness and in all its nefarious design this Bill stands
exposed on this Indian clause. The country will not for a
moment tolerate the Bill, seo soon as it understands this ques-
tion. It is not possible that wheu our sons are i isking
their lives fighting Indians, and while Indians are mas-
sacring white settlers, the people will think Parliament is
doing its duty by giving to those very savages votes with
which to eswamp and outvote the white people of this
country. Especially will this appear evident wheu 6 is
pointed out that the effect of the Bill will be te override
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the choice of a majority of the white population, by the
Government controlling these poor unfortunate wards of
the Crown, the Indian vote, in particular constituencies. I
wonder if the Government have considered the effect of
this measure upon the country. No doubt they have con-
sidered the effect of the Bill on parties. Ontario, of all the
Provinces of the Confederation, has been loyal to Confedera-
tion, and has been long-suffering and law-abiding ; but I do
not think that Ontario will much longer, when such legis-
lation as this is proposed, be entitled to that claim. Ds-
content exists in nearly every Province except Ontario.
The Government seem to think they can place whatever
burden they choose on that Province ; but I will caution
the Government that they are, in this case, going a little
too far. The strain, I believe, will be greater than Confede-
ration can stand, unless they pause while there is yet time.
I believe there is a feeling aroused, in Ontario especially,
on this subject, which will be infinitely more serious, as
regards the existence of Confederation, than anything that has
happened hitherto. Even in the Province of Quebec a
number of the leading organs which support the Govern-
ment on general questions do not approve of this measure.
In spite of these facts the Government are seeking to force
it upon the country, in order that the Province of Ontario,
chiefly, may be garroted before the next election comes on.
In doing our duty to our country we have held this
measure in our grip this whole week ; we have held it up
before the country in all its nakedness and hideousness, and
we believe the country will thank us for having taken
this extraordinary course.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). It is certainly an admission from
the hou. gentleman at this late hour, not to be expected
after all the intignant protestations we have heard from
them during this long discussion, that the Opposition have
taken an extraordinary course. Up to now, hon. gentle-
men opposite have argued that their course has been a most
orderly and parliamentary one, one that ought to be resorted
to by a minority of the House whenever they think the
occasion demands it. Now, however, though late in the
day, we have the admission that the course is an extraordi-
nary one. There was no necessity for the hon. gentieman
to tellu s this, for everybody is convinced of it; and when
the time cornes for the country to pronounce on this course,
·they will declare that it is botih extraordinary and repre-
hensible. flon. gentlemen opposite have been trying to
lead us to believe that they had no opportunity ofdiscussing
the Bill, but their conduct is, in this respect, completely at
variance with their utterances. So little anxious are they
to discuss the Bill that they have offered two amend-
ments to the original motion, that this interpreting
paragraph, relating to the word Indian, be adopted,
and the last of those amendments, is an amendment
to adjourn. Does that show any desire to discuss
the Bill? After discussing an amendment twenty-four
long hours, and finding nothing further to say on it,
they move to adjourn the House. What was the
object of that motion? It was to give them latitude,
not to discuss the Bill, but to discuss everything else. They
attempted to talk, on the strength of this motion to adjourn,
of the North-West troubles and the fiscal policy of the
Government, and the condition of the country-of every
thing else, in fact, but the Bill; and whenever they could
find a small opjportunity, on a point of order being raised,
they would keep up an argument on that point for hours,
not to diseuss the Bill, but simply to waste the time of the
House. It is more than thirty hours ago when a proposition
was made by an hon. gentleman, authorised to do so on
behalf of hon. gentlemen opposite, to allow this clause to be
voted upon, and yet for the thirty hours since then they
have been discussing this same clause which they declare
had been intelligently discussed, and on which every body
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was prepared to vote. In making that proposition, however
they said they would make it conditional. They said: We,
the minority, the Opposition, will dictate to you, the
majority; we have discussed this paragraph for twenty-
four hours; and after having prevented the business of
the country going on during that time, we will charge
you with obstructing business. The Government replied,
as they should, that, under the circumstances, they
would not be dictated to. On whom, then, does the respon-
sibility fall for the continuance of the discussion thirty
hours longer. It falls undoubtedly on hon. gentlemen
opposite. It was then ripe for receiving a vote, but
because their condition was not accepted they delayed
the vote some thirty hours longer. Believing that the
word "Indian" would give them greater attitude for
speech-making than the other paragraphs, they deter-
mined to prolong the discussion on that paragraph as
long as they possibly could. This afternoon we could see
the looks of exultation on the faces of hon.gentlemen oppo-
site, because they had succeeded in keeping this House for
a whole week in useless discussion. I say useless discus-
sion, because it must be to them a foregone conclusion that
the measure will be adopted whenever the vote will be
taken. When they could do nothing else, they asked
for a count out of the House, and yet these are the
men who attempt to throw the responsibility of ob-.
struction on this side. Let me say here that I knowi
of no wbip being applied to the shoulders of the mem-1
bers on this side to prevent them from speaking.1
I, in common with others, thought the discussion going oni
on the other side was useless, and therefore that it wasi
unnecessary to answer it, and for that reason we have kept
our soats : but beyond that, there was nothing thatinfluenced
me in not speaking on this Bill. We are not, Sir, men who1
only know what we hear in this House; we are not men to(
be guided only by such evidence as we hear from the desks1
of hon. gentlemen opposite, or from the desks of hon. gen-e
tlemen on this side. We must take the evidence of what1
we hear outside of this House, and make up a line of cir-1
cumstantial evidence, that will lead us to a conclusion.1
From the time the second reading of this Bill was asked
down to the present time, what have we been led to infer ?
That before this Bill was passed these hon, gentlemen
opposite would keep the fHouse here for three months; and
the other night, when they proposed to lot this clause pass
and then adjourn the House, what was their object ? I do
not desire to be offensive to any of those hon. gentlemen;
but would I be going too far to assume that, as there are 63
paragraphe in this Bill, they intended that it should take a
day to pass oach paragraph, and consequently 63 of the
sitting days of this House to get through with the Bill ?
Am I correct in assuming that ? We do not hear much in
this Chamber, but I think I have heard it outside, that it
would take one day for each paragraph to pass. They
complain that the Government bas not allowed fall discus-
sion, while they have been discussing this one for 31 hours
contindo'usly, with no good result following.

Mr. MILLS. That is a mistake.
Mr. LANDRY. It may be a mistake in the eyes of hon.

gentlemen opposite, who may think they have gained a
great victory. But what greater light has been thrown on
this Bill by their discussion than rested upon it before?
Whom have they convinced by the arguments they have
used ? I know of no one. It may be that some of their
own followers were wavering, and they have convinced
them, by keeping the discussion up long enough, because
they are now again a solid phalanx. But we know that
some of them did vote with this side of the flouse on some
questions, and they may have thought that their ranks
were breaking, and in that way they may have accom-
plished something. But when they say thatagood pur-

pose has been served, will they say that they have convinced
anyone on this side of the House ? I do not think they
will say that. A whole week has been lost, and
hon. geatlemen are in about the same position as
they were before this discussion began; and when
hon. gentlemen talked of gagging, I ask, have they
been gagged ? Which one of them lias been gagged, I
wonder-the man who has talkod for three hours, or the
one who bas talked for half an hour, and then stopped of
his own motion. You cannot satisfy the Opposition ; one
day they complain that we speak too much, and another
day that we do not speak enough. A few moments ago, in
a very vehement speech, the hon. member for Peel (Mr.
Fleming) stated that the members on this side came here
on Thursday evening, having prepared themselves to spend
the whole night here. Surely the hon. gentleman must
have known, f rom the tacties adopted on Monday night and
Tuesday, that there would be long session ; and, would ho
blame hon. gentlemen for making themselves comfortable ?
Was there nothing discomforting in listening to those
speeches hour afcer hour ? lIt was not done by bringing
couches into this House; I wish that denial to go to the
country; but, would the hon. gentleman blame hon. mem-
bers on this side for making themselves comfortable, so as
to let hon. gentlemen opposite go as far as they liked and
say what they wished on this Bill? Possibly, some hon.
members on this side thought that it was so tedious to listen
to the speeches of these hon. gentlemen that they required
pillows to enable them to keep their patience ;
and I say it boldly, it is difficult for the majo.
rity in the House of Commons to keep their patience,
with what has been going on during the whole of this week
-to keep their patience over the process, which has the
tendency and the effect, if it has not the motive and the
object, of actually obstructing the proceedings of this Honse.
I ask, again, in whose hands is the legislation of this country
confided-in the hands of the Opposition or in the hande of
the Government. I say it is in the hande of the Govern-
ment, which is supported by a majority of the members of
this House, and las the confidence of the coantry; and I
believe the constitutional course for an Opposition to take,
with reference to anything of which they do not approve, is
to discuss it in a reasonable way, to enter their protest
against it, and let the Government take the responsibility,
and then leave the country to judge. It is for the country
to judge, after all. Ilt is not for the minority to decide
whether this is a good measure or not. It is not enough for
them to say: That is a bad measure, and we will take every
means in our power to prevent its passage; we will abuse
the rights and privileges which we have given to us by the
constitution and by the rules of this iouse, for the purpose
of baulking the measures of a Government which has the
confidence of the country, and which received a renewal of
that confidence in 1882. And yet they have the hardihood
to say now, as they did before the elections of 1882, that tho
Government dare not go to the country and face the
electors whom they faced before. But another word,
and I have done. The reason I have spoken to-night
is simply that I was not going to sit here and listen to the
abuse and to the exaggerations of the conduct of hon. gen-
tlemen on this side of the iHouse, without entering my pro-
test and contradicting the assertion that we have been
disorderly, or have gagged hon. gentlemen opposite in any
way, or prevented them by any means from discussing the
measure before the louse. I say that is not correct, Sir; it
is true, as I have seen it done in this louse while I have
been here, and it is done in other Parliaments, when mem-
bers make themselves tedious by speeches that are not
interesting or that are upon a subject that has been
already discussed at full length, it has been the
practice to make some disordor to limit the dis-
cussion-perhaps to whistle or to talk aloud. It is
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true that, in the beginning of this debate, when we
found that the Opposition had adopted the tactics of obstruc-
tion, for the purpose of prolonging the debate unnecessarily,
we, on this side of the House, did make a good deal of
noise; but the moment the Opposition complained that we
were trying to gag them, we said: We will keep still and give
you an opportunity. Since then, there has been perfect
silence on this side of the House. As to evidences of
excitement that have been referred to by hon. gentlemen
opposite, I think they have been quite as visible among
hon. gentlemen of the Opposition as on this side, although I
do not think there has been, on either side of the louse,
anything discreditable to Parliament. A great point is
endeavored to be made against the Government in respect
to enfranchising the Indians; and hon. gentlemen opposite
pretend that the Government are guilty of a great crime in
giving them the franchise. Sir, hon. gentlemen opposite
have long been asserting that the Government was
showing an undue preference for the rich mon against
the poor; that they neglected the low and humble ; but
to-night they talk in an opposite strain, and find fault
with the Government for paying attention to the poor
and the lowly. Sir, I say it matters not what nationality
a man belongs to, whether he be Indian or negro, if
he possesses the same qualifications for the franchise that a
white man does, he ought to receive it. This Bill does not
propose anything else. Why try to create prejudices against
the Indians at this particular moment ? I bolieve that were
it not for the existing troubles in the North-West we would
not have heard so much about the Indians; but hon. gentle-
men opposite are taking advantage of these troubles to
inflame the public mind against the Indians. Why should
not the Indians have the franchise as well as anybody else,
provided they stand upon the same footing as others ? If
there is any prejudice against that race, it is the duty of the
Government to try to wipe it out by means of legislation;
and I say there is no nobler duty, there isno higher duty, for
a statesman to perform, than to come to the assistance of
the lowly and the humble, who are surrounded by prejudices,
and try to assist them and lift them up. It is unworthy of a
statesman, because there exists some prejudices against the
Indians on the part of the ruling races, to take advantage of
those prejudices for the sake of gaining a party advantage.
All this Bill proposes to do is simply to place the Indians on
an equal footing with other men, and to give them equal privi-
leges whenever their conditions are equal. That is the inter-
pretation I put upon the Bill, and I believe the country will
so understand it. While we refuse to give them the same
privileges as we give white men, does such a policy not
tend to keep them down ? Does it not tend to keep them
in that humble and lowly position ? The sooner we, by
legislation, give them a helping hand and raise them
to a higher level, the better it will be for them and
the better it will be for this Dominion. In view of
these facts, I think there is no harm in adopting this
clause of the Bill and enfranchising those Indians who
are equally qualified with white men to exercise the fran.
chise. If it should be found, after a few years' experience,
that they do not exercise the franchise in a proper way,
thon we can change the policy and adapt it to circum-
stances. But lot us give them a trial, at any rate ; if they
do not use the franchise properly, we can take it away from
them. Now, it is asked: Why this undue haste in pressing
this measure upon the country ? I will tell you one reason,
in my opinion, why it should be passed this Session. We
have two years before us before the next general elections,
and if we find, after one year's experience, that the Act
requires to be amended, whether as regards the revising bar-
risters or otherwise, we shall have another Session in which to
amend it before the elections come around. If we find
there is any friction in its operation, we can renedy the evil
at our next Session. No harm can be done by the lists

Mr. LANDRY (Kent).

lying in the office of the revising barristers for a year, as
they will not be used; and if any errors creep in, if it is
found that this Bill requires amendment, we will have time.
to remedy the imperfections before the next election. The
Indians, in the meantime, who may make application to
,have their names put on the list, can do so, and if it is found
that some are on the list who are not entitled to the fran-
chise under the law, next winter we will be in a botter
position to amend the Act and make it more nearly perfect.
There is another still stronger reason why we should pass
this measure now, and that is in order to settle the question
whether the Government or the Opposition are going to
rule this House-whether the majority or the minority are
going to control the legislation of this Parliament. If the
rules of the House permit, if the constitution of this
country permits, that legislation should be in the hands
of the Opposition, the sooner that is understood the botter,
and the sooner the Goverument give up their functions the
botter. I do not wish to speak harshly of the Opposition,
but I do say that I am prepared to support the Government
in taking vigorous measures to ensure that the will of
the majority shall control the legislation of this Parliament.
The Government represent the majority of this House, who
represent the majority of the country. The country has
put them in their present position, and they must be con-
sidered as reprosenting the will of the country, and there-
fore are justified in pushing this measure through. If it bu
such a bad Bill as the Opposition contend, let them appeal
to the country. If they think they can convince the people
that the Bill is as bad as they say, they will have an oppor-
tunity of doing so; but, in the meantime, I think we should
pass this measure, and I shall vote for the clause being
adopted.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The hon. gentleman who lias
just sat down is one of whom I have formed a rather high
opinion from his utterances in this B.ouse. I would only
venture one or two criticisms on his remarks. During the
larger portion of his speech ho did not discuss the question
which is before the committee, but contented himself with
speaking in defence of the conduct of the majority in com.
pelling this committee to sit for three days and two nights.
In the closing part of his remaks, however, he did give
some views with reference to the question before the com-
mittee, and in those utterances ho has furnished the com-
mittee with the clearest and most palpable proof of the
absolute necessity that existed that this question should
have been discussed till the prosent time, and that it
requires more discussion still. He is a gentleman of inte!-
ligence, a member of the legal profession, who I am told
is not unlikely to be raised to the bench of his native Pro-
vince at no distant day-and I have heard members from
New Brunswick, who are not in political accord with him,
say that they would consider the bench would not be
lowered if ho occupied that position-and yet ho has mani-
fested to the committee a degree of ignorance that I think
no one should possess wheu called upon to give a vote upon
this question. ie has asked why we should withhold from
the Indian, when ho is in the same position as any other
citizen of this country, the rights of any other citizen.
The question is a proper one, and no man who would
withhold those rights would be worthy of a place in Parlia.
ment; but the whole point is contained in the fact that the
Indian is not in the same position asother citizens of Canada.
The very paragraph we have been considering declares that
an Indian does not stand in the same position, because it
says that the word "person " shall mean any male person,
including an Indian. If there was not a distinction, that
addition would not be necessary. The First Minister knows
that if the words, "including an Indian," were not in the
Bill, no unenfranchised Indian would have the right to vote,
and ho desires that Indians who are not enfranchised, who
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are not their own masters, who are under the control of the
Government, who have not the civil rights, liberties and
obligations of other citizens, shall also have the vote, and
for that reason ho puts in those words. The Indian Act
defines what an Indian is.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). Does that apply to auything but
the operation of that Act?

Mr. PATERSON. Certainly.

Mr. LANDRY. If our law should say that a person that
would kill his fellow man was guilty of murder, and an
Indian did that, would ho not be guilty of murder ?

Mr. PATERSON. This Act is not to be inconsistent with
any other Act; that is expressly provided.

Mr. LANDRY. That interpretation is for that Act only.
Mr. PATERSON. Let me take the member for Kent on

his own ground. Lot the First Minister simply adopt the
view of the hon. member, and all he las to do is to strike
out of this clause the words, "including an Indian." My
hon. friend says Indians are included under the term "per-
son." Then leave ont those words, and the whole matter is
disposed of. That is all I want, and all the Liberal mem-
bers have been contending for. But the hon. gentleman will
find that the First Minister is not willing to drop those two
words, because, if ho did, the unenfianchised Indians could
not avait themselves of the provisions of the Bill which is
now passing through the House. I think the hon. gentle-
man must admit that there is reason why this question
should be more fully discussed, so that membors of the com-
mittee who are not as intelligent or as well versed in law as
the hon. gentleman himself, may have the means of ascer-
taining precisely what the full scope, meaning and intent of
the paragraph under discussion is. I wid assume no
superior knowledge, but I have folt bound to give special
attention to the laws relating to Indians, because 3,000 of
the race dwell in the riding I represent, 3,000 people who
have my hearty best wishes, and of whom I can say
that the dearest desire of my heart is that they may
be elevated to a higher plane than they occupy now,
and that they may be entitled to all the rights
and liberties given to every other citizen bore. Acting
with such feelings, I have, from my first entrance into
Parliament, given great attention to the Indian Act and all
that it meanus and comprehends. For that reason I make
this explanation, so that the committee may be willing to
accord to me probably a greater knowledge than is
possessed by other members who, having no Indians within
the bounds of their constituencies, have only listened to
debates and have not cared to thoroughly understand it.
What is the position of Indians in this country ? It is said
sometimes they are the original owners of the soit.
That is true, with respect to our North-West Indians and to
Indians in many of the Provinces. It is not true with
respect to all Indians in this country. The Indians that dwell
within the bounds of my own riding are not the original
owners of the soil of Canada. During the revotutionary
war they were true to Great Britain and fought in defence
of the British Crown, and when they found themselves, at
the termination of the war, deprived of the reserves they held
in the neighboring Republic, the British Government gave
them a tract of land, six miles wide, on both sides of the Grand
River, from its source to its mouth. From time to time they
have surrendered portions, which have been sold to settlers
and the money formed into a fund, which the Government
administers. That fund amounts to something like $800,000,
which the Government has invested, the proceeds of which
are paid to the Indians semi-annually. They reside on a
portion of the reserve. Therefore, you have Indians here
under two different sets of circumstances. But in each
case, whether they came bore from the United States, as

those Indians did, or whether, as is the case with Indians
in the North-West and in other parts of the country, they
are the original inhabitants of Canada, they occupy a different
position to other persons who come into this country or
are born bore. The former are citizens ; the latter are
outaide of citizenship. A negro or a German may come to
Canada and become a citizen, on taking the oath of allegi-
ance, and can manage his own affairs. But the Indian is
not allowed to manage his own affairs. Indian lands are
held in common and the band is under control of the Gov-
ernment. Any citizen can buy and sell freely. The Indians
in some Provinces are not allowed to do so, and they have
no title to the land. When the Indian question came up
for discussion in 1880, and when the First Minister intro.
duced his Bill, I made a speech, an extract of which bas
been read to the louse. The ion. member for West York
(Mr. Wallace), evidently laboring under the same idea as
the hon. member for Kent (Mr. Landry), thought that my
utterances in 1880 were different from those I addressed
the other night on the present Bill. That arose
from a misapprehension, and the hou. gentleman
was entirely mistaken. On the former, the Min-
ister was introducing a Bill which contained an
enfranchising clause, giving the Indians the right to enfran.
chisement, and on that Bill I made the remarks quoted.
Those were the sentiments I held at that time, and those
are the sentiments I hold now. They grow stronger, and
I doclare that the only solution of the Indian question on
this continent is: So soon as possible to lead the Indians up
to, not attempt to drive thom (for Parliament shoutd force
no measure on the Indians), but lead them up to a desire to
assume all the responsibilities and claim all the rights of
other mon. I was pointing out to the First Minister on that
occasion that instead of making the enfranchising clauses
easier, so that Indians might more readily avail themselves of
them and thus become citizens of this Domion and exercise
the same right, the hon. gentlemen was restricting those
rights and making it more difficult for them to become
citizens. 1 hold that position now. A great deal of misap-
prehension has arisen from the terms used during this debate.
It has been stated that it was not a right thing to enfran-
chise Indians, as the First Minister proposed to do in this
Bill. That is not a correct expression, with respect to the
operation of this Bill. It does not enfranchise the Indiars
-remember that. The Bill of the First Minister has
nothing to do with the enfranchisement of Indians. They
are entirely different from all other classes. When wo
bring in a class that has not hitherto enjoyed the suffrage,
we say that such a class is enfranchised. So they are,
because they possessed before all the rights, priviloges and
responsibilities of other citizens, except that one right to
vote. But, with the Indians, it is entirely different. You
may give them the vote, but you do not necessarily enfran.
chise them. If this Bill passes, the Indians will have the
right to vote, but they will not be enfranchised. They are
Indians still. They are under the sanie absolute control of
the Government as they were before. The same Indian
laws apply to them. Il they leave their reserves, and go
to another country, and romain there for five years, they
have no further rights to their reserves, and will no longer
share in the annuity money. If this Bill passes, the Indians
of Manitoba are committing a criminal offense, even if they
soll the produce they grow, unless it is in conformity witb the
rules made for their guidance by the Department of the First
Minister. If that law passes,if any man purchases goods from
an Indian in Manitoba, ho is liable to a penalty of 8100, when
the Indian bas a vote, just as much as ho was whon ho had
no vote. The Indian is not enfranchised by giving him a
vote. Lead the Indian up to a desire for enfranchisement,
and make it easy for him to obtain enfranchisement, and
the rights and liberties possessed by other citizens of this
country. I shall not read the enfranchising clause of the
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Act, but you will find it in the Consolidated Statutes, on
page 573. Briefly, the provisions of that law are these: That
if an Indian desires to avail himself of the enfranchising
clause, ho makes application to the Superintendent General,
who sends the application to the local agent of the band,
with instructions to tell the applicant forthwith to secure a
statement under oath, made by some elergyman, or stipen-
diary magistrate, or two justices of the peaee, that they
know the Indian, know him to be a man of good moral
character, and to have been so for some years previous. As
soon as that certificate is obtained the council of the band
is summoned, and the local agent of the Superintendent
General lays before the band the fact that a certain
member of the band las applie. for enfranchisement,
that he has secured the nesessary statement, and ho
tells the band that they have now thirty days in which they
eau make any sta1ement under oath which they please,
that would go to show that the Indian is not deserving of
enfranchisement. At the end of that time, if any affidavit
against the Indian is lodged, the local agent sends it, as well
as the affidavit made under oath, of the clergyman, magis-
trate, or justice of the peace, to the Superintendent General,
who looks at them, and determines from the evidence before
him whether, in bis judgment, the Indian is fit to ho enfran-
chised or not. If ho thinks ho is, ho gives him a location
ticke and he enters on a period of probation. He allots him
a certain portion of land, with the consent of the band, and
that portion is the proportion ho is entitled to, by dividing
the total acreage of the reserve by the total number of
Indians upon it, and giving the man and bis family their
t-hare of the land. Ho dwells on that land for three years,
and is called a probationary Indian, and at the end of three
years-it may be longer, at the discretion of the
,Superintt ndent General -- but not before the end of three
years, if ho gives evidence of being able to conduct
bis own affairs, thon the Superintendent General
grants to him letters patent, conveying that land
to - him; and even then, under a late Act, he is sub-
ject to a restriction which was not embodied in
a previous Act, that ho cannot sell or aleniate lis
land. I will read one clause of this enfranchisement Act,
which will show clearly the distinction which it lays down
between Indians and other residents of this country.
(Clause quoted). Now, you see clearly the position they
occupy. The Indian, alter three years probation, after
proving himself worthy, receives letters patent from the
Government, making him an enfranchised man, and remov.
ing him from the control of the Stiperintendent General-
moiking him free to make lis own bargain like other mon.
It requires all that, in the judgrnent of the First Minister
and of this House, before the Indian can have given to him
the rights of enfranchisement. You may pass a Bill to
enable him to vote, but he is no more enfranchised, no more
a free man, than he is at the present time. I desire that the
advanced Indians of this country may be led up by kind-
ness, and not driven by force, to the desire to relinquish the
tribal habits, and make application for enfranchise ment-to
give him every liberty we possibly can give him, and when
you have given him that, give him with it, as you are bound
to do, the right to vote. But the proposition of the First
Minister is not to enfranchise the Indian ; le is to
leave him in the state of tutelage, the state of
minority, which ho occupies now, with the manage-
ment of lis affairs not in lis own hands, but in the
hands of the Superintendent General and lis agents.
Under these conditions, without any liberties, without any
power to control lis own affairs, you propose to give him a
vote. Against that proposition we raise our warning voice.
You propose, with one stroke of the pen, to give a vote
virtually to all the Indians. Educated and uneducated,
barbarian and civilised, you give to the lowest and most
degraded of them the same right to vote that you give to
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the intelligent Indians who bolong to the more advanced
bands, such as I have in my own Province. In the enfran-
chisement clauses, on page 573, section 82, of the Dominion
Act, it is provided :

" The sections next following shall not apply to any band ofIndians
in the Provinces of British Columbia, Manitoba, and in the North-West
Territories, or the district of Keewatin, except in so far as the said
sections are, by proclamation of the Governor in Council, from time to
time, exiended to any band of Indians in any of the said Provinces or
Territories."
Thus, the right hon. gentleman provides that even the
privilege of asking to be enfranchised shall not be given to
the Indians in Manitoba or British Columbia, because, in
his judgment, tbey are not sufficiently advanced, even to
warrant their asking for it. Are we to be told now that we
are discussing a question in which no principle is involved,
and are merely speaking against the Indians ? No; if the
hon. gentleman's proposition were to elevate the Indians,
to give themn groat-er privileges than they now enjoy, ha
would have no more ardent supporter than myself; but it
is not a privilege to give to a man, whose affairs are
managed by the Government of the day, who is not at
liberty to buy and sell his own produce without the sanction
of the Governor General, the right to vote. That right may
be given to these people, but it will be but a piece of
machinery wbich the Governrment, if disposed to use
their influence, eau work in their own behalf, and the votes
pretended to be given the Indians would be virtually the
votes of the Government given in their own favor. The
hon. the First Minister cannot believe in his own heart that
these men are capable of intelligently exercising the rigbt
of the franchise. What do the reports of some of his own
agents in the Province of British Columbia show ? On one
reserve it is stated that there is but one respectable Indian in
the whole lot, and it is intimated that the Indians there traffic
in the virtue of their own wives and daughters. Yet, they
would have the right to vote under this Bill. Read the report
of the Superintendent General and some of his agents of the
British Columbia Indians, and then mark the kind of people
to whom it is intended to give the right to vote.
Read the reports, and sec how completely some of those
mon are dependent on the Government, dependent on
them for b>unty, led by the Government, and thon ask me
if we are safo in giving them the right to vote, when that
vote is absolutelycontrolled by the Government of the day ?
We are forced to the concluion, a conclusion distasteful to
hon, gentlemen opposite, but a reasonable conclusion, that
this provimion is not made with the desire to elevate the
Indians, but that the Government may exercise the power
they have over these bands, scattered in many different
counties, to weaken the little band of opponents that stand
against them in this House and strengthen the seats of sorne
hon. members opposite, who feel that they are insecuro
without this aid. I have only one remark to make in con-
clusion, and that is that if the member for Kent (Mr.
Landry) desires to be true to the position ho has taken he
will vote for the resolution of the hGn. member for Both-
well, which provides that the Indians who are entranchised,
who occupy the same position as other classes of the com-
munity, should have the same civil rights and liberties as
are given to other classes, but that those who are not in the
same position, those who are minors, under the control of
the Government, may not have the right to vote given to
them until such time as they are removed from Govern-
ment control and have the power to managa their own
affairs.

Mr. FOSTER. By this time I should suppose that hon.
gentlemen opposite, having been allowed the fullest latitude
for discussion for almost a week, should have had ample
time to debate this question to their hearts' content. Giv-
ing full credit to hou. gentlemen opposite for all the ability
they possess, and there is, no doubt, a great deal of ability
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on that side of the House, we must believe by this time that
upon the single clause which bas been under consideration
for a week, almcst everything that could be said on it, from
their point of view, has been brought to the attention of the
committee. I have purposely declined to take any part in
this discussion, so far, for two reasons. I like honest, fair
discussion, and whenever a question is before the committee
or before the House, which is being fairly debated, with
with the object of arriving at a sound conclusion, there is
no one who likes better to take part in or listen to sucb a
discussion than myself; but at a very early period of the
debate I became convinced that the discussion was proceed.
ing, on the part of hon. gentlemen opposite, not so much for
the purpose of bringing out all there was in the issues
involved, so as to come to a conclusion, as for the sake of
taking up the time of the House, in order not to come to a
conclusion. I, therefore, determined to refrain from taking
any part in the debate, until these gentlemen had all the time
to make themselves beard, all the latitude for discussion that
the most exacting among them could demand. Having
treated them, in common with gentlemen on this side of
the House, with courtesy and consideration, having paid
attention to them for hour after hour of these -long and
arduous sittings, I think we deserve a little better at their
bands than to be taunted across the floor with being
whipped-in supporters, ordered to silence by the Govern-
ment, with having no sense to see what was in this Bill,
and no powers of argument to meet the alleged arguments
advanced by that side of the Houso, but, like dumb-driven
cattle, having nothing to say on the subject at all. Sir, I
will never say to ary body of gentlemen sitting on the
opposite side of the louse to me that they do not possess,
on the average, equal intelligence with the hon. gentlemen
with whom I happen to be associated for the time being. I
say that these epithets and insinuations are not arguments
that have any weight in this flouse or that count
for much in the country; for, although we may
think that we, being legislators, occupy a high and
mighty position here-and we do occupy a most honorable
position-we may as well come to the cinclusion now, as
later, that the people of the country are, man for man, just
about as intelligent as we are, and that if clap-trap does not
go down in this House it is not likely to go down any
botter in the country. 1here bas been talk about meeting
the electors. I go through my county every year and hold
fifteen or twenty meetings in the most public places; and I
will welcome any one of these gentlemen to come down and
stand with me before the electors of my county-and they
are intelligent electors-and discuss the principles involved
in this Bill, where it is not simply a partisan press which
convoya the impression to the people's minds, but where
intelligent people, looking into the taces of the two gerntle-
mon who address them, and hearing statement and answer,
can judge for themselves where the right lies, and what the
principles of the Bill really are. The hon. gentleman who
last spoke taunted my hon. friend from Kent, N. B.
(Mr. Landry), with not having discussed the Bill.
Now, Sir, of all periods in the parliamentary history of this
country, and of all times in the history of this Parliament,
it came with very bad grace, at this time, from the hon.
member for South Brant (Mr. Paterson) to taunt any hon.
gentleman with not discussing the question closoly or
logically. Sir, after a week of talk, during which, if
one half hour was given to the close and logical discussion of
the question, twenty half hours were given to keeping as far
away as possible from the question, it was not a very perti-
nent or very honest thing for the hon. gentleman to taunt us
on this side with not closely discussing the question. However,
there was one good result of the two speeches given-one
by my hon. friend from Grey (Mr. Sproule) and the other
by my hon. friend from Kent (Mr. Landry). The hon.
member for South Brant has not, since tho begiuning of

this debate, confined himself so closely to the question
under discussion as ho las done since he board the speeches
of my hon. friends. There has not been so mild and cour.
teous a speech made in this House, with reference to that
question, as the one made by that hon. gentleman, until just
at the close, when ho evidently thought that a little of the
thunder and lightning that has been flying all the week
was necessary. If ho had eut off the last two and a-half
minutes of his speech it would have been a model of parlia-
mentary courtesy and of intelligence in the discussion of
the measure before the House. Now, Sir, I wish to refer to
two or three statements that were made by the hon. member
for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar), who treated us, however, to
no discussion of the Bill, for during the half or threo-quarters
of an hour that he spoke he hardly touched the question at
issue. When my hon. friend from Grey was saying some.
thing about their arguments failing to convince the flouse,
I noticed that the hon. gentleman sitting in his seat
said, "no; we do not propose to convince the liouse;" and
his remark was greeted with a cheer by those who sat near-
est to him. Then, whom do they hope to convince? My
hon. friend pointed out very clearly that they cannot hope
to convince the country, for their own papers-and I give
them credit for it-give very short and neagre reports eof
these so-called discussions which have been going on all
week. How do they expect the people to be convinced ?
It cannot be by hearing their voices; i cannot be through
their papers; it cannot be through the Bansard, which get
out into the country some ten or twelve days after the
the debates take place, and are very sparsely distributed.
Then why do they speak? Not to convince the flouse or
the country. That is not their object. The hon. member
for Bothwell let the cat out of the bag the other night, when
ho said: Withdraw your Bill, and then the business of the
country can go on.

The hon. momber for West Ontario commenced in that
courteous way which is o peculiar to him, and for which
I suppose he as found a seat in this louse. He talked
about lecturing hon. gentlemen on this side of the
flouse on manners. What was the first lesson on manners
that ho gave when he arose ? In attempting to reply
to my hon. friend from Grey, ho said ho had been
" put up " to say a few words. I say it is quite possible
for my hon. friend froin Grey, or for any one supporting
this or any other Governmont, to get up and say what ho
wants to say like a man, without that imputation being put
upon him, as it is for any member supporting the leader of
the Opposition to get up and say something that is not
dictated to him, but is the utterance of his own thought.
The hon. member for Bothwell cheered very lustily at that.
Whenever a statement is made about whipped-in supporters
of the Government he always has his cheer at the tip
end of his tongue. I wonder what is the difference botween
getting up and speaking as a whipped-in supporter of the
Government, or as a whipped-in supporter of the Opposition.
Has the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) ever got up
to vote against the dictates of his leader ? 1 can tellihim
of one occasion on which his coat tails streamed out of
that door, when he could not vote for his leader,
but had not the independence to vote against him.
It may ho permitted, as a spocies ofe clap-trap, for the lon.
gentleman to talk about the whipped-in and driven sp-
porters of this or that party; but he knows as well as I do
that these great measures of policy on either side are sup-
posed to bo about the average sentiment of those who
support either party, and are arrived at from a canvass of
the opinions of hon. gentlemen supporting each party. I
noticed, when the hon. member for Grey was saying that
such proceedings of obstruction, as these sûemed to ho, would
make of Parliament a farce; I noticed that the hon. mem-
ber for West Oatario (Ur. Edgar) looked joyful and elapped
his bands, and a chorus of "hoar, hears," went up from him
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and his friends. I would like to know if that is a part of
the policy of hon. gentlemen opposite-to make of this Par-
liament a farce ? to disgust, if possible, a portion of the
people with it, and add to the discontent which the member
for West Ontario said existed all over this country ?

Sir, he asks the question: Is this Parliament here t register
the opinions of the Government? I will answer that question
very shortly. In one sense Parliament is here to register
the opinions of the Government; in another sense it is not.
If the proposition is that Parliament lis simply to shut its
eyes and stop its cars and, when the thirteen members of
the Cabinet bring down their measures, to swallow them,
witbout the opportuuity of accepting or rejecting them.
then Parliament is not here for any such purpose. But if
the question is whether Parliament is here to register the
opinions of the Government, who are put in power by the
majority of the people, and who have the confidence of the
people, I say that Parliament is here for that and no other
purpose. And when a body of men in minority set up their
will against the representatives of the people sent here to
support a Government, I think that gentlemen who propose
that are proposing something which is against the genius
of our government, and we might as well give up all
responsible government if that is to be the rule. I give the
Opposition right to full and free discussion, but when they
have fully and pertinently discussed a measure, when they
have taken up the issues involved in a manly and fair spirit
of criticism and investigation, applied according to fair
rules, I say when they go one single step beyond that it is
not criticism but it is obstruction, and that is against the
genius and the spirit of our constitution. The hon. member
for West Ontario said we ought not to bring in such
revolutionary legislation, because there is a rebellion in the
North-West. He said an English Government never would
bring in such measures when there was anything like a war
going on. But have we not seen a franchise measure brought
into the British Parliament within a few months past ? Dur-
ing that time a very serious and, what threatened at one time
to become a most complicated war, was going on in the Sou-
dan and in different parts of Africa. We did not hear, how-
ever, that Mr. Gladstone withdrew his Bill; and we did
not hear that anyone arose in the British House of Com-
mous and proposed to Mr. Gladstone to withdraw that Bill
for the reason that a war was going on.

The hon. gentleman states that this Bill las the forms of
liberty, but thatit is meant for despotic purposes. Now, what
are the forms of liberty under which despotic purposes are
concealed ? I hold that the hon. member for West Ontario
(Mr. Edgar) is bound, if possible, to make clear the despotic
purpose in any measure that is brought forward by a Govern-
ment with which he is not in accord. It is an easy thing to
brand a measure as despotic. If you can get the people to
believe that it is despotic thon you gain your object. The
measure is founded at first upon an Act of Parliament, it is put
into operation by men of intelligence, who are sent here by
the country, with the eye of the country upon them. The
measure is to establish a franchise. The assessors' lista are
the bottom of it-the substratum upon which it is built.
Then come the revisors, with all possible publicity that can
be given, and then comes the appeal from the revisors.
There you have legal testimony, there you have legal
decisions, and all this is open to the people, with a publicity
which cannot bo made any greater. Do purposes of des-
potism generally lurk in measures and proceedings such as
these ? I think not. 1 challenge the hon. gentleman to go
through that Bill, clause after clause, and say where
the power is taken from the people, where the courts of law
or legal proceedings interfere with the will of the people.
The hon, gentleman told us that thera was discontent in all
the Provinces. I ask, calmly and earnestly, if this is a time
in the history of the country when hon.gentlemen should talk
about discontent in all these Provinces? When we are
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face to face with a rebellion in which the blood of brave
men, our brothers and those who are dear to us, is Vo be
shed, is it the best policy that hon. gentlemen should
assert discontent in all portions of the country? But
he went further, and he threatened this free Parliament.
Ontario, said he, has been loyal; she has been long suffering;
she has been a good member of Confederation; but I will
not vouch for the length of time that she will romain so if
this Bill be passed into law. Is that the kind of legislation
we are to have here? Is that the kind of legislators we are
to have here? to threaten Parliament with secession if what
they think is right is not given and what they think is wrong
is not immediately taken back ? I will not bow to any demand1
of that kind, and that hon, gentleman takes more than his
shoulders can carry when he attempts to represent, in this, the
Province of Ontario. Here sit hon. gentlemen from Ontario
as intelligent as that hon. gentleman, from as independent
constituencies, elected by the free choice of the people, and
without forcibly displacing any other men to make room
for them. The man who goos out into Ontario or into
any other Province and threatens to unfurl a rebel flag will
be the man who will fiud his level pretty quickly.
Yet, hero is a gentleman who had the assurance to turn to
my hon. friend from Grey, and say: You have been put up
to speak, have you ? I wonder who made it possible for
that gentleman to get into a position where he could be put
up to speak-wandering from county to county, and city to
city, like Japhet in search of a father, finding no people
who would take him up of their own accord; by-and-bye,
an hon. gentleman whom we all admired, who was just as
able and just as honest as my hon. friend, is got out of the
way, and the hon. member for West Ontario (Ar. Elgar) is
got into a position to put himself up. People who live in
glass houses should not throw stones; and if he had as
long a head as the gentleman whom he succeeded in that
way, he would have thought twice before ho levelled a
taunt at my hon. friend from Grey. If this Bill is passed
Ontario will rebel, will it ? There is a depth of fervent
loyal sentiment in Ontario to-day, which will take the mem-
ber for West Ontario at his word, and give him a most
emphatic rebuke-when ho threatens Parliament with the
rebellion of an integral part of Confederation-and yet, it is
of a piece with the hon. gentleman, and many of his asso-
ciates. Who is it that countenanced secession in the city of
St. John ?

Some hon. ME 1BERS. The Tories.
Mr. POSTER. Is it? Thon my hon. friend who sits

for the county of St. John countenances secession ? But of
course ho is not a Tory. In the city of St. John one of the
political friends of the member for West Ontario is the only
man, I am thankful to say, in the Province of New Bruns-
wick, who runs an annexation shoot. He favors secession.
In the Legislature at Halifax, a long motion for the dismem-
berment of the Union was brought in. Who brought it in ?
One of the members in accord with the member for West
Ontario. luIthe Lgislature of Quebec, when the North-
West rebellion was at its beginuing, who is it that brought up
the motion of censure and of reprehension of this Dominion
in its integrity, but one of the gentlemen at present in poli-
tical accord with my hon. friend from West Ontario ?
What is the Club National doing in Montreal to-day and
what is its political complexion ? and yet he says to-night,
with all this background of discontent, I am hore to
say-I know Ontario and I know that if you pass.this Bill,
I cannot vouch for the allegiance of that Province.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Who signed the annexation
manifesto ?

Mr. POSTER. Which annexation manifesto?
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Half a dozen of them.
Mr. FOSTER. You should know.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Enquire of the present

Minister of the Interior.

Mr. FOSTER. If you do not know who signed it, you
probably know who would like to.

Mr. CAME RON (Huron). You know all about it.

Mr. FOSTER. It is generally the case that the bravest
mon do the signing;while the less brave stand behind and pull
the wires. I leave it to the hon. gentleman to say to which
category he belongs. He has been very anxious to know
why we have not been saying anything in this debate.
He has been puzzled and annoyed because we did not discuss
this question. I suppose the reason is, that we knew what
we thought was sufficient to guide us in our voting. We
have studied the Bill, we knew it was useless to
let light in upon the other side of the House,
and we were willing to sit here and see if we could
be convinced by their arguments. We have listened
to them, and I fail to see any who show any great
signs of being convinced. For myself, I desire to say that I
shall discuss questions in this House when I think it is my
duty to do so, and that neither tauntA nor requests, nor any-
thing of the kind, coming from any gentleman in this House,
will make .me speak, unless I consider that there is some-
thing to be gained by my speaking. But they are not
satisfied whether we talk or not, and one of the chief
grievances of the member for Peel (Mr. Fleming) was
that some gen'tlemen actually brought pillows into the
House. Peel and pillows seem to go closely together.
They say: Why are we obstructing this Bill? Because you
brought pillows into the House. That is a good argument.
I recommend the hon. member for Peel (Mr. Fleming) to
take that argument down to his constituents, to go through
the constituency with it next summer, and when ho is asked:
Why did you keep up the long obstruction? He can reply:
they brought in pillows. Pillows in that case were only a
sign of something else. Of what? We supposed on this
aide of the House that we were to have an all-night session.
A dt urwr i t'r Irnki ond «hn (ntlp n kznan

administration of publie affairs. Hon. gentlemen may say:
They have not the public confidence. But you can
go on no other theory than that they have the confi-
dence of the country. It is that dominant party which
must take the chief part in legislation and the whole
share in moulding the policy of the country. You
reverse things entirely when the minority Bay : No; you
do not represent the people; if you do anything we do not
like we will stop here till next October in order to prevent
your measures going into operation. How? Not by argu-
ment or by destructive criticism, but by the simple force of
wearing eut the majority, if possible, and so preventing
legislation. I say that if that is the rate which is to be
adopted you may as well throw away responsible govern-
ment first as last, and do away with all the responsibility of
the dominant party, which is supposed to have the confi-
dence of the country. Isaid we were human beings as wetl.
What do we hear and see, for we cannot keep our ears and
eyes shut. We hear on the street and in the corridors the
threat made that this Bill shall not pass. We take up the
organs of hon. gentlemen opposite and we see the thireat
repeated, that this Bill shall not pass. In the Ottawa organ
and in the Toronto organ of yesterday and to-day it is stated
that the members will sit here through the summer rather
than allow this Bill to pass. We do not have to go to extra-
official sources, for the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Milts) said as much, implicitly, if not explicitly, when, after
hours and hours and days and days of what seemed to us
obstructive tactics, ho finng the words over to this aide of
the House: Take away, withdraw your Franchise Bill, and
we will let the business go on.

Mr. MILLS. I did not say that; the hon. gentleman is
mistaken as to what I said.

Mr. FOSTER. What did you say?

Mr. MILLS. The hon. member for Northumberland, I
think, mentioned a number of things that might be done in
order to facilitate business; and after ho had repeated bis
list, I added: Withdraw the Franchise Bill.

n we wre rigT. Lnow, a Don. i g l emenMowM

well as I do, that they were prepared for an all-night r dSTR.The hngtemanglas mde hn expia
session before they saw any pillows, or any sign of nation, aud
pillows on this side of the House. Ijust wisb, for a moment lieuse who wibl net say thit bis oxplanation carnes eut
or two, to place my opinion on this Franchise Bill before what I said.
the House, and the position which it seems to me bas been Mr. WOODWORTH. fis statement wag this, ani I
taken by those who have been discussing the Bill. Every remarked it at the time-
man is free to make up his opinion on this or any other Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
measure that comes before the House. Mr. WOODWORTI. I risc te an explanation.

Mr. CASE Y. Has ho ? Mr. M[LLS. 1 say that my explanation was precisely
Mr. FOSTER. That is, if ho bas a mind to make up. I wbat I atated.

was not alluding particularly to my hon. friend from West Mr. WOODWORTE. I am speaking te a question of
Elgin (Mr. Casey). If the hon, gentleman objecte, I Ordr.
will except him from the category, with pleasure. Every Sore bon. MEIBERS. Order, order.
hon. member, I say, has a right to make up bis own opinion
upon a measure, and ho las a right to express that opinion; Mr. WOODWORTH. There is ne member who interrupts
but at the same time wu are human beings, and we have a the fouse more than the hon. menibr for Bothwell. fe as
ertain form of government under which we cirry on our interrupted the hon. member fer King's with a statemeut.
affairs. That form of government is what is known as I say, in the face ef this Parliament, tlat that atatement la
responsible government. In 1883 the people came together net correct.
ut the polle, and they elected by an overwhelmingrmajority Mr.FOSTER. There is avoiceonthat side of the fouse.
one party to take charge of the administration of the affairs It makes little difference as te the exact words lu which the
of this country and take the dominant part in it egisa-on. member made is statement. The moaningetthe
tion. And when they elected them, they said this to the statement, if it had any meauing, theugl the meit reason-
membera they electea : We will trust you for the next five 1 able view might ho that it lad net, was: Take
years; go to the House, conduct its affairs, carry on our away your Franchise Bill, and thon we wili go ou with
legislation, and when the five years are up, come back to us those othor matters that the hon. membor for North-
and we will do- what ? Hold the minority responsible? Not.umberland spoke et. But the hon. member for Guyaboro'
at al. But we will hold you, the majority, responsible for Kirk) followed up that atatement, wheu ho Faid, from
the manner in which yon have administered public affairs. ha place, net many heurs ugo, that ho would ait home tub
So I say it is the dominant party for the time being posses- Septemberor October, I arnnt certain whichluorderthat
ing the confidence of the people, which is responsible for the this Bibi should net pass,

Mr1OTR Tehn etlmnhsmdehsepa
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Mr. KIRK. I made no such statement as that it should

not pass. What I said was: That I was willing to sit to
October, as I am.

Mr. POSTER. We will give the hon. gentleman all the
length of rope that explanation will afford him. Then we
had the member for one of the Wellingtons, who stated
explicitly-I hope I shall not be contradicted this time -

Some hon. MEMBERS. le is not here.
Mr. FOSTER. I took lis words down-that he did not

want to take up the time of the House, but he was simply
acting under the directions of his leaders. During his
repeated speeches he confessed that he was acting simply
according to the directions of his leaders. You may put
these things together; what the party organs say, what you
hear in the streets and corridors, and what is stated in the
louse, and the actions of the last two weeks, and I say mom-

bers cannot help feeling that the Opposition is declaring:
We will not let you carry measures which you consider to be
for the benefit of the country; we wilI stay here all summer,
in order that you shall not do it. And I say that that is
not the proper spirit for a minority, or even for a majority,
to take in this House. So much for that question.

It is stated that this is an interference with provincial
rights. If hon. gentlemen think so they have a perfect right
to hold that opinion. There is not one, however, who gets
up in bis place, and holds the opinion that it is unconstitu-
tional for this measure to pass, and therefore that Parliament
is attempting to pass anything outside of its jurisdiction.
Put these two points together: The party which holds the
confidence of the people, if there ho any proof of the con-
fidence of the people being held, is the party sent here for five
years to carry ont the legislation of this country and conduct
the administration of affairs; it, in its matured judgment,
comes to the conclusion to pass a measure which is within its
own constitutional right, without cavil or doubt, and which
measure seems to be somewhat distasteful to certain mem-
bers of the Opposition, at the time in a minority. Now, on
that ground they have thrown out the challenge and the
threat that they will keep this Parliament in session all
summer through, if necessary, and that legislation which is
obnoxious to them shall not pass. Now, I have every
respect for each man's individual opinion, and I will have
every possible respect for the opinion of men in the aggre-
gate occupying seats on the Opposition benches, but I say
that they ought not to believe that their own opinion is so
infallible, that they aro so much in the right, that they can
take the responsibility of blocking what the men who hold
the confidence of the country think is necessary and expedi-
ent legislation; and that after they have fully discussed it,
after they have made their voices beard, after they have
made their views and wishes known, then they should allow
the responsible party in the House to take the responsi-
bility of passing that measure, and let them and the people
reckon with this responsibile party when they go
to the polls. Now, it seems to me that there is no
other proper way in which this can be done, and
when we get obstructivo tactics by a minority, no
matter of what political stripe, when these tactics hold
out week after week, in the attempt to defeat the will
of the people, as expressed by their chosen representatives,
I say that is subversive of all principles of responsible gov-
ernment, and a thing which cannot be tolerated in this
Dominion; and in the face of that threat, openly
made, repeated day after day in this House, I say, as one
member on this side, I am willing to sit hore all summer
and all winter, too, if it be necessary. Now, the next hon.
gentleman rising on that aide will say I have threatened-
that I have made a threat to the Opposition. I have made
just what I have made, and hon. gentlemen can make out of
it whatever their fertile imaginations choose to prompt
them to make out of it. I have simply stated my reasons

Mr. PosTiia.

for the right of this Bill, and its passage through the H1ouse
-my reasons, in a constitutional point of view, and in those
other points of view to which I have alluded, and I say,
with those views to back me, that these constitutional
principles shall not be violated by a minority which pro.
poses, by sheer force, to prevent legislation which those
having the confidence of the people think it expedient to
pass.

Now, the whole brunt of the discusion so far has been
upon two questions-the question of woman suffrage and the
question of the enfranchisement of Indians. It is with re.
ference to the woman suffrage that I shall take up just a
moment, and by a single sentence express my opinion with
reference to it.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

Mr. FOSTER. You say the Indians ought not to be enfran.
chised, and you make a comparison between the Indians
whom you say this Bill will enfrancise and the gentle and
sweet women of our country; you say it is an outrage that
the Indians should be enfranchised and that the women
should not. Now, I hold as strongly as hon. gentlemen
opposite can, and just as honestly as hon. gentlemen oppo-
site do-not more honestly ; I do not say that-just as hon-
estly as my hon. friend from B9thwell (Air. Mills), and his
honest countenance télls me that he holds it honestly-I say
I hold as honestly as ho does in favor of the complote
en franchisement of women, married, single or widows, who
have an equal property qualification with .men, when once
you fix the conditino of a franchise by a property qualifica.
tion. But I say, too, that I believe in enfranchising the
Indian. I believe that the Indian who earns a living for
himself, the Indian who bas real property, who occupies a
home, who has a salary or income, who is looking forward to
that greatest boon which men in a civilized country can
claim, and which mon in a savage country can aspire to-
the boon of full and perfect citizenship-f say I could not,
in justice to history and my own convictions, deny the
right of the franchise to that man. flon. gentlemen oppo-
site get up and they thunder away for hours and hours, in
a futile attempt to mislead the country into the thought
that every savage Indian in the Great North-West is, for-
sooth, to be enfranchised, and made a voter under this Bill ;
that Pie-a-pot, and Pat-him-on-the- back, and those other
Indians, with whose names hon. gentlemen are sus-
piciously familiar, shall have votes. One hon. gentleman
even lot his fancy-no, not his fancy, but some peculiar and
hitherto abstruse faculty, which has lain dormant in his
mind since 1882-he suddenly lot it loose this afternoon
and. in most chaste, eloquent and courteous words, ho
devoted about an hour of his talk to the leader of the Gov-
ernment, as to how fitting ho would be to become the repre-
sentative of those wild hordes of Indians in the North-
West. Now, that may have been very clever, from the
hon. gentleman's standpoint; very a propos from the
peculiar cast of ability which ho possesses; very much in
the lino of the hon. gentleman's antecedents, and of his
constitutional qualities of mind; but, at the same time, it
was not just in the best of taste, in a parliamentary debate,
to indulge in any such remarks or make any such compari-
son. That bon. gentleman knew, and if ho did not, I pity
the lack of intelligence which could not know-he knew
as well as that ho is sitting there that it is not the
intention nor is it in the power of this. Bill to enfran-
chise the wild hordes of savage Indians all over the Domin-
ion, whom they have been talking about. But when there
is an Indian who holds real estate, as ho must in his own
right-

Some hon. ME HBERS. No, no.
Mr. FOSTER. Who holds real estate, as he must, or who

is a tenant-.
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Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend from North York (Mr.

Mulock) has engrossed a good deal of attention in this
louse, has had his say, and for two mortal hours I sat in
my seat last night listening to him, as he spoke, and spoke,
and spoke, and I tried to find out what he said; I tried te
lodge all that was pertinent, and I think I have, and you
could lodge it all on the point of a needle. I did not inter-
rupt him, and so I eay that the Indians to vote must ha4e
the qualifications, as a white man must have the qualifica-
tions.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. FOSTER. There is no other intention, and if hon.

gentlemen had not a political purpose to serve you would
never hear thom coming to such extravagant conclusions as
that all the wild Indians in the country are to be enfran-
chised by the Bill. We are here simply defining the per-
sons who come under the term Indian, and wben the
appropriate qualification clause comes up, it wilhl be time
enough to amend it, if, by any possibility, the wild Indians
to whom bon. gentlemen opposite refer are included in it.
Having read this Bill through I fail to see where it allows
those savage hordes of Indians to become enfranchised; but
if, when the qualification clauses are reached, it is shown to
my satisfaction that such is the case, I will join bon. gentle-
men opposite in preventing any such possibility occurring.
Hon. gentlemen opposite have epoken of the Indians as the
paupers of thewhite people,as the analogues of the workhouse
poor of Great Britain. I take exception to that descrip-
tion. Long before the white men came to this country,
who lived on these wide plains, who hunted over theso
mountains, who fshed on these lakes, lords of all these
lands and all these waters, but the ancestors of the same
red men whom bon. gentlemen opposite to-day call paupers,
living on the charity of the white mon ? We have taken
from the Indians their fishing grounds, we have taken their
hunting lands, we have encroached on their reserves; the
time bas come when, in the march of civilisation, even
the buffalo have left the great plains, and it is not upon the
bounty doled out by the white people that the Indians are
living. It is but an infinitesimal part of their own rigþts,
which they have surrendered to us, that we return to them.
I am not the man to stand up here and taunt the red mon
with being paupers on the bounty of the white men, and
still less to say that when the Indian proves himself honest,
earnest, wago-worthy, and, as a man, aspires to the right of
manhood and citizenship, the best and dearestright to which
a man can aspire, ho should not b given the franchise. I
believe that a Franchise Bill of this nature is within the
power of this Parliament. I believe that in the British
North America Act it is expressly pointed out as one of the
powers which should be taken and exercised by this Parlia-
ment. It is not a shadow of an argument to say that
because we have not exercised that power hitherto we
should not exercise it now. That kind of argument would
be the death blow to all progress. The time bas now come,
as we knew it inevitably would, some time in the history
of the country, when Parliament should exercise this
power which was expressly pointed out as coming within
its jurisdiction at the time Confederation was formcd.
The exorcise of this power is neot an infringment on pro.
vincial rights. If we attompted to fix the franchise in any
Province for its own legislation, that would be an act of
tyranny, an act outside the jurisdiction of this Parliament;
but to say that we shall not fix, in this broad Dominion,
irrespective of the Provinces, a basis of the franchise upon
which members to this Parliament should be elected, is to
say something that to my mind has no foundation in com-
mon sense. As to the question of expediency, there is
ground for difference on that, but when 1 see how intensely
anxious hon. gentlemen on the other side are, lest the

revision of the voters' lisis should be properly and honestly
made, I cannot help coming to the conclusion that they are
afraid they will lose by that honest and impartial revision
something which hitherto they bave been able to keep.
This Bill may be objected to on the ground of expense, but
there can be no doubt that it is clearly within our jur-
isdiction. No man can say anything against a
revision which begins with the assessors' lst, which
is carried out with the utmost publicity before a
competent legal revisor, and with the assistance of
competent legal help, and then goes befoie a tribunal as
high as the county judge on questions of both law and fact.
I say it cannot surely be contended that any honest man
has anything to fear from such a revision of the voters' list.
It is not worthy of argument that to say that because the
revision will be made by county judges and revising bar-
risters, who may be county judges, and who, in the main,
I believe, will be county judges-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. FOSTER. To say that because that is the case

;here will be any harm done to the Indian; but it id a
guarantee to the Indian, that when his vote shall coma to
be revised by a county judge as the ultimate court of appeal
ho will get bis rights. Now, I have but one simple state.
ment to make, and it is that I think the sooner these 160
gentlemen, coming from all parts of the Dominion, get
down to the fair, honest work of legislation, so much of
which romains to us, and stop these obstructive tactics,
which have been adopted in other Parliaments, and which
bave been of no credit to them, but which, happily, have
never yet, in our Canadian Parliament, attained, until the
present time, such force and strength as they have attained
elsewhere-the sooner we set ourselves to the work or
legislation that we have before us the more shall we
heighten our own self respect, and gain the respect of the
country at large.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Chairman, as it is
now approaching Sunday morning, and as I do not suppose
it is the desire of the House, unless it be the particular wish
of hon. gentlemen opposite, to continue the debate after
twelve o'clock, I rise to say a few words. As I understand, on
Friday morning last, the hon. membor for Bothwell (Mr.
Mills) moved aun amendment to this paragraph of the
second clause. It was discussed from Friday morning
until this morning, about ton o'clock, when the hon. mem-
ber for South Brant (Mr. Paterson), desiring, apparently,
to have some rest, and desiring that the members of the
eommittee should have some opportunity of considering the
arguments that had been used in favor of the proposition,
and in favor of the amendment, moved that the committee
rise and report progress, and ask leave to sit again. We
are bound to suppose that the hon. gentleman was sincere
in making the motion; we are bound to suppose that his
friends who spoke on the sane side were anxious
to carry that motion; we are bound to suppose
that they thought there should be time for reflection,
for consideration of the arguments on both sides, and for
rest; yet, strango to say, evory hon. gentleman on that
side who spoke afterwards refused to allow that motion tQ
be put. Again and again did the Chairman try to put that
motion, and for the purpose of allowing it to be discussed
not a single gentleman on this side of the House said a
word; and yet one member after another on the Opposition
side rose and spoke for the purpose of preventing the
putting of the motion of the hon. member for South Brant,
that the committee rise and report progress. What was
the reason the hon. gentlemen did so? We know from
the speeches that were made, which were not directed to
the question, that we had spoken long enough, and that it
was time to go to rest. But after the amendment was put
they argued on the original question, so far as the argument
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was directed to the question of the Indian franchise. Thoy
spoke as if the hon. gentleman's motion that the committee
rise was out of place, out of time, ill-considered, and that
we should still go on to discuss the question ; and for
thirty-six hours, until the last two hours, hon. gentlemen
opposite prevented the Chairman from putting the motion,
wich he tried again and again to do, and prevented the
committee from coming to a conclusion upon it. If
that motion bad been lost, thon the discussion would
have -gone on to the motion of the hon. member for
Bothwell. But there was wilful obtruction, you soe; and
that it was obstruction was admitted, because-I did not
happen to be here, but it bas been reported to me, and I
have no doubt it is the case-not one, but several gentlemen,
threw across the floor that they were willing to carry the
paragraph and the whole clause on certain conditions. They
had no right to make such a proposition, unless the whole
question was fully discussed. They were bound to fully
discuss it. They were not doing their duty to make such
a proposition, unless they felt that it was fully discussed,
because the other proposition, the compromise thrown
across the floor was not accepted. If it had been accepted
I have no doubt the vote would have been taken on the
paragraph. And yet, for a whole night and a whole day,
these gentlemen have been discussing this simple Indian
question, although they themselves were willing to vote
on the clause twenty-four hours ago. After al, Sir, what
is the question ? The question is simply whether an Indian
is a person. Now, the hon. member for South Brant
rested very strongly upon the indian Act. Well,
as I said when the discussion on this clause
first came up, I do not believe there was any
necessity for putting in the word Indian at all. The
definition of Indian in the Indian Act is simply this: That
for the purposes of that Act, and for the purpose of con-
struing the Act, an Indian meant so-and-so; but it is
only for the purposes of that Act. An Indian is an Indian,
a red man,whether enfranchised or unenfranchised, whether
savage or civilised, whether educated or uneducated; and
the definition in the Indian Act bas no reference at all to this
clause; and without the word Indian there, when it says
that a person shall mean any male person, it would include
the Indian as well as it would the African, the Chinaman,
the American, or any individual who is a man at all.
The only reason why I put in those words was that it might
otherwise croate a confusion in uninformed minds; it might
bring up the question in uninformed minds, as uninformed
as the hon. member for Brant.(Mr. Paterson), who might
make a mistake, and might suppose the iuterpretation of
the word "Indian," in the Indian Act, would apply to a
subsequent Act passed for a different purpose, with a
different object, having no connection with the Indian Act
or the provision sthereof. But for the purpose of avoiding
the possibility of misconstruction, the words "an Indian"
were inserted as an amendment, as an afterthought ; because
I was afraid that it might be held, as the hon. gentle-
man was inclined to hold, and I think still holds, that this
subsequent Act would be governed by a previous Act, with
which it had no connection. Now, Sir, as has been said by
my hon. friend who spoke last, this long discussion is in
the wrong place. It is a propos de rien. It was simply on
this interpretation clause; it was simply declaring that an
Indian was a person. If a contrary argument were used,
if the hon. gentleman contended that by the Indian
Act an Indian was not a person, see what would follow.
We have an Act in the Consolidated Statutes declar-
ing that any person who, by malice aforethought, kills
another, is guilty of murder. But if an Indian was tried on
a charge of murder ho would have to be acquitted, accord-
ing to the idea of the hon, gentleman, because an Indian is
not a person. The Indian Act declares that a person means
every body but an Indian, and therefore if an Indian mur.

Sir JoaN A. MACDONALD.

dered a man he cannot be found guilty. Because the law
says, that any person who commit murder must be tried
and convicted for murder, and be hanged; but the Indian
Act says that an Indian is not a person ; therefore he must
go scot free. That is the argument of the hon. gentleman.
Therefore, Sir, the whole of this discussion is waste of time,
a criminal waste of time, a useless waste of time; and a
waste of time deliberately planned, deliberately followed,
for the purpose of wearying ont, aye, weai ying out the
majbrity, as bas been stated, and stated truly; and it can be
proved, with the deliberate purpose of practising upon my
supposed infirmities and my advanced years.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It can be proved, and if
it be seriously denied, the proof can be produced out of the
mouths of hon. gentlemen who sit on that side, that the
plan was deliberately made to weary me out. It is a great
compliment to my powers, to my position; it is a great
compliment to me in every way, and I feel the compliment.
But I do not think that it will redound to the credit of hon.
gentlemen opposite, or any of those who entered into such
an unworthy plan, such an unworthy strategy, such base
tactics, in the minds of the people of this country. I state
it again, that it can be proved by indisputable evidence, on
the statements of hon. gentlemen opposite, that was a
part of their tactics. But it will go to the country, and
they will find, perhaps, that from pollI to poll, from bus-
tings to hustings, from platform to platform, they will find
this ignoble system of political strategy thrown in their
teeth by the manly electorate of the Dominion of Canada.
lowever, Sir, it will soon be twelve o'clock. I fancy the
practice must be this : As you, Sir, in the absence of the
Speaker, hold the double position of Chairman of Ways
and Means and of Deputy Speaker, you will have in some
pro forma way to call some other hon. member to take your
place as Chairman of the committee, and the committee will
rise and report progress, and he will report to you in the
chair. We will carry now, at twelve o'clock, the resolu-
tion of the hon. gentleman and those behind him, who
would not allow it to be put twenty-four hours ago.

Sokie hon. MEMBERS. Ha, ha.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They laugh, but is it not
so, Mr. Chairman ? If you could speak, Sir, if you could
say yes or no, I would ask you whether you did not, again
and again, try to put the motion of the hon. gentleman, and
your attempt to put that motion was defeated by one bon.
member after another getting up and repeating the same
speechss over and over again. We must raise the committee
and I hope, Sir, that we will rise for the purpose of resuming
this interesting discussion at three o'clock on Monday.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman has stated that we
have been for a great many hours discussing a motion to
adjourn, and thon proventing the putting of that motion.
But the lon. gentleman bas, as bas often happened before,
in the course of bis argument, himself disproved his argu-
ment a little later on; because ho stated that propositions,
suggestions, had been made; and I myself heard an hon.
gentleman ask, many hours after that motion was put,
whether ho would consent to an adjournment, and he said
" decidedly not." We found it impossible to procure assoent to
that view from bon. gentlemen opposite; and if this discus-
sion continued it was for that reason alone that it continued;
and the Huse nor the country can be convinced that wu
have been preventing, 1 do not say the putting of the motion,
but the carrying of the motion. The hon. gentleman says
that there was a wilful attempt at obstruction, because
there was a statement made from this side of the flouse
that the discussion miglit cease upon the Indian question at
this stage, on conditions, which conditions simply were that
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progress should be reported, and ho says we had no right to
suggest it. The hon. gentleman also said, and we know it,
that there were other opportunities for resuming discussion.
Of course there were. But the hon. gentleman said we had
no right to make a suggestion of that kind, no right to make
a stipulation of that kind. But the hon. gentleman says, a
littie later: This is not a fit time to have the discussion
at all, but upon the enacting clauses; therefore an opportu-
nity would have arisen for us, if the discussion had then
been closed, to resume it upon the enacting clauses. Then
the hon. gentleman says: Te question only is whether an
Indian is a person. The hon. gentleman was asked, at the
very opening of this discussion, whether he intended, as, by
the introduction of the word "Indian" in that clause, cou-
pled with the other clauses, would appear to be the result of
his Bill, te give the vote to the tribal Indian living
on his reserve, by virtue of bis location ticket; and ho
said yes, that was his object. And because that was bis
object and intention, my hon. friend from Bothwell put the
amendment in your hands, limiting the class of Indians
wbo were to be entitled to the franchise-not with reference
te their other qualifications, not with reference to thoir
occupation of lands, and so on, but with reference to their
being qualified citizens, enfranchised persons, like the rest
of the male population of the country. That was the object
and that has been the issue; and the bon. gentleman still,
by bis observation and attitude while I speak, shows that
ho understands that is the issue. That is what we are
fighting about, We have been fighting for this long time
upon the question whether an Indian, under bis control, bis
ward, an Indian to whom he can give or refuse the right to
vote, or take it away-whether that man shall be enfran-
chised by his Bill. That is the question which we have been
fighting about. Then the hon, gentleman says it was only
for fear of a doubt, for fear of a confusion that might arise
in an uninformed mind, a futile doubt, ho says, a doubt that
no one ought to bave considered, that ho put it in; but he
stated that ho was taking a leat out of Mr. Mowat's book in
putting it in, not that it was because of a doubt, but that it
was because Mr. Mowat had enfranchised the Indian.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; I did not say that.
Mr. BLAKE. Yes, he did. He said he was humbly

following in Mr. Mowat's footsteps. So the hon. gentleman
gives different versions as to bis motives and bis objects,
and his intent, upon different occasions. Then ho said it
was and afterthought which made him put it in ; that ho
had not intended at first te put it in. What created the
afterthought ? We heard the reason the other day-Mr.
Mowat's Act ; that is what created the afterthought. Then
he said the long discussion was misplaced. I say it was not
misplaced, having regard to his declaration. The moment
we found that the hon. gentleman's intent and the object of
the Act with that word in was to produce that result, our
right was to discuss it. It is upon the declaratory clause,
the dictionary clause, the interpretation clause, that we
have settled the great question of woman franchise.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Mr. BLAKE. Yes; by his request. He roquested that

the principle of woman franchise should be discussed upon
the interpretation clause, but ho says it is improper to dis-
cuss the question whether Indians should be admitted to
the franchise on the interpretation clause. The woman can
be disposed of at that stage, but the Indian is a subject too
dignified to be dealt with in that way. The hon. gentleman
says it is a criminal waste of time to weary out the majo-
rity. How could the minority, one to two, particularly while
we were doing all the fighting and hou. gentlemen were
doing all the sitting and the sleeping, weary out the major-
ity ? The notion is ridiculous. We have contended that it
was their duty to bring this measure forward for discussion
early in the Session, and to bring it into oommittee early in

the Session, to give us time te discuss it, with intervals for
consideration, with roasonable adjournments for rest, with
opportunity to get the feeling of the country upon it, to
adopt the very view which I read from the hon. gentleman's
speech in 1867 or 1868, that a reform Bill would be pro-
perly the work of an entire Session; and yet we know that
the Bill was movel to be put into committee on the 25th
day of April, within four days of the expiration of the three
months which the hon. gentleman has frequently stated
would be the normal time of a complete Session, with five-
sixths of the Estimates to be attended to, with Ways and
Means to be attended to, with the Canadian
Pacifie Railway resolutions to be attended to, with
the Chinese Restriction Bill to be attended to, with the con-
solidation of statutes te be attendedI to, with the Court of
Claims Bill to be attended to, with the Insolvency Bill te be
attended to, with the North-West affairs to be attended te,
with the finances of the country, in their presont grave
position, to be attended to; and three days afterwards ho
told us that we were te sit day in and day out to the exclu.
sion of all other business, until this Bill was passed through
the louse. The hon. gentleman proposed to do that by
virtue of a process of sitting to most unreasonable hours, and
it is as a protest against that measure of discussion, which
is unfair to the minority, unreasonable to the country, and
unapt for the proper discussion of a question, that we have
acted. He says it is a part of our tactics te weary him out.
I deny it. I agree with him that, if that were a part of our
tactics, it would be a base and unworthy method. I agree
with him that, if, which i deny, that was any part of our
tactics, it would be futile. He has every facility for rest.
ing, and we are glad to know that ho has been resting, so
that ho is ready, as we are quito ready, if necessary, to go
on next week.

Mr. BOWELL. Ie did not take any more rest than you
did.

Mr. BLAKE. I said so, and I think the hon. gentleman
was quite right. I an not going te infringe upon the hour,
upon the stroke of which we have arrived. I say that was
no part of our tactics, but that our course was to insist upon
liberty of discussion, to insist upon popular rights, to insist
upon the rights of Parliament, to insist upon our right to
have free, full and ample discussion, which, at this time and
under the circumstances and conditiofls which the hon.
gentleman desires to impose upon us, as to the discussion
of the Franchise Bill, ho bas rendered and is rendering
absolutely impossible.

Motion that the committe rise and report progresa (Mr.
Paterson, Brant) agreed to.

Committee rose and reported progress.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment

of the House.
Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 12, midnight

(Saturday, 2nd May.)

IIOUSE OF COMMONS.

MoNDAY, 4th May, 1885.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-RETURNS.

Mr. BLAKE. I call the attention of the hon. gentleman,
in view of the fact that notice has been given of resolutions
respecting the Canadian Pacifie Railway, that certain infor-
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mation with reference to that company has not been laid
before the House, as was doue on former occasions when
discussing the affairs of that company in connection with
the contract, and in connection with the action taken last
Session. I would also call attention to the fact that a
considerable number of the returns were ordered by this
House with reference to the affairs of that corration, and
immediately concerning the motion of which notice has
been given, early in the Session, and that to a great majority
of them no answer bas been made.

TUE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. MILLS. I would say to the Government that I have
received a communication from the North West, in which
I have been informed that the commissioners who have
been appointed, and who have been engaged for some time,
have issued a quantity of scrip to heads of families and
others, the same as was done in Manitoba, and that the
half-breed sorip has been sold in large quantities for the
purpose of obtaining aims and ammunition, and that some of
the persons who have sold that scrip are joining Riel at
Batoche Crossing. If that is the state of feeling, I think it
would be well for the Government to decide whether or not
the commission shall continue to issue this scrip, if it is to
be applied to such a purpose.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The commissioners have
sat at Qu'Appelle and Regina, and they have issued orders
and some scrip have been granted. It may be that some
of the scrip may have been used for the purchase of arms
or ammunition-it may be for a legitimate purpose or it
may be for an illegitimate purpose, but I may say that the
news from Qu'Appelle and Fort Qu'Appelle is of the most
satisfactory character, as to the toue and spirit of the half-
breeds there, and under these cicumtances, as the hon. gen-
tleman has asked the question, I think I would ask the
Minister of Militia to read a telegram he las received.

Mr. CARON. This is a telegram from Colonel Turnbull,
who is in command of the cavalry:

"TouenwooD, NOrTn-WZsT TaaruTOaY, 3rd May, 1885.
"To Hon. A. P. CARoN, Ottawa.

"Have ridden ail around important Indian reserves with Indian agent.
No fear of any rising, and ail Riel's runners have lett without Euccess,
so crestfallen that i expect to hear of considerable desertion from the
rebel camp. Ail the supplies on this road perfectly safe. Arrival of
the cavalry has given confidence to ail the settlers along the route,
who intend coming in a body to call upon me and thank the Govern-
ment for the prompt protection given. On the information I have heard,
Riel suffered much greater loss than generally supposed, and I do not
believe the end is far off-a fortnight at most. The Cavalry School are
la excellent health and spirits. Horses rather overworked, but that
cannot be avoided. Great praise le given to everyone for the excellent
arrangements throughout the expedition, and anyone who grumbles, is
not fit to be a soldier.

"J. P. TURNBULL."

Mr. BLAKE. I am sure we are all gratified to hear the
telegram which bas just been read. I observe by the papers
a statement that another portion of the forces has been
calied out-the Montreal battery-and perhaps the hon.
gentleman would say whether that is so, what the strength
of the battery is, when they leave, and for what place ?

Mr. CARON. .The brigade commanded by Colonel Oswald
bas been called out for the purpose of garrisoning Winnipeg.
Hon. gentlemen will understand that it is very important,
just at the present, that Winnipeg should not be lefc without
troops. The order has been given to move, and the brigade
is now preparing, and I expect will move in a day or two.

Mr. BLAKE. I also observe a statement in the papers
that a large number of recruits for the North-West Mounted
Police have bcon enlisted, and have gone to the North-
West; and 1 think I saw by the papers that they have
arrived at Winnipeg. Perhaps the bon. gentleman would

fr, BLAKs.

state what addition to that corps has been made, and
whether they have arrived at Winnipeg.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I believe they have
arrived. The number I am not quite sure of. In anticipa-
tion of the circumstance of the vote that has been asked for
the augmentation of that force, recruiting has been going
on, and I will inform the House later the number of recruits
that have already been got.

Mr. BLAKIE. Men and horses, please.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL D. Men and horses.

SECOND READING.

Bill (No. 138) for the relief of George Branford Cox-
(from the Senate).-Mr. Beaty. On a division.

GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY-IMPORTATION OF
RAILS.

Mr. MITCHELL asked, 1. Did the Grand Trunk Railway
Company in the early part of 1881, or at any time that year,
enter at the Custom House, Montreal or St. Johns, Province
ofQuebec, or any other port in C.nada, 2,000 tons or there.
abouts of railway rails from the United States, by mistake
as steel rails and therefore free from duty, and what time
was such entry made ? And was the entry made before or
after the rails passed into Canada? 2. Did the company
on subsequently discovering that such rails were iron and
not steel and therefore subject to a duty of 15 per cent.,
correct such entry by representing them as iron rails? 3.
Did they pay the duty on such rails as iron rails, and if so,
when was Euch corrected entry made and duty paid ?

Mr. BOWELL. There was no entry of iron rails made
by the Grand Trunk Railway Company at the port of Mon-
treal ; but in 1883, an importation of rails was made by
the Grand Trunk Railway Company at the port of St. John,
Province of Quebec, consisting of 2,243ï tous, which were
entered, and which paid duty there as iron rails, at the rate
of 15 per cent., on the 31st of July of that year. These
rails were received in a very rusty state; and as some
doubt existed as to whether they werie iron or steel, the
question was referred to Mr. Hannaford, chief engineer of
the Grand Trunk RailwayCompany at Montreal, who replied
that they were iron rails, and they were entered accordingly,
and a check was sent to pay the duty.

TBE VOLUNTEERS IN TUE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. SMALL asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to recognise in some substantial manner the
services of the volunteers engaged in the North-West ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Government will
give their full attention to that question hereafter, when
they think it will be the proper time and when the oppor-
tunity is given.

TH1E PUBLIC DEBT.

Mr. CHARLTON asked, The net amount and the gross
amount of the public debt of Canada on April 30th, 1885.

Mr. BOWELL. The gross amount of the public debt
of the Dominion of Canada on the 30th April, 1885, was
$257,291,043.72. The net debt of the Dominion at the same
date was $192,202,186.41.

TIIE TAITF-BREED COMMISSION.

Mr. ROYAL asked, Whether proper and effective means
have been taken to inform the white and half-breed
population of Prince Albert, Grandin, Stobart and Duck
Lake of the issue of the commission to Messrs. Street,
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Goulet ano1'rget;ard of- the nature of sïieh commission?
What were these means ? At what date have these means
been taken ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Instructions were sent to
the Lieutenant Governor of the North-West on the 15th of
February to give the information sought for in this ques-
tion; and I have no doubt h has communicated it to all
points.

TUE AFFAIR OF DUCK LAKE.

Mr. ROYAL asked, Whether a report has been received
from Crozier, the officer of the Mounted Police in command
ut Fort Carlton, District of Alberta, N. W. T., concerning
the affair of Duck Lake on the 26th March last? If such a
report has been received, will the Goverument lay the
same upon the Table ut the earliest moment for the infor-
mation of the members of the House ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No report has yet been
received from Crozier or from the commissioner, Col. Irvine.
This report, when received, will be laid before the House.

STATION AT ST. ROMUALD D'ETCHEMIN.

Mr. GUAY asked, Whether the Government ever pro.
mised to establish a regular station at St. Romuald D'Etche.
min, county of Lévis, on the Intercolonial Railway? If not,
whether it is their intention to establish one soon?

Mr. POPE. I am not aware that any promise has been
male, but it is the intention of the Government to have a
flag station placed at that point.

DUTY ON WOOLLEN RAGS.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the Government intends to
propose legislation, with a view to carry ont their pledge,
that imported woollen rags shall be dutiable ?

Mr. BOWELL. That matter is now under the consider-
ation of the Government.

THE EVACUATION OF CARLTON.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Has any further report been received
as to the evacuation of Carlton, and when ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There has not.

SETTLERS CLAIMS-PRINCE ALBERT DISTRICT.

Mr. BLAKE asked, At what date were the reports of the
Land Board on the claims of settlers in the Prince Albert
District, made on or about April, 1884, and lately laid on
the Table, approved by the Minister ? At what date was
such approval communicated-(1) To the Land Board; (2)
To the local agent; (3) To the parties concerned?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is impossible to ask
that as a question. Returns can be obtained giving the
information required.

HATJF-BREED PLOTS, SASKATCHEWAN.

Mr. BLAKE asked, From whom and in what years, were
the several reports received from different officials as to the
plots occupied by the half.breeds on the Saskatchewan and
in its neighborhood?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is a matter also
which must be brought down on a motion for returns.

HALF-BREED SETTLEMENT-UNDISTURBED
OCCUPATION.

Mr. BLAKE asked, When and through whom were the
half-breeds told individual1y, under the direction of the Gov-

ernment, that no one of themn would be disturbed in the
occupation of his settlement ? Has the Government a report
of the performance of the order to make this statement ?

Sir JOEN A. MACDONALD. Ail the agents have been
instructed to inform the balf breeds that they will not be
disturbed, and not only have they been so informed by the
agents, as I have no doubt, but in all the principal places
surveys have been conducted for the purpose of conveying
to them their land, and they were informed by the agents,
and no doubt the agents were so instructed, that the mode
of survey would not in any way interfere with the laying
ont of the lands granted in the past.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman has not givon thze
date.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is no particular
date. When an individual half-breed made an applicatioiq
he was so informed,

HALF-BREEDS-INDIAN RESERVES AND HOMe.
STEADS.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Through whom and when were the
half-breeds of the Territories told as a whole, under the
direction of Government, that if they desired to be treated
as Indians there are most liberal reserves to which they
could go with the others ; but if they desired to be con-
sidored white mon, they would get 160 acres of land as
homesteads ? Was any reply receied to this intimation ?
Froi whom ? And whon ? Iow and when did the Gov-
ernment learn that the half-breeds were not satisfied with
the above proposai and wanted to get land scrip as well as
their homesteads ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Indian Act contains
provisions by which half-breeds desiring to do so, and being
otherwise qualified, might have become enrolled as Indians.
The Dominion Lands Act enables those who were not
enrolled as Indians to obtain entries for homesteads and
preemptions, the same as white mon. Indian agents and
agents of Dominion Lands have standing instructions to
explain the provisions of the law to all concerned. In many
instances, half-breeds have been enrolled as Indians, and in
many instances half-breeds have obtained entries for home-
steads and pre emption. The Government never learned
from any souree that they were dissatisfied with these pro.
visions of the law. The scrip to be issued is in extinguish.
ment of the Indian title of those who have not been enrolled
as Indians.

HALF-BREEDS OF TERRITORIES -SETTLEMENT
OF CLAIMS.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Were any. and if so, what stops were
taken towards the settlement of the claims of the half-breeds
of the territories to be dealt with similarly to those of Red
River, between the Sessions of 1879 and that of 1882 ? At
what time wore such stops taken ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the hon. gentleman
will move I will bring down the returne.

SITTINGS OF HALF-BREED COMMISSION.

Mr. BLAKE asked, At what point has the half-breed
commission held sittings ? How many claims have been
presented so far as the Government is advised ? How many
have been allowed, and how many reserved ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The commission has held
sittings at Fort Qu'Appelle and Regina. The commission
have reported on 138 claims. The Department has no
means of knowing how many yet have been presented.
Ali the claims reported to the Department so far have been
allowed.
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KIT SERVED OUT TO MILITIA.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Were the Guards, of Ottawa, the
85th and the Toronto Infantry School corps, or either of
them, and if so which, served out with boots, moccasins,
forage caps and taques, or any of these articles? Were the
Queen's Own and the Tenth Grenadiers, or either of them,
served out with any and which of the above articles? Had
the Government received any information as to the worn-
ont condition of the uniforms and knapsacks of one of the
Toronto corps ?

Mr. CARON. The company of Guards from Ottawa were
supplied with boots and forage caps before leaving for the
North-West. The 65th were authorised to procure boots
in Montreal and did so. Taques and moccasins have not
been ordered by the Department to any of these corpQ. 600
pairs of boots were, at Col. Otter's own request, before he
left Toronto, sent to Winnipeg for the Queen's Own, the
10th Royals, and the Infantry School corps. None of the
other articles mentioned were applied for. No information
has been received by the Department as to the worn out
condition of the uniforms and knapsacks of one of the
Toronto corps.

Mr. MACKENZ[E. Were the Ottawa Guards supplied
with boots before leaving Ottawa?

Mr. CAIRON. Yes.
Mr. MACKENZIE. I understood it was by private sub-

scription.
Mr. CARON. They were supplied here before they loft,

LICENSE INSPECTORS.

Mr. GUNN asked, When is it the intention of the Govern.
ment to pay license inspectors appointed under the Act of
1883?

Mr. COSTIGAN. That question is now engaging the
attention of the Government.

THE FRANCHISE BILL.

House again resolved itself into committee on Bill (No.
103) respecting the Electoral Franchise.

(In the Committee.)

On amendment of Mr, Milis:

That the following words be added after the word "Indian," "who
has been enfranchised under the Indian Act and has had conferred upon
him the same civil capacities as other persons who arequalified to vote
under this Act."

Mr. MILLS. I desire first to refer to something which
fell from the First Minister on Saturday night, and also to
something that fell from the hon. member for King's, New
Brunswick. The hon. mnember for East Grey (Mr. Sproule)
made a very violent attack on gentlemen on this side of the
fHouse, but, as his observations were rather in the form of
scolding than argument, I do not think it necessary to say
anything in reply. The hon. member for King's, New
Brunswick (Mr. Foster), laid down a series of extraordin-
ary propositions which I do not think he has very seriously
considered, and which, I am sure, ho will find no authority,
under our system of Parliamentary government, to support.
Hle assured the fouse that it was the business of this House
to register the wishes of the Administration, that that was
its function, and that an Opposition being in a minority had
no right to put forward any views in opposition to the
views of the majority.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. FOSTER. I made no such statement,

Sir JoHN A. MACDONALD.

MAy 4,
Mr. MILLS. He said ho was here to register the decrees

of the Government.
Mr. FOSTER. I did not say that. The hon. gentleman

states a part of what I said without stating all, and thereby
creates a false impression of what I stated.

Mfr. MILLS. I am stating the views of the hon. gentle.
man as I understood them at the time. I have looked for
the fansard, but the number is not yet out, and, if it were,
I would repeat the precise words of the hon. gentleman.
But the hon. gentleman's proposition would mean that a
view brought forward, a measure brought forward by the
Government, that never was before the country at all, that
public opinion had not been expressed upon, that the pub-
lic were in the dark about, because it was brought forward
by the Government, was bound to be supported by the
friends of the Administration. In fact, according to the
view ho laid down, if the First Minister were to propose to
annez this country to the United States, it would ho the
bounden duty of hon. gentlemen on that side to support
hirm.

Mr. FOSTER, I stated no such thing.
Mr. MILLS. I am stating it as I understood him, aind

as I believe he stated it.
Mr. POSTER. I suggest that, as the hon. gentleman's

understanding is so mistaken, he should wait until the
.fIansard is before the House before he discusses it,

Mr. MILLS. Every one on this side of the House under-
stood him in the same way. Perhaps the hon. gentleman
had not seriously reflected upon the observations ha was
making, but that was the effect of the views ho put for-
ward.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. MILLS. I so understood it. I do not admit that.

I stated at the beginning, and it is what I have all along
mentioned, not only in this discussion but always, that it is
the business of an Administration, in every matter relat-
ing to the constitution itself-because, while under our
system, we may not have all the alterations of the consti-
tution brought within the purview of Parliament, our system
is federal and there are some matters which we have not
the power to change, in other respects it is in the same
position as the Parliament of England-not to interfere in
matters of this kind without the consent of Parliament,
and the hon. gentleman was no more called upon to sup-
port the proposition of the Government than ho was to sup.
port a proposition coming from this side of the *House,
when it was not one upon which the opinion of the country
had been taken. He also said it was our business to accept
this measure as it was presented by the Administration, to
abdicate our functions as a Legislature, and that it - would
be time enough to suggest any change whe the effects
were discovered. I do not so understand my duty or
that of any hon. gentleman on that side. I consider it the
duty of the representatives of the people to consider
carefully and with serions attention every measure and
every paragraph of every measure, which is brought for-
ward, to reject that which we believe to be wrong and to
support that which we believe to be right. The proposi-
tion before us is to enfranchise the Indian population,
whether they are emancipated from Government control or
not, so long as the property in their actual possession is
sufficient, if i were purchasable property, to be estimated
of the value required according to the provisions of this Act.
A great many gentlemen have not, I think, seriously con-
sidered the effect of this measure, and I believe that the
gentlemen from British Columbia are not aware that, if it
passes in its present form, the Indians who reside upon
reservations, whether they have location tickets or not, if
they have the amount of property in their possession whiclh
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is required to enable a white man to vote, will be als
entitled to vote. The First Minister stated on Saturday tha
this was a mere dispute as to a definition, that he simplI
proposed to say that an Indian was a person, and that wE
had had three or four days' discussion on that point. Bu
the third and fourth sections of the Act provide that every
British subject over twenty-one years of age, being a male
and being the owner or occup4nt of property of a certai
value, is entitled to vote. This would include Indians, and
I agree with the First Minister that, to exclude Indian
from that provision who are resident on their tribal reserva
tions, it would be necessary to provide that they shall no
be included, but he proposes to insert the word "Indian'
here in order to remove all doubt, and to make it clear thal
all Indians, whether enfranchised or not, whether upon
reservations or not, so long as they fulfil the other condi-
tions, are included. I have observed that the Government
newspapers have been careful to avoid the discussion of this
subject. The Montreal Gazette is the only one that I can
find that has alluded to the subject, and that declared that
the Indians within the Provinces, as distinguished from the
Indians in the North-West Territories, are competent to
exercise the franchise. What difference is there between
the bands of Crow Quill or White Cap, who reside in the
Province of Manitoba, and those of Big Bear, Pie-a-Pot, and
Poundmaker, who reside in the Territories? The moral
and mental condition of those tribes is the same. The
Indians on those reservations are there under contract or
compact with the Government, which gives to the Indian
sufficient title of occupation to enable him to vote if the
property which is in his posession is of the necessary value.
Now, that being the case, it is perfectly clear that those
Indians who reside upon reservations in British Columbia,
Manitoba, and other Provinces, by this Act, will be voters
for the election of members to the House of Commons, if
they have in their possession property to the value of $150,
or any of the other qualifications required. By the amend-
ment I offer I do not propose to enfranchise the emanci-
pated and enfranchised Indian ; the Indian who has a separ-
ate holding, who is free from Government control, who bas
the legal capacity to make a contract and to assume the
obligations of the white man, will be entitled to vote. I
make no distinction between a white man and an Indian,
except that distinction which the law has already drawn.
What is the condition in which the hon. gentleman has put
the Indian by the Indian Act? He bas declared that he is
not competent to take charge of his own affairs, that he is
not competent to hold real estate or to make a contract; he
is not required to pay taxes; he stands in a wholly different
position from any other member of the community; ho is
wholly without any of those qualities which will
enable him to discharge his duty as a citizen and entitle him
to exercise the electoral franchise. I am not going now to
discuss all those qualities which it is necessary for a person
to possess in order to be entrusted with so high and impor-
tant an element of freemen as the electoral franchise; but I
am calling the attention of the committee, so that there
may be no doubt about the matter, to the fact that the
enfranchised Indian, the ward of the Government, the man
who resides upon a reservation, whether he as a location
ticket or not, if the piece of land he occupies and cultivates
is of the value required here, will be entitled to have his
rame put upon the voters' list and to exorcise the franchise.
Now, I say that the great majority of Indians are not in a fit
condition to exercise the electoral franchise. I have already
read an extract from the report of the First Rinister, four
years ago, pointing to the fact that the Indian is not able to
carry out municipal institutions, that he las not the intel-
lectual capacity; that however simple you may make those
institutions, they would be to him unworkable; and the
man who is so low in the scale of intelligence as to be unable
to do that, ià to be put upon the voters' list and
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o to exercise the franchise. The hon. member for
t Kent, New Brunswick (gr. Landry) and the hon.
y member for King's, New Brunswick (Mr. Foster), have
e undertaken to leave upon the committee the impression
t that that was not the intention of the law. I say the in-
y tention is perfectly plain. I say it is plain that the Indian,
, if this Bill is carried in iis present form, is entitled to exer-
n cise the electoral franchise. To that I am opposed ; to that
d I believe the great majority of this House, if they voted
s freely, are opposed. 1 think that when we give an Indian,
- who assumes the duties that devolve upon white men, the
t right to the franchise; when we put him upon a footing of

equality, we do all that even morality or prudence re-
t quires at our hands. Indeed, we admit by the manner in
b which we deal with him, by the special provision made in
. his behalf in our constitution, by the large expense we

incur in order to support him-because we find that in the
majority of cases he is unable to support himself-in all
ithese things we admit he is intellectually, industrially,
socially, in every way, the inferior of the rest of the popu-
lation. If we take the best of them and emancipate them,
you give them the same rights that you do the white men;
and when you do that, if he is possessed of the electoral
franchise upon the same condition as any other member of
the community, I think we do all that we ought to do in
the matter. By the amendment I have put in your hands
it is provided that an Indian who is enfranchised, who bas
the same civil capacities as any other person, who has the
same qualifications, as far as property is concerned, shall
have the electoral franchise; and 1 think it would be a
gross outrage to confer it upon any other.

Mr. DAWSON. I would like the House thoroughly to
understand what the effect of the motion before us
will be. The case has not been fairly stated by the Opposi-
tion side, nor bas this motion now before the House been
properly considered. What would be its effect if it were
carried? The Indian Act says:

" The term 'enfranchised Indian' means any Indian, his wife, or
minor, unmarried child, who has received letters patent grantin him
in fee-simple any portion of the reserve which may have been ailotted
to him."
That applies solely to the reserve: it applies soiely to
Indians living on reserves. The system they have to adopt
to become entranchised, the forms they have to go through,
apply solely to Indians living on reserves. Now there is
a large class of Indians, of people known as Indians, who
live outside the reserves. We have a great many
of them in every part of Ontario. There are
professional men among those Indians who have
abandoned their Indian life entirely, and live as white peo-
ple do. There are among them boat builders, blacksmiths,
tinsmiths, carpenters, and Indian farmers-all ving among
white people, and who now exorcise the franchise. Now if
this motion before the House were adopted, what would be
the affect ? The effect would be that all this class of Indians
whom I have mentioned, would be obliged to go upon
reserves, take up a little location and occupy it for three
years, and go through a probationary term before they
could exercise the franchise. It wouid disfranchise them.
It is a most illiberal motion, as far as 1 can see. Now, I
do not consider that this present Bill extends the franchise
to Indians in the manner that has been set forth by the
Opposition. I think for my own part, that it is not an
exceedingly liberal measure as it is, and I propose to offer
an amendment to the Bill, in its proper place, and define
clearly what Indians, in my opinion, should have a i ight to
vote. Clause 4 of the Bill defines the qualification
thus :

" Of the age of twenty-one years and is not by this Act, or by anr
law of the Dominion of Canada, disqualified or prevented from voting.
Now, this Aet prevents some of them from voting, because it
is, I believe, an established point that minorse-annot vote. The
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Indian Act makes Indiana living on reserves minore. These
Indians cannot vote; so it will be fighting a shadow to say
they shall not vote. The hon. member for Argenteuil (Mr.
Abbott) said that in his opinion minore could not exercise
the franchise-and that hon. gentleman is supposed
to know something of law, as much, in fact, as
it is safe for any one man to carry-and I think
his opinion should go for something in this matter.
We beard a great deal of eloquence from the Opposition on
Saturday as to what the effect would be of enfranchising In-
dians. We were told this Bill would enfranchise the heathen
Indians of the North-West, and Indians everywhere in the
country. But suppose the Bill should pas as it stands, it
would only apply to Indiane who have become civilised and
industrious members of the community, and who have
become possessed of a house and farm of at least a certain
value. It will not extend to the wandering Indians of the
plains, but only to those having fixed habitations and liv-
ing as other people do. I think hon. gentlemen on the other
side of the House have taken an illiberal view of the matter.
I call the attention of the committee particularly to this
point, that by this motion the Indians now enfranchised,
who live among white people, who have abandoned their
Indian life, would be disenfranchised until they resumed their
eavage mode of life, again settled on the reserve and became
possessed of a lot of land on the reserve. I think
some hon. members the other night went a little
too far in speaking of the Indians, in describing
them as paupers, living on the bounty of the
Government. They should have mentioned at the
same time that the annuities paid the Indians were paid in
accordance with solemn treaties and in payment for lands
ceded to the Government. It is a right of which no govern-
ment could deprive them, and which no government could
make use of to gain their votes. There is one characteristic
of Indians, which probably hon. gentlemen will find ont,
and that is that they are very often, like Irishmen, against
tb Government. So I do not think a Government could
exercise any particular influence over them more than it
could over any other people. The hon. member for North
Brant (Mr. Somerville) went into the question very fully the
other night. I am sorry the hon. member, who displayed
much ability in debate, should not have taken a more liberal
view. He said that there were 130,000 Indians in the
Dominion, that this Bill would enfranchise all of them,
and that the louse would be filled with Indiane.
I do not feel any apprehension on that score.
The hon. gentleman also went on to point out how the
Indians were living on the bounty of the Government, and
h. mentioned that last year $10,600 appeared in the esti-
mates to be paid to Indians under the Robinson treaty.
Does the hon. gentleman know how that matter stands; has
he looked into the matter sufficiently te know that those
Indians have been very badly treated by all Governments
since the treaty was made with them? The treaty was made
with them in 1850, and by that treaty it was agreed that they
should receive a certain sum annually, when the sales of
their lands enabled the Government to make the payment,
which would amount to Si per head. There is now, as I
am informed, and have reason to believe upwards of 8300,-
000 due to the Indians of lakes Supei jor and Huron under
the Robinson treaty. They have no means of making
their case known except by petition. Is it fair to shut
our eyes against these grievances ? If such grievances
had been endured by white people they would have
been heard of long ago. It was expressly stated
when the treaty was entered into that the payments
to the Indians were to be made out of the proceeds of the
revenues of their lands. I believe both the late Governmentj
and the present Government entered into communication]
with the Ontario Governmont and insisted that that

Mr. DAWBON.

Government should pay this money, because it was
a charge on the lands. The Ontario Government
said the duty of dealing with the Indians belonged
to the Dominion Government, that they had
nothing to do with them and would not pay that money
-I do not know that they positively refused, but they ob.
jected to the payment, patting it off from year to year,
and this sum of over $300,000 bas remained due to the
Indians, and they have been unable to obtain it. If that
money were distributed in establishing schools and in
educating the Indians, they would soon reach a sufficiently
high standard to enable them to take their places, probably
in this House, or at all ovents to exercise the franchise.
And yet when $10,600 have been voted in one yearto those
Indians, the hon. member for North Brant denounces it as
an outrageous act, and as an evidence of the way in wihich
the Indians are dependent on the bounty of the Govern-
ment. But this payment was not a bounty or a gift. It was
an amount justly due, and in fact only a fraction of the
sum due. Again, the hon. member for Peel (Mr. Fleming)
spokeof the troubles in the North-Westin such a manner as to
excite passion and prejudice against the Indians. He spoke of
the rebellion having broken ont, and insinuated that the Gov-
ernment were now about to give votes to such Indians as Pie-
a-Pot. Admit that those people have been as bad as reported.
Admit that they are disloyal, admit that they have gone
into rebellion-admit all that, still let me ask one question.
Hon. gentlemen stated the other day that the total number
of Indians in this wide Dominion was 130,000, and out of
this large number how many are in rebellion ? A few
hundreds, perhaps, and would it be just or fair to disfran-
chise the whole of this community, and to say that they
should be punished for the faults of the few misguided men
who have now taken up arms? Surely not; and howeyer
much we may condemn those men we should not allow our
feelings to carry us so far as to say that this very much
larger number, who are loyal and who have kept the treaties
made with the m, should be treated or even spoken of with in-
justice. As I stated before, I intend at the proper time and
place to move an amendment. The clause now under consider-
ation simply says that an Indian is a person, and I certainly
think it is rather unusual to cavil so long about a single
word, when, as the different clauses of the Bill come before
us, there will be ample opportunity of discussing as to who
shall or shall not vote. My intention is to propose that
this Act shall be assimilated to the present Act of Ontario,
except in a few minor particulars as to residence amongst
Indians and other matters; and as hon. gentlemen opposite
allude to the Ontario Act as being perfection, they will surely
attach some importance to a provision similar to that whieh
is set out in that Act. A great deal bas been said by
eloquent gentlemen about the tyranny of the Government.
The hon. member for Queen's, Prince Edward Island (Mr.
Davies) was very pathetic about it the other night. He
said : Lere we are going without sleep, deprived of our
natural rest, until our faculties both mental and bodily are
affected. It was really very touching, the eloquent way in
which the hon. gentleman expressed himself. But I would
ask him and others if there is not such a thing as tyranny on
the part of an opposition, as well as on the part of a Govern-
ment. Here they have compelled us, night afternight, with-
out the slightest compunction, to go without sleep. We have
allowed them to argue this matter out to the fullest extent.
But after all we could not please them; they became indignant
because they were not replied to, and they went on speak-
ing, and when they got tired speaking they went on read-
ing stories, which would have been most interesting at the
proper time and place. No doubt they were very interest-
ing, but stil1 people half asleep Ihardly think could pro-
perly appreciate them. I hope the time will soon come
when we will get a little further on with thie Bill,
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instead of haggling over one word-the simple expression
that an Indian is a person -who can deny that an Indian is
a person, and if not a person what is ho?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. A vegetable.
Mr. DAWSON. I think we should at least get through

the interpretation clauses, and at the proper time and place
we can discuss the question as to who shall, and who shall
not vote, and discuss also whether an Indian should have a
vote or not.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It is with no object of keep-
ing the committee any longer on the interpretation clause
that I rise to make a few remarks. It has been correctly
stated that there has been a very full-I was going to say
discussion of the subject, but that would not be the proper
word, as it has not been participated in by both sides; but
a great deal has been said upon this word 'lIndian " in the
interpretation clause, and I shall endeavor to make but a
lew remarks, and avail myself of the opportunity of dis.
cussing it when the other clauses of the Bill come up. I
think, however, the hon. member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson)
is precluded from taking the ground that he did that time
had been wasted in discussing the interpretation clause. If
there has been any confusion at all, it has been, I suppose,
because the First Minister took care to declare in this
clause that a person included an Indian, which certainly
shows that the Minister himself thought there might
be some difficulty if he failed to embrace them among
those to whom he proposes to give the voting power, at the
next general election. Of course he told the committee on
Saturday night that the reason ho put in these words was
to prevent uninformed mon, like the hon. member for South
Brant, from not understanding the matter. I appreciate the
compliment, and it was very considerate on his part to take
that trouble for my benefit. I call attention, however, to
the fact that much as this subject has been discussed, the
hon. member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson) is precluded from
saying that the discussion was not needed, from the fact
that ho las argued publicly, as he as with me privatoly,
that under the present Bill it is impossible for any Indian
living on a reserve to vote. Ie says it cannot be done, the
Indian law emphatically forbids it, that such Indians are
minore, that they are disqualified, that they cannot vote,
and I would of course hesitate to express my opinion on
the law, after being told that my mind is uninformed in the
matter, but let the First Minister rise in his place and say
if, under the provisions of the Bill, no Indian living on a
reserve and maintaining his tribal relation, would have a
vote. I would ask the First Minister to state if that is the
case.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would say that an
Indian, although preserving his tribal relation, is qualified
under this Act to vote.

Mr. PATERSON. Now, the hon. member for Algoma
(Mr. Dawson) bas studied the Indian question year
after year, and day after day ; ho has listened to alil this
discussion, and he yet has maintained the opinion which the
First Minister says is incorrect. The other day he said the
proposition to give a vote to an Indian on a roserve and
maintaining his tribal relations, a minor, subject to the
control of the Government, not allowed to manage his own
affaire, was too monstrous to suppose. Out of the
First Minister's own mouth he las heard that the
intention of that Bill is to give the Indian in that
position, what the Opposition has contendod was
designed to be done by the Bill. Do the mem-
bers of the committee understand the question now?
I know from private conversation, not with one, but
with many of them, that they had no idea that the Bill
contemplated that; they did not believe it; they shrank
from it, and they do shrink from it in their private con-

versation. We shall see whether they have the courage of
their convictions or not. I want to tell the hon. member
for Algoma (Mr. Dawson) that under the provisions of this
Bill it is not only possible, but it is the will and the design
of the hon. First Minister, to give votes, not alone to te
Indians of the more advanced tribes living on the reserves
of Ontario and Quebec, but to the indians living in their
tribal relations and under Government control in British
Columbia and Manitoba.

An hon. MEMBER, And in the North-West.
Mr. PATERSON. I leavo out the North-West becanse

the Indians of the North-West are not yet admitted. But
the hon. First Minister, I suppose, after he has the census
taken in the North-West, intends to provide for its repre.
sentation in this Parliament, and when that comes about
the Indians of the North-West, perhaps next year, will also
have votes. The enfranchising clauses of the Indian Act,
which tell us how an Indian may be enfranchised, ex.
pressly declare that they shall not apply to the Indians of
Manitoba and British Columbia ; and yet these enfranchis-
ing clauses provide that an Indian, to become a citizen,
must make application to the Superintendent General
stating that he wants to be enfranchised ; the Superinten-
dont General then sends to the local Indian agent the ap-
plication of that Indian ; the local agent tells the Indian
that he must get a certificate from some clergyman, stipen-
diary magistrate or two other magi strates, declaring that he
has been a person of good moral character for the previous
five years, and that he is of sufficient intelligence to be en.
franchised; after he provides himself with that certificate,
the Indian agent summons the council of the band to which
the Indian making the application belongs, and telle the
band that he as applied for enfranchisement, and that they
have thirty days in which to file any opposition they may
have to the Indian's claim. At the end of thirty days the
affidavits made are sent to the Superintendent General ; if
be determines, after seeing the affidavits, that the Indian is
entitled to enfranchisement, he thon has power to give a
location to the Indian of a certain portion of the
reserve, which shall be his own; after all that is
done, the Indian has to live for three years on that
land, and il during those three years ho lias proved
himself able to manage his own affairs, then, and not tilt
thon, the Government give him his land in fee-simple, and
ho doas not oven then obtain the power to sel1 it or atienate
it. The most advanced Indian in the land has togo through
all that process before he can be enfranchised; and yet,
when I said that the Government were restricting their
franchising clause too much, and were not giving the Indians
a fair opportunity to rise to the level of other citizens, I
was met with the statement from the lon. First Minister:
Oh, gentlemen living in localities adjoining Indian reserves
are anxious that the Indians should get the lands, because
they know that they would soon go out of their hands. That
was the answer of the hon. First Minister when he passed his
enfranchising Act-that the Indians were not fitted for
enfranchisement. That is the view ho took with reference
to the most advanced Indians in the country; for the Indians
of my county-and in saying it, I do not want to make any
invidious comparisons with other Indians-are, I believe,
the most advanced tribe in the country. And yet, the hon.
First Minister tells us with hie own lips that the wild Indians
living in British Columbia and Manitoba, I do not care
whether he as a location ticket or not, if the revising
barrister says he las property worth 8150, is to have a vote;
and for anything I can say, he can run as a member of this
Parliament and come and sit in this louse. These are the
very Indians with reference to whom the lon. First Minister
inserted this clause in his enfranchising Act:

" The section next following (the enfranchising clause) shall not
apply to any band of Indians in the Province of British Columbia, the
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Province of Manitoba, the North-West Territories, or the District of
Keewatin, except in so far as the said clauses are by proclamation of
the Governor in Council from time to time extended to any band of
Indians in any of the said Provinces or territories.''
I have detailed to the House, what they can read for them-
selves, all the machinery which is applied to the enfranchis-
ing of the more advanced bands of Indians outside of the
Provinces of Manitoba and British Columbia ; yet the First
Minister preceded the enfranchising clauses of the Indian
Act with the declaration that the Indians in British
Columbia and Manitoba shall not even be allowed to apply
for enfranchisement, so inferior were they ; yet the same
hon. gentleman now brings down a Bill to this House, to
give those same Indians votes; and endeavors-would it
be too strong to say-to smuggle it through the House;
because the hon. member for Algoma does not understand
its terms; because the hon. member for Kent (Mr. Landry),
an eminent legal gentleman, does not understand it;
because the hon. member for King's (Mr. Foster) does not
understand it; because other hon. gentlemen with whom I
have conversed privately do not understand it. But there
we have the declaration of the First Minister that these
Indians will have votes under this Bill. As I said before,
this term, enfranchising the Indians, is a misleading term;
it is not the proper term to apply to the Bill before the

me another question, as I hesitate to give my opinion,
owing to my uninformed mind on these questions. Can
the Indian serve upon a jury as other citizens can, even if
this Bill passes?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am not prepared to say;
but I do not know that there is any law in the Province of
Ontario against it.

Mr. PATERSON. The hon. gentleman hesitates to say;
he says he does not know there is any law against it. I
venture to give my opinion that the Indian cannot. I
would ask the First Minister another question. Have
the Government of this country the power to order ont the
Indians, say the Indians of the Six Nations, under arms?
I know the Indians of the Six Nations volunteer very often
to serve, but have the Government the power to order them
out to do battle for their country, as they have the power
to order ont citizens ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think they have.
Mr. PATERSON. The hon. gentleman thinks so. He is

not positive.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot be as positive as

the hon. gentleman.
House. The Bill before the House does not enfranchise the Mr.PATERSON. No, but yen ouglt to be able
Indian. The Indian can be enfranchised only through the able to give a positive answer, as Superintendent.General of
machinery provided in the enfranchising clauses of the the Indians, and as the introducer of a Bih giving the
Indian Act. The Bill of the hon. gentleman is simply to Indians the 'ight to vote. I say the Government have not
give a vote to the Indian; but, while giving him a vote, it the power, as I understand our treaty relations with the
leaves him in the same position of tutelage, a minor or Indians, of ordering them ont to do battlo la defence of
ward of the Government, that he was in before the Bill was the country. The irst Minister dees not say the Govern-
introduced. The hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White) is ment have the power. Do not you see at once that thougl
a gentleman of a great deal of intelligence, and I do not hon gentlemen opposite seek te give them the vote, the
know whether he inspired the article or not, but the only îndians have not the rights, responsibilities and privileges
paper that notices this question, the Montreal Gazette, falls of other citizens? Yet the Montreal Gazette and hon.
into the same error as hon. gentlemen opposite. It says, gentlemen opposite talk as if we were denying to the
referring to my argument: Indians their right and liberties. No; 1 say the bolation of

"Upon the ground so clearly and forcibly defined by Mr. Paterson the Indian question is give the Indians a chance, the more
the Government has moved in to enfranchise the Indians and to confer advanced Indians, but it would be wrong to attempt to
upon them all the liberties and rights enjoyed by the white man." enfranchise them all at once. There is a vast difference lu
This Bill does not do anything of the kind; it gives them the estate and condition ofmany of the Indians intellectually,
the right to vote and nothing more. It does not give the morahly, flnancially, and in every way, as compared with the
Indian the right to hold his land and to dispose of it; iL whites; but give te the advanced Indian a chance to rise;
does not give them the right to leave the reserve for five give him opportunities greater than are given to hlm in the
years without forfeiting his claim to his portion of the land;
it does not give him the right to sell his own produce; and
he remains in precisely the same position, after you have tha giving hl s th t otedoelve hlm e
given him the power to vote under this Bill, that he was in iota of iberty and privilege greater than he en-
before. What sheer nonsense it is, and it shows how joysue i
utterly hon. gentlemen opposite have failed to grasp the wa deof the Gveimnt. l a stateo ttela
idea contained in this Bill when we find them making state- is affairs wilh be xanaged and controhled by the Goveru.
ments like that. What was it I said in reference to the ment just the same as before. That is the ground the
enfranchising act when I spoke of the more liberal clauses Opposition take. The utterances of hou, gentlemen oppo-
that the hon. gentleman might avail himself of-not forcing
the Indian, for I do not believe in forcing him, but giving import. What las been said here from the Opposition
him inducements to become enfranchised. I said: side is true. The First Micister las conflrmed iL when li

" The whole Indian law discourages the assimilation of the whites and said it was lis intention openly, under this Act, that the
the Indians, and the solution of the Indian problem can only be found tribal Indians ofManitoba and British Columbia as welh as
in wiping out the distinction which exists between the races. In giving
the red man aIl the liberties and rights enjoyed by the white man, andr
entailing on him all tte responsibilities which attach to those rights given te those Territories under thc Bill the hon. gentle-
and privileges." man proposes te introduce. should net be enfranchised, but
Is not that right? The ground I took then I take to-day. be given the riglt te vote-fer the two things are vastly
Give to him all the rights, lead him on to acquire all the diffrent-and te send representatives here, and yet net le
rights and the privileges enjoyed by the white man, and able te sell their own produce, make their ewn bargains,
entail on him all the responsibilities which attach to those'lease their own lands, mudl less soithem, nness author.
rights and privileges. In other words, make the Indian ised te do se by the Ottawa Government. Is it a safe,
a citizen as we are citizens; lead him on to acquire for him-is it a proper thing, is it riglt fer the committee te pass
self the rights of citizenship. This Bill will not accomplisi the Bill, now that they understand clearly freux tic mouth
this. The only way in which it can be brought about is by of the First Minister what the intention is, and now that
the enfranchising clauses I have read in the Indian Act. they can reason eut, frem the statements he las made,
Will the right hon. gentleman, the First Minister, answer what iLs effeet wlh be? 1 have found to my satisfaction au

Mr. PATrOttN (Brant).
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entire justification of all that has been said by the Opposi-
tion in reference te this question from the mouth
of the hon. member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson) to-day.
Ris views were directly contradicted by the hon. First
Minister, and the committeo now are made aware from the
mouth of the First Minister how the case stands. They
cannot any further allege it is not the intention of the
Government to give a vote to the unenfranchised tribal
Indians. They cannot say that this Bill will not give to the
unenfranchised tribal Indians a vote, who, after they have
been given this right, will still remain the wards of the
Government, absolutely and entirely under the control of
the Government. In the Gazette article we road that the
indians,who very often are dissatisfied with the Government,
can show their dissatisfaction because the ballot is in force,
and the Indian can cast his vote by ballot. How many of
the wild Indians of Manitoba would be capable of marking
their ballot? How many of the Indians of Britih Columbia
who, the Superintendent-General ias told us by the mouth
of his own agents, are living in a state that is almost worse
than savagery, who, we are given to understand by inference
in one of the reports, actually trafflo in the virtue of their
wives and daughters, will be able to exercise this right
intelligently ? They are given a vote under this Bill, but
remain in the same condition as before. There is in this pro-
position nothing to distinguish between the intelligent and
unintelligent Indian, the moral and the immoral. They are
ail brought in. I would venture even now to suggest to the
First Minister whether he himself, having given mature con-
sideration to the question not having heard the debate out it
is true and not having fully considered the question whether
the Indians could serve as jurors, and whether the Govern-
ment have the power to order them to do military service. I
would ask the First Minister to consider whether it would not
be the proper thing for him, when the next clauses are up, to
consider the question, and see whother the amondment
which the hon. momber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) has intro-
duced-an amendment giving the enfranchised Indian who
has acquired the same civil capacities as other subjects, in
other words the Indian standing in the same position as any
other citizen, the right to vote, but keeping that right
from those who are in a totally different position, who are
held and proposed to be held by the Government in the
position of minors-should not be adopted. Of course those
Indians are not on the assessment roll and cannot serve on
a jury, for none but tax payers can serve on a jury, and I do
not sappose that the First Minister seriously considers
that they can.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I desire in the first
place to point out to the committee, speaking for myself,
and I believe in that I speak also for my friends on this
side, there is not one man among us who desires that the
Indian who is really a free agent, who is living under the
same conditions as the white man, who is subject to thej
same laws in the same way as is the white man, and who is
qualified as the white man is, should not have a vote. We
are perfectly ready and perfectly prepared that all our red
allies and brethren who come up to those conditions should
bave votes. It has been one of the most honorable tradi-
tions in Canadian history that we have endeavored, I bolieve,
up to the present time, to deal justly and fairly with the red
men who live within our bordera. It is a thing I hope we
will always continue to do. I hope that, under no circum.
stances, will we be found depriving our Indian allies who have
come into communion with us in any way of the reserves or
other privileges which we have formally accorded to them,
but what we do object to is that Indians who are not free
agents, who are not living under the same conditions or
subject te the same laws as white people are, while they
stili continue to be more under the power and influence of
& particular department of Government than any other ,

elass of the community, sbould be presented with votes.
We say that that is mockery, that it does ne good to the
Indians, that it is only designed for the purpose of injuring
certain white constituencies in which these men reside.
That is our position clearly and distinctly, and we will not
permit any hon. gentleman of that side, without oontradio.
tion, to allege that we are in the least degree opposed to
giving the franchise to any Indian who fulfils the oonditions
to which I have referred. There is one aspect of this ques-
tion to which I want to direct the attention of my hon.
friends from the Province of Quebec. They may
rest assured that, if they introduce a uniform
franchise here, and in particular if they choose
to give the votes to the tribal Indians, subject
as they are to a particular Department of Govern-
ment, subject as they are, as my hon. friend behind me
pointed out, to be dealt with in a way in which no white
men are dealt with, they put into the banda of all those
gentlemen who desire to establish universai suffrage a most
potent argument, as they will very soon find. There is
very little doubt that the drift of public opinion throughout
very large sections of this Dominion is now towards univer-
sal or manhood suffrage, and I say ob hon. gentlemen from
Quebec in particular that they may rely upon it that, if the
Indian franchise, as intended by this Bill to be established,
is established, it will add a very great impetus to the drift
which is already setting in in that direction. That is for
them to consider. I invite them to consider it seriously,
because there is no doubt whatever in my mind'that,
whether they like it or not, they will find that they have
supplied a very powerful lever to those of ui who desire to
see that alteration brought about. I have another thing to
say to the First Minister. If his object is to give
a vote to the Indians, if ho desires to see Indians,
as Indians, represented in this Parliament, he had
botter do it, if ho sees fit to do it at all, by
segregating the various Indian bands and allowing them, by
modes which I will not pause to dwell upon, throughout the
various Provinces where their numbers are sufficient, to send
an Indian reprosentative here. I could understand, under
certain circumstances and in certain conditions, that is
might be in consonance with the spirit of British institu-
tions that the 130,000 Indians in Canada, who undoubtedly
have interest not precisoly similar to those of white mon,
should bo allowed to send delegates, or even representatives,
here. I am willing, if the First Minister chooses, to debate
that question, on which a good deal may be said pro and con,
and on which I now offer no opinion; but I say, if his view
is to provide special representaLion for Indians, that, and not
the way which he proposes in this Bill, is the way to do it.
The Firat Minister now proposes to import into certain con-
stituencies, for reasons best known to himself, a class of
voters who shall be absolutoly and entirely at the disposal
of the Government of the day. That, as far as I can under-
stand it, is the motive which bas led to the introduction of
these words and to the proposition to enf ranchise tribal
Indians to which my hon. friend is justly so much opposed.
One word more. What grounds have we for segregating
the Indians, and compelling them under severe penalties
to live upon their reserves ? Does not everyone
know that the infirmities of the Indian character
are such that it is dangerous to allow white
men to mingle with them, that the free mixture of white
mon with them is to apt to tempt them into intemperance
and other vices from which our Government have justly
attempted to protect them heretofore ? If the First Minister
gives votes to a considerable number of the Indians living
on their reserves, ho ia going to subject them, whenever an
election comes on, to just that particular kind of temptation
which they are least able to resist. I do not believe it will
be for the moral benefit of the Indians, while living in bands
on their reserves, to be subject to those solicitations, thosa e
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teptations and those inducements which have proved, as

the hon. gentleman well knows, so often fatal to the virtue of
their white brethren. I think, for the sake of the morals of
the Indians, the First Minister, in his eapacity of Superin-
tendent General of Indian affairs, is bound to keep them
free from that particular kind of temptation. I think the
whole problem of the Indians is one that sheuld not be com
plicated in this way. I have always felt that, both here
and in the United States, a scant measure of justice has
been dealt to the Indians. All of us who have paid any
attention to the teachings of history know that the change
from a condition of a hunter's life to that of an agriculturist
has never occurred in any other case without the lapse of a
great portion of time. It took thirty generations in the case
of our own forefathers, and I would probably be nearer the
point if I said thirty centuries, to change them from the
condition of hunters to that of agriculturists; and yet we
ask that these unfortunate Indians shall be converted frorm
one condition to the other in two or three generations. We
ask a great deal more than, I think, can be done in the
time permitted; and I do not think, at any rate, that we
are doing them any injustice, or committing any unfair.
ness, when we say that men in their condition cannot by
possibility be brought up to the level of white men in three
generations, or in two generations, or in one generation,
when we know it was the work of many hundred years in
the case of the races from which we ourselves are sprung.
There does not appear to me to be any possibility of deny-
ing, as my hon. friends on this side have contended, that, if
the hon. gentleman's measure is not qualified, either by the
words my hon. friend from Bothwell proposes or by some
other words, a considerable number of persons in certain
constituencies will be given votes who are in no respects
free agents, and who are not living in any way or degree
under the laws and under the conditions under which their
white neighbors are expected to live and vote.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I would illustrate to the com-
mittee by one point how completely the Indian is under
the control of the Government. I believe the Indians in
my county are the most advanced Indians in the country.
They sometimes come to me with complaints, and state
that they are not satisfied with the local agent and ask me
to write to the Department at Ottawa for them. I have
told them: I am willing to do anything, but if I write to
the Department at Ottawa asking what is the matter, the
very letter that I sent will immediately be sent back to the
local superintendent here, with the corner turned over, and
the words "please report " put upon it; he will see every
word I wrote. Therefore, under these circumstances, it seems
to me you had better work through the local agent himself,
as he will be more likely to deny you if he finds you are try-
ing to work behind his back. They say, we cannot agree
with him. Then, I said, the Department will not move
until he reports, and as he reports the Department will
decide. Now these are the most advanced Indians;
and if they are in that position, don't you see
when an election cornes where they may be ? Do
they say, it is because I ara afraid of the
Indian vote? Let the Indian be a free man to vote for
whom lie pleases, and I will lot you see whether I am afraid
of him or anybody else. There is no one who has their
esteem more than I have. But the Government want him
to be tied hand and foot to the Government of the day, in
the hope that they may use him, and make him cast his
vote contrary to his inclinations. And do you not see the
power they have ? lis it right or fair for the Government
to have such a power; is it proper, is it decent for them to
do it? The very motion before the Chair is to add to the
word "Indian " the words " including Indians who have
been enfranchised," that is, who have been made freemen,
who have been established and have the same civil capaci-

Sir 1ciAR CAawarEuT.

ties conferred upon them as other citizens, these areentitled
to vote under this Act. Is not that right and proper ? Then
I say, give to the Indians all the facilities you can for being
enfranchised, the only way you can do thatt, I ropeat, is not
by this Bill, but by adopting the enfranchising clauses of
the Indian Act.

Sir JO HN A. MACDO1ALD. The hou. gentleman said
a little while ago he was going to address more remarks to
the committee when he came to the right part of the Bill.
Wel, lhe has addressed a great many remarks, for some
hours, to the wrong portion of the Bill. As was stated
last week, the question now is whether the word "IndianI"
will be included in the word "person." If the word
" Indian " is not included in the word "person," it may be
that it is excluded altogether. The hon. member for Brant
(Mr. Paterson) is of the opinion that this Act was controlled
by the provisions of the Indian Act, which is now on the
statute book.

Mr. PATERSON. The hon. member for Algoma (Mr.
Dawson) was of the same opinion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, he may be. The
hon. gentleman stated in his remarks to-day that he would
not say there was an attempt to smuggle this Bill through.
Mr. Chairman, if there had been any attempt to smuggle
this Bill through. the word "Indian " would have been
left out of the Bill altogether, and if the word "Indian "
had been left out altogether, no other question would have
been raised and all the Indians would have a vote-all the
Indians qualified, of course, under this Act. No man, white,
orred, or black, can vote under this Act unless he is quali.
fied under the Act, Now, Sir, when the word "Indian"
was placed-

Mr. MITCHELL. Would the right hon. gentleman-
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh, let me gel through.

When the word Indian was put into the Act by myself, I
must say that I had reference in my own mind to the
Indians of the old Provinces, where they are educated and
have been under a civilising process for years and years,
where they have schools, where they can read and write-
the greater portion of them. I take it that the Indians in
the Province of Ontario, as a rule, can read as well as the
white men. The majority of them were so far advanced in
civilisation that the hon. member for Brant himself, in his
speech in 1880, wanted to have them enfranchised im-
mediately.

Mr. PATERSON Hear, hear.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He thought they ought to
have votes in 1880, but he qualifies it now and says they
ought not to have votes because they are under the influence
of the Government. Why, Mr. Chairman, what an absurd-
ity it is really to think of it. As I stated the other day,
the Government is the trustee for these Indians, the Gov.
ernment looks after the interest of these Indians, looks
after the whole of them as tribes, when the tribal relation
continues, looks after them as a legacy, as a lingering con-
tinuation of the system that commenced when the Indians
were savages, and in fact has been continued to
this day. It is unfortunate that they were not
relieved of those tribal relations long before this;
but the Indians now have the advantage of con-
tinuing their tribal relations. There are very few of
them who desire to be severed froin their brothren. They
are educated men; many of them are doing business and
have large property. They are traders, or merchants, who
have engaged in all kinds of business. But they
prefer to stick to the clan system, just as, until
ately, in my own country, the Highlanders stuck

to their clan system in the highlands of Scotland.
They desired not to be severed from their brethren ; yet
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they are in every way, in the older Provinces, just as fit, as
far as intellect goes, as far as education goes, as
far as having an interest in the prosperity of the
country goes, as their white brethren. Mr. Chair-
mnan, I can remember the emancipation, the forced
emancipation, of the negroes in the United States. I can
remember how the benevolent abolitionists brought the
uneducated slaves from the Southern States by the under.
ground railway into Western Canada, where they got homes.
And those men, although unaccustomed to freedom, although
just emerging from serfdom, when they came to Canada
and had lived here three years, in the portions of Canada
where they are chiefly found, such as the counties of Essex
and Kent, they had their votes; no one objected to their
having a vote, and yet they came from a foreign country,
they came from a servile condition. They were uneducated,
having no traditions of freedom, having none of the inde-
pendence of fre. men; but at the end of three years they
took the oath of allegiance and became voters, and they are
voters, and they have a powerful influence in Western
Canada in electing some of the members that sit in this
fouse at this moment. And here are Indians, aborigi-
nal Indians, formerly the lords of the soil, formerly owning
the whole of this country. Hore they are, in their own
land, prevented from either sitting in this louse, or voting
for men to come here and represent their interests. There
are one hundred and twenty thousand of these people, who
are virtually and actually disfranchised, who complain,and
justly complain, that they have no representation. And
they are to be put down because it is supposed that the
head of a public Department, or the Government of the day,
may, under the regulations of the Indian Act, perhaps influ-
ence some of these men towards voting one way or the other.
I said, however, that when putting in the word " Indian,"
I had reference altogether to the Indians which I believed
had shown themselves qualified to act as electors and be
elected; and when we come to the proper portion of the Bill,
as the hon. gentleman called it, I had intended, and do intend,
to move an amendment by which it shall be applied only
to the older Provinces. Now, the hon. gentleman says that
the Indians on the Brant reserve, who have19een continuing
their tribal relations, are fit for freedom. i quite agree that
they are fit for freedom, I quite agree that they are fit to
exercise the noblest evidence of freedom, that is, the right
of voting for representatives; and I think it is an injustice
that these men should be prevented from exercising the fran.
chise when, as I said before, they do all that citizens do.
As regards serving on juries, the practice varies in the dif.
ferent Provinces. I understand in some of the Provinces
Indians sit on juries, and that in others of the Provinces,
unless they are assessed, they do not sit on juries. I therefore
could not answer that question. As regards Indians Eerv-
ing in the militia: I do net suppose that question has ever1
been raised. Why ? Because the inherent loyalty of the
Indians has been such in all cases that they have come for-
ward and volunteered. There was no necessity for con-
scription among the Indians for passing a law. They have
some little pride in calling themselves allies. The hon.
member for one of the Hurons said that whether as subjects
or allies he would very gladly see a system of representa-
tion given te the Indians in this Parliament. He would be
glad to see them get a systen of representation. If it be
their right, it may be that this is not the proper system by
which to give them that right. I contend, however, it is
the right system. It is the only way we can give them the
electoral system ou an equal footing with the white man.
This is the only way of doing it. The Indian prides him-
self very much on his tribe being an ally of the
Sovereign of Great Britain and Ireland; and that
pride ought to be encouraged. I should be very sorry to see
strict ries of any Militia Act-even if they were hable to
it-enforced, because by admitting that they are, and have

been from au early time in the history of this country,
allies of the Sovereign, they felt proud to come out and
fight by the side of their great ally, their Great Mother.
But with all that, I am quite sure that if we choose, if it
was a matter of expediency that they should be included in
the Militia Act, why, of course, they would be included,
and service would be obligatory on them as British sub-
jeets. They are proud to cali themselvcs British subjects
as well as allies. It was in the capacity of allies they Le.
came British subjects. They are British subjects now ;
they desire to remain so, and as British subjects they have
the same rights as the white man. With the right of the
ballot the Indian is as fully protected and is as independent
as the working man of the factory. Hie is as independent
in every way ; and the Indian cannot only make his mark,
but he can write his name in the older Provinces. He is
quite as independent, and if the hon. gentleman, who
speaks of the lndian's want of independence, knew as much
as I do of one tribu of Indians, the Indians of Tyendinaga
in East Hastings and the western portion of Lennox, h.
would know that they are as much divided in political
opinion as are white men. I know the largest and most in-
fiuential family of the Mohawk Indians in Tyendinaga
call themselves Grits, and one of the chiefs, who was bere
the other day, told me he was a Grit. I said: "Your
father was not a Grit." He replied, "But we are all Grits,
all the Culbertsons are Grits." The Indians belong to
different churches, to different religions; they have differ.
ent politicial opinions; and as regards intelligent opinions,
they are equal with the white men who surround them. It
may be that it is the character of the Indians, or some of
them, not to be prudent in taking care of their wordly
goods. But there are some civilised races who are more
prudent than others in this respect. There are not only
races, but there are individuals who are intelligent in the
exercise of the political franchise and who yet are foolishly
reckless in husbanding their worldly resources. We might
quote some of the greatest mon in English history who
were utterly incapable of attending to their own worldly
affairs; yet were the greatest statesmen in Great Britain.
I would ask the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) if he
has read the private and personal life ofCharles James Fox,
a man who could not keep any money.

Mr. MILLS. He lost it in gambling.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes; and perhaps the

Indians are liable to loose their money in gambling. Then
there was Sheridan and William Pitt, and other great men,
who not only exercised the electoral franchise but governed
nations victoriously. They were incapable, however, of
attending as individuals to matters of their own concern.
And so it is with particular races. In my own country
there are two great nations, the Lowland Seotchmen and the
Highlanders. The Lowland Scotchmen are known to be
saving and industrious. The Highlanders are impulsive,
not so industrious and certainly not so saving; but equally
intelligent, equally possessing a right to vote as freemen,
and equally exercising that right. So I say that the Indians
living in the older Provinces who have gone to school-and
they all go to school-who are educated, who associate with
white men, who are acquainted with all the principles of
civilisation, who carry out all the practices of civilisation,
who have accumulated round thomselves property, who
have good houses, and well furnished houses, who educate
their children, who contribute to the public treasury in the
same way as the whites do, should possess the franchise.
They do not, certainly in the Province of Ontario, and I
believe in the Province of Quebec as well, I cannot
speak confidently as to the other Provinces, contribute to
the general assessment of the county in which they live;
but they have their own assessment and their own
system of taxation in their own reserves in those portions
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of the country where they reside. They pay their own
taxes, they make their own bridges and roads, they build
their own school louses; they carry on the whole system.
in their own way, but it is in the Indian way, and it is in an
efficient way. They carry out all the obligations of civilised
men. If you go to any of the reserves in the older Pro-
vinces you will find that the Indians have good houses, that
they and their families are well clad, the education of their
children is well attended, their morals are good, thoir strong
religious feeling is evident. Yon will find as good churches
and as regular church-goers among the red men as among
the white men. You will find that in every respect
they have a right to ho considered as equal with the whites.
In the newer Provinces, in the North-West and in Manitoba,
perhaps in British Columbia, they are not yet ready for the
franchise; and it is my intention, when we come to the
right place, to move an amendment in that direction.
But as regards the Indian, the educated Indian of the old
Provinces, our brethren living in the some Province with
us, under the same laws, and carrying out the same laws
as efficiently as we do-they do not fill our prisons in as
large a proportion to their numbers as the whites do; in
fact we seldom hear, comparatively speaking, of Indian
crime. You find them steady, respectable, law abiding and
God fearing people, and I do not see why they should not
have th vote.

Mr. DAVIES. If the hon. gentleman had taken the pains
when ho introduced the Bill making this important change in
the political condition of Canada, to explain its provisions at
more length than ho did, ho might have saved this House a
great deal of time which has been spent in discussing what
the meaning of this Bill is. The iight hon. gentleman
chose to introduce the Bill with an explanation extending
over eight minutes and a half, and it is now perfectly evi-
dent that in the fundamental changes which the hon. gen-
tleman proposed to make, the members of the committee-
those sitting bohind the hon. gentleman, and those on this
side as wel-did not understand what his purpose and
object was. I will undertake to say that until the
right hon. gentleman rose a moment or two ago, at
the end of four days' debate, not half the members
of the committee really knew what his object was,
or to what extent ho intended to introduce the Indian fran-
chise. We find the hon. gentleman stating now that the
introduction of the word "lIndian " was altogether unneces-
sary, that ho did it merely to accentuate and emphasise his
intention of giving the tribal Indian a right to vote-and
when hon. [gentlemen on this side stated it to be his inten-
tion, they were vociferously and lustily denounced by hon.
gentlemen opposite, in the severest language they could use.
The hon. member for Kent and the hon. member for
King's said it was monstrous, it was inconceivable; they
said that the leader of the Governmont never would
propose such a Bill. These hon. gentlemen have had their
answer to-day, and they have heard that the proposi-
tion which they denounced so much, which they spoke of
in such terme, is the proposition of the right hon. gentle-
man at the head of the Government. But shall we find
those hon. gentlemon rising up to vote in opposition to the
proposition of the First Minister, which they denounced so
vigorously on Saturday, as a monstrous, an iniquitous pro-
position ? No, Sir, you will see thom rise up and follow
the right hon. gentleman whon ho votes in favor of that
proposition. HIaving now got so far with the reason why
the word Indian was introduced, the reason being that the
Prime Minister dosired to accentuate and emphasise
his wish to give votes to those people, ho goes
further and says that the Indian living in the tribal relation,
under the provisions of the Indian Act, under the supervision
of Indian agents, controlled by the Superintendent General,
i a free man, a free agent. 1 shall not weary the fouse by
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re-reading the clauses of the Act which have alrea'ly been
read three or four times, to show that not one of those acts
which are common in.daily life by every frea man, can be
performed by an Indian, except under the sanction of the
Superintendent General. He cannot purchase or sell
property; any contract ho makes is void, he owns nothing
except by the will of the Saperintendont General himself,
and in every way ho is a manacled slave, subject to the die-
tation of the Superintendent General; and ho cannot oven
make a will except with the consent of that gentleman.
The hon. gentleman appeals to that great act of British
history which emancipated the black man froin slavery, and
ho told us that whon the black man reached Canadian terri-
tory ho became a free man, and ho was on the same level as
his white brothern. So ho does, and we are proud of the
fact. We believe that every free man should have the
franchise, and that if you make the Indian free, as the black
man is, you should give him the vote. The contention which
we oppose on this side is, not that the Indian qua Indian
should not have the right to the franchise, but that the
Indian, manacled in his hands, under the control and super-
vision and dictation of the Superintendent General, a per-
fect creature of the Government and its officers, should
have a vote merely to register the whim and will of the
Superintendent General for the time being. We say
educate the Indian, elevate and civilise the Indian, and we
say God speed those who are engaged in the work of
elevating him to a higher plane of intelligence, and when
they are elevated, when they are freed from the shackles
which the Indian Act imposes on them, when they are de-
clared by law to be freo mon, when they can march to the
poll and record their own individual will as free mon we
would give them the right to do it. We say you have not the
right to treat him otherwise than as the equal of the white
man, when he as emancipated himself from the thraldom
and control under which ho lives, when ho is in the tribal
relation. But there is no comparison between the black
man enfranchised and froe, standing as to civil rights on
the same level with the white man, and the poor un-
fortunate minor, as the hon. member for Algoma calls him,
who has no mind of his own, who is not allowed to exer-
cise any mind of his own. The right hon. gentleman goes
on to argue with all the authority which ho bas as
Superintendent General of Indian affairs, that the Indian
has reached such a degree of intelligence as to entitle him
to a vote, bat when I turn to the opinions of the right
hon. gentleman, as I find them on record over his own
signature, not more than three years ago, as recorded in
the Sessional Papers of 1881, I find that ho considored that
the Indian so far from bing advancod sufficiently in intel-
ligence to justify his having the right to vote for members
of this Parliament, on the contrary ho was not sufficiently
advanced in intelligence to justify the right hon. gentlemen
in conferring on him the simplest form of municipal gov-
ernment. Lot me read what ho says:

" The Department despatched a circular to the varions superintendents
and agents, calling upon them to report whether the bands under their
supervision were sufficiently enlightened to justify the conclusion that
the inauguration of a simple lorm of municipal government among them
would be attended with success."

And bere is the answer:
" From the majority of its officers who have replied to the circular

the reports received lead to the conclusion that the Indian bands
within their respective districts are not sufficiently advanced in intelli-
gence for the change. An attempt will, however, be made at an early
date to obtain the consent of the more advanced bands for the establish-
ment of some such system. It is thonght that a council, proportionate
in number to the population of the band, elected by the male members
thereof, of 21 years and over, and presided over by a functionary similar
to the reeve of a township, might answer the parpose; or in its initia-
tory stage the council migt bepresided over with better results by the
local Iudian superintendent or agent."

And yet the hon.gentleman now comes before us, at the end
of these three years, and telle us that they have not only
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advanced beyond that stage in which lie depicted them, but
that they are sufficiently advanced to take their places
alongside the white man and decide at the polls who shall
govern the country, The hon. gentleman speafrs of the
education of the Indians, but I tell him that so far as the
Indians in the Maritime Provinces are concerned-those of
them that I know-this picture is very much overdrawn. I
bave been amongst those Indians, I have fished, and hunted
and talked with them, and spent a good deal of time in their
company, and to tell me that these Indians are at all edu-
cated, that they are a reading people or that they have the
slightest idea of what government is, is an insult to the
intelligence of any man who knows anything about them.
They do not read the newspapers, they cannot read, and
they have the crudest ideas of what Parliament is;
they know or care little about it so long as they
get the money and stores from the Indian agent. Beyond
that they know nothing; and as for telling me that
these people, while they are wards of the Government,
should have a right to overcome the votes of white men-
of farmers and mechanics-I say it is monstrous. The hon.
gentleman went on to speak of the Indians of Ontario.
Well, all I ca say is, unless all those who have spoken of
them bear false testimony, the condition of the Indiana is
very much overdrawn. I am told that not more than one in
fifty can read, and that newspapers hardly circulate among
them. The hon. gentleman has gone very much further
than the motion put into your hands by the hon. member
for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), in the direction
of manhood suffrage, when he says that the uneducated
Indian, with $150 worth of land, though unable to exercise
it intelligently, should have the franchise. If he as it,
surely the white man, if educated and intelligent, even
though he does not possess $150 worth of land, should have
it. I say the hon. gentleman has laid down a wrong basis
for his franchise. I say that the possession of $150
worth of land is not the proper principle on which
to confer upon a man the right to vote. To confer
it upon an unenfranchised Indian because he las
$150 worth of land, which he cannot sell, is going
further than any civilised country has ever gone
before, and I say it is an outrage and a shame. I say it is
taking from those who ought to have the right the right
they now have; it is putting up an Indian to override the
white man. And with what argument does the lon. gentle.
man recommend this proposition ? Why does he ask the
House to swallow it. If, he says, the Indian is a spendthrift
and spends his money, did not Charles James Fox do thei
same ? The brilliant statesman and orator, the first man of
his day, is compared to the untutored savage, in a state of
tutelage to the Superintendent General. I regret very much
that the lon. gentleman thought proper to recommend this
Bill to the committee, by bringing into comparison with thei
untutored savage a man like Charles James Fox. It is non.
sense, perfect nonsense, and nothing else. I had hoped,i
after we had heard from the hon. gentleman's own friendsi
behind him, that the proposition as understood by ns was(
an outrage, that the hon. gentleman would have modified it.i
No one denies the right of the Indian who is free,i
and who lives as a citizen of the Dominion,
to a vote. Give it to him, but draw the line there, and let
this proposition to give the vote to the unenfranchised
Indian, who lives in his tribal relations and is under control
of the Government, be struck out, because it is one of the
many blots which cover the Bill of the right ion. gentle-
man.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have not troubled the Hcouse with
any remarks in the lengthy discussion which las taken
place on this matter, but I have regretted a good deal the
time occupied in it, and the delay which las been caused
in the public business of the country. While I say that I
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am going to speak my mind plainly about this matter, and
say what I believe and what I intend to do, I think my
hon. friends opposite have been throwing away their
powder in drill practise, in place of reserving the many
valid objections they have towards the details of the Bill
until the right stage arrived, when they could present them,
and they have been arguing, in my opinion, in support of a
wrong conclusion. Now, in reference to this word Indian,
what does this clause amount to ? Ilt simply declares that
an Indian is a person. My hon. friend from South
Brant (Mr. Paterson) and a number of other hon. gentle-
men have referred to the education of the Indians and the
home creations which they have gathered about them in
districts from which they come. Surely my hon. friends
will not deny that Indians of that class are persons ; and
if an Indian is a person, why should we not se declare it in
the Bill ? I am satisfied, from what hon. gentlemen opposite
have said, that there are a class of Indians in this country,
from their intelligence, and from their accumulation of
wealth and from the taxes they pay, to whom every man
would willingly extend the right to exorcise the elective
franchise ; and therefore I think this House should not have
occupied five minutes in the discussion of this section, before
passing it. So much for that. 1 may tell the right hon.
Premier that I dibagree entirely with the views he has
expressed in relation to the Indians, so far as the section of
country from which I come is concerned, at least. My
Province is amongst the oldest Provinces of this Daminion.
The early settlement of what was the Province of Nova
Scotia, which covered the country from which I come, dates
back several centuries, and it may be classed amongst the
older Provinces of the Dominion ; and I can tell the right
hon. gentleman that the descriptions he has given of the
Indians of the other Provinces are as far from the actual
fact as day is from night; and I can fully endorse the statement
made by the on. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) that
any man who knows the tribal condition of these Indians-
the miserable, wretched state in which they exist, their
beggary, humiliating and debased condition-I speak of it
with regret-and knowing it, could for one moment think
of giving that class of people the elective franchise, simply
could not have fairly considered what he was attempting
to do. Sir, I am speaking my honest convictions, and I
intend to do it to the end in this matter. The elective
franchise is too sacred to be deait with by prejudices, by
party purposes or by whims, and I do not want to see my
right hon. friend have to change places and go to the other
side of the House, for I am anxious that he should con-
tinue where he is and keep my ion. friends on the
other side, where they are, to watch him and endeavor to
keep him right. An hon. member says it is a patent
that I have. It may be a patent to exorcise my free and
independent convictions in a case of se much importance
as a Franchise Bil. I say it is the duty of every man to
speak freely what bis convictions are with regard to this
subject. I wish to do it honestly and fairly. 1 have looked
over this Bill with sorne little attention, and as hon. gentle-
man know, I have supported the principle of tbc Bill to this
extent, that I believe it to be the3 duty of the Parliament of
Canada, by legislation of its own, to declare who shall be
eligible to sit in this House, and on what conditions gentle-
men shall sit liera. I have supported the Government in
that, and I want to support them to the end, if I can con.
sistently and conscientiously, in order that we may put as
perfect a Bill as possible on the Statute Book of this country.
Now, Sir, I may say in relation to this Bill that there are
two elements in it which are very objectionable, to My
mind. One is ail these fancy franchises that are contained
in the second paragraph of the third section right down to
the end of it. I would not have one of tIem; I believe
they have not a tendency to extend the berty of the peo-
ple i they do not tend to make a more independent Parlia.
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ment; they do not equalise the ight to vote, as they ought
to do, to every taxpayer in the country, and they will not,
in my opinion, by their adoption, tend to promote that feel-
ing of good will throughout the different classes ofthe com-
munity which it is desirable all legislation emanating from
this House should have the effect of promoting. The debate
emanating from the discussion on this Bill has excited an
amount of acrimonions feelirg between the two sides of the
House which ought never to have been created. A course
bas been pursued by hon. gentlemen on the other side
which is utterly indefensible, except upon the one principle,
that they consider the Bill to be of so serious a character
thàt the effect of it will be to give them no fair play
at all, and wipe them out altogether. That is the
only justification for their conduct which I can present.
I do not mean to say that the Bill will have this effect, but
I mean to say this, that if hon. gentlemen opposite happen
to come into power-and unlikelier things may happen-I
would not like them to have the power in my constituency
of nominating the man who shall say who ought to vote for
me, and I think it unfair to press a measure of this kind,
so objectionable as it isto so many hon. gentlemen, when a
very much more simple remedy can be provided, one the
tenor of which will be in harmon'y with the Bill itself, and
which will give to all equal justice, from the highest to the
lowest. If my right hon. friend will accept the amendment,
of which I gave notice three days ago, and which I will
read to this flouse now, an amendment which will wipe
out almost the whole of this Bill and give a better and safer
franchise to the people, he will put an end to the difficulty
which now existe, and settle the question in a manner satis-
factory to the people. My amendment is as follows:-

That all that part of section 3, after the word "and," in sub-section 2,
of section 3, be struck out, and the following substituted: fHas been
a resident of the electoral district for twelve monthe, and has been
assessed for and paid bis taxes for the current year.
The sub-section referred to declared what the qualification
should be, beginning by stating that the voter should be a
British subject by birth or naturalisation, and the words I
propose to insert will follow. That is the amondment I
propose to make at the right time. The right hon. gentle-
man, the First Minister, bas accepted the principle of man-
hood suffrage by giving to farmers' sons who have no pro-
perty the right to vote; why should ho refuse it to others?
Why not extend it to all ? Let the hon. gentleman's Bill
pass as it is, and go into the hands of the people, and I
venture to say that 9 out of 10 men who will take it up will
find a difficulty in making out what it means, with all its
fancy franchises. Let the hon. gentleman simplify his
Bill, keep out the fancy franchises, and adopt a franchise
simple in its character, and it will be one that will be satis-
factory to the country. I do not know that the amend-
ment I propose will be satisfactory to hon. gentlemen oppo-
site or on this aide; but [ know it is honest and just in its
principle, it will be simple in working out, and I believe
would give satisfaction to the people.

Mr. CASEY. The right hon. Premier has given rather a
new turn to this discussion and has made it necessary by his
remarks to revive a debate which was nearly closed. He
said, in the first place, that the whole question on this clause
was whether the word person included Indian. It is abso-
lutely necessary to decide that point. The reason for
making the definition is evident from the fact that there|is
no attempt to define the word "person " as including the
negro. Why is it not thought necessary to state that the
word "person " inctudes the word negro ? Just because
nobody bas ever doubted that it does. But there appears to
be great doubt in the hon. gentleman's own mind and in
the minds of those who have looked into the Bill as to
whether the word "person," for the purposes of this Bill,
does or should include the Indian ; whether indeed the
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Indian is a person in the political sense of the word at all'
I bave very great doubts on the question. I am inclined to
think an Indian is not a political person, for a political per-
son must be a citizen. The Indian, while under the care of
the right hon. gentleman, is not a citizen, not a political
person, unless we make him so by special enactment. I
think, therefore, the necessity for defining the word
"person," in ordor to carry ont the hon. gentleman's inten-
tion, is evident, and his intention is equally evident. It is
to introduce into the electorate of this country men who
are not political pe sons, who are not citizens, for the pur-
pose of outweighing the votes of men who are full citizens.
It is to make a new class of political persons, to make
people citizens for one purpose who are not citizens for all
purposes. The hon. gentleman went on to say that my
hon. friend from South Brant (Mr. Paterson) had claimed,
in 1880, that the Indians ought to have the right to vote.
But it was to the inLelligent Indian that the hon. member for
South Brant referred. The Indian who is as fit to vote as is a
white man should not be excluded, simply because ho is not
a white man. But how should the admission of a qualified
Indian be accomplished ? By a change in the definitio a of
the interpreting clause of this Act? No ; it should be
accomplished by a change in the Indian Act itself, which
would make it possible for the intelligent Indian, the Indian
who, as the right hôn. gentleman says, goes to church and
is as prosperous and intelligent as the white man, to become a
full citizen. This Bill only gives votes to the Indians,
without making them citizens, and I demand now, as I did
in 1880, justice for these Indians. In the reserves near
my own constituency there are many who answer to the
description given by the Premier; who are quite as fit
to exorcise intelligently their tranchise as the white man.
For the Indians we claim the justice which this Bill does
not give thom, that of making them citizens of Canada.
This Bill does not make thom citizens of Canada. This Bill
makes them merely voters. It gives them none of the
other rights, makes them subject to noue of the other
responsibilities of citizenship. I claim that justice for these
Indians which the right hon, gentleman has time and again
refused to give them.

Committee rose, and it being six o'clock, the Deputy
Speaker left the Chair.

' After Recess.

House again resolved itself into committee.
Mr. CASEY. The right hon, gentleman compared the

case of the Indian to that of the negro. He remarked that
escaped slaves from the Southern States had come into
Canada in the state of ignorance and degradation which
resulted from years of slavery, and yet, almost immediately,
were allowed to take the oath of allegiance and become full
citizens of this country, and since that time had been
allowed to exorcise the franchise, without any protest on
the part of anybody. I do not think anybody is inclined
to protest against the exercise of the franchise by those
negroes, many of whom have proved, in a high degree,
their ability to exercise it with benefit to themselves and
to the country. But what is it which has made this negro,
fresh from servitude, a useful, and in some cases,
a valuable citizen of Canada? Is it not the .fact
that ho has been allowed to hold property in his
own right, and to deal as a rational and a froe being
with other citizens? What was claimed by the mem-
ber for South Brant, five years -ago, and what is claimed
by myself, is that the Indian should be treated as well as
the negro. I agree with the Premier that the average
Indian on our reserves is as promising material for citizen-
ship as the negro was when ho arrived here from the
Southern States-nay, more promising material. We know
that the Indians bave a talent for politios, at all events
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within the limite of their tribe. They are people whose
minds are inclined to take a political direction. They are
excellent material to make citizens out of, and what we ask
is, that they should be made citizens; that the right hon.
gentleman's Indian Act should be so modified that it wil
be possible for every Indian, who poseesses the capability,
to become a citizen, and to take upon himselfthe duties and
responsibilities which every man in Canada has to under-
take when he reaches the age of maturity. I claim that it
is a disgrace to our legislation that our Indians, with their
intellectual capacity, with the education some of themr have
acquired, and the property some of them possess,
should be treated with more suspicion and discredit
than the negroes. I think great injustice bas been done to
our Indians in this respect. The right hon. gentleman has
alluded to them as formerly the owners of this great
country. Perbaps, it is not strictly correct to say they
were the owners, but at all events they were the undis-
turbed occupiers of this country. They possessed perfect
freedom and liberty of action ; their chiefs were kings in a
small way, their braves were fiee men, and now what is
their condition ? They have been kept by successive Gov-
ernments in a condition very similar to that of the serfs in
Russia, unable to leave their reserves without the consenti
of the agent, just as the serf in Russia was not allowed to
leave without his master's consent; incpable of administer.
ing their own property, and even unable to make wills and
dispose of their personal property without the consent of
that paternal Government which has kept them in servitude
for successive generations. I have no doubt that this servi-
tude was originally established in the interest of the Indian
himself, and might have been necessary for a time; but I
agree with many who have spoken, that that time has passed
with respect to many of our Indians-I do not say
with respect to any whole tribe, but with respect to
many individuals in the more advanced tribes-that
the time has come when they should be allowed and even
compelled to take the responsibility of citizenship. My hon.
friend to my left says, not compelled. I do not know
whether that would e consistent with the treaties, but
they sh:uld be encouraged to take upon themselves the
duties of fuli citizenship. To argue from ail this, however,
that the provisions of the present Bill, giving them power
to vote when they are not yet citizens, Lhould be adopted,
would be perfectly absurd. I can go as far as anybody in
urging the claim of the Indian to be a citizen, but I can go
quite as far in contending that no one who is not a citizen
should have the franchise; that, while ho is kept in ward-
ship, while hoeis in a state analogous to that of a Russian
sort, while he is under the control of a paternal Government,
he should not have the rights of a full fledged citizen of the
country. The right hon. gentleman fought with a great
many phantoms, i bis bpeech this afternoon. He expati-
ated at groat length on the wealth and intelligence of
the Indian, and argued fron that that ho eugbt to
have a vote. I go so far as to say that ho should
be placed in a position where hoe would have a vote;
bot the remedy for that is not in this Bill, but lies
in making it possible for him to become a citizen. Then
you will not need any qualifying clause, any defini-
tion in this Act. Give the Indian a vote. Let the Indian
by ail means become a citizen ; then ho will have a vote as
a matter of course. Yon nover think of inserting a clause
in this Bill to say that a negro shall have a vote, simply
because a negro is admittedly a citizen, and ho gets his
vote as a matter of course. You never think of putting in
a clause to say that people of any other race among us
shall have a vote, simply because, as soon as they become
citizens, they get votes as a matter of course. Why should
it be different with the Indian? Make it easy for him to
become a citizen, thon ho witl have a vote without any
special provisions being necessary to give it to him. Our

B objection to admitting the Indians to vote is not based
merely upon the present condition of the Indiana. We believe
some of them are not fit, as the right hon. gentleman did
not think they were fit a few years ago, to exorcise even
municipal powers ; but with regard to others who are indi-
vidually fit, our objections rest solely upon their civil statue.
Therefore, it is beside the question for the right hon.

- gentleman to lay so much stress upon the personal capacity
of these Indians. He went on to say that the Indian should
" exorcise the electoral franchise on an equal footing witlh
the white man." Those were bis own words. I am quite
prepared to go with him to that extent. In fact, I do not
think the position of this side of the House could be botter
expressed than in those words. We think the Indian should
exorcise the franchise on equal terms with the white man.
Make the Indian just such a citizen as the white man, and
thon let him exercise the franchise on equal terms. That is
exactly what we have been contending for. I do not think
it could have been botter or more fairly put than the right
hon. gentleman has put it; but it is as far as the poles away
from what this Bill provides. This Bill does not provide
that an Indian Ehall exorcise the frarchise on an equal foot.
ing with white men; but it provides that he shall exer.
cise the franchise on unequal terms; that his right to have
the franchise shall be at the mercy of the Superintendent,
who is the right bon. gentleman himself, at present, and at
the mercy of the Indian agent, at the mercy of a host of
underlings, as well as of the great grand master himself
Now, Sir, the real issue is in connection with that point.
Are they citizens or are they not ? Are they on an equal
footing with white mou? If so, they will have the fran.
chise as a matter of course; if not, it is an outrage to give
them the franchise. The right hon. gentleman says they are
independent-as independent as the workingmen. Now, Sir,
I do not think that the workingmen will relish that state.
ment, or that his friends,;who have made a special bid for the
support of the workingmen, will relish the statement, that
they and the tribal Indians on the reserves are on the same
level with respect to independence. I do not think the thous.
ands of workingmen who voted for the supporters of the right
hon.gentlemen will like to be told that they are no more inde-
pendent than the tribal Indian on bis reserve. Just remem.
ber the absence of civil rights in the Indian, his inability te
manage his own proporty, his inability to act in any capa.
city in which white mon act, and thon say if it is not an
insult to the workingmen of Canada to tell them that the
Indian is as independent as they are. The right hon. gentle.
men said that in some of the Provinces the lndian doos
exercise the rights of citizenship. lie did not tell us what
those Provinces were. Those of us who come from Ontario
do not know what Province ho means. In fact, I am
informed by gentlemen nearly as well posted in regard to the
Indians as the Superintendent General himseolf, that there is
no Province were they exorcise the rights of citizens. I
should be obliged if any member of any Province
could' tell us of any instance where the Indian, who
bas not been legally enfranchised under the pre.
sent Inidian Act, or some previous Act enfranchising
Indians, can exorcise the functions of a citizen. I
do not believe thore is any such case. And yet,
Sir, it is not only those who are so enfranchised, who have
been made citizens by an Act of this Parliament, or by
some Act of Old Canada, or some of the provincial Acts,
but also those who are holding tribal relations, that the
hon. gentleman proposes to endow with the voting power.
I rose on this occasion, not to prolong the debate, but to
call attention to one or two of those new points that had
been brought up by the right hon. gentleman himself, and
which challenged discussion. I think I have satidfactorily
referred to them, and I shall take my seat, merely protest-
ing against the attempt that has been made to make it
appear that we wish to exclude the Indian from the frau-

1885. 1579



COMMONS DEBATES.
chise, on ihe ground that he is an Indian, or on the ground
of any inherent or innate incapacity to become a citizen.
We, on the other hand, believe that ho has the capacity to
become a citizen, and we claim for him the same right that
is accorded to the negro, or to men of any other race in the
country-the right to become a citizen in the ordinary way,
and to obtain the franchise in the same way as every other
citizen does.

Mr. C ÏIERON (West Huron). I think if there is any
necessity for reason being assigned for the long discussion
that has taken place on the interpretation clause, that
reason will be amply supplied by the statement made by
the First Minister this afternoon, especially in connection
with the statement he made on the afternoon of Thursday,
and the statements made on Saturday by the hon. member
for Bast Grey (Mr. Sproule), the hon. member for Algoma
(Mr. Dawson), and the hon. member for Kings, N. B.
(Mr. Poster). It is perfectly manifest that the First
Minister and his followers are not at one on the subject.
It is perfectly clear that those hon. gentlemen I have mon-
tioned do not read this passage as the First Minister reads
it. It is perfectly manifest that the interpretation put
upon the word "Indian," in the clause of the statute, is not
the same as it is in the clause now suggested by the First Min-
ister. Now, Sir, we were told, on Thursday afternoon, by the
First Minister, in reply to my hon. friend from Bothwell
(Mr. Mills), that this Bill was not limited in its operations
to enfranehised Indians, to the intelligent Indians, nor to
the educated Indians, nor to the old Provinces. The First
Minister knew perfectly well that Poundmaker does not
live in the Province of Ontario, nor in any other of the
old Provinces; ho knew that Big Bear doos not live in any of
the old Provinces; and yet he stated, in reply to the
member for Bothwell, that these two noted individuals
would be entitled to vote under his Franchise Bill. Now,
the statement made by the Firat Minister is perfectly clear.
It is contained in the Bansard, and I suppose the Hansard,
on this subject, can be trusted in its report of the language
of the First Minister. What does Hansard say upon that
subject? On Thursday afternoon Mr. Mills put the follow-
ing questions to the First Minister:-

"Mr. MILLS. What we are anxious to know is, whether the hon.
gentleman propoces to give other than enfranchised Indians votes.

"Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
"Mr. MILLS. Indians residing on a reservation?
"Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes,'if they have the necessary pro-

perty qualification.
" Mr. MILLS. An Indian who cannot make a contract for himself,

who can neither buy nor sell an.ything without the consent of the Super-
intendent General-an Indian who is not enfranchised ?

"Sir JOH N A. MACDONALD. Whether he ie enfranchised or not.
"Mr. MILLS. This will include Indians in Manitoba and British

Columbia?
"Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
"Mr. MILLS. Poundmaker and Big Bear?
"Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
"Mr. MILLS. S that they can go from a scalping party to the poila."

Now, Sir, it is perfectly manifest that whatever the First
Minister proposes to do now, he intended all along to
give the vote to the Indians in Manitoba, the North-West,
British Columbia, and the older Provinces, civilised and
uncivilised, Christians and pagans, no matter what their
condition was. The proposition of the First Minister was
that every one of these Indians should be enfranchised.
What did the hon. gentlemen who addressed the House cn
the other side say ? What did the hon. members for Algoma,
for King's, and for Kent, N.B., say, and especially the hon.
member for King's ? Did they take the same ground as the
First Minister-the same ground as the First Minister
occupied this afternoon, when ho was again interrogated by
the hon. member for South Brant (Mr. Paterson) ? No ; the

M.r. CAszy.

hon. member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson) did not take any
such ground. That hon. gentleman goes upon the supposi-
tion that only the Indians who are enfranchised under the
Indian Act of 1880 and 1884 are antitled to vote under this
Bill. We are told by hon. gentlemen opposite that wq have
been taking up three or four days in discussing a question;
but hon. gentlemen on the other side and their own leader
do not agree in the interpretation to be put upon the
statute. Can it be wondered at that we should discuss the
question at length, in order to extract from hon. gentlemen
opposite the real intention of this Bill. No hon.
gentleman opposite condescended to answer. We challonged
hon. gentlemen opposite with intending to overwhelm the
fro and independent vote in many of the constituencies by
the electoral vote of Indians, by giving to Indians in the
North-Weat, Manitoba and British Columbia, the power of
voting, to pagan and civilised Indians alike. We were not
answered. No one undertook to deny it. They could not
do so, because the First Minister, in declaring his intention
to Parliament on Thursday afternoon, stated in the plainest
p3ssible English that his intention was to give the vote to
all Indians in the Provinces, and in the Territories, when
they were entitled to send representatives to Parliament..I
should like to know what the hon. mombar for Kent said
upon this subject, and I shall be very careful to see how ho
vetes. Let us see what that hon. gentleman said. H e
said:

" Sir, I say it matters not what nationality a man belongs to,whether
he be an ldian or negro, if he possesses the same qualifications for the
franchise that a white man does, ho ought to receive it."

That is as we all say on this side of the House. If ho
possesses the same qualification ho is entitled to exorcise
the electoral franchise, whether negro or Indian, or what-
evrer bis nationality may be. So says the hon. member for
Kent. What is the First Minister's answer ? Let the hon.
member for Kent and the hon. member for King's take
their answers from the First Minister. He says: No; I
intend to enfranchise, not simply the Indians in the older
Provinces and in Manitoba, but Poundmaker, Strike-him-on
the-back, Yellow Quill and the Man-whe-took-the-coat. Yet
his own followers who, no doubt, were with hùin at
the caucus when the matter was discussed, tell us a
different story; and the member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson),
whose clection would be materially affected by enfranchising
the Indians, tells us that such is not the intention of the
Bill-that it was net intended to enfranchise the Indians,
except those who have acquired by industry, economy and
moral and good lives the necessary property qualifications to
entitle them to vote. The hon. member for Kent went on
to say :

" Why should not the Indians have the franchise as well as anybody
else, provided they stand upon the same footing as others ? "

So we say. If the Indians stand upon the sarre footing, has
the property qualifications, if he pays taxes, ifhe is amenable
to the laws of the land, if contracts can ba made by him
legally and enforced, if he can dcal with his own property,
thon give him the power to vote, and if necessary allow him
to be sont to Parliament himself. The hon. member for
Kent went on further to say :

" All this Bill proposes to do is simply to place the Indians on an equal
footing with other men, and to giva themn equal privileges, whenever
their conditions are equal. Tht is the interpretation I put upon the
Bill, and I believe the country will so understand it. While we refuse
to give them the samne privileges as we give white men, does such a
policy not tend to keep them down ? in view of these fact, I think
there is no harn in adopting this clause of the Bill and enfranchising
those Indians who are equally qualifi îd with white men to exercise the
franchise."

I ask the hon. member for Kent, is that all this Bill pro-
poses to do ? I ask the hon. member for King's, is this all
the Bill proposes to do ? No. It proposes to do a great deal
more, and the First Minister slaps his followers in the face,
and tells them that is not so, and that he proposes to enfran-
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chise the Indiens, civilised and uncivilised, christian and
pagan alike. That is what we protest against and what we
have been protesting against during the last three days, and
what we intend to protest against so long as his Bill is before
Parliament. Then we have the utterances of the eloquent
and elegant member for King's, N.B. (Mr. Foster). We
always like to hear that hon. gentleman speak, although be
often does not Eay very much ; but his mode of address is
always pleasant and elegant and adds to the amusement, if
not to the instruction, of the House. What did that hon.
gentleman say in discussing this question ? I wish to draw
pirticular attention to this, and I want the hon. members to
notice how the hon. member for King's will record bis vote,
after hearing what the First Minister said this afternoon,
that he proposes to er.franchise or give the power of voting
to all Indians alike. The lon. member for King's said:

IlHon, gentlemen opposite get up and tbey thunder away for hours
and hour, in a futile attempt teniilead the country utw the thought
that every savage Indian in the Great North-West is, forsooth, to be
enfranchised, and made a voter under this Bill; that Pi-a-Pot and Pat-
him-n-tbe-back, aud tbope other In îiansl, witb whose names hion. gen-
tlemen are suspiciously familiar, sha 1have votes."

What does the First Minister tell fhe hon. member. He
Eays: No; I intend to give the vote to Poundmaker, Strike-
him-on-the back, and all the rest of them. The hon. member
for King's said that we had been thundering away all night
and al day on a subject that was not before Parliament, and
that we were answering ttatements which the First Min.
ister never made. It is as plain as the noon-day sun fhat
the FLst Minister, when he introduced the Bill, intended to
confer tho right to vote on the Irdians in all the Provinces
and in all the Territories, civilised and uncivilised. The hon.
member for King's went on further to say :

" One hon. gentleman even let his fancy-no, net bis'fancy, but some
peculiar and hitherto abstruse faculty, which bas lainj dormant in. his
mind since 1872-he suddenly let it loose this afternoon, and in most
chaste, eloquent and courteous words, he devoted about an hour of bis talk
to the leader of the Government, as to how fitting he would be to be the
renresentative of those wild hordes of Indians in the North-West. Now,
that may bave beerr very clever, from the hon. gentleman's etandpoint;
very a propos from the peculiar cast of ability which he posseises ; very
much in the line of the hon. gentleman's autecedents, and of bis con-
stitutional qualities of mind ; but, at the same time, it was net just in
the best of taste, in a parliamentary debate, to indulge in any such
remarks or make any such comparison. These hon. 2entlemen know,
and, if they do not, I pity the lack of intelligence which could net know
-they know as well as they know they are sitting there, that it is
not the intention nor is itin the power of this Bill to enfranchise the
wild bordes of 'avage Indians ail over the Dominion, whom they havebten talking about."'

That is a great compliment to the First Minister. The hon.
member for King's, in bis wisdom, says we ought to know
that it is not in the power of the Government or this Parlia.
ment to enfranchise the Indians in the North-West, the
vast hordes roaming over the prairies of the Territories.
The First Minister tells him he knows nothing about it;
that that is just what he intends to do, to enfranchise
Poundmaker, Strike-him-on-the-back, and all the celebrities
of the North-West. That is what the hon. gentleman saidt
he proposed to do, in reply to a question asked by the hon.I
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills). Yet the hon. membert
for Kilng's said we should know better. I tell him that 1
Parliament bas power to do anything, except make a negroy
a white man. It can disenfranchise you and me. Thet
First Minister, if he saw fit, and no doubt ho would be sup-r
ported, might pass a Bill disfranchising ail the Grits ine
Canada? Parliament has the power to do anything ; it isE
only a question as to how far it can go without outragingr
public opinion. The member for King's tells us:t

"There is no other intention, and if hon. gentlemen bad not a politi-'
cal purpose to serve you, would never hear tbem coming to such extra-
vagant conclusions as that ail the wild Indians in the country are to be1
enfranchised by the Bill. We are here simply defining the persons who1
come under the term Indian, and when the appropriate qualification
clause comes up, it will be time enough to amend it, if, by any possibi-
lity, the wild Indians, to whom hon. gentlemen opposite refer, arer

included ln it. Having read this Bill through, I fail to see where it
allows those savage hordes of Indians to become enfranchised; but if,
when the qualification clauses are reachd, it i ashown to my satisfac-
tion that such in the case, I will join hn. gentlemen opposite in prew
venting any such possibility occurring."

Well, Sir, we have it now boyond poradventure, we have it
out of the First Minister's own mouth, we have it recorded
in the volume of the Hansard, we have it stated in the hon.
gentleman's press, and the press throughout the country,
that the intention of the hon. gentleman was to enfi anchiise
all ihese wild hordes of Indians, no matter where they live,
se that the hon. gentleman has now an opportunity of
j>ining us, as he says, in preventing any such possibility
occurring. It is true that the right hon. gentleman hinted
now that ho proposed to limit the operation of that provi,
sion to the older Provinces, but doos that make it any
botter or more justifiable ? We say that, to a certain
extent, the oducated Indian, the Indian wbo has had the
benefit of some education, who bas managed, by
industry and pereverance, to acquire the necessary
property qualification, ought to have a vote, but ho
does not propose to limit it to that class. What he
proposes, and what the Bill enables him to do, is to allow
every single Indian of the age of twenty-one yeais, Wbo lives
on a reserve, to have a vote, under the occupancy clause of
the Bill, and the hon. gentleman knows as well as I do that
t here are not 10 per cent. of these tribal Indians, even in the
older Provinces, who cani read or write their names. The
hon. gentleman says that these Indians will not be influ.
enced by the Government or by tho Suporintendent Gen.
eral, because they have the ballot. Well, Sir, who will
serve as scrutineer, when these gentlemen of whom, as I
have said, only a very small number can read or write, will
record their votes ? Who will see how they vote ? It will
be the agent of the hon, gentleman, and it is folly, the
rankest kind of folly, that these Indians, who know no more
about politics than a jackass knows about navigation-it is
folly to tell us that they will act independently, whon they
are surroundod by the political influence which will sur.
round them. The hon. gentleman says they eau read and
write, but I would ask him to visit some of the tribes in the
district from which the hon. member for Algoma cornes ;
lot him travel through that region, and he will find that
the number capable by thoir intelligence and education of
exercisincg the franchise will be very limited. He need
not leave his own Province, for ho will find there a large
band of Indians living, not as civilised people live,
but living in the lowest possible degradation ; and
yet these are the people whom the hon. gentleman
even now proposes to enfanchise by this Bill. I say that
many of the Indians of Ontario, especially those in the
Georgian Bay region and in the disputed territory lately
awarded to Ontario, are wholly unfit to exercise the fran-
chise-just as much so as the wild hordes who roam over
the prairies of the North-West-and still he proposes
to enfranchise those tribes. I am told that in the other
Provinces the same state of things prevails; that few of
them are educated; few of thom read the newspapers.
There may,'of course, be some, such as the chiefe, or others,
who have been at school or college; but these are entitled
to the franchise; and if the hon. gentleman wants to be
reasonable and fair, if he does not wish to grasp constitu-
encies out of the bands of the mon who now retain thom,
ho will limit the franchise to those of the intelligence
necessary for the proper exorcise of that power. But
that is not his object. He knows, as well as I do, that
in the constituency of the hon. member for Brant,
the hou. member for Bothwell, and the hon.
member for Middlesex, the lon. member for
North Ontario, and the hon. momber for North York,
there are bands of Indians who still maintain their tribal
relations, Who are still under the influence of the Supernq-
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tendent General and the officials of this Goverment, and it
is the worst kind of folly to say that these men will not be
influenced, more or lees, by the power brought to bear on
them by the Superintendent General and the officials of
this Government. Sir, I hope the hon. gentleman will yet
be guided by wiser counsel. I hope lie will yet accept
the advice of the hon. member for Algoma, the hon. member
for Kent and the hon. member for King's, and not entran-
chise these tribal Indians, until, at all events, they are in a
position to exorcise it as intelligent fre men. I trust
that, acting on their advice, he will so mould his Bill as to
limit in to the class of Indians enfranchised under the Bill
of the Ontario Government.

Amendment (Mr. Mills) negatived. Yeas, 46; nays, 67.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I propose to insert after

the word "Indian " the words "and excluding a Chinaman."
I do not know that I need discuss, at any length, the reasons
for this amendment. The Chinese are not like the Indians,
sons of the soil. They come from a foreign country; they
have no intention, as a people, of making a domicile of any
portion of Canada; they come and work or trade, and when
they are tired of it they go away, taking with them their
profits. They are, besides, natives of a country where repre.
sentative institutions are unknown, and I think we cannot
safely give them the elective franchise.

Mr. MILLS. I would like to ask the hon. gentleman,
after the observations ho made about Charles James Fox,
whether it is bis intention to strike out property qualifica.
tion altogether, since he holds that property is no indication
of intelligence or capacity.

Mr. MITCHELL. Would it not be botter for the right
hon. gentleman to make a distinct clause about Chinamen,
because some of us may entertain different opinions on that
subject, and may want to vote for this Indian clause.

Sir JOHN A. MACDON.ALD. What do you mean?
Mr. MITCHELL. While I would be quite prepared to

vote for this paragraph as it stands, I do not feel that I
would be acting consistently in excluding Chinamen. I
am in favor of Chinamen being placed on an equat footing
with all other persons. Certainly a Chinaman is quite as
good as an Indian.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot agree with my
hon. friend at all. Indians are sons of the soil; they are
Canadians and British subjects; and, therefore, if they have
the property qualification, I think they ought to be treated
as other British subjects. The Chinese are foreigners. If
they come to this country, after three years' residence,
they may, if they choose, be naturalised. But still we know
that when the Chinaman comes here ho intends to return
to his own country; he does not bring lis family with him;
ho is a stranger, a sojourner in a strange land, for his own
purposes for a while; ho las no common interest with us,
and while he gives us his labor and is paid for it, and is
valuable, the same as a threshing machine or any other
agricultural implement which we may borrow from the
United States on hire and return it to the owner on the
south side of the line; a Chinaman gives us his labor and
gets his money, but that mroney does not fructify in'
Canada; he does not invest it bore, but takes it with him
and returns to China; and if he cannot, his executors or
his friends send his body back to the filowery land. But he
has no British instincts or British feelings or aspirations,
and therefore ought not to have a vote.

Mr. MITCHELL. The idea I have is that every person
who comes ard lives in the country, and labors and spends
his money in the country, even if ho is a foreigner-a
Chinaman if you like, the most disliked class of foreigners-
if he cornes to make Canada his home, we ought to make
Canada free enough to include even the Chinaman. I would

Mr. Cà non (Huron).

like to see the Bill harmonions in its character. While it is
desired to make it comprehensive, I eau see no reason why
we should exclude the Chinamen. Of course, I know there
are gentlemen bore who are prejudiced against the China.
men.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE, No.
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; there are hon. gentlemen here

who are prejudiced against the Chinamen ; there is a strong
feeling on the Pacifie coast against them. Perhaps they
know more about them than we do; but we have a number
of them in the city of Montreal, and they are spoken of as
a respectable body of men-good, peace-loving citizens.
True, they are economical, and some of them are penurious;
but-what they do with their money after they earn it is not
our business. If we cau make Canada sufficiently attractive
to them, I am not sure that they will go back to China; and
we should make our laws compreoensive enough to include
all classes of foreigners. So long as they comply with the
naturalisation laws, they eau become British subjects, and I
would give them a vote.

Mr. CASEY. I would ask the hon. gentleman what is
the technical moaning of the wordChinaman. As I under-
stand, there is nothing to prevent a Chinaman being a Brit-
ish subject; would he be called a Chinaman ? Of course,
whilo he is an alien ho cannot vote, whether ho ii excluded
expressly by this Act or not. But the case may arise when
a Chinaman becomes nafuralised. Wouli a naturalised
Chinaman be a Chinaman, in the meaning of this clause, or
would he obe a Canadian or a British subject ? I should
think ho ceased to ho a Chinaman when he became a British
subject.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If I thought so, I would
alter the words. I used the word C hinaman to designate a
race. However, I am obliged to the hon. gentleman for the
suggestion, and I shall word it-" Excluding a person of
Mongolian or Chinose race."

Mr. EDGAR. Would that cover the case of a Chinaman
born in Hong Kong, who is a British subject by birth,
although ho is of the Mongolian race ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Australianq exclude
the Chinese from Hong Kong as well as other Chinese. If
they are born in Hong Kong they are in one sense British
subjects; but the objection applies just as well to the Hong
Kong Chinese as to any others.

Mr. CASEY. Many maintain that the Indians of British
Columbia are of the Mongolian race.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is an ethnological
question that I will leave the hon. gentleman to settle with
Henry Bancroff.

Mr. GAULT. There are a number of Chinamen in Mont-
real who are industrious people. I believe they voted at
the last election, and I think they should not be deprived
of their votes.

Mr. HOME R. In British Columbia there are 30,000
whites, and upwards of 15,000 Chinese, who are controlled
by some half dozen or ton of their principals. Those prin-
cipals could be induced, probably, by some political aspira-
tion, to convert some 4,000 or 5,000 of those Chinese into
British subjects. If allowed to vote. the entire control of
the Province will be in the hands of the Chinese. That is
one of the principal objections we have to enlarge the
franchise.

Mr. WEL DON. Do the Chinese become naturalised ?
Mr. HOMER. Not as a rule; but they could if they saw

anything to be gained by it.
Mr. CASEY. How many are naturalised ?
Mr. SHAKESPEARE. About half a dozen.
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Mr. DAVIES. I cannot reconcile it to my views to vote
in favor of the exclusion of any condition, class or race
from the rights of citizenship, when it ls a precedent to
their obtaining those rights that they should become British
subjects. If a Chinaman becomes a British subject it is not
right that a brand should be placed on his forehead, so that
other men may avoid him. As a member of this House,
and as a Radical, I enter my protest against this reactionary
proposai. It is especially unfair, if the ignorant Indian is
to have the right of the franchise conferred on him, that
the Chinaman, who has become a British subject, who is an
honest and a hard-working man, and bas made up his mind
to live in the country, should be excluded from taking
part in the politics of the country. This is a new
country; we should invite all classes of settlers to it,
and make them feel, when they come bere and make
it their home, that they stand on the same footing as
the people born here. The old exclusive idea has vanished.
1 enter my protest against this amendment. I am in favor
of any one who las become a British subject and bas the
necessary qualifications having the right to exercise the
franchise; and I would suggest to the hon. member from
British Columbia that inasmuch as he has voted in favor of
the lndians having the right to exercise the franchise,
should his astute opponent capture the Chinese vote he
might offset that by capturing the Indian vote. It is not
right or fair ·that a broad question of principle should be
decided by the passion or prejudice of those who come from
one section of the Dominion alone. I have every i egard
and respect for the 10,000 or 15,000 whites who live in
British Columbia, but decline to admit that their pre-
judices-

Mr. SHAKESPEARHE. I rise to a point of ordor. The
bon. gentleman has made a misstatement. Hle refers to us
as 10,000 or 15,000 white people in British Columbia. That
is a misstatement.

Mr. DAVIES. How many are there ?
Mr. SHAKESPEARE. I have told you and other hon.

gentlemen, on more than one occasion, what numbers there
are, but you take delight in miarepresenting things as they
are in British Columbia.

Mr. DAVIES. Since the hon. gentleman has interrupted
me, I hope he will have the courtesy to explain in what
my mistake consists. How many thousands are there ?
The hon. gentleman's colleague said there were 15,000.

Mr. HOMER. I said 30,000 whites and 10,000 China-
men.

Mr. DAVIES. That does not affect my argument in the
slightest. By the census of 1881 there are 18,000 whites
there. I decline to acknowledge the right of 18,000 or
30,000 whites, which would represent about 6,000 heads of
families, to dictate to the whole Dominion a principle
which in itself is vicions, which I am sorry to see incorpo-
rated in our law, namely, the exclusion of any one race or
color from participating in the political franchises and
privileges of the people of this Dominion. My contention
is, that a Chinaman who bas become a British subject by
naturalisation, who resides in the country and has acquired
the necessary qualification, bas as good a right to be allowed
to vote as any other British subject of foreign extraction.

Mr. WELDON. I endorse the views of my bon. friend
from Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies). It seems to me
that to single out this particular nationality as not
being capable of being voters, of exercising the fran-
chise in this Dominion, is unjust and unfair. Very fow
Chinamen are naturalised ; 1 presume those who become
British subjects, whether in British Columbia or elsewhere,
intend to make Canada their home. If so, they are as much

entitled to vote as the Indians, who, the PFirt minister
declares, are entitled to vote, or as any other foreigner who
may settle down and become a Canadian citizen. Both the
Chinese and Japanese have attained a high state of civili-
sation, and so far as we can gather from the report of the
Commission, we find, in the great diversity of opinion, that
there is a strong opinion that they are a thrifty and
honest race, and I do not see why, when they become
naturalised and make Canada their home, they should nôt
be given the right to vote.

Mr. MILLS. I do not exactly agrce in the views of my
hon. friends fro*m Queen's and St. John. I think the fair
test for the exorcise of the franchise is the possession of
intelligence and public spirit, and if any race or class
of people take very little interest in the exorcise of the elec.
toral franchise, I do not see any injustice in witholding it
from them. I do not think it desirable to encourage
the immigration of a large body of Asiatics. Their standard
of civil morality, their views of government and of society,
are ail wholly different from ours; their training is different,
and I think if we give them security for life and property
for the short time they remain bere-and very few become
British subjects or acquire property in the country-we do
for them all that is done for them in the country of their
birth. If it were our desire to encourage the immigration
of Chinese we could undertake to confer the electorat fran-
chise upon those of them who give intentions of their desire
to exercise the franchise, but I think the mejority of them,
even of those who are intelligent, and there are some intelli.
gent and oducated Chinese, care little or nothing about
exercising the franchise. The great importance that is
attached to the exercise of the iight belongs to the races to
which we, in this country, belong, and not to the Mongolians.
We are seeking to promote immigration from Europe and
not fron Asia, and it seems to me that we are perfectly
justified in extending the elective franchise, as far as we
safely can do so, to every person who comes from Europe
to this country and is naturalised, and in withholding it
from a class of people that we may be disposed to tolerate,
to givo security to when they come bere, but that we do
not regard as desirable citizens to have amongst us. Any-
one who has read of the social and domestic habits and the
morals of the Chinese in California can come to only one
conclusion, that thore would be moral deterioration to no
inconsiderable extent among all classes of the population
where they became a numerous body. In view of that fact,
I do not think it is desirable to extend to them the
elective franchise. I would call attention, however,
to the circumstance that the hon. gentlemen who
represent British Columbia, bwhile they are anxious
that we should not confer the franchise upon a class of
citizens who would be very undesirable in British Co'umbia,
are quite ready to confer votes upon parties in other
Provinces whom they are not willing to give votes to in
their own. They have alroady voted to confer the franchise
upon the Indians, according to the statement made by the
First iMinister, in Ontario, Quebec, Nova Scotia, New Bruns-
wick and Prince Edward Island, upon the condition that it
shall not be conferred upon the same class of people in
British Columbia, who, the First Minister knows, are the
most enterprising, intelligent and industrious Indians on
this continent. We shall have something more to say on
those propositions when we come to the question of qualifi-
cation; but I rose simply to express my dissent from the
views of my hon. friends beside me, and to say that I sec
no objection to insert this provision, and that I believe we
do no wrong in refusing to confer the franchise on the
Chinese, who would not themselves desire to have it con-
ferred upon them, and who, if it were conferred upon them,
would probably use it as a mere matter of merchandise,
instead of regarding it as a great privilege of freedom.
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Mr. LANDRY (Kent). The hon. member for Queen's,
P. E. I. (Mr. Davies), was kind enough, this afternoon, to
devote some attention to me, to which I did not reply at
once, because I thought the discussion on that matter had
been prolonged quite enough. He made it his business to
interpret in his own way what I said, but I think, if he
reads the Hansard, he will find that I did not say exactly
what he put in my mouth. It astonishes me beyond mea-
sure, however, to hear what the hon. gentleman has to say
in reference to the Chinese. If I heard him correctly, he
said: I decline to acknowledge the right of 18,000 or oven
30,000 people to dictate to the whole Dominion as to what
the franchise shall be in any Province of this Dominion.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman clearly misunder-
stood me. I said I declired to allow 6,000 heads of families,
in British Columbia, to dictate as to what people in other
Provinces of the Dominion should exercise the rights of
franchise.

Mr. LANDRY. I did not har him use the words 6,000.
If I understood him correctly-and it is the same number
which is taken out from the census, 18.000-his words, and
I took them down, were that he declined to acknowledge
the right of these 18,000, who would represent 6,000 families,
to say who should be entitled to the franchise. If I under-
stood the hon. gentleman in his arguments some time
before, he contended that each Province should have the
right to say what should be the franchise for that Province.

Mr. DAVIES. Hear, hear.
Mr. LANDRY. And yet he is not willing that the hon.

gentlemen from British Columbia should be oheard as to
what franchise should prevail in their own Province.

Mr. DAVIES. Yes.
Mr. LANDRY. And the hon. gentleman from the city

and county of St. John (Mr. Weldon) endorses those senti-
ments directly. They are not willing, if the hon. gentle-
men from British Columbia unanimously agree, that the
Chinese in that Province should not have the right of fran-
chise, to accede to that view.

Mr. DAVIES. I freely acknowledge the right of British
Columbia to decide as to who shall exercise the franchise in
British Columbia. I decline to acknowledge the right of
British Columbia to dictate to the Maritime Provinces of
this Dominion who shall exercise the franchise in those
Provinces.

Mr. LANDRY.
explanation.

I am glad to hear the hon. gentleman's

Mr. CAMERON (uron). That is what ho said.

Mr. LANDRY. Perhaps his friends understood him in
that way. It may be what he meant to have said.

Mr. CHARLTON. It is what he did say.
Mr.LANDRY. For myself, feeling that these gentlemen

from British Columbia know, botter than I should judge any
of us do, what suits them, that they, not the local repre.
sentatives in the Local Legislature, but the members in the
Dominion Parliament, eau, by fair and lhonest argument,
here, convince this House that a certain class of people
witbin their borders should not exercise the franchise, I
think it is right for this Parlisment to hear their arguments
and act in accordance with their sentiments,

Air. DAVIES. We have not heard the arguments yet.
Mr. LANDRY. Yes; we have heard from one of them

that there were some 15,000 Chinamen in that Province
and 30,000 whites, and that those whites do not think the
Chinamen should have the right to vote, and he gave the
reasons. From those reasons, and from what I have heard
outside and have read about the Chinamen there, and from
the fact that it ii ncessary to submit to this Parliament

Mr. M 1inL.

special legislation in respect to the Chinese there, which
shows that they occupy a special position-and it is the
argument of hon. gentlemen opposite that those who occupy
a special position, different from the other people of tnis
Dominion, should be treated in view of that special
position-J am willing to agree that, as far as that Province
is concerned, the Chinamen shall not be allowed to vote,
although theoretically it would be more in keeping with
my own views that a Chinaman should have a vote, if ho
can place himself on the same footing as a white man. I do
not hesitate to say that that is my view in regard to a
Chinaman or any other man, I do not care of what country
or nationality. Iam not, however, willing to carry that feel-
ing to the extent of going against hon. gentlemen who
know the condition of their Province botter than I do.
That is the position I wish to define clearly before the
House and the country, that if I give a vote on this sub-
ject it is in deference to the people of British Columbia,
because I think they understahd the position and situation
of their Progince better than we do.

Mr. WELDON. That is the best argument I have heard
yet in favor of the provincial franchise. It is perfectly
right that British Columbia should have the power to exclud e
the Chinese from the franchise, but why should that Prov-
ince have the right to compel New Brunswick and Nova
Scotia to exclude Chinamen from the franchise, who have
become naturalised British subjects, and have become pos-
sessed of property ? What right has British Columbia to
dictate to the other Provinces as to who shall have a righ t
to vote ?

Mr. EDGAR. In this matter we ought to pay a good
deal of respect to the experience of British Columbia; and
when we find members from that Province unanimously
pronouncing against giving the franchise to Chinamen, and
when we are aware that that is the only Province in the
Dominion where the people have had an opportunity of
becoming acquainted with that race, I think we should
take their experience for a good deal. I think that when
Chinamen appreciate the advantages of our civilisation,
when they ask for the rights of citizenship and become
naturalised, it will be time enough for us to give them the
franchise.

Mr. WOODWORTH. 1 do not think the hon. member
for Kent, N.B. (Mr. Landry) was so illogical when he
stated that he was going to vote in deference to the opinions
of the members from British Columbia. The members from
British Columbia are united on this question; but are not
the members for any other Province in the majority in
favor of giving the Indian a vote, and in favor of giving a
vote to women ? If ho was illogical, then the different
Provinces hore would have to be in a minority on this ques-
tion, instead of being in a majority, as they are; and he will
bow to the will of that majority, therefore he is not
illogical. I am very glad that this has been eliminated
from the Bill. If it had not been eliminated we would have
had stacks of books brought in here upon the Chinese pig.
tail ; we would have had copious tears from. the hon. gentle.
man from Queen's, P.E.I. (Mlr. Davies), and other members,
over the injustice of the Chinese being denied the right to
vote; and they would have argued in favor of giving
votes to a dirty, gireasy man, a man with a long pig-
tail hauging down his back, unfit for human society,
with a forbidding countenance, with a flat head, with
pinched toes. We would have been told-that not only
did they *not send their money that they earn across
the water, that they lived not on a penny a day, that they
sent not their bones away to China, that they would ever ibe
buried in the soil of Canada-that tbey were British subjects.
We would have been told that the Indian was once master
of the forest and the stream;i that ho was the white man'a
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master; that the white man came and took away his
property; that the Chinaman should not vote, but that the

ndian should vote ; and instead of a short discussion, as
we shall have now, we would have been here seven or eight
days on that subject. Tbe hon. members opposite cannot be
consistent for a single moment. They have taken up the
case of the Chinaman. They know he is not a British sub-
ject; that he bas no affection for any other country than
China. They know that Ohinamen have no geography
but that of China, that they teach their children no heaven
but a Chinese heaven, and yet hon. gentlemen would give a
Chinaman a right to vote and withhold it from the Indian.

Mr. GILLMOIR. I am surprised to hear the hon. gentle-
man make this tirade against the Chinese. I believe they
have just as good a right to wear a pig tail as my hon.
friend bas to wear a bald head.

Mr. WOODWORTH. I rise to a question of order. If
this discussion is allowed, where these kind of personalities
are indulged in, we shall be led on to talk of blear, sunken
eyes, of a cadaverous countenance, and all that sort of
thing, and the House will become a bear garden; all because
some hon. gentlemen, as you do, Sir, and many other hon.
gentlemen in this House, happen to have a little bald place
on the top of their head, showing there is some brains there.

Mr. GILLMOR. If it is no disqualification for citizen-
ship for a man to have a bald head, I do not see why it
should be a disqualificatiou for a man to wear a pig tail. I
have 'read a great deal about the Chinese of British Colum-
bia, and I think the Government have done a good thing to
this country, whether they get the Chinese vote or not, by
sending that Comrnissiou and getting information with
regard to the habits of those people. I think any man who
has looked over that report will come to a different conclu-
sion with regard to the Chinese than my hon. friend from
King's, N. S. (Mr. Woodworth), bas come to. I do
not think myself they are the most desirable class of citi-
zens, but we have them here and they have been a great
service to this country. They have been the means of
enriching this country. They were welcomed into the
United States with open arms, and they have been of great
service on the Pacific coast when there was a scarcity of
white labor. They used to walk in the Fourth of July pro
cession, but ten years after that, when they came into
competition with the workingmen, they were no longer
allowed to walk in that procession. No doubt, prejudices
exist against the Chinese in British Columbia. We have
heard hon. members from that Province talk about the
degradation of the Chinese. There was one hon. gentleman,
Mr. Bunster, who talkod in this way, and he was a judge of
morals; he was a judge of qualifications that men ought to
have to become citizens. I repeat, I do not think they are
a desirable class of persons, but L think that, as British
subjects, in British colonies, we ought to show them fair
play. They have been of great service in the building of
the Pacifie Railway; tbey are doing good work now on the
Pacifie slope, in redeeming waste lands, and doing work
white men would not do. They have been the means of
enriching the United States on the Pacifie coast, and British
Columbia, to a very great extenit. And now we talk about
comparing the Chinese with the Indians. You had better
compare their civilisation with your own. They were a
civilised race when your ancestors were barbarians.
They have one kind of civilisation, one sort of habits,
and you bave anoher; but they were a highly civilised
people, and they could read and write when your ancestors
could neither read nor write, and were barbarians.
I am not anxious that they should be encouraged to come
here, because it will take a long time to assimilate them.
They have had no chance to assimilate. What chance have
they had to assimilate with other people when they have
been murdered, shot down like dogs, and that in a civilised
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and christian country ? What an example of our educated
civilization have we shown to fthese Chinese. Look at this
report of the Chinese Commission. We have heard much
said about their morals. Read the report, and you will see
how they stand in proportion to the number of white men
sent to gaol and to the penitentiaries. I have lost my notes,
but you will see that two white men have been seat to the
penitentiary in British Columbia, as against one Chinaman,
and Indians have been sent in greater numbers. We have
been talking about the Chinese for eleven or twelve years,
and yet I am afraid few hon. members have read the repart
of this Commission-I have not read it thoroughly myself.
This is the first time the Càinese have had a chance of
having their case made known. I have heard the leader of
the Government express his sentiments, not very fully, it
is true, but I have heard him say enough to show that he
was disposed to give those people fair play. Let hon. mem-
bers look at the financial as pct of this question. The amount
of business done in British Columbia by the Chinese amounts
to over $1,320,000 a year. They pay revenue into the Treasury
to the amount of $162,300. Cimpare them with the Indians,
with whom I also sympathise. Chinese meichants in Cali-
fornia and British Columbia, according to this report, stand
A 1. Their merchants are capable, honorable mon, who
are ready to meet their obligations. I think that we, as
Britens and lovers of fair play, should look ut this question
fully. I do not say we shoild encourage them to come
among us, because it would take a long time for them to
become assimilated with us, and I do not know that it is
desirable. But we find them erecting largo buildings in Vic-
toria, investing in real estate, and proving of great advan-
tage to the business of that country. Mach is said as to
their cheap way of living. If they live on 1 cent a day
it is no crime. But the truth is, they live like other people.
In order to try to starve them we have heavily taxed their
food, which is principally rice; we have put 60 per cent.on
that article, 2j cents on a quantity of rice worth
4 cents. Flour can now be bought ut $2 or $3 per 100
pounds, and they are now using flour, and are having as
good food, perhaps, as some of those who are talking so
much about them. And they are able to procure it, because
they are industrious and prudent. It is said that they
take their money away with them. The report goes to show
that the Chinese laborer earns about $300 a yeaur, and that it
costs him from $2b0 to $275 to live; so he could not take
more than $30 or $40 away. They do not, therefore, take
their money out of the country. Then some hon. gentle-
men complain because they take their ashes and bones
away. Who cares ? We do not know the reasons for it.
Perhaps, if we understood their religion and their family
ideas, we would have a different idea with respect to it.
This report says they revere their ancestors, and do not
forget them. That is one part of their religion. If we had
a little more love of home and relatives we would be all the
better, and oui civilisation is not quite up to thoirs in that
respect. It is merely the difference botween Eastern and
western civilization. Since the Chinese have been in British
Columbia they have been more moral and industrious than
the white population, which we hear so much about. If the
Chinese had had votes we w ould not have heard the members
from British Columbia railing about them during twelve
years. If the Commission's report had backed up and con-
firmed the statements made by those hon. gentlemen, they
would have been very ready to have risen in their places
and read it. 1f it would not occupy too much time, I would
read the report to the House myself. It shows that the
Chinese compare favorably with whites, even in a moral
aspect. The Chinese are successful merchants and
good laborers. 'f hey have benefited the country by giving
cheap labor. They have àeft the product of their labor in
the country, and they ha ve taken their money and done
what they liked with it. But in reality they have spent
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that money in the country, and they are carrying on a large
business. The report of the Commission is here to confirm
what I say. The Chinese merchants alone in Victoria
import annually $500,000 worth of goods from China, Japan
and the United States, and they do a home trade of
8400,000 or $500,0,30, making more than $1,000,000 of
direct trade for the Chinese hou es. Is not all this business
of great advantage, in providings freight and increasing the
general flow of commerce? Is fnot $1,000,000 worth of
business done by Chinese equall y as advantageous to this
Dominion as if that amount were done by any other men ?
They are successful merchants, I repeat, and they are doing
a great deal of good to the country, financially. Another
word as to the moral question, because I have been aston-
ished, after all I have heard, to see how favorable
they stand in that regard ; that, in fact, they are superior
to the whites, if we are to judge by the police returns
in Victoria. And these poor people have been oppressed in
every possible way. They have been taxed for everything;
and the Government proposes by the Bill now before the
House to compel them to pay a tax of $10 per head. I do
not object to that tax, because in British Columbia they have
propably enough white labor and could get on without
them. After building the Pacifie Railway and doing all kinds
of house work that other men would not do, the people want
to drive them away. I think, however, it is better to keep
them out than let them come in, and not give them the same
liberties which other men enjoy. According to the Commis-
sion's report they pay $.:,700 rental for the small rooms in
which they sleep. They pay $6,10 for ground on which they
burn charcoal for the use of the whites. They pay, as inter-
est to money lenders, $8,400 annually. This shows that the
money lenders have confiderce in them. They pay for road
toils $13,000, that is for liberty to walk out into the country ;
and they own $100,000 worth of real estate there; and yet
when they earn that money and inv.+ it, and cannot tak-
it away, they are not to be allowed to vote-although th( y
have become citizens and have become naturalized. From
what I know of the right hon. gentleman, from what I
have seen of the benevolence of his heart, I do not think he
likes to do this thing; I do not believe he does it with a
good grace. I agree that they are not a desirable race of
people in every way, but I have seen a disposition on the
part of this Chinese Commission to show them fair play,
and if the Chinese never vote, that report is worth all it cost
the country. I say that when you read that report, though
I have not iead it thoroughlv, you will come to the conclu-
sion that in California and British Columbia these people
are treated in a spirit of injustice that no Briton should
tolerate. Now, it is a difficult question to decide, but I
think this Ifouse ought to give them a vote, when they
come to this country and prove themselves such good
citizens, in many respects, educated as they are, and well
behaved as most of them are. No doubt many of their cus-
toms are peculiar, but I believe our customs would look as
odd to them as theirs do to us, and that is quite
natural. But I believe they have been proved to
be a docile people, and as appears by this report, thoagh
they are penurious, though they are careful in making con-
tracts, and close to a degree, after making them, they are
faithful to the performance. They claim what is due, and
they pay what they owe, which is no fault, certainly. With
regard to their education, I believe the majority of them
can read and write in their own language. It appears that
their promotions in their own country are altogether based
on intellectual qualifications; they are promoted for intelli-
gence alone. They are not an uncivilised, an ignorant, a
cruel or a vicious race. Of course, like others, there are
some bad and others good, but the good have been lost sight
of and the bad have been exaggerated. is it fair to treat
these people as you propose? For my part, I believe in a
unity of the human race; I believe that of one blood God

Mr. GILLMOI,

made all the nations of the earth, and I should be sorry to
see any man, of whatever race, receiving anything but fair
play in a British colony. I find that, by the redemp-
tion of swamp lands alone, on the Pacific coast, they
have increased the wealth of California $400,000,000 or
$500,000,000, and those are the people who have been
so much despised and maltreated and abused. I repeat,
that J do not want to sec such a thing happen in a
British colony, in this Dominion; and at any rate, let us
talk about the matter in a reasonable and rational
way. Let us expose their vices, but when you contrast
them in that report, which I believe to be true, I tell you
they compare favorably with those christian people, the
whites of British Columbia. I find, from this report, that
those high-toned gentlemen in British Columbia think it a
terrible crime to use opium, and yet they license eleven
Chinese in Victoria to sel it, and they charge them $500
apiece for the license. They take the $500, and they license
them, and they stand up and condemn them as a race that
eat and smoke opium. They allow them to sell rum, too,
and for that they pay a license of $50. If these people
wanted to set a good example, they should tell them to keep
heir money, that they did not want it. But in this high

state of civilisation, in this christian land, they take $500
and give them a license, so that as many as choose may
indulge in that degrading custom. Away with such
hypocrisy 1 They talk about their mode of living, but as a
rule they are a people of cleanly habits. I have talked
with those who employ them as laundry men and house
servants, and they say they are clean, confiding and gentle,
and I think they are nearly as honest as the white people,
according to the records-more so, in p. oportion to
the population, for there have not been more than
one in the gaols and penitentiaries of British Columbia to
three white people or Indians. As to the Indians, I would
give them a vote if they became free men. But supposing
the Indians had paid $150,000 into the revenue this year,
that they stood high as merchants, and in other respects
that they were good citizens, would we think of refusing
them the franchise ? Certainly not; and I do not think we
should refuse it to the Chinese, who are, many of them
established there as merchants, who will soon own their
buildings, who pay taxes and are subject to the laws. The
trouble is that the white people could not compete with
them in a fair field and no favor, as merchants or laborers,
and they must come to Parliament to legislate against
them, though they prove the best laborers they could get
on the railway. I see by one report that they had some
hard work on the rocks, which it was supposed the Chinese
could not do like white men, and they got some Cornish
miners to do the work, but it turned out that the Chinese,
man for man, did more work than they did. I would
like to be understood with regard to this question on
Chinamen. Notwithstanding all I have said, I do not
think we should encourage them as citizens, because I do
fnot think that would bu desirable. But as they have come
here and invested their money, and while you consider how
many of them have become residents, who have become
merchants, who are rich, who are subject to taxation, who
are a benefit, so far as commerce is concerned, I think they
ought to be allowed to vote. I do not think they ought to

·come in competition with white labor, but I think the
country would be benefited if we had some such men to do
certain kinds of labor, which they cari do better than white
men, and which white mcn will not do. Nobody who reads
that report will feel that thatfCommission were determined,
notwithstanding the prejudices which exist against that
race, to give the truth on this whole matter, and I regret,
for that reason, that the leader of the Government will not
consent to give those a vote who are really established
there, who own property and do business there, and who
have become British subjects.
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Mr. BAKER (Victoria). It is very interesting to hear the

hon. membor for Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor) enlighten us upon
what is " and 1,what ought to be " in the Province of

British Columbia. I think ordinary courtesy might have
prompted him to allow the members from that Province
to know best what is going on there, and what is best for
tbe people of that Province. He said, at the close of his re-
marks, that he would like to be understood on that sub-
ject. If the hon. gentleman would like to be thoroughly
understood, especially by the members from British
Columbia, he had better start afresh and make hie
speech over again; because I, for one, have not
been impressed with hie remarks. The members from
British Columbia are perfectly satisfied with the right hon.
leader of the Government for having introduced into the
interpretation clause that the word " person " shall include
an Indian and exclude a Chinaman; and in seeing
that introduced-I think I can speak for all of our
membors on this point-having'secured, in fact, all that we
really wanted, and knowing that silence under
these circumstances is golden, we do not say much on
the subject. As for the hon. membar for Queen's (Mr.
Davies), a gentleman whose acquaintance I made many
years ago, and for whom I have the very highest regard, I
cannot help making this remark. He endeavored to show
that because the Province of British Columbia was rather
small in population, that, therefoie we were not in a position
to dictate or suggest to this Dominion what should be in the
Franchise Bill. I do not thiok any member from British
Columbia would for one moment seek to dictate to this
House what should or what should not be, and :certainly
the iinnte modesty of the members from that Province
would preclude the possibility of their doimg anything of the
sort. But the members from British Columbia, although they
do not essay the House with long speeches, generally know
what they want for their Province, and as a rule know
what they are talking about.

Mr. SOMEBRVILLE (Brant). You help to put our
Indians in.

Mr. BAKER. I think not. The hon. member for Queen's
said that we had a very small population and therefore we
were not capable of giving an intelligent vote on this ques-
tion. Now, I would like the hon. member for Queen's
thoroughly to understand that the island of Vancouver
alone would hoist the island of Prince Edward "in board "
like a jolly boat between the fore and main masts of a une
o' battle ship, and perhaps the day will come when we will
do it, population and all. Certainly, our white population
is not very large, but the hon. gentleman must take into
consideration the fact that the area of British Columbit is
somewhat extensive, and that territory as well as population
must be considered in dealing with a prospective franchise.
It is equal to that of the Provinces of Ontario and Quebec put
together, and that area will some day be filled with a popu-
lation from every part of the Dominion, as well as from
Europe ; and I have no doubt a very large number of the
inhabitants of the island to which the hon, gentleman
belongs will come there, and will be constituents of mine
should I happen to be in Parliament at that particular time.
The hon. member for St. John (Mr. Weldon) said that we
were a little inconsistent in including the Indians and
excluding the Chinese. It so happons that the admission
of the Indians to the franchise, at present, at least, does not
materially affect the Province of British Columbia; but the
exclusion of the Chinese is just what we want, and I feel
perfectly convinced, without detaining the House by any
further remarks, that is what we are going to get, in part,
by this Bill.9

Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. member for Victoria (Mr.'
Baker) informa us, and very truly, that British Columbia isi
supposed to know what her own wants are, and that we1
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should not interfere with British Columbia in attaining her
wants.

Mr. BAKER. I did not say that. I did not say that they
should not interfere, for I fully recognise the right of every
member of this Hlouse to speak on every subject which
comes up here; but I implied that the hon. member for
Charlotte had better look after Charlotte and let me look
after Victoria, in preference to affording us gratuitous advice
upon a subject with which we must necessarily be more
conversant than other hon. members.

Mr. CHARLTON. Exactly. He took the hon. member
for Charlotte to task for having interfered with what was a
British Columbia question. He said British Columbia under-
stood her own wants. Sir, we believe that is the case with
British Columbia, and we believe it is the case with Manitoba,
with Ontario, with Quebec, with New Brunswick, with Nova
Scotia and with Prince Edward Island; we believe each one
of these Provinces understands its own wants and should
be allowed to arrange its own franchise. We believe that
British Columbia should be allowed this privilege, and should
be left to say whether the Chinamen should have a vote or
not; we believe that this Bill is an infringement on the
rights of British Columbia, and of every other Province in
this regard; and the remarks of my hon. friend from Kent,
N.B. (Mr. Landry), and of every other hon. gentleman who
spoke on this subject, serve to point and to enforce the
argument, that overy Province in the Dominion should be
left to exercise its own rights in this matter, and that the
Dominion should not interfere with its exercise of those
rights.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). If the hon. gentleman will be
kind enough to say what I said leading to that conclusion,
I would like to hear it.

Mr. CHARLTON. I understood the. hon. member for
Kent to say that British Columbia was the best judge as to
her wants, with reference to the enfranchisement of the
Chinese, and that we should respect the wishes of British
Columbia.

Mr. LANDRY. That is not the way I said it.

Mr. CHARLTON. That is what I understood the hon.
gentleman to say. If he says that British Columbia should
not be the judge of its own wants, I have nothing to say.
But I rise to-night, not for the purpose of defending the
Chinese franchise. I am sorry to have to disagree with
my hon. friend from Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor). my hon.
friend from Queen's (Mr. Daves) and my hon. friend from
St. John (Mr. Weldon). I agree to-night, a thing I seldom
do, with the hon. Premier, in reference to this matter. I
think it is not wise or desirable that the Mongolian race in
America should be enfranchised. I am willing to concede
that the Chinese civilisation is a wonderful civilisation.
Looking back over history, I realise the fact that 3,000
years ago, when our race was in barbarism, the
Chinese civilisation was as far advanced and as
thoroughly developed as it is to-day. But for 3,000
years that civilisation has been a stereotyped civilisation,
neither advancing nor receding. I realise that the Chinese
race is a wonderful race. No other people have the pride
of race that they possess. No other people look down on
all other races with the supreme contempt with which the
Chinese race look down on other races. Considering that
their numbers are so great, and taking the fact that they
will not assimilate with other populations, it is only a
precautionary measure, at this stage of our national exist-
ence, to deny to them the privileges of the franchise. It is
said that they were first cordially welcomed into California.
That is true; they were considered a valuable addition to
the population, and the United States, above all nations,
have welcomed immigration from foreign nations. But by
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the time 40,000 or 50,000 Chinese had been placed in
California the alarm of the American people was awakened.
They realised that these people might pour in upon the
western slopes of the Rocky Mountains by hundreds of
thousands and millions, and that they might subvert the
institutions of that country; and it is a significant fact
that you can scarcely find a white person on that Pacifie
slope in California, in Oregon, in Washington Territory, or in
British Columbia, who is not opposed to Chinese immigration,
who does not look upon the invasion of Mongolians with
alarm-as a great evil. It is true that cruelty has been
practised in the treatment of the Chinese by the dominant
iaces. That is a matter greatly to be regretted, and which
all humane persons do regret. Their rights, under the law,
should be carefully observed, should be considered sacred,
but it does not follow that the Chinese should ho enfran-
chised. It is a prudential principle among Anglo Saxon
communities that foreign races should be taken in only so
fast as they can be assimilated; if they are to be allowed to
enter the commonwealth faster than the process of assimi-
lation can be carried on, that immigration becomes, not a
benefit, but a detriment to the country. We have pur-
chased our own liberties as a race-everything we possess
in the shape of liberty and privilege; we have shaped our
own institutions as a race ; it is our business to maintain
these privileges and these institutions, and we can maintain
them best by excluding races that we know cannot be
assimilated, that will not become citizens, and willDot aid'
us in building up and perpetuating our institutions. For
this reason, it is only a saiutary precaution to refuse to
grant to the Chinese and the Mongolian races the privilege
of citizenship and the right to vote; and I agree with the
First Minister in the provision he proposes to insert in this
measure.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). Either I must be very unfortu-
nate in my mode of expression or the hon. gentleman
must have a very reprehensible disposition to misunderstand
what I say. What I said about British Columbia was, that
this Parliament was the proper tribunal before which to
bring representatons, either for or against the franchise, in
any one Province, if there were any peculiar circumstances
which would justify one portion of the inhabitants of a cer-
tain Province being treated different friom the other inhabit-
ans or the inhabitants i another Province. This Parlia-
meut is the tribunal before which those circumstances and
representations should be brought; and if Parliament were
convinced that the representations from the people of any
Province were just, Parliament should yield. I said I was
convinced that in British Columbia, from what my hon.
friend from British Columbia has said, and what I had read
of the facts, the Chinese should not be allowed to vote; but
I said clearly this was the tribunal before which the case
should be brought, and by the decision of this tribunal
British Columbia should abide, since that Province had
thrown in its lot with the others in this Dominion. If the
representatives from British Columbia can convince this
Parliament that a portion of the inhabitants of that Pro-
vince should ho treated differently, owing to their being
differently situated, from the rest of the inhabitants, then
their representations should be admitted and their claim
granted. I do not mean to say that they should make ont
their case in the Local Legislature, but that the members
for British Columbia should make their case known here
and that we should decide in the matter.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I have been trying to find exactly
what are the conclusions that the hon. member for Kent
(Mr. Landry) is trying to arrive at. If I understand him, i
ho says that the members from British Columbia know j
botter than we do their own interests, as to the franchise1
they require, and that, moreover, although his private1
opinion is in favor of giving a vote to the Chinese, he is1
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prepared to yield to the representations of the members for
British Columbia.

Mr. LANDRY. If I am convinced they are right.
Mr. CASGRAIN. That argument must be followed to

its logical conclusion. If my hon. friend is willing togrant
that privilege to British Columbia, why should he not
extend it to all the other Provinces, where there are cir-
cumstances as peculiar as in British Columbia. For instance,
there is the Province of Prince Edward Island. When the
time comes, my hon. friend no doubt will be ready to give
to the island the franchise it requires and enjoys at present,
and no doubt, when the Province of Quebec cornes to be con-
sidered, ho will be willing to allow the peculiar circum-
stances of that Province to bave full weight; and he
will do so all the more readily because the same blood
flows through his veins as through ours. The position
the hon. gentleman takes shows the entire principle
of the Bill is wrong. Its principle is uniformity
of franchise. What has become of that uniformity ? The
First Minister says the Indians must have a vote; and he
passed to-day such an encomium on the Indians that we felt
we never knew before what the Indians were, until we
heard what the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr.
%fitchell) said, and ho depicted the Indian as he truly is.
The First Minister was willing to give a vote to the
negroes, but not to the Chinese. I think the Chinese are
superior to the negroes; not that I would like to give a
vote to the Chinese, under present circumstanes, but I say,
if you want a uniform franchise, it is impossible to have it
by this Bill, because this Bill will give a checkered vote, a
saltered vote, all over the Dominion. We shall claim, as
we have a right to claim, for the Province ot Quebec, as
Prince Edward Island has a right to claim, the disposition
of our own franchise. That is a right all the Provinces
should have; and if we establish a precedent in British
Columbia, that precedent must ho followed in ail the other
Provinces.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONA LD. I cannot quite under-
stand the argument of the hon. gentleman from North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), or the conclusion he has come to.
He commenced by stating that each Province should have
the making of its own franchise, and I presume that each
Province should exercise its own franchise as well at
Dominion as at provincial elections. At the same time, ho
says il is a wise precaution in this Bil1 to exclude the
Chinese. He said that was a wholesome policy; that there
were strong reasons for excliding them from the right to
vote. Suppose that, for economic reasons, British Columbia
desired to introduce the Chinese population, desired to have
them as workingmen, laborers and settlers, and in order to
encourage this introduction, was prepared to give them a
vote. I quite agree with lion. gentlemen opposite, it would
be well to give them a vote quoad British Columbia, but
they have given the strongest reason why we should retain
the settlement of the franchiseas regards Dominion interest.
They state the Chinese sbould not have the franchise,
that there are moral, political and social reasons against
their having a vote, and it is a wise and just precaution that
we should exclude them. Ofcourse we ought to exclude them,
because if they came in great numbors and settled on the
Pacifie coast they might control the vote of that whole Pro-
vince, and they would send Chineserepresentatives to sithere,
who would represent Chinese eccentricities, Chinese immor-
ality, Asiatie principles altogether opposite to our wishes ;
and, in the even balance of parties, they might enforce
those Asiatic principles, those immoralities which he speaks
of, the eccentricities which are abhorrent to the Aryan race
and Aryan principles, upon this House. That is a con-
vincing reason, and they approve of it. The hon. member
for Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor) spoke very ably, as he doos,
very instructively as well as amusingly, on this point, but
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ho concluded that ho did not think they were desirabl
citizeis. To be citizens they mLut exercise the franchise
He did not consider they ought to do so. At the saine tim
ho argued very strongly that they were a very superior rac
to the whitos in British Columbia, and if they are superio
in intellect, in morality, and in education, I do not sec how
he came to that conclusion. The truth is, that all natura
history, all ethnology, shows that, while the crosses of th
Aryan races are successful-while a mixture of all thos
races which are known or believed to spiing from a common
origin is more or less successful-they will amalgamate
If you look around the world you will see that the
Aryan races will not wholesomely amalgamate with
the Africans or the Asialics. It is not to be desired
that they should come; that we should have a mongrel race,
that the Aryan character of the future of British America
should be destroyed by a cross or crosses of that kind. The
world is filling up fast enough. We can be in no very
great hurry to have our hundred millions in British
America. That will corne fast enough. 1et us encourage
ail the races which are cognate races, which cross and
amalgamate naturally, and we shall see that such an
amalgamation wilI produce, as the result, a race, equal, if not
superior, to the two races which mingle. But the cross of
thofe races, like the cross of the dog and the fox, is not
successful ; it canuot be, and never will be. We know that
the Chinese have broken through their anciont exclusive
system. They are now sproading themselves whorever
they can. They have burst the boundaries of China; they
ar.e seeking foreign opportunities of labor and employment,
prircipally because of the over-population of their own
country ; but, wherever they go, there is somet hing antago-
nistic to the races that they go to intermingle with. Go
where you will, where the Anglo-Saxon race predominates,
you will find that they unite in the east and in the west in
opposition to having a fixed population of Chinamen
amongst them. Ail the Australian colonists agree upon
that. Although the Chinese were invited at first, for very
obvious reasons, in the paucity oflabor and the sparseness of
population in California, when they were valuable as working
machines for a time, they soon began to crowd in there, to
be formidable there, and they would swarm over into Cali-
fornia, and if they were allowed in British Columbia, they
would swarrn over there in large numbers, and we would
have an Asiatic population, alien in spirit, alien in feeling,
alien in everything, and after they attained formidable
proportions in their numbers, you could not keep
them ont. Look at what has happened in the Malaccas;
look at what has happened in Singapore. There
England had a colony of Malays. The aborigines are
Malays, as generous, active, ploasant people, as there are in
Asia. England threw open the Malaccas, threw open
Malaya generally to the Chinese. They have swarmed in
there, and the Malays are now virtually aliens in their own
country, slaves and sefs to the Chinese, who have swarmed
in there, and are absorbing the aboriginal race. The feel-
ing is not confined to British Columbia. You seo all
through the Province of Ontario especially, and in Quebec
to some degree, wherever there is a meeting of working-
mon, they make a solemn protest against the introduction
of Chinose labor. They are afraid of it, even in the few
that have already come. They see in the distant future
this foreign race coming in, disturbing the labor market
and shouldering out our own people, when there is no noces-
sity for it. We are in the course of progress; this country is
going on and developing, and we will have plenty of labor
of our own kindred races, without introducing this element
of a mongrel race to disturb the labor market, and certainly
we ought not to allow them to share the Governmont of the
country.

Mr. MILLS. The hon, gentleman does not seem satisfied
with the numerous and important questions that are involved
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e in this Bill, but ho proposes to introduce the very large
a. and complicated question of miscegenation. The hon gentle-
e man bas given us a lecture upon the subject. He tells us
e what races may properly mingle and what raoes may not.
r The hon. gentleman has expressed views that are not
w exactly in accord with the views of Pritchard and Latham,
1 though they may be in accord with the views of Morton,
e Gliddon and Agassiz. I think we have quite enough in
e this measure to occupy the serious attention of this House,
n without entering into the question which the hon, goutte-
e man has now raised, but I may make this obiervation. Th e
e hon. gentleman says that the African race never can mingle
h with the Caucasian or Atyan race.

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD. I did not say that; I
know they do mingle.

Mr. MILLS. He said, not successfully. He has depre-
cated such miscegenation. He says thoir immigration

1 into the country is to be discouraged, and, if I wero to fol.
low the hon. gentleman's argument to its logical conclusion,

1 we must infer that it is his intention to disfranchise the
colored mon of this country as well as the Chinese.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Mr. M[LLS. That is what his argument pointed to, if to

nothing else. He bas foreshadowed the view ho intends to
take, and ho proposes to take a line hostile to the African as
well as to the Chinese. I do not propose to enter into that
discussion. I rose simply to notice the observation which
the hon. gentleman had made in referonco to what I had said
an what had been said by my hon. friend from North Nor-
folk (Mr. Charlton). He says we have formed an opinion
on this subject, that we have discussed the condition of the
Chinese and have expressed the opinion that they were not
a desirable population to invite or encourage to come to this
country, and that, at the same time, we have heretofore sup-
ported the provincial franchise. That is poifectly true. 1
am ready to leave the Chinese question to the Provinces. I
am ready to leave it to the people of British Columbia to
decide whether the Chinese should vote in British Columbia
or not, but ho bas forced this question upon us, and, while
ho has forced this question upon us, I have my own view as
to the means I shall adopt to form a proper judgment.
I would rather not be called upon to form a judgment upon
that question for any other Province than Ontario, but
the hon. gentleman has left us no choice, and ho bas forced
it upon our consideration, by saying that ho will not leave
it to the Provinces. I will tell the committee why I think
these people ought not to have votes, and I find that opinion
is adopted by the people of British Columbia, who are best
acquainted with the Chinese. I would have much pre.
ferred that the hon. gentlemn had left the people of Brit.
ish Columbia, through their Legislature, to docide this
question for themselves. He says, bocause they have
expressed an opinion upon it, is evidence they were not
willing to leave it to others. I say that is not a logical con-
clusion. The hon. gentleman brought the question bore,
and declared it was to be dealt with by this House, and ho
bas forced every bon. gentleman in this House to form au
opinion upon the subject. When the hon. gentleman intro.
duced this Bill ho told us it was most desirable to have a
uniform franchise for the whole Dominion. What did ho
announce in this very resolution? Why, that ho proposes
not to adopt that uniform franchise. He gives this as a
reason for bringing the question bore, and after i Lis brought
bore, ho says a uniform franchise cannot be adopted ; that
ho proposes to confer the franchise upon the wards of the
Government in Ontario, but that ho will not confer it upon
the wards of the Government in British Colunbia. He
proposes to deal with one class of population, in one Pro-
vince, in one way, and with the same class of population, in
another Province, in an entirely different way. It is the
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hon, gentleman who should correct his logic, and not the
hon, member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), and myself

Mr. CASEY. I have listened with great interest to some
of the arguments of the right hon. Premier, especially with
reference to the evil effects of the introduction of Chinese
labor into British Columbia. Porbaps, Sir, it would have
been botter if ho had reached this conclusion some time
ago, and had taken measures to prevent the employ-
ment of vast hosts of Chinamen on the Onderdonk con-
tract in that country. I am sure it would not have
been impossible to obtain white men enough in British Col.
umbia to have built that irailroad, or, if so, it would have been
possible to get them from elsewhere. But the hon. gen-
tleman has allowed the question of Chinese labor and
the question of the Chinese franchise to rest until now,
and now ho says, in connection with the question of
excluding Chinamen from the franchise, that the importa-
tion of Chinese labor is ijurious to British Columbia.
Grant that it is ; grant that the men are slaves; grant that
it is not merely a question of cheap labor but a question of
slave labor in competition with free labor. I say bis protest
cornes too late, and it would have been better to have pre-
vented the employment of those coolies in British Columbia
Perhaps even now, when Onderdonk has nearly ceased to
want Chinese, ho will gratify the senti ment of that Province,
by preventing the continuance of the employment of Chi-
nese labor by one of the Government contractors.

Mr, CHAPLEAU. I may be allowed to add one reason
to those already given in favor of the amend ment. I agree
to a large extent in the remarks of the hon. member for
Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor) ; unfortunatcly, I cannot agroe with
him in bis conclusion with regard to this Bill. If the hon.
gentleman is speaking in sympathy with that race, a large
portion of whom have found their way to British Columbia,
I may tell him that, unless ho wishes to make voting com-
pulsory, ho does not consult the wishes of the Chinese, in
proposing to give them the right to vote. The Chinese in
British Columbia, no more than in California, do not ask the
right to vote. I had occasion to converse with his Excell-
ency, the Consul General of China, in San Francisco, an
exceedingly clever man, highly cultured, and who belongs
to a family of diplomats in his own country. I asked him
whether his countrymen desired to have the rights of
citizenship in those countries where they had emigrated, and
ho answered me: We do not, and the reason is this: We
know very well that foreign powers are aware of the
immense population we have in the Chinese empire, some
435,000,000. Our intention in going abroad is to give an
opening to the commercial genius of the nation, to the adven-
turous spirit of the nation. We go abroad to trade and to er-
gage in mercantile pursuits, and in mining and other indus-
tries. But we know that if we ask the right to vote we should
simply excite Ihejealousy of foreign Governments, who would
fear that on account of our immense population at home,
we eould furnish so great a number of voters as would
constitute in their eyes a danger. We desire to avoid
exciting those prejudices, and for that reason we do not
desire tte right to vote. All we want is the privilege of
citizenship, and to be let alone when we obey the laws, not
to be treated as pariah, when we conduct ourselves as well
as the citizens of other nationalities. So I do not think we
need trouble ourselves in this House, in endeavoring to
confer the franchise upon people who do not want it, and
who would prefer not to have it. As to the desirability of
having large numbers of that race in this country, of course
I endorse entirely the remarks of several hon. gentlemen,
and especially of the leader of the Government-not because
they are the dirty, unintelligent and criminal class that
they are so often represented to be; I do not believe that ;
I believe that Chinese immigration is a danger to any new
country like our own, not because they are a degraded

Mr. MILLsé

race, but because their immigration might become
dangerously large. I think the Chinose have proved
themselves to be, not only the equals, but the sup2riors, of
all other races, in the competition for labor; thoy exorcise
extreme frugality, and their way of living is one not adapted

3 to our view of civilisation. They, in general, have no
families. They do not want to assimilate or remain

3 permanently, and in view of those conditions they are
dangerous and should not be encouraged more than to a
certain extent. Now, what is that extent? I bard the
last speaker say that it would have been better for the Gov-
ernment to have prevented that population from ever invad-
ing the shores of this country. I think that the coming of
Chinese to British Columbia, as was the advent of Chinese
to California at the opening up of that great country, bas
been agreatbenefittothatProvin ýe. California wouldhave
been kept back fifty years in its progress, in the develop.
ment of its industrial wealth, in the working successfully of
its mines, except for the Chinese. I think that up to this
point British Columbia has found it to be of great advantage
to have that cheap labor. When white immigratio, could
not reach those distant territories, when none except rich
men could afford to cross the seas, in order to reach those
shores, the Chinese were necessary to develop the
resources of those countries. Has Chinese immigration
gone far enough ? I think so. I take the opinions of those
who know British Columbia well, of those who livo in the
country and have examined its resources. and whatever dif-
ferences of opinion, and thore are large differences of opinion,
may exist as to the estimation in which the Chinese are held,
there is one point upon whieh there is no difference, aud it
is this: That at the preseut moment it wouid be a threat to
the particular civilisation of America and to our institutions
if we allowed that immigration to assume greater proportions
than at present. They were of great use in carrying out
the great work of building the Canadian Pacific Railway.
That railway, no more than the Central and the Southern
Pacific and the Atlantie and Pacific in California, could have
been carried out rapidly without Chinese labor. No one
could deny that a great impetus was given to that new
Province, with its immense resources, by that immigration.
But now that the first step las been taken towards bringing
in white labor, that communication has been ostablished
and people can reach that Province by railway-and I hope
they will, at moderato rates, as in the UniLed States-I think
the people of British Columbia are right in asking, and the
conclusions of the commissioners who enquired into the
question are right, in saying that this immigration shall be
restricted in a large moasure, and that above all we shall
not give them the right to vote and obtain full citizenship in
this country, which, while it would be a threat to our insti-
tutions, would be a privilege they do not want to possess and
one which they would not exercise, because they do not
get naturalised as British subjects.

Mr. COOK. The Secretary of State has stated that
the Chinese do not want to be enfranchised. Probably he
will tell the louse whether the Indians have asked to have
the vote or not. Ho bas aiso stated that no more Chinese
are desired in this country. He also mentioned that ho
thought it was necessary to have had the Chinese for the
purpose of constructing the Canadian Pacific Railway. But
he did not explain to the House the reason why the Govern-
ment disallowed the Chinese Bill, recently passed by Lhe
Local Legislature of British Columbia. Probably he will
explain these two points to the committee.

Mr. C HAPLEA U. I am not going to give the reasons
why the Chinese Bill passed by the Local Legislature of
British Columbia was disallowed. The reasons have been
given, and the hon. gentleman can read them. It was not
a subject pertaining to the Local Legislature, but came
within the purview of the Federal Parliament. As regards
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the desire of the red skins: I have not visited very much in
the North-West, or even in Ontario. I have known, how-
ever, some Indians in the Province of Quebec, who had the
right to vote, and who exercised it very intelligently. I
know that the Indians of Lorette are voters. I know that
some y ears ago Indians of a county near Montreal, Laprai-
rie, possessed the right to vote, and I am perfectly satisfied
they exercised it wisely and, perhaps, in the opinion of bon.
gentlemen opposite, they exercised it too wisely.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. I desire to refer briefly to some
rer:.arks made by one or two hon. members, because I
know that sufficient bas been said on previous occasions as
to the merits of this question. The bon. member for
Prince Edward Island stated that no arguments had been
used in favor of this proposition of the leader of the Govern-
ment. I should like to ask the hon. gentleman if lie bas
not heard this question discussed for a number of years in
this Parliament, and reasons given why such privileges
should not be granted to the Chinese population of British
Columbia. He also declared he was opposed to that Pro-
vince dictating to the Dominion as to who should vote and
who should not vote. I wish to inform that hon. gentleman,
if he is not aware of it, that this is not a question for British
Columbia alone, but for almost the entire Dominion-
especially the Province of Ontario. There is scarcely a
constituency that bas not spoken upon this question. If we
refer to the nuniber of petitions sent to this Parliament last
year and this yc ar, I think they will conclusively prove the
feeling of the people of the Dominion on this question The
hon. member for Charlotte, N.B. (Mr. Gillmor), referred to
statements which had been made as having been exagger.
ated siatements, and I suppose lie referred to some members
from British Columbia. I wish to remind that hon. gentleman
that so far as I am concerned he will fail to find in the JHansard
any exaggerated statement made by me on this question.
Any statement I have made I am prepared to stand by,
and to prove it, if necessary. The hon. member also referred
to the number of Chinese sent to the penitentiary as being
less numerous than the white people. That is no criterion
whatever as to the crimes committed. It is well known,
and it bas been stated in this House frequently, that it is
impossible, on account of the secret societies that exist
among Chinese, for the purpose of frustrating the ends of
justice, to convict them, in nany cases, of crime. So the
statistics with respect to the penitentiary are no evidence
whatever as to the number of crimes committed by
that class of the population. They are a very dan-
gerous element to be allowed to possess the franchise.
1 remember very well when the Chinese, in the city of
Victoria, had the privilege of voting at the municipal elec,
tion, and 1 remember, on one occasion especially, when a
certain individual was running for the position of mayor-
a person of not very good character. All this person had
to do was to go to the Chinese merchants, who bad control
of those Chinese laborers, and contribute a little to them,
and secure the whole vote ; and the result was that those
people were brought to the polls like floks of sheep. From
that time the people became alarmed, and I am happy to
say that the Legislature of the Province passed a law prohi-
biting the Chinese from voting, and from that day to the
present they have not been allowed the franchise. I shall
refer to some remarks of the Secretary of State when the
Bill comes before the House.

Amendment (Sir John A. Maedonald) agreed to.

On paragraph 6, " farm,"
Mr. MILLS. I ask the attention of the First Minister to

this clause for a moment. Twenty acres is the limit of a farm
in this definition, but we know that in the Province of
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the fact that this definition has obviously been framed when
the farmer's son was the only son of an owner to whom a
vote was given. If the hon. gentleman looks at the 8th
sub-section of section 4, he will see that the vote is also
given to the son of the owner of any other proporty, so that
the son of anyone holding nineteen acres would be entitled
to vote, not as the son of a farmer, but as the son of an
owner. This definition had its origin in a different state of
the law, when a farmer's son was the only son to whom a
vote was given. But under this Bill this portion of the
definition might be struck out altogether, and a general
provision made as to the sons of owners.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am obliged to the hon.
gentleman for his suggestion as to the- word arpent, in order
to bring in farmers' sons in the Province of Queboc. As
to the other suggestion, I might say that, on referring to
the Ontar io Act, I find that twenty acres is the limit fixed
there.

Mr. CAM ERON (Huron). I have no doubt in the Ontario
Act it is limited to twenty acres, but I think that limit is not
correct. You will find, in the neighborhood of towns and
cities, many farms of less than twenty acres, the owners of
which live in comfortable houses and are in fairly good cir-
cumstances, doing farm work or conducting market gardens.
I suppose, that the sons of these men could not vote under this
limit, and if the hon. gentleman would reduce that limit he
would meet a great many such cases.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not sec why there should be this
definiti on. So long as the franchise was a famer's son fran.
chike, as distinct from the son of any other land owner,
there was a necessity of defining what a farm is, in order to
give the farmer's son a vote. But when you give the fran-
chise to the sons of land owners generally, why have you a
separate definition for the sons of those particular land
owners-the farmers. You give the franchise to the sons
of owners, provided the value is up to the qualification,
whether the property is a farm, a bouse, or a market
garden, and why then complicate the Bill by a definition of
farm or farmer's son.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It must be a limit of
twenty acres, in the case of a farm, but there is to be nosuch
limit in town property.

Mr. BLXIKE. It must be twenty acres for a farmer's
son, but if the farm is really a market garden, near a town
or village, which may be worth far more than a farm of 100
acres, and produce more, his son is to be excluded. The son
of a mechanie, who has a $600 house in a village, is to have
a vote, or two song are to have votes, while the son of an
owner of a market garden of fitteen or nineteen acres,
which is worth probably ten times as much, is to be
excluded from the vote.

Mr. CASGRAIN. In the neighborhood of Quebec there
are a number of small farmers, especially in the villages
along the Beauport road, who live on small plots of ground
fron wbich they derive large profits. But under this clause
many of them would be deprived of the right to vote.

Mr. BLAKE. In the 8th section the qualiflcation is
given:

le a nna f ayowner of real property in such electoral district,
other than a farm."

Now if the real property consists of nineteen acres, and bas
the value, the son will have a vote, and surely you will not
deprive him of a vote because the nineteen acres happen to
be farm, instead of waste or uncultivated land, upon which
you give him a vote.

Mr. MILLS. It is clear that that would be the effeet of
Quebec they do not measure by acres at all, an arpent being the clause, though I have no doubt that it was not the inten-
something less than an acre. 1 also ask his attention to tion. In the first instance we find that farmers' sons were
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the only sons of proprietors to whom votes were given.
The law was so understood for a number of years. The
recent Act in Ontario gives votes to the sons of land owners,
where the amount of land is sufficient to give it to them,
irrespective of the use to which the property is put. Now, the
hon. gentleman is proposing to do the same thing, and ho uses
tho expression farmers' sons as to plots of land of twenty
acres or upwards. As this expression reads, it is perfectly
clear that it would be open to the construction which is put
upon it by my hon. friend from West Durham (Mr. Blake).
If the land wks not used s a farm, it would give the owner
and the son of the owner a vote; but if it was used as a
farm, they would not be entitled to vote. I think this
portion of the Bill will have to be recast before it will
accomplish the purpose the hon. gentleman bas in view.

Mr. DAVIES. 1 think the definition itself, and also sub-
section 7 of section 3, are unnecessary, because the greater
includes the less, and sub-section 8 of section 4 includes the
farmer's son. If you take out of sub-section 8 of section 4
the words "other than a farm," it will apply to any pro-
perty. But if the hon. gentleman is determined to keep it
in, I would call bis attention to the fact that he is limiting
the owner to a person holding in fee simple and in posses-
sion, thereby excluding a large class of owners throughout
the country, who do not hold their property in fee simple or
in free and common soccage. If ho would make the clause
read, ''"owner or occupant thereof," ho would embrace those
classes who hold their land by other tenures.

Mr. MILLS. The clause at present will exclude the sons
of persons in Manitoba who have taken 4 lands as home-
steads, and who have not yet been three years upon them,
and taken ont their patents.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It was a considerable
stretch of principle when the Province of Ontario extended
the franchise to farmers' sons. It did so upon the ground,
however, that the farmer, whose son was to vote, was the
owner, not the occupant; and as it was known that the
common practice was, at any rate, for one of the sons,
who expected to be bis father's heir, to work with him,
while the other sons struck out for themsolves or wore pro-
vided for by their father elsewhere, it was thought that such
a one should have a vote. But it would be going very far
to say that the son of a more occupant, having no present
interest in bis father's estate, should have a vote. The hon.
gentleman says a farmer's son in Manitoba would be ut ofi
before the patent was issued. Well, I should not think the
farmer's sQn should have a vote under those circumstances.
It does not at all follow that the homesteader will ever
get bis title ; ho may forfeit it - he is earning bis title, and
ho is only an occupant until ho gets it. lis son has no
present interest. The difficulty the hon. gentleman mentions
could amount to nothing in Manitoba, because if the son is
old enough to have a vote ho can go on to the next lot and
homestead it for himself; there is no necessity for bis
voting on bis father's occupancy. The definition of a land
owner in the Ontario Act is:

'' The expression 'land holder ' shall mean and include any person
who is the owner of real property of at least twenty acres in extent, or
at least of an actual value in cities and towns of $400, and in townships
and incorporated villages of $200."

Mr. CASEY. That includes every land sholder who
would have enough property to vote in bis own right; and
the sons of any person who is qualified to vote in bis own
right are also qualified to vote along with him; but
in the hon. gentleman's Bill the property must be sufficient
in value to qualify the owner in himself and the sons in
themselves. When the interest of the homesteader is
sufficient to qualify himself, I do not see the reason why
the same sort ofinterest should not qualify his sons.

Mfr. MILLs.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). There is very little chance
of difficulty arising in Manitoba from the farmers sons of an
occupant not getting a vote, because that would be a very
rare case in which the son would not have a holding of his
own, the land being practically obtained there for nothing;
but in the Province of Ontario there are a great many
farmers who do not hold their farms as free holders in free
and common soccage. In Huron and Bruce, in some (f
the newer townships, the patents, in 10 or 20 per cent.
of the holdings, have not been issued, and the farms are
simply held under a license ofoccupation. In two or three
townships in the riding I represent, and also in the east
riding ofiHuron, a large number of the farmers hold simply
under license of occupation from the Crown. Some of them
have been so held for twenty-five years, the patents never
having been taken out ; in some of the cases the land has
been paid in full ; in others it has not. Yet, by the definition
the First Minister gives of farmer and farmers' sons, it is
quite manifest that, applying the strict letter of the law,
the sons of these men, who hold under license of occupation
from the Çrown, would not be entitled to vote. Under
the 5th sub-section of section 4, the farmers
would be entitled to vote thomselves, because
they are bond fide occupants of real property in
the electoral district, under liconse of occupation from
the Crown, but their sons would not have the right to vote.
As I understand the First Minister, ho doos not think it
right the sons of the mere occupants of land should
have the right to vote. I do not agree in
that view. Take, for instance, the county of Huron. The
hon. gentleman knows the fine class of farmers that are
there, and yet I vunture to say 80 per cent. of them
have not taken out their patents, but hold their land merely
under license of occupation from the Crown. The sugges-
tion of the hon, member for Queen's, with respect to this
sub-section will cover the case. Theword "farm " should be
held to mean the land actually occupied by the owner or
occupant; and then, by the amendment made to the sub-
section interpreting farmers' sons, adding to the word
" owner " the word "occupant," that would cover the
whole case; and unless the hon. gentleman puts that in I
fear a large number of the sons of farmers who have no
other qualification will not be allowed to vote.

Mr. WELDON. This clause, I think, is unnecessary. In
New Brunswick persons make application for land under
certain conditions. They get an interest in that land, which
they can dispose of, although the Crown grant has never
been issued to them at all. They may sell their right in it,
although it may be years before any grant issues; they
never become freeholders in free and common socage,
although they have a license in the land and a vested right
in it which they can dispose of. This is a new franchise. It
would seem that in Ontario a vote was given to what they
call farmers' sons, and it was confined to farmors' sons; but
this Bill goes beyond that; it gives the right to vote to the
son of the owner of real property, where the real property is
sufficient to qualify the father and the son, or the two sons,
as the case may be. In the 4th section there is a distinction
between the farmers' sons and the owner of real property.
The definition of a farm is that it must not be less than twenty
acres, but a man might possess nineteen acres and his sons
would have the right to vote under the 8th sub-section of sec-
tion 4,if the property were worth the amount required,
whether as a tarm or not. The definition of a farm was there.
fore totally unnecessary, and it will raise the question as to
wbether a property shall be dealt with as a farm or not. In
the one case, the farmer's son would not have a vote, while
in the other ho would.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. With the permission of the
committee, I will allow this to stand over.
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Mr. WELDON. I draw the hon. gentleman's attention

to the question of the word "loccupant." Difficulty will
arise with regard to parties holding by adverse possession,
as to whether they can be considered as owners. A party
gets a title by a possession of many years, but it does not
veet the freehold in him in free and common soccage. It
gives him a title-to use the expression of the late Lord
Chief Justice Campbell, of England, a parliamentary fee.
Although twenty years' adverse possession gives a man a
title, it requires forty years-I only speak of the law of New
Brunswick-before the legal title can be totally extinguished.
I know a case which actually happened, where the property
was held against the tenant by courtesy after twenty years'
possession. We could not turu the party out, but the tenant,
by courtesy, lived for thirty years as tenant by the courtesy,
the title against him was barred, and after he died, the
heire of hie wife came in and got possession. lu that case
the occupant would have a vote.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do ot think there
would be any doubt about it. A title by prescription is just
the same as a title by fee; and the law presumes an origi-
nal title when there is a prescription. The form used to
be: "Whereof the memory of man runs not to the con-
trary." That is supposed to be based on an actual convey-
ance, whether by the old system of delivery, the delivery
of a clock, or delivery of a charter, a conveyance in writing.
That prescription is diminished by slow degrees, but the
principle is the same-a statutory title by prescription, in
the first place, in fee simple, and in the next place in free
and common soccage. There are so many kinds of tenure-
free and common soccage, and, in the English law, copy-
hold.

Mr. MILLS. Adverse possession.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is a statutory dec-
laration that the party holds in free and common soccage,
as far as the law of this country goes.

Mr. EDGAR. I think, as the hon. gentleman says, free
and common soccage is not an estate, but a tenure. That
tenure was introduced in 1791, and, as I understand, it only
applies te lands granted fron the Crown which shall be
held in that tenure. It expressly says so in the statute,
and it would give the estate, which I am sure the hon. gen-
tleman desires to give in this case, as an estate of freehzld,
if that language were used.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL D. We gare getting off the
track.

Mr. EDGAR. No; because it is on the word 6" owner.,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Let that stand over.

Mr. EDGAR. In order to ascertain whether this clause is
necessary or not, I would ask the hon, gentleman to look at
it in this way; I had an amendment prepared, to add after
the word "acres " the following words:-

Or not len than ten acres when the same are cultivated as a market
garden.
On looking over it, however, I concluded not to put that in,
because, under the Act, it does not matter whether we put
ten or twenty or 200 acres in that clause, because the 7th and
8th sub-sections of the 4th section render it unnecessary.

On paragraph 7, "city,"
Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman defines a city and a

town under this and the next paragraph, and they are both
dependent on the action of the Provincial Legislature. Sup-
posing a city in Ontario should be held to require a popu-
ation of 10,000, and one in Manitoba 5,000, tha hon gentle-

man will see that he might have a different property quali-
cation in those places.

200

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is quite true, but
you must have a definition.

Mr. MILLS. So we are not actually controlling the
franchise.

On paragraph 10, " parish,"
Mr. WELDON. What is the meaning of "generally

reputed to form a parish ?" In Nova Scotia the parishes
are purely ecclesiastical, and the townships are the civil
divisions. In New Brunswick the counties are divided into
parishes, which are the civil divisions, but ecclesiastical
parishes are carved out of them. For instance, a portion of
the parish of Sussex, in the county of King's, is divided for
ecclesiastical purposes, but bas no recognition as a civil
division. There might be some difficulty in regard to that.
The city of Portland also is divided into parishes for ecclesi-
astical purposes.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Thie, of course, is merely
a definition. There are ecclesiastical parishes, and parishes
which are known to the temporal law. In the seigniorial
part of the Province of Quobec the word "parish " is held
to be equivalent to "township," in the Eastern Townships,
where the seigniorial tenure did not exist. This is to define
a parish, when it used in the Act as meaning what is gener-
ally reputed to be a parish. In the Province of Ontario,
for instance, there are ecclesiastical parishes, but the word
does not come into force, because they are merely ecclesias-
tical divisions. In Quebec, they are not only ecclesiastical
divisions but temporal divisions, quasi-municipal divisions.
I do not think the hon, gentleman will find any difficulty in
that.

Mr. WELDON. Would not those parishes, in Quebec, ba
formed by statute ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Some of them have
existed from the early settlement of the country, and they
are esteemed to be the statutory or ecclesiastical divisions
of the country.

Mr. LAURIER. I would suggest, that as far as the Pro-
vince of Quebec is concerned, we should make a special
application. The hon. gentleman is quite right in saying
there are some parishos which have existed from the earliest
time. Of sorme of them it is impossible to find any record ;
still they exist now by statute. I think he might very well
recognise that ecclesiastical authority. Under the present
system, in Lower Çanada, all the ecclesiastical parishes are
recognised by the civil authority. The bishop first issues a
decree, by which the territory to be formed into a parish is
designated, and his.,decree is afterwards confirmed by the
civil commissioners, and therefore every ecclesiastical parish
is invariably acknowledged by the civil authorities. There is
a reason for that, because no taxes could be levied for
ecclesiastical purposes, for building of churches or anything
else, unless the decree of the bishop, which constitutes the
parish, is afterwards confirmed by the civil authority.

Sir JOHN A. ACDONALD. It will be no harm to
leave it as it is now, because it simply says that whatever
is reputed to be a parish, no matter what the original
designation by the ecclesiastical or civil authorities, is
called a parish in the definition. This has always been the
definition running through all the statutes.

Mr. MILLS., We have never had to deal with an election
law applicable to all the Provinces before. It seems to me
that the hon. gentleman, in proposing this definition,
intends it as descriptive of the parish spoken of in subse-
quent sections. Now my hon. friend beside me mentions
the fact that in Nova Scotia the parishes are altogether
ecclesiastical. Then in New Brunswick there are ecclesi-
astical and civil parishes. What we call a township in
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Ontario is called a parish in New Brunswick, and there is
no township at all in New Brunswick, I am told. This
definition will be very confusing in the Province of New
Brunswick; in fact, it would not be applicable.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Parishes in New Bruns-
wick must either have been created by civil or ecclesiastical
authority, no matter which. This must apply to either, of
course.

Mr. MILLS. Certainly not. The hon. gentleman will
see that neither of these definitions, nor the enacting clause,
would give the slightest intimation to any party which
parish was meant. Suppose this question were to arise :
Is this Act in New Brunswick applicable to a civil or an
ecclesiastical parish ? The answer to the hon. gentleman
would be : It is applicable to both. So it is, but it is not
with both these that the hon. gentleman intends to deal.
The hon. gentleman wants it applicable to the civil parish
and not to the other. He wants a definition that will
include one and exclude the other, in New Brunswick.
While this definition may satisfy Quebec, it will not satisfy
New Brunswick.

Mr. WELDON. In New Brunswick a parish is exactly
what you call a township in Ontario. They are created by
statute, and out of them is carved, by the civil authority,
what are called ecclesiastical parishes. It is created, not by
ecclesiastical authority, but by the Legislature of New
Brunswick, and out of that civil division might be carved
one or two parishes for ecclesiastical purposes only. In
Ontario you have cities, towns and incorporated villages,
which, 1 presume, cover all the divisions there, while the
parish, with us, would simply mean a parish which had been
erected for civil purposes by the civil authority.

SirJOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not see how the
question can well arise, whether it did or did not arise long
ago, between Upper and Lower Canada. When this clause
was in the Act it was quite well understood. In Ontario
the division is by township, while in Lower Canada it is by
parishes, although for ecclesiastical purposes there are par-
ishes in Ontario. But will this meet the hon. gentleman's
view :

Parish means any tract of land which is generally reputed to form
a parish, whether it has been wholly or in part originally erected into a
parish by the civil or ecclesiastical authority, and which now exists as
a territorial division.

On paragraph 12, "farmers' sons,"
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I have an amendment to this

clause, which I will read :
Farmer's son means any male person not otherwise qualified to voté'

being a son, grandson, stepson or son-in-law, and an owner or occu-
pant.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The son of an occupant
ought not to vote, because he has got no title whatever.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). In some of the western
towns men who have been living upon farms with, perhaps,
60 or 70 acres cleared, for 25 years, have never taken out a
patent ; yet they are under licensed occupation from the
Crown, with their sons living with them. Now why, in
cases of that kind, should not the occupant's son have a
right to vote just as well as if his father had taken out a
patent ? In some townships parties have not taken out
patents although they have been in occupation 25 years.
Some have paid in full and some have not. The question
has not arisen yet, but it well arise under this clause; and
the effect will be that in some townehips the sons of the
occupants will be entitled to vote, while in other townships
they will not have that right.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman will
see that we are greatly enlarging the franchise that now
existe in Ontario.

Mr. MILLs.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I think not.
Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. The word "owner " will

signify a proprietor in his own right, or in the right of his
wife, of freehold estate, legal or equitable, in lands and tene-
ments held in free and common soccage, of which such per-
son is in actual possession. As to a landholder, we must
look back at the interpretation given. The hon. gentleman
will see that an occupant bas a right, because he is in
peaceable possession. The title of the father is only the
title of occupancy, and as the son has no title to occupancy,
he should not have a right to vote. The hon. member has
mentioned that, in western Ontario, a number of persons
have not taken out their patents. We have a right to
believe that they would have taken out their patents if
something did not remain to be performed towards the
Crown ; and if anything is required to be so performed, they
should perform that condition before their sons should vote
upon an estate, which he may perhaps forfeit for non per-
formance of the conditions of occupancy. We must keep
the principle as clearly limited as it is in the Ontario Act,
that sons should only vote as owners, or if their fathers are
proprietors of estates for life or for a larger interest.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). The word "owner " in this Bill
means a person who holds freehold estate in free and
common soccage. The interpretation of the word "owner" in
the Ontario Act is a proprietor, either in his own right or
the right of his wife, of an estate for life or a larger interest.
I contend, in regard to such estates, as I mentioned, they
would be in each case an equitable estate, because the parties
would have a right against the Crown to get their deeds the
moment certain conditions were performed. Under the
Ontario Act the sons of such owner will have votes; but
under the interpretation of the present Bill it is quite clear
that the sons of licensees will not be entitled to vote.

Mr. VAIL. There are quite a number of persons in
Nova Scotia who, I think, although fairly entitled to vote
under the operation of this Bill, will not possess that right.
We have a large number of persons, more particularly in
Cape Breton, who are merely squatters on the land, but
who have paid to the Government nearly all the amount
due. A small sum only requires to be paid to enable them
to receive their patents. Under this interpretation the
father only will be entitled to vote, and not the son. The
father is, to all intents and purpose, owner of the property,
and his son will be deprived of a vote, although his father
holds his property on a title equal to free and common
soccage.

Mr. DAVIES. A large number of persons in Prince
Edward Island agreed to purchase land from the Govern-
ment, and if they have not taken out their deeds the sons
will not have votes. I do not think the hon. gentleman
intended that. Probably the state of the law in the Lower
Provinces was not brought before his attention. The hon.
member for St. John (Mr. Weldon) has called attention to
cases where men, who have been in possession of land for
wenty, thirty or forty years, do not take out patents,
because their present title is almost equally good, yet the
sous of those men will not have votes.

Mr. TROW. There are many scores ofe cases in North
Perth, where farmers holding property of the value of,
perhaps, $6,000, have not taken out patents, because, per-
haps, $100 was due, and payment has been deferred from
year to year. This clause would deprive the sons of such
men of the right to vote.

Mr. MILLS. I call the hon. gentleman's attention to a
class of cases in this city which would not come under this
provision, namely, those of parties who have perpetual
[eases of military property. The hon. gentleman knows
that you cannot dispossess them ; that they have a right to
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the renewal of the lase forever. Yet, they. have not a
title in free and common soccage. No matter what might
be the value of the property, the sons of the lessees would
not, under the definition given, be entitled to vote. low
does the hon. gentleman intend to exclude them ; is that
his deliberate intention, or is it from the fact that he has
overlooked thepeculiar tenure by which they hold.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; my intention is to
make it as wide as it now is in Ontario, and no wider.

Mr. WELDON. I would call the hon. gentleman's atten-
tion to what the result will be in the city of St. John. A
large portion of that city is held under perpetual lases.
When the Loyalists came there, in 1784, a town plot was
laid out in lots, and an apportionment was granted to them.
When the city was incorporated the ungranted lots were
given to the city, or almost all of them, and the corpora-
tion has nover parted with them. Some have perpetual
lases, some have ninety-nine years lases, and some twenty-
one years. I sbould say that one-third of the real estate of
St. John is held under those lases. Take the wharves of
the city, the most valuable property there. The property
of the late Senator Robertson, worth $100,000, would be
entirely excluded, because it is held by lase and not by free.
hold.

Mr. HESSON. The hon. member for South Perth (Mr.
Trow) is quite correct, and I think thore will be many farm-
ers' sons who will be left out, if the Bill were left as it is,
because many of the farmers in my county, who bought their
lands from the Canada Company, and who have farms worth
$3,000 or $4,000, have balances still due to the company,
and their sons would not have a vote, which, I think, would
be unfair. In some cases the sons of these men work together
on farms of 250 or 300 acres, though they have not their
title from the Canada Company. The Bill, in that respect,
would not be asliberal as the Ontario Act is to-day, which
permits farmers' sons, in those cases, to vote.

Mr. WELDON. I might also mention that the city of
Portland is largely held by lases, from two or three
estates, and I should judge that in St. John and Portland
together 50 per cent. of the real estate is held by tenants.
Practically, these parties consider them as valuable as free-
hold, but still they are not freehold.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. And therefore their sons
should not have votes.

Mr. WELDON. It may happen that the sons of a man
who has one of these properties, worth $10,000 or $20,000,held by these perpetual eases, would not have a vote, while
the sons of a man alongside, with a property of $1,000, would
have votes.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is only a twenty-one
year lease after all, so they are not owners' sons.

Mr. WELDON. It may be 999 years.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yon would enfranchise

those in New Brunswick, who never had a land owners' pro.
perty at all.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman laid down the rule this
evening that a man's having property was no evidence of
his fitneiss to vote.

Mr. TROW. I am quite sure that the hon. member for
North Perth (Mir. Hesson) will, if this clause passes in its
present shape, be deprived öf scores of votes which were
recorded for him last election. Many of these men
have large and valuable farms from the Canada Company,
or from the Crown, though many of them are indebted for
balances on these lande.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I take it that those who
voted for my hon. friend behind me (Mr. Hesson) last elec-
tion will vote upon the same property next election. They
voted last election under the Ontario Act, and these words
are exactly as in the Ontario Act.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Sir JOJIN A. MACDONALD. Yes; exactly.

Mr. CHARLTON. I would point out to my hon. friend
from South Perth (Mr. Trow) that ho need not be alarmed
for my hon. friend from North Perth (Mr. Hesson), as no
doubt the revising barrister will make it all right.

On paragraph 13, "electoral distriot,"
Mr. WELDON. I would suggest that the word "parish"

be inserted after the word "township."
Amendment agreed to.

On paragraph 17, Iactual value," or "value,"
Mr. FISHER. I have put in your hands an amendment

which I wish to lay before the committee. The actual
value is here defined to be the present market value of any
real property, if sold upon the ordinary terms of sale, and
it is something which is to be determined by the revising
officer. I wish to make an amendment, that the actual
value means the value as shown by the assessment roll of
the municipality in which the property lies. I think there
is a very important difference between my amendment and
the provision of the Bill as it stands, and I think it is a
difference which is essentially in favor of the amendment I
propose. The Bill, as it stands now, practically leaves in the
hands of the revising officer the assessment of property upon
which the various classes of voters will qualify as voters.
It le4ves practically in the complote control of the revising
barrister the power to put anybody on the list or not.
The amendment proposed does not affect in any way the
business of the revising barrister, with regard to the various
franchises which are not based upon property; but those
franchises which are based upon property, 1 contend, should
be based on the proper valuation of that property, as ascer-
tained for purposes not connected with the electoral lists.
The assessment roll, which I wish to take as the basis of
the value of the property, upon which various classes of
voters shall qualify, is made out for the purposes of munici-
pal taxation, which affords a guarantee that the value fixed
is the real and correct value of that property. The taxation
of every owner in a municipality is based upon it, and ho
himself is interested in having the property correctly
assessed; *hereas, by this Bill, the assessment is left in the
hands of an officer appointed by the Governmont, who has
no direct interest in the correctness of the assessment, and
whose hands are in no sense tied by the" counterbalancing
interest on the part of the elector. Under the
municipal system, if an elector desires to be put on
the voters' ist, he asks the assessor, as I believe is soma-
times the case, to assess his property sufficiently highly to
qualify him to vote, and ho has to pay a oorresponding
increase in his taxation; whereas, under this Bill, the elector
may try to show to the revising barrister that his property
ought teobe assessed more highly than it is in the munici-
pal assesment, and if he does se, ho is not required on that
account to pay any increased taxation to the municipality
in which ho lives. Under the municipal system, not only
is the person interested in keeping his assessment at the
correct value of the property, but every person in the
municipality who elects the councillors who revise the
assessment rolls is also interested; so' that the assessment
roll is pretty sure to indicate the correct value of the
proporty in the municipality. I think, therefore, that if
the revising barristers are obliged to base the voter's lists,
over which they have so much power, on a valuation roll,
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which is out of their power, it will remove a good deal
though not by any means all, of the objection I entertain to
the revising barristers having control over the voters' lists.
It is for these reasons that I propose:

That the actual value of any real property shallh be the value as
assessed by the assessment roll of the municipality in which the property
lieu.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I object to that alto-
gether. It would have the effect of disfranchising a great
many people. We all know that the assessed value is not
the true value; it cuts down the value amazingly. The
gentleman says that because there will be no increase of
taxation a person might be anxious to get his property
valued too highly before the revising officer. He is not
such a fool as to do that, bocause his neighbors would know
it, and the next time the assessor went around, ho would
fix the value according to the man's statement.

Mr. WE LDON. This is a very indefinite clause. It says
that the value shall be "the present market value." That
altogether depends on the time and upon the terms under
which it might be sold, whether for cash or on time, and
the length of that time. I adopt the same view as the
right hon. Prime Minister, that the assessment roll is not
always the best place to ascertain the value; because it is
well known that property is not, as a rule, assessed at its
full value. I would suggest an amendment as follows:-

Actual value or value means the present value of the property, a
the same manner as if it were appraised as belonging to the estate of
deceased person, provided that in no case shall the value be less than
the assessed value in the municipality or parish.

That would take the assessment roll as the basis, but the
value might be beyond that. The value will be ascertained
in the same way as when a man puts his property in the
hands of an appraiser to value, because ho estimates its fair
value to the party, not what it would sell for in the market,
which would depend on the terms and conditions under
which it could be sold and the demand for real estate at
the time. While I agree with the hon. member for Brome
(Mr. Fisher) that the assessment roll should form the basis,
I do not think it should be the actual basis, but it should be
the minimum of value; so that the parties would be allowed
to come in and show that upon a fair valuation the property
was worth more than it was assessed for.

Mr. TROW. The First Minister is perfectly correct when
ho says that the assessment roll does not at all times give
the actual value; at the same time, it seems to me to be the
preferable basis, because it affords certain safeguards. In
the first place, the assessor is under oath to make a proper
and just assessment; thon it is revised by the court of
revision, and afterwards again by the members of the
county councils; so that there are several checks and safe-
guards in operatiun before it is finally revised. I do not
think lawyers are the best valuators of real estate. In very
few instances, in my county, have I known a lawyer who
could value a farm as well as an assessor, and I think it
would be botter to adopt the same system in this Bill.

Mr. FISHER. I am not familiar with the state of affairs
in New Brunswick or the other Provinces; but in my own
Province, the actual value of the property is taken as the
basis of the municipal assessment. Some years ago that
was not the case; but the assessors and the municipal
authorities have found, as a matter of convenience, that the
actual value is the best to put on the assosment roll, and
they have almost universally, I believe, adopted the prac-
tice of assessing the property at its actual value, as nearly as
they can ascertain it. This is very much botter, and it
practically amounts to the same thing, as it would be, so
tar as the people'in the municipality are concerned,whether
the property was valued higher or below its actual worth.
If the property were all valued below its actual value, the
rate of assessment of taxation would have to be so much

Mr. Flsnoi.

more on the dollar, to get the necessary money to do the
work of the municipality; if the property were valued
higher than *its actual value, the assessment per dollar
would be so much lower. Even supposing it were
valued lower than its actual value, it would be the same for
the whole municipality. Everybody has the same chance in
each municipality, though the chance may not be quite equal
all over the whole Dominion. The right hon. gentleman, the
Premier, said nobody was going to ask to have his valua-
tion raised in order to get on the votera' list. Well,
even under present circumstances, I have known mon who
have asked the assessors to raise the value of their property
for this purpose ; but even supposing nobody was such a
fool as to ask this, how about the man whose valuation will
be lowered'a little, so that ho will not be put on the roll ?
Will ho be brought down to the same level ? No; ho will
still have the same tax to pay, under the municipal assess-
ment, though he will not get the right to vote, because the
right hon. gentleman does not chose to give it him. That
is the reason I do not believe that the valuation should be
left in the bands of the revising barristers. The way pro-
posed by the amendment is the only way in which safety
will be given to the people who qualify on their proporty
for a vote under this Bill; and if, as it is at prsent, the
assessment is left in the bands of the revising barrister, it
simply puts in his bands the power to decide whether any-
body shall have or shall not have a vote.

Mr. LAURIER. I understood the First Minister to say
he was willing to take the franchise as it was in the Pro-
vince of Ontario, and extend it no further, but 1 find by the
Ontario Act that the basis of the franchise is the municipal
valuation; so that if the Prime Minister adopts the rule ho
laid down a moment ago, ho cannot object to this amend-
ment, which proposes the sanie basis as is adopted in
Ontario.

Mr. BOWELL. The assessment roll is not final.

Mr. LAURIER. It is the basis.
Mr. BOWELL. So it is in the other case. The basis of

the voters' list is the assessment roll in Ontario, but you
can appeal to the court of revision and have it raised or
lowered, and if you do not succeed there you can go before
the judge, who, in this case, is the revising barrister.

Mr. LAURIER. Let the list be made out according to
that basis.

Mr. CASEY. The Minister of Customs is mistaken in
saying the assesment roll is the basis in both cases. It
will not be the basis of the voters' list in this Bill. It is to
ho taken as part of the evidence; there is nothing to say
that even in a first rough draft the assessment roll will be
the basis. This clause particularly specifies the value, for
the purpose of qualification, shall be subjected -

-Kr. BOWELL. Neither is it the present law in
Ontario. If a man is left out hoecan insist on being put on.

Kr. CASEY. This makes the basis the opinion of the
revising officer on the information in his possession at the
time of sncb revision. In the one case, the rough draft
made by the township clerk must be made from the assess-
ment roll, without his exercising any judgment as to the
value of the land. Then there may be an appeal to the
court of revision to have the assessment roll revised; if
that fails, there may be an appeal to the judge ; but there is
this great difference, that the judge revises, not only the
voters' list but the assessment roll, and the effect of his
decision is to change the sum for which the appellant is
taxed on the assessment roll. Under the present Bill, the
person who is assessed too high by the assessment officer for
the purpose of giving him a vote pays no penalty. Ho may bo
assessed at $100 in the municipal assessment roll and the
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revising officer may value his property at $250, to give him
a vote, and he will still pay taxes only on the $100.
There is a material difference between a change being made
on both the assesment and votera' list and on the votera'
list alone. It has been said that next year the asses or
will put the property up to the figure fixed by the revising
offcer, but the aseeseor is sworn to do his duty in valuing the
land, according to the system laid down by the law, and he
cannot swear this land is worth the increased value put
upon it by the revising officer simply because that officer
chose to fix the value at such figure. Again, if
the assessor should follow that valuation, it is quite open
for the person whose assement has been so increasedto
appeal, and say: I did not value my land at the value put
upon it by the revising officer; that was his doing. Remem-
ber, the revising officer can raise the value of his land with-
out any request of the man himself, of his own motion, for
the purpose of including him in the votera' list, or lower it,
for the purpose of taking him off, without any appeal on
the part of either of the parties concerned. This man will
be in a position to say: I did not value it at this
high figure; the revising officer put it at that; that
is his opinion; my opinion is that is so much; and so
the two things might go on concurrently and compati bly for
years, a man being rated at $300 for voting purposes and at
8150 for aEsessment purposes, without the slightest derelic-
tion of duty on the part of the assessor or any appeal on the
part of the party interested, and without his having to pay
any increased taxation for the fictitious value given to his
property for political purposes. I object to this clause on
the ground of vagueness, and chiefly because it introduces
just the principle which is sought to be remedied by both
the amendments before you-the principle of a valuation
of Lnd made by a political officer for a political purpose,
pure ani imple, and with political objects in view. I am
not irferring that the revising ofilcer will be always partisan,'
but the question he will have in view in gauging the value of'
property which is near the amount required for qualifica-
tion will be: Js this man entitled to a vote or not ? He
will look upon the valuation, not from the point of view of
Iccal assessment, but from the point of view of whether the
man should have a vote or not. Therefore, I call him a
political officer, making a valuation for political purposes.
Of the two amendments, I prefer that proposed by my
hon. friend from Brome (Mr. Fisher). I quite agree
with him that it is absolutely essential to a fair
valuation of land that it should be valued for taxation pur-
poses and not for political purposes; that the average asses-
sor, bound by oath, responsible to the municipal council,
which is directly responsible to the people of the township,
subject to the checks of the court of revision and the
appeal to the judge, is not only likely but certain to be an
infinitely more impartial valuator of land than the irres-
ponsible officer appointed by this Government to value the
land for political purposes only, and who is himself the sole
judge of value, of law, of evidence and of everything con-
nected with the valuation of ihat land. The Premier says
that, because the land is generally assessed at a lower value,
this plan would restrict the franchise. That sounds very
plausible, but it appears very absurd, when you recollect
that we îhave been working under that system for years;
that, ever since we have had votera' lists at all, the basis
bas been municipal valuation; and that, in every other1
country, as far as I am aware, in which English precedent
is followed, the municipal or parish asessment is the basis
of the valuation for voting purposes. In the Province of
Ontario, during all the years that the right bon. gentleman
bas oonducted campaigns in that Province, the municipal
assesEment has been the basis of the franchise. It
is absurd for him to say now that it restricts thei
franchise unduly. We know that property is some-
times valued below its actual cash prie, but it is

chiefly in regard to the large properties that that rule
prevails, and not ln regard to the small properties, as
to which it may be doubtful whether the value will be suff-
cient to qualify the owner for a place on the roll or not.
Even if there is an appeal to the county judge, he las to
apply the rule laid down in the assement law of Ontario,
which the assessor should have followed if he did his duty.
This paragraph in the present Bill leaves a tremendous
loophole, to say the least of it, for a difference of judgment,
or a weakness or fallibility of judgment on the part of the
revising officers. lt is extremely vague; the Ontario Act
is precise, and the amendment of my hon. friend from St.
John (Mr. Weldon) is precise. This Bill is as vague as pos-
sible, and it bears upon its face the suspicion of'havincg been
left purposely vague. When you take the words "ordinary
terms of sale " in connection with the proviso that the revis.
ing officer will determine "upon the best information in his
possession," you have no definition whatever of the ordi-
ary terms or sale. You make no provision as to what the
revising officer must be guided by. I think it would puzzle
the right hon. gentleman himself to say what are the ordi-
nary terms of sale. Even in any particular locality they are
subject to constant variation, and they can hardly be applied
to the sale of lands throughout the Dominion. The land
may be sold for cash or for credit, for a certain number of
years, at 6 per cent., or 5 per cent., or 8 per cent., or 10 per
cent., and the market value Would b e different in all these
cases. If a man said lis proporty was valuod at $175 when
it should have been rated at $200, the applicant might urge
that the terms to be adopted were long crodit and a low
rate of interest on the unpaid balance, while the party who
desired to strike off his vote would say the terms were cash
or a short term of credit, at the ordinary rates of interest
paid for land. It -is easy to make a difference of $25 by
taking the one or Ihe other rule. The reviâng officer can
take which h. thinks proper ris representiîg fthe ordinary
terms of sale, and that gives a tremendous opportunity for,
to say the least, a variety of judgrnent. I might even go
farther. We know there will be partisan revisimg officers
who will wish to put one man off and another man on the list.
There is room for him here, while remaining within
the limits of the law, to exercise his partiality and to choose
arbitrarily that particular basis which will produce the
value for the property which he wishes to see produced.
Then again, as to the best information in his posses-
sion at the time of such revision. That is a very
vague clause. It is not provided that h. shall know
much of the value of lands in the neighborhood. This refer-
ence to the best information in his possession would allow
him to take, keeping strictly within the terms of
the law, such information as he chooses to get. He
is not compelled to proceed on the best information h.
can get; h. bas power to proceed with the best information
he as in his hands at the time. I conclude, therefore, that
the clause is extremely vague, and leaves glaring occasions
for favoritism, partiality or mistake, on the part of the
revising ofBcer, and that it fails to show any basis at all upon
which the property is to be valued. I prefer the amend-
ment of the hon. member for Brome (Mr. Fisher), because
it asserts the principle that the valuation should b. made
by the municipal officer for this as well as other purposes.
I also .like that amendment because, in Ontario, at all
events, it will secure just what the hon. member for St.
John (Mr. Weldon) is seeking to insert in the Bill, namely,
the valuation, in the way h. stated, of all property. I think
there should be some definition in the provision. It is
absurd to throw ourselves upon the mercy of the evising
officers, who will necessarily be more or lese partisan,
m ithout at least laying down some defluite rule for their
guidance in the valuation of land.

Mr. AUGER. I think the First Minister bas not looked
on all sides of this question. Ie must consider that the
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farmerâor voters generally have something else to do %ban
to watch these officers make up the list. Now; in the muni-
cipalities we have our valuators; who go around the Sounty
and nake atroll. A notice is given, and on a certain day the
roll isrevised by the municipal authorities. A man has to
watch that to esee whether he is properly valued, and if he
finds that his property is valued to its full value, then he
wants others te be valued fully slao, bocause otherwise he
will have ,more'than -his share of the taxes to pay. If ho is
not iatisfied, he has the right of appd o the county
council. Under the present;system, when the voters ,list is
made from that roll, all the voter has- to do is to see that bis
name is' on the list. If it is not-on the liEst, he can apply te
the' ouncil to have it put on, and then appeal to the court
if nfot satisfied with the decision ; but according to
this. syfen he will have to do this work, and thon he
w-ill have te watch the revising offiur, because,' although
his nane may be on the roll,- he is net certain that it
will be put on the revising oefcer's liEst. Then there is the
question of cost. How is it possible for aprofessional man,
a barrister, teobe able to value the whole county in much
less than a -year ? At present the municipal council
generally appoints the same valuators from year te year,
because they are botter acquainted with the property
in 'the municipality. Very often it takes a month to
inake a, valuation in some municipalities. How is it
possible that a perfect stranger, who knows nothing of the
value of property in those municipalities, is W make a
valuation in -less than a year ? He may be the best man in
the wôrld ; if ho is an honest man, it wiIl t:ake him longer
than if hoeis a scoundrel, because if he is the latter ha will
care nothing about doing his duty. But if hoeis an honest
man he will want to value the land correctly. Take my
own county, for instance. There are fourteen muniipalities,
and how much lime would it take for an-officer togo around
and visit and value these properties? Hie cannot do it alone;
he must have somebody witb him; r d ail this will.cost roney.
If the amendmentofthe hon.rnienber forBrome (Mr.Fisher)
-was accepted, all ho would have to do would be to take- the
valuation rol made by parties who are aequainted with
the land in the municipality,, and revised by officers
who knew the value of land. I think the First Minister
ought to accept this amendment. I do net see what injus-
tice there would be; everybody would be treated alike, all
over the Iominion, while ,ther*ise the matter would be
left in-the hands of an inexperienood man, who does not
know the valué of prbperty and who would put the elector
to the trouble of going to the county atithe Üset meeting,
and agàin at the second neeting, in their -m-uuicipality, for
the final tevision. Of course, if ho does noiget justice there,
ho will have o take an appeal, if the revisiîg ficer· will,
let him have it.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I think the proposition of the
amendment of the honrbemberdfor Brome (Mr. Kiisher) is
the only correct way in which4he desired information can
be obtained. iNot only is it the correct, 'but it ie the cheap
«st and the only practical -miethod by which it ean beU
accompliMhed. It isàthe onlyway inwhich proper safegiards
-can bethrown around it. The assement l-oll is made ont
.by gentlemen who are placed urnder oath te value property
at its actual eash value. But that is not the only safeguard.
If a man-eels--aggrieved, ifho considers that the va-lue of is
property is sunacient to enable him te have a-vote, he ha-
an appeal te the court of revision. That, in Ontario, and 1
presume it is the same in .the other Provinces, is composed
of the members of the municipal council. They also, beforej
they enter on their duties, take.a solemn oath te do justice. If
the township is divided into wards, ee man must noces-
sarily be well acquainted with the ward, and I believe
in most cases it will be found that every member of the
council knows of hiis actual knowledge whether

Mr. Ay.ea

the property should be raised in valuation or not.
So we say that safeguards are thrown around it, and
it is the most correct valuation that can he made- in that
way. Not only so, but under the Ontario election law
there is still another appeal provided, namely, to the-county
judge. If a man feels aggrieved and thinks his property
should bo raised, se as to give him a vote, ho can appealt10
the county judge, and-I desire hon. members to notice this
point-if the appeal be ustained, the costs are saddled
on «the council. So al the safegua-ds imaginable, in
order to obtain a correct valuation, are provided by this
method. I asserted that it was the cheapest way in which
the matter could be decided. By adopting this plan it saves
this Government from paying anything,: except- a mere
trifle, to obtain an assessment roll. Again, I said it was the
most practical way. If you do not adopt the revised assess-
ment roll as a basis, what other basis are you going to get ?
Is the revising offcer to become an assessor, and go
through the riding, from one end to the other, placing
a value on all property in dispute? If that be so, it is
going -to take ýa pretty smart revising officer to make out a
voters' list w-ithin a year. We know that some of the rid-
ings vary from twenty miles to 100 miles between their
extreme points; and it took the assessor, who was a very
smart man, two menths to prepare an assesment of one of
the townships in my riding. We can easily understand the
immiense amount of labor in -which it is going to involve the
revising officer if he bcomes assessor, and is called upon to
go through each riding and see if property entitles the
parties to vote or not. It may be objected that under this
Bill the revising -officer may take such information as
ho requires. That is going to make the matter worse. If
ho is going to do so by taking evidence it is going to make
the expense much larger, for the only difference isthat
instead of the eost being borne by the Province, it will have
to be borne by individuals. I cannot see any other way of
gotting a cheap and correct assessment, except by the
method proposed by the hon. mem)r for Brome (Mr.
Fisher). Any other is going to be not ouly costly, but incor-
rect, and I fear utterly impracticable.

Mr. TROW. I highly approve of the amendment pro
posed by the hon. member for Brome -(Mr. Fisher), as the
only practicable solution of the difficulty and the only
equitable mode of assesment. The actual value of pro-
perty- is sometimes imaginary. It depends very much
on the circumstances of the case. A man may want to
enlarge th limits of fhis fari, by taking an adjoining farm,
so as to provide for some memÉber of his family, and for that
additional land ho may pay 30 or 40 per cent. morethan
any other person would be willing to offer. Again, the person
who sold a portion of his farnm might subsequently desire to
repurchase it, and be willing to pay a much higher price.
Se the value of land is largely imaginary. I desire to
ask the First Minister now, in the event ;of the revising
oficoor obtaining information requisite to enable him to
arrive at a correct valuation of a section of land, -and in the
event of there being a trial in respect to the valuation, by
whom is the expense to be borne? Is it to beby the indivi-
dual whose property has either been lowered or raised, or
by the municipality, -or by the D ninion ?

Mr. SPROULE. I desire to say a word in regard to the
valuation of the assoesment roll. Valuators -are appointed
to go round and make valuatigns. In the same county very
different valves are given to land separated by very short
distances; 100 acres may be valued at $1;000, and yet right
across the road, in another township, the same quantity of
land may be valued at $2,000. Village lots are -valued at
$80 or $100 above the amount at which they have been
bought. This I have seen several times. , While I admit
that, for the purpose of making the årst roll, :it would be
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convenient to use the assessment roll as a foundation, I.deny
that it shows anything like the correct values.

Mr. TROW. In the event of one township having a lower
valuation, is that not recorded by the county council at the
next revision.

Mr. SPROULE. It is recorded .for county purposes,.but
not by the ssçessor.

Mr. MILLS. I hope the hon. First Minister will take
this clause into further consideration. It is very vagge. In
the Ontario Assessment Act it is provided: that the valua-
tion.is to be made on the, actual cash value, as if sold to
meet a just debt of an insolvent estate. You then know.
the principle on which the value is made, IIn this
section, it says that the amount shall bo the market
value of any property on the ordinary terms of sale.
Now " the ordinary terms of sale " is very indefinite. It
may mean one thing in one municipality and a wholly
differont tbing in another., One may. sel for cash, and
another for a long teri of credit, and the intereat may be
different, so that the valuation of a property may not depend
on the intrinsic value, but on a different practice of the
terns f sale. Thenit-provides "whether as.owner, tenant,
occupier or farmer, or other owners' son." Now, the hon.
gentleman proposes to allow this to stand over in another
portion of this section, for the purpose of determining this
particular provision of the Act relating te farmers and other
owners' sons, so the definition in this clause may be required
to be changed. hereafter. It seens to me that we ouglit to
have something more definite than is set out in this clause.
I am satisfied, if this plan were called into practical opera.
tion at this moment, there is not a representative on that
side of the Eouae or on this .who would not. beput to,,more
expense for these lists than would b requiredto conduct an
ordinary election, for the first year and forovery year. am
satisfied that the membors of this House have not yet begun
to realise what will be the cost and trouble and difficulty and
length of time required in the preparation of the votera'list,
where there is notan original list prepared .by some stated
authority, outside the rivising officer, whether it is a board,
as in the State of New York, elected by the people and
representing both parties, or by a municipal council, elected
for another purpose, and who can perform this duty at the
same time. There ought to ho some plan of making up the
lists originally and some definition given as to what is to be
the actual value of the property. The language of the
clause is certainly very loose and vague. Now, the First
Minister said that the assessed value is altogether below the
actual value. I know that was the case years ago, but there
has been a great change in, western Ontario of late years,
and I believe in most western constituencies the hon. gen-

.lemann WI iud that, if you were to take the assessed value,
it is very near the value which is to be determined in this
way-as near as it con be.fixed. Thon, again, if that were
the case, supposing the hon. gentleman's statement was well.
fouuded, that the assessors do fix the value of property
altogether below the real value, what follows from that ?
Why, that the hon. gentleman should fix a lower valuation
fnore as the standard of qualification fqr votera. He would
meet the whole case in that way. If ho thinks that the sum
he fixes as the qualification of a voter is all that is required
of him, and that the assessors generally fix a, lower valua-
tion,,he will meet the difficulty by saying that the valuation
shall be something less, and still we will adhere to the revised
roll. Thon there are only to be required to be put on the
voters' list those persons who are not included within the
assessment valuation,-at all events, those conditions of
qualification which are not included on the assessment roll,
and that can be botter done, most assuredly, by persons
in the locality, elected by the people of the locality, who
know the parties and ciicumstances, better than by any
revising officer, who is a stranger. Thon take this part of1

the definition 4Iasdetermined by the revising office, upon
the best information in his possession at the time of bis
revision." Now, a partisan revising officer might have in
his possession information obtained from parties, and no
other. The hon. gentleman says ho will not do that, but
we should proceed here so as to guard the rightsof the
people against. abuse. If it is otherwise, it_ would
not be necessary to make provision for revising
officers at all, for in moet of those cases thedifficulty arises,
not from errors of judgment, but from the extent to which
a man's judgment is warped by political feeling., Now, in
New York, to guard against that, there. are three revising
offcers elected, called inspectors. By that meansboth parties
are represented. on the, board, and, those revising officers
are liable to prosecation. It soems to mo-I will not discuss
the matter at length, at. present-that the revising officer
is treated as a judicialperson instead of a ministerial per-
son. There-is no provision. that ho shall beliable for mis-
eonduct or prosecuted for fraud, or for .disregard of his
oath, and ho cannot: be punished, as an assessor is punished,
for, wrong doing. Now, in most American States there is
provision for the punishment of a revising board for wrong
doing, but there is none-here.

Mr. HESSON. The clause says that the value means.
the thon present market value of any real property,if sold
upon the ordinary terms of sale. Now, as I understand,
the evidence which is now brought before a court of
revision is that of the gqmparative value of adjoining pro-
prties-at all events, that is the case in the county of
Perth Well, it comesbefore the. judge upon appeal, and-the
judge takes his information from actual sales made on
certain termr h ,h are well known as the actual value of
property. h iay be part cash, or all cash, but it is on
sales absolutely made, and on facts. obtained from the
registry office, as-to sales in the county. Besides, ho has
the power and the right to take evidence. I cannot conceive,
therefore, that any great injustice could be done. As I said
before, the assessed value will be the basis on which any
voters' list will be made up. If that is the cdse, I do not
think there will be any variation from that at all. I agree
with the hon, gentleman that in western Ontario the values
are pretty well up to the absolute value in sales-in Stratford,
I think it is-and in some cases property will not sell for its
assessment. It is not so much the case for farms, though
for county purposes they are put up to high values. I do
not apprehetid any danger, because the assessment in the
first instance will fix the basis on which their values are
established; and if it is a question of appeal to the judge, I
think ho will pursue the course which las always Dn
pursued, ani take it from the actual values.

M1r. FISHER. The hon. member for Perth (Mr. Hesson)
does not agree with the First Minister. The First Minister
told me the danger was that the property would be assessed
too low, and that.consequently a groat many would be dis-
franchised if we took the actual assessment of the munici-
palities. But the hon. gentleman who las just taken his
seat says they are, in many cases, assessed higher than they
are worth.

Mr. HESSON.. I think so.

Mr. FISIER. Then there would be no danger of dis-
franchisement. I think that, as a matter of fact, the muni-
cipal assessment will be as near the actual value as the
gssessors can discover, and I do not think there is any great
danger in either case; but the argument of the hon. mem-
ber for North Perth (Mr. .Lesson) contradicts absolutely
the hon. First Minister's argument, and I think between the
two I have suggested the happy medium which ought to
be taken., The hon. First Minister seems to be afraid that
there shall not be equality in the aosement, nbgt th4t the
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assessment in various localities shall be different. I think,
however, that the assessment of people who know the values
in the municipçlities, assessors appointed by the municipal
councils, supervised by the municipal councils, and watched
by the people, whose interest is that the assessment should
be as just and equal as possible, is not so likely to be
incorrect and unequal as the assessment of a gentleman who
is only one individual, not in a municipality, but in a whole
county, and who cannot possibly know all the values in a
large county as well as the people in a municipality, which
is a much smaller area, can know the actual values of the
municipality in which they are assessed; and the revising
officer has to act simply on the information in his possession.
A revising officer in Ontario may have a different idea of
value than a revising officer in New Brunswick or Nova
Scotia, and these officers are as likely to vary as the muni-
cipal councils or the assessors. If there is anything in that
argument, it is in favor of retaining the provincial fran-
chise. It simply shows how impossible it is for this Legis-
lature to legislate on a matter that really comes within the
rights of localities, and does not properly come within the
scope of a Legislature dealing with matters pertaining to
the whole country. I think, so far at all events, hon. gen-
tlemen opposite have really given us. no reasons sufficient
to show that the amendment I propose is untenable, and I
trust that the right hon. First Minister, if he is not pre-
pared to accept it now, will hold this section over, and
frame a section which will carry out his views and still
accomplish the object I have in view.

Mr. IICKEY. I think the language in the Bill is the
only language that can place this matter properly before
the country. There are many counties in which the assess-
ment does not represent the actual value of the property,
and there are probably other places where the actual value
is stated in the assessment roll. In the latter case, there
would be no difflculty, because the revising barrister is
directed to take the last revised assessment roll, and that
will be primd facte evidence that the names there should be
on the votera' list. But, in case there is an appeal in any
municipality against the list, his duty will be to take evi-
dence as to what the actual value is, and as to what the
ordinary mode of selling is. It makes no difference
whether the property in that locality sella at a higher or1
a lower price, or whether it sells for cash or on tiine,(
because it is the actual value that iill entitle the voter to
be placed on the list. So that, I think, there is no vague-
ness in the clause, because the value must be fixed by evi-
dence befere the revising barrister, whether the actual
value is given in the assesment roll or not. Although the
assessors are sworn to give the actual value, it is well t
known that, in taking the oath,they are accustomed to followf
up the work of previeus assessors, and they think they arei
complying with their oath in doing so. But lately, since i
farmers' sons have been put on the voters' list, the smaller i
properties have been assessed at their actual value. Ig
think, under the circumstances, the language of the Bill isà
the best that could be used.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I asked the commitee to0
allow two paragraphs to stand over, because the arguments
of hon. gentlemen on the other aide, and this aide as well,
had raised a doubt in my own mind, and I felt bound to v
solve that doubt on a full consideration of the argumentsF
used. About this clause, however, I have no doubt ; it hasb
been very carefully considered, and I am quite satisfied that t
it is not vague. I am quite satisfied that every man of
sanse will understand what it means-that it means that h
the value shall not be based on a cash sale, but on the ordi- g
nary mode in which property in the particular locality is d
disposed of. Every county judge, or revising officer where b
there is no county judge available, will of course come to that t

Mr. FisHEE.

conclusion. If you look forward, you will find that before
he can commence any operation in the way of revision h.
is obliged to get the assesment list. At present in
Ontario, as it has been asaid, the appeal is ad nauseam; the
list is made by the assessors; thislist goes to the munici-
pal court of revision, which disposes of it finally, unless in
cases in which there are appeals from that revised list.
That is the present law. The Bill merely provides that
instead of the revised assesment list only going before the
county judge in individual cases of appeals, it is considered
that the revised assesment list is appealed against as whole.
That is the only difference between the present law of
Ontario, and the law as proposed here.

Mr. WELDON, The hon. gentleman is always referring
to the law of Ontario. I am opposed to the law of Ontario
governing the whole Dominion. We have our rights below
as well.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Will the hon. gentleman
allow me to say that I was merely answering the arguments
of gentlemen from Ontario.

Mr. WELDON. If you look for a precedent, yon always
refer to the law of Ontario. Now, if the assess ment was
made the basis to start with, there might be something in
the arguments brought forward. The right hon. leader of
the Government says the terms of sale eau be ascertained
in each locality. I defy him to go through New Brun-
swick and ascertain what the terms of sale are.

Mlr. KIRK. Hear, hear; the same in Nova Scotia.

Mr. WELDON. Just now, you go through different
parts of the country and you will find that the farms are
sold for nothing, because t e people are leaving and going
to the States. Farms in New Brunswick are unsaleable.
We want the assesment roll to be taken, ln order to get
at some basis to start from.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. How does the assessor
get it ?

Mr. WELDON. From his personal knowledge. But the
hon. member for East Grey (Mr. Sproule) says there is the
roll of the valuators to commence with, appointed by the
county council. The revising officer is not bound to receive
that at all. He may throw it to one aide, and call in some
person. I understood the First Minister to say the assess-
ment roll was to be the basis; we would not object to that.
Lot the hon. gentleman take the proposition of the hon.
member for Brome (Mr. Fisher), or if that be not satisfac-
tory, let him take mine, but let the assesament roll in the
first instance be the basis. As the 12th section stands, the
revising officer eau use the assessment roll or not, ai h.
likes, because it says: "With the aid thereof and such other
information as he may obtain." flow is the revising office r
going to value the property ? Is he to go through the county
and examine the property and value it? There are m.iny
barristers here of more than five years' standing, and I for
one, w auld b.very sorry tohave that d .ty imposed on me,
of geing round the. country and valuing land.

Mr. WOOD (Brockville). On page 15, se3tion 30 pro-
vides that "The revising barrister shall obtain, as soon as

ssible, a certified copy or crtified copies, as the case may
>6, of the last revised assessment roll or rolls, if any there
be, for the electoral district for which h. is appointed * *
* * and with such copies and such other information as
he can obtain." Does the hon. gentleman object to his
getting better information? Is it not possible the roll may
do some injustice to some voter ? Now, this Act provides that
he shall not only take advantage of every means by which
he assessors now make up their roll in the Province of
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Ontario, every means by which the clerk of the municipality
makes up the list upon that assessment roll-and I presume
that in every other Province there must be some proceeding
analogous to what we have in Ontario-but in addition to
that, ho may make use of any other information he can
obtain.

Mr. VAIL. Read the 39th and 40th lines.
Mr. WOOD. After that, every provision for appeal and

correction of the list comes in, so that there is no necessity
why any man who has a right to be placed upon the list
should bo left off.

Mr. WELDON. That does not carry it any further than
what I read from the 12th section.

Mr. WOOD. Thon I cannot understand the Queen's
English.

Mr. WELDON. Does it say ho must take the assessment
roll as the basis.

Mr. WOOD. Certainly.
Mr. WELDON. Certainly not. The 30th section applies

to the subsequent revisions. The first revision is made
under the 12th section. That says he shall get a copy of
the assessment roll, and with the aid thereof make his list.
le is not bound to take a single name or a single valuation
from the roll.

Mr. BOWELL. He is thon bound to print it.
Mr. WELDON. He is to print the list ho las made.
Mr. BOWELL. And post that throughout the county,

and then the exceptions are taken.
Mr. WELDON. Yes; but who is to pay the expense of

it ?
Mr. BOWELL. Who pay it now?
Mr. WELDON. What I propounded is, that you are not

to put obstacles in the way of a man exercising his fran-
chise. He is entitled to get it as easily as possible, without
any expense to the country or to himself. The assessment
roll is not for the purpose of making votes, but to get the
assessment for parochial, township or county purposes.
Whon that is made, a man is called upon to pay his assess-
ment. He naturally wants to sec what he is assessed at,
and, if lie is assessed too high, ho wants to appeal, and can
take his measures accordingly. Hie sees his assessment by
the personal application of a demand for rates and taxes. lu
this way it is brought home to him. But here a reviser
cornes in. He is not like the assessors, who live in the
district and know all about the property. He is a barrister,
who need not reside in the electoral district. He may ho
an entire stranger, and he makes up this list and posts it
up, and a man has to attend and watch it. Everyone las
to go and see whether his name is there or not. Either
make the assessment roll the basis or make it the minimum;
because, if a man sees that ho is assessed for a $150 or $300,
as the case may be, he will know that ho is bound to go on
the voters' list. Under this Bill, ho has to go and find out,
because a neighbor of his may tell the revising officer that
his property is not worth what it was assessed for. The
revising officer may accept any information, any hearsay
evidence; it is not sworn evidence, and a man's rights are
at the mercy of this sort of evidence. Then the value is to be
the value on the ordinary terms of sale, not the actual value.

Mr. HICKEY. It says actual value.

Mr. WELDON. But I want to know what the definition
of actual value is. This says, "the thon present market
value, if sold upon the ordinary terms of sale." A revising
officer in Nova Scotia or New Brunswick may say the
ordinary terms of sale are so-and-so, in my opinion. Sales
are made there in every possible way--sales for cash,
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sales on time, sales under execution, sales under
order of the Court of Equity. What are the ordinary
terms? Either put it as it is in Ontario, or as it is in the
amendment which I propose, which is the legal way all
through the Maritime Provinces. When a man dies the
value of his real estate is appraised by persons appointed
by the Court of Probate. I say, take it in that way, and
take the assessment roll as the basis of it. Thon you have
something to start upon, but now it is at the whim and
caprice of the revising barrister. It would be botter to
have the assessment roll made primd facie, which the hon.
member for Dundas (Mr. lickey) said it was, but which I
fail to see. It is very different to say the revising officer
shall be aided by the roll, and to say that the roll shall be
primá facie evidence. That would be far botter, but let it
be cut down by sworn evidence, by a court where a man
can be heard. Here the list is made up in the first instance
by the revising barrister, on the best information ho can
get, and the first thing a man knows is that his name is not
on the list. He goes to the revising officer and asks how it
has been donc. He says, it is on the best information I
could get; your neighbois said it was not worth that, and I
eut it down. The 30th section refers to the lists made after
the first list. This has to be done every year. It is not
that when a man is on the list ho romains there, but he has
to go through the trouble and expense every year.

Mr. HESSON. That is the case now.

Mr. WELDON. Suppose it is, it is brought home to a
man every year by his taxes. He knows what is going on.
Whon he is assessed ho is notified of the assessment ud
called upon to pay his tax.

Mr. HESSON. He is liable to be appealed against, as
assessed too high or too low.

Mr. WELDON. He gets a notice of that. If he thinks
lie is assessed too high hoecan go to the assessment roll and
ascertain, but here he knows nothing of it at all. He gets
no individual notice. Bear in mind that the great princi.
ple of the assessment is that he shall have individual notice
of it. flere hLe gets no notice whether he is on the list or
not. Ail ho has Vo do is to hunt up some list and aseertain it.
He has got to go to ail this expense to ascertain whether he
is on the list or not. Thon when we come to the 30th sec-
tion. Ho makes up the first list and he goes on and revises
the list, and procures a copy of the assessment roll and a
copy of the list, which may be totally different, and such
other information as ho eau obtain. Not information on oath,
not evidence, but such information as he can obtain in any
way. He shall proceed to revise the voters' list, and "erasing
from said liste the names of any persons who are dead or
who are not, according to the provisions of this Act, entitled
to be registered as voters, and making any other verbal or
clerical corrections which may be necessary." it gives him
power to set to work behind a man's back and erase his
name from the list, and the man, unless he happons to see
the list, has lost his vote. It seems to me that we should
take the basis of the assessment. What objection can there
be in principle ? The only objection that has been urged at
ail is that put forward, that sometimes the actual man does
not appear upon the roll. Then one man comes up and says
the assessment is too high, and another comes and says his
assessment is too low. But make a minimum, beyond which
the revising officer shall not go. Thon the man bas some
protection. But as it stands now, it leaves every voter at
the whim and caprice of the revising barrister, a man who
may be utterly incompetent to fulfili the duties which are
now placed in the hands of the valuators and assessors.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds and Grenville). The hon.
member for Middlesex (Mr. Cameron) and the hou. member
for Shefford (Mr. Auger) seemed to me very much to mag-
nify the diffioulties in reference to the revising officer.
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They labored to show that it was necessary he should be in every place they make an estimate of the property,
cognisant of the value of all the lands in the country. That according to the best of their knowledge and ability. But
is absurd. Every man knows that the only value at all hon. gentlemen talk about the assessment roll, and those
about which there can be any question is the small value. 1 nIýsessors having their authority put against the authority
In 99 out of 100 cases the value will be so far above the ,r evidence of ten or a dozen sworn witnessess. Does the
ordinary vote value that there can be no difficulty. It is hon, gentleman not know that in Ontario those asss-
only when the value is close to the value of the vote that monts are hable Vo ho appeuled against?
the question of valuation comes in at all. I have made a M.WALLACE. I pointed out that, by your amendmont,
calculation of a number of appeals in my riding for there would o no appeal.

GthereAwould be no appeal.
yeUL, >1ana iLina iiie quesionsI5Uorppeai on vauation do Uo

amount to 1 per cent., that in nineteen out of twenty
cases last year, the appeal was on the highest valuations.
And this applies to the question of the security, set forth by
the bon. member for Brome in bis resolutions, in reference
to the protecion of the valuator in the matter of taxes
That is nonsense also, because it is only where the amount
of taxes is important that the man looks after them at all;
it is against the high valuation that he appeals.

Mr. WELDON. But he las to pay the statute tax.

Mr. FERGUSON. He is not asked for the statute
tax for five or six months after the list is made out.
If he is not assessed he does not do it. The only
evidence lie has of is name being left off the voters'
list is that publisbed by the municipal clerk. That is the
same course which is adopted when the voter is left off the
list prepared by the revising barrister. In many instances
the values are given by the assessors to-day, who never visit
the locality. They put down Tom Jones for $150 on a log
bouse, and never visit the locality. They do that in every
county in this Province. And I know more than that. In
Ontario to-day our municipal elections largoly take place
over contests to secure partisan assessors to make partisan
voters' lists;. and the value of these revising barristers will
be chiefly taking the matter out of the hands of the partisan
assessors.

Mr. WALLACE. Hon. gentlemen opposite seemed
to be ti oubled for fear some poor fellow may be put
on the assessment roll. The whole burden of their song
is that too many may be put on the assessment roll.
The proposal made by the hon. mem ber for Brome I consider
an extraordinary one. If the assessor assesses a piece of land
for $100, then that has to be taken as final, according to his
amendment. If ton men should come up and swear that
they knew that property, and knew it to be worth $200, the
assessment of that assessor would go against those ton men,
though the assessor may never have seen the property, as
he never does, in most cases. Thon again, by the present
law of Ontario, if the assessor does wrong there is an
appeal to the county judge, as there will be to the revising
barrister in this case. If the evidence brought before him
proves that the property is worth more, the change is
made; but by the amendment of the hon. member for
Brome the evidence of any number of men will go for
nothing against the dictum of the assessor. What is the
use of having a revising officer or a judge, if the assessor's
decision is to go witbout appeal ? These hon. gentlemen
are very anxious to have an appoal from the judge, but not
so anxious to have an appeal from the assessor, who has no
evidence before him on which to make this assesment.

Mr. FISHER. I am surprised to hear such an extraordi-
nary account of the municipal arrangement in the Provinco
of Ontario. I had always heard that Province extolled, as
presenting a model of municipal government. I can only
speak with authority of the Province of Quebec, but I can
tell the hon. gentleman that if their account of municipal
government be true, an infinitely botter state of affaira pre-
vails in the Province of Quebee. We have assessors who
are sworn officers, who are not partisans, and who, more-
over, are thoroughly acquainted with tbe business they
have to perform. They do go from place to place, and

Mr. FRGuuoN (Leed and Gronvile),

Mr. FISRER. The assessment roll is not such until it
has been revised and corrected, and thon it becomes the
legal roll of the munricipality. The assessment roll of the
municipality is published, and is open to the inspection of
any rate payer. It is not necessary for a man's name to be
left out in order that ho shall know it, because his neigh-
bors will know it, and they will take care that his name is
not left oit.

Mr. WALLACE. The hon. gentleman says the assesm-
ment roll is published.

Mr. FISHER. It lies in the office of the municipality,
and is open to the inspection of any ratepayer. That is
what I said. There is no danger of anyone being loft off
that roll. But in case of an assessment roll being provided
by the revising barrister, no one can know whether his
name is on the list or not until the voters' bat ls published,
and thon a man cannot tell the reason why his namo is
omitted, whether it is considered that his property is uot
sufficiently highly assessed or not. The assessment
roll of a municipality is subject to appeal, and when it
has been revised and corrected it becomes the legal assess-
ment roll of the municipality, and thon, and thon only, I
wish to see it taken as the basis of the list to be made up.
The hon. member for Leeds (Mr. Ferguson) said that only
small properties would come into question. I quite agree
with the hon. meinber; but it is the owners of those small
properties who are most careful to look at the amount of
taxes they have to pay. Rich men do not care so much, but
poor men look at every cent, and take care that they are
not over assessed. It is therefore absolutely necessary that
the assessment roll of the municipality should be taken as
a basis, and a final basis, because if you depart from the
assessment roll, thon you are leaving the revising officer to
do what ho pleases. I do not suppose that any man assessed
at $5,000 will hoblft off the roll; but the converse is likely
to be true, that parties assessed a little lower than the
amount necessary to obtain votes may have their assessment
increased; and though they would not have the hardihood
to strike off a vote in the first case, yet it would be easily
possible to slightly increase the assessment in the latter
case, so as to confer a vote. Under this Bill the officer will
have to go over the whole county, enquire into the value of
the property and assess it. It is beyond the power of any
one individual to do this. He is not likely to do it or to
attempt it.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds and Grenville). There will not
be more than about twenty cases in each municipality which
will require investigation, and they will ho cases where the
amount is very near that nocessary to obtain a vote. The
idea that the revising officer will have to go round a whole
county and value the property is bosh.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I have been a little surprised
at the charges made against the assessors by the hon.
members for West York and North Leeds and Gren-
ville. The assessors generally do fnot conduct the busi-
ness in the manner described- by those hon. gentlemen.
They have stated that the assessors go to a certain
house, and from that house information is obtained for
the assessment round that locality. I do not believe that that
system prevails. I believe they examine every piece of real
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estate and place a value on it. In order to show the safe-
guards of the present system, I may say that the assessors,
when they make an assesment, leave a scebdule
showing the value placed on the property ; if the
party assessed is not satisfied ho can appeal to the
court of revision, held by the municipal council of the
township. By this clause you open the door for fraud,
which may be committed under this Bill. I do not
say that fraud will be the result, but I say it opens the door
to fraud; it takes away the right of appeal from the people,
and it leaves them without being able to determine whether
they are on the.roll or not. There is also the danger of
people being placed on the roll whose names should not be
there. The present system pursued in my riding and in
Ontario is as follows: The assessor is selected on account
of his qualifications for the office; he has to be a man
of good judgment and possessing special qualifications
with respect to the value of proporty. He proceeds
on his rounds, and goes to every owner of real
estate, makes an assessment and leaves a schodule,
showing the amount they are assessed for. After the
assessment is completed a court of revision is hold by the
municipal council, and any person can give notice of appeal
to the clerk, and may come before the council, who are
directly responsible, and if he is assessed teo high the
council may reduce his assossment, and if too low they may
raise him. The people have a direct monetary interest in it,
especially if they are poor, for they feel the payment of taxes
more t han others. But under the proposed system you leave
the determination in the hands of an officer who is unable to
visit the nlaces and ascertain the values. The cost will be
something terrible, and you will not have the guarantee that
people now have that justice will be done in oach case.
Now, about the value of the property. In our section
property has begun to be assessed at its cash value. That
has been the case in Brant township, and in Bentinck it
has been raised every year for the last number of years,
and in order to have the county assessed on the same
basis, they appoint a board of commissioners to equalise
the assesîment. These commissioners visit the whole
county, they are supposed to examine it closely and to doter-
mine whether the assesment by the assessor in each town-
ship has been carried out fairly and justly, and
whether each township is paying a propor amount of
county rates. Under the present systom you have
all through the greatest safeguards to, the people.
It is a svstem which is cheap, and you place it within the
reach of every man who has a right to be put on the list.
Ho sees the list publishod, and if his name is not on the
list, lie can appeal to the county judge, who can put him on.
But after the revising officer has determined the fact that
lie is not entitled to vote, he has no appeal on the matter of
fact. I think the present basis of preparing the voters'lists
should be left as it is, because it is the most correct and com-
mon sense basis--itis the fairest,and one which preventsfraud.
Now, the member for Leeds says that this is for the pur-
pose of keeping a partisan majority out of the councils.
And my hon. friend wishes to transfer this power from the
people to the Government. I like to see good mon elected
for municipal councils, irrespective of their politics, and if
good mon are elected, the lists will be right and proper.
We want to know on what basis it is done; we want to see
that no man is put on the list who should not be on,
but we do not want it to be loft to the judgment
of one man. Under the presont system, we have the
judgment of the assessor, in the first place, and I
am proud to defend the character of the assessors. I know
there are some assessors in my riding who are not favorable
to me, politically, but I never yet had occasion to take
exception to a single name being placed on the list. The
assessor is generally a man qualified for the work, and-then
it afterwards comes before the council, who are directly

responsible to the people, and they determine whether the
assessor bas performed his duties correctly or not. They know
all about the township,and that is one of the reasons why they
are elected. They find out whether the roll is on a fair and
honest basis, and whether the assessor has displayed reason-
able judgment and fairness in estimating the value of pro-
perty. If the people are not satisfied, they go before the
council, and their evidence is heard and the council doter-
mine whether the assoesment is fair or not. Look at
the number of safeguards, without expense, that are
thrown around the voter. If the people are not
satisfied with the decision of the court of revision,
they can appeal to the county judge. The matter is
conducted all along openly and aboveboard; everything
is transparent, and there can be no fraud, if there is vigi-
lance on the part of the people. The lists are scattered
over the riding, and the people can examine thom without
expense. Now, if the whole matter is left to the determi-
nation of the revising officer, no matter how good that man
may ho, how is it possible for him to travel over the town-
ship and testify as to the value of property. Will his
testimony be as good as that of the assessor and the owner
of the land, who has brought his noighbors before the court
of revision to substantiate his evidence? Will tho people
have as much respect for his decision as they have for the
decision arrived at under the presont system? The lon.
member for Leeds and the hon. member for West York
would lead us to the belief that the assessors, in their coun-
ties, are mon of scandalous character; the assessors have to
swear to the value of property, and they say they are false
to their oath,and that they value property they have not seen.
That is a terrible imputation on the assessors. I am sure
nothing of the kind has ever occurred in my county.

Mr. SPROULE. Are you acquainted with the assess-
ment in Artemesia. I know a case thera, of my own know-
ledge, of an assossment for $'I,500, whore 85,000 was refused
for the property.

Mr. LANDERKIN. That may have been before 1882,
but the assoesment of that township has been greatly
reformed since that time, I hope.

Mr. HESSON. I think that in the older parts of the
country that applies more than in the new.

Mr. LANDERKIN. If the member for East Grey is
aware the assessor of Artemisia has not been discharging his
duty fairly, I hope he will let the people there know it. Now,
the revising barrister is only to use the best information in his
possession. If he is a partisan man, very little, or no infor-
mation, porhaps, would ho the best information he could
have. The trouble will be that those who are assessed low
will be struck off. I think the thing is not right. It opens
the door to great danger. It does away with the right of
the people to examine into this matter, which they have
been accustomed to do for years. They have all these safo.
guards which I have mentioned under the prosent law,
whieh gives every man the opportunity to prove his right
to be placed on trie voters' list. This Bill does away with
ail these safeguards, and places the voters' lists under the
control of a rovising officer, who will determine them
according to the best information in his possession. I do
not think it is right. However good a man may be, it is
not right to place the rights and the liberties of the people
in his hands, in such a way that he may deprive them of
those rights and liberties. I do hope that this amendment
will carry. I think the Bill would be very objectionable if
allowed to pass in its present shape, because I think it
gives an opportunity for fraud and injustice to ho com-
mitted on the people of the country.

Mr. BOWELL. It seems to me that we have been dis-
cussing for the last hour a question which is not now before
the Chair. The simple question is as to the mode and manner
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in which yon shall arrive at the value of property upon
which a person shall be entitled to vote. The amendment
proposed by the hon. member for Brome (Mr. Fisher),
instead of saying that it shall be the value of the property
on the ordinary terms of sale upon which the votera' list
shall be made up, takes the assessment roll as fixing the
final value of the property. That being the case, the hon.
member for West York (Mr. Wallace) did know what he
was talking about. TI the Province of Ontario the value of
the property upon which the votera' list is to be made,
which entitles a man to vote, is the value put upon the
property by the assessor.

Mr. LAURIER. Is not the assessment roll provided by
the municipal council in Ontario? Thon, is it not subject
to an appeal by any person who is aggrieved ? And is it
not only after all these appeals are made that taxes can be
levied ? This is the roll on which all these proceedings are
taken.

Mr. BOWELL. Not at all. Taxation has nothing what-
ever to do with the votera' list. When there is a positive
declaration of what certain words mean,.and an appeal is
made from that, would not the revising officer go back and
say: The law has made a provision which fixes the value of
your property by the assessor. Could he go behind
that ? In my own Province I know the assessor makos the
assossment; I know there is a court of revision, before
which the assessment can be changed, and there is an
appeal to the county judge; but there is nothing in the
Ontario law which says that the assessed value shall be
finally the value of the property upon which a man shall
vote; thore is no provision which declares that the assessed
value of property shall be final in the provincial Act, but
if the am.endment passes the value is finally and irrevocably
fixed without appeal.

Mr. FISHER. The amendment reads, "the assessment
roll in for.e." In the Province of Quebec, and from the
hon. gentleman's statement I should say it is the same in
Ontario, an assessment roll does not come into force until it
is revised and comes under appeal, and therefore it is the
absolutely correct assessment of the municipality.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman is not correct. The
assessment roll may be finally revised by the court of
revision. From it the votera' list is made, and the votera' list
does not become final until a certain time has elapsed; and
if no appeal is made, it then becomes final. But for a cer-
tain period after it has been made from the assessment roll,
you can go before the judge and have it amended, wherever
you can prove it to be wrong; but the assessment roll
previous to that is final. My hon. friend has not drawn the
distinction between the revision of the assessment roll and the
final revision of the voters' list. I admit that the assessment
roll is final, so far as it affects the taxable property in the
municipality; but f rom that roll is made the votera' list ;
that votera' list is thon posted, and yon have to go to the
trouble to find out if a man's name is upon it.

Mr. FISHER. In the Province of Quebec no man can
have his name placed on the votera' list if it is not alseo on
the assesment roll.

Mr. BOWELL. Do I understand you to say that if, by
error or by design, a man's name is left off the assessment
roll, ho cannot go to the judge and get his name put on the
votera' list ?

Mr. FISHER. Certainly not, if the asessment roll is in
force. No man can go on the votera' list who is not on the
assessment roll. If he is not on the assessment roll ho bas
an appeal from the roll, as provided by the municipality, so
as to be put on the assesment roll.

Mr. BowzLL.

Mr. CASEY. I want to call the hon. gentleman's atten-
tion to the law. The law is that the judge does not amend
the voters' list as a separate affair. When an appeal is
made to the judge against the rough draft of the votera' list
ho amends the assesment roll and the voter.' list, on
account of the amendment to the roll.

Mr. WALLACE. The judge makes two revisions.
He revises the assessment roll, and thon, after the votera'
list is made out from that assessment roll, and is printed
and posted in all the municipality, you can appeal from
that again ; so that you have the appeal on -the assesment
roll and an appeal on the voters' list, which doos not affect
the tax at all, but it affects the right to vote.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not know how it is in Quebec. If
an elector who has been, by design or accident, left out by
the assessor or the clerk of the munieipality from the votera'
list, bas not a right to appeal to a judge in the Province of
Quebec, to have bis name put on the list, you are not as
liberal as we are in Ontario. In Ontario, if an elector's
name be left off the voters' list and be on the assessment
roll, ho can appeal to the judge to have it put on the
voters' list. If it be left out of the assesment roll and con-
sequently out of the voters' list, ho can appeal to the judge,
within a certain time before the election, to show that ho
bad not been assessed, by accident or for any other reason,
and ho will be placed on the votera' list, which has nothing
whatever to do with the assessment roll, and bis name does
not go on the assessment roll. One of the best features of
this Bill is the fact that we do not take the assessment roll
as a finality, though we take it as a basis. The object
of this Bill, which I think is clearly expressed in it, is that
the revising officer, in making out the first list, shall send
for all the assesment rolls in the electoral district, and a
penalty will be imposed upon the clerks of municipalities
who do not furnish him with assesment rolls. He has
thon to take all the information he can obtain, and I pre-
same ho will. I do not suppose a gentleman sworn to do bis
duty will be dishonest any more than the assessor ; nor so
mach so judging from the experience I have had with some
assessors. I have been assessed sufficiently to give me a
vote, and have had the notice paper to which my hon. friend
refers, served upon the party who represented the property,
and was thon deliberately cut down afterwards, to keep me
ont of my vot.e, and I had to go to the expense of appeal-
ing to the judge to have my name put on the list. I am
giving you one instance of the manner in which the assess.
ment rolls are made up; and I think that, when you look
at this Bill fairly, and judge it upon its merits, you will find
that in giving credit to the revising officers, who are sworn to
do their duty, and are subject to dismissal by Parliament if
they do not-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh !
Mr. BOWELL. It is all very well to laugh, but they

are just as honest as the men-
Mr. MULOCK. As the mon whom they elect.
Mr. BOWELL-as the men chosen by the municipali-

ties. 2I repudiate the insinuation made by the hon. member
for North York (Mr. Mnlock). We had enough of such
insinuations the other day, and I think it is as well, when
we are discussing this question, as I frankly admit we are
upon its morits, to do so without throwing out insinuations
which imply perjury and rascality of every conceivable
description. I decline to enter into that kind of discussion,
nor do I think it will add to the dignity of this House or to
the amenities of debate if we are to have these aluras
thrown into the teeth of those who are desirous to have a
fair electoral list, though they may differ from hon. gentle-
men opposite, who think another system better. If there is
one thing in this Bill which will commend itself to the
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people it is the fact that we will not be subject hereafter t<
the whims of every political partisan assessor.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh!1
Mr. BOWELL. -I am speaking from my own persona

knowledge of what has taken place in a municipality, and
if this Parliament is to have a voters' list of ita own i
should have the appointment of the officers who are to
carry it out. I am not prepared to say that I would object
to the proposition of my hon. friend from St. John, though
I do not think it necessary to provide specially that the
revising officer should take the assesment roll as the basis
on which to make up that voters' list. I take it for granted,
if I read the Bill aright, that that is the provision of the
law. But I think, when the House looks at the amendment
and sees the interpretation to be put on the value of property,
and who is to fix it, they will object to that amendment. I
cannot see any great difference between the provisions of
the law, as read by one of the hon. gentlemen opposite, and
the provisions of this law, as to fixing the actual value. The
Ontario statute provides that it shall be the cash value,
and the present proposition is to make the "ordinary terms
of sale" the actual valu.e. What are the arguments used
by hon. gentlemen opposite in reference to that ? - Is
there any better mode of ascertaining what the ordinary
value of property is? The Customs law says the
market value at the time at which the article is
purchased shall be the basis of value. So in this case it
would be the market value at the time when the assessment
rolls were made up. What is the difference between saying
the cash value or the ordinary market value ? The latter
would probably be greater than the former, because, when
you buy for cash you get the article cheaper, so that the
adoption of the ordinary market value would widen the
franchise. I do not see the slightest difficulty on this
particular point, and I do not propose to go into the other
questions discussed to-night.

Mr. FAIRBANK. I do not think we shall find a better
argument than that of the hon. member for Leeds in favor
of the assessment roll being taken as a basis. He says
not 1 per cent. of the assessment roll will be appealed
against. Can we hope for a system which will be
right more than 99 times out of 100 ? I desire to file
a mild protest against the character given by represen-
tatives from Ontario to the Ontario municipal machinery.
One would suppose that hon. gentlemen opposite were
actuated by the true instincts of old Toryisin, which con-
sidered municipal institutions as sucking Republics and, if
this goes abroad to other Provinces, they will imagine that
our officials are so corrupt that it is necessary to appoint
officers of the character of revising barristers to take charge
of our municipal institutions. Much stress has been laid
upon the oath of revising barristers, but no stress has been
laid upon the oath of assessors or the obligation of councillors.
The assessor is subject to a penalty if he values property
wrongly to a greater extent than 30 per cent. What remedy
have you in the case of the revising barrister ? It is said
that the assessor may value the property without seeing it.
Is it probable that the revising barrister will see it ?
Besides, I think the class selected for this office would be
the last that business men would send to appraise property.
They may bc judges of law, but it does not follow that
they are judges of value. . Gentlemen have argued as
if the assessment roll was the basis, but the Bill says it is an
" aid," not a basis. They argue that the revising barristers
are to revise, but the Bill says they shall make the list. If
the assessment roll is to be the basis, let the law say
so. The Minister of Customs partially yielded to that
point. As I understand the amendment, it is that the
average assessment shall be taken aa a scale to ascer-
taining values. If mistakes are made by municipal
officers, there is a remedy. They are among their own
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o people, and if they do wrong it is quickly corrected.

Ho w with regard to the revising barrister ? Suppose he
turns out bad. How are you going to remedy him ? He runs
on until he is removed by this House. The assessor, if he

ldoes anything wrong, is subject to quick correction by those
who elect him. Furthermore, the court of revision is com.

t posed of persons of different politiJal caste. The assessors
are usually two in a township, one taken from each side,
and thus partisanship is guarded against. We do not
expect perfection, but the chances are of getting nearer
right and the remedy will be much quicker.

Mr. MILLS. I would like to ask the attention of the
Minister for a moment to this clause as to the definition.
We have to deal with the whole subject as to the party by
whom this valuation is to be fixed in the defining clause.
Why undertake to discuss an accidental definition when we
could deal with the whole subject upon the question as to the
revising officer ? I will say that the proposition of the Govern-
ment is wholly unlike any thing to be found in any country
where representative institutions prevail. Neither in Eng-
land, nor the Australian colonies, or in New Zeland, or in
any State of the American Union, is it in the power of the
Executive to appoint a revIsing officer, or the partie.4 who
prepare the list. In England the list is prepared by the
overseers of the parish, and by the clerk, upon which list are
put the names of all the parties, and it is subject to revision
by the revising barristers; but they are appointed by the
judges, and the Government has nothing to do with them.
The same thing is true with the Australian colonies, and
with every State of the American Union. What would you
think of a person who should seriously propose to appoint
the judge who is to try the case between himself and
another litigant? The Government propose to commit us,
in this defining clause, to the mode in which the preparation
of the voters' lists shall be done. It provides that the
party who prepares the list shall be called the revising
officer. He is the same party who revises the list, and from
his decision there is no appeal in the firist instance. Now,
that seems to me a preposterous provision. The party who
prepares the list ought not to be the party who hears appeals.
The party who hoars appeals should be distinct from the
party who prepares the list. This list, in its original
preparation, requires Fpecial legal knowledge. In the
United States, in most instances, there is a board elected
specially for this purpose, and both parties are reprosented
on that board. We could do the same thing here. If hon.
gentlemen opposite are opposed to taking the assessors and
the council, let them provide in the Bill that the people in
each municipality can elect persons to prepare the voters'
list. Lot them not take the matter out of the hands of the
people, if they believe the council are not to be trusted,
which, I behieve, is a calumny on the council. The repre-
sentations with regard to the assessors, which I have heard
here to-day, would be a calumny upon the assessors of my
own secticn of the country. We must provide for the
election of men to prepare the voters lists and give from
their acts appeal to some independent party.

Mr. HESSON. The hon. gentleman says that persons
should bec lected for the purpose of preparing voters' lists.
Now, we elect a council for the very purpose of appointing
the assessors, and the hon. gentleman knows, and every
member of this House knows, that not only are the council
elected on political principles, but the assessors are appointed
on political principles. My hon. friend knows it perfectly
well. He knows that the great struggle bas been between
the parties on that point for years. 1[give him my own
county as an instance; I do not think there is a single
township in which the assessors have not been elected on
that principle for years. In the city in which I have lived
for the last forty years that battle has been fought out
from year to year between the two great parties. My hon.
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friend will not be in any botter position if the council are
taken, in the first place, upon the principle, and
they choose their assessors. What botter would it
be if this suggestion is carried out? I think it would
be very much botter, and we will get rid of some
portions of these partisan struggles, and it will be in the
interests of the çointry if we could have gentlemen
appointed by the Government for this purpose, gentlemen
who have reputations, and who are responsible to this
louse. I do not think any gentleman would value his
position so low that ho would be willing to place it in the
bands of his party, and say: I will sacrifice my reputation
for the paltry pittance you give me as a salary to discharge
that work. I think it is asking too much of the members
of this House to believe that we should get rid of the poli-
tical principle by still leaving the appointment in the hands
of the electors. My hou. friend must know that has been
the trouble in the past.

Mr. &ILLS. No.
Mr. HESSON. You may dissent from me, but I think

there are very few gentlemen who are conscientious in this
matter, who will not admit that I am correct. The court of
revision is chosen in that way by.a majority of the council,
and in each township, and each city, town and county, the
councillors have been for years elected upon their political
principles rather than upon their qualifications as citizens.
The hon. gentleman has taken an interest lu these matters as
well as myself. I believe in meeting it squarely and
honestly. I think we can get rid of mach of this discord,
and that we sbould have better men, men of high character,
placed in the position. In my own county this change will
not prove of any advantage to me. In the town, not only is
there a Conservative majority in the council, but there are
aliso Conservative assessors. In other municipalities it is
the same. A change will therefore hoe of no benefit to my-
self ; but I feel that each will have to make some sacrifice,
and that we should select officers of character and capacity
for the position.

Mr. VAIL. The point is to obtain the best means of
finding the value of property, in order to give people their
right to vote. Three men, appointed by the municipal
council, all sworn to make a correct assesment, are much
more likely to arrive at a correct value than revising
officers or county court judges, or anyone else who resides
in only one portion of the county. Such is our experience
in Nova Scotia. I was surprised to hear that in Ontario
matters are not conducted as they should be-first, in the
appintment of the officials, and second, in making the
assessment-bocause I always thought that Ontario was a
motel Province. In my constituoncy the assessment has
been prepared by the same officers for very many years ;
and I never look at the lista, until a few days before the
election, because everyone is perfectly satisfied that they
will ho perfectly correct. I do not believe the proposed
change will prove satisfactory; and in my opinion the
Government will realise that they have made a mistake in
appointing revising barristers to place a value on proporty
of which they know nothing.

Mr. MILLS. The committee must regret the condition
of things prevailing iu North Perth-that there is a regu.
lar struggle over the municipal elections to decide which
party shall control the votera' lista, that the assessments are
made with a special reforence to that point, and not with
respect to the valuation of the property. The hon. member
would lead us to believe that his friends have been emi-
nently successful as to these points, and that his sucaess at
the polls was due to that cause. The hon. gentleman bas in
effect told us that those men whom the people themselves
elect are utterly unfit for the duties they are appointed to
discharge. How comes it, thon, that the same people who

1fr. fH seoN.

elected those incompetent men elected so competent a repre-
sentative as the hon. gentleman ? Is it not a very extraor-
dinary circumstance? The hon. gentleman has told us that
the people are not to be trusted, that they are ut terly inca-
pable of doing this work, and that it must be taken out of
their hands and placed in the hands of Government officers.

Mr. HESSON. It is certainly a most remarkable fact
that although, as the hon, gentleman says, I am sent bore
under the present system of voters' lists and elections, I am
willing to support a measure that is going to change it.
The hon. member is not straightforward or he would admit
that ho las fought this matter iii his own county in order
to secure not only the council, but the revisers an I the
assessors, so that he might control the voters' lists. If
that system bas sent me here, why should I be willing to
change it? Because I believe we should get rid of it, and
if the hon. gentleman possessed half the independence that
he professes, ho would take the same grounds, and unite
with me in endeavoring to secure botter men for the posi.
tions.

Mr. WATSON. I think the hon. member for North
Perth (Mr. Hesson) is quite consistent. The hon. gentle-
man explained that he thought it was perfectly regular and
proper to appoint assessors, and so on. The hon. gentleman
now goes on to state that he is in favor of the present
proposition to have revising barristers appointed. Under
such an arrangement ho would no longer have to figbt.
I think that is one of the strongest arguments, showing
that they cannot always depend on having those who are
strong party men. I think there are no assessors but
who try to do their duties, as they are sworn officials, and
besides, they have to look to their billet. They do not
know whether the council next year will be Reform or
Tory, and it is to their interest to do what is fair between
man and man. I am surprised at hon. gentlemen irnputing
such actions to the assessors of Ontario. lu Manitoba we
find that they do their duty, and the system of making up
the list there is very satisfactory-in fact, nothing could
be fairer. If hon.gentlemen do not see fit to adopt the
amendment of my hon, friend from Brome, and I think the
suggestion of the hon. member for Bothwell would be a
fair one, as if three men were elected there would
always be a certainty of both parties being represonted, I
do not think it would be fair to leave it to a revising
barrister, though I have a good deal of confidence in
county judges. I think, perhaps, that is the reason that
the hon. member for Perth supports the provisions of
this Bill. He is afraid there might be a fight in Strat-
ford, and that under the assessor ho might not be certain
to be elected.

Mr. AUGER. I rise to protest against the insult thrown
against the farmers of the country by the hon.,member for
North Perth. He says they must appoint revising officers,
and that the reason is that they have a reputation to main-
tain. Have not the farmers of the country a reputation to
maintain, one which is worth that of the lawyers of the
country? The insult is thrown at the farmers of every
county of the Dominion, as in each county there must bo
at least thirty men appointed as assessors, who, by
the way the hon. member for North Perth spoke, have no
reputation or character to maintain. I just rose to protest
against the insult thrown against the farmers of Canada,
who will remember it.

Mr. PLATT. It is evident, from all that has been said by
the hon. member for North Perth, the hon. Minister of Cas-
toms and others, in defense of the provisions of the measure,
that they have simply been true to their traditions and
instincts, in maintaining that the people of the country are
not competent, or capable, of managing their own affaire.
The Minister of Castoms told us that if there was one thing
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more than another which should commend this Bill to the
consideration and admiration of the flouse, it was the fact
that it would relieve us from the whims and fancies of par-
tisan valuators. I would like to know how the farmers of
North Hastings take those rema iks-those who have the pow-
er of electing from among themselves the officers who know
the value of the farms surrounding them, who know the value
of each and every parce] of property in their townships, and
whose appointments come direct from the people-whether
or not they will consider that an insult has been thrown at
them, when they are told that they are unfit, that they are
too partisan, too low in their political instincts, to consider
their own welfare, or the welfare of the nation. I think,
Sir, with the hon. member for Shefford, that an insult has
been cast upon the rural constituencies of the country.
When they are told that they are unfit to valuate, that they
are too partisan in their character, and that, therefore, they
must have officers appointed by the Central Government,
perhaps some petty lawyer, who will come to the rum al dis-
tricts and dictate to the people what is the value of
the property for which they are assessed. I think the
rural constituencies of the country have most to complain
of in this particular, and I think the insult will be resented.
I hope these hon. gentlemen who have cast such slurs on
the honesty and integrity and ability of those gentlemen
who are annually selected by the farmers of this
country, will retract them, and will remove the obnoxious
clauses from the BiL. L may be true to the instinct of
hon. gentlemen opposite to protest against the people of
this country deciding for themselves as to the value of
their property; but I contend' that the simple and just
machinery which has been in existence in the various
Provinces is a machinery that is more satisfactory to the
people, and will give a sounder basis on which to found the
voters' lists than that proposed in this Bill. We have the
judgment of gentlemen selected by the people, revised by
the entire councils of the various municipalities, and again
subjected to the revision of the judges of the land. Ail
that is to be set aside as unworthy of consideration, in the
view of hon. gentleman opposite; and they are to be so
careful in the selection of their officials that they will be
able to send lawyers throughout the country, who will be
less partisan in the valuation of property than the
honest farmers of the country. I think, when hon. gentle-
men come to consider this matter seriously, they will see
that they have not only cast a slur on the rural commun-
ities, but on the ability and competency of the farmers of
this country, and the citizens of our various towns and
cities, who now select the officers to perform this duty.

Mr. BOWELL. I am not going to enter into a discus-
sion with my hon. friend as to whether I have insulted the
honest and in elligent farmers of North Hastings or not. I
shall be quite prepared, when the time comes, to discuss that
question with him.

Mr. PLATT. I referred especially to the hon. gentle-
man's assertion that at present we are under the influence
of the whims of the partisan assessors who are elected by
the honest people of the country.

Mr. BOWELL. The assessors are not elected by theE
ople; they are appointed by the council who are elected
thepeople; and the revising barristers will be appointed

by the Government which owes its existence to the people.
But we leave that matter to the farmers of the country.
Perhaps, I could meet the views of hon. gentlemen opposite,
if they would accept what I propose, by adding these words
at the end of the clause:

Provided that the assessment roll, as finally revised for municipal
purposes, shall be prima facie evidence of the value of such property.

Mr. MULOCK. I am glad the hon. gentleman has made ii
this remark, more particulary because he bas accompaniedi
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it with the hope that the suggestion would, to some extent,
meet the views of the Opposition. It is the first expres-
sion I have heard falling from any gentleman on that side,
to indicate that they are prepared to consult the judgment
and feelings of hon. gentieman on this side. It is the first
intimation given that the slightest consideration would be
paid to our arguments and views. I am glad to know that
we are approaching a more cordial understanding on the
subject, and I trust, as we go on, that whereever it appears
the Bill can be improved, so that the machinery finally
provided will be such as will afford the cheapest and most
convenient means whereby every person entitled to the
franchise shall be on the roll, amendment will be made. If
we proceed in that spirit, perhaps the Bill will not be so
vexatious as it appears on its face.

On paragraph 18, "real property,"
Mr. WELDON. I would suggest that that be amended

by making it read, " belonging to or fixed to the land." Other-
wise, a saloon upon wheels or a photographer's van would be
real property under this paragraph.

Mr. BO WELL. I move that the words, "forming part
thereof," be added.

Amendment agreed to, and Committee rose and reported
progress.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of the
flouse.

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at 3.10 a.m.
(Tuesday.)

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TUESDAY, 5th May, 1885.

The DEPUTY-SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'elock.

PRAYERS.

MOUNTED POLICE RECRUITS.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. leader of the
Opposition asked me yesterday about the number of recruits
engaged for the Mounted Police. Since the 1st of March
230 recruits have been engaged and 113 horses purchased
and reported to the Department. Other purchases have
been made by the officers of the force, but not yet reported.

THE DIST U RBANCE IN THE NORTH.WEST.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I beg leave, in conse-
quence of a remark made by the hon. member for Bothwell
(Mr. Milis) yesterday, to read a paragraph of a letter from
Mr. Street, who is at the head of the Half-Breed Commission,
to my hon. friend the Postmaster-General, as follows:

''There are stories abroad that the half-breeds to whom we gave
script at Fort Qu'Appelle went and bought rifles and ammunition with
the money. You may give this a most unqualified denial. We have
taken trouble to enquire, and we find that no half-breed bas bought
either a rifle or powder since we were there. Their wives have spent a
good deal of money in finery, and the men have bought horses and
cattle, and paid some of their debts."

ENQUIRLES FOR RETURNS.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the Orders are called, I once more
desire to call the attention of the hon. leader of the Gov-
ernment to the fact that the papers on which the proposals
relating to the Canadian Pacifie Railway are based, have
not yet been laid before the House. At the same time I
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would call the attention of the Acting Minister of Railways
to the fact that a number of returns moved for at an early
period of the Session bearing on this question, have not
yet been brought down. On the 5th of February there
was a return ordered of the number of persons enter-
ing and leaving Manitoba and the North-West by rail.
On the 6th February there was an Order issued for the
details of the estimates of the Deputy Minister of the Inter-
ior of the receipts from the varions quantities of land in
the North-West amounting to $58,000,000. On the 9th
February there was an Order for the earnings and expenses
of the Canadian Pacific Railway, and running expenses in
certain divisions; on the same day there was an Order for
the joint transactions of the Government and the Canadian
Pacifie Railway in connection with sale of town sites under
the firet arrangement; on the 12th February, there was an
Order for certain expenses and receipts and some estimates
of cost in connection with the construction of the. road and
its equipment; on sarne date, there was an Order with
reference to land grant bonds, to which only a partial
return bas been made, a return dealing with the informa
tion which is in the possession of the Finance Department
and the Order required some information which was to be
obtained from the Railway Company; on the 17th, there
was an Order for a statement of certain expenditures by the
Canadian Pacifie Railway; on the 17th February there was
an Order for various matters, statement of the $,600,000
paid to the North American Contracting Company, a state-
ment of the grades qnd curves, certain estimates of cost,
Ontario and Quebec bond sales, and some other things ; on
the 24th there was an Order for a return relating to the
615 miles west of Winnipeg, divided into sub-headings; on
the 6th February, there was an Order for correspondence
with reference to the disallowance of Provincial Acts, and
also for the reports of the High Commissioner.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I brought that down.

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD. I hope the Minister of
Finance will be in his place to-morrow, and he will attend
to this.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am glad to hear
that, but the First Minister, in his absence, could take a
note of it. There is another matter to which I would call
the attention of the First Minister or the Minister of Militia.
I would like to know if it be a fact that the Globe corres-
pondent has been either dismissed or forbidden to send any
communication from General Middleton's camp.

Mr. CARON. I have seen the statement in the papers,
but know absolutely nothing about it. The General, of
course, in command of his force, has absolute control over
his camp. He has not indicated anything to me about the
Globe correspondent.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Am I correctly in-
formed that the reporter from another newspaper, I believe
the Mail, was given permission to attach himself to the
Queen's Own, but that the same facility or permission was
refused to the reporter from the Globe.

Mr. CARON. I can tell the hon. gentleman that every
application made to me was refused, among others the
application made by the correspondent from the Mail.

Mr. CHARLTON. I beg to call the attention of the First
Minister to the fact that certain returns were ordered with
regard to timber licenses. One set of returns with regard
to applications not granted another with regard to applica-
tions that have been granted. We have received information
as to the applications not granted, but with regard to
the licenses granted no information has been received.
When may we expect it ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I thought I had brought
down every possible return the hon. gentleman had moved
for.

Mr. BLAKE. I thought that was an answer to Order of Mr. CHARLTON. You brought down nothing this year
the previeuis year but net to this year. except a couple of returns with regard to applications not

1 acted upon.
Mr. POPE. I think all the reports were brought down.

Mr. BLAKE. Well, there is no answer to the return.
On the 12th February there was an Order with reference
to the Manitoba and North-Western Railway, and I call the
First Minister's attention to the deficiency in the return laid
on the Table. On the same date there was an Order for the
papers in connection with the Short Line in Nova Scotia.
There was a little passage of arms as to that Short Line
between us, but the hon. gentleman's good nature has
caused him to forget altogether that circumstance, which I
hoped would have stirred him up to bring down the papers.

Mr. POPE. I will attend to that.
Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman has been attending

to it ever since 17th February last. On the 23rd February.
there was an Order for a statement with reference to the
expenses of ocean mail services.

Mr. CARLING. I will bring it to-morrow.
Mr. Blake. 1 hope it will come, because we have a con-

tract to deal with now. On the 12th March, there was an
Order for correspondence and information with reference to
the License Act.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is also an order
of some considerable standing with respect to savings bank
depositors, a portion of which, ut any rate, I was led to
understand as long as three weeks ago was uin preparation
and would be brought down immediately. It seems to me
that the return with respect to savings banks, so far, at any
rate, as concerns the Government savings banks contradis-
tinguished from the Post office, could easily be obtained and
ought to be brought down.

Mr. BLAKz.

THE FRANCHISE BILL.

House again resolved itself into committee on Bill
(No. 103) respecting the Electoral Franchise.-(Sir John A.
Macdonald.)

(In the Committee.)

On section 3, "qualification of voters in cities and towns,"
Mr. CHARLTON. Before you put the motion, Mr.

Chairman, with regard to the qualification of voters in
cities and towns, I wish to put an amendment in your hands
dealing with the franchise question. We have reached now
the fundamental principle of the Bill, the principle of taking
the control of the franchise from the Provinces and giving
it to the Dominion. All the other provisions of the Bill, of
course, rest upon this section and are cognate to it. The
fundamental principle of the Bill is the recognition of power
and the exercise of power on the part of the Dominion
Government, to control the franchises, with reference to the
elections of members to the House of Commons, that hitherto
have been in the control of the different Provinces of the Dom-
inion; and I shall proceed to the discussion of that great and
broad principle that underlies all the provisions of this Bill.
I shall, of course, hold myself at liberty to make incidental
reference to any provisions of the Bill which are cognate to
this provision and rest upon it, It is noticeable, 1 think it
must be apparent to all who have listened to the debates
upon this Bill, that the advocacy of this measure has been
a feeble advocacy. From the speech of the right hon.
gentleman who introduced the Bill, lasting but a few
minutes and dealing with very few of its provisions, deal-
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ing with them in the briefest manner possible, down
through ail the speeches that have been made by members
on the Government aide in the advocacy of this Bill, that-
and I think we may say it safely and fairly, and without
prejudice to the ability of hon, gentlemen on the other aide
-the advocacy bas been characterised by a want of force,
by feebleness. Among the very first stops taken in this
measure was one by the hon, gentleman who introduced it,
to drop one of the most essential and important features,
one to which lie informed the House he was very much
attached and wedded, and one which lie was very
desirous to sce incorporated in the Bill. Yet, without
any effort to secure the passage of that provision
in regard to woman suffrage, he abandoned that
feature of the Bill without struggle and without any
attempt to induce his followers to accept his views in refer-
ence to that matter. We h.ad also in the presentation of
this Bill, the speech of the hon. the Secretary of State, in
which that hon. gentleman, while attempting to instruct
the House with reference to the provisions of the measure,
demonstrated to the House that he was himself in ignor-
ance of one of the most important provisions which lie was
attempting to deal with. Whatever may have been accom.
plished by the gentlemen who have advocated this Bill,
whatever purpose they have urged, they have, at all events,
failed in one thing - they have failed to show that any
cause exists for this innovation, for this change that it is
proposed to make in regard to the franchise in this Domin-
ion. They have failed to show that there is any dissatisfac-
tien in any Province with the condition of things existing,
they have failed to show that any part of the population of
any Province is dissatisfied with the power which resta in
the Legislature of their own Province to control the fran-
chise in that Province, they have failed to show that any
public interest bas been endangered by the exercise of the
power which bas hitherto been exercised by the Provinces,
they have failed to show that popular liberty bas been
imperilled in the slightest degree or that the public
weal would be advanced by any change. They have
not only failed t show this, but they have not attempted
to show it, they have made no attempt to show that
there is any potent or cogett reason for the change
they propose. But, although no cause has been shown, a
palpable purpose bas been manifested. In conversation a
few days ago with a prominent mrember of the Conserva-
tive party-and I will not say whether ho is a member of
this House or not-I advanced the opinion that this was a
fundamental constitutional change of very great importance,
a change in regard to which the people of Canada ought to
be consulted, and that in my belief the proper course to
take was to give the Bill full and ample discussion here
and then to lay it it aside tilt next Session, enabling us in
the meantime to atcertain what wero the opinions of the
people of Canada in referenco to it. I held then, and I hold
now, that this would be the proper course, that we ought
to feel the presure of public sentiment, and ought to know,
before we take a step of such a fundamental character as
this, what the opinion of the people of Canada is in regard
to it, whether any great majority of the people are in favor
of it or whether a great majority are opposed to it. What
was his answer ? Not that this will not be the proper course;
his answer was: Oh, that would make it too late for the next
electiop. And in that ho betrayed inadvertently the whole
animus of the Government and of the Government party in
the passage of this meosure at this time. It is a measure
which is not dernanded by the publie, which it is not
designed to use for the public weal, but whichis introduced
and is to be passed for the purpose of enabling the party in
power to exorcise influence on the next elections; aud, if
this neasure were to be laid over till the next S3ssion, until
we might bo possessed of the opinions of the people of Can-
ada with reference to it, thon the purpose for which it was1
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introduced would fail, and it would be unneoessary to intro.
duce it because it could not be used to influence the elections
in the interest of hon. gentlemen opposite. This then is the
palpable purpose of this Bill.

We live here in this Dominion under federal institutions.
The several Provinces are joined together by a federal
compact, and it is proper, in discussing this clause, in
discussing the advisability of this change with reference
to a fundamental principle, in arriving or attempting
to arrive at a conclusion whether we shall make
the control of the franchise pertain to the Dominion
and not to the Provinces, to examine tbe fundamental
principles which underlie the structure of a federal
union. The English race has made many important con.
tributions to civilisation. In 1215, when King John
granted the Great Charter, when the principie was
conceded that taxation should only ba levied by consent of
the people% representatives, when the principle was con.
ceded that there should be trial by jury and a speedy render.
ing of justice, there was a great contribution to civilisation.
When, in 1265, the Parliament of England first recoived its
distinctive representative character, and borough franchise
was established, there was another groat contribution to
civilisation. When from 1629 to 1619, that great struggle
went forward between Charles the First and theParliament
of England, when an arbitrary king attempted to override
the l berty of the people of England, to raise the revenues
required for the maintenance of a standing a my by arbitrary
taxation and ship money, when he attempted to override
those liberties by the operation of the Star Chamber, and
when, as the result of the struggle, Parliament triumphed,
liberty was vindicated and the king was conquered, there
was another great contribution to civilisation by the English
speaking race. When the Bill of Rights was passed in 1689
when the Military Bill was passed, and Parliament assumed
control of the sword, there was another great contribution
by the English speaking race to civilisation. Another
great contribution to civilisation was made when the
Reform Bill of 1832 was passed, and the elective franchise
was extended, and residency was made a condition of
voting. Another contribution was made in 1867, when
that franchise was still farther extended, and again another
in 1872, when voting by ballot was adopted in England.
And a still greater contribution was made in 1884, when
two millions of the citizens of England were enfranchised
by the Bill recently passed. But, more prominently than
all these groat events, a contribution of infinitely greater
importance to civilisation than any of these was made
when the federal principle was established, the principle by
which races, communities, commonwealths not homogene.
ous, that could not be assimilated togethor in one legislative
union, can be united together, retaining and maintaining
their independence of action separatoly, and at the same
time acting in harmony as a wholo body. I repeat that
that contribution was the greateast which has been
made by the English speaking race to civilisation,
the ability to secure permanent concert of action with.
out the sacrifice of local independence and self control.
Now this principle, introduced qbout 100 years ago, has
already producea results of enormous consequence to the
human race; already, under this principle of federal union,
a power has been built up on this continent numbering, at
the present moment, 55,000,000 people, a power which has
had a marvellous career of progress and prosperity, a power
upn which the fedoral systemi has conferred untold bless-
ings. iere, in the Dominion of Canada, we have another
experiment; we bave another power growing up under the
beneficent operation of the federal principle. We see the
federal principle in operation, or about to be placed in oper-
ation, in Australia, and we have the prospect that before
many years a large portion of the African continent will be

1 welded together under the operations of the federal principle.
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We [have the po3sibility of 200,000,000 or 300,'000,000 of
people in Hindoostan and Burmah living together and enjoy-
ing the blessings of this great system. And, Sir, if we look
into the future, we have the probability before us, in twenty-
five years, of 100,000,000 of English speaking people on this
continent, living under the blessings of federal union. If we
look ahead a century, and if the ratio of increase that bas pre-
vailed in the past is maintained in the future, we will have
on the continent of America more than 1,200,000,000 of
English speaking people, living under the beneficent opera-
tions of this system of a federal union of commonwealths,
each retaining its own distinctive autonomy, all banded to-
gether and acting through and by a common purpose. And
not only will this be the system under which this vast
development of the Anglo Saxon race will take place, but
this is a system broad enough and comprehensive enough
to embrace more than one race and more 'than one
language ; it is a system under which diverse races and
diverse languages may exist, ban àed together for one com-
mon purpose and enjoying one common blessing.

Now, Sir, our Dominion as I said a moment ago, is a federal
union. This federal union has existed foreighteen years,
and perhaps we have not yet had time to work out all that
we may need to know with regard to the proper working
of federal institutions, and, Sir, we should understand what
are the bed-rook principles of a federal union, and in tak-ing
ste ps to ascertain the fundamental organic law that underlies
a federal union, we should proceed with the greatest caution
and deliberation ; we should shrink from the possibility of
doing anything that might prejudice or threaten the
stability of federal union and bear fruits of disaster in the
future. We all know that this Dominion is not a legislative
union. Ve all know that from this hall does not emanate
all the legislation, and ail the laws, that are binding
in the varions parts of this Dominion. On the contrary, we
know that this Dominion is a Government which exists by
virtue of the action of independent component parts; that
the authority exercised by this Government is not inherent
in itself, but is delegated to this Parliament by the Provinces
that constitute this Dominion, by the Provinces that,
through their delegates, through their independent action,
formed this Dominion. Sir, these Provinces were entities,
were individuals, each with an existence of its own. The
two Canadas, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, entered
into the Confederation as sovereign and independent Prov-
inces. They did not merge their nationality and their
separate existence into one great whole, but they retained
their nationality, their separate existence, their autonomy,
and the power they possessed, I repeat, are powers that
were delegated to this Dominion by the independent
Provinces tbat still retain their separiate existence. Sir,
what is the language of the constitution of the country ?
The preamble of the British North America Act recites:

" Whereas, the Provinces of Canada, Nova Scotia, and New Bruns-
wick have expressed their desire to be federally united int: one Domin-
ion under the Crown of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ire-
land, with a constitution similar in principle to that of the United King.
dom : and whereas such a union would conduce to the welfare of the
Provinces and promote the interest of the British Empire : and whereas,
on the establishment of the union by authority of Parliament, it is
expedient, not only that the constitution of the legislative authority in
the Dominion be provided for, but also ihat the nature of the executive
Government therein be declared : and whereas it is expedient that pro-
vision be made for the eventual admission into the union of other parts
of British North America: Be it therefore enacted, &c."

"1. The publie debt and property. 2. The regulation of trade and
commerce. 3. The raising of money by any mode or system of taxation.
4. The borrowing of money on the publie credit. 5 Postal service. 6.
The census and statistic3. 7. Militia, military and naval service, and
defence. 8 The fixing of, -and providing for, the salaries and allow-
ances of civil and o.her. officers of the Government of Canada. 9.
Beacons, buoys, lighthouse, and Sable Island, 10. Navigation and
shipping. 11. Quarantine and the establishment and maintenance of
marine hospitals. 12. Sea coast and inland fisheries. 13. Ferries between
a Province and any British andforeign country,,or between two Prov-
inces. 14. Currency and coinage. 15. Banking, incorporation of
banks and the issue of paper money. 16. Savings banks. 17. Weights
and measures. 18. Bills of exchange and promissory. notes. 19. Inte-
rest. 20. Legal tender. 21. Bankruptcy and insolvency. 22. Patents
of invention and discovery. 23. Copyrights. 24. Indians, and landae
reserved for the Indians. 25. Naturalisation of aliens. 26. Marriage
and divorce. 27. The criminal law except the constitution of courts of
criminal jurisdiction, but including the procedure in criminal matters.
28. The establishment, maintenance, and management of penitentiaries.
29. Such classes of subjects as are expressly excepted in the enumera-
tion of the classes of subjects by this Act assigned exclusively to the
Legislatures of the Provinces."

These, Sir, were not inherent powers, but they were powers
delegated to the Dominion of Canada by the separate Pro-
vinces that formed this Dominen. By virtue of the dele-
gated powers derived from these Provinces, the Dominion
of Canada exercises these powers-not by inherent right,
not by any inherent power that the Dominion possesses, but
by the consent of the several Provinces, acting as their
agent and in their behaîf. And what were the powers
reserved by the sovereign Provinces that formed this
Dominion ? There were certain powers that they d.d not
delegate to the Dominion, but reserved them to be exercised
hy themselves alone; and what were they ?

" 1. The amendment from time to time, notwithstanding anything in
this Act, of the constitution of the Province, except as regards the
office of Lieutenant-Governor.

" 2. Direct taxation within the Province in order to the raising of a
revenue for provincial purposes.

"3. The borrowing of money on the sole credit of the Province.
"4. The establishment and tenure of provincial offies and the appoint-

ment and payment of provincial officers.
" 5. The management and sale of the public lands belonging to the

Province and of the timber and wood thereon.
" 6. The establishment, maintenance and management of public and

reformatory prisons in and for the Province.
" 7. The establishment, maintenance and management of hospitals,

asylumns, charities, and eleemosynary inistitutions in and for the
Province, other than marine hospitals.

"8. Municipal institutions in the Province.
"9. Shops, saloon, tavern, auctioneer, and other licenses in order to

the raising of a revenue for provincial, local or municipal purposes.
" 10. Local works and undertakings other than such as are of the fol-

lowing classes (classes stated).
'11. The incorporation of companies with provincial objects.
"12. The solemnisation of marriage in the Province.
"13. Property and civil rights in the Province.
" 14. The administration of justice in the Province, including the

constitution, maintenance and organisation of provincial courts, both of
civil and criminal jurisdiction, anl including procedure in civil matters
in ihose courts.

"15. The imposition of punishment by fine, penalty or imprisonment for
enforcing any law of the Province made in relation to any matter
coming within any of the classes of subjecte enumerated in this
section.

" 16. Generally all matters of a merely local or private nature in the
Province.''

So here we have on the one hand, certains powers retained
in the Provinces that form this Dominion, and certain
powers transforrel by those Provinces to this Dominion,
on the other hand. it is this one clause in the constitution,
section 41, which gives to this Dominion the power to fix
and regulate the franchise for the election of members to
the IIouse of Commons. It is true that such power exists
and is contained in section 41; but that power is' not a

You so thsa Prvincs )t ur- m anclatory one, it clees net eay -the Domini-on "shal"; it
Yen see these Provinces, acting individually, did net sur- merely a permissive power, itys the Dominion Imay."
render their right to a separate existence, and they possees And the Dominion will be justified and l justifled to-day ln
that right to-day. Now, Sir, when this constitution was'net exercising that permissive power until it las been
adopted, the powers delegated to this Dominion by the shown that lu order te preserve tranquility and peae, in
various Provinces were set forth in section 91 of the British order te protcct the interests of the people of Canadathe
North America Act. What are those powers ? Sir, they Dominion should of right exercise that power. The Domin--
are clearly and explicitly and specifically stated in the ion may exercise that power; but islnet te bu supposed
instrument: t4at the Dominion Goverment should exorcise that power

Mr. CHARLTONS
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without sufficient reasons being shown; and if sufficient rea- for the express purpose of enabling various commonwealths,
sons have been shown, then only I hold that this power, this communities and component parts by entering into a federal
reserve power and permissive power, should be exercised by union to maintain their distinctive features and distinctive
the Dominion Government We are not to suppose that the institutions. For instance, in the United States it would
delegates from the various Provinces who settled upon the have been impossible to have had a legislative union
terms and sanctioned the terms of the constitution were per- I between Massachusetts and South Carolina. You could not
feot. We are not to suppose that the things they authorised are have secured the necessary assimilation and have made
certain to be perfect and above challenge. On the contrary, the population of those colonies homogeneous. Of the
we know that their work was performed fairly well, much thirteen colonies that form the federal union,
of it remarkably well, nevertheless mistakes were made. five or six of them were entirely diverse from the rest, the
The experience of eighteen years has demonstrated that southern colonies from the northern colonies, and for lack
mistakes were made in the fundamental, organic law of of community of interest a legislative uniou would have
this country. The experience of eighteen years has demon- been simply impossible. A federal union was devised for
strated that it would be desirable to have changes and modi- the purpose of enabling them to retain their distinctive
fications in the constitution. With respect to the principle institutions, to retain control over thoir own affairs
of granting subsidies by the Dominion to the Provinces, and to roserve their local independence, and at the same
many people are convinced that a fatal mistake was made time to bind those colonies together as one indivisible whole
there; that a mistake was made by which the Provinces are for common defence and to secure perfect concert of action
at liberty to make insatiable demands on the Dominion Gov- between those colonies. And this purpose succoeded. If
ernment, not realising that whatever the Dominion Govern- there was diversity of interests between Massachusetts and
ment pays to them directly, they must repay indirectly; Carolina, between Maryland and Connecticut, between
and it is held and believed that it would be botter not to Georgia and New York, is there not to-day diversity of
have introduced this principle of granting subsidies, but to interests and institutions between Quebec and Ontario, or
have allowed the Provinces to pay thoir own expenses. other Provinces of this Dominion ? And this federal union,
With respect to the constitution of the Sonate, there are very if you act upon its fundamental principle, is a system
few who will say that a mistake was not made with respect designed to give a Province situated as Quebec is, perfect
to that matter. The mode of constituting the Sonate control over its own local institutions, to rear a wall of
is such that that body is the reverse of repre- adamant around that Province that cannot be transgressed
sentative, and it cannot possess the confidence of by other Provinces, to shield its institutions, to enable it to
the people because it does not represent any of maintain perfect independence and control of its own local
the different parties in this county. With respect institutions without the possibility of interference by other
to clearly defining the rights and jurisdictions of the Pro. Provinces. That is the f undamental design of any federal
vinces, it was not done. We have had confusion, and we union, and the principle of this Bill, the purpose of this Bill,
have confusion to-day, with respect to the jurisdictions. breaks down that very barrier which that fundamental
This being the case, knowing very well from the experience principle intended to rear around a Province, situated
of eighteen years that mistakes were made by those mon, as th Provinbe of Quebec is. 125 years ago,
we are not bound to assume that clause 41, permitting the Sir, we commenced our colonial existence; 125
Dominion to assume the power it is proposed to assume years ago French institutions as distinctive institutions
to-day, was a wise act; and we have a right to examine for on this continent ceased. 125 years ago the power
ourselves into the grounds that exist for the granting of this of the French King on the continent of America pas.
power, and seo whether it would not be better to leave sed away forever; 125 years ago the French Canadians of
matters in the position in which they now are. We are Canada after a heroic and desperate struggle were subdued,
bound, in short, before we take this step, before we make and became a conquered race. Now, suppose the conqueror
this change, before we take from the Provinces the power had had the bad taste, the fatuity, to endeavour to assimi-
they have exercised for eighteen years and place it in our late this population completely with the Anglo Saxon
own hands, to show that an imperative necessity exists for population of the other colonies and make it homogeneous
making this change; and if we cannot show there is an with the colonies to the south, would ho have succeeded in
imperative necessity for this change, it is botter to leave such an attempt? No, Sir, his effort would have been a
the matter in the position where it rests at the present blank, a total failure. But the English conquerors, who
time. We are told by the First Minister that the position were wise and far-seeing mon, treated the French colonists
of allowing the franchise in regard to Dominion elections with the utmost forbearance and consideration. They
to be determined by each Province, and those franchises respected their prejudices, they respected the retention of
being different one from the other, is an anomaly. their language, thoir religion, their semi feudal institutions
Well, I think it would be a greater anomaly if -everything which was distinctively French Canadian,
we adopt an uniform franchise for the Dominion, everything which the French Canadian held dear, every-
for in every Province in this Dominion there will thing which separated him from the Anglo Saxon colo-
be a difference existing between the provincial and the nists, everything which marked him in any degree or
Dominion franchise, and there will be a class of voters who sense, as a man of different nationality, different race, diffe-
will have the privilege to vote in elections for the Pro- rent prejudices, different religion-everything of this kind
vincal Legislature who will be debarred from voting at the English conqueror respected. He allowed him to retain
elections for members of this Dominion Parliament. But his institutions, ho never meddled with them; ho allowed
the hon, gentleman is not right in saying, if ho does say, him to retain bis language, and to-day that language is an
that he proposes to put an end to the anomaly by a uniform official language here in the House of Commons, just as
system of franchise. He doCs not even propose that. His much as the English language is, and on account of the
Bill does not propose an absolutely uniform system of moderate conduct on the part of the English, when they
franchise tbroughont the Dominion; and in the end I have succeeded to the Dominion of this continent, in consequence
no doubt this Bill will introduce as great diversity with of this forbearance, this knowledge and prudence in the
respect to the franchise in the various sections of the management of the French Canadian people, instead of the
Dominion as exists by the present mode and under the French Canadian being to-day an alien or an enemy to the
various Provincial laws regulating the franchise. institutions of the country, ho is a component part of the

As I said a short time since, this federal system revised and population, and is as loyal as any man in the Dominion of
put into operation about 100 years ago was a syetem devised Canada.
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Now,' Sir, under this federal union, it was designed
and it is necessary, that the French Canadian should
have perfect and complote control of his own local
affaire; ho should be placed in the position where hoecan
maintain his independence of action against every attempt
to subvert it and everything he holds dear in religion, in
social usage, in language, in anuything which pertains to
him as an offshoot of the French race, is something which
this federal union bas no business to meddle with. What
are we doing to-day ? Why, Sir, we are breaking down the
last barrier which protects the French Canadians from the
inroads upon his independence--

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. CHARLTON. Hon. gentlemen say "hear, hear," but
I say we are fixing a franchise which though it may be
satisfactory to the gentlemen on that side of the House
from the Province of Quebec to-day, may be made unsatis-
factory to them in the future. Having now arranged a
franchise satisfactory to Quebec, suppose next year or
next Parliament we choose to make a change. Suppose that
the other Provinces, which have numerical superiority, the
Provinces of Ontario, Nova Scotia, New Brunswick united
in forcing upon the Province of Quebec universal suffrage,
or woman suffrage, or socialism, or communism, is not
Quebec bound hand and foot, is she not powerless to resist
any innovation of that kind-powerless to retain the rights
which she now possesses ? I say, Sir, she is. I say that
this fatal principle of substituting a power on the part of
the Dominion to control the franchise, for a power which is
now in the lande of the Provinces, is a fatal step, a stop
which will enable the majority of those Provinces at any
time to adopt a policy with regard to the franchise that
may be most intensely distasteful to some other
Provinces in this Dominion. I say that the hon. gen-
tlemen from Quebec who are supporting this in-
novation, who are giving away the power which that
Province now possesses, of protecting itself against attempts
by the other Provinces, are recreant to the intereste of their
Province and the interests of their race. I am glad that
one or two of the French Canadian members, who usually
act with the Government majority, have been far-sighted
and independent enough to take an independent stand upon
this matter, and any man who stands up for the rights of his
Province and resists this attempted innovation and insiste
that Quebec shall continue to possess the rights that she
bas enjoyed for years, is worthy the thanks of bis constitu-
ents and his country. And not only has Quebec an interest
in this matter, but every other Province has an interest.
There is no Province in this Dominion that has not in some
respect conditions in which it differs from all other Pro-
vinces. There is no Province in this Dominion where you
can adopt a franchise which would be suitable to another
Province, with the certainty that it will be satisfactory to
that Province. There is no Province but is the best judge
of its own wants in this matter, and there is no member of
this Confederation that is not entitled to say in what
manner it shall elect its delegates, to represent it as
a sovereign Province in the confederated nation, and
although the reasons may not be as cogent with regard
to the other Provinces as to Quebec, there is no Province
in this Dominion which is not interested in the maintenance
of the present condition of things in the Dominion. I have
a work here, and I shall deal very sparingly in quotations
from it-a work on the principle of the federal union and
State rights by Mr. Centz, of Boston. With reference to
the feature of admitting new States, and to the action of
individual States in their sovereign capacity, forming a
union, and making provision for the admission of other
sovereign States at future times, ho says, of the provisions
of thel United States constitution:

Mr. ORALTON,

"Article four, section three, declares that 'new States may be
admitted into this union-;' end article four, section four, includes the
phrase, 'every State in the union.' Moreover, the said constitution
declares that it was to be 'established,' and take effect, 'between the
States so ratifying the same.' Nay, more; its powers were only dele-
gated, and hence must be wielded by trustees and agents, chosen by,
and subordinate to the delegating States, while the 'powers not dele-
gated are reserved to the States respectively, or to the peoples of the
same. There is no evidence or even hint, of any change of character of
the States; but, on the contrary, they are named in th a constitution as
absolute and complete political bodies, which are necessarily the parties
to, and the actors under, the federal system. And, finally, all elective
power and right was inherent and absolute in the people composing
these States, as their constitutions show; and moreover, they declared
in their federal constitution that they were as States, to keep and
exercise the said elective power. It is provided in article one, that
'the people of the se reral;States 'are to choose the ' representatives;'
and that 'each State,' ' by the Legislature thereof,' is to elect'
Senators. Article two provides that ' each State shall appoint
presidential electors. These Congressmen and presidential electors are
citizens and subjects of their respective States, and in their vicarious
and representative character, they appoint all other federal officers. So
that here, in the constitution itself, we have the most positive and
absolute proofs that the States are sovereign over the Federal Govern-
ment, this being their mere agency, or, in other words, a part of their
machinery of self-government."

Sir, what is this Dominion more than that ? Is it not a
mere agency of the Provinces-a part of the machinery of
their self-government- not all of it, because they have in
addition to this their provincial institutions and their
municipal institutions. But as this author lays down with
regard to the United States, this Dominion is merely a
part of the machinery of self-government which the people
of the respective Provinces, through their delegates, have
instituted and ordained, and it has no inherent powers
except the power derived from them. With regard to the
suffrage, holding that it was a right which pertains to the
constituent members of a confederacy, -hoesays:

"Suffrage is-humanly speaking--the pearl of great price of repub-
lican freedoma. It is vital to freedom, and must be absolutely controlled
by the people who own it, and not by any Government."

Is it the proposal of this Bill that the suffrage shail be con-
trolled by the people who own it, and not by the Govern-
ment ? Is it not, on the contrary, the purpose of this Bill,
that the suffrage shall not be controlled by the people who
own it, but by the Government to enable it to thwart the
wishes of the people ?

'' The voting power belonga, of original and absolute right, to the
community called the state, who are the real Government-what we
call government being the agency thereof ; and a republic being a
government ot the people by the people. Says Montesquieu : ' In a
Democracy there can be no exercise of sovereignty but by tha suffrage
of the people, which are their will. Now, the sovereign's will is the
sovereign himself ; the laws. therefore, which establish the right of
suffrage, are fundamental to ihis Governmen t. In fact, it is as impor-
tant to regulate, in a republic, in what manner, by whom, and concero-
ing what, suffrages are to be given, as it is in a monarchy to know who
is the prince, and after what manner he is to govern.' The original
voting power is the people composing the society or state, in whom, as
every State constitution declares or implies, ' all political power is in-
herent ' The derivative or delegative voting power is an endowment,
by society or the State, of individual members designated or described
as voters, in the constitution of the State. As Montesquieu says : 'The
laws which establish the right of suffrage are fundamental to the Gov-
ernment ; and hence they are found only in the fundamental laws of the
States, cstablished, of original right, by sovereign power. It is plain,
then, that if the Government, whether state or fedeal, controls or dis-
poses of suffrage without warrant in the constitution, it strikes at the
very vitals of the republic, from which it derives its entire existence
and powers, and commits perjured usurpation, as well as flagrant
treason. It is equally plain that an insdious and fraudulent revolution
is now gong on, tending to subjugat3 the people of this country--just
as all other free people have been-to the 'absolute supremacy of the
Government.'

Sir, is there any such purpose in this Bill to subjugate
the people of this country to the absolute supremacy of the
Government ? Do the Government propose, by this Bill, to
go back to the constituency that sont them here ? Do they
propose to submit themselves to a free, unbiassed expression
of the popular will of this Dominion ? No, Sir; they seek
to secure, so far as they can by the provisions of this Bill,
the absolute supremacy of this Government, and in doing
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this, to subvert the principles that underlie human liberty.
Edmund Burke sa3 s:

" This change, from an immediate state of procuration and delega-
tion, to a course of acting as from original power, is the way in which
all the popular magistracies of the world have been perverted from their
purposes."

Sir, that is what this Government are doing to-day-per-
verting from is purpose the original intention of the
founders of this Dominion-perverting from ifs purpose the
desire of the majority of the people of this country. The
purpose of this Bill, I repeat, is to secure a verdict, not from
the majority, but to secure a verdict by fraudulent and
improper means. Again, let me draw the attention of the
committee to the difference between delegated and inherent
power; let me again affirm that we do not possess in this
House inherent power; that the power we exeraise is a
power delegated by the Provinces of this Dominion, not a
:ower inherent in the Government of this Dominion.

As I said awhile ago, the federal principle bas been
in operation about 100 years. This contribution to civil-
isation was made in the year 1787, and we are taking
advantage in this country of the experience of another
nation that invented this system of governmont, and
bas been enjoying its blessings. My right hon. friend
told the House some time ago that hle had copied his
fiscal policy from the United States. The founders of
this Confederation copied our olitical institutions in a great
measure from those of the nited States. The federal
system under whieh we live to-day is a system we have
copied from that country; a system that the Australian
colonies are about to copy; a system that will bo put into
operation in South Africa shortly; a system that will ulti-
mately probably embrace the grest mass of civilised men in
various confederations. Under these circumstances, it is
not aside from our duty or purpose to-day to enquire into
the experience of the United States; it is not aside from our
purpose to show the differences between our fedoral system
and theirs, and to examine whether in adopting these differ-
ences we have acted with wisdom. The United States, as
we are all aware, had 150 years' experience in self-govern-
ment, in the formation of liberal institutions, before we had
any colonial existence at all. Before Canada passed into the
hands of England, Massachusetts was a colony 150 years old;
and when we commencod our career as a colony, the various
English colonies of North America were welt instructed in
the principles of self-government. Various circumstances
had combined to give them a breadth of view in regard to
those principles, the frugal and thrifty Hollanders had
formed a colony in the New Netherlands. That colony
had passed into the hands of England, and the
views of those colonists served to mould and modify
the views of other colonists. The colonists of New England
were of that stamp of Englishmen who had formed the
English commonwealth, who had given to England ber
heroic history ; and those Puritans, whatever may have been
their faults of character, were mon of purity and virtue, and
of indomitable purpose, who laid the foundations of their
colonies, broadly and firmly upon the principle of im-
inutable liberty and fear of God. The Puritan colonists,
when the revolution broke ont, had, to a greater or less
extent, leveaned all the colonies that formed the United
States. Those people had developed and thoroughly under-
stood the principles of self government; and the knowledge
they possessed and the institutions they had formed, were
welded and purified in the furnace of war when the colonies
revolted in 1776. Tho fail of Quetec was ân epoch in the
history of the world, the importance of which was dimly
f>reseen then and is scarcely comprehended to-day. When
the eyes of Wolfe and Montcalm were glazed with death on
the Plains of Abraham, a great empire was passing from
the grasp of one power into the hands of another, and,
u s cosoquenoe of that battle, the whole basin of the

St. Lawrence and of the great lakes, the illimitable
prairies of the West, and the Valley of the Mississippi
passed into the hands of England. That event led directly
to the American revolution. tlad these colonies remained
in the possession of France, the American colonies would not
have been able to assume the duties, the responsibilities of a
separate national existence, because their enemy at the
north with whom they had been at war for generations
would have rendered it impossible, in their estimation, for
them to maintain a separate existence. But when Canada
passed into the bands of England, and the British colonies
no longer needed the guardian care of England, this instinct
for freedom and separate government, which was in them,
became so strong that on the first attempt of the Motber
Country to impose upon them any restriction which they
deemed at variance with the principles of liberty, they
revolted and established their own independence. These
colonies, with a colonial history of 150 years, with the
experience of a great war, tried in 1777 an experiment.
They formed themselves into a confederacy; they tried the
experimont of self-government; they attempted to live
under the articles of Confedoration; they did live under
those articles for ton years. Thon, with the colonial expe-
rience of 150 years, with the experience acquired in the war
of Independence, with the exporienco under a form of Gov-
ernment lasting for ten years, the articles of Con-
federation, these Provinces or States bad reached that degree
of education and knowledge and development that
fltted them for the work of founding the permanent
and admirable institutions under which they live to day;
and with all this knowledge, with all this experience, ex-
tending through, alt these generations, these colonics,
through their delegates, procceded to form a constitution,
this constitution which was adopted in 1787 and under which
they have lived and thriven to the present day. Now, I hold
that in deliberating as to what measures we should take
with regard to our own fundemental law, in deliberating as
to what we shall do in fixing the federal institutions under
which we shall live, we will be prudent and act with wis-
dom if we carefully scan the record of that country and
learn from its exporience such lessons as it may teach us,
That constitution adopted in 1787 has since then received fif-
teen amendments; 10 of thom were made almost immediately
ai ter the adoption of the constitution, and for over 90 years
only 5 amendments were made to that instrument, so per-
fect bas been its working and operation. Three of the
changes wore changes duo to that great struggle which
resulted in the emancipation of the servile classes of that
country. Who were the men ? What was the character of the
men who devised this constitution, who fixed its principles ?
Were they men unknown to fame, men without reputation,
men whom we cannot respect or trust? No; they were mon
whose names shall ive in history while history exists ; they
where men who have been properly termed giants in intel-
lect and giants in experience. We may avail ourselves of the
experience and the labors of such men as George Washing-
ton, Alexander Hamilton, Thos. JefferEon, James Madison,
John Adams, Benjamin Franklin, Josiah Quincey, John
Randolph, John Jay. Are the deliberations of such men as
these, guided by experience, to be treated lightly, to bo
treated without respect ? I think not. What was the
character of the Government under which the United States
existed for ton years, the articles of Confederation ? I will
take the liberty of reading one or two of the articles in
order to show what was the character of the institutions
which it was found necessary to supplant. Article 2 of the
articles of Confederation provides :

ee Each State retan its soveroad 'u, freedcm, and independence, and

expressly delegated to ihe United States in congres. assembled."
Article 3 saysa:

" The said States hereby enter into a firma league of friendshi with
each other for their common defence, security of their liberties, afatheir
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mutual and general welfare; binding themselves to assist each other
against all force offered to, or attack made upon them, or any of them,
on account of religion, sovereignty, trade, or any other pretence what-
ever- "

Article 5 provides:
" For the more convenient management of the general interests of

the United States, delegates shall be annually appointed in such man-
ner as the Legislatures of each.State shall direct, to meet in Cougress on
the first Monday in November in every year, with a power reserved to
each State to recall its delegates or any of them, at any time within the
year, and to send others in their stead for the remainder of the year.

" No State shall be represented in Congress by less than two, nor more
than seven members; and no person shall be capable of being a delegate
for more than three years, in any term of six years ; nor shall any per-
son, being a delegate, be capable of holding any office under the United
States, for which he, or another for his benefit, receives any salary, fees,
or emolument of any kind. Each State shall maintain its own dele-
gates in a meeting of the States, and while they act as members of the
Committee of lhe States, lu determing questions in a United States
Congrese assembled, each State shall have one vote.

This then was a league of sovereign States. In it each
State acted as a unit, giving but one vote. Each State
under this confederation maintained its own liberties, and
the expenses of the confederacy were a common charge on
ail the States, but were a voluntary charge. The leading
defects of the Confederation, were: First, the confederacy had
no power to levy taxes or raise a revenue-its revenue
was to be derived from the contributions of the respective
States; secondly, the confederacy had no power to enforce
its laws except by the consent of the States; thirdly, it
had no power to enforce its treaties; fourthly, it had no
coercive power it any case, but only the power of recom-
mendation. After 10 years' trial, it was found this system
of government was not one calculated to promote the
interests of the United States. It was not workable.
Now you would naturally suppose, when it was determined
to make a change, that having recognised the principle of
State sovereignty in the articles of Confederation to such an
extent that the powers of the States exceeded the powers
of the confederacy, and hampered the confederacy so that
it could not go on with its purposes-you would
suppose that, when the change was made, the ten-
dency would have been to fall into the opposite
extreme, and to invest the federal union with powers
which would submerge and obliterate the powers of the dif-
férent States. But such was not the case. The convention
met in May, 1787, and the very first step taken was to
recognise the existence of the States, to recognise the States
as the individual component parte of the Federal Union, and
to recognise the -fact that whatever powers the Federal
Union would be invested with would be powers delegated to
it by the States; and as a recognition of this principle, the
convention provided that the votes upon all questions
should be by States, each State having one vote, it being
necessary for the State delegations to provide how its vcte
should be cast, whether by unanimous agreement of the
delegations or by an agreement of the majority of the dele-(
gates. But in each case, upon all questions debated by thisr
constitutional convention, the votes were by States. I pro-
pose to call the attention of the committee to some of the
resolutions introduced into this constitutional convention,
composed in part of the great men I have mentioned, with
reference to this question of suffrage, the one we are nowt
debating. I propose to trace up how it was that the United
States adopted in their constitution the principle they did
adopt in 1787, that the qualification for voters for President
of the United States and for members ofCongress should be
the qualification required in each State for a vote for a mem-
ber of the most numerous branch of its State legislature.
In the quotations that I propose to give, I shall not read
the debates in full upon any of theso questions, but I shall
merely refer to one or two of the statements which I think1
pertinent to the question of suffrage as we have it under%
consideration to day. The first resolution and address I I
shall refer to will be that of John Randolph, of Virginia: z

Mr, CHARLTON.

" Mr. RANDOL PH then opened the main business. He expressed his
regret that it should fall to him, rather than those who were of lo"ger
standing in life and political experience, to open the great subject of
their mission. But, as the convention hal originated from Virginia,
and his colleagues supposed that some proposition was expected from
them, they had imposed this task on him. He then commented on the
difficulty of the crisis and the necessity ofpreventing the fulfilment cf
the prophecies of the American down faîl."

After proceeding to enumerate the defects of the Confedera-
tion, with which I shall not trouble the committee, as I have
already briefly alluded to that, he goes on :

" He proposed, as conformable to his ideas, the following resolutions,
which he explained one by one."

I shall only give three of those resolutions, which are perti-
nent to the discussion :

" Resolved, That the Articles of Confederation ought to be so cor-
rected and enlarged as to accomplish the objecta proposed by their
institution; namely, 'common defence, security of liberty, and general
welfare.' Resolved, therefore, that the right3 of suffrage in the National
Legislature ought to be proportioned to the quotas of contribution, or to
the number of free inhabitants, as the one or the other rule may seem
best in different cases. Resolved, That the National Legislature ought
to consist of two branches. Resolved, that the members of the first
branch of the National Legislature ought to be elected by the people of
the several States."

A few days afterwards, Mr. Pinckney, of South Carolina,
introduced a "Plan of a Federal Constitution." I will give
two of the articles of that plan:

" The style of this Government shall be 'The United States of Amer-
ica,' and the Government shall consist of supreme legislative, executive
and judicial powers. The legislative power shall be vested in a Congress,
to consist of two separate houses. The members of the bouse of delegate3
shall be chosen every year by the people of the several States; and the
qualification of the electors shall be the same as those of the electors in
the several States for their legislatares.'

Thon Mr. Randolph introduced a plan or a resolution:
" The fourth resolution, first clause, that the members of the first

branv of the National Legiature ought to be elected by the peopli of
the several States, being taken Up.

Mr. 8HERMIAN opposed the elections by the people, insisting that it
ought to be by the State Legislatures. The people, he said, im-
mediately, should have as little to do as may be about the Goverument.
They want informatio:, and are constantly liable to be misled."

Thon further on :
" Mr. MASON (of Victoria) argued strongly for an election of the

larger branch by the people. It was to be the grand depository of the
democratic principle of our Govornment. It was, 0o to speak, to be
our House cf Gommons. It ought to know and sympathise with every
part of the community, and ought therefore to be taken, not only from
different parts of the whole republie, but also from different districts of
the larger members of it ; which had in several instances, particularly
in Virginia, d:fferent interests and views arising from difference of
produce, of habits, etc., etc.

The very argument which is urged now in justification of
the fixing of the franchise by States, based upon their differ-
ont interests, their different views, the difference of their
produce, their habits, and so forth.

Mr. WILSON contended strenuously for drawing the most numer-
ous branch of the Legisiature immediately from the people. He was for
raising the Federal pyramid to a considerable altitude, and for that
reason wished to give it as broad a basis as possible. No Government
could long subsst without the confidence of the people. In a Republi-
can Government, this confidence was peculiarly essentib. He also
thought it wrong te increase the weight cf the State Legislatures by
making them the electors of the National Legislature."

"I Mr. GE RRY did not like the election by the people. The maxime
taken from the dritish coastitution were often fallacious when applied
to our situation, which was extremely different. Experience, he said,
had shown that the 8tate Legislatures, drawn immediately from the
people, did not always possess their confilence. He had no objection,
however, to an election by the people, if it were so qualified that men
of honor and character might not be unwilling to ho joined in the ap-
pointments. Be seemed to think the people might nominate a certain
number, out ot which the State Legislatures should be bourd to
choose."

On the question for an election of the first branch of the
National Legislature by the people, Massachusetts, New
York, Pennsylvania, Virginia, North Carolina, and Georgia
voted ay; and New Jersey and South Carolina, no; Con-
necticut and Delaware, divided. Then, passing on, we have
resolutions again introduoed by Mr. Pinckney, asking for the
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election of the members of the popular branch directly by
the State Legislatures. I shill not trouble the Flouse with
the debate upon them, but this motion was put to the vote
and lost. The States voting for it being COnnecticut, New
Jersey, South Carolina, three in number; and those
voting against it being Massachusetts, New York, Penn-
sylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina
and Georgia. This was a proposition to elect the members
of Congress by the State Legislatures. Mr. Pinckrey made
another motion, that, if the members of Cangres% were not
elected by the State Legislatures, they "shouli bo elected
in such manner as the Legislature of each State should
direct." That was lost. Thon a report was made by the
committee in reference to the suffrage question, five linos of
which I will read:

I Article 4, Section 1. -The members of the House of Representatives,
shall be chosen, every second year, by the people of the several States
comprehended within the Union; the qualifications of the electors shall
be the sane, from time te time, as those of the electors, in the several
States, of the most numerous branch of their own Legislatures.'

Then a motion was introduced fixing a uniform suffrage for
the election of members of Congress, to consist of a free-
hold franchise. This was an interesting debate, and I will
read a few brief extracts in regard to this.matter.

" GouvRNEUR MORRIS moved to strike out the last member of the
section, in order that some other provision might be substituted which
would restrain the right of suffrage to freeholders.

"Mr. WILSON. This part of he reportw as well considered oy the
committee, and he did not think it could be crhinged for the better.
It was difficult to form any uniform rule of qualifieations for all the
Staits. Unnecessary innovations, he thought, too, should b3 avoide 1.
It would be very hard and disagreeable for the sarne persons, at the same
time, to vote fr representatives in the State Legislature, and te be
excluded from a vote for those in the National Legislature."

Sir, we can see the same objection likely to exist here. It
would be lard in our own Provinces for some person to have
a vote for a member of lis own Provincial Legislature, and
to be debarred from a vote for a member of this House of
Commons. That is a cogent reason, and in my opinion an
unanswerable reason for allowing each Province to fix its
own franchise, and to have a uniform franchise for the Pro-
vince itself, and for the National Legislature. Then Col-
onel Mason said:

" The force of habit is certainly not attended te by those gentlemen
who wish for innovations on this point. Eight or nine States have
extended the rig it of suffrage beyond the freeholders. What will the
people there say if they should b disfranchised ? A power to alter the
qualificatiohs would be a dangerous power in the hands of the Legiala-
ture.

" Mr. BUTLER. There la no right of which the people are more
jealous than that of suffrage Abridgments of it tend ta the same revo-
lution as in Holland, whtre they have at length thrown all power into
the hands of the senates, who fill up vacancies themselves and form a
rank aristocracy.

'' Mr. DICKINSON had a very different idea of the tendency of vesting
the right of suffrage in the freeholders of the country, he considered
them as the best guardians of liberty; and the restriction of the right te
them as a necessary defence againt the dangerous influence of those
multitudes without property and without principle, with which our
country, like all others, wilIlin time abouud. As to the unpopularity
of the innovation, it was, in bis opinion, chimerical. The great mass of
our citizens is composed at this time of treeholders, and will be pleased
with it.

" Mr. ELLSWORTH. How shall the freehold be defined ? Ought not
every man, who.pays a tax, te vote for the representative who is levy
and dispose of bis money ? Shail the wealthy merchants and manufac-
turers, who will bear a full share of the public burdens, be not allowed
a voice in the imposition of them? Taxation and representation ought
to go together.

"Da. BENJAMIN FRANKLIN. It is of great consequence that
we should not depress the virtue and public spirit of our common
people, of which theydisplayed a great deal during the war, and
which contributed principally ta the favorable issue of it. He
related the honorable refusal of the American seamen, who were
carried in great numbers into the British prisons during the war, to
redeem themselves from misery or te seek their fortunes by
entering on board the ships of the enemies of their country; contrasting
their patriotism with a contemporary inîtaice ia whicn the British
seamen, made prisoners by the Americans, readily entered on the ships
of the latter on being promised a share of the prizes that might be made
out of their owa country. This proceeded, he said, froin the different
Lanaer in which the common people were treated in America and Great

Britain. He did not think that the electors bad any right, ln any case,
to narrow the privileges of the electors. He quoted, as arbitrary, the
British statute setting forth the dangers of tumultuous meetings, and,
under that pretext, narrowing the right of suffrage to persons having
freeholds of a certain value; observing that this tatute was soon fol-
lowed by another, under the succeeding Parliament, subjecting the
people who ha not votes t peculiar labors and bardahips.le was
perauaded, also, that sach a restrictionatia was proposed waald Rive
great uneasiness to the populons States. The sons of a substantial
farmer, not being themselves freeholders, would not be pleased at being
dfranchised, and there are a great miny persons ot that descrption.
On the qtistion for -striking out, as moved by 1fr. Gouverneur Morrio,
from the word 'qualification' to the end of the third article-Delaware,
ave, 1; New Hampshire, Massachusette, Connecticut, Penn'ylvania,
Virginis, NrthOarolina, South Carolina, no, 7; Maryland, divided;
Georgia, not present."

This was the vote upon the proposal in the convention that
formed the Constitution of the UnitcI States, to have a
uniform franchise in the States, a proposition for which
one State only, the insignificant State of Delaware, voted, a
proposition against which all the other States votei that
voted at all. Then, Sir, we have the provision of the Con.
stitution as finally adopted contained in three lines :

c'Section 2. The ffouse of Representatives shall be oomposed of
members elected by the people of the several States, and the qualifica-
tion in each State, shall be the qualification recognised for electors of
the most numerous brauch of the State Legslature."

That was the qualification, after all this discussion, running
through four months, a discussion embracing almost every
possible schemo, a discussion embracing the principle of a
uniform franchise, the principle of having the representa.
tires olected by the Stato Logislatures, the principle of
having the reprosentatives elected as ti Lgislftures of the
States should direct the principle of a uniform sufragio; and
the principle of the suffrage finally adoptei was that pre.
vailing for the most numerous branch of the State Logis.
lature. That is the principle adopted in 1787, and it has
been in operation in that country to the prosent time.
That Constitution, as I stated before, has received fifteen
amendmentes; ten of these were adopted almost immediately
after the adoption of the Constitution ; five only have been
adoptoi after over ninety years; three of these amendments
were rendored necossary ia consequence of the
rebellion. Since that Constitution was adopted, the
riumber of States has incroased from 13 to 38, with seven
territories; and the country that then extended over a
narrow strip of land along the Atlantic coast, now embraces
the whole continent to the Pacifie slope. Since that prin.
ciple was adopteJ, a vast development of the resources
and population of that country has taken place. The
country has passed through different phases and stages
of existence, and yet, Sir, the wiýdom of that provision, fix.
ing the franchise by the Legislatures of the different States,
has never been questioned ; there never has been one voice
raised in the United States, during the 97 years that Con.
stitution has been in operation, during the time when the
population has incroased from 3 million to 5 ; million-there
never has been one voice raised against this piovision, or
que3tioning the wisdom of this provision adopted in that
country, a provision which we have also acted upon for
eighteen years, and which we to day, without reason, and
without cause, are about to change. Sir, the only qualifica.
tions, the only limitation as to the suffrage adopted in the
United States, a suffrage pertaining to the most numerous
branch of the State Legislature, is contained in that provision
which provides that the constitution shall guarantee to every
state a republican forrm of Government. if any State
attempt to adopt a suffrage that is subversive of the princi-
ple of Republican Government, then only would the United
States be justified in interfering; but so long as the institu-
tions of the State are consonant with the principles
of a Republican Government the Federal Government
cannot interfere. Although the franchide in the various
colonies were very different in their character-in some a
freebold, in others universal suffrage, in others the payment
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of taxes, although there was great diversity as to suffrage
qualification, yet, Sir, the wisdom of the arrangement
arrived at then has never been called in question by one
public man in the United States in the last one hundred
years.

With regard to the diversity of qualification that
existed, I have shown that the attempt to secure a uniform
franchise was defeated, that it received but one vote, and
that one the vote of the most insignificant S.tate in the Con-
federation. I have show that almost every conceivable plan
with regard to the mode of constituting the House of Repre-
sentatives in the United States was proposed in that C>n-
vention and voted down. I have shown that after full con-
sideration of all the schemes, of all these methods that were
proposed, the constitutional convention settled down upon
that principle, the principle upon which the Dominion of
Canada has acted for the last eighteen years, and with the
very best results. Now, Sir, as to the diversities of these
franchises. I have here Elliot's Constitutional Dabates, and
in the appendix Mr. Elliot gives the qualification of voters
in the various States comprising the original States, and in
sorne of the States admitted very shortly afterwards.

"In 'daine, citizenship and three months' State residence; New
Hampshire, residence and payment of taxes; Massachusetts, cit zenship,
one year's State, and six months' district residence, and payment of
taxes ; Rhode Island, the qualification was the saie as under the charter
granted by King Charles, freehold ; Connecticut, a qualification of citi-
zenship, six month's residence, one year's performuauce of militia duty,
and paying a tax, blacks excludediVermont, one year's residence:
New York, citizenship, a certain StRte and district resiJence, having
paid tax, or performed military duty, or been assessed, or iaving
labored o i highway, freehold for people of color; New Jersey, one y ear's
county residence. and an estate worth £50, proclamation m ney; Penn-
sylvania, citizenship, two years' residence and payment of taxes; Dela-
ware, two years' residence and payment of taxes, blacks excluded ;
Maryland, citize3nship, state residence of one year, county or city, six
monthu, blacks excluded ; Virginia, white male citizen, twenty-one
years cf age, district re-idence, freehold $25, leasehold estate $20,housekeeper and head of family assessed; North Carolina, for S3nators,
freehold and one year's residence, for House of Congress one year's
residence and payment of taxes; South Carolida, citizenship two years
state residence, a freehold or six mnths district residence, and payment
of taxes, blacks excluded ; Georgia, citizenship, six months county
residence and payment of taxes if assessed ; Ohio, one year's residence,
and being assessel with t:xes, or laboring on hghways, blacks
excluded ; Kentucky, citizenship, two years' state or one year's district
residence, blacks excluded; Tennessee, a freehold or six month'
coanty residence; Missiesipi, citizenship, one year state and six months'
district residence, payment of taxes or enrollment in the militia,
blacks excluded; Alabama, citizenship, one year's state anidthree
months' district residence, blacks excluded; [Louisiana, citizenship,
one year's county residence, payment of taxes, blacks excluded ; Indiana,
citizenship, one year's residence. Blacks excluded ; Illinois, six months
residence, blacks excluded ; MiPsouri, citizenship, one year's state,
three months' district residence, blacks excluded.

Those were the qualifications for voters in those different
States. Hon. members will see there are very wide differ-
ences. In some States it is freehold, in others merely
citizenship, in others payment of taxes, in others enroli-
ment in the Militia. The divergencies could scarcely have
been wider than were those existing in the qualifications in
the varions States when the constitution of the United
States was formed. If there ever was a case where it was
proper to insist on an uniform franchise, where there
were wider difforences as to the conditions of the franchise,
that case existed there ; and yet after the fullest consider-
ation of all the phases of the question by such men as
Alexander Hamilton, Thomas Jefferson, James Madison,
John Adams and George Washington, men of towering
intellect and ability, the framers of that constitution de-
liberately settled down upon the principle that the safety
of the institutions of the United States required, with res-
pect to the franchise for the election of the Prosident and
members of the House of Representatives, that the United
States should not interfere in any degree with the featunes
of that franchise, but leave the arrangement of that matter
totally and entirely to the varions States composing the
Confederation. This decision arived at after careful study,
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after ten years experience under the articles of the Con.
federation, and continued for 100 years without creating
the slightest necessity or demand for any change in that
feature of the Constitution, should be a potent argument
with us at this time, without exporience of our own to guide
us, and should exercise great woight in leading us to the
conclusion that the franchise at presont existing, the fran.
chise which has worked admirably, smoothly and without jar
or friction for eighteen years, is a franchise which under, all
the circumstances, we are not warrantel in meddling with
or changing.

I have the authority of Colonel Alexander Hamilton
with respect to this subject; and of the celebrated
George Bancroft, historian of the United States, and I will
read brief extracts from these authorities. Colonel Hamil-
ton in his history of the proceedings of the Federal Conven-
tion in the United States says:

"The first view to be taken of this part of the govet-nment relates to
the qualifications of the electors, and the elected. Those of the former
are to be the same with those of the electors of the most numerous
branch of the State Legislature. The defiaition of the right of suffrage
is very justly regarded as a fandamental article of republican govern-
ment. It was incumbent on the convention, theretore, to define and
establish this right in the constitution. To have left it open fui the
occasional regulation of the Congrees would have been improper, for the
reason just mentioned. To have submitted ir to the legislative discre.
tion of the States would have been improper for the sane reason, and
for the additional resson, that it would have rendered too dependent o-
the State Governments that branch of the Federal Government which
ought to be dependent on the people alone. To have reduced the
different qualifications in the different States ta one uniform rule would
orobably have been as dissatisfactory to some of the States as it would
have been difficult to the convention. The provision made by the con-
vention appears, therefore, to be the best that lay within their option.
It must be satisfactory to every State, because it is conformable to the
standard already established, or which may be eatablished by the State
itself."

Mr. George Bancroft, in his history of the Federal Conven-
tion, says, at page 91:

" Mason and the Pinckneys required a qualification of landed property
for the Executive, judiciary and members of the National Legislature.
Gerry approved securing property by property provisions. 'If qualifica-
tions are proper,' said Gouverneur Morris, 'I should prefer them in the
electors rather than the elected;' and Malison agre.ed with him. '1,'
said Dickinson, 'doubt the policy of interweaving into a republican
constitution a veneration for wealth. A veneration for poverty and
vi tue is the object of a republican encouragement. No man of merit
should be subjcted to disabilities in a Republic where merit is under-
stood to form the great title to public trust, honors and rewards.' The
subject came repeatedly before the convention ; but it never consented
to require a property qualification for any office in the General Govern-
ment. In this way no obstruction to universil suffrage was allowed to
conquer a foothold in the constitution, but its builders left the enlarge-
ment of suffrage to time and future law givers. They disturbed no
more than was needed for the success of their work. They were not
restless in zeal for one abstract rule of theoretical equality to be intro-
duced instantly and everywhere."

" They were like the mariner in mid-ocean on the rolling and tossing
deck of a Ehip, who learns how to keep his true course, by watching the
horizon as well as the sun. In leading a people across the river that
divided their old co:dition from the new, the makers of the new form of
governiment anchored the supporting boats of their bridge up stream.
The qualifi :ations of the electors it left to be decided by the States, each
"or itsaelf .''
Again, at page 126, he says:

" What should distinguish the eleetors of the United States from their
citizens? The constituency of the House of Representatives of the United
States from the people? The report of the committee ran thus: 'The
qualifications of the electors shall be the same, from time to time, as
those of the electors in the several States of the most numerous branch
of their own Legislatures.' Gouverneur Morris d sired to restrain the
right of suffrage to freeholders; and he thought it not proper that the
qualifications of the National Legislature should be dependent on the will
of the States. 'The States,' said Ellsworth, 'are the best judges of the
circumstances and temper of their own people.' 'Eight of nine States,'
remarked Mason, 'have extended the right to suffrage beyond the free-
holders. What will the people there say if any should Le disfran-
chisedI ?'I

What will be the result of this Bill, when passed ? A large
portion of the population of Prince Edward Island and, of
British Columbia are disfranchised. Thousand of electors
also in Ontario will be disfranchised. " What will the
people say," when electors under the provincial laws are
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found to be disfranchised by this Bill. Mr. Bancroft con-
tinues:

l ' Abridrements of the right of suffrage,' declared Butler, ' tend to
revolation.1-

It is a dangerous thing to disfranchise any portion of the
electoral body which now possesses the franchise. At page
128 Bancroft says :

" Each State was therefore left to fix for itself, within its own limits,
its condition of suffrage ; but where, as in New York and Maryland, a
discrimination was made in different elections, the convention applied
the most liberal rule adopted in the State to the elections of members of
Congres, accepting in advance any extensions of the suffrage that in
any of the States might grow ont ùf the development of republican
institutions. Had the convention established the freehold or other
qualification of its own, it must have taken upon itaelf the introduction
of this restriction into every one of the States of the Union."

In the United States the voters' qualification by the State
Legislatures is that by which a voter is allowed to vote for
President. He ie qualified to vote for members of the
House of Representatives, and, Mr. Chairman, the State
Legislature of each State is qualified to elect the members
of the Senate of the United States. They are not appointed
by the Government of the day, but each State elects two
Senators. Then, Sir, we have the direct election of the
President by the people, the direct election of the members
of the House of Representatives by the people, the basis of
the electorate being that established by the State, and we
have the election to the Senate of the United States by the
States, the senators being the representatives of the
States, while the members of the House are the
representatives of the people. Now, how does that
system correspond with ours? Here, Sir, we do not
elect a Governor, of course; he is appointed for us.
The Provinces do not elect the members of the Senate ;
they are appointed by the Government of the day,
and if one party remains in power long enough, we will
have the members of the Sonate all of one party, and th at
body will not in any sense or way represent the
sentiment of the people. Then, Sir, if we pass
the Bill the Dominion will fix the franchise for
the Provinces. The Provinces are ignored in the selection
of the head of the Government-the Governor General;
they are ignored in the election of the members of the
Senate, and they will be ignored in the election of the
members of this House. They are not, thon, recognised by
this Government as sovereign; in short, Sir, they are not
recognised as existing at all. They have lost their indi-
viduality; they have lost their sovereign capacity; they
have lost the last hold they possessed in regard to the
management of the affairs of this Dominion, as sovereign
Provinces.

Now, I may notice here some of the objections raised
in the early part of this discussion by hon. gentlemen'
opposite to the views we take, and some of the arguments
adduced in favor of this Bill. The Secretary of State
informed us that he was fighting for the autonomy of his
Province. He says: Am I not a representative of the
Province ? Yes, he is. But he is the reprosentative of the
Province, he is an agent of the Province, who is usurping
the authority of bis master. The mode in which he fights
for the autonomy of his Province is to destroy the autonomy
of that Province, so far as an enactment of this House can
destroy it. He says it is not consistent with our dignity
to allow this and smaller Provinces to dictate the basis of
the electors for this Dominion. Well, Sir, we saw last
night one of the smaller Provinces dictating the basis of
the Dominion electorate, with reference to the Chinose of
British Columbia. And we will see other smaller Provinces
dictating the basis of the franchise for this Dominion. The
Secretary of State, in making that statement, spoke without
his host. All the Provinces which exercise any influence in
this House will, to a greater or less extent, dictate the basis
of the representation of this Dominion. Thon ho said that
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the Bill recognised the progress of the age. Sir, the Bill
does not recognise the progress of the age; the Bill is a
retrocession. The progress of the age is in the direction of
investing humanity with greater powers and privileges and
rights-of demonstrating, developing and strengthening the
federal principle which exists in this country and in the
United States, and this Bill, Sir, is a blow aimed at the
fundamental principles of Confederation. It is not conso-
nant with the progress of the age; it is a retrograde measure,
which the House should never adopt. The hon. member
for King's, N.S. (Mr. Woodworth), thought ho made a point
in this matter, because the States fix the suffrage by consti-
tution and not by statute. Does that alter the fact they fix
it ? It is no matter by what mode they act, so long as they
fix it, whether the mode be by an Act on the Statute Book
or by a provision in their organie law. Whichever way
they adopt, they do fix the suffrage and control lie suffrage,
and whenever they please they can change the suffrage,
as every State in the Union has changed it from
time to time. The fixing of this feature in the constitution
simply makes it a little more troublesome to effect a change;
it must be done in a very careful and deliberate manner.
The Legislature must propose an amendment; the people
must vote upon it and sanction it by a large majority; thon
a constitutional convention must be called; the convention
enacts the amendment and the amendment has again to be
submitted to and approved by the people. It is a salutary
mode of providing against hasty or reckless change in the
constitution.

Now, Mr. Chairman, in the event of adopting this Bill,
in the ovent of putting an end to the control of the
franchise by the Provinces, and taking over that control
by the Dominion, I hold we cannot consistently do less
than give to every taxpayer in this Dominion, who is a
citizen, a vote, unless ho is an idiot or insane. I hold that
the principle which should govern us should ho that no
Province should ho allowed to have a franchise more
liberal than the franchise of the Dominion. If, Sir, any
Province has a franchise more liberal than ours, thon that
grievance which has been pointed ont by the framers of the
constitution of the United States, that grievance which has
been repeatedly pointed out in the course of this debate, of
disfranchising a voter who has a vote for a mem-
ber of a Local Legislature, and is donied a vote
for members of this House-that grievance will continue
to exist. Sir, if we are to have a Dominion franchise it
should not be less liberal in its provisions than the fran-
chise of the most liberal Province in the Dominion. If
there is any Province in the Dominion which has a fran-
chise based on manhood suffrage that should be the prov-
ision which should govern us in this Bill. Then, Sir, we
should insist that no Government or party in this country
should interfere in any way with the free expression of
public sentiment. Sir, this Bill is dosigned to interfere with
the free expression of public sentiment. It was not intro-
duced to the House because there was any noessity for
changing the franchise or assuming the direction of the
franchise by the Dominion Government. The Bill was not
introduced because any abuse existed, because there was no
demand in this country, small or great, for the change
which is being made to-day. But the Bill is introduced in
order to enable the Government to interfere with the free
expression of public sentiment.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order. I think the hon. gentleman is
decidedly out of order. I think such an expression is not
pertinent to any amendment which ho intends to bring
before us, and I have read the hon. gentleman's amendment.

Mr. CHARLTON. Your ruling is that I am onut of order
for saying that the Government have introduced this Bill to
interfere with the free expression of public sentiment. Well,
Sir, if you le that it is improper, inadmissible, unparlia.
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mentary, to characterise this Bill as an interference with
the free and proper expression of public sentiment, I shall,
of course, bow to your ruling. I do not retract that expres-
sion : I could not retract it very well, because it would be
saying that the Bill is a good one, and that it is not a go:d
one is that on which I base my opposition to the Bill. In
whatever form the Bill is passed it ehould provide simple
and inexpensive machinery for the registration of votes, and
that machinery should be placed under local control. This
Bill should provide for the registration of votes without the
appointment of a registration pasha.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman is out of order
again. We are on the qualification clause, not on the ques.
tion of the revising barrister.

Mr. CHARLTON. But this qualification clause is the
fundamental principle of this Bill. Prom this clause, giving
this Government control of the franchises that now inhere
in the Provinces, every principle of this Bill proceeds to;
that clause every principle of this Bill is cognate; it is the
fountain from which every provision emanates. I hold that
in this clause, which provides for a change in the funda-
mental law of the land, the whole question is opened,
although I do not propose to disecuss the whole question;
but for the purpose of my argument it is nocessary to make
some incidental allusions to the principles of this Bill.
Now, when I say that the qualifications should not be less
liberal than those of the most liberal franchise in the Domi-
nion, am I out of order? Surely, when I say that this
Bill, if it does change the franchise, should institute
machinery, not expensive or under the control of this
Government, but machinery under local control, I am not
exceeding the bounds of order; because I cannot dis-
cuse the provisions of this clause unless I am allowed
to say what I think the franchise ought to be and
how I think the voters' list ought to be made.
Now, Sir, I think the poor man ought not to
be insulted by giving to the rich man more than one vote.
I believe the man who has property scattered in various
ridings is nt entitled, by virtue of having a little more
money than the poor man, to cast half a dozen votes when
the poor man can cast but one. I believe every citizen of
this Dominion should stand before the law on the same level
as the meanest and poorest citizen of Canada; and I believe
the rich man ought not to be allowed to exert one iota
more political power and privilege than the poor man.
Therefore, 1 think if this Bill becomes law it ought to
provide for universal suffrage, because it already exists in
some of the Provinces; it ought to provide for cheap and
inexpensive machinery within local control; it should not
give the rich any power or advantage over the poor voter.
Iknow that the bon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White)
does not believe that. I wonder if he ever heard the story
of Benjamin Franklin at the convention.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The ass and the man ?

Mr. CHARLTON. Yes. The question was, if a man
had a vote because he owned an ass that was worth $50,
and the next year the ass died, and the man had no vote,,
wbich had the vote, the ass or the man ? I do not believe
in giving the ass a vote in this country; I do not behieve in
giving a man with property any advantage over others. I
believe that residence ought to be a qualification, and that
no man ought to have more than one vote.

Now, in addition to the superior privileges and the greater
extent of control exercised by the American States in the
Federal Union than is exercised by the Provinces here, I have
pointed out that the electors have votes for their Prosidents as
well as for their members, and that the State Legislatures
eleot senators, while they are appointed here by the Gover-
nor in Council. But besides, allthe States of the American
Union enact their own criminal code, and all the judges in
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the United States, except the United States Circuit Court
and Supreme Court judges, are appointed by the different
State Governments. So that yon see, under our system, we
have given the Provinces vastly less power and vastly
fower privileges than are possessed by the States in the
American Union; and surely, in view of the existence of
all these powers pertaining to the electors and to the
States under the federal system in the American Union,
we have not gone as far as we ought to have gone in
recognition of the sovereignty of the Provinces in this
Dominion; and I hold that it is not consistent with our duty
or with the principles of public policy that we should take
from the Provinces the last distinctive privilege they pos-
sess, te fix the franchise for the members who represents
them in this House. Another objection which I have to
this measure is that the change it introduces will tend to
confusion and to vox the public. In the first place, there
will be confusion in the qualifications. The voter will be
at a loss to know whether he is a voter under the Dominion
Act or not. In many cases, if a man finds that he is on the
voters' list for the Province he will suppose that h is a
voter for the Dominion, and at the last hour ho may find
that he bas not the franchise which he might have had if
he had applied for it. Then, there will be confusion with
regard to the mode of getting the names of electors on the
list. Under the provincial system his property is assessed
by the assessor and bis name goes on the list; if the aseessor
fails to do his duty, the elector goes to the township court of
revision and there presents his claim, and it is net attended
to; and he fails to socure justice thore, he has an appeal
to the county judge. This is the mode of proceeding
the elector is familiar with now; but this Bill provides an
entirely different mode-one that will, create confusion in
his mind, and it will take a long time for the great body of
the electors of this country to become accustomed to the
changes made. Then there is a change made in the mode
of obtaining the list. Under the present law each member
of Parliament receives ton copies of the list, and each post-
master receives a certain number ; they are easily obtained;
but under this Bill the list cannot be obtained, except at the
cost of 6 cents for each ton names. Consequently, it may
be a matter of great difficulty and expense for the elector to
obtain a list, in order to see whether his name is upon it or
not. Thon, confusion will be introduced in regard to legal

rocedure in connection with appeals. Confusion will also
e introduced with regard to polling places. The returning

ofdicer may establish a polling place in a division with
entirely different bounds from those to which the voter is
accustomed, and ho may go to a polling place and find that
ho has no vote.

Mr. BOWELL. They do that now. Every returning
officer has a right to change the polling division.

Mr. CHARLTON. There las been no public demand or
public pressure for this Bill-a Bill calculated to vex, to
trouble, and to inflict expense on the great mass of the
electors of this country. What will be the expense ofwork-
ing this pet scheme? We have now a franchise that will
suit our purposes in every respect botter than the one we
are about to propose. We have now a franchise that is
working smoothly; under its operation all these vexations,
all these conflicting views with regard to qualification, the
mode of putting on the list, the mode of obtaining lists, the
legal procedure, the applications for appeal--

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman will not find
anything about these in this clause. I must ask hirm to
discuss it on his amendment.

Mr. CHARLTON. The amendment provides for a pro-
vincial franchise. I am talking about the advantages we
will derive as a people in the various Provinces by striking
out this section of the Bill and adopting a provincial frant
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chise, and what I am saying is thoroughly pertinent to the
amendment. As an argument for the adoption of a pro.
vincial franchise, I was about to point out that this section
of the Bill under consideration which I propose to amend
will inflict a heavy and useless expense on the people of
this country, an expense that will not give us any corres-
ponding advantage. We have 2Il electoral districts in
Canada. Under this Bill we may have 211 revising barris-
ters, 211 bailiffs, 211 election clerks, 211 constables-in all,
844 officials appointed to work the machinery that it pro.
vides. What will be the cost of all this ? In England
they pay a revising barrister 200 guineas; suppose we pay
half as much, there is $105,500 for the revising bar-
risters. Then there are the election clerks, the bailiffs,
and the constables, which will cost at least $200>000;
then there is the expense of printing. What a vista is open
there for printing jobs to needy country organs. Then there
are travelling expenses and incidentals of all kinds. It is
not to be supposed that the cost of working out this scheme
will b lees than 8500,000 a year, in order to furnish that
privilege so dear to the Tory heart, of filling new positions
with officers, of filling 844 new positions, and cutting off
votes and perpetuating the party in power. It is nothing
that our expenses-

Mr. POSTER. I rise to a point of order. I ask if the
hon. gentleman is in order in talking about the expenses, of
methods of carrying on elections, when we are simply upon
the qualifications of voters in cities and towns.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman has not surely looked
at the drift of this amendment or he would not raise this
point of order. My hon. friend proposes that the provincial
qualification in each Province shalf be the qualification for
the election of members for this House, and he is pointing
out the advantages which will accrue from our adopting
that qualification and substituting provincial machinery for
the machinery proposed by this Bill. It is one of his reasons,
and a strictly pertinent one for proposing this amendment,
that it will eave us a large amount of expense. My hon.
friend is showing what that expense, under this Bill, is
likely to be, and in doing so his -observations are entirely
pertinent to the amendment.

Mr. FOSTER. I wish to ask whetber or not, Sir, there
is an amendment in your hands? I would like you to read
it.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I have seen the amendment, but have
not got it. The hon. member has it in his own possession.

Mr. MULOCK. My hon. friend from King's, N.B. (Mr.
Foster), I understand, takes exception to that portion of the
speech of the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton)
in which he refers to what he considers will be the unnece-
sary expense in the scheme proposed. That part of the
argument of my hon. friend is questionod by the hon. mem-
ber for King's, N.B. That I think is the point of order the
latter takes. It may be that, in his judgment, it is not
material whether a large sum of money is saved to this
country or not.

Mr. FOSTER. I rise to a point of order. I was object-
ing to no argument on the point of expense. I was simply
objecting to the bringing up of irrelevant matter in the
discussion.

Mr. CASEY. What is the particular irrelevant matter
the hon. gentleman objects to ? I understood his objection
was directed towards the question of expense. The hon.
gentleman says not; what does he object to ?

Mr. POSTER. Itwouldtake mesome time before I could
make it plain to the hon. member for West Elgin. It is
not necessary for me to say whether or not I am opposed
to the expense; I am simply taking the point, that when we
are discussing a clause we should stick to that clause. The

hon. member for North Norfolk is speaking to the clause
on the qualification of voters.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. FOSTER. The property qualification of voter in

cities and towns; that is what he is speaking to. There is
no amendment read to this House; there is no amendment,
Sir, in your hands. Suppose, for the sake of argument,
thore were; we have not heard it read. The hon. gentleman
has one opinion of it, which may be wrong, for he is not
infallible. Supposing that the amendment provides that the
provincial qualification shall b put in place of that in the
Bill, there would still, if that qualification were put in,
remain the question of expense, as to how that qualification
would be carried out.

Mr. CASEY. The gist of the amendment bas been stated
to the House by my hon. friend from North Norfolk, and I
understand it is to do away with all this machinery against
which lie is arguing. When the hon. member for King's
has been a little longer in the House, he will be aware that
it is in order to speak to an amendment which has not beeu
moved, and state reasons for proposing that amendment, and
then propose it at the end of the speech. The whole ques-
tion is, whether the amendment the hon. gentleman is going
to move will do away with this machinery and its costly,
heavy expense.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It seeme to be clear,
and it is an important and pertinent argument in favor of
what my hon. friend desires and proposes to do, that a large
sum of money will be saved to the people by adopting his
proposition. I can conceive of no argument w hich, par.
ticularly at such a moment as this, should address itself
more forcibly to the members of the committee. I never
heard before that the proof that a large sum of money
would be saved to the people of Canada is a reason against
taking a particular view.

Mr. CHARLTON. I beg to hand you, Sir, my amend.
rent, and I suppose I will be allowed to say a word with
regard to the point of order.

Mr. LAURIER. My hon. friend is not bound to show
his amendment. lIe has been arguing all the time in favor
of a provincial franchise and ho is proving that it will save
great expense, which is a most conclusive argument.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has been allowed as
much latitude as the Chair could allow him. I think he
can, under his amendment, discuss the question of expense.
I believe the amendment is large enough to allow him to do
so. I do not quite understand the hon. gentleman, who has
not read the amendment and does not know what it con.
tains, questioning the relevancy of tho hon. gentleman's
remarks. I have mentioned that the amondment was not
put into my hands to read; it was handed to me as a notice
of the amendment _to which the hon. gentleman is now
speaking.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I should like the Chair to rule
whether the member was within his province and power
when ho made hie remarks prior to putting lis amendment
in your band.

Mr. BOWELL. I am not prepared to say that, if lis
amendment covers the ground which he himself has covered,
the hon. member would himself be out of order; but I take
the liberty of differing from the position taken by the hon.
member for Quebec Bast (Mr. Laurier). How is this com-
mittee to know whether a gentleman, who addresses the
House for an hour, or for two or three hours, on almost
every conceivable subject, is within the scope of the amend-
ment which ho proposes to lay before the committee until
he reads it? It may be that bon. gentlemen opposite, who
in ail probability may have concocted, or, as that may be an
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offensive word, I will say, who understood the tactics of thei
party, know, from what occurred in caucus, what my hon
friend from North Norfolk intends to do, but thereare mem
bers who cannot know, until the amendment is read, whai
it contains. I simply take exception to the view of the hon.
member for Quebec East, that a member is not bound to
read the amendment he proposes to any particular clause.
As a matter of convenience, in order to let the House know
what the point is to which he desires to lead the House or
Ibe committee, he sbould read it.

Mr. COOK. In that case the hon. gentleman should
have asked to have the amendment read before he took the
ground of order.

Mr. BOWELL. I have no doubt my hon. friend from
Simcoe can settle the matter, but I am ot aware that the
hon. member for North Norfolk intimated the intention of
moving any amendment.

Mr. LAURIER. The doctrine is a most extraordinary
one. I have never understood that any member is bound
to put the amendment in the hands of the Chairman before
be sits down. Here is the proposition: that we are asked
to adopt a certain franchise. The hou. member is not
bound to propose an amendment. He can take the opposite
view and argue upon that.

Mr. BOWELL. That is enough, if he adheres to the
principles laid down in the motion before the House.

Mr. MILLS. He can do more. The Government pro.
pose a oertain franchise. It is open to any member to say:
I would prefer the provincial franchise, and to state bis
reasons. The reason may be that it would save expense,
and the member goes on to state that as the reason, and he
may state that and every other reason which occurs to him
without proposing an amendment. He may seek to con-
vinco the Government that they should assume the respon-
sibility of making a change in the Bill before the House,
and all that without moving an amendment. If, however,
.he chooses to move an amendment, there is no doubt that
it would be open to the Chairman to say: I do not see the
bearing of the argument upon this particular question; I
do not see its relevancy; and he might call upon the hon.
member to confine himself to the point to which his amend-
ment tends.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). There is no doubt the hon.
gentleman is quite right in bis general proposition that, if
the hon. gentleman's remarks are relevant to the clause of
the Bill in your hands, he would have a right to speak to
it; but, when the question of order is raised, he says: I
have an amendment, and my speech is relevant to that
amendment. Though it is true that, in Committee of the
Whole, members may speak as olten as they please, still
the debate is restricted to the matter in the hands of the
Chair, to the clauses in the Bill which is being considered,
and if an amendment is moved, that amendment must be in
the bands of the Chair, so that every member of the com-
mittee may know what it is.

Mr. EDGAR. So it was.
Mr. WHITE. But that is not the point. According to

the statement of the hon. member for Bothwell, the hon.
gentleman was out of order if is remarks were not rele-
vant to the clause in the Bill before an amendment was
moved to which he might speak. Then, clearly, he was
not in order when he had not put that amendment in. We
cannot, in committee, do what is done in the House-make
a speech and follow it up with a motion. In the House, an
hon. gentleman can say he is going to follow lis speech
with a motion at any time; but in committee, where the
debate is more restricted to the precise clause before the
Chair-because the principle of the Bill has been affirmed
bef ra it goes into committee at all-the amendment mustj

Mr. BowxLL.

r be in possession of the Chair before an hon. gentleman can
speak to it.

Mr. CASE Y. I do not know where the hon. member for
t Cardwell gets bis authority for that statement. Certainly

that has not been the ordinary practico of this House in
committee during the thirteen years that I have been a
member, and I do not think there is any authority for it in
the books,

Mr. CHARLTON. I am very well satisfied with your
ruling, Mr. Chairman, and am gratefal for your impartiality,
I ask you to call it six o'clock.

Committee rose, and it being six o'clock, the Speaker left
the Chair.

After Recess.
House again resolved itself into Committee.
Mr. CHARLTON. When the committee rose at six

o'clock I had been referring to the fact that the Bill was
objectionable on account of the expense that it entailed upon
the country. A point of order was taken, and you sustained
me in my position. I took the ground, early in the remarks I
made to-day, that the clause under discussion is a funda.
mental clause, as it provides for a change in the franchise.
It is the franchise on which the entire Bill is founded.
Everything provided in this Bill proceeds upon the basis
that the control of the franchise shall be changed from the
Province to the Dominion. I was pointing out that this
Bill would entail an expense upon the country of, probably,
half a million dollars annually; that it provided for the
appointment of 211 barrristers, of 211 clerks, of 211
bailiffs and of 211 constables-in round numbers, 850 offi-
cials, to be appointed throughout the varions ridings of this
Dominion. 1 was about to point out that another objection-
able feature of the Bill was this : that the remuneration
of these officials was left with the Governor in Council to
determine, that the power placed in their bands by this
clause was a great, and, 1 think, unconstitutional power. I
believe if we are to provide for the creation of so many
officials we should provide definitely what the remunera-
tion shall be, and that we should not leave to the Governor
in Council the important matter of determining what their
compensation shall be. I was about to allude, also, to the
fact that we have in this louse members from various Pro-
vinces. We have members from the Province of Prince
Edward Island, who are sent by the electorate of that
island, that electorate consisting of all the male cititens of
the island. These mombers are sent bere by their electors
to look after their interest, and in supporting this Bill
they basely betray the trust that has been reposed in them;
if they vote to support this Bill they vote to disfranchise a
large portion of the electors who sent them here to look
after the interest of Prince Edward Island. The same may
be said of the members from British Columbia. They are
sent here by the electors of British Columbia, where the
qualification is manhood suffrage; and these delegates from
British Columbia, who come bere to represent that
Province in this Dominion of Canada, come here and
surrender the rights of their constituents, or the
rights of a large portion of their constituents, in sup-
porting a Bill that would disfranchise, possibly, one-half
the electors who sent them here to look after their
interests. Now, Sir, with regard to the $500,000 of
additional expense placed upon this already heavily taxed
and over-burdened country. Is it not enough that our
annual exponses have risen from $13,500,000, in 1868, to
$33,000,000 in 1886; that in addition to the $33,000,000,
we are incurring war expenses at the rate of 8350,000. to
$400,000 per month, as long as the difficulties remain
unsettled in the North-West; that in addition to this large
sum we must meet a large sum for permanent military
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increase, the first instalment of which we have just seen i
the addition of 200 or 200 mon to the Mounted Police
force; and that in addition to these two extra items, th
war expenses and the permanent increase of the military
staff, we must also incur largely increased Indian expense
in the future ? I say, Sir, is it not enough that i:
addition to the $33,000,000 of ordinary expenditure
added to that the military expenditure, added to thu
the permanent military increase, added to that the per
manent Indian increase, amounting, possibly, to $5,000,O0
or 86,000,000 more in the current year, we must, in
addition to all this mountain of taxation that rests upon th
people of Canada, and is sure to bring us face to face witha
large deficit within the coming six months,we must needlessly
add to that burden an additional expense of $500,000 pe.
annum, for the purpose of placing in operation a totally use
less Bill, a totally uncalled for measure, a measure that .wil
not promote the interests of any portion of Canada, except
the office holders, who wish to maintain the positions they
now occupy ? Is it not enough that in addition to this we
owe to-day, if we take the assets this Dominion possesses
and count them at their actual worth, a net debt of at least
8925,000,000, or $50 per head for every man, woman and
'hild in Canada, a debt going up rapidly from month to

month, and a debt that must reach vastly greater propor-
tions than it bas already reached ? la it not enough that
we are soon to have au interest charge upon this country of,
in round numbers, $10,000,000 per annum ? Is it not enough
that our civil list is altogether out of proportion to the needs
and resources of this small country ? Is it not enough that
every Department is swarming with useless officials ? That
we bave in every DepartmeLt of this Government useless
officials, incompetent officials that we have 50 per cent.
more officials than are actually necessary to do the work, if
all these officials were worked as men are obliged to work
in private business, their hours are from ten o'clock in the
morning till four o'clock in the afternoon, and even then
they cannot find enough work to keep them employed
even when the House is in session ? Is it not enough
that we have political complications, that we have
public misapprehensions as to the respective jurisdiction of
the Province and the Dominion ? It is not enough that we
have all these things, that this measure must be introduced
to add confusion to confusion, to increase the complications,
to increase the expenses that curse this country ?

But, Sir, what can be the object of this Bill? Not necessity.
The present law works well. The present law has been in
operation eighteen years, and under it five general elections
have been held. The present law, it has been demonstrated
by time, usage and experience, is all the law that we require
with regard to the franchise. The principle of federation,
the fundamental bed-rock or principle of federation, shows
that tho Provinces should have control of this matter that
we are about to take from them ; it shows that they are
component parts of this Dominion, that the powers we have
here are delegated to us by those Provinces, who give us
the right to sit here as their representatives; and that it
belongs to the Provinces to decide who shall represent
them in the Dominion Parliament. Now, Sir, the object
cannot be that the law does not work well. The object is
not the simplification of the law. The simplification of the
law is always proper where no principle is sacrificed, but no
simplification of the law is secured here. On the contrary,
the law creates confusion. The object is not that we may
have additional guarantees for liberty in this country,
because this Bill, Sir, imperils the liberty that is now
possessed by the Provinces of this Dominion. This Bill
casts down the barrier that was erected around the Provinces
to enable them to maintain their separate economy, thoir
national existence, and their peculiarities of constitution.
As I have explained, the federal principle is designed to pro-
tct the Provinces in the enjoyment of everything peculiar

n to them and their institutions, of everything they cherish,
e of everything that might be imperilled by allowing other
e Provinces to interfere in their own local and domestic
y affairs. That is the fundamontal principle of federation.
s It is that component parts of the federal system shall have
n in their own provincial autonomy independence of action,
, local control over their own affairs, and yet be banded
t together for general purposes and common defence. This
r- Bill lays the axe at the very root of that federal principle,
0 it throws down the barrier that now encompasses the Pro.
n vinces, and it lays the different Provinces of this Dominion
e open to incursion and interference by ail the other Pro-
a vinces. That is the great objection te this measure. That,
y of course, is not the object of this measure. The right hon.
r gentleman bas not introduced this measure in order ta

cause this interference in the affairs of the Provinces by
l other Provinces; that is nothis actual object, I assume. I
t suppose one of the objects of this Bill is to create additional
F patronage; it is a matter of some importance to have 850

officestofill. It will give him additional prestige and power;
it will increase his chance of controlling the elections, to

t have the 850 offices created by this Bill to fill. Another
object had in view by this Bill is to imperril provincial
rights. The right hon. gentleman believes-I think I am
warranted in saying it-in legislative union; he is not
heartily in favor of a thorough federal principle. He has
ofien made attacks on the rights of the Provinces. They
have been resisted, and these attacks have been ineffectual ;
but the principle supported by the right bon. gentleman
bas been clearly established, and that is a principle of
hostility to the rights of the Provinces. Another object of
this Bill is to enable the hon. gentleman and bis friends to
control more effectually the election machinery. There can
be no doubt on that score. It places in their hands a great
and potent weapon. It places in their hands the control of
the primary selection of the election and returning officers,
It gives to them an undue and unfair advantage, and if they
choose to exercise that advantage unfairly, there isscarcely
any limit to the extent to which that advantage may be
used through the manipulation of the voters' lists by
his absolute and irresponsible revising barristers.
When we were about to go to the country, in 1882,
the hon. gentleman introduced a measure-I will not chara.
etorise it as it might be characterised-for the purpose
of influencing the approaching elections. Now, when
the time appioaches for another election, another
measure is introdaced, and I am warranted in saying
that it is designed to accomplish the same purpose.
We had the Gerrymander Act that chastised us
with whips; now we have the Franchise Bill, that will
chastise the country with scorpions. The Gerrymander
Act was as objectionable, we thought then, as any measure
could possibly be; but this measure is much more objec-
tionable; it is a greater infringement of the public rights
and liberties, and will have a much more dangerous influ-
ence even than the measure of 1882. This Administration,
of course, does not owe its existence to the Gerrymander
Act; but it might have owed its existence to that Act. It
was designed te give this Admiistration an advantage. It
did give it an advantage, to the extent of eight or nine, ten
or twelve seats. It might, however, have been the means of
keeping the Government in power. If it had been the means
by which hon. gentlemen opposite held their seats to-day, it
would bave been by virtue of a measure that was the very
reverse of honesty and uprightness in political conduct. It
may be that the measure under discussion to-night will be
a measure to which the right hon. gentleman opposite, at
some future day, will owe bis position as leader of this
House; and if he ever owes it to this measure, he wili owe
bis position as leader to a measure designed te thwart the
wishes and desires of the people of this country. This
measure, of course, is constitutional, and we have been sq
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Informed by the hon. gentleman. He has alo expressed
his opinion as to the necessity of this measare. It is a
measure which, if adopted by this House, might properly
be the prelude to another measure. The right hon. gentle-
man has but one more step to take in order to test to the
utmost the long-suffering endurance of the people of this
country. After having passed this Bill, let the right hon.
gentleman declare himself the dictator of the Dominion.
Ljet him submit such a proposition to Parliament, if it is
necessary, because if the right hon. gentleman were to intro-
duce a Bill declaring himself dictator, I have not the slightest
doubt but that it would receive almost the united support
of hon. gentlemen opposite. We may realise the scene
depicted some time ago in a cartoon. The right hon.
gentleman was depicted as seated on a throne of state
with a sceptre and crown, and beside him stood the
Minister of Public Works in canonicals and with
crozier; and on the other side was the High Com-
missioner to England, clad in medieval armor, and
before the potentate who sat upon the throne-this
great Csar-were arraigned a couple of haggard looking
boys, one of them representing Mr. Mowat and the other
the leader of the Opposition in this House. They were in
chains; they were arraigned before this potentate on trial
for being contumacious, and they received, as their sentence,
to be cast into outer darkness where there is weeping and
wailing and gnashing of teeth. The right hon. gen-
tieman might introduce such a mensure with perfect
safety, and it would be the legitimate and logical
sequence of the measure under consideration to-night. It
would only be an infraction, greater in degree but not
greater in kind, of the principle of popular liberty, as com-
pared with the present Bill. A word as to the constitution-
ality of this Bill. We know that the right hon. gentleman
is a great constitutional lawyer; we have his own declara.
tion to that effect. I have here an extract from a speech
delivered by him on 3rd November, 1873. The right hon.
gentleman said:

" On every question cf constitutional law I have had the satisfaction
of having the courts-well, niot perbaps the court, but ofihose men who
make the courts-in my favor, and I have never made a constitutional
or legal proposition in which I have not had the support of the legal
advisers of the Crown in England, and in which I hare not been right,
and hon, gentlemen have been wrong."

Again, on 30th May, 1882, the right hon. gentleman, speak-
ing at Toronto, said:

" But, gentlemen, I tell you as a lawyer, as a constitutional lawyer-
and it is with some pride that I say It. I have never laid down yet, since
1867, a constitutional question which, on reference ta the highest courts
of the realm, has not been sustained, and that I have not, in one case,
expressed a constitutional opinion, but that the highest courts in this
country and England have sustained my opiuion."

Mr. HESSON. What has that to do with the question ?

Mr. CHARLTON. If the hon. member will wait a little
until I develop this matter he will see. That is the right
bon. gentleman's opinion of his own astuteness as a consti-
tutional lawyer. This is one of his constitutional measures,
and I suppose the right hon. gentleman may point to his
triumphs in the past as proof that the opinion expressed by
him of his own acuteness was not overdrawn. It used to be,
in the time of old Rome, that the great generals returned
home after having accomplished triumphs on the Lybian
sands, in the valley of the Nile, in Mesopotamia, against
the Gauls and other nations, and were accorded triumphs,
and they entered Rome amid the plaudits of the
people. What are the triumphs which the right hon.
gentleman can claim ? As a constitutional lawyer he can
claim triumphs on the Insurance Bill, Mercer Escheat, on
%rhich he appealed to England and was fioored; in Hodge
vs. The Queen, where the right hon. gentleman was again
fioored ; the Streams Bill, which Bill after having been dis-
allowed three times, was referred to England on appe4l--.-

Mr. CRAUa0om.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I ask the hon. gentleman to confine
hie remarks to the clause before the committee.

Mr. CHARLTON. I am speaking, Mr. Chairman-.-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Chair, Chair.
Mr. CHARLTON. I am dealing with the great consti.

tutional knowledge displayed by the hon. gentleman. This
is a constitutional question, and in discussing such questions
we naturally refer to the opinions of those gentlemen who
have displayed that ability required for the management of
matters of this kind. Perhaps iL will not be necessary to allude
to a couple more triumphs the hon, gentleman bas made. I
do not wish to transgress the rules of order, so I will tell a
story which will illustrate the point, and I think when you
have heard it yon will admit that it is in order. It is the
story of a young doctor who settled in a town, and lie was
called upon in one of those cases which sometimes occur in
well regulated families; le was asked next day how lie was
getting along, and he said, not as well as lie could wish-
that the mother was dead, and the child was dead, but ho
had strong hopes of saving the old man. Now, the measure
before the House to-night las been introduced for the pur-
pose of saving the old man. The Mercer Escheats case,
the Streams Bill, the Bundary Awarid, the License Act,
are all dead now, the old man made no capital out
of these defeats and they hope, by introducing
this Bill, to save the old man, and save what
little is left of the party. Last summer we had
a couple of great ovations at Toronto; one given to
the leader of the Ontario Government and the other to the
leader of this Government. The leader of the Ontario
Government had returned from England, where le had gone
on behalf of the interests of his Province, and when he came
back he was able to present, as a gift to his Province, a
little tract of 64,000,000 acres of land he had won in the
boundary award, and ho was greeted with a hearty and
spontaneous ovation, such as was never before witnessed in
Ontario. The right lon.gentleman went to England-I do not
know what for, but when ho returned he received an ovation.
I do not know that ho presented 64,000,000 of acres of land
to the country, or anything of that kind, but the only result
of his visit, that I could ever ascertain, was the possession of
an extra pair of pantaloons, of a very warm color-scarlet
-and an advance in title. He came with this mark of his
Sovereign's favor, but ho did not come proving that he had
bestowed any advantage to the country, and the ovation
was not given to celebrate his victories, but for the purpose
of saving, as the young doctor hoped to do, the head of
the family. H 1c is now playing the part of the
constitutional lawyer in this last Act. We have
him as sponsor and introducerof this Bill. He is
infallible, I suppose; the past tends to prove that
he is, to some extent, and the Bill is calculated to
advance, not the interests of this country, or of the
people of this country, but to give to the party now
in power the political advantage which they would
not possess without the passage of this Bill. The Bill is
designed to place in their hands the control of the election
machinery of this country, and it only depends on their
honesty whether that machinery shall be worked properly
or improperly. It is a Bill which the country should not
permit to pass. It is a Bill which has already b2en con.
demned, universally and without exception, by the indepen-
dent press of this country. It is a Bill which we hear of
outside of these walls, as having aroused the indignation of,
the people of Canada. Sir, what will the Bill consummate ?
What has led up to it? Has the bon. gentleman given us
the privilege of recording to-night a career faultless and
without blame. No, Sir; although a mostastute public man,
he has sacrificed the statesman to the politician. Ie has
obtained and held power in this country by practising
mosures and schemes which he ought not to have
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practised. Sir, soon after Confederation was formed the
hon. gentleman gave to one Province, with 10,000 inhabi-
tants, six representatives, and to another Province four
representatives for 13,000 inhabitants. In the election of
1872 the hon. gentleman made use of means which he should
not have made use of to carry that election, and in the
election of 1882-

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman will please accept
my ruling. The clause is before the House, and not the
whole Bil, and his remarks now are certainly not pertinent
to the clause.

Mr. CHARLTON. I am sorry, Sir, that you will not
allow me, on the fundamental clause, upon which everything
in the Bill depends, to discuss points cognate to it. But I
will bow to your ruling. I do not think, however, that your
ruling should prevent me from saying that this clause, pro-
viding for the qualification of voters in cities and towns, is
a clause which is an infringement on the rights of the
Provinces to fix that franchise if the Provinces possess that
right. I assert now, as I have asserted before, that this
right which the Provinces have enjoyed for eighteen years,
under which we have had five general elections, is a right
which ought not to -be interfered with. I assert now, as I
asserted before, that there can be no possible reason for
intorference with the exercise of that power, because of
reasons which I have assigned. I assert now, as I have
asserted before, that it is a bad indication for the future of
this country that measures of this kind should be resorted
to by a Government to keep themselves in power. I say we
should hesitate, we should pause, we should think what the
consequences of this measure are to be. I hold, Mr. Chair-
man, that we ought to take care that it may not be said of
this country as it has been said of other countries:

"IOur own,
Like free States forgone, ls but a bright leaf tom,

From time' s dark forest, and on the wild gust thrown,
To float awhile by Tarying eddies borne,

And sink at lut forever."
If this condition of things is to be continued, if the rights of
the people are to be trampled upon, if the legislation of this
country is to be shaped for the express purpose of con-
tinuing one party in power by means fair or foui, if the
expenses of the country are to be increased half a million
of dollars, and ail this confusion and vexation and expense
introduced in the preparation of the voters' list, in order
that the right hon. (gentleman and his friends may obtain
some advantage they otherwise would not have obtained-I
say if these are the principles and motives which are to
actuate our public men, in the legislation they are
responsible for, and which they intraduce into this
House, then, Sir, the liberties of the people of Canada
cannot be preserved. If the people of Canada will submit to
the style of legislation we have had in this House of Com.
mous since 1 have been a member, if they are to submit to
Gerrymander Bills, and Bills creating revising pachas, who
are irresponsible dictators, to say who shall and who shall
not vote-I say if the Government of this country will per-
petrate these things and the majority behind them will
support these things, thon, Sir, have we fallen on evil days.
I am much afraid of transgressing the rules of order, so
that it is very difficult for me to express my opinions
to-night. But this Bill is a proposed infraction of the true
federal principles of component autonomy. It is an infrac-
tion of that right which should be an inherent right on the
part of every Province; it is an infraction of that right
which pertains to every Province which united to form
this Dominion, and delegated certain power to this
Dominion. It may be very true that the right is
a permissive one in the constitution, but unless there
is an imperative demand for the exorcise of that right
it shoulc not be exercised, After being loft in the

hands of the Provinces for eighteen years, after
having worked smoothly and satisfactorily in every
Province in this Dominion, Sir, it is a deliberate attempt,
not to benefit the people, but to pack the popular jury, that
they may secure a verdict from that jury which they can-
not secure from the free, unbiassed expression of the will of
the people. It is a Bill, in its animus and its provisions, in
every respect, to be condemned by the people of this
Dominion, and a Bit which I shal oppose with all the
power I possess. I hear that there is a threat made that
this House is to be dissolved if the Opposition persist in
their opposition to this Bill. Sir, lot the Government dis.
solve this House. No more proper stop could be taken at
this juncture than to appeal to the country on this very
Franchise Bill. We defy the Government to dissolve the
House; for that means that we should obtain a verdict of
the people of Canada upon a measure affecting the interests
of every man, woman and child in this Dominion. Sir, I
move:

That aIl the words in section 3 be struck out, and the following sub-
stituted in place thereof: Subject te the exceptions herein contained,
all persona qualified te vote at the election of representatives in the
House of Assembly or Legislative Assembly of the several Provinces
comprising the Dominion of Canada, and no others, shall be entitled te
vote at the election of members of the House of Commons of Canada for
the several electoral districts comprised within such Provinces respect.
ively.

Mr. MACDONALD (King's, P.E.I.) I beg to move, in
amendment to the amendment:

That clause 3 be amended by inserting after the words "every person
shall," at the beginning of the same, the words "except in the Province
of Prince Edward Island."

I may say that I agree with the general terms of the Bill.
I believe that the preparation of the electoral lists, and
everything appertaining to the election of members of this
Parliament, should b in the hands of this Parliament,
instead of in the hande of the Local Governments. It seeme
to me very absurd indeed that matters appertaining to this
Parliament should be under the control of another body
with which we have nothing to do. I may say that we
have had manhood suffrage in Prince Edward Island for the
last twenty-five or thirty years. We have found it to work
very well in the election of members to the Local Logis-
lature, and aiso in the election of mombers to this House;
and when the proper time arrives, if this amendment is
carried, I shall take the opportunity of submitting the
amendments that shall be necessary in order to perpetuate
manhood suffrage in Prince Edward Island, as we have it at
present.

Mr. CURRAN. In rising to address a few words to this
committee, I feel called upon to do so more particularly as
one coming from the Province of Quebec, to the peopie of
which so strong an appeal has been made by the hon. mom.
ber for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), in one portion of his
address, in which he sought to make it appear that this
Parliament, by the present Act, was seeking to invade the
sacred rights and privileges and immunities of that Pro-
vince. 1 feel called upon, as one whose father and whose
grandfather received hospitality and found a home in that
Province, to say a few words in vindication of the course I
am now pursuing in supporting this Bill, and in vindicating
the motives which actuate me, and I have no doubt the
large majority, in fact, the whole, of those who are support-
ing this measure. The hon. gentleman who proposed the
amendment has laid down two or three principles which he
said ought to guide us in this matter. He has travelled
over ground already far more ably and eloquently covered
by one of the hon. gentlemen who addressed this House
during the debate on the second reading of this Bill; and if
anything were required to convince this House and this
country that the present discussion is merely for the pur-
pose of consuming valuable time, I think nothing couldbe
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more convincing than to refer to the fact that all
the points included in this amendment have been fully
covered by an amendmen t proposed by the hon. member for
Quebec East (Mr. Laurier)-a gentleman who, if ho devotes
perhaps too much time to the embollishment of his ideas
and to the beauty of the language in which ho conveys them,
is above speaking against time in this House, and always
affords us~a pleasurable moment wben ho undertakes to
address us. I cannot say so much for the hon. gentleman
who bas detained us from half past three until recess, and
from recess until nine o'clock to-night. In one part of the
hon. gentleman's speech-that part of it in which he referred
to the franchise-it struck me very forcibly, when I was
listening to his constittitionat history, that I had read some-
thing very like that before. 1 thought, therefore, I would look
into the pages of a well-known book, and I discovered that the
few interesting passages in the opening of that speech were to
be found in the "Encyclopedia Britannica "-allhe hias said
about the progress made by the people of England under
the Magna (harta, and how that charter was wrung from
King John, down to the days of the exactions, the pecula-
tions, and speculations, which the hon. gentleman told us
that Charles the First had practised upon his subjects.
But when he left that branch of the subject and went still
further, we could readily see that the hon. gentleman, in
going over the constitution of the United States and the
history of the United States, and of the different States of
the Union, was dealing with matter which was entirely his
own. Ris speech lost all its charm, his language ceased to
be pleasing, and certainly it ceased to evoke any sentiment
in the breast of any patriotic Canadian; because, after all,
we have a constitution of our own, we have laws which
guide us, we have our Confederation Act, to which we must
refer, and I think that a very brief reference to that Act
will show that the course we are now pursuing in endeavoring
to enact this measure is one that is not only in the province
of this Parliament but unmistakeably was contemplated by
the founders of Confederation, one which was merely put off
for a time; it will show that the Provincial franchises, which
have been used so far, were never intended by the founders
of Confederation to be used more than temporarily in this
connection. But we were told that this measure should
have been submitted to the people at large, whilst in the
same breath it was announced, as it bas been announced time
and again since the opening of this debate, that this measure,
or something similar to it, has been before the country for
eighteen years, whilst everyone knows that this measure, in
almost its entirety, has been before the country in the shape
of a Bill since 1883. We are told that the people were being
taken by surprise, that their liberties were sought to be
destroyed, and that all those privileges which they value
so highly were to be wrested from them in a most tyran-
nical manner. I hardly conceive that any hon. gentleman
in this louse will consider that this measure is more import-
ant than the measure of Confederation itself. It will hardly
be supposed that any hon. gentleman will consider that the
discussion of the franchise is more important than the
inauguration of the great Confederation under which we
live; and as special appeal has been made to the people of
Lower Canada, through their representatives in this House,
I may, perhaps, refer to what was said during the Confede-
ration debates, which are the great index of the aspirations,
the ideas, and the views of those who inaugurated our pre-
sent system of government. More particularly I will refer
to the language used by the late lamented Sir George
Etienne Cartier-who was the incarnation of the ideas of the
French Canadian people, the incarnation of aHl that is noble
and patriotic, of all that ought to raise that people high in
the scale amongst those who inhabit this section of British
North America-and with regard to this very question of
submitting the Confederation scheme to the people at large,
lie said, in reply to the very same argument that is now
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being used by the hon. gentlemen opposite, that this present
measure should be submitted to the people :

" Here was this scheme of a union of the Provinces mentioned in the
programme of the Cartier-Macdonald Government, in 1859. He merely
quoted this passage to show that neither Parliament nor the country
was now taken by surprise with regard to this scheme. We had general
and special elections since 1858, and to pretend that this subject, which
had been so often canvassed, was new to the country, was to asseit an
untruth."

Cannot we assert the very same thing of this Bill ? Have
we not had bye elections? Have we not had this scheme,
to use the language of the hon.gentlemen opposite, before
the people for 18 years, and this Bill since 1883 before the
people, and have we not had election after election with this
Bill standing there ? Have not hon. gentlemen opposite
contested those bye elections ? If they thought the rights,
liberties and privileges of the people were being invaded,
why did they not raise this question at these bye elections ?
No doubt other hon.gentlemen in this House will remem-
ber that on the occasion of this Confederation debate, some
hon. gentlemen who are now participating in the views of
the mover of the first amendment were present, taking part
in the deliberations on that great occasion. The hon. the
ex-Finance Minister (Sir Richard Cartwright) spoke then,
and in view of the charges that were thon being hurled at
the Administration of the day, that they had not submitted
the question to the people of Canada, that they were taking
the people by surprise, that they ware urging a measure
which threatened the existence of the autonomy of the
Provinces, a measure which was wiping ont ail their rights
and privileges, we had that hon. gentleman saying:

" Let us not ba daunted by any aceidental checks-we must lay our
account to meet such in matters of not one-tenth its importance-this is
the time and this is the hour ; never again can we hope to enter on our
task under circumstances better fitted to remove the natural, the inevit-
able prejudices, which must exist between so many different provinces-
never agan can we hope to receive a warmer, a more energetic support
from the Imperial authorities-never again can we hope to see a Minis-
try in office which shall command more completely the confidence of
the great mass ot our people, and which shall possess the sane or equal
facilities for adjusting those sectional difficulties which have disturbed
us so long; ana I trust that in this most important crisis this House will
show itself not altogether unworthy to be entrusted with the destinies
of 3,000,000 of their countrymen."

Yet this was in view of the enactment of a great measure,
without having been previously submitted to the people for
their approval and ratification, a measure a hundred times
mcre important, perhaps,than the one we now have before us,
because in that measure the hon. gentleman advocated the
very principle of this Bill, which was involved in it, and if
we take up the British North America Act we will find that
the pretensions laid down by hon. gentlemen opposite are
totally irrelevant. They talk about invading the rights of
the Provinces, about depriving the Provinces of something
which has been secured to them. I defy hon. gentlemen to
seek through the statutes of the British Empire or of any
dependency of the British Empire where they have responsi-
ble government, and to find a section of law which more
clearly and emphatically and distinctly shows, than this
section 41 of the British North America Act, that the provi-
sion made was merely considered as a temporary matter:

'' Until the Parliament of Canada otherwise provides."

Anticipating that the Parliament of Canada should provido
otherwise, clearly and distinctly laying down that the day,
whether far or near, must come when the Parliament of
Canada would exercise that right which is inherent in every-
body to determine what shall be the qualification of, what
shall be the means adopied to establish its own member-
ship. It goes on :

".Ail aws in force in the several Provinces of the Union relative to
the following matters or any of them, namely, the qualifications and dis-
qualifications of persons to be elected or to sit or vote as members of the
House of Assembly or Legislative Assembly in the several Provinces,
the voters at elections of such members, the oath to be taken by votera,
the returning officer, their powers and duties, the proceedingfs at
elections, the periodo during which elections may be continued, tho
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trial of controverted elections and proceedings incident thereto, the
vacating of meats of members, etc., shall respectively apply to the election
of memben, to serve in the House of Commons for theo ame several
Provinesa."1

I say there never was a section which more clearly shows
by its language that it was merely intended that this state
of affaira should be a temporary one. And what has been
the course of our constitutional history with reference to
this very matter ? We find that, up to the present time,
we have made a change in every one of the subjects men-
tioned in this section. We have, of our own motion, with-
out consulting the Provinces, without taking the consensus
of the people, without consulting the Provincial Legisla-
tures, taken our own course with regard, first of all, to the
qualification of persons to ait in this House. We have
abolished the property qualification. We have not waited for
the Provinces to take that stop. We have not stood by and
allowed ourselves to be guided exclusively by the action of
the Provinces. We have interfered with the qualification,
we have interfered with the oath to be taken by
votera, because we have our own oaths, we have
our own returning officers, and define their powers
and duties by our own election law; we have
the periods to which elections may be continued fixed by
this Parliament, and we have the trial of controverted
elections, and the voiding of the seats of members, all fixed
by the legislation of this Parliament, and in most instances
by the Acts brought in by hon. gentlemen opposite, eacb
one of them trampling upon the rights of the Provinces, if
their own views and language used in this debate are to be
adopted as correct and sound. But we have more than that.
Referring to these self-same Confederation debates, we find
the hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie), who, too,
was guilty at that particular time, if guilt there be, of hav-
ing violated the trust of the people, of having pushed for-
ward a measure of such vital importance without having
first consulted the people of Canada, speaking of the veto
power in these words :

" If each Province was able to enact such laws as it pleased everybody
would be at the mercy of the Local Legislatures, and the General Legis-
lature would become of little importance. It is contended that the
power of the General Legislature should be held in check by avetopower
with reference to its own territory, resident in the Local Legislatures
respecting the application of the general laws to theirjurisdiction. All
power, they say, comes from the pe,)ple and ascends through them to
their representatives, and through the representatives to the Crown.
But it would never do to set the local above the General Government."

This is the language of the hon. member for East York on
that very remarkable occasion. It cannot be contended for
one moment that we are violating the privileges of the Pro-
vinces. It has been admitted in this House, it has been
admitted by the leader of the Opposition himself, that we
have the power, if we wish to use it; and in fact in the
debate which was held on the election law of 1874, the hon.
gentleman said "the power of fixing the franchise was dele-
gated to the various Provincial Governments because of the
confidence reposed in the Local Legislatures, and if it turned
out that they abused this power this ionse could take it
out of their hands." Now, what has been done, what has
been said, what has been urged on different occasions in this
House ? When the measure of 1874, just referred to, was
under discussion on, which the leader of the Opposition
spoke as I have just quoted, Sir Charles (thon Mr.) Tupper,
said that "ho had no confidence in the uprightness or
fairness of the Local Legislatures in fixing the franchise,
and quoted the recent action of the Legislature of Nova
Scotia, agreed to under a false impression that they could
alter the Daminion franchise, which ho characterised as
monstrous and mischeivous, and declared was done with a
view to exerting influence in the recent general election."
As early as that date, thon, according to the statement of
one of the most eminenm public men in the country, at least
one of the Local Legislatures was acting in such a manner
as to interfere with the rights of this Parliament, was enact-
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ing local laws which, according to his statement, were mon-
strous, mischievous, and showed that there was a disposition
at that time to interfere with the rights and privi eges of
this flouse. But we have had far more than that. We have
had it shown, in the course of the present debate, by the suc-
cessor of that hon. gentleman, the member for Cumberland
(Mr. Townshend), that not only at that time, but since then,
enactments have been made by the Local Legislature thora
which had the effect of depriving of the right to vote persons
whom this Parliament believes to be entitled to vote, per-
sons working in the coal mines, who are deprived by the
recent action of the Local Legislature of exercising the
franchise to which they are entitled; and my hon.
friend from West York (Mr. Wallace), in the speech
which he delivered a few days ago, relative to the new ran-
chise Bill that has passed the Ontario Legislature, showed
that the bottom literally falls out and has fallen out of all
the argument that has been put forward here with so much
force, that we, by this Bill, are seeking to go back to a
different constituency from that which elected us to sit in
this House. I say that the hon. mombers of this House
from the Province of Ontario cannot go back to the same
electorate which sent them here, in consequence of the Bill
which has recently been passed by the Legislature of that
Province. That is a self-evident fact, and that meets
these gentlemen at the very threshold of their argument,
and shows how utterly careless they are of the assertions
that they throw across the floor of this House and send to the
country, since anyone who will take the trouble to
turn over the statutes of the last Session of the
Ontario Legislature can sec that they are speaking hero
that which they imagined the people are so densely
ignorant as not to know the first thing about,
but in this they are grossly mistaken. ow, Sir,
we have had a variety of arguments adduced, more
or less pertinent to the subject before the House. 1 am
pleased to find that the hon. gentleman who has just made
the sub-amendment is likely to carry it in this liouse, and
that in the island of Prince Edward the franchise that has
existed there for so many years is likely to be maintained.
That is au old established community, which is not likely to
be disturbed by any great influx of immigrants, and I trust
the Government will see their way to acceding to that
amendment. We were told, amongst other things, that the
only good measure this Bill could contain was one of
universal suffrage, that manhood suffrage alone would meet
the requirements of the country. Now, Sir, it is not my
purpose to discuss that question, which, I think, is rather
aside the issue at this moment. But I may be allowed to
say that whilst the time may come in this country when
universal suffrage will meet with the general approbation of
the people, I think the urging of that suffrage is only one
more argument to show how utterly illogical, how utterly
untenable, is the position taken by the hon. gentle-
man who has moved the amendment. Whilst ho
has spoken at great length on the beauties of
manhood suffrage, upon the fact that no man should
have more than one vote, no matter what his
roperty may be, or where it may be situated, ho is arguing
ore for the maintenance of the rights of the Provinces,

and at the same time ho is urging that which neither
Ontario nor Quebec have for one moment thought of adopt-
ing, but which Ontario, at the last session of its Legislature,
voted down by a considerable niajority. However, thora
is one thing that must b gratifying to the workingmen of
this country. At a meeting which has been already referred
to in this House, where, in the interests of the Reform
party, it was sought to raise a cry against the leader of
the present Government, I have heard it stated: What has
become of the Franchise Bill? Why don't the Government
go on with the Franchise Bill? And, Sir, I can say to
those people, and to the people of Canada generally, that if
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we have not in this Bill what is commonly known as man-
hood suffrage, we have, at al events, that which gives a
vote to everyone who deserves to be called a man in this
country. Manhood suffrage has its defects and it has its
advantages. Manhood suffrage, as has been stated here,
would be a very simple system, as far as registration is con-
cerned; but if anyone will take up this Bill and look at the
clause which we are now discussing, he will find
that every man who, in any way, directly or indi-
rectly, contributes to the progress and the stability
of the country in which we live, is, under this
Bill, enfranchised. Is it possible that you eau go
lower than the tenant who pays $2 per month, or
$20 per annum ? Is it possible that you can go lower than
the person who earns $300 in the country and $400 in the
city, per annum ? Why, Mr. Chairman, under the pro-
visions of this Bill every man who contributes in any way, by
his wealth, oir by his labor, to the good of the country, will
be entitled to be registered under this system. I feel that wt
would be recreant to the duties which we owe to the coun-
try at large if we did not attempt to extend the franchise
and to put capital and labor upon the same basis, on a par
in the eyes of the law, and to give, as we are giving here,
the vote to every deserving man in the country-not to a
man because he is a human being of the age of twenty-one
years, but to every man who has succeeded in showing, by
his industry, his activity and his energy, that he is worthy
of being recognised a man in the eyes of the law of the
land. The hon. gentleman says that the present Bill will
create confusion ; that the people will not understand in
what class they will come; that we have the tenant, the
farmer, the laborer, persons under the income franchise,
and other persons who have a right to vote under different
circumstances, and that all this will cause great confusion
in the public mind. Now, I do not go so far as the hon.
gentleman; I do not go so far as manhood suffrage; but I
do feel that there is enough intelligence in the minds of
the people, in the mind of every man who earns his
dollar a day, in the mind of every man who is labor-
ing for the interests of the country as well as for
the interests of himself and family, that there
is enough intelligence among the people ofCanada to know
whether they fall into one or another of the classes men-
tioned in this Bill. I think the hon. gentleman's argument
is an insult to the people of Canada, and that he rates their
intelligence far too low. Now, Sir, I do not imagine the
hon. gentleman supposes that I am going to follow him
through his long dissertation with regard to the affairs of
the United States; I do not suppose that any hon. gentle-
men on this side of the HEouse, at all events, will follow
him in that field. The hon. gentleman eau never stand
up in this House, he cau never speak upon any subject, he
can never deal with any branch of the public affairs of this
country, without dragging in the United States, without
dragging in the practice of the United States, without drag-
gmg in all the great and glorious beauties of their constitu-
tion, without holding up to us as models the great men of
the United States, as if we had not men in our empire, and
espcially in our own country, whose example is worthy of
being followed, as a bright shining light to guide us in the
way wé should go. I say we have had great statesmen in
this land, we have had names to which we can appeal with
a proud patriotismn far beyond any sentiment that would be
evoked by the ames he has called upon us to admire here
to-dày. These are great men in his eyes, and they are -great
men in our eyes; but whilst we admire these men, we have
love, respect, esteem and çeneration for the names and
memories of great Canadians that adorn the pages of our
history. And, now, before sitting down, allow me to say one
word through yon, Sir, to the hon. members or this House
generally, and to the members from the Province of
Quebec in particular. I feel that those bon. gentlemen who
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have been sent here by the electorateof the Province of
Quebec are, not more so, but equally as patriotie, equally
as desirous of maintaining the rights and privileges of
that Province, as are the members who compose the Local
Legislature of that Province; and for my part, I am
satisfied they will believe me when I say to the people
of the Province of Quebec, who now know I am
supporting'this measure, that I would rather sacrifice any-
thing in this world, no matter lýow dear it may be to me,
rather than forfeit their confidence, rather than be an instru-
ment in depriving them of one single right guaranteed them
by our constitution. Our Local Legislatures are above the
influence of this Parliament. We cannot interfere with
those Legislatures; we cannot, by any Act we pass, inter-
fere, in any material degree, with the right of the Provinces
to manage their own affairs, with respect to the franchise or
anything else. But every man in this House must feel, and
every man in this country does feel, that when Confederation
was established it was established for a purpose, not merely
to keep alive provincial institutions, not merely to foster
and to fortify those great bulwarks which are to guard the
progress and prosperity of this country, but it was to bind
all these great Provinces together into one greater whole.
And what means, let me ask, eau be botter adapted than by
the meeting upon the floor of this Parliament of men sink-
ing the miserable petty jealousies that are sought and
have been sought to be raised, since the beginning of this
debate upon questions of provincial rights or rather provincial
prejudices-I say what nobler spectacle can be presented
than that of seeking to adopt one general line of policy in
regard to the franchise, as far as the circumstances of our
country will allow. In conclusion, allow me to say to yon,
Mr. Chairman, and to those of a differentorigin, among whom
I was born, educated, and among whom I have grown up,
the men with whom I have been living in the strongest
bonds of brotherly affection up to the present time, that
knowing, as they do, that so far as I am concerned, the
words avant tout je suis Canadien arouses in my breast a
feeling of patriotic exultation as fervent as anything
that may be said with respect to the land of my
forefathers, that I can never cease to love. I trust
the day will never come when I shall be found sup-
porting a measure which in any way or in the slightest
degree invades the rights or tronches upon the privilegesof
the Province in which I was born. I say this in all sincerity;
and in supporting this measure and opposing the amendment
of the hon. gentleman, I do so because I conceive that
amendment to be nothing more than an appeal te provincial
prejudices, and we should seek in this general Parliament of
Canada, whilst preserving the rights of the Provinces, to
look forward to the great future of the Domioion in which
we live.

Mr. LAURIER. I have followed with a good deal of
attention the speech just delivered by the hon. member for
Montreal Contre (Kr. Curran), with the hope that at each
succeeding sentence he would give us his full, complete and
candid opinion on the question before the committee. The
question has taken within the last few hours very important
development. It is whether we should adopt the principle
involved in this Bill, that is te say, whether we should have
a Dominion franchise, extending from the Atlantic to the
Pacific, or whether we should adopt the proposition of the
hou. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), that each
Province should have a right to its own franchise; or whe-
ther we should say, as is suggested by one of the members
for Prince Edward Island, that we ahould have a Dominion
franchise, provided, however, that it applies to all parts of
the Dominion except Prince Edward Island. The hon.
member for Montreal Centre has pronounced himseif in
favor of a Dominion franchise, provided, however, that it
does not apphy to Prince Edward Island. But surely when
the hon. gentoman has spoken so eloquently in favor of a
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Dominion franchise, when he has shown that it is only
right to adopt such a franchise, it is proper that he should
at least give the rosons which impel him to adopt the
principle of the Dominion franchise, and explain why he is
willing to except Prince Edward Island.

Mr. CUIRRAN. Bocause we will be restricting, there.

Mr. LAURIER. Does not that argument apply also to
the Province of British (olumbia?

Mr. (URRAN. I can give a reason for that, also.

Mr. LAURIER. Why apply it to the Province of
Quebec, when a certain number of electors in that Province
would be disfranchised ? The hon. gentleman shakes his
head; but I will convince him at once that such is the fact.
Under this Bill, which the hon. gentleman supports, a large
number of electors who at present vote will be disfranchised.
Under the law, as it exista in Quebec, it is provided that
all electors in cities can vote for members of the Local
Legislature or House of Commons, with a qualification of
$300, if such cities do not form part of any county. But
it is provided that in all other cities and towns the
franchise shall be only $200. Under this Bill, which the
hon. gentleman approves, it is provided that the franchise,
either in cities or towns, shall beS$300. Therefore, in all
cities and towns which form part of a county, all those elec.
tors who are assessed between $200 and $300 will be deprived
of their votes. So the hon. gentleman is going to disfran-
chise a certain number of voters. The reason the lion. gen-
tleman gives as to why he will not deprive Prince Edward
Island of the provincial franchise is because he would there-
by deprive a certain number of electors of the right to vote.
I ask him to be as generous to Quebec, from which ho comes,
as ho ls to Prince Edward Island; and I hope, when the
proper time comes, ho will take the same action in regard to
the Province of Quebec as ho is now doing with respect to
Prince Edward Island. The hon. gentleman, in the course
of his argument, asked why the Liberal party had never
brought this question before the country. It is a simple and
obvions reason. It is because we think the provincial law a
good one, and that it does not want to be reformed. I can
quite apprehend that the Conservative party, not being satis-
fied with the present law, considered it their duty to bring
the question before the people. However much I respect
the opinion of the hon. member for Montreal Centre,
I think it is a matter of deep regret that upon a ques-
tion of such moment, when such important amend-
monts are proposed to the Bill, the Government
have not expressed their opinion as to those amendments.
In fact, they have not yet told us why they have introduced
the change which they now want to press on the country.
Although we have been discussing this Bill for two weeks,
the Government have not yet told us why they desire to
substitute for a provincial franchise a Dominion fran-
chise, with all the expense connected with it. They have
not told us the benefits we are to expect from it. The only
reason given during the debate is the reason that has been
repeated by the hon member for Montreal Centre: that
power is given to this Parliament to enact such a law as is
now contemplated; that at the time of the Confederation
debate it was contemplated that the Parliament of Canada
should legislate on the question of the franchise. My hon.
friend has quoted the speeches deliverèd in the Confedera-
tion debates to prove this Parliament has the power to enact
such a law. The hon. gentleman might have dispensed with
that. No one lias contended that it was not within the
power of this Government to enact such a law.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Yes, yes.

Mr. LAURIER. No; no one has disputed it. It must
be admitted by everyone that it is within the power of
every Parliament, unloe debarred by the constitution, to

regulate the franchise to elect members to that Parliament.
But while we, on this side of the House, admit that it is
within the power of this Parliament to legislate on this
question, to determine the question of the franchise, what
we say is, that it is not within the spirit of the constitution
to constitute a different body of electors for this IHouse
from the body which elect the members for the Local Logis-
lature. We contend that it is not within the principles of
the constitution to have two separate bodies of electora, one
for the Provinces and one for the Dominion. We contend
that it is not in the spirit of the constitution to have the
people represented as an aggregate here, but that the true
spirit of the constitution demands that the people of the
several Provinces should be represented as separate indivi-
duals, oach and everyone of them. Sir, the American con-
stitution has been much more provident than ours in that
respect. The American constitution, at the outsot, doter-
mined that the electors who should eloct' the repre-
sentatives to Congress should be the electors as determined
by the State Legislatures. This is a standing feature
in their constitution. They have not created a central body
of electors, but they have declared in their constitution
that the body of electors who are the electors in the differ-
ont States should be the electors for the general Confedera-
tion, and that is a principle which we should adopt here.
It has been several times stated that up to this moment the
principle we contend for in this respect has never been
admitted by this Parliament-that this 'Parliament
has not legislated upon this matter. But that statement is
not accurate. We do not here act upon a different franchise
such as existed at the time of Confederation, but if we
have, if members are to be elected upon the provincial fran-
chises, it is on the deliberate wish of the Parliament of
Canada. The Parliament of Canada legislated in this mat-
ter, as was contemplated in the Confederation debate which
has been referred to. That legislation is found in the last
Act, and the only Act of that kind, passed in the year 1874,
which reads as follows:-

" No prescription or disposition contained:in any Act of the Legislature
of the heretofore Province of Canada, or any of the Provinces which now
compose the Dominion of Canada, concerning the elections of members
of the Legislative Assembly of any Province, shall apply to the elections
of members to the House of Commons which shall take place after the
passage of this Act, except, however, the prescriptions and dispositions
which may be in force in these Provinces at the time of such elections
last mentioned, relative to the qualification of electors and the prepara-
tion of electoral lists, which shall apply to the election ef members of
the House of Commons, as prescribed by the present Act."

So you see that the principle which we are now contending
for has been adopted by the Parliament of Canada in the
year 1874. I ask what is the reason we should depart from
that, law. One reason given by the Prime Minister, when
he introduced the Bill, was the principle of uniformity; in
fact, the Minister introduced this Bill as a matter of course,
and with little more intimation than when ho moved the
Bill concerning the administration of oaths of office, at the
beginning of the Session. But what has become of the
principle of uniformity now ? Whore is the principle of
uniformity at this moment? We have not passed two
élauses ef this Bill, and yet the principle of uniformity
has been broken through. It was contemplated in the
Bill which the hon. gentleman introduced that the Indian
should have a vote. The terms were as general as general
could be. They applied to the Indians in all parts
of the Dominion-in British Columbia and Manitoba,
Ontario, Quebec and the other Provinces. Yet, after a pro-
tracted discussion, the Prime Minister told us that the
intention was to restrict the operation of this clause to the
Indians in the older Provinces. Where is the uniformity
of Indian suffrage ? If it be right to have an Indian
suffrage 'for the oider Provinces why is it not right to have
it in British Columbia and Manitoba, if uniformity is what
is intended ? In fact, the Prime Minister declared that it
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was his first intention to restrict the Act to the elder Pro-
vinces, so that at the first he seemed to be convinced against
himself that uniformity was not possible. As a matter of
fact, it is not possible, and it is not contemplated by this
Act. Look at the principle of the Act. You have in one
E-ection of the Bill a provision for conferring a personal
property franchise upon certain classes of the community.
A fisherman, wherever he has a boat and fishing tackle,
may qualify as a voter upon them. I do not grudge them
that privilege, but while we are allowing fishermen to
qualify on personal property, why should that prevent peo-
ple in other pursuits from qualifying on a similar franchise?
Take the case of a skilled artisan, with a box of tools, which
may be worth more than the fisherman's boat and tackle,
and yet you do not allow him to qualify on personal pro.
perty. You may have in the city a young student, whose
books may be of greater value by far than the boat and
tackle of a fisherman, and stililhe will not be able to qualify
on his personal property. Where, then, is the principle of
uniformity ? Again, according to the Bill, if a man has
property worth $150 in the country he has a vote; but if
the same property is situated in a city he shall not have a
vote; and what is the reason for the difference ?
The reason is, that there is a difference in value between
property in the city and property in rural districts. This
is a truth which no one can deny. Will it be denied that
there is also a great variety of property to be found as you
go from one Province to another? Will it be contended,
for instance, tliat land assessed for $150 on the flats of the
Thames River, in Kent, is not of more value in its nature
than land assessed for 8150 on the rocky heights which
separate New Brunswick from Quebec ? There is a relation
ki value, and though you may fix a general standard and
attempt to secure uniformity, still it is in the very essence
of things that you cannot attain what you have in view.
There is also a great variety in persons; men are not equally
educated. Take, for instance, the Indians. The Prime
Minister stated yesterday that the Indians in the older
Provinces were qualified to exorcise the franchise, while, in
his judgment, the Indians in the newer Provinces did not
reach that qualification. There again is a difference; there
is no uniformity. And now, I ask again, who is to be the
judge of the qualifications? What is to become of the
principle of uniformity ? We know very well what is
the true inwardness of the amendment moved by the
hon. member from Prince Edward Island. We have been
told from the very first that the Prime Minister would not
insist on "Fedantic uniformity," and we have heard, in a
speech fron another member from Prince Edward Island,
that probably there would be such an amendment as is now
moved. But where is the uniformity ? Without going any
further, we know beforehand that the kind suggestion
thrown out by my hon. friend from Montreal Centre (Mr.
Curran) to the Government, that the Government should,
forsooth, adopt the suggestion of the hon. member from
Prince Edward Island, will be adopted by the Government.
The Government have not yet spoken, but we know that
the amendment was adopted even before it was moved-
probably in caucus, as an hon. member behind me suggests.
But whether it was adopted in caucus or not, since it is the
determined policy of the Government that Prince Edward
Island shall be exempt from the operation of this Act, what
becomes of the principle of uniformity ? What is the reason
that Prince Edward Island should be exempted ? I under-
stand the reason beforehand. We know that by and bye
some member of the Government will rise up and repeat
what has just been suggested by the hon. member from
Montreal Centre, that, forsooth, they will not apply the
Act to Prince Edward Island, because there universal suffrage
exists; they ought not to restrict it, and theywill not interfere
with it. .3ut if they will not interfere with universal
suffrage in Prince Edward Island, I ask on what principle

Mr. LAURIER.

will they interfere with any other kind of suffrage in any
other Province? It is not because Prince Edward Island
has universal suffrage that it is not to be interfered with.
The true principle is, that every Province has the right to
its own franchise, whether it is universal or restricted, good
or bad, since it believes its fianchise to be best for its own
people. That is the only principle on which we can con-
sistently act-that we must lot every Province judge for
itself what suits it best; and I am sure that every liberal
member of this House will deem it bis duty not to interfere
with the rights and privileges of any Province in this matter.
In the course of his able speech, this afternoon, my ion.
friend from North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) gave a very
potent reason in favor of having but one franchise, and not
two franchises, as is contemplated by this Bill. If this Bill
becomes ]aw there will be, in one Province a-body of electors
for the louse of Commons and a body of electors for the
Local Legislature ; but my hon. friend has shown that if
this state of things is admitted to exist, it will cre-
ate discontent, because naturally the body of electors
who shall be deprived of their votes in one election,
though they may vote at another, will be discontented.
In the Province of Quebec, for instance, there will be a body
of electors who shall be allowed to vote at local elections,
but prevented from voting at Dominion elections. Will not
these people be discontented? Will they not ask: Why
should not we vote at the Dominion elections as well as at
the provincial elections ? Discontent there will be, and it
will be the more dangerous because it will not be in the
power of any Legislature, scarcely, to remedy it. It will
not be in the power of the Local Legislature, because we do
not give it the power to allow these mon to vote in Domin-
ion elections. They may apply to this Parliament, but they
will be told: We want uniformity and we cannot relieve
you, because if we relieve you we muet relieve others in
other Provinces. Therefore this discontent will be beyond
the reach of any legislative action. There can be in this
matter but one true and consistent principle, which is to
leave each Province to determine its own franchise. Now,
I put the question to the members from Prince Edward
Island. They are quite willing that there should be a
Dominion franchise; they think it is a very good thing; but
they won't have it; they think it will be a very good thing
for others, but not for themselves. Well, I ask my
hon. friends froin Prince Edward Island, is it generous
in them to force upon us a franchise which they won't
have for themselves ? When my hon. friend from
North Norfolk moves an amendment, intended to give, not
only to Prince Edward Island, but to all the other Provinces,
their franchises, is it generous to say : No, I won't have it
for the other Provinces, but I claim it for myself ? This je
the kind of justice we are to have at the hands of the
Government. Sir, there muet be more than that. If we
are to be just to all the members of the Confederation we
muet give the provincial franchise, not only to Prince
Edward Island, but to Nova Scotia, to New Brunswick, to
Quebec, to Ontario, and to all other members of the Con-
federation. If there is a reason for giving it to Prince
Edward Island there is just the same reason for giving it
to all the other Provinces. I appeal especially on this pint
to my hon. friends from the Province of Quebec. I ask
them if it is not true that to give the provincial franchise
to one Province and to refuse it to another is an infringe-
ment on provincial rights, an invasion of the principle of
the constitution. I am sure, Sir, it must be a very unplea-
sant task sometimes to be a Conservative from the
Province of Quebec, and a member of the great
Conservative party. It muet be a very unpleasant
task sometimes for federalists to. belong to the great
Conservative party of Canada. It is a singular fact, yet-it
is a fact, that upon the very fundamental principle of this
constitution, upon the principle upon which this constitu-
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tion must be worked out, upon the principle, the application
of which arises almost every day, not only in the policy of
the Government, but in matters of general policy and even in
private legislation, upon that principle which is to every
one of us the polar star which is to guide our course in
every obscure way, the great Conservative party are not
united. The leader of the party and his followers from On-
tario are openly and avowedly in favor of legislative union;
the Conservatives from the Province of Quebec are in favor
of federative union. In fact, I do not see the bond of
union b&ween them; I do not see any common principle.
They hold the fort together, and they share the spoils of
office. But while they share the spoils of office, the principle
either of one section of the party or the other section of the
party must go down and be trampled under foot. The
principle of both parties cannot prevail, because the prin-
ciples of both sections are not identical. Either the federa-
tive principle or the legislative union principle must
triumph. I ask my hon. friends from the Province of
Quebec, of the Conservative persuasion, which is the prin-
ciple that prevails in this House? Io it the federative
principle or the principle of legislative union ? Which is
the principle that is trampled under foot in this Bill? I
put the question, but I do not press for an answer. But if
the answer were given by the lips, as it is felt in the heart,
I say this Bill would never become law. I understand the
principles of my friends from the Province of Quebec, and
i share them ; I am in unit on with them; I am in favor of
a federative union; but while 1 understand their principles,
I do not understand their conduct; I do not understand
why they should eacrifice any principle in which they
believe in their hearts. But on the other hand, I quite
understand the conduct of our Conservative friends from
Ontario. They are in favor of a legislative union, and they
will never miss an occasion of weakening the principle of
federative union. But, while I understand their conduct,LI
do not understand their principles. We have had before in
this country a legislative union. Lower Canada and Upper
Canada were once united in legislative union. Will my
hon. friends from Ontario, who avow openly that they are
in favor of that system, say that the legislative union
between Upper and Lower Canada, which existed from
1841 to 1867, was prolific of good, of liberty, of harmony,
and contentment. Is it not a fact, on the contrary, that
this union, though it was legislative in its character,
never could be carried out in its integrity as a legislative
union ? Is it not a fact that we had to advance, by the
very force of events and circumsiances, as close as possible
to a foderative union ? Is it not a fact that we had an
Administration for Lower Canada, and at the same time an
AdminiLiun for Upper Canada ?-a legislation for
Upper Canada and a separate legislation for Lower Canada ?
Is it not a fact aiso that, notwithstanding all these conces-
sions to the federative principle, the union was so bad that
we had to give it up and seek relief in our present constitu-
tion ? Government had become impossible; the legisla-
tive union had become unworkable; and in order to get out
of the state of chaos which was created, we had to adopt a
federative union. And now what do we see? We see the
federative principle subjected, day after day, to a sever strain
by those who, forgetting events, would bring back the state
of things from which the country suffered so mach. This
Bill is another attempt made in the same direction, but I
hope that the principle laid down by the hon. gentleman
from Prince Edward Island shall be extended from Province
to Province, until it reaches British Columbia and the Paci-
fic Ocear.

.Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). It is not my intention to
detain the louse at very great length, but as I differ some-
what in opinion, as regards the question of law, with many
of the legal profession in this House, I desire to place my
views before Parliament and before the country. Th hon.

gentleman who bas resumed his seat, and several gentlemen
in opposition, maintain that the Local Legislatures of this
Dominion since Confederation enjoy ed the pri vilege of fram-
ing franchises for the Dominion Parliament. I hold that
they are in error, and I think I am in a position to prove
it. In the first place, I may state that the principle of uni-
formity is not the one to which this Parliament oughtto
attach the greatest importance. There is another prin-
ciple involved, which is of very much great,'r importance
to the Dominion than the principle of uniformity, and that
is, that which was firmly laid down by the right hon. gen-
tleman, the leader of the Government. Tho principle of
the Bill is this, that the representatives of the people of
Canada in the Dominion Parliament should have the right
to control the electorate of the Dominion ; and that, if there
is any change or reform needed, the reform should be car-
ried by the representatives of the people, as a whole, and
not be affected by local legislation. The object of this
Bill, then, is to prevent a change in the franchise of the
Dominion at the mere whim or caprice of any Local Legis-
lature. It is not necessary to sustain this principle that we
should adopt a uniform franchise all over the Dominion.
Now, the British North America Act provides by the 41st
section, which has been repeatedly quoted, but which I
believe las not been-fairly interpreted by the legal profes-
sion in this House:

" Until the Parliament of Osada otherwise provides, all lava in force
in the several Provinces at the union-(and thisla the point to which
they fail to call sufficient attention)-relative to the following matters,
or any of then, namely,-the qualifications and disqualifications of
persons to be elected or to ait or vote as members of the Bouse of
Assembly or Legislative Assembly in the several Provinces, the votera
at elections of such members, the oaths to be taken by voters2 the
returning officers, their powers and duties, the proceedings at elections,
the perioda during which electionu may be continued, the trial of con-
troverted eleetions and proceedings incident thereto, the vacating of
seats of members, and the execution of new writs in case of sesta vacated
otherwise than by dissolution,-shall apply to elections of members to
serve in the Bouse of Commons for the same several Provinces."

What I desire to call special attention to is the fact that the
Local Legislatures had not the right or the privilege to
change the franchise of this Dominion until 1874. In 1871,
owing to the fact that the Local Legislature of Nova Scotia
changed the franchise, it was necessary, in order to enable
the representatives from Nova Scotia to this Parliament to
appealto the legal electorate, to pass a law in this Parlia-
ment. It was rendered necessary, also, on account of a
change in the franchise by Ontario. It mattered not if the
Local Legislatures changed the franchise every year. That
would not change the franchise for Dominion elections. In
1871, owing to the incidental disfranchising of several of
the electors in Nova Scotia, who had a right to vote accord-
ing to the election law of 1867, it was necessary to pass a
law, which was assented to in this Parliament on the I4th
April, 1871. A provision in this law was to this effect:

" The laws in force in the several Provinces of Canada, Nova Scotis
and New Brunswick at the time of the Union on the lt day of Julyi
1867, relative to the followlng matters that la to say, the qualifications
and diqualifications of persons to be eiected, or to ait, or vote, as mem-
bers of the Legislative Assembly or Bouse of Assembly In the said
several Provinces respectivel, the voters at elections of auch members,
the oaths to be taken by votera, the powers and dutiea of returning
offleers, and generally the proceedings at and incident to such elections,
shall, as provided by the British North America Act, 1867, continue te
apply respectively to elections of :embers to serve for the Bouse of
Commons for the Provinces of Ontario, Quebe, Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick, subject to the following exceptions and provisions, that is
to y."-"

As it was owing to the disfranchisement of several electors
in Nova Scotia that this clause was placed in the Statute
Book, and as it was unecessary to provide either a revising
barrister or a reviser, in order tu place on the legal electoral
list for the Dominion of Canada the votes which were dis-
franchised by the Legislature of Nova Scotia, this clause was
re-enacted; and because also the Ontario Legislature changed
the franchise in 1869, which was an extension of the fran-

1885Ï 192e



COMMONS DEBATES. MAY 5,
chise, it was deemed prudent to adopt the laws relative to
the elective franchise in the several Provinces, excepting
Ontario, as it was provided for by the British North
America Act. Accordingly, sub-section 2, of this section,
provided that:

" In the Province of Ontario the qualification of votera at elections
for members of the House of Commons shall be that established by the
laws in force in that Province on the 23rd January, 1869, as the
qualification of voters at elections for members of the Legislative
Assembly, and the voters' list to be used at elections of members of the
House of Commons shall be the saine as for such elections for members
of the Legislative Assembly, on the basis of qualification aforesaid."

Thus you will see that, in 1871, the principle that the
representatives of the people of Canada in the Dominion
Parliament should have the right to control the electorate
of the Dominion, and that, if there is any change or reform
needed, it should be carried ont by the representatives of
the people as a whole, and not by the Local Legislature, was
reaffirmed. This law continued in force for two years, and
it seems strange to me, who happened to be present on that
occasion, as I am now, to see the very great difference of
feeling which exists in the House of Commons. At that
time, although this House affirmed the principle that it had
the right, and no other legislative authority had the right,
to frame an elective franchise for us, there did not seem to
be any strong feeling expressed relative to the subject; but,
unfortunately, owing to the interference of the Local Legis-
latures with the franchise since that time,.in the interests of
party, not of a local party but of Dominion parties, there is
great irritation created throughout the length and breadth
of this great Dominion, but particularly in Ontario..

Mr. MoMULLEN. It is not so.
Mr. CAMERON. Then I fail to judge correctly of the

feelings which were expressed in this House, and the
excitement which prevailed among hon. gentlemen opposite.
It could only create one impression upon the mind of an
unsophisticated Cape Bretoner, and that is that they feared
that an honest elective franchise would be adopted by the
Dominion Parliament. To the law passed in 1871, as the
British North American Act provided, reaffirming the
principle that we had a right to control the elective franchise
of this Dominion, there were not less than nine amendments
moved. I shall only call attention to two of them, because
they are very important and are pertinent to amendments
made on this occasion. One of the amendments was moved
by the present leader of the Opposition, and was in the
direction of uniformity, and it is a very singular fact that
the leader of the Opposition to.day, who seems to favor a
disjointed franchise for this Dominion, was then in favor of
uniformity:

" The Hon. Mr. DoRIoN moved in amendment that the Bill be
referred back to the Committee of the Whole, with power to axnend the
saie by providing that any permanent publie officer or employé
receiving a salary from the Dominion Government shall be disqualified
to vote at the election of a member for the House of Commons, and all
such officers or employés who shall vote at an election shall be liable to
a fine of $200, and their vote shall be null and void."

This clause was aimed at carrying out the elective franchise
which was adopted by the Local Legislature of Nova
Scotia.

" Mr. BLraN moved, ia amendment to the sa*d proposed amendment,
to leave out all the words after 'that,' and insert the following :-

" The said Bill, in effect, provides for the disqualification, as votera in
Ontario and Quebec, of all ofmcers of Castems and Excise, postmasters in
cities and towns, and judges of the superior and county courts; that the
said Bill doEs not provide for the disqualification, as votera in Nova1
Scotia, of Government servants; that the principle on which the dis-
qualification is based is general, and should be applied to Nova Scotia,
where, as in Ontario and in Quebec, the voting ha open; that the said
Bill be recommitted to the Committee of the W hole, in order to providei
for the disqualification, as voters in Nova Scotia, of the saime classes of
Government servants as are disqualified in Quebec and Ontario."

This was negatived. At that time the hon. gentlieman who
now leads the Opposition moved these amendments in the
direction of a uniform franchise, aiming at the disqualifi-

Mr. CAMERoN (Inverness).

cation of a large number of voters in Nova Scotia who were
qualified to vote under the laws existing at the time, and
guaranteed to them by the British North American Act,
until this Parliament would otherwise provide. The law
passed in 1871, and which was assented to on the 14th of
April, only continued in force for two years. From April
14th, 1873, until the 23rd June, 1873, there was no
electoral franchise or election law in force in the Dominion
of Canada, for Dominion elections. I paid very dearly
for my knowledge of this fact. Until the Parliament
of Canada otherwise provided, the laws in force on
the 1st July, 1867, in the several Provinces, were
to govern the elections for the Dominion Parliament ; but
the passage of the law of 1871 provided, not a universal
franchise, for the Dominion, it is true, but a franchise over
which the Local Legislatures could have no control.
Therefore, as soon as that law expired there was no
longer any election law in the Dominion of Canada.
However, on the 23rd of May, 1873, a Bill somewhat
similar to that which was passed in 1871, was passed
by this Parliament. It provided that the election law in
force in Nova Scotia on the 1st July, 1867, and in the
other Provinces, except Ontario, should continue in force in
the Dominion; and that the law which was passed by
Ontario in 1869 should be the law from that date. This,
thon, was the law of the Dominion until 1874. Up to that
time this Parliament not only had a right to exorcise the
power to frame its own franchise, but no Local Legislature
had any right to do so. I go farther, and say, that the
Local Legislatures to-day have no right to frame a franchise
for the Dominion Parliament. But by a most ludicrous
Act, which was passed in 1874, as soon as the Local Logis-
lature of any Province changes the electoral franchise for
that Province, so soon, forsooth, will the electoral franchise
for the Dominion be changed also. It is only by coinci-
dence; it is not because the Local Legislature has more
power to do so, but because this Parliament has transferred,
without any authority, the privilege to the Local Legisla-
ture to frame a franchise for this Parliament. On entering
Confederation we were under the impression that no Local
Legislature would have the authority to do so. The British
North America Act says: "Until the Parliament of
Canada otherwise provides, the laws in force in the
several Provinces of the Union, relative to the follow-
ing matters, or any of them, shall continue to prevail."
In 1874 there was only one clause relative to the
franchise of this Dominion, and that is the clause that has
created all the disturbance in this House, on this occasion.
That was an unfortunate clause, and it was not only unfor-
tunate in the past, but from present appearances, if -1 am
any judge of the situation, if the representatives from
Ontario express the feelings of their constituents, I appre-
hend that serious consequences will follow. Indeed, I was
not a little alarmed, a few days ago, whon I learned that
not less than 5,000 men were going to march from the Pro-
vince of Ontario down to this Parliament, to use all consti-
tutional means to conipel the Government to withdraw the
Bill. Now, the question, in my mind, was, what were the
constitutional means? If the case was a very desperate
one, requiring a desperate remedy, it is just possible that
they would use Winchester rifles and Gatling guns in order
to compel the Government to withdraw the Bill. I hope,
however, there was no serious intention to use such constitu-
tional means to prevent this Parliament from exercising its
right to frame a Franchise Bill for the Dominion of Canada.
I would say, in reference to the clause to which I have
already referred, passed in 1874, that the whole franchise is
included in such case:

" Subject to the exception herein above contained ail persons quali-
fed to vote at the election of representativesin the House.of Assembly
or Legislative Assembly of the several Provinces composingthe Dom-
inion of Canada, and no others, shall be entitled to vote at t he election
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of members of the House of Commons of Canada for the several electoral
districte comprised within such Provinces respectively ; and all liste of
voterasmade and prepared, and which would, aecording to the laws in
force in the said several Provinces, be used if the election were that of
a representative or representatives to the House of Assembly or Legis-
lative Assembly of the Province in which the election is held (where
such lista are required to be made) shall be the lista of votera which shall
be used at the election of members of the House of Communs to be held
under the provisions of this Act."

Not until the Parliament of Canada otherwise provides, as
the British North America Act provided, but until the
Legislature of the several Provinces provides, the elective
franchise which existed in 1814 shall continue to be the
electoral franchise for the Dominion. What absurd legis-
lation that must have been, transferring the right which the
British North America Act conferred upon this Parliament
alone to the Local Legislatures, inferior legislative bodies,
in violation of the constitution I observe the very
extraordinary feeling which seems to exist, particularly in
Ontario; and when I observe that very little attention is
paid to the changes in the franchise by the representatives
of any other Province in this House, I commence to reflect
u n the cause which could have had such an extraordinary
efect upon the representatives from Ontario. It occurred
to me that more than eighteen years ago a strong feeling
existed in the eastern part of the Dominion, in the older
Provinces of Canada, which compelled them to resort to a
system of government which was new to them. Upper
and Lower Canada, in 1867, finding that it was impossible
for them to go on any longer, owing to the dead
locks, they resorted to the scheme of Confederation. I
enquired into the bistory of that scheme; in fact, I had
a good deal to do with the agitation, against it from
its commencement, in 1864, until the present time.
But my attention was called particularly to a speech
delivered by a very extraordinary man. The representa-
tions made of him in a letter addressed to the Boston
Berald, in March last, induced me to turn up that extraor-
dinary speech. That speech appears to me to be almost
prophetic. I ask the indulgence of the louse while I read an
extract from it. During the discussion on the Confederation
question, Mr. Dunkin referred to the probable future of the
Confederation in the following language:-

" I trust I have not been too prolix in my attempta to show that the
constitution now offered for our acceptance presenta machinery entire I
unlike that of the United States, and entirely unlike that of the Britis
Empire-that it is inconsistent with either-that so far from its profer-
ing to us all the advantages of both and the disadvantages of neither, it
rather presents to us the disadvantages of both and the advantages of
neither; that so far from its tendin to improve our relations either
with the mother country or with the United States, it holds out to us very
little prospects indeed for the future in either of these respects. I shall
not attempt to review my arguments on either of these heads, for I do
not think that, to anyone at ail willng to reflect what I have advanced,
eau require to be proved more fully. If I am not entirely wrong, the
only way in which their proposed machinery can be gIt to work at all
will be by an aggregation, so to epeak, in the firet Federal Cabinet of
the leading men of the differentlexisting Provincial Administrations. Tne
attempt muet be made to combine the six majorities, so as to carry on an
Administration, in harmony with the undarstuod wishes of the six several
Provinces, irrespectively of every consideration of principle, or of sound,
far-seeing policy. I do not sce how, although this thing may be dull at
starting, it can be carried on-I was going to say, for any length of
time-F might say for any time, long or short, unless by a system of the
most enormous jobbery and corruption. Whenever any sore spot shall
show itself-and we may rely on it there will be more than one such
show itself very soon-then fends and divisions of the vorst sort will
follow, and the machinery will no longer work. Unfortunately, there
are in it noue of those facilities for harmonious workings, none of those
nice adaptations by which the stronger power is so tempered as not to
fall toc harshly on the weaker. Just so long as the majority in all tLe
different Provinces work cordially together, weil and good. But they
cannot possibly work harmoniously together long; and so soon as they
come into collision, there comes trouble, and with that trouble, the
fabrie is at an end'

While listening to the discussion of the past two weeks I
seriously pondered over the possibility of this language
being prophetic. It is not uniformity that is detired by the
promoters of this Franchise Bill, but that the represen-
tiVves of the Dominion ParliaMent sbould exorcise the

right to control the electorate of the Dominion. The British
North America Act gave the control of such electors to this
Dominion, and that control should never have been trans-
ferred to any other body. Bat what seems extraordinary to
me is the fact that the red man, the Indian, is at the bottom
of the whole difficulty, on this occasion. The Ontario Legis.
lature lately passed a Franchise Bill, giving votes to Indians,
by which they were enabled to vote for Ontario members
in this House. So soon as the leader of the Dominion
Government proposed to allow Indians in other sections of
the Dominion to vote for members of this House, there was
a most extraordinary apparent ebullition of feeling through.
out Ontario against the measure. I fail to see why, if the
Indians of Ontario are allowed, by the existing law, to vote
for members in this House, the members for Ontario should
refuse to allow that right to be extended to Indians in the
other Provinces. Nova Scotia has also passed a Franchise
Bill, and it will affect very materially the representatives of
that Province in this Parliament. I listened very seriously
to the remarks of the hon. member for Digby (Mr. Vail) on
a late occasion, when he referred to the very strong
feeling which exists in Nova Scotia against Confederation.
And I might quote by the hour, if I rose to speak against
time, as it has been represented as being done lately by
some hon. members, speeches which have lately been
delivered in the Local House by LiLerals, if not by Grits,
against Confederation. Let us see the absurdity of leaving
this law on the Statute Book. In 1867-68 and 1869 public
meetings were called in Nova Scotia to urge upon the
representatives of that Province not to attend this Parliament.
They did not all obcy the recommendation of the people;
they believed they could better subserve the public interest
by discharging the duties for which they were elected.
But assuming that the agitation for repeal, which exists now
in the Province of Nova Scotia and particularly in the
Legislature, and which was only postponed until the Nova
Scotia Government acertained whether they would obtain
better terms or not, was resumed, and that the Local Govern-
ment were determined that representatives of the people ef
Nova Scotia should no longer occupy seats in the House of
Commons, it would be an easy matter for them to bring
about a crisis in that Province which would startle the
whole Dominion. In 1886 the local elections will take
place there. After contesting their elections they could cali
the Legislaturetogether, on the eve of the Dominion elections,
and temporarily abolish the franchise, and then there would be
no eloctoral liste for the Dominion elections. It is not very
probable they would do so, but it is possible, and it is to remove
that possibility that I would strongly urge on this Parlia-
ment not togive power to any Local Legislature to so change
the franchise as to change the complextion of the represen-
tation in this House very materially. In conclusion, Mr.
Chairman, i beg to assure this House that I have no serious
objection to the franchise in any of the Provinces of the
Dominion. I am strongly in favor of a uniform franchise
for the Dominion, if we can possibly attain it; and failing
to attain a uniform franchise, I am in favor of a franchise
which seems to be most acceptable to the majority of the
representatives from the several Provinces, and I firmly
believe that thé franchise which is now before Parliament,
if it is so amended, as we have reason to behieve it will be
amended, will be as perfect a franchise as ean be adopted for
this Dominion. There is one objectionable feature in the Bill
-one which seems to be very objectionable, particularly to
my hon. friends opposite from Ontario-and that is the revis-
ing barristers. In 1871, when the law was passed, the same
principle was involved; and what seems vory extraordinary
is the fact that the present leader of the Opposition moved
an amendment with reference to the revising of the electoral
lists in Nova Scotia, which gave absolute power to the revi-
sors to make u psuch lists as they folt disposéd, without any
appeal to a higher judicial authority.
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Some hon. ME MBE RS. Read.
Mr. CAMERON. It is as follows:-
" Mr. Blake moved, in amendment to the proposed amendment, to

leave out al the words after 'that1' and insert the'following: 'The said
Bill be recommitted, with instructions to provide that all persons who
are appolnted revisors under chapter 28 of the Revised Statutes of Nova
Scotia, respecting elections, shall, within a certain time after they have
prepared the annual list of electors to vote for members of the General
Assembly of Nova Scotia, prepare a list of electors for the purpose of
elections for the House of Commons, adding thereto the names of all
officials and employees who are qualified to vote under the said Act, but
who may have become disqualified by any subsequeat Act of the Pro-
vince of Nova Scotia ;' which was agreed to."

Now, I call your attention to the fact that there is no
appeal from the revisors in Nova Scotia, and as I have as
much confidence in a revising barrister of five years' stand-
ing, or a county judge, as in the revisors of Nova Scotia, I
would not be afraid to refer the electoral lists in Nova
Scotia to any revising barrister, without any appeal. But
I say I am in favor of an appeal from a revising barrister,
and altbough having no appeal from the revisors in Nova
Scotia never caused any great injury to the electoral
franchise, so far as I know, and although I believe it would
not cause any serions injury to the electoral franchise of the
Dominion, yet, because hon. gentlemen opposite are very
anxious to bave an appeal from the revising barrister on
questions of fact, I can see no reason why they should not
have it. But having no appeal from the revisor has several
advantages, and among them is this advantage, that it would
save the people from a great deal of expense-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. CAME30N. It unquestionably would. In Nova
Scotia our course hitherto has been this: The electoral lists
were prepared in the ordinary course, by the assessors
and revisors, who had all to do with the lists. The
candidates who seek for a position in the Legislature
faces the electoral lists which would exist, and they never
fear the result. I have had experience in that direction,
and I always inform the intelligent electors of Invorness
that every person who felt that was the best repre-
sentative in thoir interest, in the Dominion Parliament,
should vote for me, but that any person who felt that any
one of my opponents would be a better servant in their
interests, should support him, and that, I believe, is the
spirit which should animate any candidate appealing to the
people for a seat in Parliament.

Mr. LANGELIER. (Translation.) The last time T spoke
on this Bill, I said that we had not heard any reason given
for its necessity. Not one reason has been given either by
the press which supports the Government or by the hon.
First Minister himself, when he introduced this Bill. From
that time we have heard but very littie discussion from
hon. gentlemen opposite. We have beard a few reasons, it
is true, but I believe that the more we hear of that kind the
worse it will be for the Bill),if we are to judge by those
whichb have been given. For instance, a few days ago, the
hon. member for King's, N.B. (Mr. Poster), said that the
Bill was desirable; because it was going to introduce uni-
forniity or general citizenship, which, in b.is opinion, was a
thing which was extremely useful, if not necessary.
To-night, we have just heard the hon. member for Inver-
ness (Mr. Cameron) saying that what he desires most is
not uniformity, and that he is not supporting this Bill
because it is going to introduce uniformity of franchise,
but in order to consecrate the principle that this Parlia-
ment has a right to legislate on this matter. This is a
peculiar reason. In the first place, there is not a person
that I know of, in this flouse or ont uf it, who has ever
denied that this Parliament has a right to establiah, if it
choses, a franchise, either uniform or distinct, for each of
the Provinces within Confederation. Nobody can be
unaware of that fact. And I do not underslnd why people

Ur. QAMIaON (Inverness).

should be so bent on uphblding, on the other side of the
House and before the public, such a proposition,
which nobody thinks of denying. I have before
me an article from Le Monde, a newspaper published
at Montreal, and established through the agency of the hon.
Minister of Public Works, which newspaper is considered,
rightly or wrongly-and I think that this opinion is not
altogether incorrect-but is considered as reflecting the
opinions of the hon. Minister. Hore is what I find in yester-
day's edition of that newapaper. The article is headed "The
Electoral Franchise." As will be seen, the article deals
specially with the Bill now before the House, and its object
is to give the reasons which may be invoked in favor of the
Bill. It begins thus: .

" We have shown, in a preceding number, as clearly as possible, that
the Parliament of Canada had the power, under the constitution, to legis-
late on electoral franchise for the whole of Canada."

So the author of the article says that he bas shown in -a
preceding number that which had no need of being demon-
strated, that which nobo ly bas ever denied. But what
wanted to be proved is what he proposes to establish in the
present article-and we will see how he succeeds-it is he
expediency of such a measure. I will remark, by the way,
that if the Daminion Parliament had not the right of logis-
lating on this matter the evil would not be very great,
because then this law would not be worth the paper on
which it would be printed. We know very well what hap-
pened to other laws initiated by the First Minister, who
is not, as we all know, in favor of the automony
of the Provinces; we know, I say, that these
laws died a natural death, or rather a violent death,
either before the Privy Council or before the Supreme Court.
Therefore, if that provision of the Bill to which I object
was not within the jurisdiction of this Parliament, it would
be unnecessary for us to discuss it ; or, at ail events, we
could only discuss it fron a theoretical point of view, as
showing the tendency of the present Parliament towards
legislative union. But we could not point out the imme-
uiate danger of it for the Province of Quebec or the other
Provinces of the Dominion, because there would be an
appeal before the courts. Every one of us who have
addressed the House have admitted that Parliament has a
perfect right to legislate on this subject. But it is a ques-
tion whether this Bill suits the country or not, whether it
is expedient to pass it or not. Well, what are the reasons
given by the author of the article in question in favor of
its expediency. Here is what he says :

" It remains for us to speak to-day of the expediency of such a
measure It is one of the loudest cries of those who are opposed to it :
' That law is good, but it is not necessary. Where are the petitions
asking for it ?1' We might very well replyj with just as much force :
This measure has been before the public for seventeen years. Where
are the petitions praying that it should not be adopted."

Thiis does not exactly represent the opinion of those who are
opposed to the Bill. I do not think that one journalist can
be found, either in the Opposition or on the Ministerial aide,
who has ever pretended that this law was good; but we will
find in all the Opposition papers and in the speeches of all
those who spoke on the Opposition side the following
question : What are the reasons of the expsdiency of this
Bill? The author of the article saya: Where are the
petitions praying that it should not be adopted ? But it is
not for those who are in favor of the statu quo to give the
reasons why the statu quo should be maintained. It is for
those who wish to alter the constitution of the courntry to
give the reasons why they should be changed. Fàr instanco,
when Confederation was established, would it not have been
unreasonable, ridiculous, even, to say, like the author of that
article: It is very true that nobady is asking for Cnf deri-
tion, but on the other hand nobody bas pronunced against
it; there is no petition asking for it before the Legislature,
but neither is there any petition aginst it; why should we
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not -vote for Confederation ? At the present moment, suppose
that the Government should be pleaspd to propose
legislative union, I am not aware that there has been a single
petition against legislative union. Would it be very proper
to say to those who would oppose it: Why do you ask us to
give the reasons in favor of legislative union ? It is very
true that nebody asks for it, butaneither does any one oppose
it. The same argument might be invoked for any absurd
proposal which would be made here. I will go further; the
more absurd is a measure the more we may be sure that
no petitions would be presented against it; for we must
admit that the people of this country suppose that their
rulers are possessed of a sufficient dose of common sense to
think it unnecessary to petition them against a measure
which is evidently unreasonable. The people suppose that
Parliament is intelligent enough not to oblige them to
petition, in order to ask that the elementarylaws of justice
or equity should be respected. It is only when they see
Parliament taking a bad course, a course which seemis
absurd to them, that the electors of this country think it
proper to oppose it, and th it they begin to petition. But
I have never heard that electors were obliged to petition to
ask that common sense, justice and equity should be
respected, when nobody thinks of attacking them. One of
the first reasons, as will be seen, is that nobody has, as yet,
sent a petition against the Bill. He adds:

IThere are several good reasons for that. Under the constitution,
the Government of Canada has no authority whatever over municipal
powers. It is lucky that it should be so.T he municipal svstem is the
soul of the political organisationof the Provinces; it is the strongest
bulwark of provincial autonomy.

Well, this is a point which cannot be denied. It is per-
fectly sure that this Parliament has no right to eneroach
upon the municipal system. Stili, the author of the article
makes a very false application of this principle when he
tells us that because the Dominion Government has no con-
trol over the municipal affairs the local authorities must
be deprived of the right of determining the federal franchise.
The opposite of what is said in the paragraph I have just
read happens to be established in the Bill itself, which ays,
that the revising officers must apply to the local authorities,
and may compel them to deliver to them the valuation
rolls and the voters' list. Therefore, it is admitted that the
Dominion Parliament might have a control over the muni-
cipal authorities, or that this part of the Bill is contrary to
the constitution. And it is not in pretending that this Bill
gives an authority over the municipal officers that I oppose
it:

"lu these conditions, says the au thor of the article, the municipal
offeer has no order to re-ceive from the Dominion authorities. Now,
suppose that the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery should be obliged to
issue a writ for the ele c:ion of a member. He appoints a returningç
officer, and the latter must provide for the preparation of the voters
lista for the votation. H ,w is he going to procure them if the municipal
officer, in whose custody they are kept, refuses to give them up ?"

Well, if that reasoning is sound, how will the officer in
question- be able to procure the voters' lista and valuation
rolls which the law compels him to procure, and withont the
possession of which it will be almost impossible to know
who are those who have a right to vote under the clause of
the Bil which we are now discussing. If that reasoning
was worth anything, it would tend to show that a part of
the law'which is proposed to us is unconstitutional. He
goes on to say:

" This circumstance la perhaps not probable, but thatit could be posai-
hie is asufficient reason to justify wise and prudent legislators to
provide against it I

This would be legislation of a new kind. This reasoning,
whieh I have just read, I have heard repeated a few
moments ago by the hon. member for Inverness (Mr.
Cameron). He made all kinds of suppositions and went
further than the author of the article. le went so far as
to suppose that in order to prevent a federal election the
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local officers would take the trouble of distroying the votera'
lista. People suppose things which are impossible, or, at
least, if not absolutely impossible, thinga which are morally

r impossible, which the most elementary common sense
would reject. The same article goes on to say:

"Neither is the strong feeling of hostility which is to-day being
3 developed, rightly or wrongly, between several Provincial Governments

sud the Dominion Government, of such a nature as to remove our fears
on that point"

What is this feeling of hostility of the several Provincial
Governments against the Federal Government ? I believe
that if a feeling of hostility is to be found anywhere it is
not on the part of the Local Governments against
the Federal Government, but it is on the part of
the Dominion Government against Local Governments;
because, if we consider what took place a few years
ago, we will not find that it was the Local Governments
who were wrong in the few conflicts which took place
between them and the Federal Government. It was the
first who gained all their points, and not the latter. Now,
here is what is given as a justification of what has been
said :

" The conduct of the Nova Scotia Legislature-whose majority was
Liberal-on this question, in 1871, is still fresh in the memory of the
public.

"W were on the eve of the Dominion general election for 1872. The
Liberal Government of that Province, with a view of causing the Con-
servative candidates in that Province to loe votes, amended the law
conerningtbe qualification of voters in such a manner as to disfranchise
aIl country postmasters, emy loyees of the Intercolonial Railway, officers
In the Customs and Inlan dRevenue offices. That is to aay, by one
stroke of the pen more than two thousand electors were deprived of
the right of voting at parliamentary electionu, a right which they had
always xeroised until then. The motive of this arbitrary and unjust
Act la o It as suppoed that the majority of these postmasters
and railroad men vould be i favor of the Couservative candidates.
Consequently, it was a duty, on the part of the Liberal Government of
Nova ecotia, to disfranchise them."

And ho adds, further on :
"In 1873 the political carda having undergone a change at Ottawa,

a Liberal Government, under the direction of Mr. Mackenzie, was
organized. That circumstance made a whole revolution In the Liberal
Government of Nova scotia, and brought them back to more affec-
tionate sentiments towards postmasters, workmen employed on the
Intercolonial and in lier Majesty's Oustom bouse. They gave them
back the franchise on the eve of the federal elections of Mr. Mackenzie,
in January, 1874.

IlThey thon suppoaod that the. vonkmen would go dowu on their
kneesbefor. the risng sun and touhd vote for Mr. Mackenzie's Luberal
Government.

"This lahistory.
"What took place once may very well repeat itself."

Well, I do not know the particulars of this so-called his-
torical fact, but if the Government of Nova Scotia, as it is
pretended, had passed a law disfranchising Custom house
employees, certain postmasters, Excise employees, that
would not have been any worse than that which had existed
for a long time in the electoral law of Canada, which pre-
ceded that which is now in force in the Province of Quebec,
and by which it was provided that al these persons would
be incapacitated from votng, even if they had the
required qualification, and the law of the Province
.of Quebec has maintained that provision. The
Quebec law has been passed by the most conservative of all
the Governments of the Dominion. Never was there a more
conservative Goverument, and it is very improbable that a
more conservative Government than was the De Bonoherville
Government in 1875, can ever exist. It was what would be
called to-day a Castor Government, a kind of Government
which will never exist, if we may judge by what happened
to that party some time ago. What did they do? They
committed the same crime with which the Government of
Nova Scotia was charged, and, for my part, I do not con-
sider that as a crime. Here is what I find in section Il of
the Quebeo election law. I leave aside all local disabilities:

"The following wili not be electors and will not be entitled to vote:
lt. Judges of the Court of Queen's Bench, of the Superior Court MI4

of the court of Vice-Admirality i
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"2nd. Castom House officers;
"3rd. Postmasters in the cities and towns,and al the officers employed

in the collection of duties payable to Her Majesty, of the nature of Excise
duties, including collectors of federal and local revenue."

Thus every employee of the Federal Government who is
employed for the collection of duties, either Customs or Ex-
cise, is declared by that law to be incapacitated from voting.
Will it be said that this law has been inspired by hatred
towards the Mackenzie Government, who were then in
power ? Never has that been pretended either in the press
or in Parliament. If the reasoning which has been made in
the House a moment ago, and which is made in the article I
have just read, was sound, what should the Liberal Govern-
ment of that time have done ? They should have intro-
duced a franchise law, and have stated, as a reason for the
expediency of that law, that such a law was necessary
because a hostile Conservative Government had, in the
Quebec Legislature, passed a law whose object was to dis-
qualify some of the most important officers. But no Liberal
ever thought of that. Not only the Government never
thought of it, but I am not aware that a friend of the Gov-
ernment ever proposed a Bill with a view to establish a
uniform franchise, under pretence that this franchise had
become necessary by reason of the legislation adopted by
the Province of Quebec. Neither have I ever heard that a
single newspaper at that time even suggested that a Bill of
of that kind should be introduced. • The Quebec Govern-
ment found that, in view of the peculiar circumstances
under which were the officers of the Dominion Govern-
ment in the Province of Quebec, it was important to deprive
them of the right of voting. For us Liberals that settled
the question, and the idea never occurred to us that what
had been decided on this point by the Local Government
might be dealt with by the Federal Government. The
article adds the following:-

" What has happened once might repeat itself. The Dominion elec-
tiens will take place in 1887. The liste prepared in 1886 will be used
ln the elections cf 1887. In view of that fac4,the Liberal Government
cf Ontario has juat adopted a new franchise law."

Here the writer betrays himself. It is in view of the
elections of 1887 that these new provisions are introduced.
It is pretended that there have been a few iconveniences
until now. Well, these few inconveniences which, it was
sought to point out, are riduculous and are not serious, but it
is said that some of them might exist. Alas, if legislation
was to be made in view of all the inconveniences which
might be imagined, a Parliament sitting twelve months in
the year would not be sufficient. Two or three Parliaments
would be necessary to make laws which would obviate all
imaginable inconveniences. This article also adds-and
as I said a while ago, I am anxious to refute the
arguments used by the author, because his article is a kind
of Ministerial programme published in the organ of the
Minister of Publie Works:

' The valuation rolls and voters' liste are not always_ prepared with
the eatest impartiality in.our Province.

11The proof of thia lies ini the fact that net a single y a esby
without several appeals being made toour tribunals fror hevauatn
roUs or votera' liste.

" We remember a case of appeal fron a valuation roli, which came
before the courts at Nontreal in 1873.

bf The valuators, like the good stauneh Liberals that they were, had
valued an individual's property at $180 for municipal purposes. That
amount did not give him a right to vote at the parliamentary elections,
which were te corneocf seon in the county.

"As he had always voted up toe that tirne, he contested the valuation,
and at the investigation which took place it was proved that ten days
after the valuation made by the partisan assessors, the same property
was valued at $400 by the valuators of the trustees of the paish. That
was the value of the property according to the sworn testimony of a
great number of persons worthy of credit.

" Why this difference? We might multiply the examples of such
unjust proceedings, taken by our municipal councils in order to serve
their political ends. But the public know all these facts. It is useless
for us to repeat them."

I do not deny the fact which is mentioned here. I know1
that there has been a great number of such cases. But that

Mr. LANGELIER.

does not prove against the wisdom of the law of the
Province of Quebec. There is a remedy, and the author of
the article points it ont to us. He says that there is an
appeal before the tribunals, and he complains that people
should be obiged to have recourse tothem; that Is just
where I find the proof of the wisdom of the laws. Munici-
pal councils are not infalliblè, neither are they impeccable.
They may, under those circumstances, commit injustice,
either through ignorance or party spirit. The author might
have mentioned a number of cases were Conservative mu-
nicipal councils have used voters' liats to commit injustice.
I, myself, have had occasion to cause injustices of this kind
to be redressed, and yet I have never complained about the
law; I have found redress for this grievance precisely in what
the writer points out, that is to say, the appeal before the
tribunals. Therefore, this is not at all a condemnation of the
system of local franchise. The article concludes as follows:-

" These are some of the resons which justify the Dominion Parlia-
ment in adopting a uniform legialation on the electoral franchise of
Canada, andin adapting to it a machinery which will make it work in a
manner which will be fair and equitable to all citizens who are interested
in taking a part in the good government and good management of
the public wealth. We shall apeak about these particulars in a future
edition."

These are all the reasons given by the writer in favor of a
uniform right of franchise. As is seen, there is not one of
these reasons which could resist the most superficial examina-
tion. It may seem strange that I should stop to quote the
reasons given in a newspaper article; but we have heard no
other. It was found a good deal more prudent to do
nothing to defend this Bill before Parliament and to simply
say: We have the majority to pass it, and it is all we want.
It is intended to carry out here what took place in the
Quebec Legislature not very long ago. There- was at that
time a Conservative Government, who had a majority as
large in proportion as that which supports the Government
here; a member of the Opposition was giving unanswerable
reasons against a Government measure. And do you wish
to know the answer given by the Government? They said:
It is useless to discuss with us; we will answer you through
our votes. It seems evident to me that the sane thing is
taking place bere. The Government have an argument
stronger than any of ours: it is the argument ofthe strongest.
Even if we give all the reasons which can be given
against this Bill, even if we prove that it is iniquitous,
that it is rejected by all the Provinces, it does not matter ;
we are answered by the vote ; it is the only reason
which is given to us. Now, a reason which I have heard
given, not in this House, because there was no reason given
here in favor of the Bill, and especially in favor of the pro-
posed franchise-is that the Bill would extend the franchise
in the Province of Quebec. I have already pointed out
what was erroneous in that proposition, and the speech I
delivered the other day seems to have surprised some of the
hon. members opposite. The hon. member for East Que-
bec (Mr. Laurier) pointed out the same thing to-night.
The other day I mentioned about fifteen small towns of the
Province of uebec where the electoral fraichise is to be
restricted instead of being extended, and in which hundreds
of electors who have a right to vote to-day will be unable to
vote in the future. But there is nile another point on
which I believe I ought to insist, because it has not been
noticed, perhaps, on account of its being a point of law.
What do I find in this Bill, as regards the franchise, both in
cities or towns and in counties ? I find that the owner eau
only be qualified on the real value of his property and the
tenant on his rent. Section 2 says :

el Is the owner of real property rithin any such city or town, of the
actual value of three hundred dollars."

So that, in order to vote in a town or city, an owner musi
have real property valued at $300. If' that property is
valued at $200 of real value, even if it should be rented at
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$30 a year-which happons very often, especially in small
towns-he would have no right to vote. Well, in the Pro-
vince of Quebec, even in the large cities, such as Quebec
and Montreal, he would have a right to vote. This will
disqualify quite a number of people. As I said the
other day, Quebec and Montreal are the only cities for
which there exists a special franchise higher than in other
localities. This francnise consiste of a proporty of the value
of $300, or of an annual value of 830. This applies to the

occupant as well as to the owner. For instance, in Quebec
and i Montreal, the moment a property is rented at $30,
both the owner and occupant have a right to vote, or if
the property has an annual value of $30, even if it was only
valued at 250, the proprietor ha a right to vote; but under
the present Bill ho has not that right. There is quite a
numer of these properties at Quebec-in St. Roch's Ward
and in part of the Champlain Ward. So in Montreal; there
are quite a number of these properties which are rented at
$30 or $36 a year, and whose real value has only been esti-
mated at $200 or $250. Well, under the Bill which is now
before us, the owner can only be qualified on a property
valued at $300 of real value, even if ho had a property
estimated at $36 of an annual value; if his property
is only valued at $250 or $290, ho cannot vote. What I
have just said about the owner is also true as regards the
occupant. In the Province of Quebec the occupant is
qualified to vote oither if the property hoeis occupying
has a real value of $300 or if it has an annual value of $30.
Thus, one of the two values is sufficient to qualify him. If
ho property i only rented at $25 but valued at $300, ho
has the right to vote-I am still speaking of Quebec and
Montreal. If, on the contray, the proporty ls only valued
at $250 but rented at $30, ho has still the right to vote.
Well, under the present Bill, he will be deprived of that
right. Here is what is said in sub-section 5, section 3:

"I the bon fid occupant of real property within any such city or
town, or part of a city or town, of the actual value of three hundred
dollars."
Therefore, the occupant and the ownerander the present law,
can only be qualified on the real value of this property, and
they cannot be qualified on an annual value of 830, as they
are to-day. The difference is still greater in other localities.
Outside of Quebec and Montreal the owner, in the Province
of Quebec, is qualified on a real value of $200 or on an
annual value of $20. And so with the occupier. In other
words, in a municipality such as Lévis, whoever occupies a
property valued at $20 of an annual value, even if the pro-
porty should only be estimated at $180, although ho would

ave been qualified to vote under the old law would bo
incapacitated under this new Bill. In the same way, if the
property is valued at $200 but is only rented at $18, he
would have a right to vote under the Quebec law, but would
be deprived of it under the present Bill. Consequently, do
not tell us that this extends the franchise in the Province
of Quebec. Throughout the whole length and breadth of
the Province this Bill will have the effect of disqualifying a
very large number of voters, and the number of those that
it will qualify can be counted on the fingers' ends, and will
not be found outside of Quebec and Montreal. As a proof
of what I have eust stated with reforence to the law of the
Province of Quebec, here is what is said by section 8 of the
Election Act:

"No mn will be inscribed on a votera' list unless he possess the
following conditions :

"3. To be actually and bond fide owner or occupier of realestate,eiti-
mated according to the valuation roll, as revised, even if it has been so
revised for local purposes oaly, to the amount of at least three hundred
dollars in real value-"

Mr. LANDRY. Hear, hear.
Mr. LANGELIER. (Translation.) The hon. member

will please to wait a moment. I cannot read all at the same
time, but I shall read the reost for him :

"in a municipality Of a city having the right to elect one or more
members to the Legislative Assembly, and ot two hundred dollars ln
real value or of twenty in annual value in any other municipality."

Mr. LANDRY. (Translation.) The hon. member will
perhaps allow me to interrupt him. If I understood him
well, I believe ho said, a moment ago, that under the new
law, in the cities of Montreal and Quebe, the tenant of a
property worth $300 or $250 will have no right to vote
while ho had that right under the old law. Now, the clause
whicb the hon. member bas just road proves the contrary.

Mr. LANGELIER. (Translation.) He will have no right
to vote if the property does not give the required annual
value, but what I maintain is, that under the Quebec law
the owner and occupant are qualified, either on the annual
value or the real vaine.

Mr. LANDRY. (Translation.) But under the old law
what must be the value of the real estate in Quebec and
Montreal ?

Mr. LANGELIER. (Translation.) When a man quali-
fies on the real value in Quebec and Montroal the value
must be $300 and the annual value must be $30. in other
municipalities' the real value must be $200 and the annual
value $20. That is the law; or, in other words, a man
may be qualified in two different manners, either on
the real value or on the annual value. Under the present,
Bill the owner who, under the Quebec law, may be qualified,
either on the real value or on the annual value, can only be
qualified on the real value ; the samo thing applies to the
occupant.

Mr. LANDRY. (Translation.) The hon. member said
a while ago that if the value of a property was only 825U
the owner would not have the right to vote, under the
p resent law, while ho would have that right under the old
law. I deny that.

Mr. LANGELIER. (Translation.) I was roading the
law, and I had not finished to read it. Here is the last
paragraph:

" Io a bond file occupant, paying for real estate an annual rent of at
least $30 in a municipality of a city having the right to elect one or
more members of the Legislative Assembly, and of at least $20 in any
other municipality ; Provided these properties are estimated in real
value, according to such valuation roll, at $300 at least, in a city
having the right to elect one or more members of the Legislative
Assembly, and $200 in any other municipality."

Mr. LANDRY. Hear, hear.
Mr. LANGELIER. (Translation.) That is to say, in all

localities the two values are needed; the real value cf $300
or $200, and the annual value of $30 or $20, according to
the municipality. I was saying awhile ago that it was
difficult to know on what ground a uniform franchise,
such as proposed in sections 3 and 4 of the Bill, could be asked
for. An hon. member said the other day that it was in
view of uniformity, and that that was desirable. Another
one says to-night that it is not with a view to uniformity.
Well, I say that if there is a Province where uniformity
would do harm it is the Province of Quebec. We have not
forgotten what took place when Confederation was estab»'
lished; it was especially in view of the exceptional position
of that Province, in view of the special laws which the
people of the Province did not want to give up, and of which
they did not want to be deprived, it was in view of all this
that a Confederation wae established instead of a legislative
union? Let the hon. gentleman read the speech delivered
by the hon. First Minister during the debate on Confodera-
tion. He stated positively that, as far as ho was concerned,
he would be in favor of a legislative union, but he added that
seeing the hostility manitested by the Province of Que-
bec, ho gave up the idea. He explained very well the
reasons why that Province was hostile to legislative union;
it is because we have a special system of civil law of our
own, which we do not want to give up, and because we do
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not want to expose our Province to be plundered by a
Parliament in which we would be in a minority. And it is
for that reason that the civil laws have remained under the
jurisdiction of the Local Legislatures. Well, it is perfectly
well known that real estate has the most intimate relations
to the right of suffrage, and in this Bill a little less than in
the former law, but they are still very extensive. What is
the basis of qualification under this Bill? It may be said
that, generally speaking, it is real property, as in the former
law. It is true this Bill admits a few qualifications whieh
are foreign to the property qualification, which have -been
called fancy franchises in England, and against which there
was such an uprising in the Quebec Legislature[in 1875,
when Ihad the honor to propose a few of them. People
were then very much scandalised at them, but it seemsthat
to-day it is all very well. However, there is no doubt that
the basis of the principle franchise of this Bill is real pro-
perty. Now, when Confederation was established we were
anxious to keep the real property under the control of the
provincial authorities. Well, is not this exposing us to see
the Dominion Parliament interfere with the land tenure ?
This is evident. The other day we argued on the dif-
ferent tenures which exist; I moved several amendments,
which the House saw fit to reject, but these amend-
ments showed what danger there is to give the control
of real estate to a Parliament which has no jurisdiction on
the matter, and that is just what we twould do the
moment we would allow Parliament to pass a franchise
law while we would be admitting that franchise ought to
be based on real estate. Now, when we discussed that Bill
for the first time we did not witness the spectacle which is
given to us to-day. The only reason given by the First
Minister was that the first principles-that was the expres-
sion he used-required uniformity in the matter of franchise.
Well, these first principles-he is about to give them up.
The First Minister has aready given up one of them. This
first principle which required uniformity bas been laid
aside to exclude from .the right of suffrage the Indians of
the new Provinces, namely, the North-West and British
Columbia, while this right is reserved to the Indians of the
old Provinces, that is, Ontario, Quebec and New Brunswick.
Now, we heard to-night one hon. member fiom Prince
Edward Island moving an amendment to the section we
are now discussing, and if we are to credit the rumor which
has found its way, not only in the newspaper, but even
among the friends of the Government, it bas been agreed
with the First Minister that the electoral franchise of
Prince Edward Island is to remain unchangod,
that this uniform franchise which is to be forced
upon the rest of Confedoration will not be forced upon
Prince Edward Island. Well, Mr. Chairman, I ask the hon.
members opposite, who belong to the Province of Quebeo,
how it is that a uniform franchise can be imposed
on the Province of Quebec when that franchise is not
wanted for Prince Edward Island? Is not that a
proof that there are among the supporters of the
Glovernment members from Prince Edward Island who
are more independent than those of the Province of Quebec.
If I was a supporter of the Government I would insist to
have the rights of my Province respected. I will admit
that the people of Prince Edward Island are intelligent,
although that Province is much smaller than the Province
of Quebec; but it will also be admitted that the righits of
the Province of Quebec should be respected as well as those
of Prince Edward Island. And if we admit for Prince
Edward Island a special right, a more extended franchise,
the same thing should be done for the Province of Quebec.
There is not even the pretext that the franchise of the
Province of Quebec was established by a Liberal Govern-
ment> and that it should be doue away with for that reason,
for that franchise was given to us by the most conservative
Government that ever existed or that will ever exist in the

Mr. LANGELIER.

Dominion of Canada. If there is anybody that should
complain it is we, the Liberals; but we have so much
respect for provincial autonomy and for local institutions
that we prefer to keep a franchise which is prhaps too
restricted and which was given to us by a nservative
Government, than to have an extensive franchise imposed
by a Government in which the Province of Quebec does not
predominate.Now, Mr. Chairman,it will not be pretended that
this Bill will not introduce a special franchise for the Province
of Quebec, because that Province desires the proposed fran -
chise. Before the present Bill was moved, and even until a few
days ago, we have not seen a single newspaper article, not
even in the Conservative newspapers, pronouncing in favor
of this Bill. We have seen many Conservative newspapers
and some of the most conservative, pronouncing strongly
against the Bill, but not one of them spoke of it in a favor-
able manner. Every one of them regretted that things
were not left as they are to-day. It will not be said that
this Bill was forced upon the Government by their friendri
from the Province of Quebec; the friends of the Govern-
ment in Prince Edward Island do not want a uniform
franchise; so little do they want it that they will succ eed
in keeping their local franchise, and I congratulate them on
their success. 1 would wish that the Government should
have the same consideration for my Province as that which
they show for Prince Edward Island. It will not be said
that this law is asked by the members from Manitoba. I
believe that if the Manitoba vote was taken separately we
would be justified in saying that this Bill is not wanted
in that Province, where they have a franchise which is more
extensive. Now, the members from British Columbia have
also a franchise which is more extensive. I am sure that if
the Government leftit an open question there would not be
one single member from the Province of Quebec who would
accept the present Bill, and that they would all prefer to
keep their local franchise. And the same thing mayý be said
of al the Provinces. If the votes "of the members of any
one Province were taken separately, with the exception,
perhaps, of Ontario, I am sure that the vote would be
unanimous against this Bill. And I appeal to the con-
science of the members from the Province of Quebec. I
am told that they have a conscience, and I hope that it is
true. I have myself heard several members from the Pro-
vince of Quebec, both Conservatives and Liberals, speaking
about this Bill, and I have not heard them speak of it as if
they had long cherished the hope of seeing it pass; on the
contrary, they said that they would have preferred to have
left things as they were. Isee several of these gentlemen
here, and I do not think that one of them will rise up to
state that he sees in that Bill the realisation of a desire
which he as been fondling for a long time back. There
are some of them, among the most faithful supporters of
the Goverument, who spoke eloquently, and who strongly
opposed the Bill. They found that it would be such an
enormity to pass that law that they thought it their duty
to pronounce against this Bill. I am convinced that there
are more members from the Province of Quebec, and a great
number of them, who are ofthe same opinion; perhaps they
have not the same courage, and I admit that a great deal of
courage is needed to pronounce against a Bill of which the
Government have made a Ministerial question; but I am
satisfied that if the Government said: We will do 'with
the whole of this Bill what we have done for the woman
suffrage clause; vote as you like; there would not be five
Ministerial members from the Province ofQuebec who would
vote in favor of this law, or else they would not be speaking
in this House as they speak outside of the flouseor as their
newspapers speak. Well, what is there left in favor of this
law ? The members from the Province of Ontario. This
provision of the Bill is forced upon the Ministerial party of
the other Provinces by the Ministerial party of Ontario,
because, as it was said by the newspaper which I quoted a
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while ago, it is through hatred against the Ontario Govern-
ment. Well, Mr. Chairmin, are the other Provinces to be-
come the victims of the difficulties and of the quarrels which
may arise between the Dominion Government and the
Ontario Government ? Are they to pay the damages done
by these quarrels ? If people are so anxious not to
have the franchise which was established by the Ontario
Government, if there is such a desire to show hostility to
this Government, let there be a franchise proposed for
Ontario, but do not commit an act of tyranny against the
other Provinces. Mr. Chairman, I will not ay any more
on this subject. It is unfortunate that people should try to
impose on other Provinces a legislation which they do not
want, and I understand very well now why they did not
wish to discuss this measure. The true reason cannot be
given; a glimpse of it was allowed to be caught in a
newspaper article, but nobody would dare to come in
this House and state that the object of the Bill is an
act of hostility towards the Ontario Legislature, who
have the misfortune, in the opinion of the majority
of this House, of being Liberal. That is the true
reason. It cannot ho said that this Bill is required by Nova
Scotia, that it is required by Prince Bdward Island, that it
is asked for by British Columbia, that it is required by Mani-
toba. Neither will it be said that it is required by the Pro-
vince of Quebec. Again, I say, that if the vote of these Pro-
vinces was taken separately they would ho about unanimous
against this law. Who is asking for it, then? It can only
be the Ministerial party of the Province of Ontario. Well,
I think it is going a little too far when people are proposing
a Bill whose object can only ho to satisfy the hatred and
the grudges of a certain class of members cf this House who
come from a Province with which we have nothing to do.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny.) (Translation.) Mr. Chair-
man, I have a few words to say in answer to the remarks just
made by the hon. member from Megantic (Mr. Langelier). I
will only point out one ofthe involuntary errors which ho has
made in his speech. The lon. member seems to be inclined to
say that the effect of the present legislalion will be to
restrict the franchise in the Provin ce of Quebec-at least
that is his contention, and in support of it he compares the
Bill now submitted to the House to the legislation now
existing in the Province of Quebec. And after having tried
to prove that legislation is a restrictive legislation, ho con-
cludes in a neatly turned phrase, by saying: 4lWell, we
still prefer the restricted franchise established by the most
conservative Government which ever existed in the
Province of Quebec since Confederation. We prefer this
restricted franchise to a more extensive franchise, which
Ottawa wants to give us." By these last words he destroys
what he L..d taken so much pains to build up in his speech.
In order to prove to the hon. member that he is completely
outside of the question I will take up his own arguments.
le says that in the cities of Quebec and Montreal-and ho
mentioned with pleasure the Champlain Ward in the city of
Quebec-the effect of the present Bill will be to diminish
the number of voters. How does ho prove it? He adds:
" The present law requires not only that a tenant should pay
a rent of $30 a year, but also requires that the real estate
on which this rent is paid should have a real value of at
least 8300." Now, ho says: "lIf a tenant rents a property
valued at $250, that man will not have a right to vote; thus
you see that you will deprive of the right of voting a con.
siderable number of voters in the large cities of Quebec and
Montreal." To give more strength to his statement, he
quotes the law of the Province of Quebec, but the law is
against him, for it eays:

" No person will be entered upon the list of electors unless he fulfils
the following onditions:

3. Heuet be actually, and in good faith, owner or oecupant of real
estate, estinated, accordilg totevaluaon roll In force a reid, if
is has been revised, even for local purpoues only, at a unu of at ismat

three hundred dollars in real value in any municipality entitled to return
one or more members of the Legislative assembly, and two hundred
dollars li real value, or twenty dollars in annual value in any other
municipality, or be a tenant in good faith, paying an annual rent for
real estate of at least thirty dolars in any city municlpality entitled
to returu one or more members of the Legslative Assembly, and of at
least twenty dollars in any other munlipaity; Provided, that suOh real
estate be estimated according to such valuation roll, in real value, at
at least three hundred dollars in any city municipality enttled tO return
one or mere members of the Legislative Assembly and two hundred'dol-
lars in any other municipality.

Therefore, the law of the Province of Quebe, as it exists
to-day, requires not only that the tenant should pay $30 of a
rent, but also that such rent be paid for a property esti-
mated at least at $300, this amount being based on the value
entered in the valuation roll. Now, under the Bill now
submitted to us it is not that valuation which will be taken
into consideration, but the real value of the property. We
know, Mr. Chairman, that according to the valuation roll
now in force in the Province of Quebec it is not the real
value which appears, but a valuation of about two-thirds of
the real value. Consequently, the very proof which is given
by the hon. member establishes, not that a great many
electors will be disfranchised, but quite the contrary. In
order to establish the value of a property it is not the value
entered in the valuation roll which will be taken, but the
real value. Therefore, the new electoral law, Inàtead of
restricting the number of electors, will give more extension
to the franchise. It is this point which the hon. member
tried to elucidate, but the document from which ho quotes
turnesagainst him instead of bearing him ot. The hon.
member says: "Why, if you go to the Province of Quebec,
and if you take the valuation roll, or the real property as a
basis, you interfere with the civil right of the Province and
in matters which are within the exclusive jurisdiction of the
Province of Quebec." But how willthe hon. member answer
the following argument. We have here beside us a House
composed of senators. The law says that they shall own an
immovable property of the value of $1,000; consequently,
it should be said that the law encroaches upon the civil laws
of the Provinces. Surely the hon. member is not in earnest;
he knows perfectly well that the moment the House takes
the real property as a basis it has the right to say what
will be the required property qualification. And this is not
encroachingupon the civil law. Otherwise, ifhisargument
was worth anything, it would amount to saying Parliament
had not the right to determine the qualification of members
of the Upper louse. The hon. member for Megantic has
pretended that the present Bill was an enormity. Well,
that may be, if we are to take his own appreciation. But
his appreciation is not that of everybody, and if, in his
opinion, this Bill is an enormity, we are willing to suppose
that he is in good faith, but ho must leave to others the same
freedom of appreciation, .nd from this point of view I beg
to differ from him. Two things muet be considered in the
present Bill. There is the general principle, and then there
are the details. The general principle is that the Dominion
Parliament has the right of passing a law whieh will doter-
mine who are the electors who may elect members of that
Parliament. Now, if we go into details, it may be that
some of the details will not suit everybody; but we are here
to make a general law, and not a special law for the Province
of Quebec or for the Province of Ontario. Now,in*a general
law-as when we established the National Policy-we have
to consider the wants of all the Provinces which make up
the Confederation; sacrifices must be made on all sides.
It is with that condition only that we may live in
harmonuy and that we make a law which will be acceptable
to everybody. The lon. member says: Why, you admit
yourselves, you Conservatives of the Province of Quebec,what
I proposed myself, when I was in the Legielature of the
Province of Quebec. You pprove to-day what you thon
considered ai an enormity-that is, the vote based on the
income, instead of being based on property, for a certain
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elass of individuals. But, Mr. Chairman, the hon. member
should be the last to upbraid us for acopting a proposition
which ho himself had proposed. On the contrary, lie should
be glad of it, and the more so because, at that time, his
light was very flickering and did not shir e on a great many
people in the Quebec Legislature. To-day we are making
it flash with great brightness, and its rays will reach all
points of the Dominion. This is what I had to say on that
question. I will not for the present enter into the merits
of the Bill. I only wanted to refute a few inaccuracies and
a few errors which have found their way into the speech
of the lon. member. I reserve my right of making a few
remarks later on with regard to the merits of the Bill. The
principle of the Bill must be admitted, and there is no
getting away from that. We are now discussing the clause
which relates to the qualification of voters, and I have no
doubt that clause will receive the almost general assent of
the House. It may b. that some amendments are to be
proposed in order to meet the views and objections of some.
We will thon see what we will have to do. An hon. mem-
ber from Prince Edward Island wishes to obtain a special
franchise for that Province, but I do not think that the hon.
member for Mogantie can point out an injustice liere, for it
certainly doos not exist. But because the lon. member for
Prince Edward Island has moved that amendment it does
not follow that the House is obliged to accept it and
that there will be a special franchise for that Province.
Prince Edward Island will be treated like any other
Province in the Dominion, and if that amendment is adopted
for special reasons, there will still be open the question
whethor the other Provinces, and the Province of Quebec in
particular, will not also have special reasons for asking for a
franchise of their own. The hon. member says that there
will be universal suffrage in Prince Edward Island, and, for
:my part, I am anxious to see the vote which will soon be
taken on that point, in order to flnd eut what is to be thought
of the statement of the hon. member for Megantic.

Mr. LANGELIER. (Translation.) The hon, member for
Montmagny (Mr. Landry) seems to think that I regret to
see that my ideas are to be adopted iere. I do not at all
regret that ideas which I have upheld elsewhere and to
which I still adhere should b. adopted here. I merely
wish to point out the change which has taken place in the
ideas of the bon. gentlemen opposite. I merely wish to
p oint out that they are worshipping to-day that which they
urned and condemned in the Quebec Legislature. I do not

upbraid them for it, but I blame them for coming here to
worship their new idol. I, with my friends, pretend that
we should limit ourselves to the Local Legislature. Now,
if the Local Legislature should pass a law to limit the fran-
chise, the thing sbould be discussed in that Legislature. I
should regret to see the adoption of too li mited a franchise,
but the question is, whether the mode of suffrage is to be
regulated here or at Quebec. I would wish to regulate it,
as I proposed to do in 1875, in the Quebec Legislature, but
I am surprised to see that views on account of which I was
charged with heresy when I expounded them should be
adopted hore.

Mr. LANDRY. (Translation.) There is another point of
resemblance. If we are worshipping to-day that which we
burned then, you are burning to-day what you worshipped
at that time.

Mr. GAULT. I may mention, in order to show one of the
effects of this Bill, that in the city of Montreal, in an office
where there are now only three votes, there will be sixteen
votes, if the Bill passes. Under the Bill, there are hardly
any laboring men who will not have a vote, as $20 rental
is a very small one in that city. I hardly think there is a
rental in the city of Montroal which does not reach from
$4 to $10 a month, so that there will be a large number of
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laboring men and artisans, and other classes, who will have
the right to vote. I might also say that the qualification
of $300 of real property is a small valuation in Montreal,
and I have no doubt that the effect of the Bill will prob-
ably be to increase the number of voters in Montreal by
between 1,000 and 2,000. The Bill is one which has
my entire approval. I think this Parliament ought to
make the franchise for the election of its own members,
instead of each of the Provinces making a franchise of its
own.

Mr. DAVIES. The clause now under discussion bythe
committee is the firet enacting clause of the Bill. There
can be no doubt of its importance, and I fancy the con-
mittee understand that if it is carried it affirme a princi-
ple which overturns the existing system in all the Provinces,
and introduces a system at variance with the one which
has been in operation for the last eighteen years. I may
also remark that it strikes me as exceedingly strange that,
while the clause has had two amendments proposed to it,
not a single member of the Government has expressed the
opinion of the Government as to those amendments-as to
whether they will be accepted or rejected. It is well known
that the Liberal party of this ilouse in opposed to the
underlying principle of the Bill, and that e principle
which is to b. found in the clause now before the commit-
tee is not simply the assertion of the right, on the part of
this Parliament, to take into its charge the control of its
franchise in each of its Provinces, but the expediency of so
doing. And when we come to affirm the expediency of seo
doing, I think we should hear some arguments to the effect
that the existing system, which has been in operation
for eighteen years, has not worked well. I take
it. Sir, that those who are in favor of the
federal system of government and who are opposed to
the legislative system, will be slow to yield up any one
strong outpost which distinctly marks that federal system
from the legislative system. 1 take it, Sir, that those who,
for the last eighteen years, have enjoyed this right, have not
only enjoyed, but appreciated the enjoyment of their right
to define by themselves, in each Province, who shall have
the right to vote to elect members to this House. I take
it, Sir, that the introduction of a different system in this
Parliament, the declaration by this Parliament that the
right exercised by the different Provinces heretofore has
been badly exercised, the declaration that this Parliament
does not intend to allow them to exercise this privilege in
future will bea declaration upon which every one who values
the federal system ouglit to look upon with abhorrence, and I
am somewhat surprised that from the Province of Quebec,
at least, and among those who have been loudest in pro-
claiming their love of the federal system, outside of the gen-
tlemen who have spoken from this side of the House, not
one voice has been raised in favor of maintaining for the
people the rights which they have for eighteen years enjoyed,
and which, I venture the assertion, they have never abused.

An hon. MEMIBER. Two have.

Mr. DAVIES. I am reminded that two have, and I thank
my hou. friend for the reminder; I had forgotten them at
the moment. I am proud to say that two have, but two
only-the hon. member for Rouville (Mr. Gigault) and the
hon. member for Bagot (Mr. Dupont). They had the man-
liness to avow and to express by their votes those convic-
tions which they held, and which their compatriots have
also declared they held during the two or three years that
I have had a seat in this louse. I have heard many hon.
gentlemen on that side of the House proclaim themselves as
strongly in favor of the federal system, and as being ready.to
be the firstwhenever that system was attacked, to rush into
the breach to defend it. But on this occasion, an occasion,
I will venture to say, when that principle is involved more
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than it as ever been involved heretofore, every one of
those hon. gentlemen has maintained an ominous silence, or,
if not, has given his adhesion to the principle proposed by
the right hon. leader of the Government, which is the intro.
duction of the legislative system of Government. When
a change so vast is to be made in the manner of elect-
ing the members of this House, that change should
not be made hastily or without being submitted to
the judgment of the people themselves. It is almost
a truism that the Parliament which receives a trust from
the people should hand that trust back unimpaired. The
representatives of Quebec in this Parliamenu came here
elected by the people on a franchise made by themselves ;
and when they go back to their constituents they should
band back into the people's bands the rights they were
entrusted with. They were trusts which the people con-
fided to them to guard and not to surrender, even to the
higher power of the Dominion Government, unless under
the authority and by the mandate of their constituents.
The same remark applies to gentlemen who come from
other Provinces of the Dominion; and I ask this Rouse,
ias there been any expression of opinion from any of the
Provinces that they desire to surrender to this Parliament
the right they have hitherto enjoyed, of declaring who
shall and who shall not vote for members to sit in this
House ? Has a public meeting been held in any of the
Provinces to deciare that the rights held by the Provincial
Legislaturea should not be held by them ? Have petitions
flowed into this House to ask us to take away from the
Provinces the rights which they have hitherto enjoyed, and
which, no one can say, they have ever abused ? I say it is
not so. The people are satisfied, more than satisfied,
arnd are determined, if they can, to prevent their representa-
tives surrendering up this precions privilege into the bands
of the Dominion Government. I say there are those here-
and I ask them to mark my words-who will vote for trans-
ferring to the Dominion Parliament the right of saying who
shall and who shall not vote, who will live to see the day
when they will rue it. I make the remark because I have
noticed that the free people of this Dominion, in all the Pro-
vinces, are very tenacious of the privileges they enjoy; and
there is none-I speak, at any rate, for the English-speak-
ing people of the Dominion-that they value more than the
right to say vç ho shall vote for the representatives they send
to Parliament; and I warn those who are laying their viol-
ent bands on the constitution now, and are determined to
wrest from the people the rights they enjoy, that they are
doing it at their peril; I warn them that they will be brought
face to face with the people whose rights they are surren-
dering and violating, and I tell them that it would be more
manly and more consistent with the principles they give
utterance to, at any rate, with their lips, if they would say
to theirleader: This is too great an innovation of the exist-
ing constitution, and before we can vote for it we will go
back and ask our people what they think about it; we have
no mandate from them to do this thing, and we decline to do
it without their expressed authority. There have been no
petitions and no public meetings asking us to do it; the
press of the oountry has been silent; and if this measure is
brought forward to gratify a political whim, or a piece of
political malice on the part of one or two leading men of
the party, those who are doing it are committing an act
which they will live to rue before very long. When this
Parliament went to the country in 181s, it never was
mooted to the people that there was any intention to take
from them the right to elect their own members; when you
went back in 1882, you expressly told them that the only
question on which you appealed to them was the one ques-
tion, whether the National Policy was to be maintained or'
not ; and I say, to turn around now, after you have been
elected on that one issue, and that one issue alone, after
deceiving the people, for it is nothing more or less, and

Fleading them to believe that you were going, at the end of
your term, to hand back the trusta they committed to your
h ands-I say, to take away those trusts from them now is
to do an act of political violence which every man who
takes part in it will regret.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. DAVIES. Hon. gentlemen are accustomed to laugh

and sneer, but I think the events of the past year or two
have taught them that the time is coming when they will
be brought, not only face to face with the public, but with
the constituents whose rights they have outraged ; and I ask
them, with all their loyalty-and I do not presume to ques-
tion it-is this a time, above all others, when your young
men are ont fighting the battles of the country 'n the
North-West-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Question, question.

Mr. DAVIES. This is the very question now before the
House. I ask is this a time to lay violent hands on the
constitution, when the young men of the country, and the
old men, too, are fighting to maintain its integrity? When
they are being shot down by those who are up in rebellion
against the flag and against the constituted authority, is this
a time to come forward and wrest from the people those
privileges which they value so highly, and which they have
enjoyed from the time Confederation was established to the
present time. Perhaps it- is a fitting time; perhaps
no more fitting time could be taken. If the outrage is to
be committed at all, it is fitting that it should be committed
at a time which will make it much more outrageons that
at any other time. We were told, up to to-night, at least,
that the great object sought by this Bill was to establish
uniformity throughout the several Provinces of the
Dominion; that it was upon that principle tLat the Bill was
introduced. We were told it wais highly indecorous, highly
improper, that diftrent franchises should cxist in British
Columbia and in Ontario and in Prince Edward Island, and
the great object sought to be attained was to establish a
uniform system. What are we told to-ni; ht ? The hon.
member for Inverr ess (Mr. Cameron), whe1 hor inspired or
not, I do not know, rises in his place and tells us that the
object is not to obtain uniformity at al. What, then, is the
object and purpose of the Bill? This Bill is the Bill of the
leader of the Government, the emanation of his mind ; its
object may not be uniformity, but it is to suppress and, if
possible, to extinguish one of the great parties of the State.
When Bills of this magnitude and importance are intro-
duced in the English Parliament is this the course that
is taken ? Did you ever hear of an English Premier
at the fag end of the Session, dragging in a Bill to alter the
constitution of the country, and in the dying hours of the
Session trying to pass it through by force ; and so far as
the majority are concerned, with a predetermination that
discussion should not take place upon it ? I do not charge
all my hon. friends opposite with a desire to suppress dis-
cassion ; but I do charge large numbers of them with that
desire; and I appeal to the historical fact that when two or
three of the most important principles of the Bill were
under discussion, whether it was not true that instead of
discussion we had a dozen or two speeches,: all delivered
from one side of the House alone. Parliamentary discus-
sion does not consist in the Opposition giving theircriticism
and the Government allowing them to go unanswered, but
in the Opposition offering their criticisms and in those
criticisms being rephed to. We have had the spectacle in
this Parliament of criticisms, which were mainly criticisme
that could not be successfully answered, being made, and to
this day they remain in the lansard without any attempt
being made on the part of the Government to
say a word in reply. What arguments have we
heard from hon. gentlemen opposite ? We have bad
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from them but a sneer and a laugh, their object
being to obliterate the great Liberal party of the Dom-
inion. They may succeed, but I think they will not. I
have not read history that way; I find that when a violent
and improper or a fraudulent attack is made upon the rights
of a people, or upon the rights of one of the great parties of
the State, nine times ont of ten that attempt recoils like a
boomerang upon the heads of those who begin it. They
will find that there existe in the minds of the people such a
sense of right, such a sense of justice, such an inherent
hatred of tyranny and oppression, that they will, by a large
majority, refuse to condone or to asent to this outrage which
is being attempted to be committed on the Liberal party.
Let us see whether the hon. gentleman's statement, that
uniformity was not one of the objecta of the Bill, tallies with
the record. We find that this Bill has been the cherished
ideal of the leader of the Government for many years. It
is a matter of history. Every one knows that the hon.
gentleman has a strong predilection in favor of a
legislative form of government. From the time Con-
federation was established the object of the hon. gentle-
man's life lias been by slow degrees to educate his party
up to that pith when they will accept every
principle which it is desirable they should accept to make]
ihis a 1ilati ve union. Step by step the hon. gentleman
has gone on; thwarted here by the great Liberal Farty;
thwarted there by the people, who have risen up in fear at
the attempt he bas made; thwarted occasionally by opposi-
tion in his own ranks, he as steadily and persistently been
going on to the one end, the great ambition of his life, to
make this what he hoped it would be when Confederation
was carried out, a legislative union. So far back as 1867,
when the first Parliament of this Dominion met, one of the
first measures he promised to bring down was a measure to
make a uniform franchise throughout the Dominion.. le
reached forth his hand to seize upon the rights of the Pro-
vinces the very first time ho met the first Parliament of
the Dominion. The hon. gentleman declared thon:

" You will be asked to consider measures for the establishment of
nuniform laws relating to elections and the trial of controverted elec-
tions."

The, key-note was struck in the Governor General's speech,
a speech prepared by the right lon. gentleman, the very,
first Parliament that met after Confederation was an accom-
plished fact. Thon, after going on to explain that a Bill of
that character, to unify the lawâ of- the several Provinces,
was so comprebensive in its character and so filled with
detail that it could not be discussed, except a whole Session
was given up to such a Bill alone, he goes on further to
declare that other matters would prevent it being taken
up in the Parliament that Session. In 1869 he again pro-
mises that "Bille will be presented to you for the establish-
ment ofuniform and amended laws respecting parliamentary.
elections." In 1870 h. again puts in the mouth of the
Governor General the following words .

"The laws in force, on the subject of the elective franchise and the
regalation of parliamentary elections in the several Provinces of the
Dominion, vary very much in their operations, and it is important that
a uniform provision should b. made, settlingthe franchise and regulating
the elections 10 the House of Commons, and measurea upon hoe a b
jects will be submitted to your consideration."'

Again ho says:
"It is important a provision should be made, settling the franchise

and regulating the alertions"

Again, in 1873, after Prince Edward Island had thrown in
her fortunes with the D >minion, the hon. gentleman put in
the Speech from the Throne the following statement:

" B the postponement of this measure from last Session-a measure
to mae a uniform law throughout the Dominion-you will have the
advantage of including in its provisions the Province of Prinee Edward
Island, now happily united tu Canada."

So you see the statement made by the lon. member for
1fr, DAVIEs,

Inverness, that the object of the Bill is not to create uni-
formity, is a statement at variance with history and with
the facts. The facts are, that the object of the hon. gentle-
man is, and always has been, to take away from the Legis.
latures of the Provinces every right he could wrest from
them, and the intention, from the beginning, was, to take
away the right of declaring who shall elect members to
this House. There has been a good deal of discussion by
those who have condescended, from the Government
benches, to take part in the discussion as, to the right of this
Parliament to pass such a law. The principles of the con-
stitution have been invoked, constructions have been put
upon it, and we have been asked, in long and voluble
orations, to listen to bon. gentlemen arguing that the con-
stitutional right to pass such a law is vested in this Parlia-
ment. It is not a question of the power of this Parliament
to pass the law ; that power has never been challenged by
this side of the House. The language of the, British North
America Act is.plain enough. The power under it to pass
a law such as is before us, it ls clear, is vested in this Par-
liament. That was never denied ; what we deny is the
propriety and'the justice of exercising that right which the
constitution declares, until the time has arrived when you
should exercise it, shall be left with the Provinces themselves.
I call upon those who say the time has arrived when they
bhall seize this right to themselves to-point out the causes
which have rendered it necessary. What Province has
abused it? What people have abused the trust ? Is it true
that it is not to vindicate the power which the constitution
gives you that you are attempting to exercise it? Ie it
true that it is not because the people have abused the right?
Is it true that it is not because the people have asked you
to make the change? Is the charge true, which has been
hurled across the House from this side, and has not been
answered up to the present moment, that it is an attempt,
a wicked attempt, a violent, wicked attempt, to legislate
into power a party which has lost the confidence of the
country? That, I say, is the secret; that is the reason why
hon. gentlemen who cannot defend the Bill with their
voices, but are prepared to vote in favor of it, are urging
their leader on to carry it through this House. No man
with the experience and reputation and ability of the right
hon. gentleman at the head of the Government, no great
party with the prestige which attaches to the Conservative
party of this Dominion, would otherwise have dared to
propose a Bill outraging, as this does, the principles of
common justice, and vesting the right to elect the candidate
in the returning officer instead of the people. There must
be an underlying cause, and I believe the cause and
the motive is by Act of Parliament to declare, so
far as they can do so, that the Conserrative party shall rale
in this country, whether they have the confidence of the
people or not. Hon. gentlemen have descanted upon the
nocessity oe uniformity. Uniformity in the franchise is a
very pretty thing at the first blush, but uniformity in
name is not necessarily uniformity in reality. If you have
a homogeneous people, with one set of customs, with one
religion, with the same habits, and with a fair diffusion of
wealth among them all, it is just possible to have a uniform
system of representation; but where yon have a country
like Canada, with seven or eight different Provinces, with
different nationalities, different creeds, different occupations,
different languagesr different customs and different laws,
when you have a heterogeneons mass, such as that, if you
attempt to force a nominal uniformity upon them the resuit
is diversity and not uniformity, What may be very right
for Ontario may be very wrong for Prince Edward Insland;
what may be right for British Columbia may be wrong for
Quebec; it may be quite proper to give a man with a cer-
tain qualification the right to vote in British Calumbia, but
it does not by any means follow that it is right to do the
same thing In Prince Edwar4 Island. lIn theue case you
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may be enlarging the franchise and in the other you may
b. röstricting it. You have no right to do it.
While I admit your legal right, I dony your moral
competence to disfranchise the people. In the Mari-
time Provinces yon find many people who make
their living in ways which are different from those of
the interior Provinces. Those who go down to the sea in
ships and do their business upon the great waters, these
fishormen may not own much real estate, and you propose
to make real estate only the qualification for voting. Why
should it be so? The uniformity wbich you are seeking is
at the expense of fair play, at the expense of justice, at the
expense of long-established usage and custom; it is a uni-
formity o glaring, s outrageou, that already one hon.
gentleman has risen in his place and proposed that one
Province shall be an exception to it. The outrage is suchy
as far as that Province is concerned, that even ho, strong
supporter of the Government as he is, cannot submit to it.
lie knows that, if he did submit to it, and theother members
from that Province know it also, the re3ult would be for
them political annihilation at the hands of those who sent
them here. And what expression ofepinion bave we had
from any one on the Government benches in regard to this
important proposal? Has there been a whisper from the
Treasury benches that they are going to reject this ? The
hon. gentleman from Montmagny (Mr. Landry) indicated
that he would not vote for it; that, if it were
granted, ho would insist on the same thing being
granted to Quebec. le is right; but I shall wait with
nterest to see what the result will be in relation to
this amendment, about which I shall speak at greater
length presently. This principle of uniformity is not one
which commande the entire approval of the Conservative
party. I know there are men on the other side who do not
agree with it. The hon. member for Cumberland (Mr.
Townshend) said, that if the Bill took away from the people
any of the rights they had heretofore possessed it ought
not to pass Well, it does take away those rights, In New
Brunswick it takes away the personal property qualifica-
tion which has existed there for twenty-five years, and will
disfranchise nearly a quarter of the electors in Prince
Edward Island; and from Manitoba and British Columbia
it takes away rights which they have previously enjoyed.
Will the hon. gentleman be true to his words, and will ho
oppose and vote down this Bill which deprives these people
of their rights ? lu looking over the debates on the
Election Bill of 1874, I find that our worthy Speaker himself
held opinions similar to those which have been proposed
from this aide of the House:

",Mr. KiRKPATRIcx said he had come to the conclusion that the pro-
posal to leave the franchise to the Provincial Legislatures waa the best.
The Dominion was too widespread, and the interests of the people too
diverse, to make a cast-iron rule with regard to the franchise."
That was the belief of the hon. gentleman who has been
elected. to the high"position of Speaker of this Htouse. I
have no doubt that h. has not changed his opinion since. I
believe in my heart that there are many on the other sidei
who entertain the sane opinion now. I believe that many
of them would not have remained silent during this long
debate if they had been in full sympathy with the provi-1
sions contained in this Bill. The amendment of the hon.1
member for North Norfolk asks us to affirm the principle '
that the Provincial Legislatures are best qualified to decideg
who should elect the members of this House, and is it not (
patent that this is the fact? Look at the debates for theI
la8t few weeks. An hon. gentleman from British Columbiaf
insists on the exclusion of the Chinese from the power to(
exorcise the franchise because the people of British Columbia'
desire it. I am the last man in this House to attempt to
force upon the people of British Columbia what tbey do
not want. They are the best judges, as the hon. gentle-à
men from that Province say themselves; but I ask why1
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they do not carry out their proposition to its logical
conclusion. I ask why, if British Columbia knows best
what franchise suits her, she should not determine it, and,
if so, why Prince Edward Island should not do the same.
What do the British Columbia members know about the
Maritime Provinces ? What do they know about New
Brunswick and Nova Scotia ? What do they know as to
the working in those Provinces of the personal property
qualification ? They know nothing, and the same remark
applies to Manitoba. Very few hon. gentlemen in this House
have ever visited Manitoba. They do not know what
qualification will suit the people there; they are not com-
petent to judge. The interests of the D.minion are so
diverse, the extent of the Daminion is so vast, the qualifi.
cation that suits one part is so unsuitable to the others,
that it is altogether improper and wrong for this collective
Parliament to attempt to force upon the individual Pro-
vinces the franchise, and determine a qualification about
which the majority of them know nothing. The whole
thing arises from a little bit of joalousy, I believe, a little
bit of rivalry, between the right ion. gentleman who con.
trols this Parlianient and the hon. gentleman who loads
the great Liberal party of Ontario. It is an attempt to
crush out the Liberal party in Ontario, and the other
parts of the Dominion have got to suffer for his petty
jealousy, which is unworthy a man occupying the high
position of the right hon. gentleman. Sir, what argument
have we coming from the Secretary of State the other,
day? The only argument he advanced in favor of this
Bill was, that it was undignified to let the Provinces doter-
mine for themselves who should elect the men they sent here
to represent them. Undignified 1 Why is it undignified ?
Io the spectacle whih he secs to the south of the lino au
undignified one ? He secs forty-five or fifty great States-
Empires, some of them-constituting together the United
States of America, each one of them possessing, by the con-
stitution of the United States, the absolute right to determine
who shall elect members to the Congress of the United States.
Has that ever been considered an undignified position ? By
no means, Sir. The Government of that country is one of
the grandest spectacles now to be seen in the world. It is
a spectacle of the whole people ruling themselves, and
ruling themselves well; a spectacle of the whole people
ruling themsolves in such a way that frecdom flourishes and
abounds, and that peace, prosperity and contentment reigns
in the several States of the great Union. Why are the
people satisfied ? Why do peace and prosperity reign
thore ? Because, Sir, of the great boon given them, of
being able to say who shall represent them and who shall
make their laws. But if they were not allowed to make
their laws, if another power made the laws and forced
them upon the people, you would not sec the same peace,
the same prosperity and the same obodience. I say the
argument used by the Secretary of State is unworthy of a
gentleman occupying the position e does. I say, Sir, this
Bill is bad, because it takes away from the Provinces
the rights which they have enjoyed the past eighteen
years, and not one member has dared to get up and
say they have ever been abused. I say it takes away
from them the rights which the people value; it is
taking them away against their will, and therefore I say
that on these grounds, if on no other, the Bill should be
condemned by every Liberal, and every man who loves to
carry out the wishes of the people he represents. I say,
Sir, the Bill is bad again, because, having determined to
take to yourselves rights which the several Provinces have
enjoyed heretofore, you have placed the franchise on a bad
basis. I say that you have ignored intelligence as the basis
upon which a man should have the right to vote; you have
ignored education as a basis, or a test, which should entitle
a man to vote; I say you have ignored citizenship as a
basis, or a test, upon which a man should have the right to
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vote-, I say you have placed that right upon the
lowest ground, in my opinion, upon which it can be
placed, namely, the possession by the individual of
$150 worth of land. Sir, does the possession of $150
worth of land augur the possession of those faculties
which a man should possess to entitle him to vote? Does it
augur that those who do not possess land have not sufficient
intelligence to entitle them to vote ? Does it justify the
exclusion of those whom you propose to exclude ? I say it
does not. I say the lines on which your logislation pro-
ceeds are improper Unes, unjust lines, lines that cannot
romain for many years, which must be uprooted and new
principles must take their place, if this Parliament doter-
mines that it shall continue to keep to itself the rights
which you are now usurping from the Provinces. I say
more than that; you trample upon the rights which the Pro-
vince I come from has enjoyed for the last thirty years.
Thirty years ago that little Province fought for and suc-
ceeded in obtaining the great boon of responsible governmont,
the same boon which people fought for in old Canada-the
right of the people to rule themselves. They gained a
victory, after a hard struggle, and the first thing they did
after gaining the victory was to introduce a Bill declaring
that universal franchise should be the rule, and that
universal education should also b the rule, in the little
island. They were among the first in this country to
establish the great principle of free education. Every man's
child there, for the part thirty years, las had the right to
receive a free education at the hands of the State. They
have received a free education ; the people are an intelligent
people; the people are an educated people. I say the
young men who, for thirty years past, those who have grown
up from generation to generation and have exercised the
great boon which the legislators of thirty years ago gave
them, have proved, by the result of their voting and by the
logislation of those whom they elected, that they are
worthy the great boon bestowed upon thom, and it rests
with this Parliament, it rests with the right hon, gentleman,
it rests with the Conservative party, to stop in and commit
the violent outrage of taking away from those people those
rigbts they have enjoyed. What have they done, tiat they
could b so treated ? Can you point to one act in their
legislation which doserves the punishment you are now
seeking to inflict upon them ? Sir, you are taking from
them rights they value as dearly as any other political
privilege they possess-a right which they have fought for,
which they gained after a desperate struggle, and which, I
tell you, they are not going to lose without a desperate
struggle, either. I say, not only in their local politics, but
in their Dominion politics, they have done nothing to jastify
this punishment. I call upon hon. gentlemen who till the
Treasury benches, and who are about tocommit this outrage,
to jastify it, if they can, and give this Parliamentthe roasons.
Hon. gentlemen who oome from Ontario may not know why
we should be punished. Then, Sir, if there are reasons, if
those who are seeking to punish Prince Edward Island
know any reasons, lot them come forward and give those
reasons to the House. They are committing an outrage.
They are disfranchising one-third of my constituents. They
are doing that without reason. They are doing an act
which I believe the people will rosent.

Mr. HESSON. Does the hon. gentleman pretend to say
that one-third of his constituonts are paupers; that they are
not able to possess 8150 worth of land to qualify ?

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman who interrupts me
may not accept my statement upon that point. But I will
read to him from the language of his own leader, and the lieu-
tenant of his own leader. In 1874 the then Chief Justice,
the lon. Mr. Dorion, introduced an election Bill into this
louse, one of the provisions of which was that for a tem-
porary period, until the Local Legislature passed a rogistra-

Mr. DAviEs.

tion law, manhood suffrage should cease, and no man should
vote unless he possessed $300 worth of real estate. That
tomporary provision evoked a storm from one end of Prince
Edward Island to another- a legitimate storm, a justifiable
storm, I say, because, even as a temporary provision it was
unfortunate. Upon that occasion I find that Sir Charles
Tupper, thon Mr. Tupper, rose in his place in this Ilouse
and read a letter from Senator Howland, protesting
against taking away universal suffrage from Prince
Edward Island, stating that it would rob three-
fourths of the present eloctorate of their votes,
the great majority of whom were Roman Catholics.
The hon. gentleman was misinformed. He put the number
far beyond what I do; it would not disfranchise three-
fourths, but it would disfranchise a groat many. Sir
John A. Macdonald contended that wrong was being done
by placing restraint upon instead of extending the franchise,
and that proposal coming, too, from a Liberal Government.
He asserted that none of the reasons which urged the Gov-
ernment to make this change were satisfactory, and the
country generally, and Prince Edward Island particularly,
would be of that opinion, too. That was the opinion of Sir
John A. Macdonald, that was the opinion of Sir Charles
Tupper, respecting a provision that was only temporary in
its character, and was only to last ton months. Mr. Laird,
who thon represented the island in the Cabinet, informed the
House that he had the pledge of the local Premier that a
registration Bill would be passed during the thon coming
Session of the Legislature, when universal suffrage would
again be restored to the people. So, even an attempt
to disfranchise the people of the island for twelve
months was denounced in the most eloquent and forcible
language-by whom? By those mon who to-day are
themselves committing the outrage, and committing it not
temporarily, but for all time. The hon. gentleman, in 1874,
said that the country would take note of this great violence
done to Prince Edward Island, and would be of opinion that
the change was uncalled for and unjustifiable. I repeat the
language of the hon. gentleman now, and I tell him
that any attempt to carry this great change through and
inflict a grievous outrage on the people of the island will
have the effect, unless retracted, of leading the people of the
island to punish hon. gentlemen opposite. In regard to the
number that would be disfranchised, I give the opinion of
the late Governor of Prince Edward Island, who at that
time was a senator in the other branch of the Legislature-
Senator Haviland. He said:

" The only thing he felt sore upon in this Bill was the provision with
reference to the franchise. This Bill would rob a third of the electors of
Prince Edward Island of their votes. They had had universal suffrage
-in Prince Edward Island for twenty years, and it had given Bo much
satisfaction that if a man got upon the platform there and advocated a
retrograde movement to a property qualification for electors, he would
not get twenty votes in the Province."
We are one on this questson in Prince Edward Island-
Liberals and Tories alike. We say that young mon who
have exercised the franchise for thirty years have not
abused it, but have exercised it fairly well. And we say to
hon. gentlemen opposite, that this is an attempt to take
away their rights, and to rob them of one of the dearest
privileges they possess. This is to bedone without reasons
boing given, without an explanation, and in silence; and I
ask hon. gentlemen opposite how such conduct can be justi-
fied ? It is an outrage upon my constituents, and upon the
people of the island as a whole. I took occasion, whon this
clause was up before, to express my intention to submit an
amendment. If the object is attained by the hon. gentle-
man who has since moved the amendment to the amend-
ment of the hon. member for North Norfolk, I should be
satisfied. I care not how the outrage may be averted, or by
whom the motion may be made. I wish the people to con.
tinue to enjoy the privilege they have exercised with so
much crodit to thomselves. I gave notice of a motion in
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the following words, which I ask permission to be alloweed
to read to the committee:

That the provisions of this section shall not apply to the Province of
Prince Edward Island, but the qualifiestion of persons entitled to vote
for the election of members of the House of Commons in that Province
shall be auch sas is now, or, from timie, to time shal ho providod by the
Legioiature ofathesaid Province for the olection of members of th
House of Ausembly of that Province.

Throw away the principle of universal suffrage? No; but
embody it in your Bill. Do not hon. gentlemen opposite
understand the meaning of language-tbat in the island now
we have universal manhood suffrage, and we desire to retain
that franchise.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). And change it, when the Local
Legislature wishes to change it.

Mr. DAVIES. Is a man so hide-bound to party as to be
averse to allowing the people of the Province to change
their franchise if they wish to do so ? Not, however, at the
whim of a Tory majority in Ontario, but according to the
desire of the people themnselves. If they choose to change
it, why should yoti object? I deny your moral competency
to object. You know nothing of the conditions under which
they live, nothing of their social conditions, nothing as to
their requirements. You may sneer at the people of Prince
Edward Island; but let me tell you they are as competent
to manage their own affairs as are the people of Ontario. I
denounce this act as unjust. I say it is. an outrage on the
people, who, when they came into this Dominion, assumed
that their rights would be protected, and from one end of
the island to the other there will re echo Senator Haviland's
words, that not twenty men will be found to endorse a retro-
gade movement, who will endorse this proposal of the
Dominion Government to curtail the rights they have so
long and so wisely exercised.

Mr. TUPPER. I do not rise to continue the discussion
but in the absence of the leader of the Opposition I wish
to protest against the violence of the language used by the
hon. gentleman who has just taken his seat. He spent a
great deal of time in denouncing as outrageous any attempt
to dictate, on the part of this Parliament, to any Province,
as to what men should vote and who should not vote.
The hon. gentleman seemed to strive, from time to time, to
use even stronger language in denouncing such an attempt.
The hon. gentleman must, however, remember that his
leader advocated that principle and exercised that right
which the hon. gentleman himsolf admits this Parliament
possesses. Everyone who knows anything upon the subject
has admitted that the Federal Parliament bas the right to
dictate to the Provinces what the franchise- should be in
those Provinces in connection with the election of members
to this flouse. That right is admitted.; the propriety of
exercising that right is questioned. It is on a proposal to
exorcise it that the hon. gentleman has denounced the
action as outrageons. In 1811, when a Bill was in com-
mittee to make temporary provision for the election of
members to serve in the House of Commons of Canada, the
leader of the Opposition of the present day (Mr. Blake),
then a member of the Opposition of that day, actually pro-
pounded this very principle, so vigourously and violently
denounced by the hon. member for Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr.
Davies); because, in discussing the question of disqualifica-
tion or laying down rules as to persons who should not vote,
the present leader of the Opposition (Mr. Blake) moved :

" That the said Bill does not provide for the disqualification of voter
in Nova Scotia as Government servants.

" That the principle on which the disqualification is.based is general,
and should be applied to Nova Scotia, whereas in Ontario and Quebec t
the voting is open."
Now, I say that the amendment of the hon. gentleman is
exactly upon a similar principle as the Bill now before the
House. Of course, in those days, when the Opposition was

led by the late Premier of this country (Mr. Mackenzie),
this question was before this House on one or two occasions,
and perhaps it was due to his inability to see those things,
as they really were presented, or for some reason or other,
that this wonderful expression of indignation lay dormant,
and that we never heard anything like the expressions of
indignation in regard to this outrageous principle -

Mr. DAVIES. Will the hon. gentleman excuse me. Did
ho hear me read from the speech of Sir Charles Tupper in
1874.

Mr. TUPPER. Yes, I did; and I was not at all surprised
that the hon. gentleman should fall back on the utterances of
that gentleman now, to strengthen his position ; but the hon.
gentleman having interrupted me with regard to that point, it
is only necessary for me to remind him that they were not
thon discussing the question of a general franchise, the
question of giving and taking between the different Pro.
vinces, which is necessary when a uniform franchise is
being discuesed. The question was as to a particular Pro-
vince of the Dominion, and therefore 1 cannot see the
importance or the relevancy of that letter which the hon.
gentleman has dwelt upon. I say that the principle under-
lying this Bill underlies the amendment which was moved
at that time, and that he did by that amendment attempt
to dictate to the Province of Nova Scotia what its franchise
should be. I merely rose to call attention to this matter,
because I did not think he knew it, and I think the leader
of the Opposition would have been grived to find so faithful
a follower of his rising and denonncing his condnct on that
occasion.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I do not intend to take the ground
that the Dominion Parliament has not power to alter or
establish a franchise for the Dominion. I do not profess to
be lawyer enough to sei whether such is the case or not.
I have heard able men take both views. But whether the
Dominion Parliament has power to do so or not, one thing
is certain: the Dominion Parliament has done it already.
In 1875 this Parliament provided, in one of the Acts passed
in that year, that the franchise in all the old Provinces of
the Confederation, as they thon existed, or as the Provinces
might make them, should be the franchise for the election
of members to the Dominion Parliament, and that statute is
in force to-day, so that really we have a Dominion franchise
adopted by the Dominion Parliament. Now, Sir, while I
neither deny nor affirm the right of the Dom-
inion Parliament to establish a Dominion franchise,
the question comes up: Io it either expedient or
necessary that they should do so? Before such a serions
step should be taken, one involving so much cost and
such groat changes, there should be some strong reasons
given for the course adopted. So far as I have heard from
hon. gentlemen opposite, from the leader of the Govern-
ment, and others who have spoken, I have never heard but
one tangible reason advanced for passing a Dominion
Franchise Bill, and that was that it was necessary to have
a uniform franchise throughout the whole Dominion. Well,
I am not prepared to admit that there is much in that. It
is a mere matter of taste. It may sound well to have a
uniform franchise from one end of the Dominion to the
other, but there may be difficulties in carrying it out which
may render it actually impracticable to do so. And, Sir,
we see that that difficulty is beginning to show itself. We
have almost the assertion, a% regards one Province of the
Confederation, that the principle is going to be set
aside. There is a motion to retain the prosent franchise
of Prince Edward Island-to make an exception in
their favor. Should that be done, the only feasible
excuse which has ever been offered for passing a Dominion
Franchise Bill falle to the ground, and the only feature
which las been pleaded on its bebalf is lost. Now, Sir, in
the few minutes which I intend to take up the time of the
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committee, I shall point ont, first of all, one or two of the
great objections to such a measure. The firet objection is
the objection of cost. I have stated already, since this
matter came up for discussion, that it is going to involve a
very large expenditure. We are going to have another horde.
of officials saddled on the country, all drawing salaries, all
eating up the hard earnings of the people, all living on the
earnings of the people, and to that extent diminishing the
national wealth. In fact, they are going to be an army of
non-producers. The work they perform has no practical
utility or usefulness for national purposes. I submit that
the present is not an opportune time to incur additional
expenditure. I need not remind hon. gentlemen that the
finances of the country are not in an altogether
prosperous condition; that in the present year we
are threatened with a deficit; that the expenses are
increasing in every Department; that the expenditures are
increasing in every Department of publie business, and that
in the face of a falling revenue is certainly a sufficient
reason why the Government should begin to economise and
try to make the receipts equal to the expenditure. And
then, Sir, there is another reason, on the gound of conve-
nience. I need not tell hon. gentlemen that the Govern-
ment is bound, so far as is consistent with the publie
interest, to consult the convenience of the people, and to
see that the people are not put to any unnecessary trouble
or expense. Sir, in the introduction of any new measure
of this character a great deal of inconvenience must noces-
sarily be experienced. There is all the confusion and
trouble of having two sets of francbises, of seeing that the
rights of the people to the franchise are preserved, of seeing
that no one who is entitled to vote is left off the list of
voters. That has been found in the past,'in actual practice,
to involve a large amount of trouble and inconvenience,
and immense amount of expense. I wish to draw the
attention of the committee to another fact, that the
parties likely to be put to this inconvenience and expense
are those who are least likely to be able to bear it-those
who, having small amounts of property, will have their right
to vote brought into dispute, and those are the ones who
are least able to bear the expense involved. And if you
look at the provisions of the Bill, and take into considera-
tion the awkward shape in which our constituencies have
been laid out for gerrymander purposes, and if you con-
aider the fact that the first appeal is perhaps the only chance
of appeal against the voters' list before these revising
officers, you will see that the people may be required to
travel large distances-in some cases thirty, forty or fifty
miles, or further, and you can easily understand how it
becomes almost impossible for a poor man, under those
circumstances, to assert his right, to have his name
put on the voters' list. On these grounds we see
serions objections to the enactment of this law at
the present time, and I would again urge upon the
committee that by retaining the law in its present form
ail this cost and trouble will be avoided by the people.
Now, I wish to say a word or two about the provincial
franchise, upon which members have been elected to serve
in this House. These, I believe, if carefully examined, will
be found, from one end of the Dominion to the other, to be
just and reasonable. There is one objection to a uniform
franchise for the Dominion, that it makes changes which
o2ght not to be made in the provincial franchises. So far
as Ontario is concerned, this Bill, by raising the qualifica-
tion, disfranchises a number who are now entitled, under
the provincial law, to the franchise. I was a little surprised
at some remarks made by some hon. gentlemen opposite
lat evening, who spoke disparagingly of the assessors of
Ontario. Gentlemen whom I thought ought to have known
better, intimated as much as that these assessors were so
partisan in their feelings that they allowed those feelings to
get the better of their judgment, and that consequently the
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assessment roll was not to be depended upon. I am sorry
that such an assertion was made. I happen to know a great
many of the assessors, and, take them all in ail, so far as I
am acquainted with them, they are an excellent clam of menà
The necessities of the case require that they should be such.
Their office is one of the most important municipal oMces.
It is upon the assessment roll made by these assessors that
the taxes for municipal purposes are levied; and hon.
gentlemen can easily see that it is of the first importance
that they should be mon of intelligence and of sound judg-
ment, as well as mon of integrity of purpose, who will
do the right; and I believe that ninety-nine out of
every 100 of the assessors of Ontario are men of that
character. But if they fail to do their duty properly,
there is a remedy. The municipal law provides that if any
man's assesment is lowered below what will qualify him
to vote, he can appeal to the court of revision. The asses-
sors perform their duties under oath, and the court of
revision, composed of five men, are also sworn to do w hat
is right between man and man. That court is held in each
township, village, town and city, so that there is every
opportunity for anyone who feels aggrieved to obtain
redress. The court of revision examine the roll and add
names which are improperly left off, or remove those which
ought not to be on. If the party fails to procure justice
there, ho has a further appeal to the county judge. The
county judges hold courts for the revision of the votera'
lists in each municipality of the riding, and from the clasà of
judges we have in Ontario, every man can fully depend on
having substantial justice done to him.

Mr. WHITE. Ho will have the same now.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Under all these circumstances, if
there is a man whose property qualification entitles him to
vote in the Province of Ontario, and who is left off the roll,
ho has no one to blame but himself. It is far different
with the provisions of the Bill now before the House. The
right of appeal is absolutely denied from the act of the
revising barrister; there is simply an appeal to himself
against himself ; but 1 intend to show, when the proper time
comes, that even that right of appeal is simply a mockery.
As I have said already, many constituencies have been
left in so strange a shape that when the first revision is
held it would be almost impossible for those who feel them-
selves aggrieved to attend, unless at a great cost and with a
great deal of trouble. Hon, gentlemen may say that there
is a second revision, but the law is so framed that if the
revising officer sees fit, hoecan render that second revision
absolutely null and void. One hon. gentleman the
other day objected to using the provincial franchises,
on the ground that under the Act lately passed
by the Ontario Legislature plurality of voting was denied
that is, a man owning property in different electoral
districts was denied the right to vote in each. I cannot see
that that is an objection. On the contrary, it seema to me
that it is one of the best features of the law. Whether
rightly or wrongly, we have made property the test of the
qualification to vote in our parliamentary elections; auf
while that is the case, I submit that the amount or the
number of pieces of property a man has is no standard by
which to judge of the amount he contributes to the revenue
of the country. The fact of the matter is, you will ofter
find that it is the reverse, and it is worthy of note that oui
tariff is so framed that the poor man, in proportion to whai
he uses, pays the largest amount of revenue into the
Treasury. 1 happen to be one of those who, under the old
law, would have been éntitled te a plurality of votes
that is, 1 could vote in differont divisions. I have
a near neighbor who could buy me out twice ,ove
any. day of the week, who owns a large property an(
farms a large tract of land, and who contri, utes three
times the amount of revenue that I contribute, yet he

1644 MAY 5,



COMMONS DEBATES.
bas only one vote, while I can vote in diffoerent electoral
divisions, if I see fit to do so. On what principle of equity
or common justice should I have two or three votes, while
that gentleman has only one? I consider that one of the
beat features of the late Act of the Ontario Legislature.
But, with regard to the present Bill, there are other
features which render it one we ought not to adopti I was
pleased to hear the Premier yesterday somewhat modify
the statenent he made a few days ago. A few days ago he
stated he intended to extend the franchise to all the Indians,
wherever they possessed the qualifications prescribed, even
to those on the far western plains, such as Poundmaker,
Pi-a-pot, and others. Yesterday, however, he very much
narrowed that statement, and said he only intended the
franchise to be given to the old Provinces that originally
formed the Confederation. I am glad to see that he has
taken one step in the right direction; but still, the objec-
tionable feature romains, that even in the old Provinces
this Bill proposes that the Indians, who remain wards of the
Governmont, are to have the franchise conferred on them.

Mr. WHITE. Many of them are as intelligent as you
and I.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Very likely, but stili they are in a
condition of servitude. They should be placed on the same
footing of freedom as the hon. gentleman and> myself, and
then I would have no objection to giving them a vote.

Mr. WHITE. So far as the Mohawks are concerned,
they are independent of any Government, for they are
getting the interest of their money.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Who has the handling of the money ?
Is it not doled out by the agent ? Are these Indians not
under the same tutelage as others ? They have no property
that they call their own; every foot of property is under
the control of the Government; they cannot sell it or mort-
gage it; they are debarred from all the privileges of citizen-
ship.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman is out of order.
We are not discussing the Indian question at all, but whether
Prince Edward Island is to be exempted from the operation
of the Bill, and also on the main amendment, whether we
should adopt the provincial franchise.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I was just about concluding when I
was drawn into the discussion of the Indian by the remarks
of the hon. momber for Hastings. From all the objectionable
features in the Bill, it is one that should not be passed by this
Parliament. I belleve we should still retain the provincial
franchises, as we have during the past eighteen years; dur-
ing all that time we have heard of no cause of complaint, and
I think we ought to have 4eft well enough alone.

The committee rose and reported progress.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of the

House.
Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned ut 1:20 a.m.,

(Wednesday.)

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
WiDNEsDAY, 6th May, 1885.

The Simua took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PArmRs.

SETTLERS AND HALF-BREED CLAIMS-PRINCE
ALBERT AND NEIGHBORING DISTRICTS.

Mr. BL AKE. Before the Orders are called, I desire to
çalI the attention of hon. gentlemen opposite to a return

which was presented yesterday in answer to an Order of the
louse of the 7th March, 1883, for copies of all correspon-

dence and memorials relating to the claims of the inhabitants
of Prince Albert and the neighboring digtricts in the North.
West Territories, in respect of the lands they occupied and
to other matters affecting their condition. This return was
presented the 5th May last, and it has so failed to answer
the Order of the louse that I am sure it bas not received
that supervision at the hands of whatever Minister may be
responsible for seeing that the Order of the House is obeyed
which it ought to have. There was a debate on that motion
in which the circumstance of the inhabitants of Prince
Albert and the noighboring districts were stated, amongst
others, by myself who moved the motion, and that debate is
reported in the Official Debates. I refer te the petition of the
settlers to this House which had been placed in the hands
of the members and was laid on the Table of the House, and
still on record as containing the substance of their claims;
I referred to the claim that some of the settlers had gone to
that territory before its transfer to the Dominion and that
they had been promised that their claim would be recog-
nised at Ottawa, but that they had not received their
patents or any final solution or their claims. I referred also
to the claims of the settlers between 1870 and 1879, te their
demand for a land office, to the refusal te allow purchases
of improved sections at $1 per acre, and te the allegation
that there were purchases over their beads by others. I
referred te the claim of some of the inhabitants that they
should be placed on the same footing as those resident in
Manitoba at the same time, and this claim had reference to
the difficulties of both whites and half-breeds, one clause
referring to the one and the other clause referring to the
other. I referred to complaints with reference to the mail
service and the Saskatchewan improvements and the griev-
ances alleged to have arisen out oe the operation of colonisa-
tion companies. lin the course of the same debate, the hon.
member for Provencher (Mr. Royal) pointed out that there
had been a delegation of half breeds and of pioneers
from Ontario to Ottawa, claiming the lands on which
they had settled; that there had been surveys without
regard te the Unes of the old properties which had .aroused
suspicion resulting in a meeting of the settlers who had
represented to the Government the justice of respecting
their property; that their claims had in this respect been
conceded by the Government and that a land office had
also been promised. Now the return which was brought
down was presented yesterday, 'the 5th -May. By the
papers it contaiDs it appears that it was despatched to the
Secretary of State by the Department of the Interior in
three parcels, one on the 18th April, the se-ond on the
20th April, the third on the 21st of April. It was pre.
pared as a return by the Secretary of State on the 21st
April and bears his signature as prepared For presentation
on that day; but it was retained and not brought down to
the House during the interval between the 2lst April and
the 5th May. On looking at it, I find it contains many
papers which are subsequent in date to the 7th March, 1883.
Probably nine-tenths of the papers embraced in the return
being of dates subsequent to that. I do complain of ths,
for I particularly requested the hon. gentleman that in
view of the delay which had taken place in the
presentation of the return, he would carry the papers down
to as late a date as possible; but I stated it merely te show
the House how little of the return comprises the earlier
correspondence and papers asked for. Of these which were
called for there are hardly any. There was a petition from
the halfJ reeds early in 1878 that was sent through
Governor Laird in the summer of 1878, and has been made
public, and there was a memorial in the North-West
council in the summer of 1878, both of which have been
made public. I do not intend, to bar these, to refer
particularly to any of these papers I have mentioned to
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hon. gentlemen opposite on a former 'occasion. All the
rest of the papers which I am about to refer to appear by
the papers contained in this return to exist; we have the
evidence that they exist in the return brought down.
There is the statement not brought down as to the Order in
Council dated 19th October, 1882; there is a statement,
shown by the report of Mr. Lindsey Russell of 28th April,
1E83, that there had been urgent application by the settlers
for speedy titles, those applications are not brought down.
The assistant agent, it appears by a letter of the 19th Sep-
tember, 1883, was ordered to take evidence on the French
half-breed claims, as being familiar with the language, but
no report of bis action is brought down. The agent was
ordered to discontinue taking entries from these persons,
the French half-breeds, until specially informed as to his
duty, but no copy of the paper giving him the information
or further order is brought down. The letter of 16th Octo-
ber, 1883, shows that there were two letters of the 17th
July and of the 25th July, from the Minister of the Interior,
but neither of those letters is brought down. The papers
show that there was an Order in Council of the 7th June,
1883, but that Order is not brought down. A telegram
appears from Prince Albert, from Mr. Pearce to the Deputy
Min ister of the Interior, Mr. Burgess, but the date is not
given, though it is material. So, in regard to a letter from
Mr. Burgess to Mr. Pearce in reference to this telegram, the
date is not given. So in regard to a letter from Mr. Hall
to Mr. Deville, the date is not given, and the reply from
Mr. Deville to Mr. Hall is not brought down. Mr. Pearce's
report of 12th March, 1884, raises a question which he would
not assume himself to decide, as to half-breeds and Indians,
states that question at some length, and asks for a
solution of it, but no copy of the decision is brought down.
The same report of Mr. Pearce states that the half-breeds
have not yet made entry for lands at Stobart, Duck Lake,
and the South Branch of the Saskatchewan, as they were
expecting a resurvey of their property into river lots, but
none of the corrcspondence or orders or reports on the sub.
ject of the resurvey or of the survey are brought down. On
March 5th, 1881, Mr. Pearce shows that the agent reported
on claims made prior to the transfer of the territories; the
report of the agent, however is not brought down. Mr.
Pearce refers to a letter from the head office to the agent of
the 14th January, 1879, as to the survey of the river lots;
that letter, however, is not brought down. Mr. Pearce's
report also shows that there was laid before the Minister a
petition from t.he settlers as to the river frontage but the
petition is not brought down, nor is the reply of the Minister
to the petition brought down. Mr. Pearce's report also
shows that, on- the 11th March, 1882, the agent wrote on
behalf of settlers at St. Laurent, asking for a river lot sur-
vey to be made, but the agent's letter is not brought down,
nor is any reply to it brought down. Mr. Pearce's report
shows that the head office replied on the 21st December,
1882, but that reply is not brought down. Mr. Pearce's
report shows that there is correspondence on the files
showing the intention of the Government as to the river
surveys down to the spring of 1883, but that is not brought
down. Mr. Pearce's report also shows that, in January,
1884, he was waited on by the Rev. Father Vezreville and
the Hon. Charles NoliD on the subject of these river fron-
tages, and that on the 17th January, 1884, he wrote to the
Minister at their request on that subject, but Mr. Pearce's
letter is not brought down, and no reply to it is brought
down. Mr. Pearce's report shows a letter to the agent of
the 2nd August, 1881, as to openiug the office, but that is
not brought down. Mr. Pearce's report shows that, in the
summer of 1882, the agent received a copy of the instruc-
tions of January, 1882, but the letter covering those instruc-
tions is not brought down. Mr. Pearce's report shows that
the Hon. Lawrence Clarke, who is a resident at Prince
Albert, and I believe a chief factor of the Hudson's Bay
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Company, wrote to the minister enclosing resolutions passed
at a meeting at Prince Albert on the 8th October, 1881, but
neither the letter nor the resolutions are brought down.
The fifth of these resolutions specifically refers to the half-
breed claims and calls for their consideration on the basis
that the same consideration should be given te the half-
breeds of the territories that was given to the half-
breeds of Manitoba by the Manitoba Act. Mr.
Pearce's return shows that, on the 22nd of November,
1881, the Minister replied to the Hon. Lawrence Clarke, in
full, but that reply is not brought down. Mr. Pearce's
report shows that there was other correspondence on that
subject, but that correspondence is not brought down. ,iMr.
Pearce shows that, on the 14th April, 1882, there was a
letter from the head office, which is not brought down.
Then Mr. Pearce's letter of the 12th March, 1884, asks for
the plans of Battleford and Edmonton and for the docu-
ments in reference to the claims at those points, but no
reply to that letter is brought down. Mr. Burgess, as Dep-
uty Minister, telegraphs on the 7th April, 1884, to say that
the report of the land board as approvedr and to require the
schedule to be sent to Ottawa. It appears from the papers
that those scbedules arrived at Ottawa, but nothing appoars
as to the approval of the schedules and the final disposition
of the matter. A telegram of the 7th May, 1884, from Mr.
Aquila Walsh to Mr. Hall, the acting secretary or the sec-
retary, is brought down, but that is a reply to a telegram
from Mr. Hall, and that telegram is not brought down. A
telegram from Mr. Walsh to Mr. Burgess, of the 1st August,
1884, which is a reply also to a telegram from the Deputy
Minister, is brought down, but the telegram from the
Deputy Minister to which it is. a reply is not
brought down. It appears from the papers that
there had been meanwhile some other correspondence,
which is not brought down. There is a letter of the 1st
August, 1884, from Mr. Walsh to the Minister, in which
reference is made to a letter from the Minister which
had modified in some respects the terms of Mr. Pearce's
report ; that letter of the Minister is not brought down, nor
is there anything as to the final approval and issue of
patents. And, while this is the case as to the general state-
ment of the claims of the settlers, that portion of the
return which the Minister sends in special to the hon. the
Secretary of State, dealing with the half-breed claims at St.
Laurent and Batoche and so forth, is still more defective
than is the return on the other subjects. Inasmuch as this
return bas taken more than two years in preparation, I
hope it will not be considered unreasonable if I ask that
these deficiencies, and those other deficiencies which I indi-
cated in a former speech but to which I do not now specifi-
cally allude, because I confine myseif to what appears on the
papers, with the one exception .I have referred to, will be
supplied at the earliest moment.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to asi the Government if
they have any information with relation to the recent
fight in the North-West. There are rumors to the effect
that they have received such information, and I think the
public would like Vo know it.

Mr. CARON. The only information which the Depart.
ment has received is a telegram from the operator at Win-
nipeg, confirming the news of the battle fought by Col.
Otter on Poundmaker's reserve. There are no details
given except those which appeared in the press .despatches.

TUE FRANCHISE BILL.

House again resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No,
103) respecting the Electoral Franchisq.

On section 3,
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Mr. YEO. I am very much opposed to this Bill in so far
as it applies to Prince Edward Island. In Prince Edward
Island we have, for the last thirty years, enjoyed manhood
suffrage, and it has been found to work satisfactorily. I
do not know what the object of the Government can be in
changing our franchise in that Island. When the present
Government returned to power in 1878, five out of the six
members for that Island, supported the present Government,
and if this is the way we are to be treated, if one-third of
the constituents are to be disfranchised by the Government,
I think it is something they ought to resist. Another great
objection to the Bill, in my mind, is the fact that it will
entail a very serious. expense upon the country; and if the
Government have any money to spend, beyond the actual
requirements of the Finance Minister, it ought to be spent
on public works which will be of utility to the country.
So far as our franchise is concerned, this Bill is a retrograde
measure, and puts us back to the days of the old family
compact that existed in Prince Edward Island thirty years
ago. Very fcw people then had the privilege of voting, but
the Liberal party, by dint of hard fighting, managed to
secure a majority in the Legislature and succeeded in
obtaining responsi ble government. Soon after they obtained
responsible government they gave the young mon, and every
man on the Island who was a resident, the privilege of vot-
ing; and if this Government is nowto step in and take that
privilege away from a great many of them, which they have
enjoyed for upwards of thirty years, I think it is something
the people of the Island will resent when the time arrives.
It is the old family compact under a new form. In those
days all the power was vested in the hands of a few favorites
of the Conservative party: but as soon as the Liberals came
into power they gave the Island a universal franchise, free
education and free lands, and from that day to this content-
ment and prosperity have been enjoyed by the people of the
Island. I think it is certainly a very illiberal proposition on
the part of the Government to deprive a great many of our
young men, such as school teachers, clerks and young
mechanics, of the right of franchise, while they wish to
extend it to the Indians. Our school teachers, clerks and
young mechanics have always tajren a very active interest
in public affairs. I have had the honor of running four or
five elections in Prince County, and I found, in each case,
that the young men took as great an interest in politics as
the older ones, and if they are now deprived of the franchise
I think they will feel it a great injustice. When we
entered the Union, we expected that our position would
be ,improved; we did not expect to be treated
in this way and used to meet the exigencies of any politi-
cal party. It appears that almost everything that was
formerly in the hands of the Local Legislature is to be
takou &away from them; and if this policy of centralisation
is to go on much longer, this Government might as welk
take charge of the Lmal Legislatures altogether, for their
usefulness will be gone. I think that every Province in
the Dominion has a right to regulate its own franchise,
upon which members are elected to this Parliament; and
in view of this attempt of the Dominion Government to
deprive the Provinces of that right, I think they should all
take concerted action, and potition the Government to
allow the franchise to remain as it is. There is no doubt
this Parliament has the right to regulate the franchise if it
chooes to do so, but when measures of so infamous a char-
acter as the one now brought down by the Government, on
the very face of which is borne the imprint of iniquity, it
is the duty of every honest, thinking man to oppose it and
prevent its becoming law if possible. There are many
other measures Parliament bas a right to deal with if it
sees fit, but that is no reason why it should exorcise that
power when in so doing public interests are sacrificed and
the just rights of the people interfered with. I hope there
are independent gentlemen enough in this H1ouse who

will understand the situation of Prince Edward Island, and
unite with me in inducing the Government to let us keep our
own franchise. Prince Edward Island is differently situated
from any other Province in the Dominion, and I hope the
amendment of the hon. member for King's will be adopted.
Some hon. gentlemen hold that the Bill is all right, exeept
in so far as it concerns Prince Edward Island. But I think
every one should speak for his own Province and not for
others. As I said before this Bill will entail a great cost
upon the country, and the Government, instead of wasting
money in this way, ought to use it in improving our harb.
ors and other public works, which are fast going to ruin.
Even the small amount of the fishery award that was
awarded to Prince Edward Island has been withheld by
this Government, which the Island requires for local pur.
poses. I hope all the Island members will be united on
this point, no matter to which party they belong, and see
that justice is donc to the Island.

Mr. FISHER. I think that in consequence of the
devolopments that have taken place, since the second read-
ing of this Bill, this clause should be reserved for further
consideration, When the hon. member for Quebec East
(Mr. Laurier) offered his amendment, it was discussed in
very short words by members of this side of the House; but
the amendment now proposed by the hon. member for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) deserves a little better
treatment, and will certainly require a little different argu-
ment, in consequence of the fact that the state of the Bill
has materially changed since that time. It might be said
that hon. gentlemen on this side of the House were wasting
time were we now to deliver again the speeches which we
made at that time, but under the new dovelopments which
have occurred, from the admissions of the leader of tha
Government who introduced this Bill, from the proposition
which has come from the member for King's, Prince
Edward Island (Mr. Macdonald), and from admissions made
last night by the member for Montreal Centre (Mr. Cur-
ran) and the hon. member for Montmagny (Mr.
Laudry), I think the question assumes a new aspect,
and thorefore deserves anew the consideration of this House.
When the First Minister introduced this measure he pro-
pounded the necessity of uniformity, although he qualified
that necessity by saying he did net wish to advocate
pedantic uniformity. I do not know what are the defini-
tions the hon. gentleman would give to the words pedantie
uniformity, but I presume they must mean some kind of
uniformity-that even uniformity which was pedantic
would stili be uniformity. One of the purposes for which
this Bill is introduced is that the franchise of the Provinces
should be the same for this Dominion Parliament. I
remember that during the firat debate on this Bill it was
said that, when people qualified under one franchise in one
Province, and people qualified under another franchise
in another Province, those sets of people were not equally
and fairly represented here. If that is the basis on which
this claim to uniformity is grounded, it is very evident that
uniformity of the franchise nust mean a franchise with
uniform qualifications for the vatiotus Provinces. The hon.
member for Prince Edward Island who has proposed this
amendment says in effect that he desires that the Bill shall
not extend to Prince Edward Island. If that means any-
thing at all, it means that Prince Edward Island shall still
continue to possess the right to have its own franchise. I
do not contend for an instant that that Island has not a just
and indefeasible right to regulate its own franchise; but if
that is granted te the Province of Prince Bdward Island,
in justice and honesty every other Province should pssess
the same right. The amendment also declares as an inevit-
able and legitimate conclusion that the Bill under consider-
ation is an infringement of the rights of the Provinces and
is an attempt to do what was acknowledged by one of the
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speakers to be unjust. As this uniformity seems to have
been disturbed, lot us consider for a few minutes what
adherence to mere uniformity will mean. It will mean, as
was aptly said by the Secretary of State, that while in one
Province a little rise might be made in the political fran-
chise, in another a little lowering might take place, and
uniformity can only be gained, by doing a little bit of
injustice to each and everyone, so that on the whole we
can come up to one plane. I think that îs one of the
strongest arguments why this uniformity is not desirable.
Is it desirable that we should legislate and place a law on
the Statute Book which would do injustice to anyone ? I say
no. It is the part of a wise Government which cares for
the good of the country to try and legislate so that no injustice
should be done to any individual in the whole Dominion. I
acknowledge quite frankly and fully that if it is necessary
for the good of the whole, some slight injustice may be done
to individuals or a small part of the community; but if that
is to be justified the proofs must be shown that it was abso.
lutely necessary for the general good of the community that
this. should be done. What have we heard in the shape of
argument from the supporters of the Government as to the
necessity of this Bill ? The First Minister has said that it
does not comport with the dignity of the Dominion Parlia-
ment that Local Legislatures should regulate the franehise
by which this Parliament is elected. The hon. gentleman
has said that it is an anomaly that one member should be
elected on manhood suffrage qualification, and another, pos-
sessing equal rights and powers in this Parliament, should
be elected on a property qualification franchise. Is this
anomaly such an evil that it is absolutely necessary that it
should be taken up ? If so, a great evil must have existed
for a long time previously, and the First Minister, who for
the greater portion of the last 18 years has ruled the desti-
nies of the country, must have allowed a grave injustice to
continue without endeavoring to put an end to it. If this
is the case it carries with it the condemnation of hon.
gentlemen opposite that this Bill was not put through
a long time ago, and not kept to this time, a time
when the country is in difficulty, when public attention is
diverted from the affairs of Parliament to matters of absorb-
ing interest in the North-West. An hon. member from
Prince Edward Island has asked that this Bill shall not
apply to his Province, and the hon. member for Montreal
Centre (Mr. Curran) who spoke immediately afterwards,
stated, in reply to the hou. member for Quebec East (Mr.
Laurier), who argues that if that was the case the Bill
should not apply to the other Provinces, that this Bill was,
restraining the franchise in the Province of Prince Edward
Island and therefore it was right and proper that the Bill
should not apply to that Province, the hon. member by
implication, at all events, arguing that where it broadened
the franchise and increased the nunber of voters it was
perfectly right and just. Is the hon. gentleman prepared to
extend that principle to all the Provirces ? And are the
Government prepared to lay this down as a basis on which
they are going to apply the Bill? If that be the case the
Government must not appjy the Bill to towns in the Pro-
vince of Quebec, because the Bill would narrow the fran-
chise in them. This afgument would not only apply to the
people of Prince Edward Island and the people of some
portions of Quebec, but it would apply to Mani-
toba, because the Bill would restrict the franchise
there, and it would apply to British Columbia for
the same reason. There are even parts of Ontario where
to-day there is a very wide franchise, and this Bill
would restrict certain parts of the franchise there. We
know, Sir, that in the Province of New Brunswick, and also
in the Province of Nova Scotia, there are certain classes of
electors who will be disfranchised by this Bill. Does the
hon. member for Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran) say that so
far as this Bill restricts those franchises, it is not to apply ?

Mr. FISiKE

If that reasoning is to carry through the whole Bill, there
will be so little of it left that the right hon. gentleman
who introdueed it will not be able to recognise hie own
child. But, Sir, the hon. member for Montreal Centre
seemed teobe willing that this Bill should not apply to the
Province of Prince Edward Island, and still ho said ho was
content to accept it for the Province of Quebec. The bon.
member for Montmagny (Mr. Landry) showed more inde-
pendence of spirit. Ie got up yesterday evening, and ho
said ho would vote against the amendment of the hou.
member for King's, Prince Edward Island (Mr. Macdonald).
He wished to retain the Bill in its integrity. He was not
prepared to do away with this franchise; ho thought it
was necessary that there should be a uniform franohise in
the Dominion, and ho was prepared logically te vote
against the amendment of the hon. member for Prince
Edward Island. Mark you the conclusion to which
the hen. gentleman came, and I contend it was a logical and
legitimate conclusion of the argument-the conclusion from
which there is no escape. -He went on to say that if the
amendment of the hon. member for King's, Prince Edward
Island, were passed, and that Province were excluded from
the operation of this Bill, thon ho would ask that the Pro-
vince of Quebec should also be excladed. There I contend
that the hon. gentleman was logical; ho was coming to the
just conclusion of the argument which the hon. gentleman
from King's, Prince Edward Island, applied to the considera-
tion of this Bill. I would like to ask hon. members on the
opposite side of the House, who are supporting the Govern-
ment to-day and who have supported the Governmont in
the past-those of them who come from the Province of
Quebec-if they are going to accept the reasoning of the
hon. member for Montmagny (Mr. Landry) or follow in
the steps of the hon. member for Montroal Centre. Hon.
members who sit on the Government bouches, from the Pro-
vince of Quebec, have asserted over and over again that
they have great influence with the Government and great
influence with the party which to-day supports the Govern-
ment. If, Sir, they have that influence, now is the time to
exert it. If they have that influence to-day of which they
boast, an influence of which we saw the effeci last year, let
them now come forwaid and exert it on the Gevernment
which leads them. Sir, this Bill is put forward by the right
hon, gentleman for what reason and for what excuse? I
know not, Sir, except it be on the flimsy excuse
which I noted at the commencement of my address.
But I believe there are other reasons. I have closely
watched the course of the debate on this Bill, and I have
seen that the members of this louse who are particularly
anxious to get the Bill through the House, who are so
intensely interested that the Bill should carry, are the
Tories of the Province of Ontario, and I believe it i in con-
sequence of the pressure which they have brought upon
the Government of the day, that this Bill, which is g ,ing to
do an injustice to every Province of the Dominion, has been
proposed by the leader of the Government. Hon. gentle-
men opposite from the Province of Quebec may b>ast of
their influence, they may say that they can contro- the
Government, but I think this Bill proves that their influ-
ence must pale before the influence of the Tories ofOntario.
It was not long ago that we saw the influence of the mem-
bers on the other side of the House, from the Province of
Quebec, exerted upon the Government to force tha Gov-
ernment to do what they wished, to do justice to the
Province of Quebec. Let them now stand up and exert«
their power, if they have that power, and put an end to tho
domination of the Tories of the Province of Ontario, which
is being exerted on the right hon. gentleman and bis col-
leagues. Now is the time for these hon. gentlemen to show
that they have power and control-that they can -get
justice for their Province; because, Sir, I maintain that
this bill will do an injustioe to the Province of Quebec, if
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the suggeàtion made by the hon. member for Montmagny
is not conceded. If, Sir, the right hon, gentleman is pre-
pared to say that as the Province of Prince Edward Island
is exempted from the operation of this Bill, every other
Province at the same time shallh be exempted from its
operatien, then, sir, I say the right hon. gentleman would
make his Bill moderately acceptable to this side of the
House. But until ho does so I do not think he will be
doing justie to the various Provinces, and specially to the
Province of Quebec, from whieh I have the honor to come.
I speak especially of the Province of Quebec and why ?
Because this Bill, I believe, makes more difference in the
franchise of the Province of Quebec than in the franchise
of lany other Province in the Dominion, except, possibly,
those Provinces in which there is universal suffrage. In
the Province of Quebec we are pledged to a principle of
suffrage which bases the qualification entirely on proporty.
We have there a moderately high property qualification,-
higher, I think, than is the case in any other Province.
I am not going to discuss the justice, or the rights, or ad-
vantages, of the qualification of the electors in the Province
of Quebec, becauseI do not think it is proper to do so in this
chamber, but when I compare the provisions of this Bill with
regard to the Province of Quebec, with our franchise in
that Province, I find that it makes a great and
radical change in that Province, and, therefore, I say
it is especially the duty of the members coming from the
Province of Quebee that they should not allow this Bill to
paso. And, Sir, another thing about this Bill is this-that
it has devoloped from the time it was read the second time
is shown by the fact that the right hon. Minister himself,
when introducing this Bill, said nothing as to the extent to
which the Indian clause would go. The right hon. gentle-
man the other night, when we were discussing the Indian
clause, said ho had no intention of applying the word
Indian to the Provinces of Manitoba and British Columbia.
Hore again the right hon. gentleman showed that the Bill
is not uniform as applied to all the Provinces.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Sir JOEIN A. MACDONALD It is not t atll to address.
myself to the committee on the question before the House
that I interrupt the han. gentleman. I have just received
a telegram from Superintendent Herchmer, who commanded
the Mounted Police with Colonel Otter. Inb is telegram,
which is sent here to the office of the Mounted Police, he
speaks more particularly of his own corps, as is natural. I
will read the telegram:

"From BSperintdedent erchmer, dated Battkford, May 3rd, received ai
Ottawa, May 6th, 1886.

"Column.fou ght Pouadmaker for seven hours and demolished bis
camp. Police behaved beyond praise, receiving first fire, holding
position Phiee holumn formed for attck and remaining there through-
out engagement. Ourlois asfollows: Killed-Oorporal R. B. Bleight,
Cor poral W. K. T. Laurie, Trumpeter P. Burke. Wounded-Sergeant
G. f. Ward. Total brigade loss, eight killed, fifteen wounded. Moved
eighty miles in thirty hours, seven of which we were fighting. Enemies
loss, killed and wounded, fully one hundred."

THE FRANCHISE BILL,

Mr. FISHER. It is satisfactory to hear that the result1
of the fight, which we heard of at a late hour last night,1
seems to have been greatly to the credit of our young troopsE
who were engage:i in it. I was on the point of suggesting(
to the right hon. gentleman-who, when he introduced this
iBill, spent eight and a half minutes in explaining its pro-
visions, and since that time has given us only little gleame
and glimps of what is intended by the Government-thati
it wouldbe for the benefit of the House if ho would vouch.
safe to us a little more explanation in regard to his Bill.1
The right hon. gentlemea first of ail introdieed his Bill on1
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the pretence that the franchise by it was to be made uni-
form; but he as allowed one of his supporters to propose
that this uniformity shall be brokon. The right hon. gen-
tleman himseolf has announced that when ho introduced the
Bill he did not intend that the franchise as extended to Indians
should be uniform; and ho since implied that the Indian
clauses would not be applied to the Provinces of Manitoba
and British Columbia. Now, I think it would be to the
advantage of this House and would save time in the
debate, if some momber of the Government would inform
us if the principle of' uniformity is teobe aban-
doned in the same way that the right hon. gentleman
informed us when.he introduced the Bill, ho was goingto
abandon woman suffrage. The right hou. gentleman at that
time got up, and in a most gracious, kind and condescend-
ing manner, told hie followers that ho would allow them to
vote on woman suffrage just as they liked. His followers,
I muet sav, seemed to be very glad of that opportunity to
vote as they pleased, they seized upon that unwonted per.
mission, and showed themselves so universally opposedto
the hon. gentleman's own desires that I think ho was left
with only ton supporters on his side of the House in favor
of woman suffrage. Now, if the hon. gentleman would
allow his followers in the same way to vote as they like on
the question of uniiformity, perhaps we should find the sane
thing occurring again; perhaps we should find that some
of hie followers are not so much wedded to uniformity, even
if it be not pedantic, as the hon. gentleman himseolf is supposed
to be. I say supposed to be advisedly, because in consequence
of the developments of the discussion on this Bill, I should
not be surprised to-morrow to hear that the hon. gentleman
had given up the principle of uniformity. We find one of
his supporters moving to do away with the uniformity of
the Bill; and we find another devoted supporter of the right
hon. gentleman from the Province of Quebec, saying that if
uniformity is given up in one place, it muet also be given up
in another place. The hon. member for Inverness, N.S.
(Mr. Cameron) said that to hie mind uniformity was not so
absolutely necessary,.but that it was absolutely necessary
that this Parliament should hold the control of the franchise
by which it is elected ; in other words, I presume ho meant
that this Parliament should be allowed to hold the franchise
all over the Dominion in the palm of its hand, whether it is
uniform or not. At the same time ho went on to argue
that instead of being under the control of this louse at
present, the franchise by which this House is elected is
under the control of the Provincial Legislatures. Hon.
gentlemen opposite have constantly and repeatedly said to
us that it was not right or decent or fitting that this Par-
liament should be elected by people chosen by another logis.
lative body. Those lon. gentleman who dwell on this
point forget one thing, and to my mind it is a very impor-
tant thing. The Local Legislatures have not the power to
croate the franchise by which this Parliament shall be
elected. The Local Legisiatures by the present arrange-
ment croate the franchises by which they themselves
shall be elected. Nobody here contends that they
have not that right, or questions the expediency of
that arrangement ; and what does the electoral
law of this Dominion to-day say ? Does it say that the
Local Legislatures shall have the power to determine the
franchise by which this House is elected ? No; it says
that the franchise by which this Parliament shall be elected
shal be the franchise by which the Local Legislatures are
elected; and under that arrangement we have this safle
guard, that any ch ge which the Local Legislaturos make
in the franchise by which this House shall be eleoted, must
be a change for their own electidn too. It is not possible,
under these circumstances, to conceive that the Local Leps-
latures shall do an injustice to any chas of the community.
Hon. gentlemen opposite throw ont hints, if they do not
make plain accusations, that certain Local Legislatures in
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the country have changed their own franchise for the express
purpose of influencing the election of members of this louse.

ir, I do not think for an instant that this is a fact. I do
not believe that any Local Logislature would be so stupid
as to change the franchise by which it is itself elected for
any other purpose than to regulate its own election ; and if
it does that, all that the present law'says is, that we shall
take that franchise for the election of members to this
House too. The two things [ have stated are so
different that I believe they completely dispose of the argu-
ment of hon. gentlemen opposite, who are afraid that the
Local Legislaturea will for purposes of their own change
their franchise to help their own friends and to influence
the complexion of this House. Now, Sir, the amendment
before us is an important amendment. But if we are asked
to exempt the Island of Prince Edward from the operation
of this Bill, and therefore we are asked to establish in the
Island of Prince Edward universal suffrage. If this amend-
ment is carried by this iouse-and I confess that I for one
hope that it shall be carried-this Parliament goes very far
indeed towards committing itself to an endorsation of uni-
versal suffrage; and I wish to bring it home to the atten-
tion of the members representing the Province of Quebec
in this House that if this House commits itself to an endor-
sation of universal suffrage, it would be very hard for these
men to prevent universal suffrage from becoming the law
in the Province of Quebec. I am not going at this point to
discuss the question of universal suffrage; but I wish to
point ont to this committee, and especially to the members
from the Province of Quebec, that the Local Legislature,
which represents that Province as fully as the members
of the Dominion House represent it-I think more fully
-has decided that for the Province of Quebec there shall
not be universal suffrage or an extended suffrage ; and yet
any gentleman who on the floor of this House supports the
amendment to allow the Province of Prince .Edward Island
to regulate its own franchise, that Province having univer-
sal suffrage, goes very far towards endorsing the principle
of universal suffrage. I fally believe that if it be necessary
to have a Dominion franchise, if it be necessary that we
should take up a general franchise for the country, it will
be, as was inferred by the hon. member for Montreal Cen-
tre (Mr. Curran) the other day, but a very short step indeed
until we find ourselves absolutely forced to make that fran-
chise a franchise of manhood suffrage. The hon. members
who represent Quebec in this Parliament had better look
closely into that question; they had better take it home to
tbem, and reflot that if they insist upon this Dominion
Parliament arranging a franchise for the whole country,
they will very soon come to a point when this Dominion
Parliament will be absolutely forced, whether it will or no,
by the course of events, to make that uniform Dominion
suffrage a manhood suffrage. Now, I contend that the
Provinces can better arrange their own franchises than the
Dominion can arrange them for the Provinces. It follows
as a self evident conclusion that if the Dominion is to
arrange one general uniform suffrage over the
whole Dominion, some one or the other, pro-
bably all the Provinces will have to give way a
little. In other words you are asking that each Pro-
vince shall suffer a little from its connection with the
other Provinces, and thereby you are putting an additional
strain on the links which bind our Confederation together;
a strain which it is inexpedient under any circumstances
to put ; a strain which, under the circumstances of to-day,
it is specially inexpedient to put, because I contend it is a
necessary duty ofthe Government of this Dominion that it
should remove all such strains as much as possible. If the
various Provinces:are allowed to arrange their own fran-
chises, no stiain will be felt; if the various Provinces arei
allowed to keep or to change their franchises, as they think'
beet under their own circumstances, under the peculiar con-j

Mr. Fmula.

ditions of society and property within their own limita,
there is no necessity that any one Province shall suifer in
consequence of the differences of circumstances and social
condition of any other Province. My hon. friend from North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) proposes that aprovincial franchise
shall be constituted, that the Provinces shall ho allowed to
continue their franchise just as they like, and that the pre-
sent arrangement by which those franchise are adopted for
the election of members to this House shall continue. I do
not know that it is necessary to enter into any elaborate
argument why the present state of affaira should continue ; I
think the onusis thrown on hon. gentlemen opposite to prove
why it is necessary the present condition of affaire should
be changed; and so far they have not given any argument,
which appeals to my mind, at all events, to prove that con-
tention. The other night a question arose with regard to
the Chinese, as to whether the franchise should ho given to
the Chinese, and what did we see? We sawthe members from
British Columbia getting up and denouncing the Chinaman,
saying ho was not fit to vote, and contending that because
there were so many Chinaman in their Province it would
be dangerous to them-not to the Dominion but to that
Province-if the Chinamen thore should be enfranchised,
and that therefore he should not be enfranchised either in
the other Provinces. On the other hand we saw the hon.
member for Montreal West (Mr. Gault) rising in his place
and stating that in Montreat there were several Chinamen
who had shown themselves well qualified to exercise the
franchise. fe considered those Chinamen were good
citizens and ought to be encouraged in his constituency;
he claimed that in consequence of their industrions
habits they were a good class of people who ought teobe
encouraged by giving them the franchise. If the amend-
ment of my hon. friend from North Norfolk is accepted,
the hon. member for Montreal West (Mr. Gault)
can give the franchise to his Chinamen and encour-
age Ohinamen to come to Montreal as much las ho
likes, and I have no word to say against him
for that. Probably ho knows them, and knowing the
condition of the labor market in Montreal, ho would be
glad as a large manufacturer and employer of labor to seee
an influx of Chinese into that city, so that ho might obtain
a sufficiency of good labor at low rates. If the amendment
of the hon. member for North Norfolk is accepted, the hon.
member for Montreal West will ho able to enjoy the fruits
of Chinese labor.

Mr. GAULT. I do not desire at all to see Chinamen
take the place of our own people. We can get plenty of
our own people without getting Chinamen.

Mr. FISHIER. I have no wish to attribute to the hon.
gentleman motives which ho is ready to disclaimn; I have
no desire in any sense to misrepresent him, but I eau only
speak from what ho said the other day. fie intimated
there were Chinamen in his constituency who had a good
right to vote, and ho would ho glad to give them a vote,
and I presume he would ho glad to give the right to vote
to other Chinamen coming into his constituency. The fran-
chise is the greatest privilege we can give to any
people coming into this country, and if the hon. gentleman
is prepared to give this great privilege to the
Chinese coming to his constituency, I take it for granted ho
is favorable to their coming and settling there. As this
Bill stands, the hon. gentleman cannot have his Chinamen.
Why ? Because the members from British Columbia say
no; because they say the existence of Chinamen there is a
menace to them and to the working people of British
Columbia. If the amendment ef the hon. member for North
Norfolk is accepted, the members for British Columbia ean
refuse the vote to thoir Chinamen and the hon. member fbr
Montreal West can give the vote to his Chinamen. That is
a fair speciman of the advantages which will lIow from the
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amendment of my hon. friend and of the disadvantages and
injustices which must result all through the country from
the passage of the Bill as it stands. The question with
regard to the Indians is, as we have shown clearly, a diffi.
cult one. We contend that certain Indians should have the
franchise, and that others should not; but hon. gentlemen
opposite have risen to their feet and said that certain Indians,
such as those in the constituency of Brant, should have the
right of the franchise, that they are well educated and quali-
fied to exorcise it. I am not familiar with the Indians,
either in Ontario or Manitoba or British Columbia, but if
the amendment of the hon. member for North Norfolk is
accepted, Ontario can deal with her own Indians. She has
already dealt with them in a way which I believe to be just
and right and can continue doing so. Quebec can deal with
her own Indians; New Brunswick can deal with hors, and
the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), who
spoke so well and so strongly the other night about the
Indians, saying that the Indians in New Brunswick were
debased and unfit to exorcise the franchise, can do
as he likes. British Columbia can also deal with
her Indians and refuse the franchise to her semi-
civilised barbarians if she chooses, if the amendment
of my hon. friend from North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton)
is accepted; but if this Bill passes through in its
entirety, the Indians of the good and well managed
and advanced reserves in Ontario and Quebec must either
suffer in consequence of the backward state of the Indians
in other parts of the country, or the whole country must
suffer because those backward Indians must be advanced in
conjunction with those from the well cared for reserves in
Ontario and Quebec. This is only a small portion of my
objections to this Bill in its present form. My hon. friend
fi om Norfolk has introduced an amendment by which the
provincial franchises shall be retained. That means that
the present state of affairs should continue, by which each
Province decides what is best in its individual circum-
stances, and by which wo have one voters' list in each
Province. If this Bill is put through, instead of having
one voters' list on which both the great elections of the
country are held, we shall have two, and our political
machinery will be doubled in its complication. Instead of
the ordinary elector being obliged to see that his name is
properly entered upon the votera' list of his muni-
cipality or constituency, that unfortunate individual
will be forced to see that it is properly entered
upon two votera' lists. I suppose there is hardly
an individual in this House who is not well aware of the
manipulation which goes on in relation to the votera' lists.
I heard hon. gentlemen on the other aide tell us that the
whole municipal elections in Ontario turned upon political
questions, that the assessors were appointed for political
purposes, and the municipal couneils were elected to ap-
point assessors of the right political stripe.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). It is true.

Mr. FISHER. My hon. friend from Leeds says it is
true. If this Act passes, the labor referred to by hon.
gentlemen opposite will still have to continue. My hon.
friend from Leeds will still have to see, in view of the local
votera' lista, that the right assessors are appointed, and the
right municipal councillors elected, that labor will still be
thrown upon those hon. gentlemen who boast here of the
influence they have used in the municipal elections in order
to obtain their own returns, and in addition to that they
will, I suppose, manipulate in the same way the revising
barristers who manage these other lista. I suppose they
will see to it as to the work and management of the
secretaries who are appointed under these revising bar-
risters ; I suppose they will see to it as to the whole
manipulation of the votera' lists under this law, as they
bost they have already seen to the manipulation of the

voters' lists under the local franchise. It matters not to me
if the politicians of the country have to do double
work, if hon. gentlemen opposite, who seem to
have been so much concerned in the manipulation of their
own voters' lists, have their work doubled. It is for them
to decide whether that is a good thing for them or not, but
I look thoughtfully and carefully upon the work which is
going to be entailed upon the honest and intelligent voter
of the eountry. I suppose the average voter, who in Ontario
apparently, is driven in a bord and induced to vote acoording
to his political stripe, will not have much more work than
ho now has, but, whon it comes to the intelligent and honest
voter, who will not allow the political machinery of one or
the other party to influence him, who will not allow him-
self to be looked after and controlled, if he las now to look
after his interest and will have to see that his name is
placed upon two instead of upon one list, so much the
greater will be that man's work. It is the duty of every
man here to care for that man most carefully. That intel-
ligent and independent and honest elector is a man who in
the aggregate decides upon all the political questions. It is
he who really rules this country. It is not the elector
who goes in droves and votes as he is told by the
political managers of his party, but it is the floating
voter who is honest and independent and intelligent,
and which decides for itself; and it is these men,
wbose work will be doubled by the introduction of
this second voters' list. He will not only have to
look after the present assessment roll and the trans-
ference of his namie from the assessment roll to the
voters' list, but will have to watch, liko a cat watching
a mousC, the operations of the revising barrister, who is not
amenablo to him and his fellow-citizens, from whose decision
thore is na appeal as to questions of fact, who has the
appointmont of bis own secretary and his own creatures,
and who can find out his information on which ho bases
this voters' list how, when, and whero ho ploases. It is a
much more difficult thing for the average intelligent and
honest voter to do than the old system, under which ho only
has to look after the assessment roll upon which he is taxed,
and the voters' list which is made from it. I know well
enough the difficultios which attend the proper correction,
revision, and eventual enforcement of assessment rolls and
voters' lists. I know that it is so great that it is hard to
get the average elector to attend to it himself, and, if you
put upon him a double burdon, it will be so impossible to
get him to attend to it, that it will really put into the bands
of the political partisans of the Government the whole arran-
gement of the voters' lists. Is it possible that it js for this
purpose that they wish to pass this measure, to wear
out»the honest and intelligent elector and get only their
partisans or those whom they can control on the voters'
ist ? Until some botter argument is advanced than we

have yet heard from the opposite benches, I am afraid I
will have to take that as the true reason why this Bill is
pushed through so energetically and determinedly. If the
amendment of my hon. friend from North Norfolk is
accepted, we shall have only the one voters' list which ias
been in existence for a long time, and which I think will be
a more true and honestly prepared list than the one pro.
posed by this Bill. In connection with this, I would allude
to the remarks of the on. the Minister of Customs the other
night as to the returning officers. The returning officers
to-day are the same for the Local and for the Dominion elec-
tions. They have the right to arrange the voting
subdivisions in each municipality and constituency.
They have a right to change those voting sub-divisiona.
The hon. gentleman from North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), I
think it was, remarked that the revising barrister would
have complote power over the voting sub-divisions of the
municipalities. It is true, he will be able to change those
sub-divisions just as helikes, and probably there will be
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great confusion in consequence of that. The Minister of
Customs interrupted my hon. friend, and said that the
returning officers now have that power. But I would call
his attention to this fact that in future there will be two
sets of voting sub-divisions, and two sets of officers whose
actions in this respect will have to be watched by the
average elector; and the elector will be subject to the con-
fusion which arises from two different sets of sub-divisions
for voting purposes, and will not know which polling place
to go to, in a great many instances. I say by this Bill the
possibility of mistake on the part of the elector is not only
doubled in consequence of the fact that there are to be two
sets of sub-divisions; but it is more than doubled, because,
whereas before there was only one sub-division, and now
there will be two, and he will not know where to
go and will not know where the divisions are
bounded. I think the hon. member for Cardwell
(Mr. White.) said the other day: There are municipal
elections and local elections, and another kind will
not cause more confusion than if there are only
two elections ? The proposition is absurd on the face
of it, and can be answered out of the mouth of the
hon. gentleman. If there are three in the future, it
follows, as matter of course, there will be more confusion
and a greater danger of mistake, than if there are only two.
I do not know how it is in the Province of Ontario, but in
my own Province there is no confusion between the muni-
cipal and the parliamentary elections. In the municipal
elections the voting is all done at one place, and everybody
has to go to that place, where the secretary-treasurer of the
municipality records their votes. In the parliamentary
elections polling sub-divisions are scattered all over the
municipality for the convenience of electors, so there can
be no confusion at all between a municipal and a parliamen-
tary election. But when we consider parliamentary elec-
tions and elections for the Local Legislature, I contend
there is much danger of great confusion arising. I have
known in my own experience, in the recent municipal
elections in my own township, that confusion arose from
the fact that people did nor know whether they
were on the municipal lists only, or on both the
municipal and the voters' lists. We had, in the month
of January, our usual election for municipal councillors,
and within two days of that an election on the Scott
Act. As hon. gentlemen know, the voters for the Scott Act
are the same as the voters for parliamentary elections;
and, Sir, we (found that people were greatly confused.
They went to vote in the municipal election on the
second Monday in January, and on the following Wednes-
day they were asked to vote on the Scott Act. Some of
them who were refused and not permitted to vote in the
municipal elections, in consequence of their not having paid
taxes, or other reasons for which to vote for the Scott Act,
although the lists were entirely they were not on the
votera' lista, thought consequently that they were unable
different, thus showing that the unfortunate accident by
which two elections came close together materially affected
the voting-not the result of the election, because that was
beyond question. This instance shows that there is confu-
sion under such circumstances, even when the arrange-
ments are very different under the municipal code from the
arrangements under the electoral law. But there will be
still greater confusion when there are two electoral laws.
Now there is another point, and that is the question of
expense. I contend we are not justified in imposing
upon this country a large additional annual expense,
unless some forcible reason is given why it is absolutely
necessary, and I think nobody will deny that this Bill must
entail a very large additional cost. Now, under our present
electoral law in the Province of Quebe, our votera' lists
cost absolutely nothing. The lists are based upon the assess-
ment roll and the municipal assessors have to make ont an

Mr. FIsHER.

assessment roll whether the voters' list is based upon it ou
not. It is done for taxation purposes ; the compilation of
the voters' lists really cost the country nothing. But under
the arrangement which his Bill proposes, the voters' lists
are going to cost a great deal. We have to pay the salary
of the revising barrister, we have to pay the salary of the
secretary to that revising barrister, we have to pay the
salary of the bailifi, and the expense of getting witnesses,
or getting information and ovidence of which that revising
barrister proposes to make up his voters' lists-

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). That has got to be done now.
Mr. FISHER. But I have just stated that in the Pro-

vince of Quebec that does not cost one cent. I do not know
how it is in the Province of Ontario. From the statements
of hon. gentlemen opposite in regard to their own Province,
I am led to believe aimost everything and anything of the
Province of Ontario. Judging from the way they deory
their own Province, I should suppose that its municipal
affaira were managed in the worst possible way. I tell the
hon. gentlemen that such is not the case in the Province of
Quebec. In the Province of Quebec this work is done for
nothing, and the voters' liste do not cost us one single cent.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). The hon. gentleman bas never
heard me say one word against the municipal institutions of
Ontario. I know all about them. I have been living there
a long time and have been reeve for some years, and I say
our municipal institutions have worked very well.

Mr. FISHER. The hon. gentleman says they work very
well, but one of his colleagues told us the other night that
the municipal institutions of Ontario were conducted on a
political basis.

Mr. HESSON. I take the responsibility for making that
statement, and I am perfectly correct.

Mr. FISHER. I am glad there is one lon. member
opposite who has the courage of his convictions, one hon.
gentleman who will come in this House and tell us that the
municipal council of his municipality is elected on a poli-
tical basis, who will say that the asessment roll of his
constituency is made up on a political basis and I suppose
it is in consequence of their municipal councillors doing
their work so well, that lie has bon elected for this House.
The hon. gentleman from East Hastings says that he did
not make any such assertion. Of course, I accept his
word ; but the other night when this question was being
discussed, hon. gentlemen were so active in interrupting us
that it was difficuit to determine what any of them said,
or who said it. The other night, however, -we were told
by hon. gentlemen opposite that the municipal arrange-
ments in Ontario were worked on a political basis, that the
assessors were appointed for political purposes, that the
municipal councillors were elected for political purposes,
and I suppose that is the reason why those hon. gentlemen
opposite succeeded in getting themselves elected to repre-
sent that Province in this House.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). The majority of the coun-
cillors in every township in East Hastings, is Reform.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Then that is the reason you
want this new list.

Mr. FISHER. Now we have found out why the hon.
member for East Hastings is so anxious to have this Bdl
passed. He says the municipal councillors who manage the
voter's lists are not in political sympathy with him, and he
wants to have a revising barrister who will be in sympathy
with him.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I am not going to have a
revising barrister, 1 am going to have a judge.

Mr. FISHER. As I see the right hon. Premier in the
House now, Imay say that I have heaid on the floor of this
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House, I have heard it all around the corridors, that changes
are to be made in this Bill, and that the judges are to be
appointed revising barristers. I would like to ask the right
hon. gentleman if that is the case.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Wheu we reach the
clause, as I have several times said, I will be able to make a
full statement. I have already said, not only this Session,
but in previous Sessions, so long ago as 1870, that, with
respect to those Provinces that have county judges, those
county judges will be utilised wherever they can be. You
must understand, however, that in Ontario for instance,
there are 92 constituencies and only 40 county judges.

Mr. FISHER. No doubt the hon. member for Hastings
will bevery well off in his own county by having a connty
judge who can act as revising barrister; but it is evident
that in a large portion of Ontario this cannot be. More
than that; I caU attention to the fact that it is absolutely
impossible that county court judges can perform this work.
The committee have been told that judges are going to do
the work in Ontario, and therefore it is all right, and the
accusation brought against the revising barrister's clause
muet fall to the ground. But there are other Provinces
which will come under the operation of the Bill besides
Ontario. lu the Province of Quebec the judges cannot do
this work; and if this Bill is framed entirely with a
view to its operation in Ontario, that of itself is a
good reason why the amendment of the hon. member
for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) should be adopted, and
the matter left in the hands of the Local Legislatures. If
it is possible that the revising barriters appointod irn Outario
can be judges, well and good; lot Ontario have them. But
in Quebec it is impossible. There are not judges sufficient
to do the work, and we should therefore allow Quebec to
make up its voters' list as it may sec fit. During the dis-
cussion of this Bill I have noticed that the Fire t Minister
nearly always refers to the law In Ontario. I have no
objection to the law of Ontario, if it is a good law, being
taken as a model; but I do not see any reason why the law
of-Ontario, in view of the circumstances under which it was
pamsed, and the wide difference of that law from that in
other Provinces, should be forced upon other Provinces in
the way this Bill is designed to force it. The other night I
was corrected in regard to a certain point, because another
hon. member looked at the matter from an Ontario point of
view alone, while I was looking at the matter from a Quebec
point of view; I was corrected as to the assesment roll and
the voters' lists being made from that roll. I was right as
regards Quebec, but it appears the practice is different
in Ontario, and therefore the argument I presented
was supposed to fall entirely and utterly to the
ground. This goes to show that this Bill is
being pressed, not in accordance with the wishes of
hon. members of Quebec or from Nova Scotia, New Bruns-
wick or Prince Edward Island, but this Bill is being forced
through by the members of Ontario, because they fear that
at the next general election they will not be able to come
back here, and they are accordingly endeavoring, I say, to
force through a measure which is distasteful and unasked
for by the other Provinces. Hon. gentlemen opposite say
that it is the right of this Parliament to pass this measurc.
No one on this side of the House has denied that Parliament
possesses the legal and technical right, but the expediency,
the justice and the necessity of doing so we deny utterly
and absolutely; and we have proved there is no necessity for
the Bill, no justice in it and no expediency which justifies
it. Last night the hon. member for Pictou (Mr. Tupper)
stated that the hon. member for West Durham (Mr. Blake)
had moved an amendment in 1871 to a Bill then before the
House with respect to the electoral franchise, which showed
that he thought this Parliament had a right to apply the
legisatien to one of the Provinces. The hon, gentleman

rmade that statement without quoting the words from the
Journals of the HouFe. I refer to the Journals of 8Lh
April, 1871, and find the following:

" The hon. Mr. DoioN moved, in amendment, seconded by the hon.
fr. Holton, that ail the words after • the' to the end of the question be
left out and the words 'Bill be now recommitted to a Committee of the
Whole house for the purpose ofamending the same, by providing that
any permanent public officer or emplo3ee receiving a salary from the
Dominion Government shahl be disqualified to vote at the election of a
member for the Bouse of Commons, and every such officer or employee
who shall vote at an electiou shall be liable to a fine of $200 and his
vote shall be null and void,' inserted instead thereof."

The committee will observe that that is simply an assertion
on the part of the House that it has the right to control
the franchise of its employees, that it has a right to say
that the men employed by Parhiament and the Grovernment
shall vote or shall not vote in whatever Province they may
live. That is a right which no one has denied; that is a
right in the law of the land; it is incorporated in this Bill.
But it is not proposed to interfere with the local franchises
or to impose a certain franchise on any of the Provinces.
The record goes on to say :

" Mr. BLAKE moved in amendment to the said proposed amendment,
seconded by the bon. Mfr. Holton, that the word. 'Bill be now
recommitied to aCommittee of the Whole House for the purpose of
amending ihe same by providing that any permanent publie ofeer or
employee receiving a salary from the Dominioh Government shall be
disqualified to vote at the election of a member of the House of 0om-
mous, and every such officer or employee who shall vote at an election
shall be liable to a fine of e200 and hie vote shall be nuIl and void,' be
left out, and the words 'said Bill in effect provides for the disqualifica-
tion as voters in Ontario and Quebec or al officers of Customs ana Excise,
postmasters in cities and towns, and judges of the Superior and County
Courts. 'That the said Bill does not provide for the disqualification as
voters in Nova Scotia of Government servante. ' That tue principle on
which the disqualification is based is general, and should be applied to
Nova Scotia, whereas in Ontario and Quebec the voting il open.

" That the said Bill be recommitted in order to provide for the dis-
qualification as votera in Nova Seotia of the same classes of Govern-
ment servants as are disaqualified in Quebec and Ontario,' inserted
instead thereof."

That is to say that Parliament shall have a right to doter.
mine whether its employecs should have the right to vote
for members of Parliament or not, and that the same law
which was in force in Ontario and Quebec should apply to
Nova Scotia. That was not an interference in any way
with the provincial franchise. It was simply with refer-
ence to the employees of this Governmont and this aIouse,
and I contend that that wats a different thing from insisting
on a Province taking up a new franchise which that Pro.
vince does not wish or has not made by its own legislation.
Sir, there is one other thing to which I wish to allude.
The hon. member for Cumberland (Kr. Townshend) the
other day said that the machinery under this Bill, the
machinery of the revising barrister, the machinery to make
out the voters' lists, was necessitated by the fact that there
was to be a Dominion franchise. If that is the case I am
tempted to say, in the words of a well known journal, sup-
porting the Government, though applied to a different pur-
pose and under different circumstauce-I am tempted to
say, that if this Dominion franchise necessitates revising
barristers, so much the worse for the Dominion franchise.
That is a point which the hon. member for Cumberland did
not seem te think of, and it is the argument which I would
take from any such assertion as the one he made. I am
not quite sure that the Dominion franchise absolutely noces-
sitates revising barristers, and I am not going to discuss
that question now. The hon. member for Cumberland, and
I believe most hon. members on the other side seem
to think that the necessity of a Dominion franchise
justifies any iniquity the Government may choose
to propose, providing they can show that it is necessitated
by the Dominion franchise. I go on a different principle. I
outend that if it is shown, as I think we have shown, that

a Dominion franchise seems to necessitate iniquity, thon we
should withdraw the Dominion franchise, give up al
thought of a Dominion franchise, and do away with -the
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iniquity of supporting it on the ground that we want a He bas not yet done so, and I would like to hear, before the
Dominion franchise. And we find that it is not even going conclusion of the debate, some reasons ifor lis making this
to be uniform, or, at ail events, we do not know whether it great change. h is fot my place or my desire to impute
is to be or not. Members on the Government benches have any motives to him. I suppose the hon. gentleman hasseen
given us no intimation of whether it is to be uniform or not. good reasons for making this change. I suppose lie las
The hon. the First Minister said when he introduced the thought the matter out and has core to a different conclu-
Bill that it was going to be uniform, but that it would not sion from those he came to lu 1174; but I contend that if
be pedantically uniform. The bon. member for King's, that is tbe case, and if the lon, gentleman las sud reaons,
Prince Edward Island, says it shall not be uniform. Why it k lis duty as a ropresentative of a constituency
do not the Government intimate whether they are willing in this country on the floor of the fouse, to give
to give up uniformity or not,-at all events why do not they us the benefit of those remons, to core to the assist-
tell us whether th ey are going to allow their own followers ance of the riglt lon. gentleman, and show the
to vote as they like or not. It makes no difference to us fouse why what is to-day being done is riglt, while,
what the Governument are going to do, or what they want; when the same thing was talked of in 1874, it was entirely
we act and vote as we think right and best, but I would wrong. Hon, gentlemen opposite have Dot core to the
like to know for the sake of knowing what hon. gentlemen assistance of the right hon, gentleman, in defending the
opposite are going to do, as to whether the Government will Bil. Hon. members on tus tiide have argued again and
allow them to vote as they choose, or whether they intend again, and siown clearly and I think conclusively, that the
to accept the amendment of the hon.member for Kings,P.E.I. principle of this Bill is inexpedient and mistaken, and
If the leader of the Government would say this, so that we what las been the conduct of lon, gentlemen opposite? A
would know lis inclinations, perhaps we would be able to few of tlen have core forward and spoken, but not one of
judge better of the future conduct of the Bill, and what is them las given one good argument for putting tus Bil
going to become of it. The Secretary of State said that tirougb. They have spoken on nîl sorts of subjets; they
reasonable amendements would be accepted. Does the have alluded to wlat we have been speaking of, but tley
hon. gentleman think that it is a reasonable amendment have net given one cîcar, consecutive argument for putting
that the Province of Prince Edward Island should be Ibis Billtirough the Honse. I eonfess when looking aI a
exempted from the operation of this Bill; and if so, how number of mem bers on that side of tie fouse, it strikes me,
can the Government justify, making their supporters from without making any reflections on those wlo have spoken,
the other Provinces, vote against making an exception of t tint e front ranks of the party opposite tiere are a
those Provinces from the operation of the Bill? But, Sir, I great many men who are rcputed te stand high
think the amendment of the hon member for North Norfolk as speakers, debaters, reasoners, and lawyers, but
(Mr. Charlton), is the only safe resort on this question. how many of those mon have darcd 10 stand up in their
Innumerable difficulties have already been forcshadowed. places in tus fouse and dcfcnd the principles of tus Bil?
Already points have been raised, during the short discussion I do not believe one of then las; and in saying tus 1 do
on this Bill, and although wc have not yet got beyond the not wish to cast any refiectien on those Wlo support the
third clause-difficulties have arisen which were not anti- rigit hon, leader ef the Government. I dure say some have
cipated before, and therefore I think it is absolutely supported it wlo have good reputations, and Who stand
necessary for the safety of the reputation of the hon. gentle- well in the fouse and thc country; but tie men Who
man who leads the House, that the principle of the Bill generally ake tie lead in supperting the Government side
should be abandoned and the amendment of the hon. of a question have not taken part in this discussion, and
member for Norfolk accepted. But, Sir, I cannot pretend have shown by their silence tînt they are net in sympatiy
to put that point forward very strongly or very eloquently; witi tie Billor with t'c way iu wiich the Government are
and I thinkI cannot do botter, in summing up the pushing it tirougb. Mr. Chairman, I have detained tic
argument which I wish to impress on the House, fouse muci longer than I intended le do. Perhaps some
than to allude to the words used by a much more experi- hon. members wilI say tiat 1 have spoken ratier strongly;
enced, and a much more eloquent and a better speaker than but I have net spoken a whit more strongly tian I feel.
myself. I allude to tie hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. By tic introduction of tus Bill at tus stage cf
'White), who at the time when a franchise Bill was formerly tie Session wiîh what I cannot characterise otierwise
discusEed in this House conducted and managed one of the than as indecent haste, tic riglt bon. leader of
great organs of the then Opposition-a gentleman whose tic Government bas not siown either the respect hoe wes
ability as a writer was thon incontestible, and whose ability tichflouse and tic country, or the astuteness with wbich
as a speaker bas since been shown to be very great, on the lie Lenerally credited. Il tic right hon, gentleman were
floor of the House and elsewhore. I am not going to read asked-te give a good reaon for tic opposition which las
his words, but simply to allude to the fact that the hon. been roused againstus Billias given it by tic manner
gentleman in 1874 announced in the editorial columns of in wiici he las introduced it, and tic manner in which ho
the journal of which lie was the editor, very great and very bas lried le carry il througl. While I arnquit. prepared
good reasons wby a Dominion franchise was not desirable te support tic amendaint ef my*lion. friend from Prince
-reasons which have been put forward by hon. gentlemen.Edward Island (Mir. Macdnald) to give lie rigit cf regu-
on this side in humble imitation of-or, at ail events, fol. lating tic franchise in tit Province te ticeProvincial
lowing, if not imitating-the ion. member for Cardwell. Parliamont, il is only just and rigit, and a legitimate con-
What were those reasons? I need not detail them, but I clusion frem my vote on tbal subject that I shculd vote
confess 1 am sorry the hon. member for Cardwell is not inalsofor the amendment cf my hon. friend from North
his place, because I would like to ask him to give us the Norfolk (Mir. Ciarîten), wiic announces the principle
reasons which lie considered sufficient for changing bis mind. tiat every Province in ibis Dominion should have tînt
In 1874 ho ebjected to a Dominion franchise. He showed right which il las enjoycd for 18 ycars, and which I cou-
then, as we have shown since, that the provincial franchises sider il expedient that il sheuld continue te enjey.
are infinitely preferable, infinitely more practical, infinitely
more convenient, infinitely cheaper. A few days ago the Mr. HACKETT. Before tic question is put, I desire to
hon. member for Cardwell discussed this question and gave give my reasons as bricfly a8 possible for supporting tie
lis adhesion to the second reading of the Bill. The hon. Bill now before lie committce. 1 believe il is of great im-
member for Cardwell in doing so did not give us any portance te any electoral body te have the power of regu-
grounds or reasons or arguments for hie right about fc. lating ice own elotorate. It la of vital importanoe that
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this Parliament especially should not be subject to the
whims and fancies of the Local Legislatures, and that we
should take out of the hands of the Local Legislatures the
right to fix the franchise for the election of members to the
Dominion Parliament. The hon. gentleman who has just
taken bis seat says that the Local Legislatures bave not
that power, but this Parliament has declared by the elec-
tion law of 1874 that the qualification of electors for mem-
bers of this House shall be their qualification for the election
of members to the Legislatures of the different Provinces,
so that we have given them the power to change the fran-
chise at any time and to regulate the qualifications of
electors. I therefore support the Bill, because I believe it
is very essential that we should have the power to regulate
our own electorate. Another reason why I support the
Bill is that it provides for the registration of voters in all
the Provinces of this Dominion. At present that matter,
in some of the Provinces, is left in the hands of the muni-
cipalities. In the Province from which I come there is no
registration of voters.

An hon. MEMBER. There was.

Mr. HACKETT. There was, but the Local Legislature
of that Province concluded that there was no necessity, so
far as their elections were concerned, for having voters'
lists, and they repealed the Act. Consequently, there is no
registration of voters there. Now, Sir, I ask what reason
or right las this Parliament to ask the electors in the dif-
ferent Provinces to provide for registration for the election
of members to this House ? If we want voters' lists, is it
not the duty of this House to pay the expense of providing
those voters' lists? I say it is. Now, the Government
and the people of Prince F4iward Island felt that they,
having open voting, did not require voters' lists. Each
elector came up to poll his vote; the candidates were there
with their agents and could question him as to the way he
voted. But the usage under the ballot is quite different.
When an elector goes to the poll he asks for his ballot, and
the candidates or their agents are in the dark as to which
way he votes ; but in order to prevent corruption and to
properly carry out the law, there must be a registration of
votersa; there must be voters' lists; and this Parhiament,
having passed the Ballot Act, ought to provide for a regis-
tration of voters. Another reason why I support this Bill
is that it extends the franchise in most of the other Pro-
vinces. So far as I am aware, it very materially extends
the franchise in the Province of Ontario.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no; yes, yes.

Mr. HACKETT. flon. gentlemen may contradict my
statement; but I say that the electorate which sent them
here in 1882 will be very largely increased by this Bill.

An hon. MEMBER. Of Indians.
Mr. HACKETT. And of white people as well. I believe

that the Legislature of Ontario, at its last session, provided
a wider franchise; but so far as the electors who sent those
hon. gentlemen here in 1882 are concerned, this Bill, so far
as I know, will very materially extend the franchise in that
Province. It extends the franchise in the Province of
Quebec by giving farmers' sons,'mechanics and others, votes,
which they had not before. It extends the franchise in the
Province of New Brunswick by giving votes to farmers'
sons.

Mr. WELDON. No.
Mr. IACKETT. Will the hon. gentleman say that

farmers' sons have the franchise at present? They have
not; and it is very important that these young men, the
bone and sinew of the country, living with their fathers on
their farmns, should have the privilege of recording their
votes and exeroising a voice in the affairs of the country.

It will also extend the franchise in the Province of Nova
Scotia.

Mr. VAIL. No, no.

Mr. HACKETT. The hon. gentleman says it will not,
but it is the fact that it will.

Mr. VAIL. You do not know what the law is.

Mr. HACKETT. As this Bill extends the franchise in
all the Provinces, with the exception of one or two, I support
it. Now, I come to the Province of Prince Edward Island.
My hon. friend beside me (Mr. Macdonald) moved last
evenng that that Province should be excluded from the
operation of this Act. For the last twenty-five or thirty
years we have had in that Province, Prince Edward Islan
a system of manhood suffrage. Every man in that Province,
twenty-one years of age and a British subject, having paid
a certain poll tax and performed a certain amount of statute
labor, is entitled to a vote. That system las become very
popular in the Province of Prince Edward Island; the
people there have become very much atttached to it; they
have made very great progress under it, and they are very
tenacious of their rights in that direction. There is no
privilege or right that they cherish so dearly as the right
of exercising this franchise. In 1874, when the present
election law was under consideration, an attempt was made
by hon. gentlemen opposite, who then had the reins of
power, to restrict the franchise in Prince Edward Island, and
I regret to say that attempt was successful, Fo far as this
House was concerned, but I am happy to say it was frus-
trated in the Senate. It was provided in that Bill that an
exception should be made of Pi ince Edward Island. Hon.
gentlemen opposite say that all the Provinces should have
the right to make thoir own franchises, but in 1874 they,
in this election law, attempted to make an exception of
that Province. While they allowed the other Provinces the
right to say that the electors who voted for the election of
members to their Legislative Assemblies should also vote
for the election of mem bers to this House, they sought to
make a different rule with regard to Prince Edward Island.
They declared that the electors who voted in that island in
the elections of members to the House of Assembly should
not exorcise that right in the elections of members to this
Parliament, but that the voters for the Legislative Council,
who required to have a freehold property qualification of
£100, or about $330, should alone vote for members for this
House. Had that provision become law, it would have disfran-
chised two-thirds of the electors of the Province of Prince
Edward Island, aï regards this Parliament. Now, the hon.
member for Queen's spoke warmly and pathetically on the
subject of disfranchising the people of Prince Edward Lsland.
I dare say he was quite sincere ; I do not believe that if he
had been in Parliament in 1874 he would have given his
assent to this proposition, but there were other gentlemen
in this Parliament at that time from Prince Edward Island
who supported it. The hon. gentleman who spoke this
evening (Ur. Yeo) supported this proposition in 1874, to
disfranchise two thirds of the electors of that Province from
which ho comes; he was willing then to disfranchise a large
proportion of the intelligent men who voted for him in
1874. To-day he is quite tenacious of the rights and privi-
loges of the people. He speaks of this Bill, although it gives
a very large addition to what was proposed in 1874, as
being an outrage and an imposition on the people of the
island. I was surprised that he should raise his voice hore
at all. After his course in 1874, how can he now
declare that this Bill is an imposition? But he had
an object in what he did in 1874. The hon. member
for Queen's (Mr. Davies) roferred to the fact that
Sir Charles Tupper, who had a seat in this House in
1874, vindicated the rights of the people of Prince Edward
Island. To his honor and credit, and to the honor and credit
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of the right hon. the First Minister, they stood up here and
defended the rights of the people of Prince Edward Island.
The hon. gentleman quoted an extract from the speech of
Sir Charles Tupper on that occasion, in which Sir Charles
read a letter written to him by the hon. Senator Howland,
stating that if the Bill thon before Parliament became
law it would disfranchise two-thirds of the people of the
island, and would boar more hardly on one class of people
in that Province, the Catholics, a large majority of whom,
for many years, were under great disadvantages and disa-
bilities. which wore not experienced by their Protestant
neighbors, and being, therefore, not so well off in worldly
goods as the latter, this proposition would have the effect of
disfranchising a large portion of them. The hov. gentle-
man (Mr. Yeo) had an object in remaining silent on that
occasiqn, when ho supported the then Minister of the
Interior, the Hon. David baird, who represented the
island in the Cabinet, on that question. His object in
remaining silent and supporting that proposition was to
disfranchise the Catholie people of the islard. There is
no such object in the Bill now before us. It is, although
not so free as I would desire te see it, a very fair and free
franchise. Under it the tenant eau vote, the farmer's son
can vote, and a man eau vote on his income. Well, the
very mon who sat in this Parliament in 1874 and supported
a measure that would disfranchise two-thirds of the people,
a measure which stated that no man in the island could
vote unless ho had a property qualification of £100, say the
Bill now before us an outrageous one. The hon. Senator
Howland knew on the occasion what he was speaking
about; ho knew that when Prince Edward Island was
granted away in one day to certain parties in London, one
of the conditions of the grant was that the island should be
peopled within a certain period by Protestant people. The
Oatholics were excluded altogether in that grant. The
people for whom the grant was made undertook to carry
out that provision, but did not succeed. The Acadian's,
driven out of Nova Scotia after the massere of Grandpré,
after having been expelled f rom the home ofI" Evangeline,"
sought, a number of them, refuge on the shores
of Prince Edward Island. A large number of them settled
on the island and established thoir hDmes there. They
v-ere a very honest and industrious and intelligent people;
they labored under great disadvantages; they were aliens,
living, as it were, in a foreign land; they adhered to their
customs and religion; and it was not until the time that
manhood suffrage was granted that they had a voice in the
laws of the country. For a number of year3 they labored
under great disabilities; up to twenty-five or thirty years
ago, the idea that one of these people should occupy a high
position or belong to any of the professions, or be a member
of a Government, was something unimagined; but the
moment they received the benefit of manbood suffrage, the
moment they could have a voice in the legislation of the
country, they came to the front, and we find them now oc-
cupying seats in the Local Parliament, we find them members
of the Local Government, we find them doctors and lawyers,
and otherwise holding high positions, showing that these
people, although severely oppressed, came to the front and
progressed very rapidly the moment they had a voice in the
affairs of the country. The object of the proposed legisla-
tion in 1874 was to deprive those people again, sofa - as
this Parliament was concerned, of the powers and privileges
they then enjoyed and now enj >y. The hon. gentlemin
aiso knew that the immigrants, Irish and Scotch Catholics,
who were settling on the island, men witb bold hearts and
strong arms, carving out for themselves homes, becoming
tenants of those landlords, while others, more favorably
circumstanced, were freeholders, and whose sons settled
around them, would have been deprived of the franchise.
The hon. Senator Howland, knowing all those matters,
brought them before thia Parliament, and I anglad toknow

Xi. Hiorirr.

that, although a mechanical majority in this House passed
the measure, when the Bill came to the Sonate that branch
of our Logislature, so much abused by hon. gentlemen
opposite, but which may be called the protection of the
smaller Provinces, eliminated this vexations feature of the
Bill, and the people of Prince Elward Island have enjoyed, up
to the present, the right ofeKercising the franchise. To the
credit of the hon. Sen ator from Prince Edward Island,who sup-
ports hon. gentlemen opposite, a gentleman of great intelli-
gence, he felt that this Bill was so iniquitous, that it was so
tyrannical, that it was so intended to oppress the people of
Prince Edward Island, that ho had the independence to rise
above party feeling and party prejudice, and to vote with
other hon. gentlemen that that obnoxious feature of the Bill
should be struck out. I refer to the hon. Senator Haythorne.
The people of Prince Edward Island have but one feeling
in regard to that hon. gentleman, in consequence of his
independent action on that occasion. What reason did the
hon. member for Queen's (gr. Davies) give for this special
legislation with regard to Prince Edward Island? HRe said
the reason was that there were no voters' lista in the
island, but the moment the voters' liste were made up
every man could vote. These hon. gentlemen speak of
provincial rights. To hear them now you would think
their hearts were bleeding for the different Provinces, and
yet, on that occasion, they tried to coerce Prince Edward
Island to spend a large amount of money in the prepara-
tion of votera' lists. I have had some correspondence this
winter in the press, with an hon. gentleman who, at that
time, represented one of the constituencies of thé island in
this Parliament, the uncle of the hon. member for Queen's,
the Hon. Daniel Davies. He stato, in a lotter to the
press, that the object of that measure was to coorce
Prince Edward Island intoe' preparing votera' liste.
What will hon. gentlemen opposite say to that ?
How does it correspond with their idea of pro-
vincial rights, that this Parliament, that the Goverument
of 1874, led by the hon. member for East York (Mr. Mac-
kenzie), should, by an Act of Parliament, endeavor to coerce
Prince Edward Island into the expenditure of a large
amount of money in the proparation of votera' lists to
return members to this Parliament ? It was something
unheard of, that anything of the kind should be mooted.
Hon. gentlemen opposite say that the cost of preparing
voters' lists under this Bill will amount to about 8500,000
a year. What expense would they have forced upon the
people of Prince Edward Island if their Bill had become
law ? The hon, member for Queen's, when he was leader
of a Goverrnent in Prince Edward Island, passed a ballot
Act. That Act was something similar to the Bill now
before the House. It provided that the county court judge
should be the revising barrister, that there should be no
appeal from the decision of the county court judge, but that
it should be final. The people tried it for two or three
years; it worked well enough, but it cost a large amount of
money; it was too expensive a plaything for -them and
they repealed it. If you would compel them, as hon. 'gen-
tiemen opposite say, to pay a proportion of the expenditure
of $500,000 a year, the amount of expense which the Gov-
ernment of this country would have imposed upon Prince
Edward Island would be $812,500 per annum, the island
having a fortieth of the population of this country.
And these are the gentlemen who speak so loudly
of provincial rights, who seem to hwe no word
in their vocabulary hard enough, nor epithet strong
enough, to apply to supporters of the Governinent on this
subject. We bad to thank the Sonate for defeating that
measure. The hon. member for Queen's referred to the
question of education, and aaid that in Prince iZdward Iland
there was a free system of education, and that that system
was·introduced at the anme time that manhood suffragei was
given to the people of that Provinoe. The hon. gentleman
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is correct. There is a very free system of education in
Prince Edward Island, and the younger class of the people a
of that Province are very intelligent -and well educated, bute
the hon. gentleman knows that ho himself very materially1
interfered with the education of the people of Prince
Edward Island. In 1876 the hon. gentleman mounted theT
Protestant horse. He formed a Goverument composedà
exclusively of Protestant gentlemen. In a Province of?
which the population is about half Catholic, ho thought itf
his duty to form a Governmont exclusively Protestant andr
to exclude all Catholics from the affairs of the country. He
did that ostensibly for the purpose of passing an educationè
law, but it was more for the purpose of imp-sing a very1
obnoxious assessment upon the people of that Province.T
He knows that ho interfered with the separate schools of?
that Province. His Lordship, Bishop McIntyre, who isc
respected by everyone who knows him, had a system of
separate schools. The French people of that Province had,c
for a number of years, separate schools; but, by the Act1
which the hon, gentleman passed in 1877, ho took awayE
their rights from those people, and would further grindc
down those poor people to whom I have referred before. It
hope that this House will support the amendment of my hon.x
friend, and exclude Prince Edward Island from the opera-t
tion of this clause. We want in that Province certain por.f
tions of this law. We want the revising officers, we wantr
the voters' lists ; we think it only proper that this Parlia-c
ment should have the control of its own electorate; butr
while we go that far in support of the Bill, we think thatf
Prince Edward Island, under its peculiar circumstances,1
being apart, almost, from the rest of the Dominion, shut out1
for a large portion of the year from the mainland by almosti
impassable barriers of ice. Having no floating popu-1
lation, being pretty well filled up, there would ho no1
danger at all in continuing to it the manhool suffrage1
so long enjoyed by its people. While I favor manhood,
suffrage in Prince Edward Island, I think it would hardlyj
be right to apply it to the whole country. There,
are large cities where there are manufacturing interests and1
a large floating population coming and going, and it is quite]
possible that, in those cases, there might be a great abusei
cf the privilege of manhood suffrage; but in our Province I
think there would be no danger; they have not abused1
their franchise; no corruption has taken place at any elec-
tionsthere that Iknow of. I do not believe $20 have beeripaid
for votes by any candidates there in the lst twenty-five
years. In the last general election, in 1882, a protest was
entered against the election of the hon. member for King's
(Mr. McIntyre), and it was proved on that occasion that
certain gentlemen, agents of the hon. gentleman, went
through the constituency, having in their carriage certain
black bottles which wore called black ducks, who supplied
the whiskey pretty freely to the electors. That is the
only case I know of where any corruption at all was
practised. A proteet was entered against the hon. gentle-
man's election, and the Chief Justice of the Province
decided that, as it was the custom of the people of the Pro-
vince to treat at elections, there was no breach of the law.
I do not know whether the courts would have any right to
question the decision of the Chief Justice on that occassion.
I do not suppose that because ho was appointed by hon.
gentlemen opposite ho would give an unfair decision. But
my opinion has always been that that law was passed to pre-
vent these corrupt practices, and if possible to prevent the
people from going through the country, taking black ducks
in their carriages to corrupt the electors. Now, as I said
before, we want the voters' lists. I believe that under the
ballot system we cannot properly carry out a system of
voting unless we have the lists 1 refer to. Down in Prince
Edward Island there has been no corruption; the people
have honestly exercised the franchise. They are a very
intelligent people, but they are very fond of imitating their
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neighbors, to a certain extent, and although no such thing
as the ballot box trap, contrived in the Jacques Cartier
election, bas been introduced there, still the innovation may
be made very shortly, and we want to prevent that if we
can. Where the people are corruptly disposed we cannot
prevent it at all, but in order to prevent fraud
at elections you must have voters' lists, and the
money to pay for theose voters' lists should come
from this Government. We saw by the papers this
moining that Mr. Gladstone narrowly escaped defeat in
the British louse of Câmmons on this very question. He
desired that the municipalities should prepare the votera'
lists, and a motion was made that the Government should
prepare these lists, and in a House of nearly 600 members
Mr. Gladstone's proposition was only carried by a majority
of three, showing that in England there is a very general
feeling that the Government should defray the expense in
connection with the general election of members of the
House of Commons. We support this Bill because one of its
essential principles is that this House should regulate its
own franchise. Another principle, and a vital principle, is
that the expense connected with the preparation of the
voters' lists should be met by this Parliament. I support
this Bill, again, because it very materially extends the
franchise to poople of the different Provinces, although it
restricts it in a small degree in the Province from which I
come; and I hope that this flouse will support the amend-
ment of my hon. friend, which would retain the prosent
franchise in Prince Edward Island, and then I think no
harm can come of it. An exception made in favor of
Prince Edward Island can scarcely be called a breach of
uniformity, as that island, on account of its insular posi-
tion, is, for a large portion of the year, separate from
the rest of the Dominion, by the ice in the Straits of
Northumberland. Therefore, I trust that the Goverament
will accede to the proposition of my hon. friend. i can
assure those who will vote for this amendment that they
will be long remernbered and long revered and respected
by the people of Prince Edward Island. There is no
privilege they cherish so dearly as the privilege of exercis-
ing manhood suffrage. The man who will continue that
privilege to them will be held in the highest esteem by
them for all time; and the man who, as in the case of the
Hon. David Laird, attempts to rob them of that franchise,
will always be execrated by them. We know that the
lon. David Laird, after returning from his governorship,
believed ho was as strong as ever in the intelligent county
of Queen's, P. EG.I., and in 1882 ho offered himself as a can-
didate to represent that county in this Parliament. We
know the result of his attempt upon that occasion; ho was
400 or 500 votes b3hind his colleague, the hon. member for
Queen's (Mr. Davies), who sits opposite. We know that
the people of that island had such a disgust for the hon.
gentleman, knowing that he had betrayed them, that ho
had attempted to rob them of this privilege they cherished
so dearly, that they loved so wel, that ho received the
retribution which ho so well deserved at their hands. Sir,
I say again that I hope the amendment of my hon. friend
will carry, and that every hon. gentleman in this flouse
will see his way clear to vote for it.

Mr. DAVIES. I rise merely to refer to a point raised
by the hon. gentleman who bas just sat down. Ho bas
referred te the action taken by the Hon. Mr. Laird in intro-
ducing a clause in the election law of 1874 which would
have had the etfect, if carried, of temporarily disfranchising
a certain number of the people of Prince Edward Island. I
do not think the hon. gentleman has done justice to Mr.
Laird's conduet in that particular; because ho knows, and
it bas been repeated a dozen times and never denied, that
the leader of the local Conservative Government of the
day gave Mr. Laird a written pledge at the time ho pro.
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posed such a law that he would at once carry through th
Local flouse a registration Act; and the moment tha
registration Act passed, if that law had been carried, nota
single man in the island would have lost his franchise; th
local franchise was to be maintained intact. While I do
net pretend to deny that the clause was unfortunate, and while
I would have opposed it if I had been here, I think it is but
fair to put the tacts before the House. The hon. gentleman
says, I assume, and I will assume for the purpose of arga
ment, that this Bill will entait an expenditure on the
country of $500,000 annually; and that if the Local Legis-
lature is compelled to pass a registration Act of their own
it will cost them some $4,000 or $5,000. Does
he know that the proportion which Prince Edward Island
would have to pay of the $500,000 is $12,000 ? Of every
dollar that is spent by the country on account of this Bill,
Prince Edward Island will have to pay its fortieth share,
whether it comes under the Act or whether it does not;
and the hon. gentleman, therefore, will see that the reason
he gives for supporting the Bll is the very reason why ho
should vote against it.

Mr. HACKETT. The hon. gentleman says that Mr. Laird,
when he was in this House, in 1874, received a pledge from
the leader of the Local Government, that he would pass a
registration Act if this Bill of 1874 became law. Now,
while I do not at all doubt the truth of the statement of the
hon. gentleman, I want to say that I have been reading Mr.
Laird's speeches on that occasion, and the excuse le repeat-
edly gave was that as the Conservative party had the Local
Government of Prince Edward Island in their hands at that
time they could, if they desired, pass an Act for the regis-
tration of voters, aad thns prevent the disqualification of
Conservatives, That was the reason he gave, and it looks to
me somewhat absurd that the leader of a Conservative Local
Government should be in communication with a Minister of
the Liberal Government of the Dominion. The hon. gen-
tleman says that Prince Edward Island will pay the fortieth
part of the expenditure incurred under this Bill. That is
what I said, precisely. Hon. gentlemen opposite say that
this Bill would impose an annual expenditure of $500,000
on the people. Now, if Mr. Laird's measure had become
law, and if Prince Edward Island had been forced into the
preparation of the lists, according to the idea of hon. gen-
tlemen opposite, they would have had to tax themselves
$12,000 a year.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the House rises at six o'clock, I
would say that I hope the Government has taken stops to
secure a list of the names of those in the forces who have
been killed or suffered casualties in the recent engagements
in the North-West.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly.

The committee rose and it being six o'clock, the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recess.

House again resolved itself into Committee.

Mr. RINFRET rose to continue the debate.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would say to the hon.
gentleman that I was going to move that the committee
rise, report progress and ask leave to sit again. I desire,
among other things, to get through some of the other Bills,
which, I think, will take only a short time, to give some
work for the other House to do, as they have been waiting
long and patiently.

Mr. BL&AKE. I suppose none of the more important
Bills will be taken up without any notice having been given

fr. DàvIas.

eto this side. The hon, gentleman said lie wonld go on with
à the Franchise B3ill.

a Sir JOHN A. MACDON ALD. We will take them as
otbey are on the Paper.

e

SMir. BLAKE. I do not know liow they are on the Paper.
ýIf it was intended to go on with them it would have been
areasonable to have conirunicated to ns that this course

would bc taken.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think we wiIl

talk of forniality on one side or the other.
Motion a.greed to, and cornmittee rose and reported.

EMPLOYMENT 0F PRISONÀ\ERS.

Mr. CARON moved ,second readiug of Bill (No. 87) to
lamend the Act 40 Vie., cliap. 36, intituled "lAn Act to pro-
;vide for the employment without the walls of Cornmon Gaols
of prisoners sentenced to imprisonment therein."

Mr. MIILLS. Explain.
Mr. CARION. XVhen 1 moved the flrst reading of this

Bill I explained that it was to provide for the employrnent
1of prisoners without the walls of common gaols. The object
of the Bill is to arnend the Act 40 Vic., chap. 36, by repeal-
ingD section 2) and inserting the following

After such regulations are mnade, the Lieutenant Governor of the
Province in. Council uiay, froîn tirne to time, direct or authorise the
employment, upon auy epecifie work or duty, beyond the limite of any
common. gaol, of any prisonere who are eentencedl to be imprisoned with
bard labor in such gaol, for any crime against any law of Canada.
In committee I will propose to amend *he Bill by insorting

fthe word "prisoner " instead of Ilprisoners," ani the word
"ofi'ence" instead of"I crime."

Motion agreed to, Bill read the sec:rnd time, and the
f Huse r.esolved itself into Cammittee.

(In the C.ammittee.)

Mir. IMILLS. Daes the hon, gentleman iatend by this
Bill to deal with anything, else than ofi'ences against the
laws of this Parliament.

Mr. CARON. The scope of the Bill is quite obvions. A
prisoner in a comuron gaol, atter an Order in Cauneil lias
been passed by the Lieutenant Governor, may be employed
onworks outside of the limits of the prison. fleretofore, a
prisoner could only lie emptoyed upon works within the
prison walls.

Mr. CASGRA.IN. Perhaps the hon, gentleman wil
inform us in what way the prison labor is proposed to be
employed outside of gaoi, ais the cost of guarding the
prisoners will be almoat more than the value of their labor.

Mr. CARON. The hon, gentleman will perceive that the
matter is altogether left to the Governor General in Coun-
cil, who will determine the works upon which. the prisoners
may be employed.

Mr. CASGRALN. The hon, gentleman misinterprets the
objeet of my question. 1 pointed out that the cost of super-
intending the prisoners outside gaol -for it cannot bie sip-
posed they will bc fettered-will be more than the vaiue of
their labor.

Mr. CARON. They are under the control of the local
authorities, who will utilise that labor and will provide for
its management.

Bill reported, and rond the third time and passed.

TUE LIBiRARY 0F PARLIAMENT.

Sir JO LIN A. MACDONALD moved that the House
remolve itself into Committee of the Whole to consider the
following resolutions;
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Resolved, that it is expedient that hereafter the officers and servants
of the ILibrary of Parliament 8hould consist of:

1. Two officers, one ta be called the General Librarian, the other the
Parliamentary Librarian, and to hold ajoint commission as " Librarian
of Parliament," and to have equal powers.

2. Two first-cls.ss clerks.
3. Twe Pecond-class clerks.
4. Three third-class clerks.
5. One chief messenger,
6. Three messengers.
Resolved, that the salaries of the officers holding said joint commis-

sion shall be fixed at sums not exceeding the sum of three thousand dol-
lars ($3,000) per annum for each officer, and that of the chief messenger
sball not exceed seven hundred dollars, and that the salaries of the other
officers and of the servants of the Library Ehah be fixed from time te time
by Order of the Governor in Coancil, according ta the scale of salaries
provided for in any Act or Acts relating to the Civil Service which may
be in force at the time of passing the said Order.

Provided always, that the salary of an officer or servant now em-
ployed in the Library shall not ba diminislied.

He said: The object of the resolution is to alter, in some
degree, the constitution, and increase the staff of the Li brary.
Instead of having one Librarian, as before, it is proposed that
there shall be two officers, who shall hold a joint commission,
one to be known as the General Librarian and the other as
the Parliamentary Librarian. This subject of the Parliamen-
tary Library bas been discussed again and again in this
House, and as we all know that as it is mainly a Parlia-
mentary Library, it has far exceeded the limits and bounds
of such a collection of books. A Parliamentary Library
proper is a library that contains all the works necessary for
the use of members of Parliament. But here, as in Wash-
ington, we have no British museum, no general library,
eonsidered as a national one, but under the name of a
Parliamentary Library we have increased the number of'
books so much as to make it become a national one. It
has grown so vast that we think it ought to assume that
position in every iespect. In order to carry out that pro-
ject, if it is satisfactory to the House, it is proposed that
there shall be two Librarians, holding a joint commission, one
to be known as the General Librarian, whose special duties
will be to look after the Library as a whole, as a scientific
and literary institution, and the other to be a Parliamentary
Librarian, the object being that he shalU apply himself
specially to parliamentary precedents, and see that the
latest and best works connected with constitutional law and
history and political subjects generally are obtained. The
staff bas been considerably increased from that of the Act
which was passed relating to the Library, as long ago as
1871. Since that time the development of the institution
has been so great that the staff bas been regularly increased,
with the sanction, more or less regular, of Parliament.

Mr. BLAKE. I have been entirely at a loss to under.
stand on what principle it was thet the hon. gentleman was
about to propose this alteration. I cannot, myself, con-
ceive anything more likely to produce confusion, inconve-
nience and embarrassment of all kinds, than the establish-
ment of two heads, of equal powers, in the same room, and
with reference to the same collection of books. It seems to
me to ba a plan devised to produce those jealousies and diffi-
culties which are likely, and almost certainly, to arise,
under such circumstances. If you were going to propose
that we should have two libraries, a general library, as the
hon. gentleman called it, and a Parliamentary Library, in
separate apartments, for which there were to be separate,
funds of money, with separate staffs, I could underatand the
proposal that there should be two different heads of those
two different institutions. I believe, at Washington, there
are two, if not three distinct libraries, each one of which-
at least so far as two of them are concerned-is larger than
ours. But that is not our case. In our case we have one
Library, and for that one Library we should have one head.
The proposal of the hon. gentleman involves a very
considerable increase in cost. He proposes that
there shall be those two officers, each to receive $3,000
a year. As to the rest of the staff, he proposes,

according to the modern fashion he is introducing so largely
into our legislation, that Parliament shall not fix the salaries
of the other officers, but the Governor in Council shall fix
them. We are not to know what this seale of expense is-
the Governor in Council is to have the opportunity offixing
it. That I think highly objectionable also. Now, if the
hon. gentleman had found that there was some difficulty
due to the character of this Library in the past, we, I sup-
pose, would have heard from him what that difficulty is.
We bave heard from him not infrequently remonstrances,
when it was proposed to have a larger vote for the Library
than lie thought was proper-remonstrances against the
notion that our Library should be other than what he calls a
strictly Parlianientary Library, and hobhas not infrequently
pointed out that we were not attompting to establish a
national library, in the large sense of the term. i do
not understand that we are attempting to establish a
universal or general library in that sense but that in the
absence of any such convenionce we undertook to enlarge
the bounds of our collection of books beyond the requisites
of a strictly Parliamentary Library, and to a greater degree
than if there had been a general library in the city of
Ottawa. I think it would not be unreasonable that wo
should take a larger and more liberal view of the scope of
our collection of books than would have been necessary if
there had been another and a large general library in this
city. But there is no such library ; it is not expectcd that
there will be, and therefore we have adapted ourselves for
these many years to the circumstances in which we stand,
and we have bought more books and of a wider scope-
sometimes, perhaps, rather foolibhly, and at other times
perhaps wisely-than we would under other circumstances.
Now, are we going to divide the appropriation for the pur-
chase of books into a fixed sum, of whieh a certain propor-
tion shall be under the control of a Parliamentary Librarian,
and a certain portion under the control of the General Libra-
rian ? Is there to be a fixed division of the appropriation ?
if there is not to be a fixed division of the appropriation-
we know the tendency of men to magnify their offices -how
is it to be divided ? How much of the joint vote appropri-
ated in each year to the purposes of the Library is to be
devoted to the Parliamentary Library, and how much to the
General Library ? Thore is really no distinction. We are not
going to have two rooms, and wo are not going to have the
books separated in this particular room which is used for our
Library. It is to euone Library still, and I suppose it is to be
one vote still. It seems to me the lion. gentleman has made
no defence whatever of this proposal. I believe the plain
English of it is that there was a question as to who should
be Librarian, and of what tongue or nationality he should be,
and this is the unhappy solution of the difficulty the hon.
gentleman has proposed. I think it is about the most
unhappy solution that could be proposed. The former
Assistant Librarian, if he be, as he is, competent, ought
to be promoted to the position of Librarian; that is the
plain and practical solution of the question; but to
propose to us, because there is a difficulty in hon.
gentlemen's minds as to how the position should be filied,
to meet this difficulty by proposing that two gentlemen
should hold the joint commission-not a joint office, but
to have equal powers, but divided spheres of duties, though
divided by no marked lines, because we know the lines are
impalpable-is indefensible. Where will you draw the lino
between the Parliamentary Librarian and the General
Librarian ? It is true you can point out some books which
belong and some which do not strictly belong to the
Parliamentary Library, so-called ; but there are an enor-
mous number of books which, as to which, according to a
liberal definition of the terni, you can not decide whether
they belong to the Parliamentary or to the General Library.
It seems to me the hon. gentleman has given us no reason
whatever for the proposal for the appointment of these
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officers, which will involve, as I have said, an inereased
expense, confusion, embarrassment, and rivalry between
the different officers in the Library ; and all to avoid the
diffiulty, as I judge, of appointing one individual as
Librarian. I repeat, that the proper solution was to have
appointed the right man-whether he was of one nationality
or spoke one tongue or the other-to the position of
Librarian, and the hon. gentleman has given no reason
whatever for the proposal for which ho asks the favorable
consideration of the House.

Sir HECTO R LANGEVIN. I think the hon. leader of
the Opposition is wrong in his statement that the expendi-
ture will ho increased under this new arrangelnent. The pro-
posed salaries of these joint Librarians are to be $3,000 each,
making $6,000. The salary of the Librarian heretofore has
been $3,200, and that of the assistant $2,400, making $5,600.
The difference is just $400. But there is an office, costing
over $1,200 a year, which it is proposed to change to an
ordinary office, costing 8400; so that, taking these two
changes together, a considerable reduction will be secured
in the expenses of the Library. The hon. gentleman says
that the Government reserves to itself the liberty to fix the
salaries of these officers. Ie may not be aware that it is
the intention of the Government to propose to Parliament
that the officers of the Li brary, as well as the officers of the
House of Commons, may be placed under the operation of
the Civil Service Act; so that Parliament will know
exactly every year what the salaries of these officers are, and
the increases as well. The hon. gentleman says he does not see
why we should bave two heads to that Library. Well, previous
to the death of .Mr. Alpheus Todd, we had the Principal Li-
brarian and the Assistant Librarian; they had different ttiles,
but they were really two Librarians, the Assistant Librarian
having had his share of the work in the library, and the
Principal Librarian having had his. We must not suppose,
because they will have the same title, that there will be
difficulties between them. Those officers are not children;
they will, no doubt, be men of position, worthy of
the office they will be called upon to fill; and they will
no doubt, do their best, as officers in such circumstances
should do, to act in harmony, and fulfil their duties to the
beet of their ability and in the interest of the public service.
I have no doubt that these officers will, after a short time,
see exactly what their respective duties will be, in accord-
ance with this resolution, by which one will have the special
management of the Parliamentary Library, and the other
the management of what may be called the Gen-
oral Library. True, we have not two rooms or two
edifices for the Library, one for the Parliamentary
and the other for the General Library; but I think
the hon. gentleman has given us a good reason why
we should not leave matters as they are now, because
ho says there are a large number ofivolumes that we know
perfectly well should be put in the Parliamentary Library,
and a great many others that should be put in the General
Library ; but that there are a number of works with regard
to which there might be a difficulty in deciding whether
they should be placed in one or the other. Well, as they
are all in the same room, that difficulty cannot arise, and
the only question is, as to some of these books, whether they
should be under the charge of one Librarian or the other.
Still, I do not think that difficulty will arise ; and if it
doee, I am sure the hon. gentleman, with hie usual ingenuity,
will help us to solve it. It is very important that there
should be two men in that position.

Mr. BLAKE. Why ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. For this reason: when you

have one Librarian, and he is busy with the Parliamentary
Library hoeis also busy with the General Library. Well,
if ho is thore as the Principal Librarian, you put
another as an assistant, and give a second grade to the

Mr. BLAKE.

other; whilst, if they are on the same footing, you give
them the same authority, and the one may go to the one
Library while the other goes to the other. My hon. friend
says that the First Minister seemed not to wish to have the
Library increased beyond what we may call a Parliamentary
Library. Whether the First Minister wished so or not, it
is a fact that the increase has been allowed to go on, and
if we were to make an inventory of the books, showing what
books are for the Parliamentary Library and which are for
the General Library, you would find the former much the
smaller of the two. There is no doubt that the two libraries
have been assented to, avowedly or tacitly, by Parliament,
and we have the two in the one room. The suggestion,
therefore, that we should have two Librarians, one for each,
is a proper suggestion, and I have no doubt hon. gentlemen
will agree it is one that should receive the assent of Parlia-
ment, As to the division of the appropriation : when
the Librarians are appointed, they will no doubt
see what are the wants of the two Libraries.
There are a number of books publisbed every year, annual
books, which we must have in order to keep our collection
complete; thon, there are a number of new works published,
works of great importance, that a library snob as this one,
either parliamentary or general, should have; for example,
a parliamentary work such as the work the learned Clerk
of this House (Mr. Bourinot) published lately, naturally
finds its place in the Library. There may be a historical
or geographical work or any scientific work of any great
importance, and this will also find its way to our Library.
Though I must say the amount voted by Parliament is not
an extravagant one, the amount should be used with great
prudence and great care, and the two Librarians will, no
doubt, also take care that the division of money may be made
in such a way as to be as useful as possible for the object for
which the money is voted by Parliament. I have very
little doubt that after a certain number of years, perhaps
not a great many years, Parliament, when we see our
revenues very large, may find it a proper thing to
have a separate Library as a General Library. When that
time comes, Par1iament will give us the money, and the
Government will see that the General Library is built. In
the meantime, I think the room we have will be sufficient
for some years yet to receive the books that will be
purchased, but though in the one ro>m, the number of books
having incressed largely, it is proper we should have two
first-class officers to fulfil the duties of Librarian.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman seems to suppose I
was proposing we should have two Libraries. I was only
pointing out that we have not two Libraries but we are
about to have two Librarians.

Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GIT. I had not the oppor-
tunity of listening to the First Minister, but if bis argu-
ments are not stronger than those presented by the Minister
of Public Works, I do not wonder that my hon. friend
beside me (Mr. Blake) should have dissented from them. I
cannot conceive why we should require to have two libra-
rians for a Library of the size of ours, and requiring the ex-
penditure ours requires. I am perfectly convinced, from
what I have seen of the management of the Library, that the
gentleman who is Acting Li brarian, Mr. DoCulles, is perfect-
ly able to conduct all the affaire of the Library, and for my
part I would be glad to see him named Librarian. I think
there is a great deal to be said for giving to subordinate
officers, who have shown themeelves capable in the dis-
charge of their duties, any of these vacancies which occur,
and there are very great objections to lngging in by the
head and shoulders persons from outside, with whom the
House has no acquaintance, and who have no special
aptitude or familiarity with the duties they are expected to
discharge. The hon.gentleman, the Ministerof Public Works
might have remembered the maxim of the great Napoleon
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that one bad general wae better than two good ones;
and even if Mr. DeCelles was a bad Librarian, which I do
not believe ho is, but on the contrary believe he is a very
good one, it would b very much botter to have one man,
even if somewhat inforior, than two, with joint authority.
We know well what these joint authorities result in. Within
a short number of years, long before the revenue attains
the state the hon. gentleman anticipates, we will have two
Librarians, two heads of a Department, with two staffs, and
a very large addition to the permanent expenditure; and
that once settled will go on. It will not be reduced; we
will find it then declared as an essential thing that we must
always have two Librarians. I cannot conceive for the life
of me what possible use there can be for two Librarians, a
Parliamentary Librarian and a General Librarian. I
have not heard the right hon. the Firet Minister's
explanation, but I utterly fail to understand, from the
explanation of the Minister Public Works, what possible ser-
vice these gentlemen can render. I do not think they will
be in the slightest degree better or more efficient than either
Mr. Todd was during his life time or than whoever may bo
appointed his successor is likely to be, alone. Moreover,
I beg to call the attention of the House and the Ministers
themselves to this fact. Not only has Mr. DuCelles been
able, as I understand, to discharge all these duties, but his
time bas not been fully occupied. Mr. .DeCelles was
employed by tho Secretary of State to discharge
very laborions duties in connection with the Civil
Service examinations, unless my memory deceives me. How
can it be pretended that we want two Librarians,
when during the past seven or eight months the Acting
Librarian was not only able to do all his duties but to dis-
charge other very important and extensive duties beasides?
There can be but one thing to be said about this, that it is a
job pure and simple, and a job of the most offensive sort,
and there could never be a worse time for perpetrating it than
this. Does not the bon. gentleman know well that a huge
deficit is impending this year and next year ? Is this the
time to be making unnecessary new officere, and adding
theroby to the expenditure of the people ? It is just such
thirgs as this that disgust the people. They understand
the utter uselessness of appointing two Librarians at a
salary each of $3,000 a year. If i would wish to injure
hon. gentlemen opposite, I would say: Go on making these
unnecessary app'intments which you cannot defend; go
on showing the people you are utterly indifferent to the
present state of the finances of the country; go on showing
your indifference in just these ways, that we may be able
to call their attention to the extravagant manner in which,
in the teeth of known financial difficulties, the affaire of the
country are being administered. I have still another
.reason to urge against this proposition. I think it is very
unfair, very hard and very unjust to faithful officers, thatJ
they should ho deprived of their just promotion. If, as it1
appears hoe is, Mr. DtColles is perfectly competent to dis-
charge those duties, a grave injustice is done to that
officer by depriving him of the promotion to which ho
ought to be entitled.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman, in
the first place, says this is a job, that it is going to increase(
the expenses immensely. -It i going to decrease them, and1
my hon friend who site beside me has proved that. In thei
next place, Mr. DeCelles is not deprived of his promotion.
le is to be made Librarian, and instead of $?,400, which is
his salary now, ho will get $3,000, and I have no doubt thatt
Mr. DeCelles, if ho could be consulted, would say ho was
perfectly satisfied with the arrangement. The efficiency of
the Library will be greatly assisted by the division of labor.,
With one head, responsible for every department of thei
Library, the Assiatant Librarian muât be subordinated; ho
is responsible in a lesser degree, and if any subject arisesc

in one branch of the whole system, as to maintaining or
classifying the Library, and as to the management of it, he
is not responsible for it, and a great portion of the burthen
must fall on the one man. By division of labor the work
can be more efflciently performed. Eventually, as I have
again and again said, I hope we shall have two Libraries,
the National Library and the Parliamentary Library, and
we have in effect, eo far as the nu m ber of volumes goes, two
Libraries now; we have a library of science and
general literature, and a Parliamentary Library proper.
The efficiency of the management will be greatly increased
by one of the joint Librarians applying himself to
one great branch, keeping up the maintenance and the
classification of the Parliamentary Library, and more-
over, making it his study, as ho ought to do, and being a
means of affording information to the members of both
Houses on parliamentary subjects. That was the great
virtue of the late Mr. Todd, our late Librarian, whom we all
regret so much. He was more important as a general
reader and authority on constitutional law and constitutional
history than ho was remarkable for the talent of organisa-
tion and classification of the Library, He was very valuable
in that regard. By having the two, as I have already stated,
we will have two competent men, one looking alter the
scientific and literary portion and the other the parliamen-
lary and constitutional portion. Thon the hon. the leader
of the Opposition stated that there would be a confusion of
powers. There will not be a confusion of powers if thore is
not a confusion of duties, and by a complote severance of
duties there will be no confusion. Bat, in case of a conflict,
what does the prosent Act say ?

" The direction and control of the Library of Parliament and of the
officers and servants connected therewith, @hallbe vestcd in the Speaker
of the denate and the Speaker of the House.of Commons, for the time
being, assisted, during the Session, by a joint committee of the two
Hlousea."

There is the system of control. If any possible confusion
should arise-it will not arise, it cannot arise between two
men of common sense-but if, unexpectedly, these men of
common sense should come to a different opinion, there is a
reference to the two Speakers during the recess, and to the
joint committee during the sitting of Parliament. Not only
that, but the next clause provides that:

" The Speakers of the two Rou;es of Parliament, asisited by the joint
committee, shall have power, from time to time, to make such orders and
regulations for the goverument of the Library and for the proper expen-
diture of the money to be voted by Parliament for the purchase of
books, maps, or other articles to be deposited therein, as to them shall
seem meet, subject to the approval of the two Houses ot Parliament."

This committee, thon, Session after Session, will appropriato
the parliamentary vote for the Library in such pioportions
as they think proper for each sec:ion of the Library. If at
any time they find that the appropriation in any given year
for the literary and scientific portion had been excessive,
and the Parliamentary Library had suffered, in the next
year they will shorten the appropriation for the one and
augment the sum to be given to the other. Thon, the hon.
gentleman has stated that the Government were taking
powers, which they were very glad to do, by which the
salaries of the other officers and servants of the Library
should be fixed from time to time by the Order of the
Governor in Council, so that you could not know what
the expenditure was. Now, the object of this is quite the
reverse. The salaries we fixed are too large for those who
enter. A good many years ago, in a very able repoi t, a
Library committee recommended that those who entered at
the foot of the list as junior clerks in the Library should
ccmmence with $800 a year. The junior clerks in the other
Departments commence at $400. We do not sec any reason
why that difference should occur, and why a junior clerk
in the Library should not enter at the same amount as the
clerks in the other Departments connected with the Gov-
ornment. The number of clerks is fixed by the Act ; they
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cannot be increased, if these resolutions are embodied in an
Act, and the salaries are to be according to the salaries
affixed to the different orders and classes in the Civil Ser-
vice, which will materially reduce the expenditure. So much
will this have the effect of reducing the salaries that a
proper proviso is included in these resolutions:

" Provided always, that the salary of any offler or ser vant now
employed in the Library shal fnot be diminished."
Those who are in now will keep their present salaries, but
the future officers will receive the salaries according to the
scale of first, second and third-class clerks.

Mr. MILLS. The First Minister bas informed us that this
is really an attempt at economy, that the expense will be
less than it has hitherto been ; but at the same time he
tells us that this economical period is to begin at some
indefinite time in the future; that there is to be no
diminution in the salaries of the present officials.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of course; we never do
that.

Mr. MILLS. But at the same time he proposes to put
in two officials, two Librarians, each of whom shall receive
very nearly the same salary that the original Librarian
received. I wish to call the attention of the House to the
facts connected with this whole subject. The House is well
aware that the late Librarian, Mr. Todd, was a man of
literary tastes, that he devoted a very large portion of his
time to his literary pursuits, and that, notwithstanding that
fact, he and bis Assistant Librarian had no difficulty in dis-
charging the duties that devolved upon them. Then we
find that, since Mr. Todd's death, the Assistant Librarian
bas, according to the statement of the Secretary of State,
devoted at least three months of the year to other pursuits
than devolves upon him as Acting Librarian. That is well
known. The hon. gentleman informed the House that the
Acting Librarian was enabled to devote, I think, three
months of the year to the preparation of the examination
papers and the examination of parties seeking admission
into the Civil Service.

Mr. CRAPLEAU. I never said anything of the kind.

Mr. MILLS. I think the hon. gentleman told us that
there were 1,200 persons who were applicants for admission
and who came up for examination, and that the examination
of these 1,200 took at least three months. I tbink the pub-
lished Debates of this House will show that the hon. gentle-
man made that statement. If that statement is not correct,
the hon. gentleman can correct it now; but'it is clear that
we have at present one Acting Librarian, and that he bas
been able to devote a large portion of his time to other pur-
suits than those which pertain to his duty as Librarian. We
have here a Library, I believe, of not much over 100,000
volumes. The Library of Congress, at Washington, contains
about four times that number of books. Mr. Spofford is the
Li brarian there, and the staff act under him. Among the
Libraries of London yon have the British Museum, contain-
ing twice as many volumes as our Library, and yon have a
single Librarian there. It is true he has a larger number of
officers under him than we have here, but you have the one
Librarian, who is responsible for the direction and control
of that Library. There is no reason in the proposition of
the hon. gentleman. If Mr. DeCelles is competent, and I
believe he is competent, it was the duty of the Government
to appoint him to this position under the law as
it now stands. He ought to have been the Librarian.
The hon. gentlemen sitting on the Treasury bouches
in the interests of the public, would have appointed
him, but political exigencies required otherwise, and this
proposition is the outcome of those exigencies. Now, Sir,
Isay if Mr. DeCelles is competent, ho ought to have been
appointed Librarian, and the place of Assistant Librarian

Sir JoN A. MACDONALD.

ought to have bi>en filled by a competent man. Everyone
here knows that in consequence of the unsettcd condition
of things that has prevailed, the Library has not been as
satisfactorily conducted during this Session as it might
have been, and would have been, had the Librarian had pro-
per control given him by hon. gentlemen opposite. Now,
Sir, the hon. gentleman has said that he hopes to have a
division of the Library, that ho hopes to have a General
Library and a Parliamentary Library. Well, I think, if
that division were made, it would be extremely inconve-
nient. I believe there is a very large number of books
that will be found necessary in the General Library, that
are necessary in a Library such as we have. Take all the
works of English history, take all the biographies of English
and French statesmen, take all those works relating to
Parliamentary law and government, all of which are impor-
tant in a Generat Library, and all of which are important
in a Parliamentary Library. If it were thought necessary to
have such a division it would not be the business of the hon.
gentleman to provide for it at preseot. That responsibility
will rest upon those who have control of the affairs
of the country when the time for a division comes. That
time, the hon. gentleman says, has not yet come. Let us,
then, deal with things as we have them now. We want a
single Librarian to take control of that Library, and it is
our business to give him such assistance as he requiros.
Look at the condition ofthings. There is the Minister of
Agriculture, who has an important branch of a public
library under his control, the archives of the country.
Now there is a staff established for taking charge of these
archives. I believe it is necessary to collect the materials
for the history of this country, although I think it ought to
have been a branch of the Library. You have a library in
the Geological Department amounting now to 5,000 volumes,
and growing constantly. You are obligod to have a staff to
take charge of that; and so with all these divisions, and all
the expenses incident to them. We find we are in the condi-
tion of those parties who undertook to take up a collection
for the support of Ginx's baby. Some £2,00& were col-
lected; £200 or £300 went to pay for advertising, nearly
the sarne sum to hire a hall, nearly the same sum to
secure the attendance of the public, and there were only
£20 left in hand to support Ginx's baby. Now, we are going
upon very much the same principle. We are taking large
portions of the money that is required to replenish our
Library and using it to pay officials that are not necessary,
to pay men who are pressing upon the Government for
appointments, and for whom the Government thinks it
necessary te provide at the public expense. My hon. friend
from South uron (Sir R chard Cartwright) has 'called
attention to the condition of the finances of this country at
the present time. We know that a large deficit is staring
us in the face; we know that deficit this year will be very
much larger than the cooked accounts of the hon. gentlemen
will show. Why, Sir, we know that in connection with the
Intercolonial Railway you have some $1,400,000 charged to
capital account that everyone knows should be charged to
the ordinary expenses of the year. Our deficit will exceed,
perhaps, $3,000,000, and yet in face of the enormous burden
upon the people, of the straitened circumstances of the
public revenue, the bon. gentleman proposes to adopt a sys-
tem that will necessarily lead to an increased expense.
The hon. gentleman says now that it is in contemplation to
divide the Library.

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. No, no.
Mr. MILLS. That is what he said.

Sir JOHN A. MAC DONALD. I said that, eventually, I
had no doubt, it would be so.

Mr. MILLS. Yes, eventually; but the hon. gentleman
proposes to provide beforehand for the expense aris-
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ing from that division. The hon. gentleman is tak-
ing time by the forelock instead of by the queue. He
proposes to provide here for a large and expensive
staff. He proposes to make it a double-headed staff ;
he says by-and-bye it will be a double staff. I say that it is
unnecessary ; that instead of promoting it will diminish the
efficiency of the service. The hon. gentleman says that we
are paying these men large sums of money in consequence
of there port made by the Library Committee, and that there
is no reason why these officers should be botter paid than
those in the other branches of the Civil Service. All that
was considered at the time by the committee who made
that report. If a clerk is to be employed in that Library
ho ought to be a person of higher literary attainments than
is absolutely necessary in ordinary Civil Service duties.
He requires to be a person of superior education. If ho
does not possess that, he is not fit for the position, and it
was because of that, that it was deemed expedient to pro-
pose a larger sum than was nocessary in the ordinary
b ranches of the Civil Service. Now, looking at the present
condition of the country, I do not believe the people will
sustain the course the hon. gentleman proposei to take. It
is not in the public interest; it is not in the interest of this
House. This proposition arises out of party exigencies,
and this House ought to reject the proposition, and the
Government wculd be fulfilling its duties by filling up the
vacancies that now exist under the provisions of the present
law.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I am at a loss to know whother the
bon. gentleman and his friends who have spoken upon this
subject have the general interest of the people at hoart,
or whether they are not rather giving vent to some conceal-
ed spite connected with some intended appointment. They
appear to be always singing the old song with respect to
expenditure. According to their notions, this increased
expenditure, which will amount to something like $300 in
ail, is going to drive the country into bankruptcy. I know
not whether the Acting Librarian will think their utterances
are very sincere. The hon. gentleman (Ur. Mills) bas said
that the Government, in this instance, have sacrificed public
interest for the sake of political exigencies. He, the hon.
gentleman, bas sacrificed the public interest and the
good of the Library in order to satisfy political spite.
I knew there was some concealed reason why hon.
gentlemen have been so hot in their discussion of the new
state of affairs which is proposed by this Bill. The hon.
gentleman, in making his statement, took the opportunity,
not of exactly telling an untrue thing, but of speaking in
such a way as to make the House nnderstand as true what
was untrue. The hon. gentleman made it appear as if the
Acting Librarian had been absent for three months from
his duties in the Library, on the CivilService work in which
he had been engaged. I tell the hon, gentleman I never
said that; I have never said it. You will look into the
Hansard in vain for it. I will repeat what I said. The
hon. gentleman knew I had not said that, but what I said
was this-

Mr. MILLS. I object to what the hon. gentleman now
says. I did not know it ; I believed the hon. gentleman
said it ; and notwithstanding his denial, I believe it still.
I believe hoe is mistaken.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I said the bon. gentleman knew what
I had said. I had repeated it several times during former
debates to the bon. member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey).
I said that the Acting Librarian as one of the Civil Service
examiners, had done work which had been estimated as
equivalent to three months work. That is to say, that
the hours given to that work would reach about
eighty days of the ordinary work of a civil servant. The
hon. gentleman has stated that this measure will bring
the Library into a state of disorder, which will be contrary

to its interests and those of Parliament. Strange tosay, the
change that is proposed by the promoter of this Bill is one
which is advocated by the prospective Librarians themselves.
The present Acting Librarian, who has fulfilled hie duties, I
am sure, to the great satisfaction of every member of the
House, and whose position during this Sesion has certainly
not been a sinecure, stated that it would be conducive to
the gool order of the Library if the duties of the different
officers of the Library were divided, some having charge of
the General Library and the others of the Parliamentary
Library. Hon. members very weil know that one of the
important duties is the purchasing of books; and this
financial and material part of the management deserves
special attention. The management of that portion of the
library which relates to science and goneral literature, other
than that which is used by mombers for parliamentary
purposes, also constitutes a very large portion of the duties
of the Librarian. The Acting Librarian has suggested this :
That the Library be divided as proposed, and that each
officer should have under his surveillance sub-officers, whom
they will train specially in the linos of knowledge required,
either for discussions in this House or for other informa-
tion which we are likely to seek from the Library. Is there
any groat difference, thon, botween what is proposed now
and what bas been in existence? A line of division bas
always existed. There were the works concerning French
works on history, politics and science. We are so situated
in this country, in having two languages, that it is not to
be expected a single efficer can attend to both branches with
equal thoroughness. The present Acting Librarian might
attend to both; but it would be imposing too much upon him,
and the work would not be so efficiently d >ne as if the duties
were divided. In former times the deputy was, in fact, as
independent in discharging his duties as the Chief Librarian
is now. The Parliamentary Librarian will be acting jointly
with the General Librarian, but there will bo a division of
duties. If there was a groat difference involved in the expen-
diture of the Library by this scheme, I would say it is worth
considering. The bon. gentleman who bas just taken his
seat contradicted the statement made by the Minister of
Public Works and the First Minister, in saying there would
be a reduction ifi the expenditure. The hon. member for
Bothwell said: You spoke of economy and of reducing the
expenditure, and yet in the next breath you provided for
two Librarians. The statement of the First Minister was
quite true. In regard to new nominations, and we know
they occur frequently, not less than two officers are now
wanted, the First Minister said we would try to enforce
the provisions of the Civil Service Act; and with respect
to those entering the service, the intention of the
Government is to secure good men, but to admit them at
lower salaries than those at which they now enter. That,
of course, would effect a reduction of the expenditure.
I repeat that bon. gentlemen on the other side cannot con.
tend that the work will not b botter done, that the classi-
fication, which is as good there as anywhere else, will
not be conducive to the efficiency of the Library. We
have not to discuss bore the question of whether the Library
should be absolutely divided. Perhaps, in the future, the
Library would have to be divided. We know that the
Library contains a large amount of literature which is not
necessary for a Parliamentary Library-I do not call it
frivolous, because that would be censuring the past
Librarian, but that literature, for ordinary reading, takes
up a large portion of the time of some of the officers
of the Library, and it i8 intended, or at least bas been sng-
gested by the Acting Librarian, to have regulations to
prevent teo much of the time of those officers being
taken up in that branch of the work. The hon. gentleman
has said that the British Museum has only one Librarian,
and that the Library at Waehington bas only one Librarian.
I do not say that it is impossible to work under one
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Librarian here, but I say that there can be no objection to the responsibility for the management of the Library, which
division under two heads, anl that no wrong is done in divid- will certainly result in difficulties. To whom are the par-
ing the Library in that way. The hon. member for Huron liamentary committee to look; whom are they to censure if
(Sir Richard Cartwright) has alluded to the saying of anything goes wrong; upon which particular one of these
Napoleon, that there should be only one command, and Parliamen tary Librarians is this House to pass a vote of een-
that one bad general is better than two good ones; but I sure if the work of the Library is not properly doue ? We
think in ordinary experience he will find that that paradox have now somebody to whom we can look, in the person of the
does not always apply. I think it will be found that two Librarian, who has officials under him to do the work and
Librarians, one having cermain fixed duties to perform and they must obey his orders. But how are these subordinates
the other having entirely distinct duties to perform, will be to act now ? Whom are they to obey; and supposing there
able to do the work botter. The commanding power will is a clashing between the two heads of the Library, which
be outside of the Library, in the hands of the Speaker and one of them is to rule ? I maintain that the proposition is
tbe others who assist him in that duty. In a word, economy utterly indefensible, and I say that it is on a par-and I
is respected in this arrangement, and the increase of expense hope hon. gentlemen will mark it-with the policy which
is only in the mouths of the hon. gentlemen. I do not think clearly marks the line the Government are taking in every
that even in their minds it seriously exists, and I think Department of the public service. Last year a similar
that upon reflection they will agree with me that the proposition was made. The Minister of Marine andFisheries,
service will bo better done under the arrangement which is whose Department is adecreasing Department came, without
now proposed. reason or rhyme, with a proposai to increase the number of

deputy heads to two, at great expense to the public. They
Mr. DAVIES. If the speech of the hon. Minister of were not needed; it was an indefensible proposition; they

Public Works failed to convince the House that this pro- could not defend it and they did not defend it. It was simply
posal is unnecessary, I think that there can be no doubt called for by party exigencies. So far from dividing
about it after the speech of the Secretary of State. That hon. responsibility, or dividing up our Library, I say we should
gentleman bas advanced no reason whatever to justify the ho consolidating our public Libraries. In the Archive
proposed increase of public expenditure. He has intimated, Department we have a Library, and with what result ?
or thrown across the floor, the suggestion that there was Those of us who are on the Library Committee know
some concealed reason on the part of the Opposition for that it has happened more than once that the gentleman
opposing this measure. The hon. gentleman must have at the head of the Archives Department, when a library is
known, for he was in his place when the leader of the offered for sale in some part of the Dominion, bas posi-
Opposition spoke, the reasons for which we oppose this tively gone and bid against the gentleman in the Gen-
proposal; they are patent and plain on its face. In the eral Library, so that we had the spectacle of two
first place, we say that the proposal will increase, to a large public officers bidding against one another with the public
extent, the burthens of the people. l the second place, we money, and therefore I say that it is disgraceful, and that
say that where we now have a responsible head of the the object should be the consolidation of these Libraries into
Library, responsible to Parliament and to the Committee of one, with a head over them responsible to Parliament, and
both louses, who advise with that head, we will hereafter to whom Parliament should look. Then we have a large
have two heads, neither of whom will be responsible; and library in the Geological Survey, and another at the Supre me
that the responsibility will be shuffled from one to the Court, with a librarian there, and [ suppose, in a few years,
other, so that Parliament will not know whom to look to. there will hardly be a Department in the public service
We hear hon. gentlemen speak about a Parliamentary and without its having a separate library and a librarian at its
a General Library, but there is no such thing in existence. head. The hon. gentleman asks us to have faith that the
The whole Library is a Parliamentary Library. The Minister salaries will be decreased. But I would ask any hon. mem-
of Public Works says that it is a splendid way to solve the ber of this House if lie knows an instan3e in which the
problem. What is the problem ? There is no problem. salaries, or the number of officers of any Department, have
These bon. gentlemen croate the problem themselves, and been decreased. My observation has been, since I have
thon they ask us to look at their statesmanship in solving been in Parliament, that the salaries are being increaFed
it. Was there any problem in the time of the late Librarian- year after year, that the numhor in the service of the
any complaint that that gentleman could not discharge his Departments is hoing increaed, and that the pressure is
duties fairly? Was there any such complaint came before the constant on the Govern meut te increase those salaries and
Committee of both flouses, which Committee is more compe- increase the numbers of officials in the Depariments. I say
tent than anybody ease to advise this House as to the manner that those whe are iu favor of eooomy and efficiency sheuld
in which the Library is conducted ? Have they ever hinted set their faces steruly against those propositions which tend
as to the necessity or advisability of having a divided te incroase the public expenditure in any of the Depart-
responsibility ? No, Sir. Who ever talked or heard of any monts.
such a proposali? It is simply party exigencies which have
prompted the hon. gentleman to bring down this proposi. Mr.CASIY. This proposai, on the face ef lb, seemste be
tion to Parliament. I maintain that where you have one merely a proposai te divide the responaibility for the
head of a Library, with a parliamentary committee to management of the Parliamentary Library; but taken lu
advise with him, it is monstrous to say that when you have connectien with the explanatiens whieh have beeu.given,
the disbursing of $10,000 a year he mudt have associated lb la really a proposal te croate two Libraries. We are toki
with him another gehtleman in the management of the that there la te ho a Parliamentary Librarian and a Goneral
Library. The hon. gentleman says there is to be no inerease Librarian. We have heard allusions te a Parliametary
of expenditure. Well, Sir, the present assistant gets $2,400 Library and a General Lihrary, which are te ho under the
and you are to give him $3,000, and another gentleman is care of these two gentlemen rospeetivoly. Now, altheugh
to have $3,000 more. Is that no increase ? Thon the bon. the Premier says that this provision is an eventuality of the
gentleman bas added a provi3o to his resolution, that no future, it la quito cloar that the whole defence of the
existing officer in the Library shall have his salary reduced, appointment ef twe Librarians las been based on this
so that there is not only a decided increase of expendituro, eoming division of the Library, and that the appoitment
but there is a provision against any reduction ~of expen- oftwe Librarians la merely a preparatory stop lu the division
diture ; you have, in the first place, increased the public of the Library inte two separate Libraries. As my hon.
burthens, and, in the second place, you have divided the friend frem Prince Edward Island said, lb would bc mach
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more seemly to colleot the seraps of libraries that exist in place in a Bepartment le to be flied it should b. fihied by
the varions Departments under the care of one Librarian than the beet qualified officer in a lower rank, if a person can b.
to propose still further to divide the collection of booksfound in the Department qnalifled to perform the duties at
which we have at present in the Library attached to thisail. I do not need to urge that Mr. DeCelles was qualifed te
House. If it were merely a case of divided control the object. perform the duties of Librarian, for the right hon, gentlem
tions to the proposal would be extremely great. I do wiil no doubt urge thst he le; therefore, we may taie il
not know that they could be put better than they were by for granted thathle. If we were net eatisfied, from our
my hon. friend from Prince Edward Island; but I think that generai knowledge of that gentleman, the fact that h. hu
it is proper that I should endorse his statement of the evils performed the duties of Librarian for the pat year is a sut.
arising from that division, and that every person who feels ficient proof that li competent. Why, then, le ho not
as I do should urge upon the Government that it is absurd promoted to the poâition of Chef Librarian? The only
and monstrous that there should not be some one person anewer le that the place was wanted for some one else-
responsible for the management of the Library. It is quite that a political friend of the Government wanted
certain that these two gentlemen cannot always agree in a place, and a place net being vacant, one muet b.
matters connected with the management of the Library, and made for hlm. The Minieters did not dare to con-
one must prevail over the other; or else, if there be a dispute tinue Mr. DaCelles in bie preeent place, and com-
that cannot be settled by them, it must be referred, as the mit the glaring injustice of appointing an Engligl.
hon. Secretary of State says, to the parliamentary commit- speaking Librarian over hie had, and they did not dire to
tee, which is to be the supreme authority. Now, Sir, a Mr. DeOdîles Chef Librarian, and give him a corre-
parliamentary committee is not a desirable head of aen g salary, because eomebedy else wanted the place.
Library; it is not desirable that the parliamentary commit- The place has been left open for a year, and now the dis-
tee should have the power to decide questions of mere pute las been eettled, net ifavor cf ene or the oher, but
Library management. Of course, it must decide the policy by doubling the offices and salaries. I proteet, in the Dame
of the Library-what class of books the vote should becf the principles on which our Civil Service je suppo@ed te
expended for; butin questions of mere library management, be conducted, againet the neglect te promete Mr.DeOelles
chere should be some person employed by the flouse, and and againet dividing the office te make a position fer a
responsible to the House for his action, in whose political friend. The hon. Minister said that poeaibly w
hands the final decision should rest, and not in the could get aiong with one Librarian. Pcssibly we, wihour
bands of the Library committee, whioh is not in the same 105,000 or 110,000 volumes, do net need any more super-
sense responsible to the House and the country for what it vision cf our Library than dees the Waehington Librarywith
may do. Of course, it is responsible in some sense, because its 250,000 volumes, or the British Museum Library, with Ita
it is composed of members of the two Houses; but it would million volumes or more 1 Poesibly, the hon. gentleman
be impossible to hold the members of that committee res-esys, very naively and pleaeantly, our Library doe8 net need
ponsible or to do anything by which we could censure abeoluteiy any more supervision than do these. Tht
them for any mistake they made. It is just as essential admission je very amusing. Net only las Mr. DeCelios
that the Library should be under the control of one head as been able te conduct oui Library on bis own ras.
that any other department should be. I cannot understand ponsîbility, but li has had sufficient spare time te give
what lines the proposed division of the Library is to follow the equivalent cf three Civil Service menthe te other work.
-wbat is to distinguish a Parliamentary Library from a Bat, says the hon. Minister, ne ene officer can be expoctec
General Library ? I can quite understand that books of a te undcrstand equally weli French and Elish literature
political character and ptrliamentary books of reference and te select bocks in each with equai effieiey Nobody
would naturally belong to the Parliamentary Library; but I ever supposed he could, but thera is nothing te prevent Our
am quite at a loss to understand what kind of books are to btaining, if we have a French-speaking gentleman as head
be excluded-whether books of general science, of cf the Library, the services cf an effiient Englishman as
history or of travel, or literary works, of no Assistant Librarian, who could give ail the advice neceeeary
value as works of reference, but merely for their fer the selection cf Englieh wcrks. The bon. gentleman
literary excellence, would be excluded from the says the work wilI be botter done with twe beudé.That im
list of a Parliamentary Library. I think they certainly absurd, on the face cf it; it ie absurd te say that two per.
should not be; and I co not suppose the hon. Secretary of sens, with concurrent authority and ne arbiter te decido
State or anybody else would wish to exclude such books bctween them, wili do the werk as well as ene. There hau
from the list of a Parliamentary Library. If he did, it wouldben ne complaint hitherto cf the work being jîl done;
become a very sniall collection of volumes. The object of thore las been nething to warrant the Goverument in
those who choose books for a Parliamentary Library should making this change. We ail know how the work was don.
be to make it include not only books of reference, political in Mr. Todd's time; that gentleman was a perfect enoyclo.
works, and works of literary excellence, but works of a pSlia cf information; you wili not get twe or five
scientific character, which are too costly to be obtained by Librariane, fer years te core, who wili b. eue tithe as
ordinary libraries. Beyond this, I do not think a Parliamen- efficient in that respect as was Mr. Todd. Thera were ne
tary Library ought to go. If it is proposed to have a general complainte cf the management of the Library under him;
literaiy library, consisting largely of works of fiction, I say thera have been ne complainte under Mr. Decelles;
it is entirely unjustifiable. There is ne reason whya library nîtheugh ne eue will pretend lie je as highly qualifled as his
of light literature should be maintained by this Government, predecesser. Therefore, if under the late Librarian, who
which would be really providing a public library for this was a gentleman very fur advanced in years, thera
city, and not for the public ut large, or its representatives. was no cemplaint, and if under the management cf the
I quite agree with the hon. the Secretary of Stato that we Acting Librarian, Mr. DaCelies, thera las been ne complaint,
have gone perbaps too far in that direction already; the proposaI te appoint twc men te do tho work je on. that
but, if it is proposed to form a General Library can only have its engin in the desire te find a place for a
as distinct from a Parliamentary Library, we must poiitical friend. As to the question cf expense, I cannot at
go much further than we have gone, and maintain ail folew the calculation cf the Secretary cf State, who says
a library of light literature and fiction. There is another it willieconly an increae cf $300 or $400, I do net se.
reason why I am opposed to this division of authority. I that the Library staff le rednced by this reecintion; cer-
have always advocated the principle that promotion should tainly the sala-y cannot li reduced, and I fail te se. that
be the rule in the public service-that when the highest the substitution cf twe salaries cf 83,000 cache inetead efthe
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one salary, which could not go higher than $3,200, will make
an increase of only $300. I sbould say it will make an
increase of at least $2,800 in the expenses of the Library.
Although there is a rider that the salaries of the present
employees shall not be reduced, there is no assurance that
they will not be increased. They are to be fixed by Order
ia Council.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. According to the Civil
Service Act. There are two vacancies which will be filled
by officers drawing less salaries,

Mr. CASEY. That only makes my case stronger. With
only an Assistant Librarian, and when there are two vacan-
cies, we do not feel the need of any extra staff, and yet it is
proposed to appoint two Chief Librarians. If we have been
able to get along without a Librarian at al], and when there
are two vacancies on the staff, it is a strange conclusion to
draw that we must appoint two Librarians and fill the
vacancies too. The hon. gentleman says the vacancies
will be filled according to the Civil Service Act. I
admit that; I am not prepared off-hand to say how far
the present salaries will compare with those which are
to be received under the Civil Service Act, but I am pre-
pared to take this position : that even if there were no
extra expense at al, the division of authority, the discour-
agement of the service by failing to carry out the ordinary
rules of promotion, the encouragement of partisanship by
making this special provision for the relief of a faithil ser-
vant on the press, all these things will be quite sufficient to
condemn the secheme.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). This looks ta me to be just
about as transparent a job, on a small scale, as any hon.
gentlemen opposite have yet attempted to justify to Parlia-
ment. The hon. Minister of Publie Works addressed the
House, as also did the hon. Secretary of State, and yet
neither ventured to submit to Parliament a single excuse
or justification for the creation of this additional office.
There is no necessity for it; the public has not called for
it; the members of the House have not called for it; we
have not found any inconvenience from the absence of an
additional Librarian. What, then, is the object of this pro-
position? Every body knows that the sole object is to provide
a soft spot for a supporter of hon. gentlemen opposite. The
office of Librarian ought to have been filled long ago, and
would have been filled long ago had the Government been
able to reconcile the conflicting claims of those who aspire
to the position. The claims of the Acting Librarian could
not be ignored. He is an efficient officer, and ought to have
been appointed to the office long ago ; the vacancy should not
have been allowed to exist for a period of fifteen months, but
unfortunately, another person had some claims to the posi.
tion. He ventured to advance his claim upon the Govern-
ment, and the Government could not afford to ignore his
claims, and therefore. for fifteen months past, this office has
remained unfilled. Now, in order to satisfy these two claim-
ants, hon. gentlemen resort to this dodge of appointing a
Joint Librarian, of appointing two Librarians to discharge
the duties which were formerlyperformed by one, and to pay
them $6,000 instead of $5,400 or $5,600, which was form-
erly paid, thus causing, at the lowest estimate, an additional
expense of $400 to the country, without any corresponding
increase in the advantages, or in the benefit to members of
the House, or to the public, who are interested in this Library.
We all know perfectly well that hon. gentlemen had to satisfy
tbe claims of the ex-editor of the Mail. He was dismissed
from the editorship of the Mail for his consummate lies and
abuse of all the public men of the country, and he had thus
claims upon the Government which they could not resist,
those claims being-abusing, slandering and vilifying the
Opposition. They could not resist those claims, so they pro-
mised to give him this position ; they could not resist
the claim of the Assistant Librarian. There was a
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power behind the throne that they could not resist,
and so they had to resort to this transparent dodge,
in order to gratify the ex-editor of the Mail. I wish
hon6 gentlemen every joy of the appointment they are
making, especially the appointment of the ex.editor o.f the
Mail newspaper,who was dismissed from the position ofeditor
because the respectable members of the Conservative party
could not stand the persistent lying of the editor of the
Mail, hie constant abuse of publie men,.who did not think as
the Government thought, and could net see with the same
eyes as the Government and their supporters. So they had
to provide a place for him, and they propose to do it by
foisting him into this position, where he will feed at the
public crib at an annual salary of $3,000. It is time that
the country understood this. I hope they will understand
it, and I think they will. They will understand that this is
the way in which the Government reward their camp fol-
lowers; and that the more abusive they are, the more they
vilify the opponents of the Government, the better office
they will get. If a man is sufficiently abusive he will be
rewarded by being foisted into the public service at a large
salary of from $2,000 to $5,000 a year. It is nonsense to
say that this is not increasing the expense. it is increasing
the expense. You cannot have two men doing the work of
one without increasing the expense. You cannot get the
Assistant Librarian and the ex-editor of the Mail to do the
work of Mr. Todd at the salary which Mr. Todd received. It
is time the House and the public understood that this is
nothing but one of those transparent jobs which the Govern-
ment are in the habit of perpetrating, and of attempting to
justify to Parliament, but which they cannot justify to Par.
liament.

Motion agreed to, and the House resolved itself into Com-
mittee.

(In the Committee.)

On resolution 1,
Mr. MILLS. I called the attention of the Hgouse, before*

yon took the Chair, to the fact that the Assistant Librarian,
according to the statement of the Secretary of State, had
devoted at least three months of the past year to his duties
as Civil Service examiner. The hon. gentleman denied
that statement, and I have taken the trouble to turn to the
speech which he made on the 27th February of this year,
when the Bill was under discussion which he was then pro-
moting. He said:

'' They (that is the examinera) have heretofore been ad at the rate
of $5 a day, provided the number of days did not exceed s'ty days in the
year. This amount has proven to be not only inadequate, but com-
pletely out of proportion to the amount of work necessarily imposed
upon the examinera."

And further down, in the same speech, he says:

" During last year the examinations of the month of Jane alone
actually took, of the time of the Civil Service examiners-counting the
number of hours, because some of them belonged to the Oivil Service-
over eighty days for the completion of their work.'"

So that one examination took nearly the whole three
months, and subsequently the hon. gentleman, in the dis.
cussion of the Bill, declared that a less time could not be
taken; that it was wholly impossible that these gentlemen
could discharge their duties in a shorter period of time.
There are several other examinations beside this one in
June, so the committee will see that my recollection was
entirely accurate and the recollection of the hon. gentleman
himself was altogether erroneous. I mentioned this state-
ment, because it shows that there is no excuse or pretext
for this double-headed organisation which the hon. gentle-
men have now submitted to the attention of Parliament. I
do not know-the hon. gentlenian may have studied the
Government of Japan and learned something of the fune-
tions of the Mikado and the Tycoon before introducing this
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Bill, but I think it will be found that it will be wholly
unjustified by the country, and will be extremely mis-
chievous if it is carried through this House and is acted
upon.

Mr. BLAKE. The clause you have now put to the com
mittee provides, as to these two officers, that one is to be
called the General Librarian, the other to be called the Par-
liamentary Librarian, and they are to hold a joint com-
mission as Librarian of Parliament, and to have equal
powers. Being jointly the Librarian of Parliament and
having equal powers, of course they have equal powers
over the whole range of the Library. There is no proposal
here-and, to avoid any misconception that may have
arisen formerly, I may say that I am not suggesting that
there should be such a proposal-to divide our books into two
parcels, and to draw a lino which it would be difficult,
and I think practically impossible, to draw. There is no
proposal of that kind, and therefore you find two officers
under a single name as the Librarian of Parliament, with
equal powers and equai range. I have not huard the hon.
gentleman say that, in any other library in the world, such
provision as this is made. I have not huard him give us any
precedent for this proposal of bis. He says it would be a
great improvement, but it is not an improvement, so far as
I know, which is supported by any evidence that it has
been attempted in the past ; still less, that it has worked
well in the past; nor has it beuen pointed out
by him that there is any evil in the course which
has been pursued heretofore, which it is proposed to cure.
On the contrary, I fear that evils will be created or exagge-
rated by this plan, which may more or less exist in the
present one. I have said that the clause proposes to call
these two officers the Librarian of Parliament, and to give
them equal powers, but their separate denomination as Gen-
oral Librarian and Librarian of Parliament indicates, to some
extent, what the scope of their separate functions is to be.
Now, the great danger is, I apprehend, with the pressure
which exists on the part of the good people of the city of
Ottawa, and on the part, if I may say so without offence, of
one or two members of Parliament, that we may have a
straining of the grant towards what may be called the Gen-
oral Library against theParliamentary Library. My opinion
is that the Parliamentary Library is, and has for a long
time been, extremely defective. I think there are
many books missing which are wanted in a very narrow
sense of the term to the Parliamentary Library, and I think
very many of these books are books which might be obtained
without any or at very slight expense. I refer to very
useful works, what we call blue books, but they are not
blue books with them, compilations of many kinds, convey.
ing useful information, in many of the State Legislatures,
and also in many of the other Governments of the
world. I bave often had occasion to endeavor to obtain
information of that kind and have found the Parlia-
mentary Library defective in these regards. It is
defective, also, in many other respects which belong
particularly to its character as a Parliamentary Library, as
a library of those works whicb are requisite for good law
making, for the knowledge that is required to make the
good laws on the various subjects with which we are deal.
ing. Now, more than one bon. gentleman, speaking on the
other side, has said: We have gone too far towards a Gen-
oral Library. One hon. gentleman said, there is a good deal
of light literature, a good deal of frivolous literature. It is
quite true; there is a good deal of that, and how much
more is that going to be increased when you put one man
over the Parliamentary Library and another man, in con-
tradistinction to him, over the General Library, whose busi-
ness it will be to press the interests of general literature
as against the interests of parliamentary literature. That
plan is proposed for the division of the funds ? My own

theory of the use of the parliamentary grant is, that the
first primary use towards which it should be devoted, and
towards which all that is necessary should each year be
devoted, is to secure those things which are essential to the
Library as a Parliamentary Library strictly; and that it i8
only such surplus funde as the liberality of Parliament may
allot that can with reason be devoted to what you may
call as general, as distinct from a Parliamentary Library. In
a word, a Parliamentary Library is the primary thing, and the
rest is more or less important; you may adopt a larger, or
less liberal view as to that; but you must supply, firet of all,
what is strictly the Parliamentary Library. Now, we are
going to croate difficulties in carrying ont this plan, because
you are setting up a dignitary, an officer with coequal powers
to those of the Parliamentary'Librarian, who is to b called
a General Librarian, and whose interests are to be in that
direction. It bas been said that there must be some division
of labor. There has beuen a division of labor, but it bas been
infinitely more intelligible than is now suggested, a division
of labor which must, to some extent, exist still, which will not
be divided, and cannot be probably divided efflciently,
between these two officers at all, and part of which each
must take. That division of labor is due to the existence of
the circumstance that our Library i*s in two great languages,
the English and the French languages. Of coursi, there are
books in some other languages, but speaking broadly, it is
in the English and French languages. Of course, it is natural,
unless you get a very good man indeed, that if you have two
chief officers of the Library one should be more familiar with
one language and one literature than the other would be,
and the other officer more familiar with the other language
and literature. This is natural and reasonable, and it ise,
perhaps, essential, so long as you intend to do justice to
those two great divisions of the Library. But these divi.
sions are not co-extensive with the range of a General and
Parliamentary Library. You will want parliamentary
books in the French language, and you will want works of
general literature in the English language; and the divi-
sion will not be co-extensive with the division of the great
officers; and if you think that a special knowledge in
French or in English literature is required for a proper
choice and supervision of the books in each language, these
officers' functions will overreach one another and run into
one another, and the Parliamentary Library will have to deal
with a certain class of the General Library in the language
with which he is not familiar, and so with the General
Library. That division is not an unreasonable division, but
it will not work in with this proposed division, and it will
croate and intensify the difficulties which it is proposed by
this plan to create. Now, it is said these two persons are to
hold a joint commission as Librarian of Parliament. They
are to bu Librarian of Parliament, and to have equal powers.
They are going to have under them eleven servants. Now,
it does seom a curious arrangement that you are going to
have given to those mon with co-equal powers, eleven clorks
and messengers, who are to be subordinate to them, and one
man's work will require attention at one time and another
man's work will require attention at another time. Is there
to be any subdivision amongst these varions officials ? Are
they also to be ranked, and some primarily to be uat the ser-
vice of one of the officers, and the others at the service of
the other ? or are they all to do one joint and single kind of
work ? If they are all to do one joint and single kind of
work, it is because the whole work is unique, is of one
character, and if of one character, therefore placed under
one head. But if they are to be divided, how are they
to be divided ? Are you going to allot some to one man
and some to another man? IHow is the question to be
settled, whose services are to be obtained, and by what
order the services of the different clerks are to be ob-
tained, by each individual? It seems to me that there
has been no indication that either the experience of other
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countries in the conduct of a single library, or the ex
perience of Our own country in the conduct of this, or
any other of its libraries, proves that there is an evil to be
redressed, and still less proves that it is to be redressed by
these means, of appointing two men with equal powers under
the one commission as joint Librarian of Parliament.

On paragraph 2, resolution 1,
Mr. BLAKE. I would ask whether the present staff are

ranked in classes. Under the resolution of the Library
Committee, approved by Parliament, these clerks rank as of
first, second and third-classes.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes; their salaries are
ranged with reference to their position, if this Act passes,
as ffrst, second and third-class clerks in the Civil Service.

Mr. BLAKE. That is to say, at this time there are two
persons who have salaries which would be the salaries of
first-class clerks under the Act, and two who would have the
salaries of third-class clerks.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, I think so. Mr.
Laperrière has a salary of $1,800, which is the maximum
When he disappears, his successor, probably, may have up
to U1,400.

Mr. BLAKE. Then I understand the hon. gentleman to
say there are two persons who would now properly rank as
first-class clerks, by their salaries ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. Do I understand there are two persons in

the service who would rank as second-elass clerks, by their
salaries ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think so. As I said,
Mr. Laperrière has $1,800. Mr. Todd is a first-class clork,
and he bas $1,400. Mr. James Fletchor, second-class clerk,

1,100 ; Mr. Campbell, who, unfortunately, died, $81,100; Mr.
Sylvain, third-class clerk, 81,000; 'Mr. Thayne, extra
clerk, $800-not permanent, but a very valuable officer. In
consequence of the decease of Mr. Campbell and the infirm-
ity of another officer, two or three officers are employed
temporarily until this Act passes.

Mr. BLAKE. There are two first-class clerks; there are
two second-class; but Mr. Campbell's decease leaves a
vacancy of a second-class clerk, which has not been filled.
Are there three third-class clerks ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Smith is employed
temporarily.

Mr. BLAKE. If you are going to fili Mr. Campbell's
place, it is clear you are going to increase the staff.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There are six clerks,
besides the Librarian and Assistant Librarian.

Mr. BLAKE. Then you are proposing that the per-
manent staff shall include seven clerks, whereas the present
staff is composed of enly six clerks. Then it is plain that
after making two heads, you are going to increase the staff
by a third-class clerk. That is additional economy.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is the additional
man. I did not observe until now that there is a junior
clerk, who is attached to the Supreme Court, Mr. Ternent.
He is called a clerk.

Mr. BLAKE. It is news to us that Mr. Ternent is called
a clerk. I do not know who made him a clerk.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He is on the return of
the Librarian.

Mr. BLAKE. Mr. Ternent is a messenger and in charge
of the books of the Supreme Court. I do not know when
ho was made a olerk.

Mr. .BLAXE.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He is paid out of the
Library vote.

Mr. BLAKE. Then there is not an additional man. If
we are going to regulate the staff, we had botter set this
matter right. I do not think our Library vote should be
charged with a clerk or messenger who is in charge of the
books at the Supreme Court. That is really part of the
cost of the Supreme Court, for the cost is incurred because
the books are there.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The books belong to the
Library here. They are lent to the court, and under the
arrangement we can send for them at any time. It is of
very little consequence whether this salary be charged to
the Supreme Court or to the Library.

Mr. BLAKE. I trust some enquiry will be made into
this matter. If it is proposed to turu Mr. Ternent into a
clerk and provide for $50 a year increase, and that ho may
ultimately become a first-class clerk, I should like to under-
stand it. If he is to be admitted as a third-class clerk, it is
clear he will occupy a new relation to the Civil Service from
that hlias occupied up to this time. He was a messenger
a little while ago.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes; but very frequently
our messengers become clerks.

Mr. BLAKE. I am not objecting to it, but it should be
done by proper persons, and in a proper way.

Mr. CASEY. From my experience of the service in the
Library this year, there is no necessity for increasing the
staff by filling up Mr. Campbell's place. We have got along
very well. We have not had any complaints of members
not being served, and I never noticed, when in the Library,
that the clerks were overworked.

Sir JOHN.A. MACDONALD. We have extra clerks.
Mr. CASEY. The officers are certainly not overworked;

in fact, I do not think they work so hard as other officers,
although they certainly have extraordinarily long hours.
But it must be remembered that there are three messengers,
all of whom are competent to do part of the clerks' work.
Mr. Çaseault, Mr. Dunlop and Mr. Ratté give out books and
enter them, and in fact do everything connected with clerks
duties, except, perhaps, the final posting. So the whole
staff of eleven persons must b regarded as performing
clerical duties. I think it will be quite possible to get along
without having so many first and second-class clerks as are
proposed. I do not desire to strike any from the list, but
simply not to make an appointment of a second-class clerk
in place of Mr. Campbell.

Mr. CRIAPLEAU. The hon. gentleman is mistaken. I
have received complaints. I have had a couple of letters
from the Librarian, saying that very bitter complaints have
been made by mombers of the House because the service
was not satisfactorily done. The Librarian said the officers
were kept perfectly busy, and certainly ho had not more
than ho required.

Mr. CASEY. Of course, I was mistaken in saying positively
that there had been no complaints. Ionly meant that I had
heard none, and that I had none to make myself. The fact
of complaints having arisen might come from the incom-
petency of some of the appointees. Of course, they cannot
be fully competent when they enter the Library at first,
and although there might be complaints this year with the
same number of employés, next year there might be no
cause of complaint, and probably there would be no com-
plaint, as they would be more familiar with their duties.
It must be remembered that out of the Session these clerks
have comparatively little to do.

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. They cannot do anything
else.
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Mr. CASEY. No; but there is little for them to do, ex-
cept during the Session, and we are making a permanent staff
which is to cover all possible sessional exigencies, and pro.
posing to keep it up the year round.

Mr. MILLS. I understood the First Minister to say that
Mr. Laperrière was getting $1,800, and that would be
increased to $2,400.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; I did not say that.
$1,800 is the maximum.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I desire to say a few words. I
believe that if this Bill carries the effect of having two
Librarians will be to materially impair the efficiency of the
Library. The tendency to multiply offices is becoming
alarmingly great. We have seen it in every Department
this Session, and I hope that in the presont condition of the
affairs of the country the Government will not needlessly
multiply offices which are going to place heavy burthens
on the people. We have a large library at the present time
at the Supreme Court, and there seems to be a tendency to
have a library in every Department. Last year nearly
$3,000 was spent in the different Departments for books of
reference. As the General Library is easy of access, I do
not see why they could not get their books there, instead of
duplicating copies in each Department. This tendency to
multiply offices and to have libraries in every Department
is something the people of this country cannot stand. Thoy
are not going to put up with that sort of thing. I find that
for books of reference there were spent by the Governor
General's Department, $252.29; the Stationery Office, $22;
Privy Couneil, 831.25; the Department of Justice, 8322.85;
Militia Department, $34; Secretary of State, 8339.46; the
Department of the Interior, 8113.40 ; Indian Department,
$10; Auditor General, nothing; Treasury Board, 882;
Stationery Office, Finance Department, $122.20; Customs,
$78.20; 1nland Revenue, $390.25; Public Works, $149.75;
Post Office Department, $292.05; Department of Agricul-
ture, 8207.56; Department of Marine, 892.82; Department
of Railways, $431.26; or, in all, $2,962.58. And yet the
Governmont come here deliberately and propose to add
another office to the I1ibrary, and one which is calculated to
destroy its efficiency and usefulness. It is impossible to
have a Library under two heads and prosper. The Minister
knows the difficulties which are caused by such an arrange-
ment with officers whose duties may clash, and the
consequence will be that instead of having a harmless
rivalry between them you will have them pulling apart, in
different directions, seo as to impair the usefulness of the
Library. At the present time, I say it isan outrage on the
people of this country to have an additional officer placLd
there, when ministers are now establishing the neuclus of
libraries in each Department, with one in the Supreme Court,
besides the General Library, to which we are now appointing
an additional Librarian. If the gentleman they propose to put
in the Library as Librarian has been dismissed from the
editorship of the Mail, it would be btter that they should
superannuate him at once than place him there. It would
be botter for the country, butter for the Library and butter
for all parties concerned. I could not allow this Bill to
become law without protesting, on behalf of the people of
this country, as I believe its result will be injurious to the
public in every conceivable way. This is being done at a
time when the public service is being increased in an alarm-
ing proportion, and in a way which should cause the people
to consider well whither we are drifting.

On resolution 2,
Mr. BLAKE. This is rather an important resolution. I

should like to know whether it is intended to bring the
Library staff technically within the ranks of the Civil Service.
If that is to be done we will require to know, of course, how it
i8 to be done. I there to be another Bil to aoComplish that

object? What rank is this Joint Librarian, this doubleead-
this Siamese twin-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Double.headed-eagle.

Mr. BLAKE. Yes ; that would be a good name for the
hoa. gentleman's friend, and he might give him the franchise
though ho is a Librarian. Is he to have the rank of a deputy
head, or of two deputy heads, or what? If it is intended to
bring the other officers within the ranks of the Civil Service,
which I think is a good thing, I think it would be botter
doue by this measure. The language of the resolution ought
to be to give the Governor in Council just the same, and no
more, power with regard to these clerks, than is given to
that useful and exalted functionary with regard to other
clerks, while this appears to give larger powers. I do not
see why the Governor in Council should have more power
in fixing the salaries of these men than ho would have
with reference to other new appointments, and that would
be within the limitations of the Civil Service Act, under
which the salaries must be voted by Parliament. The
language seems to be wider than that.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is not intended to bo
so. We cannot go beyond the scale laid down in the Civil
Service Act.

Mr. BLAKE. No; but the scale in the Civil Service Act
is a rather elastic secale; it commences at a minimum and
goes to a maximum. If a new second-class clerk, for
instance, is appointed in the place of Mr. Campbell, is it
the intention that ho should commence at the minimum
salary of a second-clase clerk ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes; no doubt.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I have not spoken on this

subject yet, but it seems to me that there will be some con-
fusion in the working out of this plan and that you will
impair the usefulness of the Library, and will add to the
expense. There is one chief mesenger arranged for; to
wbich head will he be responsible, or from which will ho
take his orders ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The chief messenger is
under the Librarian.

Mr. PATERSON, Who is the Librarian?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Thera are two agencies

forming the chief agency of Librarian.
Mr. CASEY. And if the chief messengor is to be sent

down town by one, and up into the galleries by the other,
I suppose you will have to put two heads on him. I wish
to call attention to the appointment of chief messenger. As
I understand, the present chief messenger is getting 8900.
As I pointed out, ho is doing clerical work. If his successor
should be a man as capable as ihe is, ho will do the same
kind of work. I pointe d out a few minutes ago where I
thought the economy of one salary could be made amongst
the clerks. As a corollary of that, I think a little more
liberality should be extended to the messengers. I think
the chief messenger of the Library should be entitled to a
higher salary than the chief messenger of a Department. I
understand that the salary of 8700, put down here because
it is the maximum, is the maximum salary of the chief
meesenger of a Department.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No. Mr. Caseault gets
$900 and a free residence, which is valued at 8300, making
his ircome $1,200 a year; and in the Bill it is proposed
that after him the chief messenger shall not get more than
$700, that is $200 less than Mr. Caseault gets. There will
bu a saving of $200 there.

Mr. CASEY. Then there will be no promotion for any
of the other messongers ?

1885. 1669



COMMONS DEBATES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the messengers prove
themselves fit to be clerks they are frequently promoted.

Mr. CASEY. If one of the junior messengers should be
promoted, in case Mr. Caseault retires, he would get no
increase of salary, as the messengers in the Library now get
8700.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. le would get the
residence.

Mr. CASEY. The messengers in the Library are really, to
Bome extent, clerks. They require qualifications higher
than those of messengers in the Departments, and their
hours during the Session are very much longer, and as long
during the rest of the year, with the exception of any holi-
days they get, which I do not know of. For my part, I
would not be sorry to see the messengers in the Library
treated on a more liberal scale than the departmental mes-
sengers, considering the class of duties they perform and
the long hours they have to put in during the Session.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman points out, as one of
his economies, that when Mr. Caseault disappears, which I
hope will not be for a long time-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hear, hear.
Mr.-BLAKE -8700 will be paid to his successor. The

Library Committee recommend that Mr. Caseault should be
treated as he is, because he is really a valuable clerk in the
service. Although he is chief messenger, he has acquired
a great degree of familiarity with the books; and as he was
known to the members of the Library Committee to be
really doing a clerk's work, we suggested in our report that
his special qualifications justified what would appear to us
a culpable proposal otherwise, with regard to a messenger,
even though a chief messenger, that ho should receive
$900; and considering that in the future it was, quite
unlikely that a new chief would possess those special
qualifications, we thought it prudent to fix the maximum
salary at a lower figure. Knowing the tenderr ess of a
Government, we thought it well to say, when we treated
Mr. Caseault in that special manner, that we did not mean
his case to be accepted as a precedent to be applied to all
future chief messengers.

Resolutions reported, read the first and second times, and
concurred in.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved for leave to
introduce Bill (No. 139) to amend the Act in relation to the
Library of Pariiament.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 140) respecting the North-West Mounted
Police-(from the Senate).-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

CONSTITUTION OF THE TREASURY BOARD.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the second reading
of Bill (No. 104) to amend the sections of the Act therein
mentioned relating to the constitution of the Treasury
Board.

Motion agreed to; Bill read the second time; and the
House resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committee.)
On section 1,
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In all these cases an.

odd number is better than an even one. There seems to be
no necessity for calling in this number six. The Secretary
of State may be necessary, although I doubt the desirabilityi
of enlarging the number, but the five would work better thani

Mr. CAUEL

the six according to my experience. There would be more
difficulty getting together four than three, as the First Min-
ister knows, when the majority of the Ministers are likely
to be absent from this city.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As regards an odd number
being better than an even, I do not agree with the hon.
gentleman. If there are six on the board, no resolution can
be carried unless by four to two.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not myself see why the number
should be increased to six. It is practically a greqt mistake
to increase it to six. There may be reasons for having one
other number, in view of the difficulty of sometimes procur.
ing three out of fonr, but I believe in practice the efficiency
of this board would be considerably enhanced by its being
kept as low in numbers as is consistent with the possibility
of gotting a quorum. A large board will be a conflicting
board, composed sometimes of one set of three men, and
sometimes of another set, and the continuity of knowledge
in those details of practice which come before a board of this
kind, the continuity of a line of decision, is extremely impor-
tant. The greater the efficiency produced 1 and the larger
the sense of responsibility the smaller the board is. Here
is a proposal to add the Secretary of State to the board,
and I presume that is really that ho may be able to
exercise in this respect, as in others, that tender
and careful supervision over the Civil Service of the
country he appears to be so anxious to exercise. He has
obtained the supervision of the Civil Service Board of
Examiners, and the Treasury Board has.to do with recom-
mendations very largely for examinations, affecting inti-
mately the life of the civil servant, and I suppose the Sec-
retary of State would like to have his finger in that pie.
That makes five. Thon you propose to add an odd man to
be named by the Council. The Finance Minister, when he
introduced the Bill, was asked his reason for introducing
it. The only reason ho gave was that it was necessary to
enlarge the board, in order that more of the Provinces
might be represented on the board. After a little discus-
sion the First Minister was obliged to agree with me that
it was not of great consequence that many ofthe Provinces
should be represented on the board. He did not say so,
because his colleague had just stated that as a proposition;
but I do not think ho differed very much with me in the
view that iL would be a very mistaken opinion to adopt
the suggestion of the Minister of Finance, that
we should croate a sectional or provincial repre.
sentation with reference to the Treasury Board.
I said then and I repeat now that our object ought to be to
get rid of the sectional or provincial notion, to a very con-
siderable extent, as it was first established with reference to
the Cabinet at large, and we are far from doing that when
it is proposed openly on the floor of the Parliament, as the
reason for increasing the board to six members, that it is
essential that the different Provinces should te represented
on the Treasury Board. As to provincial reprosentation,
I said thon, a-d the hon, gentlemen took the same view, that
there is a large sense in which it is important, in which
regard should be had to the feelings of the Provinces and
the conditions of large sections of the Dominion, but. they
will have the opportunity, in revising the decisions of the
Treasury Board in Cabinet, of dealing with that; but I hope
that the view that sectional representation on the Treasury
Board is essential will not be averred again as the reason
for the increase of the board to six, and no other reason
having been given, I do hope the hon. gentleman will
modify his proposa], leaving the Secretary of State, if he
pleases, which will make the number five.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We have lad some
experience, and the result of it is that it would be conve-
nient to have six. With regard to the officers now specially
mentioned, I think we sha lail agree that theyshould be

1670 MXAr 6,



0OMMONS DEBATES.

on the board. The Minister of Finance, the Minister of
Customs and the Minister of Inland Revenue, having large
staffs under them, ought to be on the board. Then it is
absolutely necessary to have the Minister of Justice on the
board, as there is continual reference to him, and there
would be consequent delay if he were not present. The
Secretary State has been put on really for the reason the
hon, gentleman has just mentioned. He represents the
Civil service in his Department, and in view of questions
relating to the Civil Service he ought to be there. Tt,
object of having the other Minister is, first, to ensure a
quorum, and in the next place, there may be a Minister
holding one ofbthe other offlees who may be specially adapted,
who may have held one of these offices at former times and
may be specially fitted, in the opinion of his colleagaes, to
sit on the Treasury Board, to be a balance wheel. After
some little experience we came deliberately to the con-
clusion that it would be well to have the six.

Mr. BLJAKE. I shall not prolong the discussion on that
point, but I was surprised to hear the reason given by the
hon. gentleman in regard to the officers first named. He
said they were on the board because they had large staffs
under them. I have always supposed that the Minister of
Finance, the Minister of Customs and the Minister of
Inland Revenue were selected because they were the officers
who really represented the financial concerns of the country.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is true.
Mr. BLAKE. They are the receivers of the publie

revenues ; they represent the revenue departments ; the
Minister cf Justice represents the legal department; and
there you had it complete. INow you propose to put in the
Secretary of State as representing the Civil Service, and
then it is still more complete; and after you have attained
that absolute completeness, you propose to put in an
excrescence.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I take exception to some words used
by the hon. gentleman. He said I had imposed myself
to the supervision of the Civil Service Board, and that
now I wanted to have a finger in this pie. When I put
in the Act that the Civil Service Board should, in regard to
its officers, be under the supervision of the Secretary of
State, it was not in order to take an improper control of the
Civil Service examinations-the examinations nre con-
ducted and controlled by rules and regulations to be made
by the Governor in Council; but as the officers of that
branch of the service had to be attached to one Department,
the expression "supervision " in the Bill meant only that
the responsibility of that branch of the service and the con-
trol of the personnel of that branch should appertain to the
Department of the Secretary of State, which I explained
at the time. The hon. gentleman can take any exception lie
likes, but I challenge him to find in the administration of
the Civil Service anything objectionable in the modest part
taken by th. Secretary of State. I have explained that the
reason why it was asked that the Secretary of State should
be added to the Treasury Board was that many cases con-
nected with examinations and appointments were referred to
the Board, and that it was better for the chief of the Depart-
ment in which the Civil Service was to be present at that
board. There was another reason, which the hon. gentle-
man has insinuated: that is, the representation on that
board of certain large divisions in the country which should
be represented and which were not represented at the time.
I never pretended to monopolise anything, or to have my
finger in every pie, and I do not think the hon. gentleman
wasjustified in making use of such expressions.

Mr. BLAKE. The expression is not an offensive one,
but is of very common use in our language, and it is a very
nice pie to be in.

Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.

COMMERCIAL BANK OF WINDSOR

Mr. BOWELL moved the second reading of Bill (No.
117) respecting the Commercial Bank of Windsor.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. Was this through tbe
Committee on Banking and Commerce ?

Mr. BOWELL. No; this is the second reading.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not think it is necessary to send the
Bill to the Committee on Banking and Commerce. It is
simply to legalise the actions of the bank for a few years
past. The bank was incorporatcd in Nova Scotia, and after-
wards came under the provisions of the general banking
Act of the Dominion, but it neglected to issue the notice in
the official Gazette, and consequently, when all the bank
charters were renewed, a year or two afterwards, this one
was not included, from the fhot that it had never given the
necessary notice, and under the advice of the Minister of
Justice it is recommended that this short Act should be
introduced in order to legalise the actions of that bank.

Mr. BLAKE. That may be a very proper thing, but it
seems to me very dangerous to say that it shall not go to
the Committee on Banking and Commerce. The hon. gen-
tleman's statement is that this bank's charter has lapsed,
that it has been, in fact, a dissolved corporation for a num-
ber of years, and it is roposed now, and properly so-i do
not say anything to the contrary-to give it relief and
vitality, and to validate the obligations and agreements into
which the compny may enter. It is essentially a matter
in which many private interests may be concerned, and it
seems to me that it is impossible to deal with it except as a
private Bill. How can it be dealt with otherwise, on the state.
ment of the hon. gentleman ? The schedules not'being included
in the Act, the charter was not extended, a theb hon. gentle-
man has said, and then the charter lapsed. Now private rights
are certainly concerned here, and therefore this muet be
treated as a private Bill. I would suggest to the hon. gen-
tileman not to move it to-night, so as to give us an oppor.
tunity of looking into it.

Sir JOH1N A. MACDONALD. It is exceedingly unfor-
tunate. They took every step to bring it within the range
of the Dominion Banking Act, but by some mistake the
notice was not properly given. Still, they have been coming
on in good faith.

Mr. BLAKE. It is obvious that the question is of vast
consequence. When private rights are concerned we should
adopt those forms which are designed to give private
individuals an opportunity of stating their case. It may be
necessary for this bank to present a petition.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Will the hon. gentleman
allow it to be referred to the Committee of the Whole, with
the understanding that it can be moved, seo as to leave it on
the Paper ?

Mr. BLAKE. All I desire is that we should have an
opportunity of considering whether the Bill can go through
except as a private Bill.

Mr. BO WELL moved that the Bill be referred to the
Committee of the Whole, to-morrow.

Motion agreed to.

WEIGHTS AND MEASURES.

Mr. COSTIGAN moved the second readiug of Bill (No.
118) further to amend the Acte relating to Weights and
Measures.
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Motion agreed to, and the House resolved itself into Com.

mittee,

(In the Committee.)
On section 1,
Sir RIOARD CARTWRIGHT. What was the repealed

section?

Mr. COSTIGAN. The repealed section reads as follows:
"Two gallons shall be a peck, eight gallons shall be a bushel,
and twenty-five gallons shall be a barrel." The present
clause drops that part saying what a barrel is. The reasan
is, that retaining the barrel as a measure of capacity for
liquids, as we do at present, creates a great deal of confusion.
By the Inspection Act we have the flour barrel, for instance,
we have the fish barrel, and we have another sort of barrel
for pork and beef; we have another barrel for pearl and
pot ash, all differing in dimensions. With all these barrels
the capacity is based more upon the weight that they shall
contain. I think it is evident that retaining the barrel as a
measure is not required, and leads to confusion. We simply
drop that measure out of the Weights and Aeasures Act.

On section 2,
Mr. COSTIGAN. There are two alterations. In the first

place the 17th section is changed. That section reads as
follows : " In any contract for the sale or delivery of any
of the undermentioned articles, the bushel shall be deter-
mined by weight, unless a bushel by rneasure is specially
agreed upon." Now, we make this change; these words are
added to the clause I read : "Unless conveniences for
weighing are not available." And these words also are
added: "Unless a bushel by measure is specially agreed
upon by writing; " because disputes often arise where
verbal agreements are made, and any contract of that kind
should be made in writing.

Mr. DAVIES. There is no change in the standard
weights?

Mr. COSTIGAN. No.
Mr. JACKSON. I observe that oats are placed at 34

pounds. The standard weight for oats on the American side is
32 pounds, and that is nearer the weight in:our section of the
eountry. Timothy seed is also placed too high. It should
be placed at45 pounds instead of 48. It is true that an extra
quality will weigh 48, but as a general rule the weight will
ho 45 pounds. General satisfaction would be given to the
farmers in western Ontario if timothy seed was placed
at 45 pounds and oats at 32 pounds.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The Winchester bushel is used in the
United States, while we use the Imperial bushel. When
these facts are considered, it will be found that the propor-
tions are about the same.

Mr. JACKSON. Oats are sold by weight. I have bought
thousands of bushels in the United States and in our own
markets, and 32 pounds is nearer the weight than 34.

Mr. WALLACE (York). In our part of the country a
bushel of oats will average 36 or 37 pounds.

Mr. FERGUSON. Thirty-four pounds is according to
the standard Imperial bushel. The American 32 pounds
is on the basis of the Winchester bushel. If, in the part of
the country from which the hon. member for South Norfolk
comes, the oats weigh only 32 pounds to the bushel, it shows
that it is a poor oat-growing country. Our oats averago
3 - or 37 pounds.

Mr. IRVINE. I hold the view that this is a question
which properly belongs to the practical men of the country.
Their interest should be consulted. When cars are loaded
and sent from here to the United States, the weight of the
bushel ehould be assimilated. I brought this matter before

Mr. COaTIOAN.

the attention of the House three .years ago, and I felt
ashamed to mention it again to-night, on account of the
reception my remarks received at that time, as I was but a
practical man, and hold a practical view on this subject.
Before I brought it forward, I made enquiry of a farmer of
my own Province, who is also a member, as to the matter.
Ho said: I do not raise any oats, and when I buy them I
want to get 84 pounds to the bushel. In Maine the
weight is 30 pounds; but in all the other States, from
the seaboard to the far west, the weight is 32
pounds. It must ho remembered that only the poorest
farmers in our country raise oats for sale, and their views
should be consulted. The hon. member for Leeds stated that
oats were sold to Montreal buyers at 34 pounds, and
were resold at 32. How does this occur? Simply because
there is an American trade. I arn aware that in the Minis.
ter's own constituency the people want our bushel to be
made the same as the American bushel. Gentlemen in that
constituency consulted me in reference to petitioning Par-
liament to make the change. As an agriculturist i do not
care a straw about this matter, because I do not raise oats
to sell. They are not a paying crop to sell direct
from the land. In regard to a bushel of timothy, I
called attention to that matter three years ago. On the
continent of America, at Boston, New York, Portland, Phi-
ladelph ia, and the great marts of trade, timothy is sold at 45
pounds. If you will go down to the Ottawa market you will
finditsoldat45pounds. Icannotseewhythisquestiogishould
not be submitted to a committee of practical men, members
of this louse, who would determine it in a common sense
way and in accordance with the rules of trado. It is said
that in New Brunswick the weight is 45 pounds to the bushel.
Thero is not one man in fifty knows that 48 pounds is
the standard weight, and not having large orders they
might forget and consider that the standard was 45 instead
of 48, and why, thon, not make the change in accordance
with the custom of the trade ? With regard to oats, it
would, of course, be convenient to make the standard the
same as the American bushel. I might mention that in
New Brunswick, before we came into Confederation, the
standard was 33½ pounds to the bushel, and as they were
sold by the pound or the bushel it was more convenient
than 34.

Mr. JACKSON. In some parts of Ontario, especially
where the soil is sandy, oats will not average more than
32 pounds to the bushel, though there are kinds now sown
which weigh heavier. But taking the average, 32 pounds
is the standard, and that being the universal weight on the
American side, it would be very convenient to have the two
similar. The Americans, of course, do not know anything
about the Imperial bushel, so that I think it is very import-
ant that the weights should be similar. With regard to
timothy, I am satisfied that in elther country the average
is not more than 45 pounds to the bushel.

Mr. CHARLTON. Thore is one advantage which I
could point out to hon. gentlemen in favor of retaining the
present standard of weight as to oats. In all the American
ports the standard was 32 pounds to the bushel,and whon they
come to make comparisons between the United States and
Canada as to the price of oats with reference to the National
Policy, it is quite au advantage to the hon. gentleman to
think that the Canadian standard is 2 pounds more than
the American, so that there is an advantage of about 3
cents a bushel, and the public is deceived on that questionà
However, if ho consulte public convenience I think ho would
make the same standard as the United States, though 34
may be nearer the absolute weight than 32. I think it
would be botter to have a uniform standard of comparison,
so that prices might be compared on a fair basis.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I thoaght you were
opposed to uniformity.
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Mr. HESSON. The same difficulty existed before as

tow exists with regard to the weight, and I do not think
the weight should be disturbed to suit the National Policy.
I think it would have an injurious effect instead of a benefi.
cial effect on the price of oats. If we reduced the standard
it would follow that the price would necessarily be lowered
with the standard, and is 34 pounds seems to be pretty
clearly established in western and northern Ontario, at all
events, as the average weight of a bushel of oats, I think it
would be unwise to reduce the standard, as it would likely
be followed by a reduction of the price. If not, why is it
that a higher weight involves a higher price ? As we have
not heard that the dealers or farmers have asked for such a
change, and as in the great oat-growing districts of Ontario
oats wil maintain the standard of 34 pounds,and frequently
36, I do not think we should follow the standard of the
United States, where, perhaps, the quality is not as good
as ours.

Mr. IRVINE. The hon. gentleman is generally correct
on other questions, but he bas certainly a strange way of
grading wheat. I would ask him if wheat is graded
according to the bushel-does the bushol vary in weight to
fix the grade? The bushel is 60 pounds, and the wheat
is graded No. 1, 2 or 3, se that the weight of the wheat is
not shifted to suit the grade.

Mr. HESSON. There are some grades which will go
over 60 pounds.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I should think, Mr.
Chairman, that there is a great deal to be said in favor of
the view of hon. gentlemen behind me, as to the desirability
of having, as near possible, a uniform moasure in articles
which are largely dealt in, as between ourselves and the
people of the United States. Personally, I have no doubt
that if the bushel is roduced from 34 te 32 pounds, in all
my dealings with the farmers I shall have to give just as
much for 32 pounds as for the 34. I really think that
the argument is deserving of attention ; that for commercial
purposes there is 'no doubt that, as nearly as may ho, the
standard of weight should be uniform with that of the other
side.

Mr. BOWELL. How could that be possible, if the hon.
member for Carleton (Mr. Irvino) is correct ? I understood
him to say that the weight per bushel of oats, in Maine,
was 30 pounds. Is that correct ?

Mr. IRVINE. Yes.
Mr. BOWELL. Maine is the State which affects the

Province from which he comes, and it is from his practical
experience in the interchange of that particular commodity
between Maine and New Brunswick that the hon. gentle-
man speaks. Now, the hon. mombers from the county of
Norfolk deal almost exclusively in Michigan, in which they
carry on lumbering operations, and there the standard is 3-
pounds to the bushel, while bore it is 34. Therefore, unless
you make it 30 pounds to the bushel, as applied to New
Brunswick, and in other parts of the Dominion 32 pounds
to the bushel, you will not meet the views of gentlemen
opposite, and if this be done, what becomes of the uniform-
ity that is asked for ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Maine is the solitary
exception, I believe, as in all the other States it is 32; and
the quantity of oats, so far as my memory serves, as shown
bv the Trado and Navigation returns, sent to the State of
Maine, as compared with what is sent fiom the other Prov-
inces to other parts of the United States, is infinitessimal.

Mr. BOWELL. That may be. The exportation of oats
from the Province of Quebec, and also from the western
Proiinces, would net meet the views of the hon. member
for Carleton (Mr, Irvine.) if the bushel were declared to be
32 pounds.

210

Mr. GAULT. The city of Montreal is the very centre of
the oat market for the Province of Quebec. We ship no
oats from Montreal to the United States, that I know of. In
fact, the total shipment of oats from Canada to the United
States last year was under 25,000 bushels. In Montreal we
expect to get 36 pounds to the bushel, which is the weight of
the very best quality ; butin general 32 pounds is the standard
weight.

Mr. JACKSON. What is the weight of peas in Montreal ?

Mr. GAU LT. Sixty-six pounds, I believe. It would be far
better that all theso things sbould be sold by weight instead
of by measure.

Mr. WATSON. I think oats, wheat and peas are all sold
by weight. A bushel of wheat is supposed teobe 60
pounds of wheat, and a bushel of oats 34 pounds of
oats. So far as Manitoba is concerned, I think we ought to
have a special grade for oats as well as for wheat, for our
oats go 40 pounds to the Imperial bushel. If oats weigh
36 pounds to the bushel w hen the standard weight is
34 pounds, they are worth just so much more a
bushel. Wheat is graded in the same way. If a standard
is establisbed for oats, there ougbt to be a special grade for
Manitoba. A country is a very poor country that will not
grow oats that weigh more than 34 pounds to the bushel.

Mr. WALLACE. In reference to a remark made
by the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) that
fixing the standard weight at 34 pounds, instead of
at 32 pounds, as in the United States, is giving an
advantage to the National Policy-it would just amount to
one-sixteenth of the price; and if you add one-sixteenth to
the price of oats in Chicago to-day, and the freight from
Chicago to Toronto and Montreal, you will find that there
is 5 cents difference in the price of oats at Toronto and
Chicago, after the duty is paid.

Mr. IRVINE. I have not looked at the Trade and Navi.
gation returns to ascertain the quantity of oats that was
shipped to the United States last year. But I remember
that, when I deait with the question some three years ago,
I stated that wo exported, I think, some 4,000,000 bushols.
I know there was a falling off last year. Of course, any
practical farmer who is in the habit of raising grain is just
as good an authority on this subject as I am; but I hold that
any merchant,or lawyer,or doctor, or statesman,or politiciar,
who is not in the habit of doing this is not as gool an
authority as I am. There are a dozen different varieties of
oats ; one variety will weigh 38 pounds to the
bushel, and another perhaps not more than 30 pounds.
The oats we raise are the White Russian variety, which is
an early and splendid oat, and weighs about 32
pounds to the bushel. We find it more profitable than either
the black oats, which are grown in Prince Edward Island,
or the potato oats. I am only speaking on behalf of the
poor pioneer, who goes into the woods and clears up his
land, and who has to sell bis oats as soon as they are up;
and 1 would like to see you deal a little more liberally with
these men. If there is anything in makiDg the weight
32 pounds instead of 34 pounds, let the poor man have the
benefit of the doubt.

Mr. STAIRS. I would just say to the hon. gentleman,
that it will not make very much difference to the poor what
the weight of the oats will be, because the price will vary
accordingly. If the oats weigh 34 pounds to the bushel ho
will get a few cents more per bushel than ho would if they
veighed only 32 pounds; so that it does not make very
much difference what the weight of the bushel is, so long as
it is a settled thing. If the weight in the past has been
32 pounds, I think it would be wise not to make any change.
As to any advantage we might gain from trade with the
United States in oats, a reference to the Trade and Naviga-
tion returns shows that the trade in oats with that country
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is so small that it need not be taken into consideration at
all. I find the exportations from the different Provinces to
be as follows : from Ontario, 964 bushels; from Quebec,
20,383 bushels; from Nova Scotia, 68 bushels; from New
Brunswick, 1,567 bushels, and from Prince Edward Island,
3 bushels, worth a dollar.

Mr. SPROULE. The argument of the hon. member for
Carleton will not hold good in the interest of the farmer.
Speaking from my knowledge of the custom in my part of
the country, it would be to the disadvantage of the farmers
to reduce the stand ird weight to 32 pounds, because the
farmers, who very frequently send oats to the doctors and
lawyers, and professional men of whom ho speaks, measure
them themselves ; and if a bushel was declAred to ho 32
pounds instead of 31 pounds, the farmer would be losing
2 pounds on every bnshel. I-~do not see anything in the
argument of the hon, gentlemen who say that we should
assimilate the weight of our grain to that of the Ameri-
cans. I think weehould have some national standard of
our own ; there is no reason why we should accommodate
the Americans by assimilating everything to their system.
Our people are accustomed to our weights and measures ;
in my part of the country a great many of the farmers do
not use scales at all, but use the measure for everythiug,
and it is found that of good wheat 60 pounds make a
bushel, of ordinary fair oats 34 pounds, and of timothy
seed 48 pounds. When they are accustomed to these
weights it w% ould only croate confusion to make a change.

Mr. JACKSON. It is evident the hon. gentleman does
not sell.

Mr. SPROULE. On the contrary, I have been selling as
a farmer, and buying and selling as a grain merchant.

Mr. JACKSON. I claim it is of very great importance
that we should have a uniform weight. In my part of the
country the farmers sell by the bushel entirely, but they do
not measure it; they sell by the bushel by weight. If the
farmer had a weight of 32 pounds to the bushel ho would
receive as much money as by weight of 34, because ho is paid
1 the bushel. Of course, when we come to ship to a foreign
market, and the foreign market's bushel ieless in weight,
it would make a difference, but not in our local market. In
order to benefit the farmer and for the convenience of trade,
onts should be 32 pounds to the bushel.

Mr. MACDONALD (King's, P.E.I.). Our shipments to the
UnitedStates are but 32,000 bushels,about whatgood a farmer
could carry himself. The hon. gentleman might as well say
we should have a standard to suit the English market of 304
pounds to the quarter. I would be glad to benefit the
farmers, because I am as much interested in the farmers as
any man in this louse, but it is quite immaterial whether
the standard is 32 pounds 34 or 36 pounds; the price will
be regulated according to the price of the foreign market.

Sir RIC IARD CARTWRIGHT. As a matter of fact, it
is not at all certain that the returus given under the headas
of exports to the United States in these matters can at al!
be relied upon. The Castoms returns state cvery year
that 3,000,000 or 4,000,000 of this class of goods, apparently,
are calculated to be exported under the head of shortj
returns. If that ho correct, it is exceedingly probable thati
all along the frontier a considerable quantity of such articles
as these, and I dare say the Minister of Customs is aware of
the fact, are exports of which no record is kept. That is the
case along the New Brunswick frontier to a considerable
extent, and I am told also along the Eastern Townships1
frontier, and no doubt along our whole frontier, whereveri
it is close to the frontier of the United States. Of course itt
is impossible for us, on the evidence given to us, to tell what1
proportion of these 3,000,000 or 4,000,000 claimed as shortc
returns to the United States belongs to this or that par- 1

Mr. STas.

ticular article, but there must be a considerable quantity of
each. As to the contention of the hon. member for Grey,
that it is desirable for us, lying close to the United States,
to have different standards, that would be a very strong
argument for going back to the old a tandard ot puunds,
shillings and pence, instead of dollars and cents. As a
commercial people, we ought to assimilate our standards
in these matters with those of our leading customers as
mauch as we can.

Mr. JENKINS. I think that if the hon. gentleman who
has just sat down will consider for a moment what the duty
on oats is in the United States, he will see it is very likely
the figures given by the member for Halifax are correct.
The duty is 10 cents a bushel, and when you compare that
with the price in Chicago, which is 25 cents a bushel, I do
not sec how there can be any trade.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Take Boston.
Mr. JENKINS. Well, the price in Boston or New York

is less than in Canada; how thon can there be trade between
Canada and the United States, when the price is higher
there, and besides there is a duty of 10 cents a bushel to pay ?
The few bushels of oats that are sent from here to the
United States are sent as a change of seed. It secrms
to me we are fighting more straws. It makes no difference
to tho farmer who sella or the purchaser who baya oats
what the standard is. In Prince Edward Island oats are sold
by the pound. A man takes a load of oats -in, it is weighed,
and ho gota so much a pound for it. It is time we should get
rid of the word bushel altogether. It is absolutely unneces-
sary, when you sell by the pound. We should go by centals.

Mr. IRVINE. I like the logic of the last gentleman very
well, that is, that it makes no difference what the weight of
a bushel is. I quite agree with him and the hon. gentleman
from Halifax, and the other hon. gentleman from Prince
Edward Island, but there is just this difference between us,
that I am contending for the poor creature who has to go
into the woods and clear up the land, and they are contend.
ing for the merchant who buys the oats. If the hon. gentle-
men acknowledge that it makes no difference whether the
bushel is 30 pounds or 34 pounds, would it not be
as well to give those poor creatures the benefit of the
doubt and make it 32 pounds. Lot the hon, gentleman
try it for one year, and if there is a petition from the
farmers next year for its repeal, I will vote for repeal.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Why make it 32 pounds ? Why
not make it 30 pounds ?

Mr. IRVINE. Thon make it 30.
Mr. FERGUSON. The hon. gentleman declares he is

talking on behalf of the farmer. I think ho is talking on
behalf of himself. The hon. gentleman's neighbor gave
away the whole case when ho stated that a bushel is a more
nominal expression; that it is the weight that gives the
value. No farmer expects to get as much money for 32
pounds of oats as he would for 34. I do not know
what class of farmers he has,"but I know mine can tell
the distinction very quickly.

Mr. WATSON. An hon. gentleman has paid a compli-
ment to my small firrm hand, but I may tell him that I am
a farmer and have considerable knowledge of handling
grain. In Manitoba we used to import American oats,
which were 32 pounds to the bushel, but the man who ship.
ped them in had to add so many pounds to the bushel
when they came into Manitoba, where they are sold at 34
pounds to the bushel. I do not see that it will make any
material difference to the man who grows the oats whether
the bushel is 20 or 30 pounds. If it were worth I c'ent a
pound and the bushel was 20 pounds, it would be worth 20
cents, and if it was 34 pounds it would bo worth 34 cents.
Theie is a difference in the size of the Winchester bushel
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and the Imperial measure, and if you still kept the Imperial
measure and lowered the standard of our oats you would
lower the grade of our oats in the outside markets. If the
Imperial measure is adhered to, the standard should not be
lowered.

Mr. CASEY. I do not intend to enter into the
relative merits of the 32-pound bushel and the 34-pound
bashel, but I wish to support the remarks of my bon.
friend from Queen's, P.E.L. (Mr. Jenkins), in favor of
doing away with the name " bushel" altogether as a
measure of weight. Twelve years ago we passed an Act
here looking in that direction, and providing that a bushel
should not mean any particular weight and encour-
aging the use of the word "cental," and of the measure
known as a cental or 100 pounds, in the sale of grain. That
practice has been adoptei in London, Ontario, for over
ten years, and has been found very convenient. It appears
to me to avoid all these difficulties as to how many
pounds should go to a bushel, and also the difficulties arising
from the different qualities of grain. When you buy 100
pounds of grain you get 100 pounds of grain. If you buy
2 bushels of wheat, you would be entitled to 120 pound
weight under this Act, but there might be such a difference
in the quality of the wheat in different specimens that in
buying one kind of wheat you would get more than 2
bushels measure, and in buying another, would get loss, for
your 120 pounds. These questions raise a number of
smaller questions, but if you adopt the "cental " you
would be freed from all these. The custom of buying and
selling by the cental is very convenient in computing the
price, as, if you have a decimal system of currency, and of
weights and measures as well, all difficulty is obviated.
The convenience of the system has been shown by experi-
ence in London. Even the market reports in the papers of
that city are given in that way, and I think the experience
bas shown that the introduction of the cental as a unit in
buying and selling grain would be extremely useful, and
would facilitate the comparison of qualities of Canadian
grain and foreign grain.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). If I understand aright, we
are making considerable change here which, I think,
requires more explanation from the Minister. In the old
Act no penalties are imposed, that I can see, for the viola-
tion of the law as to the sale of any of these article by
measure instead of by weight. We now propose to impose
penalties on any one who does that, but it is a question how
far it will go. The Bill provides: "unless the bushel by
measure is specially agreed upon in writing." "lIn
writing " are new words in this section, and if a farmer was
selling grain and made the delivery by the measured bushel,
unless he had the contract made in writing to do it in that
way, he would be liable, under the Act we are now passing,
to a penalty not exceeding $25, and, for subsequent offences,
not exceeding $50. There may be many complications
from the words, "unless convemences for weighing are not
available." First, you make it a penal offence, but there is
a proviso, if scales are not convenient. The question
whether it should be made a penal offence at all is
one to be eonsidered; but, if so, the excuse might
easily be pleaded that no scales were convenient.
In the second sub-section of the Bill, you will notice that
the Governor in Council may, from time to time, add to the
foregoing lista such other articles, etc., as are equivalent to
a bushel, as to him seems fit, and this Order in Council is to
be published in the Canada Gazette. Now, the farmer
never sees the Canada Gazette ; he knows nothing about it;
merchants, even, do not see the Canada Gazette, and here
you are giving power to the Governor in Council, by pro-
clamation in the Canada Gazette, to say that such and such
an article must be sold by weight, and if you do not sell it
by weight you are liable to a penalty. It seema to me

there is, in the points I have mentioned, ipom for some
consideration.

Mr. CASEY. I wish to call attention to the exact words
of the provision in the Act to which I referred. It was
passed in 1873 by the Government to which many mem-
bers of the present Government bolonged, and they will,
therefore, remember it. This Act is chap. 47, of the sta.
tutes of that year, and provides:

" The bushel measure known as the Imperial bushel, containing eight
Imperial or standard gallons, shall be the standard measure of capacity
for commodities sold by dry measure, from whioh ail other measures of

c n respectof B uch commodities sha be derived, computed and
ascertained, and all such measures shall be taken in parts or multiples
of certain proportions of the standard bushel.

" But until the lst day of January,,1874, in contracts far the sale or
delivery of any of the articles in this section mentioned, the standard
bushel shall be taken and intended to mean the weight of a bushel, asi
herinafter mentioned, and not a bushel in measure, or according to any
greater or less weight, unless the contrary appears to have been agreed
upon by the parties."

Then it goes on to give the weights for nearly all the articles
that are included in this section. The end of the paragraph
states:

" And from and after the lst day of January, 1874, aIl the above men-
tioned articles, wben bought or sold by weight, shall be specified by the
the cental and parts of a cental."
Now, this Act doos not appear ever to have corne very f ully
in force. The only instance in which I have known it to be
carried is the one which I have mentioned, in the city of
London.

Mr. MILLS. I would call attention to the weights mon-
tioned in this section. The hon. gentleman at the head of
the Government, I think, introduced a Bill relating to
weights and measures in 1873, adopting the Imperial mea-
sure of capacity instead of the Winchester bushel. Now, all
the weights of different kinds of grain mentioned here are
weights that experience shows attached to the Winchester
and not to the Imporial bushel. While the Imperial bushel
was adopted as the measure of capacity, the Winchester
bushel is retained as the actual bushel. The Winchester
bushel of wheat is 60 pounds. A bushel of corn, Winchester
measure, is 56 pounds, so that when you undertake
to state what a bushol of wheat is, you give that weight
which the Winchester bushel has, not that which the
Imperial bushel has, although you abolish the Winchester
bushel altogether. You have set aside the Winchester
muasure and adopted the Imperial measure, and you retain
the Winchester measure when you are giving the weights
per bushel of different kinds of grain. Either we should go
back to the old condition of things that existed at the timo
of Cûnfederation, and is practically adhered to, or we should
make the weight correspond to the new measure of capacity
which we have adopted.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The same difference. exists botween
the Winchester bushcl of wheat and the Imperial bushel of
wheat, as botween the Winchester bushel of oats and the
Imperial bushel of oats. This clause has been in force
ever since 1874, and up to the present time no complaints
have been raised, and nothing has been said about it, except
in the discussion which took place here on one occasion,
when the hon. member for Carleton (Mr. Irvine) drew
attention to the Bill. There has been no petition and no
communication complaining of the present system, and
therefore I saw no reason to alter the state of things that
I found existing. I have only undertaken to deal with
such features of the aeasure as were complained of. I
agree with a good deal that has been said by the lon.
member for Brant (Kr. Paterson) -not as regards the
penalty, because I think we must have a penalty of some
kind. As to the second sub-section, providing that the
Governor in Council may, from time to time, add to the
foregoing list, I have »o objection to taking out that second
sub-section.
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Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman bas not alluded to

that portion of my hon. friend's argument which pointed
out the difficulty of making a crime, or a penal offence, at
any rate, of the fact of selling by weight, unless the con-
veniences for weighing are not available. It seems to me
that would be a most extraordinary provision.

Mr. COSTIGAN. It would be hard to say that a man
who was living in some place not convenient to scales
should have the same penalty imposed on him as a man
living alongside a pair of scales.

Mr. BLAKE. Has some practical inconvenience been
experienced, to cause the hon. gentleman to propose these
two modifications ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Yes.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Whoever draughted the Act
evidently had in his mind that hardship would be imposed
on a person who was not convenient to scales if he were
subject to penalties. That provision, however, will give
rise to very great difficulty, because a person would simply
plead that he had not convenience for weighing. But this
difficulty would be obviated if you gave the party making
the sale the option of selling by the bushel measurement.

Mr. MILLS. I again call the attention of the Minister
to this fact: If he looks at the Act be will see that the
measure of capacity is the Imperial bushel. Here the weight
does not correspond to the measure of capacity, the hon.
gentleman bas adopted a weight corresponding to the old
measure of capacity before modern legislation was had. With
an Imperial bushel there is no danger in selling by measure-
ment instead of by weight, because you insist that the
measure shall be the Imperial measure. When you provide
what the weight of the bushel shall be, you adhere to the
old Winchester bushel. The Imperial bushel of wheat is 70
pounds, one-sixth more than this bushel; the Imperial bushel
of corn is that much more. You ought to change the law and
restore the old Winchester bushel, so that the weight and
measure should have some relation, and make the weight
correspond with the new measure you have adopted.

Mr. CASEY. We do not need the penalty clause, and I do
not think the Government should insist on a seller using
either of the methods described. If there are no weighing
appliances available there is no reason why the parties
should not agree to sell by the bushel measurement.

Mr. COSTIGAN. That is provided for here.
Mr. CASEY. The agreement between the parties must be

in writing. But it will very seldom happen that two farmers
exchanging grain in a barn would have writing materials at
hand. I would urge upon the Minister to strike out the
penal clause, and adopt the cental as the unit of measure
instead of the bushel. I desire particularly to obtain the
Minister's views on the cental question, and the reason why
he has not seen fit to carry out the provisions of the various
laws in that respect.

Mr. DAVIES. It will never do to leave the provision
that the agreement has to be in writing.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I propose to strike out the words "in
writing," and I move accordingly.

Amendment agreed to.

Mr. CASEY. Perhaps the Minister wili give his views on
the cental question.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I do not think it is desirable to occupy
the time by discussing the cental question. The whole
tendency of the Act is to allow pe"ple to sell by weight,
thou we still leave the machineryfor those who wish to
oell by measure.

Mr. CosTIGAN,

Mr. HICKEY. 1 would point out to the hon.. member
for Bothwell that although the Imperial bushel is the
standard, the Winchester should be the one to fix the
weight of grain, as thereby it would have a tendency to
encourage the selling of grain by weight, which is a
desirable thing.

Mr. MILLS. I do not agree with my hon. friend behind me,
with regard to the adoption of a system of selling by weight,
as I think the people should be left free to sell as they wish,
and in most parts of the country the people still adhere to
the bushel in preference to the cental. I say, however,
that it is inconvenient to have the Imperial bushel as a
measure of capacity. The ordinary farmer uses his peck
and bushel measures, and if he has not scales to weigh be
has to calculate the difference in the weight between the
Winchester and the Imperial bushel, and he follows the
Winchester bushel. The theorists have adopted the Imperial
bushel, and we have had to follow them, but it is only fol-
lowed in theory and not in practice. Now, in passing this
Act would it not be well to adopt the original measure,
which is the measure of capacity all over this continent.

Mr. CASEY. I agree with the Minister that the effect of
thisActis to encourage the sale by weight, because the weight
and the measure of a bushel are made inconsistent, and in
such a way that it would be more profitable for a farmer to
sell by the bushel weight than by the bushel measure.
The whole drift of my argument has been to point ont the
inconvenience and difficulty which arise from having two
meanings to the word bushel, one as a measure of capacity
and another as a measure of weight. A bushel should mean
simply a measure of capacity, and should not mean so many
pounds. The Act says so many pounds to a bushel, but you
ao not know from that what quantity of grain you are getting.
But if you are going to sell by weight you should either sell
it by the pound, by the 10 pounds or by the 100 pounds-
by the decimal system-so that your measure and your
currency should be assimilated. The old law of 1873 is
preferable in that respect, because it provided that an
Imperial bushel should not mean any particular weight, but
that it should be a measure of capacity-one unit was put in
that Act for capacity, and another for weight, and the people
were allowed to choose either. But by the present Bill there
are really two standards for a bushel, one of weight and one
of capacity, and thev are different. You thus introduce a
large amount of uncertainty into the law.

Mr. TAYLOR. I understood the hon. member for Both-
well to say that a bushel of wheat measured by an Imperial
bushel would weigh about 70 pounds. Now, the difference
between the Winchester and the Imperial bushel is between
I and 2 pounds. Barley is 48 pounds Imperial
measure, and in the United States the bushel is about 46
pounis by the Winchester. I buy a great deal of grain
every year, and 1 find that the average difference is about as 1
have stated. Barley averages about 48, oats 34, or over, peas
generally overrun, and our wheat runs about 60 pounds.

Mr. MILLS. The Act provides that 2 gallons shall be
a peck, and 8 gallons a bushel. Now, these gallons are
Imperial, and the difference is not by these weights but
much greater.

Mr. TAYLOR. I might say that I asked Mr. Mills if my
contention is not correct, and he says it is. I know that the
Board of Trade of Oswego put in their circular every year
that the barley test is by the Winchester bushel, which is a
pound and a-half less than the Canadian bushel.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I propose to strike out the objection-
able words, "unless conveniences for weighing are n ot
available," which leaves the clause just the saie as that in
the old Act, and I think will remove every objection.
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On section 3,.
Mr. COSTIGAN. I propose to strike the word "hard"

out of the second line, whieh will not render it necessary
that barrels should be made of hardwood.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Does the Minister know if the
size of the barrel mentioned here is the same size as that
of the flour barrel ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Yes, the same size. That was thought
best, so that second-hand fiour barrels might be used for
apples.

Mr. PLATT. The clause provides that all apples packed
in Canada for sale shall be packed ,in barrels. Does that
include apples sold between farmers or between a farm and
a market town ? It seems to me that the clause should not
apply to apples sold within a reasonable distance from where
they are grown.

Mr. COSTIGAN. There may be something iin the objec-
tion the hon. gentleman has raised. Of course, it is not the
intention of the Act to interfere with the sale of small
quantities of apples between neighbors, and I will amend
the clause in that respect.

Mr. CASEY. I think it would be well to amend the
latter end of the clause, which requires, when the heads of
barrels are removed for the purpose of displaying the con-
tents thereof, that they must be replaced in a certain
manner. I think that is unintentionally severe. 1 may call
his attention to the fact that apples are often brought into
the markets in barrels, set in waggons, and it seems unfair
that the vendor, in such a case, should be liable to a penalty
if he failed to head up the barrels before delivery.

Mr. COSTIGAN. I move to strike out sub-section 3.

On sections 4 and 5,
Mr. COSTIGAN. I move that these sections be struck

out. There is a notice on the Paper now, and those sections,
in accordance with that, should no longer form part of the
Bill.

Committee rose and reported; Amendments concurred in.

COMMERCIAL BANK OF WINDSOJR.

Mr. SPEAKER. With reference to the Bill relating to
the Commercial Bank of Windsor, I have looked into the
Bill and think it is one of the character called hybrid
Bills, partaking of both a public and private character. It
is a private Bill, inasmuch as the necessity for it arises
because this bank was omitted to be mentioned in a public
Bill passed a few years ago-the Act relating to Banks and
Banking-but it is also of a private nature because it relates
to contracts with the bank. I think, therefore, it should
be treated as a hybrid Bill, and should be referred to the
Committee on.Banking and Commerce, so that private rights
may be guarded.

Mr. BOWELL. In that case, I move that the order be
discharged and thq ,Bil1 be referred to the Committee on
Banking and Commerce.

Motion agreed to.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 1 a.m.,
Thursday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

THuRSDAT, 7th May, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PaAYBRs.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY.

Mr. CBIRLTON asked, What was the amount of the
floating debt of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company on
the 1st May, 1885 ?

Mr. BOWELL. The Government has no means of
knowing what the floating debt of the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way Company was on the 1st of May, 1885.

Mr. CIIARLTON asked, What sum has been paid or
advanced to the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, either
as interest or subsidy or otherwise to date of enquiry ?

Mr. BOWELL. The sums paid to the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, to the date of enquiry, are: Subsidy, 821,274,-
641.87; and on the 5 per cent. loan, $20,097,600.

Mr. CHARLTON asked, Bas interest due to the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company on 1st of May been paid ?

Sir JOHN A. MAC DON &LD. The interest duo by the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company on the 1st May, has not
been paid. The Government have come to the conclusion
that at present it is preferable to allow the conpany to
expend all their funds on the finishing of the road rather
than pay this interest. The Government has power at any
time to pay itself this interest.

Mr. BLAKE. The first part of the question of whieh I
had given notice has already been answered, so I will only
ask the last part: Has any, and what, arrangement been
made as to the payment of the last gale of interest due by
the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company to the Government ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No arrangementhbas been
made, the Government having ample authority to pay them-
selves when they please.

Mr. BLAKE. Why hive not the papers on which the
proposed Canadian Pacifie Railway resolutions are based
been laid on the Table? Is it intended to lay them on the
Table, and when?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Now; not to-morrow.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the Government intends to
present to Parliament any papers, or to propose any scheme
in connection with the extension of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway to Quebec city or beyond ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It does.

RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES.

Mr. CHARLTON (for Sir ]RICHARD CARTWRIGHT) asked,
What were the receipts and expenditures (as per usual
Gazette statement) during the month of April last ?

Mr. BOWELL. The foliowing is the statement of the
revenue and expenditure on account of the Consolidated
Fund of the Dominion of Canada, as by returns furnished
to the Finance Department to the night of the 30th April,
1885 :
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Revenue- Amount.
oustom ............................................... $1,459,146.09
Excise ..................................... .......... 525,498.64
Post-Office........ 188,555.77
Publie Works, including Railways ......... 242,475.31
Miscellaneous.................... ...... ............ 52,538.07

$ 2,468,213 88
Revenue to 31st March, 1885 .................. 23,249,079.13

$25,717,293.01

Expenditure.........................$ 2,161,965.15
do to 31st March, 1885....... .......... 22,525,053.57

$24,687,018.72

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. CHARLTON asked, What has been the cost of the
expedition recently despatched to the North-West, so far as
ascertained, to date of enquiry ?

Mr. CARON. It is quite impossible to give the infor-
mation which the hon. gentleman requires. The expenses
are going on daily-large expenses for the transport, and
provisions for the troops-and it would be quite impossible
for me to bring down that information at present.

Mr. BLAKE asked, When-does the Government propose to
bring down the papers in relation to the North-West affairs,
promised to be laid on the Table ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. All the papers that have
Dot yet been brought down, are in progress of being pre-
pared, and will be laid before the House.

COLONISATION COMPANIES.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Is it intended to propose to Parlia-
ment any modifications in the arrangements with any of the
colonisation companies ? Is it intended to make any such
modification ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The question between
the colonisation companies and the Government is now
before the Government, and we hope to have an early solu-
tion of it.

SHORT LINE RAILWAY.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether the Government intends
to propose to Parliament further grants in connection with
the schemes for shorter railway lines between points in the
Province of Quebec and points in the Maritime Provinces ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, This question is rather
an unusual one, anticipating the action of the Government.
However, I have no objection to state that the Government
intends to propose to Parliament a further grant with
respect to the Short Line.

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Mr. BERGERON. I rise to a question of privilege. I
find in a paper published in the city of Toronto, the Toronto
News, an article, which I will read to the Ilouse, and which
is written in a very bad spirit. I may say that, a few
weeks ago, the very same paper, and another paper pub.
lished in that city, I believe, published an infamous article
against the 65th Battalion of Montreal. No one at that
time took the trouble of .answering those articles, because
it would have been an honor for those papers to receive an
answer. That battalion is well known, and can answer for
themselves when they are back, and they are answering
to-day in the North-West such slanders by their
loyal and brave conduct. As far as Col. Onimet is
concerned, everyone knows that he can answer for hima

fr. BowLL,

self if ho chooses, He has been doing honor to him-
self and to our country, and stands high -in the ésteem of
his country>nen. The man or the men' who wrote
those articles, having had no success in that attempt,
have come again to the rescue, and this time they not only
attack one battalion or one gentleman, but they aim at a
whole race, which forms one-third of the whole population
of Canada, and which 1 am sure is held in esteem by every-
body. I mean the French Canadians. This article reads as
follows :-

"FRENCH AGGRESS1ON.

"Ontario is proud of being loyal to England.
"Quebec is proud of being oyal to sixteenth century France.
"Ontario pays about thre ýths of Canada's taxes, fights all the bat.

ties of provincial rights, sends nine-tenths of the soldiers to fght the
rebels, and gets sat upon by Quebec for her pains.

"Quebec, since the time of Intendant Bigot, has been extravagant,
corrupt and venal, whenever she could with other people's money, and
has done nothing for herself or for progress with her own earnings.

"Quebec now gets the pie.
"Ontario gets the mush, and pays the piper for the Bleu carnival.
"In the Franchise Bill, the Liquor Act, and every available statute

passed by the Dominion House, Quebec is made an exception to the rule,
and pains are taken that her local laws are not interfered with.

" When Ontario men ask for the sane exemption for their Province
they are voted down.

" Yet, like cowardly curs, the Ontario Tories vote that Quebec shall
have all she wants.

"Railway subsidies,
«The purchase money of railways already built,
"Refund of money spent on local improvements,
"These are granted to Quebec and refused to Ontario.
"Hundreds of thousands of dollars are spent in maintaining the French

language in an English country.
"Ontario is getting sick of it.
"Ontario taxpayers are about to take a tumble.
"An anti-French party is springing up in all the Provinces except

Quebee.
" As the Republicans said, after the war of secession, 'if we are to have

a solid Eouth, we must have a solid North.'
" If we in Canada are to be confronted with a solid French vote, we

must have a solid English vote.
" If Quebec is always to pose as a beggar in the Dominion soup kitchen,

she muet be disfranchised as a vagrant.
" If .he is to be a traitor in our wars, a thief in our treasury, a conspira-

tor in our Canadian household, she had beter go out.
"She is no use in Qonfederation.
"fHer representatives are a weakness in Parliament, her cities would be

nothing but for the English speaking people, and to-day Montreal would
be as dead as the city of Queuec but for the Anglo-Saxons, who are per-
seceted and kept down by the ignorant French.

" In New En gland factory towns French Canadians are no more popu-
lar than the Chinese, and in Canada tbey are doing no more for the
progress of the nation and the well-being of the Dominion.

" We are sick of the French Canadians with their patriotic blabber
and their conspiracies against the treasury and the peace of what with-
out them might be a united Canada.

" Right now they are at their old tricks of embarrassing Sir John and
forcing him to buy railways for them and from them.

" If Edward Blake got into power to-morrow Quebec would be astride
bis neck and saw hie mouth with the bit of their arrogance, supersti-
tion and knavery.

" With Quebec holding the balance of power Canada isn't safe a
moment

" The constitution, or the British North America Act, which is our
alleged constitution, muet be altered so as to derrive these venal poli-
ticians of their powers or else Confederation will have to go.

" As far as we are concerned, and we are concerned, and we are as
much concerned for the good of Canada aa any one elue, Quebec could
go out of the Confederation to-morrow and we would not shed a tear
except for joy.

" If Ontario were a trifle more loyal to herself she would not stand
Quebec's monkey business another minute."

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not rise in my seat in Parliament
for the sake of answering such nonsense; but I am glad to
read here the answer of a newspaper publisbed in the city
of Quebec by an English speaking Canadian, whom every-
body here knows, I suppose, Mr. Foote, who has taken it
upon himself, as ho knows well the French Canadians of
the Province of Quebec, to answer this article, and here is
what he says:

"A SEVERE ARRAIGNMENT OF QUEBEC.

"The Toronto Daily Evening New# which only the other day published
a most violent attack on the 65th wegiment (Mount Royal Rifles) et
Montral, returno to Its oongenial task of belittling our French ana4
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dian compatriots. The News, though a Canadian ournal, is not at al
C.nadian in spirit, tone or septiment. Utn preference for Am ric
institutions are moet marke4, ag4 ti ever misses the opportun ty c
ridiculing British mannetnaneutoma, and in advising our people to g
in for annexation. For Canadians gene.ally, the editor seems to have th
1nftiest seorn, but for French Canadians he has ouly feelings of contempt
His cruel attack on the Montreal regiment, which is composed largely
of Frenchmen, has been shown a hundred times since it appeared, t
have been groundless and false in every particular, and yet no explana
tion or apology bas appeared in the columns of our contemn orary. O
Saturday last the News ont did itself in an assault on French Canadiau
character and morals. The editorial is most unjust and insulting to a
lest a quarter of the entire population of Canada. How unjust anc
insulting it is, our readers will discover for themselves, as we print i
below in order that they may see the article in all its coarseness an
brutality. The Toronto Worldhas had two articles already, within the
lat few days, in the same key, and the Toronto Evening Tegram neve'
hides its-hostile feelings for anything French or French Canadian. It
is rather odd that aIl the anti-French, anti-Quebec ssaults should comn
froxu the newspapere of tbe Qtieeu Oity of the West. A determiued
stand appears tQ have been taken by the Tormnto jou:nals against whal
they are pleased to term Quebec aggression. Articles of the soit can
do no good in a community like ours. They but toment heart burn-
ings and prejudices, and fan into life a flickering flame. True Cana-
dians, if they be wise, will have no internal differences. The country in
large enongh, and the blending of the two races ought to Lave a good
effect on the well-being of society. Suck articles as we print ber are
harmful in principle, and we must regret their publication at a time like
the present when there is so much need for a united Canada.
And he thon reproduces the article. Mr. Speaker, the read-
ing alone'-f the article, and a refutation of it in an English
paper, would be enough, and I am not going to say any
more about it. I am only sorry that such a thing has hap.
pened. The man who has written that, I soe by the name
at the top of this paper, is called Sheppard-a very bad
shepherd ho must be. But, as a member of Parliament, as a
representative from the Province of Quebec, I think I may
ask the two leaders of the House, the leader of the Gov.
ernment and the leader of the Opposition, what they think
of such a paper, and whether they consider it, the
Toronto Yews, as being the political organ of either of them.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker, it is a Tory
organ, certainly, "yet, like cowardly curs, the Ontario
Tories vote that Quebec shall have all she wants." It is a
very disgraceful article, but it bears its own answer upon its
face. If my hon. friend feels, as a French Canadian, that
ho is at all annoyed by this, he should imitate my course
and be patient. I h we been abused very much by news-
papers, but I have never been abused more coarsely, more
vilely, and in a more disreputable spirit, than by this same
newspaper,~the Toronto Yew.

Mr. BLAKE. I am very glad the hon, gentleman has
brought up this question, and before adverting to the
article which ho refers to, I wish to say a word with refer.
once to prior articles which he alluded to, relating to the
conduct of our respected and now absent colleague, Col.
Ouimet. I doubly regret to hear any such allusions in the
newspaper to which ho has referred. I am sure that every
man in this House, no matter what his political views may
be, must feel the deepest sympathy for Col. Ouimet, who
is in the most painful situation in which a brave and honorable
man could possibly be. We all regret to know the physi-
cal debility, or illness, which prevents him from being at
the head of his troops, and must long, from day to day to
flnd him so far reetored that ho may ho able to take that
place, which, I am sure, hoeis burning to take. Now with
reference to this article in question. I do not think it
was necessary for the hon. gentleman to have called upon
the leaders on either side of this louse to say a word about
it. For myself, I think I may say that my efforts have
been, during the time I have taken a part in public life, Lo
secure that our divisions, if divisions there were to be,
should not ho on questions of nationality or of creed. Every
word I have said in public, every exhortation I have madei
in private, has been in that direction, feeling, as I did, that4
it was absolutely essential, in order that we may becomej
one people in heart and spirit, that we should put down
that spirit of sectionalism, that spirit which would divide

ll our people upon questions of race, or upon questions of
creed. in one sense I am glad that the hon. gentleman bas

o alluded to this paper, simply because I noticed in a very
e important organ of the hon. gentleman'e party, the Minerve,
. a statement to-day in which this shoot is called they ,
o grite-rouge organ, and in wh ich another paper, the
- Toronto World, is also spoken of as a paper that

was formerly an organ of my own party. I never
t had the remotest connection with it personally, plitically,
d pecuniarily or in any other way. As to this particular
t paper I occupy the same relation to it, and my party occu.d- pies the same relation. it never was in any shape or in any
r sense an organ of the Reform party. I may say that if hon.

gentlemen opposite have been abused hy it, I have also been
the victim of very foul abuse myself. We have both suffer ed

t from the bouquet de mille-fleurs this editor pours out ; but to
cali it a Grit organ, under existing circumstances, is really

- an outrage. The fact of the mattor is that the Daily News
was established by the proprietors of the Toronto Mail;
that it was published in the Mail office by the proprietors
for a ver yconsiderable time, and lately under the editor-
ship of Mr. Sheppard, who is the present nominal proprietor;
that ultimately it was sold by the proprietor, Mr. Riordon,
the chief proprietor of the Mail, to Mr. Sheppard ; and that
for the price and chattel mortgage dated 9th December
1884, was given by which Edmund Ernest Sheppard
moitgagoe to Mr. Charles Riordon, of Merriton,
in the county of Lincoln, manufacturer, all and
singular the newsptper published in the city of
Toronto called and known as the Lvening .ews, togother
with the good-will, subscription list, trade nume and copy.
right thereof-also the goods, chattels, newspaper plant,
material and appliances, particularly mentioned and
described-in fact everything belonging to the newspaper,
for the sum of $75,000, with interest at the rate of 7 per
cent, payable lst December now instant-that is now past.
Therefore Mr. Sheppard is nominally t'he proprictor of the
News; but, really, inasmuch as the News is not worth one-
half or one-tenth of that amount, Mr. Riordon, the principal
proprietor of the Mail, is the propriotor of the News.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am very sorry the hon.
gentleman bas somewhat detracted from the effect of the
patriotic speech ho made a little while ago. It is evident
the hon. gentleman prepared himself in this way.

Mr. BLAKE. I recoived this paper, not knowing it was
here, since tho hon. member spoke.

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. Then some one else behind
the hon. gentleman had got it ready. If the hon. gentle.
man has not prepared himself, ho draws from some
one else. That is his habit. The hon. gentleman gets up
and utters denunciation, and hie people behind him prompt
him continually. I have no hesitation in saying that.
With respect to this matter: When the Daily News began
to abuse me and the Conservative party generally, and to
show itself to be a Republican paper, I tok occasion toe on.
quire about it, because I knew the News was originally the
evening issue of the Conservative Mail newspaper. Mr.
Sheppard was an employé on the Mail lie is a clever
fellow, I believe; ho writes with a good deal of ability, and
has been on the pore. He is, however, from long rosi-
donce in the United States, a Republican, I was going to
say of the worst description, but of the most decided
description. As a matter of business this paper did not
pay, and ultimately, as it was not found convenient for the
Mail to continue that paper as the Evening Mail, Mr. Shep.
pard bought it from the proprietor, Mr. Riordon. It was
sold to him, and ho gave a mortgage upon it for what he
did not pay. There is no relationship, so far as I under-
stand, between the proprietor of the Mail and the pro-
prietor of the News, except that of debtor and creditor.
The Daily Nes is now obviously, oetentatiously, a R'epubi
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lican paper, a democratie paper, a disloyal paper, and a
Grit paper-

Some hon. ME IBERS. Oh, oh 1-
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD-a Grit paper, I say,

endeavoring to attack, and failing, that party which draws
its inspiration from British institutions.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The First Minister has
no right whatever to insinuate in-any way that any mem-
bers of the Reform party are responsible in any shape or
form for the utterances of the News. I will tell him this:
If there be a man in Canada who is responsible for stirring
up strife between the two races, he is likely to be the man.
Nor bas he the faintest right to insinuate that the hon.
member beside me is afraid to formulate charges. If the
hon, gentleman wants to give us an opportunity, and chooses
to afford it to us in the regular course he will flnd us not
the least reluctant to formulate our charges against him.

Mr. BLAKE. I desir-e to explain that I had not in any
way prepared for this matter. It was subsequent to the
hon. member for Beaubarnois (Mr. Bergeron) addressing
the House that the paper was handed to me, and I did not
know it was here. That is literally the fact. I received it
without asking for it, without knowing it was here at all.
I take all the responsibility for having used it-how could I
help it ? I used it because I thought it proper to use it,
because I thought it was essential that the House and the
country should know the facts. I take all the responsibility
for having used the paper; but it is not a fact that I pre-
pared myself, or that I knew it was here.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon.- member for:
Whecler, the aide de camp of the hon, gentleman, the mana«

,ger and organiser of that party, had prepared himslf-

Mr. CHARLTON. I mist protest against this gross
breach of parliamentary decorum on the part of the First
Minister. The hon. member for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar)
has been designated as the hon. member for Wheeler. That
is a breach of parliamentary decorum which ought not to
have been permitted by the Speaker of this flouse. The
right hon. gentleman owes an apology for that breach of-
parliamentary decorum.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman called the hon. mem.
ber for West Ontario the hon. member for Wheeler. Is that
in order, Mr. Speaker ?

Mr. SPEAKER. It is not in order to call any member
by that name. I did not know that the right hon. gentle.
màn referred to any member.

Mr. BLAKE. He said the hon. member for Wheeler,
and he'must therefore have meant a member.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I withdraw the expres.
sion; it is unparliamentary, and it is a serions charge to
make, 1I admit, against any member, that he got his seat by
having another man bought out.

Mr. EDGAR. If there is any individual in the House to
wþom I am indebted for my seat here it is the First
3einister. By his statesmanship he carved out certain rid-
figs in order to make five constituencies safe for the Con-
servative party and one for the Liberal party. His states-
manship had a very different result from what he antici-
pated, and it not only left us with all the seats which the
hon. gentleman intended to take away from us, but it also
gave me the opportunity of sitting where I am.

Mr. BOWELL. By getting the Local Government to
buy out the members for you.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). That is not so bad as buying
ont Riel in order to get a seat for a colleague.

Sir JoHN A. MAODONALD.

THIRD READING.

Bill (No. 118) further to amend the Act relating to
Weights and Measures.-(Mr. Costigan).

THE FRANCHISE BILL,

The House again resolved itself into committee on Bill
(No. 103) respecting the electoral franchise.-(Sir John A.
Macdonald,)

(In the Committee.)

Mr. RINFRKET. (Translatior.) Mr. Chairman, the hon.
member for King's, Prince Edward Island (Mr. Macdonald)
was yesterday very eloquently praising up the Franchise
Bill which is now'before the H1ouse. To hear him speak,
one would think that this was one of the best measures
which was ever introduced in Parliament. However, if I may
judge by the conclusion to which the hon. member arrived
I would be inclined to think that the Bill is one of those
blessings which a man would rather have falling on his
neighbour's bead than on his own head. In fact, after
having spoken at great length on the subjict he wound up
by asking that Prince Edward Island should be exempted
from the operation of this Bill. Mr. Speaker, I completeIy
agree with the opinions of the hon. member on that ques-
tion and I have enough of sympathy for Prin3e Edward
Island to ask that it should be exempted from the effect of
this Bill, þut at the same time I will venture to claim the
same exemption for all the other Provinces in the Dominion
of Canada. This amounts to saying that I shall vote in
favour of the sub amendment of the hon. member for King's,
and also in favour of the amendment which was moved by
my hon. friend the member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton). I have already had occasion to say in this
House that the basis of our constitution is the rrepresenta.
tion by Provinces. Each Province in Confederation has a rigbt
to send a certain number of representatives to this Parlia.
ment. This number has been fixed at sixty-five for the Pro.
vince of Quebee, and to an undetermined number for the other
Provinces according to the corresponding population of each
of them. But when Confederation was established, there
was one right or rather one privilege which was left to each
of the Provinces and which allowed them not only to send
a certain number of representatives to the Dominion Parlia .
ment, but also to send each of these members in the manner
which they would deem proper. I ara inclined to think that if,
at the time of Confederation, a uniform franchise such as that
which is proposed to-day had been songht to be imposed on
each of the Provinces, several of them would have refused
to join it; and I have no doubt that if in 1873, when Prince
Edward Island joined the Confederation, if that Province
had been asked, as a first condition to give up the universal
suffrage which it enjoys to-day and adopt a uniform fran-
chise proposed by the other Provinces in Confederation, that
Province would have refused to join it. I venture to say,
Mr. Chairman, that in 1867, if what is sought to-day to ba
imposed on the Province of Quebec had been proposed to it,
if a Bill containing universal suffrage in soma of its pro-
visiong, a Bill containing revolutionary ideas such as those
which are contained in the hon. First Minister's Bill, if
such a Bill had been proposed to that Province, I have no
doubt whatever that that Province would have refused to
enter into the Cànfederation. I desire to point out that
the Province of Quebec to which I have the honor to belong,
occupies a special position towards the other Provinces in
the Dominion. We are in favor of the federal principle;
we'are united to the other Provinces in a very intimate
manner both as regards the commercial interests which are
common to all the Provinces and as regards the defence of
the country. And I am happy to admit that Confederation
has been very useful, not only to the other Provinces but also
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to the Province of Quebec from a commercial point of view.
Confederation has developed our interprovincial trade, it
has built our canals, it has increased our navigation and
increased, in a general way, the trade of Canada. Apart
from this, as regards the defence of the country, we have
common interests with the other parts of Confederation, and
the French Canadians of the Province of Quebec have proved
that when their services are required to defend their country
they only form one nationality with the citizens of other
Provinces. We have proved it when the Fenians tried to
invade Canadian territory someyears ago, and we are proving
it again to-day by going with the other nationalities to
defend Canada in the North-West. But, if there are certain
points on which we have common interests with the other
Provinces, there are others on which we differ from them.
There is one essential point of which we must not lose sight,
it is that in the Province of Quebec we have not the same
nationality as the other Provinces; we do not speak the
same language, we do not profess the same creed, we have
not the same ideas nor the sanie aspirations; neither have we
the same habits nor the same manner of living as the citizens
of other Provinces. Well, Mr. Chairman, these aspirations,
this creed, these special ideas of the Province of Quebec,
the other Provinces of the Dominion are bound to respect
if they wish to maintain the union which exists to-day. I
say that if the other Provinces desire that we should live
in harmony with them, they must not force upon ns a law
which is contrary to the political opinions which prevail in
the Province of Quebee. The measure which is now
before the louse is an encroachment upon thé rights
and privileges of the Province of Quebec; it contains
ideas which cannot be accepted by our population
whose ideas are not the sane as those of the population
of the other Provinces. What are the reasons why this
Bill which we are now discussing is sought to be forced upon
us ? The only reason which has been given until now-
and it is not a reason, it is only a pretext-is that a uniforma
franchise Iaw is neOessary for the whole Dominion of
Canada. Well, Mr. Chairman, it has already been said by
several members who have spoken before me, that this uni-
formity cannot be given by this Bill. It has been proved
that, under the present Bill, we have not had a uniform
franchise, and that we have not a uniforni mode of valua-
tion of property throughout the Dominion. For instance,
the Bil establishes special qualifications for the fishermen
of Nova Sotia, and for the Indians. And, as regards the
valuation of property, it has been proved by my hon. friend
the hon. member for Shefford (Mr. Auger), that it is impos-
sible to make a regular valuation in the different Provinces
of the Dominion. Therefore, uniformity-which is the1
pretext given for the introduction of this Bill-does not
exist; and if the motion in the sub-amendment, which is
now before the louse, is adopted-and it is likely that it
will be adopted, because it was moved by one of the friends«
of the hon. Firat Minister-if that motion is adopted, I say,1
then, that the uniformity will completsly disappear, andj
this is quit. evident to everybody. Besides, Mr. Chairman,1
we do not need uniformity. Uniformity is just what we1
do not want in the Province of Quebec; it is one of thei
reasons for whicl we have Confederation to-day. We1
have Confederation because, before 1867, we thoughtj
that uniformity in the legislation was an encumbrancei
for Upper and Lower Canada. It was found that what-
suited one Province would not suit the other, and that isi
one of the great reasons why Confederation was established.
The hon. member for Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran), while
speaking about the establishment of Confederation, has
brought before this house the name of Sir George Etiennei
Cartier. I will venture to remark that this ws a very badj
occasion to recall that name. Ie said that Sir George1
Etienna Cartier, when he established Confederation,loft to
the Dominion Parliament the right of havig a uniform

a11

franchise for the whole Dominion of Canada, But there is
a fact of which nobody cau lose sight, and it is that, while
Sir George Etienne Cartier occupied in this bouse the
seat which is now occupied by the Minister of Public Works,
there was never any encroachment upon the rights and
privileges of the Provinces. As long as Sir George Cartier
occupied a seat in this House, the idea never even entered
the mind of the First Minister to try and force upon us
Bills of this kind, and to endeavor to encroach upon the
privileges of the Province of Quebec as he does by the
present Bill. In fact, these encroachments upon the rights
of the Provinces only commenced in 1879; such a thing
was never thought of while Sir George Etienne Cartier was
in the House. The first encroachments were made some-
what carefully. There was first the disavowal of a Bill
passed by the Province of Ontario, and two years ago there
was a new encroachment with regard te the License Bill.
Well, Mr. Chairman, the hon. First Minister having
so prepared the opinion of the House for legislative
union, has afterwards run the risk of bringing down the
Franchise Bill such as we have it te day; but I am
certain of one thing, and that is, that a few years
ago, before the idea of legislative union had gained any
headway, the First Minister would never have had the
audacity of introducing such a measure as the present Bill
before the Parliament of Canada. The hon. member for
Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran) las laid particular stress in
his speech on the particular fact that the Dominion Parlia-
ment has the right of passing a law teorender the franchise
uniform in all the Provinces of the Dominion. That right
was never denied. I do net know a single member of this
House who bas ever pretended that we did not have the
right te legislate and te impose such a law as this on all the
Provinces. But what we d maintain, we the members of
the Opposition, is that if it is net an encroachment upon our
riglhts, it is an encroachment upon our privileges, and I
believe, that it is practically the sane thing, at leat as far
as the Province of Quebec is concerned. A couple of years
ago, when the License Bill was introduced a certain number
of members, who are in favor of legislative union, supported
this Bil, and declared that we had the right of passing
laws to regulate the granting of licenses. Thus the Province
of Quebec, and all the Provinces of the Dominion were
deprived of the right of regulating the granting of licenses
themselves. The legality of this Bill is to-day questiened
before the Privy Council, and is net yet decided. But, I
will ask it of all the members of this ouse, who sincerely
desire the maintenance of Confederation, whether the
Provinces have the right to issue licenses or net, is it not
true that by giving this power te the Dominion Gov-
ernment, the Parliament of Canada encroaches upon
one of the privileges which we have enjoyed without
contestation since the establishment of Confederation?
Mr. Chairman, with regard to Confederation there are a
number of points upon which light has not been nmad
as yet. There are a number of obscure points. On each of
them, Mr. Chairman, we invariably see the hon. leader of
the Government and his supporters from the Province of
Ontario construing these dark points in favor of the central
power, because they are in favor of centralisation. There
is one fact which is perfectly known, and that I should have
no need of recalling here, and it is that the hon. First
Minister has never been in favor of Confederation. Although
in the Province of Quebec he has often been called the
Father of the Confederation by his friends who were
desirous of increasiag ihis popularity, we all know that it
was George Brown and Sir George Etienne Cartier who
achieved Confederation through the union of the Conser-
servative party of the Province of Quebec with the Liberal
party of Ontario. And the day on whih the Act of Cou-
federation was passed the present leader of the Goverument
underwent the m9st humiliating defeat, perhaps, that he

1885. 1681



1682 COMMONS DEBATES. MAT 7,
ever experienced in his political life. And what was lists in England are prepared by assessors and these lie are
it that took place afterwards ? As long as Sir George afterwards revised, the revisers being appointed by judges; so
Etienne Cartier occupied a seat in this Parliament, the that the Government bas nothing to do with the assessors nor
enormous influence which he exercised, not only on the the revisers. Ths appointment of revisers by the Government
members from the Province of Quebec but also on those is an encroachmenton the privilegesofthe municipal councils.
from all the other Provinces, prevented the hon. FirstiUtil now, the liste have been preeared by the municipal
Minister from endeavoring to destroy Confederation in councils, and I can affirm that nobody complained. of that
order to establish legislative union. But, for a few years system. It 18 true there have been abuses, but there will
back, from the time Sir George Etienne Cartier disappeared always be abuses whatever system may be adopted. In the
from the political arena, we have seen the ideas of the Firste are prepared in a friendly
Minister coming back with more force, and probably he way, so to speak; cach elector goes to the municipal coun-
will devote the last years of his life to the crowning cil and gets his name put on the list, if it shouid happen to
of his dream, which is the legislative union of ail have been omitted, or if there should be any irrgularity;
the Provinces of Canada. The Province of Quebec, to but with the exception of a few parishes in which there are
which I have the honor to belong, cannot be in favor occasional quarrelseverything goee on smoothiy. At the
of the Franchise Bill which is now submitted to us, and Ipresent time, the valuation is made by valuators appointed
am convinced that most of the Conservative members who by the municipal councils. These men are farmers,
support the Government cannot approve of all the clauses and I have noticed that in my parish and in the
contained in this Bill. In fact this Bill contains ideas neighboring parishes, great care is always taken W
which are essentially radical and essentially reactionary. I appoint as valuators eople who enjoy public con-
am happy to say that the Province of Quebec is neither fidence and credit; t e men are sworn, and I
radical nor reactionary. Among the radical provisions, I nay say fine times out of ten their valuations are
see the universal suffrage, or rather the tendency to univer- perfectly made. What will happen with the revisers who
sal suffrage, and among the reactionary provisions I find are W be appointed by the Goverument? These men wil
the ap intment of revisers appointed by the Government; be advocates chosen in the cities, and I believe it is per-
Mr. ' an, can there be anything more radical than fectly wcl cstablished that the lawyers who will accept
the woman suffrage contained in this Bill? So radical is such a position as that, will not hold the highict rank in the
that provision that it has not even been proposed by the profession. Indeed the best lawyers iu the Province will
French and Italian ]Radicals. I may be told that this pro- not acvept such a poorly remuucrated position, which will
vision has only been made by the hon. First Minister sub. give theni such a large amount of work. These lawyers
ject to the approbation of the House, and that it has been will Uc charged with the duty of valuatig the properties
withdrawn by him; but if the majority had been in favor and preparing the voters' lists. It bas been preteuded that
ot woman suffrage, is it not true that that provision would thcy might use the valuation rolis prepared by
have been inposed on the Province of Quebec which does not the muncipalities; but if that is the intention of
want it at all, and that the people of that Province would the Government, why did thcy net acccpt thc amendment
have been compelled to submit to it ? What guarante which we proposed a few days ago, and te object of which
have we that even next year a member of this House will was W compel the revisers to use the valuation rouespre.
not rise from his seat and propose woman suffrage and pared in the municipalities. The fact that the Government
universal suffrage? The moment the introduction of such dedccncd to acc&lc W that demand, clearly proves that their
a measure is permitted, the moment power is given to the intention is that the revisers will prepare not only the
federal power to legislate on eloctoral franchise, the door is voters' lst but also the valuation roll. Mr. Chairman, al
open to all these abuses; and I repeat that if one of these the abuses resulting from this system are rcadily seen. In
radical measures is proposed by a member we will be almost every municipality there are a certain number of
obliged to submit to it, if it is supported by the majority of properties whicb migbt Uc vatuated at 8150 or $160, which
the House. I say that this Bill contains reactionary prin- is the amount determined to give the riglt to vote. But if
ciples, and I find another proof of this in the Indian suffrage. thc reviser appointed by the Goverument 15 not an honest
I beieve that in the United States where the dispositions sud couscieutions man, if ho is too anxious W serve the
of the Indians are well known, this provision of the Bill will interests of the Goverment, tus man will estirate at $140
be appreciated in a peculiar manner. I believe it will a certain number of properties whidh arc worth from, $150
appear very strange that a civilised assembly like ours W $160, when ho will kuow that the holders of such propcrty
ehould vote in favor of thi enfranchisement of Indians, who are nlerais. On the other had, heowil value ats 150
are under the guardianship of the Goverument, esreciaily properties which will only be worth $25 or $100, when hoe
when it is found that speciai privileges are establiahed for knows that the preprietors will nc supporters of tc geov.
this chlam of individuals, rivilegcs which arc refuscd to the rment. So that, in this mauner, it will b. very easy Wo
other electors of thc Dominion. I spoke a moment ago, Mr. make a change of five or ton votes in a parish, in thc rela-
Speaker, of thcappointmeut of revisers by the Government. tive situation of bot parties. Now, suppose that tesamen
The powers couferred on these revisers make this one of thing a repated nu oal the parishes of a cointy, which.
the. most reactionary propositions which could be introduced sometimes comprises about twenty parishes, the majority
in a Parliament. In fact by these extraordinary powers miglst be changed by 100 or 200 votes; that is toBay,in
thc election of members is actually put into the bads ofthese y the conties where the parties are aboueut taly divided, it
revisers. Se mucli se that a newspaper, speaking on the subject wlway possible te give the Goveramet a eajority
nme time age, saîd that it would Uc mui more simpwe to give of 50 or 100 votes. Te rigst of appeal was alo
the revisers thc riglit of appoiuting the niembers themselves,1 spoken of. The Goveruueut lias allowcd thc riglit
aud thus save the expense of revising the listc. One fact is of appeal on questions of law, whule withholding
wchl known, Mr. Chairman, and it us, that if the votees' list bi as regards questions of fact, and even on lega ulmatter
are Utwec thc bands sud ini the power of oue of thc two pobi- there will he an appeal only with rtih permission of the
tical parties, that party will Uc pretty sure of carryng the revisers. maintain tht this appea is a delusion ; iu fact
elections. It las usaid that this provision of the rtvising the reviser will refuse the right os appealawhneverhe shal
barristers, was couuterdrawn from the BigUaIshaw, but it lm fiand that bii judgments arc erroneous. But suppoing tht
been provcd, Mr. Chairman, that the Euglish law does net there sbeuld b. an appeal, do you t ink it will be vtry eay
centain any provision which might be omparcd tIche provis. for tie courts t decide whthr a property is reanly wrth
ions of this B] which we are discussiug to.day, In faotthech125, a140, 150 or 160. Tei resulthef an lection may
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occaeionally depend on the skilful management of these
valuations by a partisan and dishonest reviser. Now, Mr.
Chairman, thatlI have spoken of the preparation of the liste
by the revisers, I have an objection to make to the system
proposed for the preparation of these liste on the ground of
what they will cost to the country. It has been proved by
several members that it would be a very expensive system
to have the liste prepared by the revisers. These men will
be obliged to travel several times over a county in order to
make the valuation of properties and to prepare the liste;
they muet have secretaries, bailifts, and a host of officials
who will cost a great deal to the country. It has been
estimated that the probable cost of the preparation of the
liste by the revisers will be something like $600,000 or
8800,000. But I am not exaggerating when I say that the
cost of preparing the liste will be about a half million of
dollars or from $2,000 to $2,500 for each county of the
Dominion of Canada. Why not maintain the mode which
existe to-day ? Everybody is satisfied with it or at least
nobody complains of it, and it offers the great advantage of
not costing anything. The municipal councils are obliged to
prepare the voters' lists forthe Local Government,why not use
them for Dominion elections ? By admitting the liste prepared
for the Local Legislatures the extraordinary expenditure of
8500,000 would be saved to the Dominion of Canada. I do
not intend to take up much of the time; of the House. I
cannot, however, resume my seat without remarking that
the measure which is now submitted to us is so objection-
able, it is such an infamous Bill that we hardly see any
Conservative members rising to defend it. It is true we
saw a few Ontario membersdefend it, but it is a well known
fact that the members from Ontario who are supporting Sir
John are ever roady to defond any of hie acte. But I muet
be grateful to the Conservative members from Quebec for
not having stood up to defend this measure in this louse,
although I very deeply regret that a large num ber of them
are too submissive to the First Minister, and that they
should have voted for the second reading of the Bill. How-
ever, I am glad to make an exception in favor of the hon.
members for Rouville (Mr. Gigault), and for Bagot (Mr.
Dupont), who have separated from their party on this ques-
tion. I shall quote an extract from the speech delivered by
the hon. member for Bagot before the second reading of the
Bill. fe said:

" Mr. Speaker, I would be ashamed to go back to my constituency
after having sanctioned by my vote, such a monstrous principle as tbat
which is consecrated in the Bill now before us. I would prefer to be
defeated in any electoral contest, with three-fourths of my party than
to achieve a vIctory which might be suspected of being the resuit of
such a tyrannical law as that which is now before us War comparisons
are in order in time of war, I shall make one: It would be better for
the generai of an army to lose a battle fairly and while knowing the
resut beforehand, than to employ, in order to achieve victory, destruc-
tive weapons which are prohibited by the laws of civilised warfare. It
he employa these destructive weapons which are forbidden by the inter-
national raw, y wil have against himthe whole world who willmarch
against his army, and will cruali him if heolias been victoriens. On tlie
contrary if after having fought fairly and loyally, he is beaten after
having own that courage which one has a right to expect from the
chef of an army, then lie will at least, have the consolation of nayinq
with the illustrions vanquished of Pavia: 1Al is lost save the hone.
Just no in political contests. Neyer should any party do anything
which is not according to the law of nations in order to get the control
over straightforward opponents. Now, I consider that the present Bill
is a infringement on the law of nations. Indeed, Mr. Speaker, could
any one imagine a law which would be more contrary to the principles
of constitutional government, a more arbitrary law ? A law so extra-1
ordinar' in fact, that I believe that even if we should use the means
which it puts at our disposal to control the electorate, we would be
erushed in the next electoral contest; because, in my opinion, this law
will have the result of stirring up against us our own followers, whoi
will say: If to-day we deprive our opponents from their liberty, to-
morrow they may deprive us trom the liberty we now enjoy."

It will be seen by this extract from the speech of the hon.
member for Bagot, that a certain number of Conservative
members are opposed to this measure because it is contrary
to the law of nations. I am wondering what may be the
objeot of such a Bill as this, for what reason je it sought toi

be foreed upon us, when nobody wante it and when a large
number of Conservatives are opposed to it. There eau e
but one object and that is to gag the electorate, and pre-
vent the expressions of public opinion at the next electione.
One thing has been remarked, and it is that at each elec-
tion since 1872, that is in 1872, 1878 and 1882, the First
Minister has had at his disposai such means as he has to-
day to gag the electorate. We remember the corruption
which ho practiced in 1872, and which resulted in the
Pacifie scandal. We aldo remember the scheme of a new
legislation which had been initiated before the elections of
1878 and by which promises were made to the great com-
mercial corporations. In making these promises, the First
Minister has been able to collect enormous subscriptions to
carry the elections which brought him to power. n 1882,
ho introduced the famous Bill for the re-distribution of
seats, by which ho changed the electoral divisions
for the purpose of gaining some fifteen or twenty
counties in Ontario. To-day the Government se that
public opinion is turning against them, and once more they
have rocourse to great means. They propose this Bill in
order to gag the electorate. What will be the effect of this
Bill if it becomes law ? I must admit that it is very difficult
to calculate what will be its consequences, because if this
contrivance, which is proposed by the Government, is des-
tined to cause the defeat of a great many members, we muet
admit that it will stir up public opinion against the party
in power. There is no doubt that in the Province of Quebee
there will be such an uprising of publie opinion that it will,
in a great measure, counteract the pernicious effect of the
injustice about to be committed. But, unfortunately, I am
told that it will not be so in the Province of Ontario. I
am told that every Tory there in Ontario is just as slavish
as the Tories who support the First Minister in this Parlia-
ment. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I believe that these con-
sequonces are casy to foresee. We have every possible
reason te suppose that its effect will beto bring back a
majority of Ontario Tories in this House. An omnipotent
Tory majority in this House means the incorporation of the
Orange lodges in all the Provinces of Canada, and within a
few years the establishment of legislative union. I hope
that when it comes to that we will see the Conservative
members of the Province of Quebec show enough patriotisn
to try and control the influence of their friends, the Ontario
Tories, but will they be able to do it ? There is one certain
fact which ought not to be forgotten, and it is that each
Liberal member from Ontario, who will be befeated by the
effect of this Bill, is a good soldier lost by those who are in
favor of French Canadian influence in this House, and of
independence of the Provinces. There is one possible fact,
Mr. Chairman, if this Bill has the disastrous effe3t which
we are pointing out to-day, there is one man in this House
who may, perhaps, have to atone in the end for the iniqui-
tous provisions of the measure which ho is trying to force
upon us. If this Bill causes the election of a large majority of
Tories in Ontario, through the obnoxious provisions which
it contains, on the other hand, I hope that it will awaken the
patriotism of the Province of Quebec, and will bring about
a split in the Conservative party, which is s powerful
to day, And I would not be surprised if that infamous Bill,
which is sought to be forced upon us, would fall back on
the head of the First Minister; and if the members from
the Province of Quebec would abandon him in the ende to
punish him for the absolutism shown by him on the present
occasion.

Mr. GUAY. (Translation.) Mr. Chairman, in rising to
speak for the first time in this Rouse I am happy te have
an opportunity of claiming the rights of the Provincial
Legislatures. In fact, what is the object of the sub-amend-
ment moved by the hon. member for King's, Prince Edward
Island (Mr. Macdonald), and of the amendmaent moved by
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my hon. friend the member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton) if it is not to maintain for each and all of the
Provincial Legislatures, the right which they have always
enjoyed until now, the right of deciding what will be the
qualification of voters at the elections of members of the
Dominion Parliament? There is no doubt that under the
Act ofBritish North America, this Parliament bas the power
of adopting a Franchise Bill for the whole Dominion.
Nobody denies that right, Mr. Chairman ; but what is loudly
proclaimed by the amendments now before you, what I have
reason to point out, is the inexpediency of such a legisla-
tion, of a legislation so unacceptable to the members of this
House. Is this a proper time to establish such a measure ?
Have petitions been presented to the louse by the electors
of the Dominion of Canada? Are there pressing and
important social reasons militating in favor of this legisla-
tive innovation ? Have petitions been presented to members
of Parliament praying that they should, for the future, leave
aside the provincial franchise to adopt a uniform qualifica-
tion for the whole Dominion ? No, Mr. Chairman, never has
such a petition been made by the electors of any of the
Provinces of the Confederation. It is a postive proof primá
facie that they are satisfied with the present state of
thinge. I will say more, they would see with regret, with
indignation even, Parliament forcing upon them this fran-
chise Act, which is so little in harmony with their social
status, and with their wants, at least in the Province of
Quebec. But if the electors of the Dominion do not desire
such a change in their electoral franchise, has the Govern-
ment any important reason to propose it to Parliament ?
From what I have heard, up to this day, from the hon. First
Minister and his friends who addressed the House in favor
of this Bill, I presume that it has been prepared with a view
to simplifying the preparation of the voters' lists, of qualify-
ing a greoter number of citizens in the Dominion, and of
establishing a uniform franchise throughout the country and
throughout all the Provinces. I will state, in a moment,
Mr. Chairman, what, in my opinion, are the reasons which
must have led to the framing of this famous Bill, which is
intended to revolutionise a whole system which bas been
long established, and which bas always given full and com-
plete satisfaction. Well, Mr. Chairman, I will venture to
tell you that all these reasons are as many pretexts, andi
that they are merely delusive. In fact, the Franchise Bill,'
instead of simplifying the preparation of the votersE' lists ini
the Provinces will, on the one hand, render them more diffi-1
ouit, and more costly, and, on the other hand, will make(
them more inaccurate and more unsatisfactory. I shall not(
speak at length on the manner in which the voters' lists
are prepared in the Province of Quebec. The hon.
members who have preceded me in this House have1
made that point sufficiently clear. I may say, how-i
ever, that these liste are made from the valuation rolli
which is in force, and that nobody can have his name. put1
on the voters' list if such a name does not appear on thei
valuation roll either as owner or tenant. And this valuation1
is made with such great care that any man in the munici-1
pality who bas a right to be. inscribed as owner or tenant1
is necessarily inscribed on the valuation roll. Well it isE
one of the easiest things in the world. It is very simplei
work for the secretary-treasurer of the municipality to pre-1
pare the valuation roll and voters' list. These liste arei
fyled during thirty days in the office of the council and the1
electors are invited to go and examine them and to maket
whatever remarks they see fit to make. And when the
thirty days are expired the council decides without appeal
whether these liste have been well made. The council1
meets, hears the reasons which are given by ail parties and1
whoever thinks he has been wronged by the omission of 1
his name from the voters' list, or by the insertion of a 1
name which should not be there, is heard before the1
council. I am convinced that the voters' list in the Pro- 
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vince of Quebec are exceedingly well made and do justice to
everybody. Well, with the institution of the revising
barristers, 1 am quite sure that these lists will be very
badly made, in the first place because these officers have
absolute power, and again because they know neither the
persons nor the properties, and so a great number of owners
and lessees will be omitted from the voters' lista. I may be
told they will have a right to appeal, when the revision
day will come, but I am convinced that these revising
barristers will not be credited with more fairnees than they
will deserve, and if they have the courage to act unfairly
they may not have the courage of altering their jndgments.
Therefore, I maintain that the first reason which has been
given for introducing this Bill, which is to make the pre-
paration of the lista easier, is altogether worthless, and that
the system which we have always enjoyed in the Province
of Quebec is preferable by far to that which is provided in
the present Bill. Now, will this Bill grant the right of
franchise to a greater number of persona in the Dominion?
I must state here that the First Minister has completely
attained his end if Parliament finally, so far abdicates its
dignity as to give the right of voting to the thousands of
Indians who are wandering over the plains of the North-
West, of Manitoba and of British Columbia, and who are
giving us so much trouble to-day. But the hon. Firet Min-
ister is paying us a poor compliment, when he forces upon
us through the majority he commands, the introduction in
our legislation of an Act so little in harmony with our ideas
for the sole purpose of increasing the number ofhis political
supporters. It is unfair that the hon. First Minister should
take such unavowable means to increase the number of his
political followers whether they are civilised or not, whether
they are emancipated or not, or whether or not they are
under the guardianship of the Government who have com-
plete control over them. But if I consider the result which
will be produced by the passing of this Bill I find that the hon.
First Minister completely failed toattain his end. In fact there
is a class of citizens, owners and tenants in the Province of
Quebec who under the Electoral Act of Quebec have always
enjoyed the right to vote and who will be unjustly deprived
of that right, if the amendment of my hon. friend, the
member for North Norfolk is not accepted. I refer to the
owners in the cities whose properties are only valued at
$20O. Under the new law, I am convinced that a great
number of citizens in the Dominion will lose their franchise
because their properties will not be valued at $300. And I
can speak of it with a knowledge of the facts : In the County
of Levis, which I have the honor te represent, is found the
town of Levis. Well, as a representative of that electoral
division, I believe it is my duty to protest against the fact
that a great many of my electors will be deprived of their
votes, whether these electors vote for me or against me;
what I desire is, that justice should be done to them. On
the other hand, there are in the Province of Quebec a great
many citizens who are separated by marriage oontraot as
to property for their wives; there are a great number of
them in my parish, and there is also a considerable num-
ber of them in the town of Levis. The Bill now under con.
sideration, will deprive these persons from the right of
voting and I say this is an injustice towards them. Perhaps
I may be told that there is in the present Bill a clause
which provides for that class of electors. Well, I have
heard the hon. member for East Quebec (Mr. Laurier) and
the bon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mille), asking for
explanations from the First Minister, and asking him te
define in a positive manner whether these husbands would
have a right to vote on the property belonging to their
wives under the Bill which is submitted to us. 1 know not
for what reason ho bas not deigned to answer them, but what
I do know is that we have had no satisfactory answer on this
point. I suppose it was preferred te surround the Bill with
a certain obscurity; the law was draughted in obscure
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terme in order to give full sway to the revising barrister in
construing the law in hie own way, and in putting on the
liste only those who shall have confidence in the Conserva.
tive principles. The hon. First Minister when he proposed
that famous Bill, thought that ho would give the right of
sfi-rage to a greâter number of citizen@, but, I believe, that
as regards the Province of Quebec, at least, ho has com-
pletely mimsed the mark, and it will be the same thing in
all the Provinces of the Dominion. Now, will this Bill have
the effect of establishing uniform franchise throughout the
Dominion ? No, Mr. Chairman. In Prince Edward Island
nearly one-third of the population would be disfranchised;
and se true is this that the hon. First Minister saw fit to
cause an amendment to be proposed by the hon. mem ber for
King's (Mr. Macdonald), in order that this Bill may not
have any effect in Prince Edward Island. But then unifor-
mity is completely destroyed. But if this new law is not in
harmony with the provincial institutions of Prince Edward
Island, it is not any more in harmony with those of the
Province of Quebec. Mr. Chairman, why thon should it be
forced upon the Province of Quebec. We, also, are satisfied
with our provincial franchise. We are satisfied with the
manner in which things have been managed in our elections.
By what right doos the Dominion Parliament assu-oe
the power of depriving us from that which is just
as dear to us as it may be to Prince Edward Island ?
Mr. Chairman, the eloctors of the Province of Quebec
are anxious to keep their electoral franchise and I
deny to the members from other Provinces in the
Dominion the right of forcing upon us a franchise which we
reject, and which we do not want any more than the inhabi-
tante of Prince Edward Island. The members from Br itish
Columbia would think it very unjust and odious if this Parlia-
ment would enfranchise the Chinese of British Columbia;
thoy have protested, and with reason, against the interfer.
ence of Parliament. Well, the members from British
Columbia must do the right thing for us if they wish that
we should do the same thing for them. They are perfectly
right; I am ready to support them, but only so far as they
will do us justice on this question. Well, Mr. Chairman,
the Bill introduced by the hon. First Minister is not destined
to croate uniformity. It cannot realise the primary object
for which it has been proposed. Therefore the hon. First
Minister bas only been following his lifelong dream : the
centralisation of the federal power. The introduction of
this Bill, if such a legislation is adopted, is an encroach-
ment on provincial rights; it is a step taken towards logis-
lative union. But, as the hon. First Minister is an exceed-
ingly practical man, I am convinced that ho had another
object in view, which was to injure, as much as possible, our
friends from the Province of Ontario, who have Indian
reserves in their counties. That hon. gentleman thinks
that by forcing the adoption of this Bill, all the gallant
champions of the Liberal cause, whose acquaintance 1 have
had the honor to make within a few days, all these brave
defenders of the rights of Provinces will find it impossible
to be re-elected. I trust, Mr. Chairman, that the hon. First
Minister will fail in hie attempt, and that at the next elec-
tion every Liberal member from Ontario will be re-elected
to defend the rights of the great Liberal cause.

Mr. MeMULLEN. I consider that we have reached a
very important point in the discussion of this very importantj
question, and I think it is desirable that we should give it
our very serious attention. We have reached that point
whereit becomes necessary for us to decide whether we will
adopt a Dominion franchise, or continue to avail ourselvesi
of the franchise under whieh we have been operating forj
years. In the first place I say that the present franchise1
which was passed in 1874 has been in force some ten years.i
During that time there bas not been any evidence which hasi
come unde our notioe suRient to convinoe us that any1

change was necessary. There bas been no case of a contested
election, in which the man who secured the seat could find
serious fault with the franchise under which he secured it.
It has worked well, it bas been a cheap system, and
it bas been generally acceptable to all the Provinces. In
the face of these facts it is highly proper that we should
consider whether it is necessary that we should alter our
present system, and inaugurate an expensive and cumber-
some system which would prove a very serious drain un the
revenue of this country. Hon. gentlemen opposite have
stated that it is not desirable that the Provinces should fix
the franchise for the Dominion. I am quite prepared to
admit that. But we claim they do not fix the franchise for
the Dominion, but that at the present time the Dominion
largoly controls the wbole machinery. In the first place
the Dominion makes the constituency in all the Provinces.
In the next place, the Dominion claims the right to say
how many inhabitants shall be in each constituency, and
when the number of inhabitants increases or decreases, to
readjust that constituency and make it of any shape, or
form, or number of inhabitants to suit themselves. The
Local Legislatures or the municipal organisations are only
permitted to put on the rolls, out of the number living in
those constituencies, those who shall be entitled to vote.
Now, I cannot see that it is a matter of very great impor-
tance to this House whetber a certain percentage of increase
or decrease of that particular constituency shall or
shall not vote, so long as the constituency is permitted
by this Hlouse to send a member. I think it would
make very little difference in the Province of Ontario,
for example, under the constituencies as they are formed,
whetbor the ladies in each c.onstituency were permitted to
vote or not. It might in some cases, but, after all, the con-
stituency can only roturn one member. The constituency
is composed of municipalities chosen and fixed by the Gov-
ernment in this House, which bas the choosing and the
fixing with regard to the number of population it shall con-
tain. The only one point which is maintained by the
municipality is the enfranchisement of those within the
constituency who may vote for municipal purposes. I hold
that that is fair, that it is a matter of justice extended to
the people themselves, and I hold that the present system
of enrolling the people and permiting them to exercise the
franchiso i a botter system, a more prudent and a juster
system, than anything which will be inaugurated under the
operation of this Bill. Take a minor municipality: it elects
a reeve and four councillors. In most cases a municipality
is divided into wards. Each man runs for his own wa
and after the elections have taken place an assessor is
appointed, who is sworn to go from bouse to bouse, assess
every property, enrol each man in the municipality for the
property he owns, real or personal, to enter upon his roll
every young man of the ful age of twenty-one years, for the
purpose of getting the poli tax. He is sworn to enter
every male in every bouse, and ho bas to make a return of
the list to the municipal clerk. That clerk gets the list,
and ho bas to bang up a copy in several pablic places for
the inspection and investigation of those who choose to
examine it. After a certain time bas passed the Court of
Revision is held. Each member of that council comes from
his own particular section, and the roll is gone over from
beginning to end. Every member of the council is there,
in the interest of his own particular section. He is there
to see that his friends are on the roll and to see that every
piece of property in the whole municipality is properly
and proportionately assessed. The whole roll is carefully
investigated, and after it has been subject to the investi-
gation and criticismof those five men, along with the clerk
who undoubtedly in most cases is an experienced man, it is
finally confirmed. After it is confirmed the votera' liste
are printed. As soon as they are printed a certain number
are sent to each member of Parliament, to municipal
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couneillors, to the judge of the County Court, the county'
attorney, and some other county officials. After the liste
are issued there is thon an opportunity, if any person feels
aggrieved, if he bas not been properly assessd for him to ap.
peal. That appeal can be held before the county judge. It is
well known that almost in every county we have what are
known as Division Courts. The county judge comes round
quarterly for the purpose of holding these courts, and iu
our county the appeals are heard after the court is over.
In that way our lista are perfect. I hold that the voters'
lista in that way, in the Province of Ontario, as produced at
the present moment, are as perfect and complote as .they
possibly can be under any system. I know there are
gentlemen in this House who have stated that they are not
prepared to accept the assessment roll produced by any
Grit assessor, and I was sorry to hear that remark endorsed
by the hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert). For my
part I have known Conservative assessors whose roll I
would be perfectly willing to accept, and I think we have
Reform assessors who have more respect for their oath and
more respect for their duties than to purposely violate thoir
obligation for the sake of any partisan politician. I admit
that there are some men who are very rabid politicians, but
I am glad to say that in all cases where the assessors are
either Reform or Conservative you do not find them so
rabid as to bury their consciences for the time being
to serve their political party. But if the hon. gentle-
man is not willing to accept a Grit assessor, I
ask him in common fairness, is it right to ask
us to accept an entire host of Conservative assessors?
The revising barriater will b even more than an assessor.
An assessor has to return his roll, and that has to be inves-
tigated and passed by the council; but the revising officer
is virtually the assessor for the riding, and his power is
absolute. •fHe can put on or take off whom ho pleases. If
ho likes to revalue the property he ca do so. He may
take the assessment roll as the basis; but if ho choose ho
may merely accept it as a guide to a certain extent in form-
ing his own opinion. Now, I would like to know whether
the assessor of a municipality, who goes around for the pur-
pose of valuing property for the purposes of taxation, is
not more likely to arrive at a fair and honest value than a
man who is going around for political purposes. Every
man in the municipality has an interest in seeing that his
neighbor's property is fairly and honestly assessed, because
the more equitable the assessment is, the more justly and
proportionately will the taxes be levied. At present, in
most cases, an equitable assesment is made; but the revis-
ing officer has a very different purpose in view. He
may talre information from various parties; but I am
inclined to think that he will not be likely to open his ears
to suggestions from any Reformer, any more than hon.
gentlemen opposite are disposed to listen to suggestions
from this side of the House. We have been discussing this
Bill for t «o weeks, and have been making suggestions
which we thought were in the interest of justice and fair
play; but hon. gentlemen opposite have turned a deaf ear
to every one of those suggestions. They have a cast iron
law that they want to get passed in its present form, and
they will not listen to any remonstrances or advice from
us. Even those who held different views on former occas-
ions have found it very convenient to change their viewsi
with respect to this measure. They are now in perfect:
accord with the Government, and are apparently bound to
pres this Bill through from clause to clause, and to insist
that we shall accept it as the law under which we shall go
to the country at the next general election. Well, thei
Conservative party in this country have a record, and I tell
you that in years hence, when those who occupy thesej
Chambers are gone, and other mon come to take their
plaoes, they will look back with feelings of regret and of
isre* ectuat the amount of trickery that we have witnessed
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in the halls of this Legislature since 1867, and that it should
be continued to be perpetrated from Parliament to Parlia-
ment. In not one single year that you have gone to the
country since Confederation have you gone honestly. You
never would go-

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order. The hon. gentleman will
please address the Chair.

Mr. McMULLEN. I shall do so, Mr. Chairman. I have
said that not in one year from 1867 have you ever gone to
one political contest to which you have ne hounestly. You
have always endeavored-

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order, Order. You will address the
Chair, please.

Mr. McMULLEN. I bow to your ruling. I say that all
through the political contests that we have had since 1867,
you have always had the advantage of us. You have always
been in the position to give us-

Mr. CIAIRMAN. Order. The hon. gentleman is out of
Order. He will please address the Chair.

Mr. McMULLEN. I was trying to address myself to the
question of the franchise, and in order to present the argu-
ment that I considered it my duty as a member of this
House to present, I have been referring to the elections
that have taken place in the past. It is highly desirable
that in our elections, at least, we should display that spirit
of fair play and true British liberty that we want so much
in this House ; and while we as politicians may hold dif-
feront views on public questions, and may fight for those
views very keenly here, it is to be admired in either party
that when we appeal to the country, we appeal on fair and
equal terms, and no one party endeavors to take advantage
of the other. I hold that it is desirable that that should be
the case, and when one party attempts, by laws enacted
under the power that they have vested in themselves,
numerically, to place the other party in a disadvantageous
position, it reflects discredit on that party ; and when we
have left the active sphere of political life, such an action
will bring discredit on the party that is guilty of it. Now,
I was referring to the appeal of the county judge. At
present any person who feels aggrieved eau give notice to
the county judge when he goes around attending to bis
duties on circuit, and listening to appeals and adjusting
them. In that way, I claim we have as perfect a system at
present as we can hope to have under this Bill.
I hold that to appoint a revising officer in each county, who
will have the absolute power to put any names on or to
strike any off the list that he chooses, is an unwarrantable
and unfair advantage assumed by one political party; and it
is not creditable to that party to assume that advantage,
because the revising officer will use the power that isplaced
within his reach in order to serve the party whom he desires
to serve. It is botter that we should accept matters as we
find them, because we are more likely to get a free and
untrammelled expression of opinion from the electors under
the liste we now have than we could under liste prepared
under the operation of the Act. I hold that this right is
dear to the people themselves. They are entitled to be per-
mitted to exorcise their franchise without being trammelled.
Some years ago, when the Attorney General of Ontario
passed a license law for the purpose of licensing parties to
sell liquors throughout the Province, serious fault was found
with that law by hon. gentlemen opposite, because under it
ho took power to appoint all the license commis-
sioners and all the inspectors. They claimed that
the law was used for political purposes, that Con-
servatives did not receive licenses unless on cer-
tain terms, and that the officials who exercised the
power vested in them as commissioners and inspectors used
it for political purposes. The hon. First Minister of this
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House said that ho was going to give the Provinces a more
perfect law, that ho was going to pass a Dominion law, that
he was going to take the whole power into his own hands,
and was going to give the municipalities something to say
in the matter. He would appoint one commissioner, the
county judge should be another, and ho would allow the
municipalities to appoint their warden as the third. I ask
why is ho not disposed to act in the same fair way in
reference to the eection law ? He controls two points out
of the three at present-why is ho not satisfied ? He con-
trols the right to adjust the constituencies ; he can gerry-
mander them into any shape ho chooses; hoecan say what
number of population they shall contain; ho fixes the m to
suit himself. The only power held by the municipalities
now is the power of saying what certain percentage of the
people shall vote; they only hôld the power, under the
assessment law, to put on the list those who shall exorcise
the franchise. The hon. gentleman is going to take that
power from them. Why is he not disposed to be as fair in
this case as ho was in the othar? I suppose it does not
suit his purpose; ho would not be able to carry out the
measure if ho did. Hon. gentlemen opposite want
to control the whole thing; they want to shape
the constituencies to suit themselves. And in addi-
tion to that, they want to have a revising officer
to whom all the inhabitants of that constituency must
bow, to whom all must bow who will be given the privilege
and right to exorcise the franchise. I think if hon. gentle-
men opposite were in our position they would resent that
law as keenly and as bitterly as we do. I am informed,
and I believe rightly informed, that the hon. the First Min-
ister stated his own private opinion in regard to the Gerry-
mandering Act after that Act became law, and his opinion
was that if ho had been a member of the Opposition, ho
would have fought it to the death before ho would allow it
to pass. I believe hon. gentlemen opposite would have
made a much more determined opposition to it than per-
haps our friends did, and if there is any one thing to-day
that tells against the members of the Roform party, who
thon occupied the Opposition bonches, it is that they per-
mitted this Gerrymanderirg Bill to become law without a
thorough exposure of the system it was intended to operate.
There are some peculiarities in connection with the Act to
which 1 wish to call attention. In the first place, if a man
is living upon a farm and has sons, his sons will be permit-
ted to vote provided the real estate is assessed at a sufficient
value to enable them to vote; but if the value fixod by any
revising officer is not sufficient, the farmer's sons
will not be allowed any consideration for any chattel prop-
erty they may be possessed of. That is unfair. In the
case of the fishermen, they are allowed to vote upon such
property, while the farmers' sons are not, though, in many
cases, there are farmers who live upon small farms and do
not rely altogether on the produce of the soil for their
yearly subsistence, but engage to a considerable extent, in
stock raising. Under the operation of this proposed Act,
if the farm is poor enough, or the improvements on it insuf-
fiGient enough to furnish the revising officer with the
slightest excuse for reducing the value, these people, no
matter what chattel property they may possess, will not'be
allowed to be assessed upon that. If chattel property isi
to be taken into consideration in the case of the fisherman,
it should also be taken into consideration in the case of
small farmers. I hold it is an impossibility to frame a law
of this kind that will equitably and fairly reach all the
inhabitants of the Dominion, because a man may b
earning perhaps $250 at a certain point, when a man with
equal facilities and business, at another point, would only1
earn $150. A horse in one place will b worth $1001
more than the same animal would in another, andi
a, kfarm at one point, say of 20 acres, would bo
worth four times as much as a similar farm at another.1

Sa long as this diversity of values exist to the extent it does
exist at present, it is an utter impossibility to make an
equitable and a just franchise law based uponproperty.
In one of the Maritime Provinces, where manhood suffrage
has been in force for some time, it will be impossible to
frame a law such as this, a law applying to the whole
Dominion, that will enable the people there to continue
enjoying the rights they now possess, and the consequence
would he that a large number of these people, who, under
this measure, will b excluded from the franchise, will
undoubtedly feel keenly their exclusion and deeply rosent
it. Thore is another point to be considered in connection
with the powers that are to be invested in the revising
officer. He las not only the power to make a revaluation
of the property, but to reorganise all the wards in a town-
ship if ho chooses. In my own riding there are townships
in which the wards are divided in such a way that one
ward gives a majority of Reform votes and another an
almost equal majority of Conservative votes, so that when
the polls are closed and the votes counted the one about
balances the other. The Reform portion of the riding is
situated in the north end and the Conservative in
the south end. If the revising officer, for any par-
ticular reasons of his own, should decide that the
township is wrongly divided, ho would make up his mind
to divide it in another way, say north and south, instead of
as it is, east and west, and thus compel all the farmers in
the north portion to travel 10 or 12 miles to the south por-
tion to record their votes, giving, by this means, the Con-
servative portion an opportunity of recording the votes of
its electors at thoir own doors while the Reformers would
have to travel 10 or 12 miles to do so. Many people would
of course say: Has not the revising officer the power to do
as ho pleuses? Has ho not the right to decide how the
township should be divided ? And attempt to justify hie
action by the authority hon. gentlemen opposite are pre-
pared to give him. One poll may be hold on one side
of the road and another opposite, and the Reformers who
live in one end of the townships, will be put to the trouble
of going all the way to the other end to vote. No doubt,
bon. gentlemen will say that is drawing the lino too severely,
that no man will bo found who will act so unjustly, but the
thing has been donc before. Our experienco las taught
us some very queer lessons. We have known sucb things
to happen when the control of the election was perhaps in
the hands of those who were willing to lend thomseolves to a
trick of that kind ; and such things having happened before,
they will,in all probability,under the present rule occur again.
It is a dangerous power to place in the hande of any one
man. It is an infringement on the rights of the electors to
say they must submit to the docision of one man appointed
by the Goverument as to whether they shall have the right
to vote or not. It is unfair whon we have exercised the
rights which we have as Cauadians, it is untrue to the prin-
ciples of British legislation to place such enormous power
in the liands of one man to worry and annoy the electors.
It is trampling upon the poople's rights and taking an
undue advantage of them. It is wrong, because we are
here to do the country's business, to place a law upon the
Statute Book which will deal unjustly with the people who
sent us here. The liberties of the people are dear to them,
and any attempt to trample upon those liberties ought to
be, and I hope will be, resented. The yeomanry and the
laboring classes of this country have worked hard to gain
the little comforts they enjoy, and, if you are going to
place over them a man who will have the right to deprive
them or their sons or their relatives of the right to go to
the poll untrammelled and record their votes for any man
they choose, you are interfering with those rights which
they have enjoyed in the past under their municipal
institutions and are doing them an injustice which I
hope they will rosent. The power which is placed in the
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hands of the revising officer in regard to the alteration of
the wards is a very dangerous one, and will only cause
confusion where it is exercised. In 1871, when the leader
of the Government proposed to add a number of represen-
tatives to those returned from the Province of Ontario to
this House, although his scheme was questioned by our
friends on some grounds, still he decliaed to interfere with
municipal boundaries. He said that a young man first be-
came a member of a municipal council, and after that per-
haps a reeve and perhaps the warden of his county, and,
when the people in the county became aware of his
abilities, after some time perhaps he was elected to be their
representative in the Local House or in this House, and it
was therefore desirable that those municipal boundaries
should be preserved, and he positively refused to interfere
with those boundaries. When I read those remarks, I
thonght they were well put, but, in 1882, I felt sorry that,
when it became his duty again to readjust the-constituen-
cies in the Province of Ontario, in place of adhering to
those views, he broke up the boundaries of almost every
county in the Province.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. member will please con-

fine his remarks to the subject under discussion.
Mr. McMULLEN. I am trying to show-
Mr. CHAIRMAN. You cannot discuss another Bill

except in its bearing upon this.

Mr. MACKENZIE. He can use it by way of illustration.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. Yes, but he cannot go into details.
1]r. CRARLTON..The hon, gentleman is merely indulg.

ing in a retrospective view of the history of the country.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order. I have called the hon. gentle-

man to Order.

Mr. McMULLEN. I was referring to that measure in
order to show why I thought it desirable that the boundaries
of townships and wards should not be interfered with, why
I considered it desirable that the present arrangements
should not be disturbed, and why the revising officer should
rot have the power to alter the wards. By the
changes which took place in the years I referred to,
the voters were put to a great deal of confusion
and inconvenience. I have known voters to drive
first to one poll and then to another, not knowing
which to go to in order to record their votes. I have known
men who were in such confusion with regard to the county
they lived in that afterwards they did not know but that
the township they lived in had been added to another
county. I was adducing these arguments to show that
the power of alteration given to the revising officer should
be limited to as great an extent as possible. Farmers are
not in the habit of studying a franchise Bill, and are fre-
quently not posted as to how to record their votes, and it is
very hard to get them drilled into the way to record their
votes when an alteration is made. When the ballot was
introduced a large number of the ballots first cast were
spoiled, though one would suppose that, from the very
plain and explicit directions which were given, people
would understand how to record their votes. I have boon
trying to impress upon hon. members the necessity of
avoiding these changes, and I hope, when the clause is
reached, it will be amended so as to accept thei
polling sub-divisions in any township where they have
been made. The question of expense is going to bo the most
important item in connection with this whole Bill. Above
all things, seeing that our population is not increasing, and
the infiux of immigration is not increasing as we should like
to see it, we ought to try in every possible way to avoid
içcreasingtheamunt of the people's burdens, and thisi
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Bill will undoubtedly tend in the direction of inereasing
them. We have a great many public works which are
costing the country a great amount of money. The Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway has been costing large sums of money,
though probably it is a work which will be of advantage to
the Dominion, but, where anything can be done without
a great increase of expense, it is highly improper that we
should incur such an expense. I have made a calculation
as to the amount this measure would cost in the
constituency which I represent. There are eleven
municipalities in North Wellington, and, estimating
that a copy of the voters' list for each munici-
pality would cost $20, that would ie $220. T do
not think you will get any person to copy the assess-
ment roll for that amount; then, again, there is the printing
of the list, the present cost of-which is about $285 for the
whole 11 municipalities ; and I do not think it will be pos-
sible for the Dominion to get a list printed for les than that.
Now if you allow the revising barristers, say, $50 for each
municipality, for his services. or $550 for the county, and
allow the constable $250, and the clerk $600, you can get
an idea of what it is going to cost. I presume the clerk would
have to be kept continually employed, for it is desirable,
whoever may be appointed, that he should keep his position
from year to year ; and you cannot get men who will do
that work for less than $600 a year. Then take the stationery
and printing, $200 ; notices, bills, posters and everything
connected with the duties of the revising officer, the clerk,
the bailif, and we ha-e a total amount for that constituency
of $2,105. For the whole 2 il constituencies you will have
a sum total of $414,155 ; that would virtually be half a mil-
lion dollars that it w*ll cost the country for the purpose of
getting up those lista. I know it is said that it will cost
more the first year than it will subsequently, but I think
you will find that once you inaugurate a staff of officials
for that purpose and name their salary, yon will have
great difficulty in reducing the sum named at first. We
all know that once men get a position at a certain salary,
they insist upon its being continued and resist any redue-
tion. Besides that, the man who happens to sit for the
constituency, lot him be Reformer or Conservative, will be
subjected to the influence of these men to have their salary
kept up at the point at which it was at first fixed. This
revising officer and clerk will be very important officers,
and will exercise considerable influence, either for or againat
the candidate; and I have no doubt that whon hon. gentle.
men come back to this louse they will do their very beat
to secure to the revising officer, the clerk and the constable,
an increase of salary, if possible. So if we anticipate a
reduction in the amount that it is annually going to cost the
country, we are anticipating somothing that will not be
realised. Now, this is a very important consideration and
I believe if there is one thing in connection with this Bill
that will bring it more pointedly before the people than
another, and will do more to secure their coudemnation of
it, it is the question of expense. There is no necessity for
it; it will put the people to a double orpense. At the pre-
sent time the people of the Provinces cannot aocept the
rolls prepared by the Dominion for their provincial elections;
the municipalities cannot accept that roll because they
have to have a different roll of their own for assosment
purposes. They have to go round from year to year and
assess the different municipalities for the purpose of levy-
ing the rates, and consequently must have an assessment
roll of their own; therefore the people will be put to the
expense of making two rolls, one fur the purpose of elect-
ing members to this louse, and another for the purpose of
electing municipal officers and members to the Local I4gis-
latures. It costs the people a good deal now to pepare
tha rolls under which membora are elepted to this House
and to the Local Legislatures; and instewd of spending
money to make another roll, I think it would be better to
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spend it in some way that would benefit the people. Hon. frand. But at the last general olection the people became
gentlemen opposite say they fear that some irregularity, aroused and elected men of their own oee. Our people
some injustice, might arise in some county, to the residents wilt after a while teach a lessen te politicians net to inter-
of that county, and they want to legislate in advance fera with the vested rights ef British subjeots, and when an
so as to protect the people against injustice. Well, attempt is made te interfere with their privilogos as free
Sir, I am only sorry that they have not viewed men the people will not submit to it. Politicians wlll thon
many other questions in the same way, that they learn to deal very carefally and tenderly with the peeple's
have not taken the same precaution to prevent therights. I hope we shah bave ovidence of this in the man-
troubles in the North-West, and taken pains te attend teouer in which the people will rosent the action preped in
them earlier. If they had done se the people of this country the present Bil. Hon, gentlemen opposite are conduotiug
would not now be put to the expense and trouble of putting this debate on a cast-iron mie undor which the whole
down an insurrection, and our sons would not now be responsibility of discussiug the measure deveives ou mem-
forced to fight the battles of our country in maintaining bers on this side of the fouse. We have te peint eut the
the authority of the Government. But they were not so different objectionable features; but I ar afraid that is ai
anxious about that matter as they are about the election the goed that will be doue. Hon, gentlemen opposite are
law. The election law appears to be a very important net prepared te aceept our amendments. When the Electien
matter just now, and to have a particular attraction for the Act of 1874 was before Parhament the leader of the present
hon. gentlemen opposite at this juncture. We have learned Govemument, who was thon in Opposition, made several
from the First Minister and from some of bis supporters suggestions by way of amendment, and they were willingly
that this Bill is so very important that the political life of and courteously accepted by the Goverumeut of the day,
the Conservative party largely depends on its becoming the objeceof the Government being te secure as perfect a
law. Now, I do not think they should be so scared. They law as possible. In contrast with this, I peint
have reason te be tolerably well satisfied with their success to the course of hon, gentlemen opposite during this
in the last two elections. The National Policy carried debate. They have net accepted any of our suggestions,
them through the last election, and if they think they still and in fact they have treated us with scant ceurtesy. Even
retain the confidence of the people, as they pretend, I think altbough the Goverument do net adopt a single ameudment
they ought te have the courage to meet the people face te proposed frem this sida of the fouse, we shah have the
face again on fair terms. If they think the people of satisfacLion ef knowing that we have disoharged our duty
this country are as well satisfied with the results faily and fearlessly in endeavoring te prevent the Rouse
of the National Policy as they pretend, they ought passing a Bil that is most objectionable. I beievo the
to be willing to go back to the country on the samesystem ef revising offcers preposed ln the Bil will ceat the
terms they did before, they ought to be willing te country not lem than $500,000 a year. I deny the pewer.
appeal to the people on equitable terms. But I believe hon. ofthe liese te pass this Bil. Under our present system
gentlemen are not prepared to go to the country on those hon, gentlemen are returned te this fouse by a certain
terms. They are afraid to meet us fairly. For ourselves, body ofvoters, and they ought te bc willing te accopt a
we have got to commit our case to the people of this franchise which will cover the class whe have sent thom
Dominion, and we are willing to trust ourselves in their bore, and they have ne right te diafranchiso a portion of
bands. We are willing that the people should have ful those lectors. I hold that such a course is a direct inter-
opportunity te discuss the merits of this whole question. We ference with the rights ofthe people. It weuld surely bo
believe there is a fAirness in the peopleeof this country, and unjust fer the mombers from British Columbia te
we believe that spirit of fairness bas been awakened. We core bore and pass an Act which weuld diefran-
believe that when the people understand what the operations chise a large number of the electers by whom they
of this Act are likely te be, they will rise up and condemn were returned. And the same emark weuid apphy
it. It is a glorious thing~ that we have got the ballot. I te representatives from the Maritime Province@. I
have no doubt there are many men in the country who are would liko te kuow if it weuhd'be ight that thoso people
quietly keeping their opinions to themsolves on this matter; should be permitted se te alter the iaw that they would go
but there is a spirit of true British liberty among the elec- back te the mon who electeltthem sud say: I foît it te ho
tors of this country, and when they record ,their votes they my duty te disfrauchise you, you did ve for me in the
will exorcise the spirit of libertyýand fair play. I know, Mr. hast election but you shah net vote lu the nort. Supposing
Chairman, that at the last general election hon. gentlemen that they would be able te go Pack te their opponents aud
opposite did not accomplish all that they expected te to tell them: You exercised the franchise hut time, and
accomplish through the operations of the Gerrymander Act. voted againat me, but I have put a iaw ou the Statute Book
I know constituencies which had previously returned Con- new se that you cannot bo permitted te vote against me
servatives, but the people felt disposed to rosent the injus- again. I say it is wrong; I say that the franchise which
tice done to certain sections and to certain candidates, and is lu force ut the preseut timo iu the Provinces is a proper
therefore they abandoned for the time old political lines, franchise. For my part 1 wouhd be willing te accopt
and thus disappointed the hopes of hon.gentlemen opposite. ameudment which would previde that if we adeptoditho
No doubt the same result will occur ut the next general provincial franchise with the understauding that ne change
election. I have great faith in the spirit of justice among made in any of the Provinces of a restrictive character
the people. Nothing can arouse them more than to have should have any effect ou the elections te this fouse with-
their rights and privileges tampered with. When they seo eut concurrent action of this Parliament. I weuid be
kid-gloved gentlemen appearing in the constituencies for williug te say, supposiug you take the Franchise Billwhich
the purpose of revising the voters' lista and deciding who was receutly passed lu the Ontario Legisiature, take the
shall and who shall not vote, and when they find they have franchises which are lu eratien in Quebec sud the other
to come and almost request as a favor that they be placed Provinces as they now stand, adopt those franchises as the
on the list, they will begin to rosent this interference with franchise for this fouse, but provide that the Provinces
their rights. I hope they will rosent it. Whenever a should net make any fürther provision, diroctly or
party attempts to take advantage of the other party the indirecthy affecting the franchise by which the membors
people will rosent it. We have seen in the United sbouhd ho elected te this fouse, uuies concurrent action
States that during a number of years the people shah be taken by this Parhiameut in adopting that change
were careless as to their political interests, and in some By such a proposition we would be able te proteet ta
sections politics have been couducted with uothing short ef Parliam ut against any attempt on the part of the Local
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Legislatures after the next election, to pass a law dis-
franchising a portion of the population, and I say in the
face of the increased expense which it will cost the country
to adopt a new franchise and carry it out, snch a course
would be a wise one for this Parliament to adopt. I say
that the expense for carrying this Bill into operation would
be a very serions one, and I believe and trust that the
people of this country will condemn it. I know that a
certain percentage of them are condemning it, because
there has been no evidence of any necessity for this Bill.
You cannot point to a single instance in which a law was
put through ths fHouse without some evidence of its being
needed, but because this law is regarded as necessary in
the interests of a political party, hon. gentlemen opposite
proceed, without any single evidence, without any proof of
its being required, to pass this law through the flouse.
The law is to be placed on the Statute Book for the reason
that it is regarded as being in the interests of hon. gentle-
men opposite, and they are bound to carry it out, and I say
that it is unfair, unjust and discreditable, to treat us in
that way.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Six o'clock-go on.
Mr. MoMULLEN. I understood it was the intention of

the Speaker to call it six o'clock, but if it is desired that I
should proceed I am quite willing to go on.

The committee rose, and it being six o'clock the
Speaker left the chair.

After Recess.
Hlouse again resolved itself into Committee.
Mr. CASGRAIN. (Translation.) Mr. Chairman, I desire

to make a few remarks on the Bill which is now submitted
to us. The object of the first amendment which was placed
in your hands is to maintain the electoral franchises such as
they now exist in the Provinces, and the object of the sub-
amendment is to give to Prince Edward Island only the
privilege of maintaining the electoral franchise which iti
possesses to-day. I will say, in the first place, that I per-1
fectly agree with the views expressed by the hon. mover of1
this sub.amendment, and, as a direct consequence, by soundj
reasoning, and in all justice, we ought to extend this right1
to each of the Provinces which claim it. The discussioni
which has taken place until. now has not been useless; oni
the contrary, I think it has been very useful; and by pro-1
longing it in a reasonable manner, in order to elicit the1
opinion of each one of the members of this House, we willi
arrive at a conclusion which will be satisfactory to the(
House and to the country. It is to be regretted that a1
greater number of members-and especially of membersi
from the Province of Quebec, have not taken a more activei
part in the debate, especially in the discusssion of the twot
amendments which are now before you. It is to be regrettedi
that on questions which so deeply interest the Province ofc
Quebec we notice the absence of a great many members-s
and their complete abstention. We do not even know, at thist
moment-we can only perceive-the position which thea
Goverument is to take on the snb-amendment movedt
by the hon. member for Prince Edward Island.1
Will they accede to that demand, or will theyF
reject it? Until now the Government and their
supporters have remained. silent on this question. It
is true that if we consider the course followed by the Gov-i
crnment with regard to this Bill we must conclude that the p
Government is not ready to accept this amendment. Con-m
sequently, as this side of the House and the members for t
Prince Edward Island are anxious, and rightly so, to t
maintain the privileges which that Province now enjoys, t
we must make all our efforts to do justice to that part of o
the Dominion and, at the same time, as a logical con-.c
sequence, arrive at. the conclusion that the Province of &
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Quebec has also the right to maintain the privileges which
it possesses at the present time. Well, what does the
Government intend to substitute for the mode of franchise
of Prince Edward Island? It is sought to give that
Province a system which prevails in part in other
Provinces, and which will be more or less developed in
that island-the uniform system which is proposed by this
Bill. But the able and eloquent manner in which the hon.
member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) ias claimed the rights of
his Province, induces me to support him with aIl my might,
in order that he may obtain the rights which he claims for
his island. The Bill now laid before the House by the Gov-
ernment las been attempted several times in the past. It
was in vain that the Government tried to lay their hand
on what I shall call the ark of alliance of Confederation.
The hand was raised to touch it, but until now nobody ever
had the courage or the audacity to attack the electoral
franchise which exists in the different Provinces. The Gov-
ernment have developed their views to a certain -extent
when the Bill was introduced, but I believe the Bill is inex-
pedient, and that it is introduced under circumstauces which
are exceedingly difficult for the Provinces. I believe that
we ought to oppose this with all our might. Is the present
system good ? Is it adequate to our wants ? Is it the best,
under the circumstances ? It is always dangerous, and it is
often inexpedient to change the existing laws. It is a
sound maxim of legislation not to change the laws; it is
even better to suffer from the defectiveness of a law than to
touch it, without a great necessity. The customs of the
people, the general satisfaction whichhas been given by the
present law, form, so to speak, part of our habits. People
get accustomed to the laws which govern them, and whon
they understand them they carry them out better and better
every day. What ad vantage can we gain by changing the
present system? Does not that system work as well in the
Province of Que bec as any other which might be established ?
Will that so-called uniform system which is sought to be
established counterbalance the disadvantages which will
result from a really revolutionary system ? I do not think
that the people desire a new system, and I do not believe
that it is in their interest to offer it to them without their
asking for it. When we consider our present system we are
perfectly satisfied that by leaving it in the hands of the
municipal officers it is in as good hands as it can be. And
if we change it, difficulties will arise in ail counties, owing to
the confusion which will exist between the two systems.
It will happen that each elector may, in one case, be on the
voters' list, and in the other case be eliminated from the list
of voters. Then what will be the effect produced on the
people? fHere is an individual who will be deprived of his
vote for the election of members of our -House, and the same
individual will have the right to vote to elect a member of
another House. There will certainly be an injustice some-
where. These two systems will create uncertainty and dis.
content. If it can be shown that the present system is a faulty
system, that it does not meet the desires of the population,
that it is subject to abuses, what is wanted is to reform the
abuses and not to destroy the system. But when itis proposed
to do away with it,is there anything better to sabstitute for it ?
Is it possible to substitute fbr it a system which would be
preferable ? I intend to show to this committee that the
system which is sought to be inaugurated is not at ail
preferable to that which we have now. On the eontrary,
it opens the door to a host of abuses. It will expose the
people to the necessity of asking the repeal of this law,
which repeal will be asked sooner or later. It will ho apt
.o croate grievances, not to mention a host of other objec-
ions which have been raised, with a great deal of talent, in
the course of the debate. I do not, for the moment, speak
of the expenses which will follow and which, under the
circumstances, are useless to the country-.expeuses which
are a great deal too high for the wants of the moment.
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I will merely state that if we wish to adopt a new electoral
system we muet have a system which will involve a
material change, and which will be evidently preferable to
that which we have now. Now, with the system proposed
to-day, what is the most notable difference with which we
will meet ? There is a difference of a sum of $200 or 8300
on property qualification. I will remark, by the way, that
it is intended to base the franchise on real estate, and on
real estate only, without keeping account of intellectual
qualification. So that the idiot, provided he has a property
worth $300, or an annual income of $20, will have the right
to deposit his vote in the ballot box as well as the most
intelligent man in the country. Such a system is faulty
and absurd, and for my part I cannot approve of it. But,
nevertheless, I am ready, as long as no other changes are to
be made besides those which are proposed now-which are to
maintain, so to speak, the present system-I am ready to
adopt that system as long as it belongs to the Province of
Quebec, for which I am specially speaking at this moment
and which desires to maintain it. We cannot conceal from
ourselves, Mr. Chairman, that the unanimity of this side of
the House is adverse to the Government scheme. Neither
can we conceal from ourselves the fact that the very great
majority of the other side.of the louse see this scheme
with the greatest possible reluctancy, and that a great many
of the hon. members on that side of the House do not dare
to express their opinion. However, it will be admitted that
those who had the courage to express their views, such as
the hon. members for Rouville (Mr. Gigault) and Bagot
(Mr. Dupont) have expressed themselves with great vigor.
And I am glad to recognise to-day their independence of
character; they certainly deserve the gratitude of the country
for having achieved this act of courage, in abandoning for
the moment the ranks of their party to express loudly and
proudly their opinions on this question. 1 say so the more
willingly that, in this House, it is very seldom that we see a
member independent enough to leave his party, for the
time being, at least. When such independence of char-
acter is seen among certain members of this House we can
not bo too loud in praise of such an act. Well, Mr. Chair-
man, supposing that this Bill introduced could become law
in this country, will we obtain the desired result-
t.hat is to say, the uniformity for all the Provinces
by putting them on the same level? The firet impres-
sion which one has while listening to this discussion is
that it is impossible, under the present circumstances,
that this uniformity could be carried out. On the contrary,
it appears on the very face of our deliberations that the
moment claims have been made by British Columbia, the
moment that Province demanded a certain representation,
.which suited her people, and for which I am far from
blaming them, the Government had to adopt her view and
give way, under the pressure of the members from that
Provinee. Will it be the same thing as regards Prince
Bdward Island? That is what the vote will show very
soon; but in the mean time let me say that if an exception
has been created in favor of British Columbia, it logically
and neoessarily follows that the claim of Prince Edward
Island, who claims the maintenance of her franchise, such
as it existe at the present moment, through the sub-
amendment now before the House, should be favorably
received. We have heard the several members from that
Province. What was their opinion ? Do they not all
severally claim the maintenance of their privileges ? And
what right have we to take them away from them? But it
is said we have the right to legislate on that question. No
doubt the constitution permits in fact to legislate on the
eleotoral franchises, but does it follow because this power ex-
ista that we ought to use it ? Does it follow that it je expe-
dient te use this power after it has been in existence for
eighteen years, during which time nobody ever had the
Audacity,so to speak, to attempt au attaek against the

electoral franchises of the different Provinces? Therefore,
I say-and I specially call the attention of the members
from the Province of Quebec on this question, because
they are more interested than anybody to maintain
the integrity of their autonomy and the privileges
which they enjoy, and I invite them, in the name of
their Province and of their future interests, te give
their serious attention to this attempt, whieh is an
infringement on their existing rights. The moment this
firet invasion shall be made, when and where shall they
stop ? If to-day we have the right to choose our represen-
tatives, why net maintain that right? To give way te a
pressure ? Why should we give way te a doleterious
influence? Wby should we, above all, do so with the motives
which are supposed and denounced to-day, motives which
are animating the Government of the day? It seems to me
that with a little reflection and patriotism it would be seen
that it is only with the most serious prcautions that people
should allow themselves to meddle with the representation,
such as it exists to-day. In fact, what is the basis of our
constitution ? It must be remarked that the vote is not an
individual vote in this country; it is not the vote of the
individual, but it is the vote of the community; it is the vote
of the county, it is the vote of the Province as a whole,
whose influence must be felt in the House, and consequently
that vote must be given by the Province itself. And if
to-day it was attempted te carry the Government's pretension
to its utmost limit, what would hinder them from saying:
We will regulate the electoral franchise in another manner;
we will say, for instance, that it is the mayor of a munici-
pality, representing the community of the inhabitants,
representing the interest of the council of which hoeis the
chief, who will make the elections of the municipality. We
will only have one vote, the cumulative vote. Nothing would
prevent the Government from doing that; the moment they
enter upon this mode of nroceeding they may just as well say
that the mayor, who is elected by the majority of the
inhabitants of a locality, will be the person who will vote
for the Dominion representation ; the moment we allow
them to invade the rights of the Provinces we cannot foreseo
where they will stop. I give this example as being in the
order of things which an iniquitous Government may pos-
sibly establish at any day. If a majority wishes to pass a
Bill against all sense of justice and equity, nothing will
prevent this system from prevailing, one day or the other.
Therefore, we must all be on our guard, especially we
French Canadians, on account of this first attack against the
electoral franchise of the Province of Quebec. I said, in the
beginning of my remarks, that the length of the debate had
not been without usefulness, and we have had a striking
example of that towards the end of last week. After the
debate had lasted for a whole week we saw that the mem-
bers who support the Government, who had taken part in
the discussion-a long, elaborate and continuous discussion
-did not yet understand the bearing of the Bill.

Mr. VALIN. That is something new.

Mr. CASGRAIN. (Translation.) Well, we will see
whether my assertion is true or net. Facte will speak, and
facto are stubborn thing. Have we not seen the hon.
momber for Algoma (Mr. Dawson), who has certainlygiven
a great deal of attention and study te this question, judging
from the manner in which he has dealt with it, have we not
seen, at the last hour, his opinions entirely contradicted by
the hon. First M ister? fave we not seen the hon. member
for Kent, N.B. (Mr. Landry), after having discussed the
question with all the intelligence, which I am happy te
recognise in him, and with all the skillful resources which
ho possesses; have we net sean him, also, at thO last hour,
in direct and flagrant contradiction with the First Miniter ?
Have we net alse seen the hon. member for King's, N.B.
(Mr. Poster) display all his eloquence to demonstrate a
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proposition which was positively contradicted by the First
Minister ? Am I in error, then, when I say that after eight
days of discussion this Bill was not yet thoroughly known
and investigated ? On the contrary, I say that the more
the discussion is prolonged on that subject the more light
is thrown upon it, and that light may some day shine forth
in all its brilliancy. If the discussion is continued for
some time yet, it is quite possible-at least we ought to
hope so-that the Bill may be withdrawn. Perhaps the
Government will persist to the end, but if they persist I
may predict that the whole population of the Province of
Quebec, to whom this Bill is exceedingly repugnant, will
not fail to pronounce against them as soon as they have an
opportunity to do so. Give us an opportunity to take the
sense of the population and you will see hosts of petitions
coming into this House from municipal councils, praying to
be allowed to continue to make their own voters' lists.
Let this law be passed and you will see, at the next
Session, a host of petitions asking the House to repeal
it. And what I state here I believe I state with
a pretty certain foresight into the future; at least,
I have indications which show, in a visible manner, that
this Bill is not only unpopular in this House, but that it
is also quite unpopalar with the great mass of the electors
of the Province of Quebec. 1 sincerely regret that the
members from the Province of Quebec, who are supporters
of the Government, do not deem it proper to express their
views on the question. I am convinced that we would still
have the same spectacle as that which bas been given to us
by the three members whose names I mentioned a while ago.
I believe that if we could take the opinion of well-informed
persons, men who understand constitutional law, men who,
by their lucidity of thought and eloquence, are able to
defend their ideas, such as the hon. member for Quebec
Centre (Mr. Bossé), who is one of those who could throw
the most light on this question; and there are others in this
fouse. I believe that if these gentlemen would give us the
benefit of their views, they might perhaps convince us that
we are wrong on this side of the flouse and that we ought
to adopt their course. It is by comparing opinions that we
may arrive at a conclusion ; it is by working together that
we may know whether the interest of the country requires
that we should adopt the Bill in question. That Bill is so
important that I do not at all regret the discussion which
has taken place on this subject. I do not wish to repeat a
great number of arguments which have been brought on
this side of the House, but I say that if these changes are
made it will only throw discredit on the whole population of
theProvince of Quebec who take part in the municipal affairs.
They are in possession of an absolute right. The inhabitants
of that Province have confidence in themselves and in their
municipal officers. They have confidence .in the prepara-
tion of their voters' lists. They have confidence in the
judges who are called upon to revise these lists. Well, if
you change the system which exists to-day, you put them in
such a position that they may say that you have no confi-
dence in them. It is an act of discredit which is thrown in
their face. It is, so to speak, an insult thrown at the whele
of the electorate of the Province of Quebec, who are satisfied
with the present system. Why should it be changed ? In
whose interest? Ls it to substitute for it an entirely new
system, which offersprimd facie all the disadvantages, which
is arbitrary, which is unknown, which would take a certain
time to work without clashing, and which would, moreover,
be a very expensive system, of which the elector would
have to pay the cost. Do you believe that the elector from
the Province of Quebec, who, to-day, sees the voters' list
prepared, without any expense whatever, without any
cost to the municipality-do you believe that the people
would be glad to be called upon to pay each year
$400, $500 or $600, or perhaps more, to prepare a voters'
list in each county ? I say that fron tis point of view
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alone the Bill will be received with the greatest reluctance
in the Province of Quebec. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish
to detain the committee beyond fair limits, but I say openly,
in conclusion, that we ought to grant to Prince Edward
Island the privilege which it claims ; and that as a necessary
and immediate consequence, we ought also to grant to the
Provinces who require it the power of maintaining their
present franchise system.
Summing up in English what I have said in French, I may
say that I think Prince Edward Island should retain the
franchise which she has to-day, and I think that all the
other Provinces should also be allowed to retain their
provincial franchises. At the same time, if the other Pro-
vinces beyond Quebec do not desire it, I would allow every
Province to do as it chooses ; but I maintain that the old
system is the best, the most advantageous, the most eco-
nomical and the most satisfactory to our population.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I understand, Sir, that the
question of a Dominion franchise is the substantive ques-
tion before the committee, to which an amendment has
been moved by the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton) in favor of a provincial franchise, and that an
amendment has been moved by one of the hon. members
for Prince Edward Island, providing that in so far as that
Island is concerned, the franchise which it enjoys to-day,
and which I understand is a manhood franchise, shall be
continued. Now these are all very important questions, and
they should be considered with the care and deli-
beration with which Parliament should be invited to
consider every question of this kind, and I am glad
to know that they have been approached by gentlemen
on both sides in the spirit of earnestness and fair
play. The speeches made by hon. gentlemen opposite indi-
cate very clearly, at this stage of the discussion, the very
great importance of this whole question to the country. The
discussion has not been confined to the gentlemen who sit
on the Opposition benches, but bas extended to hon. gentle-
men who sit on the other side of the House. At the earlier
stages ofthis discussion we heard but rarely from these hon.
gentlemen, but more recently the gag seeme to have been
withdrawn, and now these hon. gentlemen speak freely upon
this great question. The lips of the supporters of the Govern-
ment have been unsealed, and we have heard the opinions
they have pronounced upon this question of the different
franchises. We are delighted to have hon. gentlemen express
their opinions, because it gives us some idea of the line of
argument by which the policy of the Government with
respect to this Bill is attempted 'to be supported. There is
one thing which strikes me in listening to the discussion on
both sides of the House, and that is the fact that there does
not appear to be much harmony on this subject among the
supporters of the Government. It is quite clear that upon
this question they are not united. They are not all ut one
upon the sort of franchise we ought to have, nor upon the
ne3essity of a Dominion franchise at all. They are not all
at one upon the important principles involved in this Bill.
and they are very clearly not at one as to the important
and material details of the Bill itself. Now, Sir, those sup-
porters of the Government from the island of Prince Edward
who have addressed the House on this question have pro-
nounced strongly against the principle of the Bill; and so
far bas that oppinion been carried that one of the hon.
gentlemen from that island has ventured to place in your
hands an amendment, the effect of which, if carried, would
be to destroy this Bill entirely-the effect of which would
be, at all events, to give the island of Prince -Edward a
franchise which the hon. First Minister does not propose to
give to any other Province of this Dominion. We have
those views expressed very clearly and very strongly by
some hon. gentlemen from that island. On theother hand,
we have other supporters of the Government, notably, I
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think, the hon. member for Montmagny (Mr. Landry),
declaring that the island of Prince Edward is not entitled
to be excepted from the operation of this Franchise Bill,
and that if the amendment of the hon. member for King's,
Prince Edward Island (Mr. Macdonald) is carried, ho will
find it his duty, although he is an unswerving supporter
of the Government on most occasions, to record
his vote against it. Now, Sir to show the want
of harmony and unity of opinion among gentlemen
supporting the Government, one need only refer to the
statement which was made by the hon. First Minister on
Thursday afternoon of last week, in reply to the question
submitted to him by the hon. mermber for Bothwell (Mr.
Mill), when he declared in the most distinct and positive
language that under the provisions of this Bill he proposed
to give the right of voting to unenfranchised Indians, to
Indians who still continue in their tribal relations, to Indians
who are pagan as well as those who are Christianised, to
Indians who are uncivilised as well as those who are civilised.
It will be remembered that three or four unswerving sup-
porters of the Government gave their interpretation of the
5th sub-section of the clause now under consideration. The
hon. member for Algoma, (Mr. Dawson) the hon. member
for King's, New Brunswick, (Mr. Foster) and the hon.
member for Kent, New Brunswick, (Mr. Landry), all, in
very decided, very distinct, and very unequivocal language
declared that the interpretation the opposition placed upon
the clause giving the right to vote to the Indians, was a
misinterpretation, and that the only Indians proposed to be
enfranchised by the Bill were Indians who had by their
own industry, perseverance and economy, acquired sufficient
property to entitle them to exercise the electoral franchise
the same as white men. The hon. member for Kent very
clearly laid down that proposition, and the hon. member for
King's, New Brunswick, laid it down still more emphatically
and distinctly. He had no doubt as to the proper interpre-
tation to be put upon this clause; he had no doubt that the
hon. First Minister never contemplated that it should
extend to the Aborigines, or that it should be so construed
as to give the right of voting to any but the Christianised
and civilised Indians. The hon. gentleman went further:
ho stated that if the interpretation put upon this clause
by gentlemen on this side of the House were the proper
interpretation, he would find it his duty to record his vote
against tho Bill. Now, Sir, the hon. First Minister, in reply
to the hon. member for South Brant (Mr. Paterson) the
other day, reaffirmed the statement made in reply to the
queries of the hon. member for Bothwell, and declared dis-
tinctly again, so that the louse sBhould have no doubt as
to what the intention of the Government really was, that
ho proposed that the Indians whose relations with their
tribe were unbroken, should be entitled to exercise the
franchise. I say one need only refer to this discrepancy
between the statements of the hon. First Minister and those
of his followers in Parliament to see the utter want of har-
mony and of unity among them upon the inter-
pretation teobe placed upon this statute. Sir,
there is no unity, no harmony among them. One
cannot tell what the Government mean to do except
from the language of the hon. First Minister.
From the language of his supporters, I for one, if I believed
that the interpretation put by these gentlemen upon this
provision of the Bill, wore the correct interpretation, I
would, so far as this portion of this clause is concerned, be
disposed to sustain the First Minister, because I repeat, and
it cannot be repeated too often, in view of the fact that the
prose of hon. gentlemen opposite is attempting to put tho
Opposition in a false position with respect to the Indian
qualification, that the desire of the Opposition, is that every
Indian qualified to exorcise the franchise should have the
right to exorcise it. Every civilised Indian, every Indian
who has soevered his connection with the band and acquired
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the necessary property qualification, should be entitled to
vote. I am aware, as every member of the House is
aware, that in the creation of a franchise, difficulties of a
most formidable character will spring up. It is a difflenlt
matter in a country like this, extending from the Atlantic
to the Pacifie, with the interests of its numerous Provinces
so different, to frame a franchise which will prove accept-
able to every portion of this wide Dominion. What
might be suited te the peculiar circumstances and
wants of a Province situated as British Columbia
is, might be very unsuited to the peculiar circeum-
stances of a Province such as Nova Scotia; what might
be admirably adopted to the Province from which I come,
the great Province of Ontario, might be utterly unsuited to
the peculiar interests and wants of Provinces such as
British Columbia and Prince Edward Island. There is no
doubt, therefore, that difficulties of a most formidable
character arise at the very threshold of an attempt to
create a Dominion franchise, difficulties which no Govern-
ment, no matter how strong it may be, will find almost im-
possible to surmount; and I venture to say that the First
Minister, so far, bas found the difficulties which stand in
his way to be difficulties of a most formidable character.
The protosts, the solemn protests we have had from the
Island of Prince Edward against this proposed Dominion
franchise have been re-echoed by every Province in this
wide Dominion ; the almost solid band that supports the
First Minister from the great and intelligent Province of
Quebec have not been in harmony with him and his Gov-
ernmont on this question ; my bon. friend, the Minister of
Public Works, has bad, over and over again, since this dis-
cussion commenced, the most pointed, the most direct, and
the most pressing protesta against the Goverament pro.
ceeding with this Bill; the Province of Nova Scotia, with
its large delegation bore supporting the Government, has
protested againtt the franchise that the Government
proposes to impose upon them ; the Province of New
Brunswick, through its representatives hore and its leading
men out of Parliament, has protested against this
franchise wbich the First Minister is now for the first
time persistingly trying to force through Parliament.
From one end of the Dominion to the other, from British
Columbia, in the far west, down across the Rocky Moun-
tains to Manitoba, down to the Provinces of Ontario and
Quebec, down to New Brunswick and Nova Scotia, and
to the Island of Prince Edward, solemnly, earnestly and
forcibly protest against the propositi>n which the hon.
gentleman is striving to force through this House. All this
shows the difficulties that must be encountered in attempt-
ing to croate a franchise of this kind; all this shows the
difficulties that lie in tie way of the haphasard experiment
to which theb hon. gentleman has invited the consideration
of Parliament. The hon. the First Minister cannot fait to
see the dangers and difficulties which lie ahead of him when
ho finds his own friends, in the House and out of the House,
in caucus and out of caucus, solemnly protesting against his
proceeding with this Bill. I am not going to state that if
ho should succeed in forcing this measure through Parlia-
ment the continued existence of this great Confederation
will be in danger. It will take a good deal to shatter this
Confederation; I do not mean to say that hon. gentlemen
opposite have not done a good deal to shatter it, to strain
it, but still I have an abiding, a living faith in the good
sense, the sound judgment, the practical wisdom of the
people of this country. If they find a Ministry acting
in antagonism to the best interests of the people they
know there is a remedy in their bands. That remedy is at
the poils, and unless the people at the polls are handicapped
by legislation that no other Parliament in a free country
would adopt, they will not fail to use it. The difficulty of
establishng a Dominion franchise in a federation composed
of so many Provinces as this federation is composed of, are
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great, almost insurmountable. Now, it is important, when
the Government are attempting to establish a Dominion
franchise, to consider carefully the true principle that a
Parliament should observe in con ferring the suffrage. We
have several propositions before us. We have the proposi-
tion of a uniform Dominion franchise ; we have the proposi-
tion of a provincial franchise; we have the proposition of
manhood suffrage before us; and all these are now open for
discussion in the present state of these proceedings. I
have said that it is important we should consider the true
principle upon which the franchise should be conferred in
the Dominion, if we insist upon establishing a Dominion
franchise. Should every man, without consideration of
race, or nationality, or color; should every man, without
any restrictions or without any conditions; should
every person who lives in this country, every
person who enjoys the protection of our laws and
who has reached the full age of twenty-one years, and
is a British subject and a resident, be entitled to vote ?
Should we have a limited suffrage ? or a manhood suffrage?
or a universal suffrage ? This is the important question
that meets us at the very threshold of this discussion, the
question whether, in conferring the franchise, there should
be any test of capacity whatever ; and if that question is
answered in the affirmative, if we declare that there must
be some test of capacity, as I apprehend there must be,
then the next question is, what should that test of capacity
be. That there must be a test of capacity I think is clear ;
nobody, so far as I am aware, disputes it. You cannot adopt
a universal suffrage; it is not proposed to Parliament, so
far, nor has it been adopted by any country in modet n limes.
Under universal suffr age everybody would be entitled to
vote. Male and female, learned and unlearned, literate and
illiterate, wise and unwise, the idiot and the lunatic, and
the criminal, would have the right to vote. Nobody pro-
Poses a franchise of that kind. If we make a franchise
broad enough and liberal enough to meet the most advanced
views of the most advanced Radical, a suffrage such as that
advocated by my hon. friend who, I am sorry to say, is not
present, the hon. the member for Northumberland (Mr. Mit-
chell), still there must be some restriction, some condition,
which this Par iament, if ca!led upon to grant an eloctoral
franchise, must impose. The real difficulty to be encountered,
the difficulty which meets us at the very threshold of the
discussion, is where to draw the line. The line, at best,
is arbitrary, I do not care where you draw it, unless
you grant universal suffrage. But it must be
drawn somewhere, and our object ought to be to
draw it so that the least possible injury should be
done to the great mass of the people. The Government
propose to draw the line at a limited.property qualification,
in most cases, quite irrespective of the mental capacity or
fitness of the man they propose to enfranchise for the exer-
cise of the right to vote. A man to-day may have the
necessary property qualification and to morrow he may be
called upon to exorcise the electoral franchise and he can
vote because he has the netessary qualification; but twelve
months hence the property qualification is gone, and when
he is called upon to exorcise the franchise, he cannot do it
on that account. The man is the same ; his intellectual
power and moral energy are the same, but becaume he
hap pnsto have lost the property upon which he was
qualified, he cannot vote. That alone should convince
reasonabe men that the place where we draw the lino is not
the proper place. There is no principle upon which you
can justify drawing it at a real estate qualification of $150.
Why do you make it 8150 ? Why not make it $149 ; why
not 8125 ; why not $100 ; why not $50 ? By what pro-
0ess of argument can you propose to justify fixing
the right to exercise the franchise, at a property
qualification of $150 ? It is j2stified by no prin-
ciple; and this, Bill is justified by nog nceusity and

,Mr. CAxBON (uron).

warranted by no complaints frôm the eleetoral body. I
say that the property qualification should not be the test.
It should not, of course, exclude any person from the right
to vote; the test of capacity te exorcise the franchise should
exclude no man of ordinary industry and intelligence in his
craft or calling or of ordinary prudence and care in the
position in life in which Providence has placed him. It is
not necessary that the suffrage should be given to every
person under the proposition I lay down; it is not noces-
sary that it should be universal; it is not necessary that
you should give the suffrage to lunaties or criminals. The
law of every country where manhood suffrage prevails has
drawn the limit there, and that limit eau bu justified on
sound principles. What is the basis on which the electoral
franchise is exercised ? The theory is that a man who lives
in a country under the protection of the law is entitled to
have a voice in the making of the laws, and no one is
entitled to that who cannot exercise a reasonable judgment
or who bas made himself amenable to the criminal law.
That would exclude lunatics and criminals. Every individual
who enjoys the protection of the laws for his property and
his person is, in justice and fair play, entitled te have a voice
in the moulding of the legislation and in sending mem-
bers to Parliament. The obligations of the State to the
citizen and the citizen to the State are mutual.
The State owes the citizen protection in his life and pro-
perty, in time of war as well as in time of peace. The
citizen owes to the State a duty which the State calls
upon him to discharge. It calls upon him to serve it in
various capacities. He is called upon to discharge the
important functions of a petty juror, to discharge impor-
tant functions in connection with the grand inquest of the
nation, and under our trade policy and our financial sys-
tom, every man pays more or less to the revenue, every
citizen owes this obligation to the State, and can be called
upon to discharge it in time of peace. In time of war
every citizen is called upon to discharge these important
obligations, and more; he has to shoulder his rifle, if occa-
sion requires it, in defence of the Sovereign authority, and
to meet the enemices of the country in the battle field. The
obligations, then, are mutual, resting upon the saine prin-
ciple. The rights .of the individual, of the subject of the
Crown living under the British flag, muet b respected
and of those rights there is noue more sacred than
that of exercising the elective franchise. That right should
not be restricted, except in the cases I have referred to.
Every male subject of Her Majesty living in this colony,
enjoying the protection of its laws and possesaing all the
benefits that necessarily result from living in a free country,
having a sane mind and not being a criminal, is entitled,
upon every principle of fair play and justice, to exorcise the
franchise. This is an important question,one that has been
discussed by advanced thinkers for the last hundred years, it
is one that bas made great headway in the mother country,
and I am glad to say is making still greater headway in this
portion of Ier Majesty's dominions. It speaks well for the
intelligence of the people who live upon the Pacifie siope that
they have adopted this franchise, and it speaks well fer the
intelligence of the Island of Prince Edward that suoh
a franchise has been adopted there. I only regret that in
the great Province from which I come, although we have
made advances in the direction of that suffrage, we havenot
gone exactly as far as we ought to have gone. Praotically
and substantially, the Ontario suffrage, according to
the strict letter of the law, is a limited franehise, but
the franchise is se broad and so extensive that alaost-every
individual that will come under the class that would be
entitled to vote under manhood suffrage is entitled te vote
inthe Province of Ontario. What do youpropose to do by
your Bili? Yonpropose that thbse men who, after carefut
censideration; who, after the exeroise ef mature judgment;
who, after having the experienee in exeoising that: fran-
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chise of the neighboring Republic for nearly one hundred
years ; who, after the most careful consideration, have
adopted that franchise-you, propose, by a stroke of the
legislative pen, to deprive them of the rights they have
long exercised. I say that is a species of tyranny
that no people in a free country should submit to.
Yon propose to confer upon them a franchise that
they do not want; you propose to make them submit
to your opinion and views on a question that ought to be
peculiarly within the judgment of those most concerned in
the administration of our public affairs in the various
Provinces. Sir, in looking over some authorities in the
Library, I was struck with a communication of a late
Duke of Richmond, grandfather of the present Duke,
addressed by him to Col. Sherman, living in Ireland, in
which ho very fully discussed this whole question. What
struck me more than anything else in it was, that one of
the nobles of England, one of the wealthiest of English
pers, one of the aristocrats of the old country, should, one
hundred years ago, have been so advanced in his views upon
the subjectof the electoral franchise as the Duke of Richmond
of that day. I propose quoting a passage or two from this
noted letter that appears in a pamphlet that I have. The
Duke, after discussing various points, not necessarily con-
nected with the question now under discussion, writes as
follows:-

" The subject of a parliamentary reform is that which, of all others,
in my opinion, must deserve the attention of the public, as i conceive it
would inolade every other advantage which a nation can wish. I have
no hesitation in saying that from every consideration which I have been
able to give this great question, that for many years has occupied my
mind, and from every day's experience to the present hour, I am more
and more convinced that the retoring the right of voting universally to
every man, not incapacitated by nature for want of reason, or by law
for the commission of crimes, together with annual elections, is the only
reform that can be effectual and permanent. I am further convinced
that it l the only reform that is practicable."

Now, Sir, with the larger portion of this extract I heartily
concur. Neither you nor I will agree with the Duke of
Richmond as to the advisability of introducing the feature
of annual Parliaments. We find once in five years is
quite often enough to open the question of who to send
here. Upon the question as to who should send us here,
I trust, Mr. Chairman, that yeu qgree with the Duke of
Richmond. I know that the sentiments expressed by the
Duke of Richmond one hundred years ago are entertained
by the great mass of thinking men to-day; these sentiments
are in keeping with the progress of the age, and in keeping
with our surroundings, and with the position in which we
are placed. Alter referring to the corruption thon ex-
isting in England, and to the impossibility of the people
securing anything like fair play and justice at the hands of
what he was pleased to call a corrupt Parliament, the Duke
goes on to observe:

" It i from the people at large that I expect any good."

Sir, there never was a nobler sentiment than that: "It is
from the people at large that I expect any good "-from
the great mass of the people, the people whom you propose
to disfranchise under this Bill, or the people whom yon
propose to cut off from the franchise by this Bill. It is
from the people at large that the Duke of Richmond expects
any good. Sir, it is just as correct and just as true as the
sentiment uttered by Mirabeau, that "when the people
complain, the people are always in the right." Sir, we say
now that the people of this country whom we represent,
the Liberals of this country whom we represent, complain,
and when the people complain, the people are always right:

"It is from the people at large that I expect any g od, and I am con-
vinced that the only way to make them feel that they are really con-
cerned in the business in to contend for their full, clear, and indispu-
table rights of universal representation. • •n• But in the more
liberaland great plan of representation, a clear and distinct principle
at onue appeas that cannot lead as wrong 1-Not conveniency, but
right."

Observe, Mr. Chairman, "not conveniency, but right "-not
a matter of expediency, not proposed as a matter of petty

) political triumph, but because it is just and right--one that
eau be justified upon reasonable grounds:

" But in the more liberal and great plan of universal representation, a
clear and distinct principi1 at once appears, that cannot lead us wrong
-not convenienc-, but right. If it is not a maxim of our constitution,
that a British subjoct is to be governed only by laws to which ho bas
consented, by himself or by representative, we should instantly
abandon the error; but if it is the essential of freedom, founded on the
eternal principles of justice and wisdom, and our unalienable birthright,
we should not heEitato lu assefrting it. Let us then but deterinine toact
on this broad principle of giving to every man his own, and we shall
lmmediately get rid of all the perplexities to which the narrow notions
of partiality and exclusion must ever be subject."

I wonder if the First Minister, in framing this Bill that has
caused so much discussion in Parliament, and so much
excitement out of Parliament, ever read this letter of the
Duke of Richmond. I am afraid, if the First Minister read
this letter before preparing his Bill, h. paid but little atten-
tion to the sound principles of justice, of honesty and fair
play, laid down in this noted letter. The franchise ought
not to be conferred for a party advantage ; it is not given
as a mere convenience; it is a sacred trust that the Parlia-
ment of the country reposes in the electors of the country, a
trust they have no right to barter, a trust they have no right
to trifle with, a trust to be conferred upon some sound prin-
ciple that cnu be justified by reason :

" In the digesting a plan on this noble foundation, we shall not find
any difficulty that the most common understanding and plan will not
easily surmount. It does not require half the ingenuity of a common
tax bill ; and, as a proof of my assertion, I myself drew the form of a
8,11 for th e purpose, which I presented to the House of Lords in 1780 ;
not as a perfect work, but merely t show how easy the objections to
the praociability of th i plan and the inconveniences that are suggested
might be got over."

I was stiu-ck with reading that passage. If you propose a
Bill founded upon the principles of fair play and justice, a
Bill that gives the right to exercise the franchise to every
man who has attained the age of twenty-one years, and who
is a British subject, and who lives in the country, you
have the simplest and most logical form of franchise, with-
out any complications, without any difficulties in under-
standing of it, and involving the least possible expense to
the country at large You create such a franchise as i
contained in the Bill, and you give us a franchise of the
most complioated character, with almost endless litigation
and an enormous expenditure of money from the public
Treasury to carry it ont. Give us a Bill founded on the
principles laid down by the hon. member fer Northumber-
land (Mr. Mitchell) and yon have a proposition of the
simplest and plainest character, a proposition that does
justice to every man who lives under the protection of the
British fiag in this colony, a proposition In effect the
simplest, cheapest, and fair and just to all members of the
community, a principle that receives my entire approval,
and for whih I shal vote. The Duke of Richmond goes on
to say:

" An account of the whole number of males of "age In the Kingdom
is. to be taken and divided by the number of members to be sent which
will find the quota of electors to choose one member ; from the best
account I eau now give, it will be about 2,60; these are to be formed
into districts or boroughe, from the most contiguous parishes ; and by
having all the elections throughont the Kingdom on one and the same
day, and taken in each parish, a&ILfear of not sud tumult vanisbes."

Oue hundred years before we adopted in Canada the wise
system of holding elections all on one day the Duke of
Rishmond advocated it in his letters. There is no difficulty
in adopting this franchise. Take the proposition of the
hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), adopt
a manhood suffrage, let the lists be based on the assessment
roll, and you have there every man who pays taxes for
municipal, provincial or any purpose, and thas you have the
simpleat form of franchise and the simplest kind of machinery
in order to make out the votera' list, without any expense to
the candidates, with little expense to the constitueny and
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with no expense to the community at large. Adopt that plan
and you have the simplest and most economical fornr of repre-
sentation that the ingenuity of mankind has been able to
devise in the ages that have gone by. One more quotation
from this celebrated- letter:

" Another subject of apprehension is, that the principle of allowing
to every man an equal right to vote tends to equality in other respects,
and to level property. To me, it seems to have a direct contrary ten-
dency. The equal rights of men to seecurity from oppression, and to the
enjoyment of life and liberty, strike me as perfectly compatible with
their unequal shares of industry, labor and genius, which are the origin
of inequality of fortunes. The equality and inequality of men are both
founded in nature, and whilst we do not confound the two, and only
support her establishments, we cannot err. The protection of property
appears to me one of the most essential ends of society; and, so far from
injuriDg it by this plan, I conceive it to be the only means of preserving
it, for the present system is hastening with great strides to a perfect
equality in universal poverty.

" It Las been said that this plan of extending this right of voting to
every individaal creates much uneasiness in the minds of quiet and
well-disposed persons; and that if paupers, vagabonds, and persons of
no proporty were left out, there would be no objection to extend it
to al householders and persons paying taxes; and tht the same divi-
sions into districts might take place. My answer is, that I know of no
man, let him be ever so poor, who, in his consumption of food and
use of raiment, does not pay taxes."

The whole principle is there in a nut shell. Every man who
lives under the law, and enjoys the protection of the law,
who contributes to the revenue, who in times of peace is
under obligations to serve Hier Majesty, and who in time of
war is under an equal obligation, every man of that stamp,
I contend, upon every principle of fair play and justice, is
entitled to exercise the electoral franchise. But, as I have
said, this manhood suffrage, in contradistinction to the suf-
frage proposed by this -bill, is entitled to the claim cf simpli.
city and economy. I know there are strong objections made
in some quarters to the proposal to extend the franchise to
every individual in the community. But one of the strong
objections we make to this Bill, and that every person makes
to this Bill who las considered it fairly, fully and carefully,
is that it is a complicated franchise, that it croates many
peculiar franchises, depending upon complicated facts
and upon difficult questions of law; and that it is based,
as I have intimated, upon no principle and founded
upon no necessity. That it is a complicated franchise
is clear to any one who has taken up this Bill and
read its sixty odd clauses. The whole principle upon which
the Bill is founded is complicated, and the more you
examine into the details the more satisfied one will
become as to the fact that the details are of the most com-
plicated character. To show the committee how compli-
cated and difficult to understand the principles and provi-
sions of the Bill are, I need only refer again to the fact that
for four days and nights we discussed the Indian question,
and up to this hour we do not agree as to what the real
meaning is. I venture to say that if the First Minister will
divide his own forces he will find they are about equally
divided as to what is meant by the proposal to enfranchise
every person who occupies a piece of ground, whether under
lase or occupation, from the Crown or from an individual, or
under any agreement. There are not ten men in this House
who will agree exactly as to the true interpretation of that
clause. And so with many others of the franchises proposed
to be created by this Parliament. They will involve enormous
trouble, the consideration of difficult questions of fact, and
still more difficult questions of law. This Bill opens up-
and it is one of the objeutions we have to it-the widest pos-
sible field of discussion on questions of law and of tact. You
take the freehold suffrage. The hon. gentleman's Bill
declares that every owner of property-and his interpreta-
tion of theword "owner " isa proprietor in bis own right, or
in the right of hia wife, of freehold esta! e, legal or equitable,
in lands and tenements held in free and commoxl soccage-
shall be entitled to vote. We pointed out to the First Minister
over and over again, the difficulties that were likely to
result from that interpretation of the word "owner." We
pointed it out in vain. I venture to predict that when the

Mr. CAMON (Huron).

Bill comes to be worked ont before county judges, revising
barristers, or whoever is appointed to put it in operation,
it will be found that most complicated and difficult questions
will necessarily arise under this interpretation, both as to
law and as to fact. We know perfectly well that many
estates are not held by that tenure; that many freeholds
are not held in free and common secage. Why should the
hon. gentleman limit the right to exorcise the franchise on
the part of owners to those having freehold estates in free and
common socage ? Where was the necessity of using tech-
nical terms of that kind and involving trouble and difflculty
before the courts and before the judges, after you pass the
revising barristers, in order to settle that interpretation.
Sir, these complicated questions will necessarily come up if
the hon. gentleman proceeds with this Bill and provides
all the machinery which is provided for by this Bill. Take
the case of the suffrage which is proposed to be given to a
tenant. It is right that every tenant occupying a piece of
ground should be entitled to the franchise, and it should be
sufficient that every tenant paying rent at any time or in
any way should be entitled to the vote, if the hon. gentle.
man is bound to have a property qualification as a basis for
the franchise. But the First Minister does not say so. He
says that it is only tenants by the month, the quarter, the
half-vear, or the year, or who pay their rents at these
periods to the landlord, and who pay either in cash or by
some of the proceeds or revenues issuing out of the land,
that are entitled to have this franchise. The hon. gentle-
man, as a lawyer, must know, if he has paid any atten-
tion to the Bill, that the creation of a franchise ot
this kind will necessarily result in great dilficulties,
that it will involve a constant reference to the law
courts, and an expenditure of large sums of money.
The hon. Minister proposes by this Bill to disfranchise every
single tenant who does not pay his rent in cash, or in the
proceeds or revenue of the land, and if the man pays it by
any kind of work or labor he is disfranchised. The hon.
gentleman proposes to give the right to vote to every occu-
pant of land who is in occupation under a license of occupa-
tion, or under an agreement with the Crown or with an
individual. If you read sub-section 5 of section 8, you will
find that iL is one of the most extraordinary provisions'that
was ever proposed in any Bill. I will read that portion of
it which relates to my argument. It is as follows:-

" I the bona fid'e occupant of real property within any such city or
town, or part of a city or town, of the actual value of three hundred
dollars, whether such occupation is under a license of occupation or
agreement to purchase from the Orown, or from any other person or
corporation, or exista in any other manner, except as owner or tenant."

You will see by this clause that the occupant'a right to vote
depends not only on his having a license of occupation, or
an agreement with the Crown, or with any other person,
but it may be a right which exista in any other manner,
except as owner or tenant. You, Sir, as a lawyer, must see
the difficult and complicated questions of both law and fact
which are sure to arise under this clause, for it may mean
that a person living on property of the Crown may exorcise
the right. to vote simply by possession under a verbal
assent of the Crown. You may say that that is not law,
but there is the provision of the Bill, and under it the
revising officer may allow all such persons to vote. Do
hon. gentlemen opposite realise fully the responsibility
resting upon them in sanctioning law of this kind ? Do
those of them who expect to be candidates at the next
election, realise the enormous burthens which will be
placed on them, when the complicated and difficult ques-
tions which will necessarily arise must b adjudicated in
the courts. If my interpretation is correct, every lock.
tender, every lock-keeper, every laborer, living on any
portion of the public domain, or on the canals or other public
works of this country, who does not pay a farthing of munici-
pal or provincial taxes, who pay taxes for no purpose what.
ever, and pay no rent, will be entitled, under this Bill, to
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exercise the electoral franchise. I was of opinion, on cur-
sorily looking over this Bill, that the First Minister required
the dividing up of the Indian reservations into parcels, before
the Indians should have the franchise. But I am satisfied
that upon a proper interpretation of that clause ho can give
the right to vote to every Indian who lives on a reserve in
any of these Provinces, without the nocessity of parceling
it up, and without the necessity of enfranchising the
Indians. They are living on the publie domain, and all the
First Minister has to do is to have that property valued at
$150 for each Indian on the reserve and they thon become
votera. The result, is that if you have 100 adult male
Indians on a reserve, all the revising barrister bas to do is
to assess that property $15,000 or value it at $15,000, and
theroby 100 Indians will have votes on that reserve. It
dowe not require the dividing of the land, under the Indian
Act of 1884; all that the hon. gentleman requires to do is
to get the revising barrister to value ihat property
in the way I have mentioned, and every male Indian
of twenty-one years of age is entitled to a vote. Is
that what hon. gentlemen contemplated ? Is that
what Parliament contemplated ? Is that what the
people contemplated ? I dare say that one or two mem-
bers of this House desire that it should be so. I have no
doubt they [do, because it will inure to their benefit,
though not to the benefit of anybody else. But the Bill
goes further, as I pointed out a minute or two ago. Under
the occupation clause, no matter whether the property is
private or public property, if the proposed voter lives on
the land, and the land is valued at $150, no power in this
country can deprive him of the right to vote. Lot the First
Minister amend the Bill, if ho is bound to have a Dominion
franchise. Lot him do away with all those complicated
and difficult clauses of the Bili, and the difficult machinery
which it provides, and lot him adopt a franchise which is
plain, simple and inexpensive, and gives a vote to every
man in this country of the age of twenty-one years,
who is a British subject and living under the British flag.
By that means, in contradistinction to the proposition sub-
mitted by the First Minister, you will have the benefit of
simplicity in the machinery; you will have the further
benefit of minimising the chances of fraud on the people of
this country; and, taking it all in all, it is a franchise that
I think the great mass of the people of this country will not
object to. Now, Sir, I have said that this franchinse is the
simplest, that it is the least expensive, that it will minimise
the chances of fraud, that it is founded on every principle
of justice and fair play botween the individual and the State;
and I say that we ought either to adopt the franchise
mentioned in the proposition submitted by the hon. member
for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), or the franchise that
prevails in the island of Prince Edward Island. Either of
these franchises I think would meet with the approval of
the people of this country. But you adopt neither. If you
adopt the franchise embodied in this Bill, you adopt the
most complicated and expensive franchise you eau have.
Now, I say that the manhood suffrage franchise ought to be
accepted by hon. gentlemen opposite, because the Conserva-
tive party in the Province of Ontario, after due deliberation,
have committed themselves to that franchise. The leader
of the Opposition in the Legislature of Ontario, the first
lieutenant of the First Minister, although not objecting to
the franchise of the Bill passed by that Legislature during
the last Session, thought it did not go far enough ; and ho
moved, in amendment to the motion of the Premier for the
third reading of the Bill, that it should not have a third
reading, but that the Parliament of Ontario should resolve
that a manhood suffrage was the proper franchise for that
Province. Every Conservative in the Legislature of Ontario
voted for that proposition. Some of them spoke in favor of
it; al of them voted for it. Are hon. gentlemen in this
House, who support this Government, gomg to vote against
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a proposition which has been ably supported by the Con.
servatives of the Province of Ontario? I hope not; I
hope there is no difference in the camp; I hope there is
harmony there; I hope no difficultios or quarrels are likely
to spring up between the leaders of the Conservative party
in the Province of Ontario and the leaders of the Conserva-
tive party hore. Sir, a prominent momber of the Conserva-
tive party, who represents West Toronto in the Local
Legislature, when the Ontario Bill was under discussion,
made use of the following languago :-

Mr. CLAREU (West Toronto) was not afraid to build on the rock of
manhood suffrage. He once balieved in the property qualification, but
he had become a couvert to manhood suffrage. Ile had found in the
course of his electioneering that many stupid and ignorant men had the
right to exerciso the franchise, whilc many inÙ1lIigent men wore
deprived of the franchise, on account of the property qualification. The
property qualification once did mean something,rbut as we have had it
for the past ten or twelve years, it meant nothing."

These are the sentiments expressed by Mr. Clarko, the
member for West Toronto in the Local Legislature. Now,
Sir, I say thoy are correct sentiments; I say tboy are opi-
nions that ought to prevail; and I say that this Govern-
ment ought to adopt the views of the mombers of the Con.
servative party in the Legislature of Ontario. Now, if you
adhere to the Bill submitted. to Parliament, what will the
effect of it be ? It will be to exclude from the franchise,
in round numbers, 150,000 people, who are entitled to exer.
cise the franchise under the Ontario Act. Let us sec,
for a moment, how I make this up. In citios and
towns the property qualification under this Bill is
$300; under the Ontario Bill it is $200. Every
man in the Province of Ontario who owns a property valued
at between $200 and $300 will not be entitled to vote; it
may be worth $299, and yet, under the provisions of this
Bill, ho will be deprived of his vote. I ask you, is it not
the most absurd nonsense to talk of this Bill as one founded
on principle, when one man, because ho owns property
worth $1 less than another, although he is, perhaps, the
more intelligent of the two, is deprived of the right that is
sacred to every free man ? In overy village and township,
every man whose property is worth less than $150 is
deprived of a vote by this Bill. Every man whose income
is less than $400 is deprived of a vote; ho may have $399
of income, and yet ho has no right to vote; every wage.
earner, every mechani, every laborer, whose yearly wages
do not run up to $400 clear, is not entitled to exorcise the
franchise, under this Bill. Every man whose income is
derived from any investment in bank stocks, or who has
pluck and energy and public spirit enough to invest his
earnings iD mining speculations or in railways, is deprived
of a vote under this Bill. Every man who is a tenant by
the month, or by the quarter, or by the half year, or by the
year, and who does not pay $20 a year, is deprived of a vote.
Every landowner's son-and there a large number of thom
in the Province of Ontario-is deprived of a vote. Every
farmer's son, whose property is valued at less than $300, is
deprived of a vote. Every landowner's step-son, grandson,
and son-in-law, every one of whom has a vote under the
Ontario Bill, are deprived of a vote by this Bill. Therefore,
in round numbers, the proposition now before u4, if it
becomes law, will disfranchise 150,000 people in the Pro-
vince of Ontario. What will b the case in the Province
of Manitoba ? There the property qualification is 8100 ;
it iB $150 under this Bill; and every man whose proporty
is valued at less than that is deprived of a vote. What will
be the effect in the Province of British Columbia, where
they have manhood suffrage ? Every man who has not
the property qualification required by this Bill will be
deprived of a vote. And what do you do in the
island of Prince Edward ? Unless the prayers and the
entreaties of the hon. membars from that Province will pro-
vail against the positive statements of hon. gentlemen
opposite, every man on the island of Prince Edward who
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bas not the property qualification required by this Bill, is
deprived of a vote. Uniess the prayers and entreaties of
those members will avail them in the other Chamber of
Parliament-as I understand attempts have been made to
induce that Chamber to come to their relief, if this House
should refuse to exempt that Province from the operation
of this Bill-the people of that Province will be deprived
of exercieing the franchise they now have. We shall
see, when the - proper time comes. This House will
vote down the proposition; I dare say the proposition to
exempt the island from this Bill will be concurred in in the
other Chamber, and that it will come back for our ratifica-
tion here. if it does, we shall see how supporters of this
Government will vote on that proposition. This Bill should
not pass through Parliament now, because even at this hour
it is not understood. I say that in the country, in Parliament
and out of Parliament, it is not understood. The greatest
diversity of opinion exists as to the proper interpretation of
the Bill, its principles and its details. We have hon.gentle.
men opposite differing with the First Mirister as to what its
interpretation should be. We have heard five or six of them
declare it is one thing, and the First Minister declares it is
another thing. Why is it not understood ? The leading
organs of hon. gentlemen opposite have not ventured to
publish one line of this Bill; they have been constantly
concealing from the people its real nature and its real effects
and its ultimate consequences. Not one line of this measure
has appeared in any of the leading newspapers that support
hon. gentlemen opposite; they have kept the people in
absolute ignorance of its meaning. Their arguments,
if they can be called arguments, are simply wholesale
abuse of hon. gentlemen on this side. We say to the
flouse and the country: Why do you not adopt the
provincial franchises ? Why do you not adopt manhood
suffrage? How are we answered ? We are answered with
a great deal of abuse in the House and a great deal of abuse
in the press of hon. gentlemen on the other side-not simply
with abuse, but with positive misrepresentation of the
arguments used by us, and with positive distortion of the
facts. We say to the Government: Why do you propose to
give the tribal Indians the right to vote? fHow are we
answered? Fairly enough by some hon. gentlemen here,
but outside of the flouse by misrepresentations, by lies,
by concealment of the true principles of the Bill. We
ask : Why do you deprive the wage-earner, the working.
man, of his vote? and how are we answered by the organs
of hon. gentlemen opposite ? The Mail newspaper, the
principal organ of the Government, published on the 5th of
this month an article in its editorial column, from which I
quote the following extract :-

" There will be the same failure now. What is there in the policy and
protests of Mr. Casey, Mr, Oameron (of Huron), Mr. Charlton, and of
Mr. Paterson (of Brant), to cause the people of Ontario to petition
againît the enfrauchisement of thousandu of workingmen in this
Province? That is what mnasked. The franchise Bil enlarges the
franchise of Ontario. The Grits oppose the enlargement and they ak
the people to oppose it, too; the people are not such dupes.",
I say that the man who wrote that article wrote what was
untrue, and what he knew to be untrue. The man who
wrote that article knew that the Liberals in this Parliament
and outside of this Parliament have been and still are in
favor of enfranchising the wage-earners, the laborers of this
country ; and yet the .Mail newspaper, inspired from
Ottawa, has the audacity to tell its readers, and some of
them see no other paper, that the Liberal party have been,
for the past two weeks, seeking to deprive the wage-earners
and the laborers of the franchise. That organ gives the
First Minister some advice. It ventures to advise the First
Minister, and I hope ho will take the advice, to dissolve
Parliament and appeal to the people. It says :

I We do not know what Sir John A. Macdonald wll do, nor that he
will consider our advice at all prudent. Put this is what we should do.
We should advise a dissolution of the House * We should force

Mr. CAVEnon (Huwn).

through al the necessary measures, secrificing everything not essential
to public business, and drag these Grit traitors and treason-mongers to
the foot of the polls, which the people of Canada would speedily convert
into a gallows. That would teach them a lesson in loyalty, as under-
stood by the people of Canada' '-(by the Tories, it should have been).
That is just what we want I hope the First Minister will
take this advice. It is good advice. I hope he will dissolve
this Parliament and appeal to the people at the polls, and
whatever the verdict of the people may be, we, on this side
of the louse, representing!the liberal element of the country,
will cheerfully submit to it. The .Mail says further that we
have gone twice to the polls and been twice defeated. So we
have, but we went to the polls handicapped in the race, as
the Government proposes to send us now. We went to the
poile, in 1878 and in 1882 handicapped in the race, and the
PirstMinister, by this proposition, now proposes to send us
handicapped to the polls again.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. CAMERON. Is there a point of order ? I would

like to hear it. What we want the First Minister to do is
to submit this question, and every other public question
that deserves public attention, and is now receiving it, all
the questions now before this Parliament-the railway
policy, the North-West policy of the Government and this
Bill-to the electors of this country, but let us go with our
hands untied, let not the First Minister go with every trump
card up his sleeve, with loaded dice, as he has gone to the
polls on two or three occasions before. Ail we want is an
onest appeal to the people at the polls ; that the First

Minister won't give us. The First Minister knows better.
I say the conduct of the First Minister and of the Govern.
ment with relation t this Bill is unparalleled in the
history of modern times. There is no parallel for it in any
history, except, perhaps, in the history ofancient Rome.
The only parallel I can find is that of the famous Roman gen-
oral Sylla, who, when ho returned from one of his victorions
battles, found the public offices and the places of trust in the
hands of his rivals. What did he do ? The first thing he
did was to proscribe them. Sylla, upon returning to
Rome from one of his victorious wars, in order to retain
place and power, as the First Minister is now attempt-
ing to do, proscribed the Liberals of that day. No less than
4,700 Romans, men of fortune, mon of means, men of
education, mon of intelligence, such as those whom 1 see
around me on this side of the House, were proscribed by
that general. What was the offence they had committed ?
It was the possession of estates and wives that their neigh-
bors coveted. What is the offence whieh we, the Liberal
party of Canada, have committed ? Our offence is that we
are possessed of estates, own constituencies, which hon. gen-
tlemen on the other side of the louse covet, and in order
to secure them they take a more summary method than
was adopted by Sylla, the Roman general-they adopt
the summary process of an Act of Parliament to capture
our estates-our constituencies,. The Liberal party of
ancient Rome declared that they had rigIhts that ought
to be respected and protected as well as the rights of

the patricians, the nobles and the senators, but the answer
they received was exile, proscription, blood, death. What
answer do we receive ? Not proscription, not exile, but
political decapitation, by an Act of this Parliament, forced
through this Parliament in the closing hours of the Session
by the numerical power of gentlemen on the other side of
this House. Four thousand and seven hundred of those
noble Romans fell under that proscription, mon of educa-
tion, men of intelligence, men of advanced ideas; and their
estates were partitioned into 120,000 allotments, and
divided among the soldiers-the camp followers of the
Roman general. The First Minister proposes to divide our
constituencies among his camp followers by an Act of this
Parliament. I say, Sir, there 1e no parallol in the history
of any country to the course of conduct the hon, gentleman
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is pursuing in respect to this Bill, except the one which I
have feebly attempted to adduce. If the First Minister
forces this Bill through Parliament, as he proposes at this
late hour of the Session to do, I hope the day of reckoning
will come. I know a day of reckoning will come for
gentlemen on the Treasury benches. I believe firmly in the
triumph of Liberal principles and in the triumph of the
Liberal party. We may be checked in the march onward,
we maybehandicapped in the race by the hon. gentleman
forcing through Parliament this unjust and obnoxious
legislation, but ultimately the Liberal party and their
principles must prevail; and, believing so, while I will offer
every opposition to the proposition of the hon. gentleman
opposite, at every stage of this Bill, I will never despair of
the ultimate triumph of Liberal principles and the ultimate
success of the Liberal party.

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex). I am induced to say a few
words by the experience of the committee during the dis.
cussion that is now in progress, and particularly from the
fact that, after a session lasting about fifty-seven hour s, it
was discovered that the features of the Bill that were most
prominently discussed were really not known to many of
the gentlemen opposite who professed an acquaintance with
them. If a like result is to follow the discussion of this
clause, there is some justification for the attempt of myself and
other hon. gentlemen to place their views before the Chair.
I am disposed, in the first place, to favor the adoption of the
provincial franchises, as suggested in the amendment of
the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), as
being better adapted to the circumstances of the Dominion
and of the Provinces than the franchise embraced in
the clauses of the Bill now under discussion. I believe
most sincerely that, while we are attempting to weld
ourselves into one nationality, it is extremely injudi-
cious, leaving the legality of the proceeding out of ques-
tion, that a matter of this kind should be pressed to the
front when there are so many others on which so very
largely diverging views are entertained by the different
Provinces. In Ontario the municipal and provincial regula-
tions in regard to our Franchise Act have been sufficiently
long in operation to give the electorate a fair opportunityi
of becoming acquainted with them. Lately, there has been
a change by the introduction of a new franchise, which
necessarily will require a new acquaintance with our elec-
toral matters. In the face of that, we are asked to imposej
upon the community a second franchise, more involved still,1
more intricate in its provisions and in its working than any1
franchise which has hitherto been in operation in that1
Province. That, I believe, is a still more cogent reason,i
as far as some of the other Provinces are eoncerned. 1
In those Provinces where universal suffrage has prevailed
heretofore, it must be with them a matter of great concerni
indeed, that they should revert to a franchise in whichi
there are so many provisos, in which there nocessarily arise
so many difliculties to those who have not had in the past1
any very intricate machinery to carry ont the provisions of
the electoral law. It appears to be conclusive that compli- 1
cation will be, avoided by the adoption of the provincialt
franchise for all the Provinces. It appears to me that by(
adopting the machinery that is at present in existence, notl
only will the expense be materially lessened to the Dominion,i
but the existing machinery will, wherever it exists underc
the local law, be utilised for the purposes of the franchise
under this Bill; consequently, I believe that fact in itself is
a very strong reason why we should follow the principlet
that has heretofore prevailed in the election of representa- c
tives to this House, and that is, that the different provincial i
franchises should in all cases prevail. But we are more 1
impremsed with the importance of recognising that principle E
from the fact that we are now, by this Bill, interforing with'
aà great many franchises of a vastly divergent character.t

Now, when such great changes are proposed, it would be
expected that, in some sense, at least, we would have had
evidences of some very decided demand for the change. But
I ask this committee to look through all the public journals
of the past two years-and they are at liberty to go still
further back than that-and produce for me any evidence
that the public mind has been at all moved in connection
with this matter. I say there bas been nQ demand for a
change in the electoral franchise. Hon. gentlemen opposite
have claimed that this question has been before the country
for a sufficient length of time to admit of its provisions being
-understood. Now, if that question has been before the coun-
try for that length of time, if there existed any strong pub-
lic feeling in its favor, it would have asserted itself; but I
say most unhesitatingly that not only has there been no
public feeling expressed in its favor, no particular demand
for it, but that it is only since this question has become
actively prominent in this House that a majority of the
public journals throughout the country have made any refer-
ence whatever to it. That, it seems to me, Mr. Chairman,
establishes conclusively that there has been no demand for
the measure by the country. We know that, so far as the
Province of Ontario is concerned, the question of an altera-
tion, or a lowering, of the franchise, was debated throughout
that Province in the year 1879, and we know that in that year,
if I am not mistaken, the Legislature indicated its will in that
direction. We know that not only was that the case, but
that at party conventions held subsequently, which con-
ventions represented a very large fraction of the electorate
of the Province, expressions of opinion werc given in favor
of lowering the electoral franchise in that Province. But
we find no such expressions of favor in reference to the
franchise now proposed to this louse. Now, Mr. Chair-
man, it was urged by the hon. member for Montreal Centre
(Mr. Curran), in discussing this question the other niglit,
that if this franchise was objectionable, those who had
objection to it should have raised the question at the bye-
elections that had taken place throughout the country. But
I ask the attention of the committee to the fact that those
who had proposed this alteration in the franchise did not
ask the public to endorse it. There is the fact before us that,
from the year 1872 until now, the matter never appeared to
be seriously entertained-never reached, at all events, the
point when there appeared to be a serions intention of
passing such a law; and under these circumstances it was
a fair presumption that it was not one of the active politi.
tical questions before the country at any of these elec-
tions. I hold that such reasoning as that adopted by
the hon. gentleman cannot be accepted by this com-
mittee as being a justification for the adoption of
this Bill, or of the clause that we are now discussing.
The hon. gentleman to whom I have alluded suggested that
we should not go lower than a 8300 franchise on real property
in cities and towns, and a $150 franchise in counties. Now,
the Ontario franchise is lower. ion. gentlemen are aware
that the Ontario franchise, in that particular, is materially
lower. I will say that I am aware that by the Ontario
franchise, as it existed until the recent change was made,
that is, a franchise similar, in respect to real property in
cities and towns to that proposed in this Bill, a great many
working men were disfranchised. I am aware that there
were many men in occupancy of property who could not
qualify under the present qualification; therefore, so far as
Ontario is concerned, the present franchise in that respect
is decidedly objectionable. Now, it has been urged, besides,
that the present franchise exista in its entirety since it was
originally introduced. It las been urged that the Bill
itself exista in its entirety since it was first introduced. But
leaving aside the question of this measure being
sinilar to that introduced in 1870, I am prepared to
dispute the proposition that even in respect to the clause
that is now under discussion it was similar to that
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introduced in 1882. I think that fact is quite
apparent, when we recollect that that important factor
that occupied the attention of this House for such a length
of time-the Indian franchise-was not in any previous Bill
under the sane title submitted to this fHouse. Now, I say,
Mr. Chairman, that with these facts before the committee
it is unfair, it is unjust to the country, to press a measure of
such vast consequence at the present time. It is only now
that the people of this country are becoming awakened to
the issue that is being debated in this House; it is only now
that the provisions of this Bill are being thoroughly under-
stood; it is only now that the people of the different Pro-
vinces have an opportunity of expressing their will by peti-
tion to this House. I believe sincerely that, whether this
franchise is correct or not, whether it is one that meets the
wishes of the people of the Dominion, as a whole, or not,
under these circumstances it weil becomes this House
to delay passing such a Bill as this until such time
as the people have had that opportunity of discussing
these provisions, which they certainly ought to have.
I am satisfied the details of this Bill are, by no means
understood by the people, and while they are gradually
becoming acquainted with them through the discussions
that are now taking place, and are gradually awakening to
the attacks that are being made on their electoral rights, their
awakening is too recent and the opportunity of giving
expression to their will has not yet been afforded to that
extent which justifies this House in proceeding with the Bill
at the present time. I believe, most sincerely, that the duty
of this House is to leave a Bill of this important character
before the people, with the discussions that have taken
place and the differences of opinion that have been expressed,
until another year, when, coming back from having had
interviews with the electors of our different constituencies,
we would then be able more definitely to express their
views. This Bill differs in one material aspect, and that is
with respect to the Indians, from the Bill introduced in
1882. This Bill differs also every materially in another
vital respect from the English Bill, of which this Bill is
represented to be the counterpart. In regard to the revising
barristers, this Bill differs very materially from the English
Bill, on which, as I have said, it proposes to be based. In
England, the revising barrister is, in fact, a revising
officer. Under this Bill he will not only be a revising
officer, but ho will practically frame the list, and he will
framo the list under circumstances entirely different from
those under which the revising officer in England does bis
work. If that is the case, and if it consequently affects the
electoral franchise so materially, that fact is another justi-
fication, in my opinion, for the appeal I have made for a
postponement of the consideration of the Bill. We have
had some very strong statements from hon. gentlemen
opposite to induce us to adopt a franchise of our own in
preference to that existing in the Provinces, It bas been
alleged that in the Province of Ontario, at all events, the
assessors are negligent of the duties imposed on them, and
that they by no means carry out the spirit of the election
A ct. I was very sorry indeed to hear that statement made in
regard to the Province from which I come. I am glad of the
opportunity of refuting most emphatically, so far as my
experience goes, such statements, and I am satisfied that
the duties of the assessors have been very efficiently and
satisfactorily performed, and that those duties could not
be performed with greater care or more regard to the due
intention of the Act than they have been performed
by the assessors through that Province. We are
asked to assume, by one of the clauses of this
Bill-fault having been found with the assessors-that
the revising barristers will do the work better. The force
of that contention is considerably weakened when we
remember that those assessors are appointed for a purpose
entirely different from that implied in the preparation of

Mr. CAMERON (Middleex).

voters' liste. In the different Provinces, municipal bodies
require to raise taxes. Those taxes are raised on a definite
and well-understood valuation of property. The assessors
are required to assess the different properties, not as being
different properties, independent of one another, but in their
relation to one another, and, consequently, every man has a
direct interest in seeing, not only that his own property is
rightly assessed, but that his neighbor's property is correctly
assessed as well. That is a matter entirely independent of
the preparation of voters' liste. But when we come to the
question of the revising barrister, we find there is no such
influence as that to guide him, and no such counteracting
influence to prevent him doing an injustice. Not only is
that so, but practically he is absolute, as regards the control
of the electoral list within the constituency with which ho
deals, and, if ho chooses, there is no provision in the Bill
by which ho can be prevented from making his nominee
the representative of the particular constituency in this
House. It is not fair that an electoral franchise such as
this should be adopted by the committee, if only for the
reasons that I am now urging.

Some hon. MEMBERS: Question.

Mr. ÇAMERON. If hon. gentlemen will kindly refrain
from calling, question, they will see that my arguments all
tend to support the lino I am taking.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny). That is no argument.

Mr. CAMERON. The hon. genteman finds very little
argument on this side of the House. It took fifty-seven
hours to convince the First Minister, with respect to the
interpretation of the Indian clause. We are attempting
to show what the influence of the passage of this clause
would be on the electoral franchise of this country, and we
are not going to refrain from doing so, even under the
hopeless circumstances in which we are now placed. With
respect to the revising officer, I hold that the present law
should not pass, because the duties of that officer, under our
system, are entirely different from those of a revising
barrister in England. As the laws in the Provinces
stand, and I speak with some confidence with regard
to Ontario, the municipal assessor, on whose report
to his municipal council the voters, list is based, is
amenable to the law, and ho is amenable to dismissal by the
municipal council, unless ho complies with what is just and
proper, with reference to the preparation of the assoesment
roll. But here there is no provision by which the revising
officer can be called to account. He is absolutely indepen-
dent of every one, except the member of this House whom
ho may have aided in securing his seat, and that, I say,
is in itself a vital blow at free institutions. It isridiculous
that this Parliament should be placed in the position-

Mr. CHAIRMA.N. The hon. gentleman is not in order.
The question of revising barristers and their daties does
not come up under this clause.

Mr. CAMERON. I was attempting to show, Sir, while
another gentleman than yourself occupied the Chair, that
the revising barrister, under this clause, noecessarily exer-
cises such wide powers-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. MULOCK. I think when there is a'doubt as to

whether an hon. gentleman is in order or not, it is the
usual, if not the general rule, for the Chairman first to
intimate his doubt, and thon, if the hon. gentlemrnn thinks
ho is in the right, to permit him to have an opportunity of
discussing the point.

Mr. CHAIRTAN. That is just what I am doing.
Mr. MULOCK. I did not know whether it was your

final judgment or simply a doubt,
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Mr. CAMERON. My reasoning was that this clause

in the Bill should not pass, because, under it the franchise
is given so completely into the hands of one man that
it becomes vital to the freedom of this Parliament as a
representative body. If I proceed on that contention it
will be from no desire to go beyond the limit of what is
the legitimate discussion of this particular clause. I have
no other wish than to defer to your ruling in all questions
of that kind. It is said that the franchises in the different
Provinces lead to confusion, but 'I must myself own to an
incapacity to see the force of that reasoning. I cannot see
the force of the argument, that because I do not thoroughly
comprehend the franchise as it exists in the Province of
Quebec, therefore I cannot fully exorcise my rights as a
citizen of Ontario; and I think there is considerable force
in the observation of those who preceded me, and in the
argument that suggested itself, in the fact that the compli-
cation of franchises in the same Province is something much
to be deplored. We know, that in Ontario there is already
more than one franchise, although they are largely similar.
We know that, for municipal purposes, women, having the
same qualifications as men, have the same right to vote.
In the rural municipalities in Ontario there is a lower
franchise for municipal purposes than for parliamentary
purposes, and these differences are sufflciently complex to
puzzle the average voter in the majority of cases. I have
found that even in the electoral franchise, for parliamentary
purposes it was sometimes reasonably hard to interpret its
provisions. Now, if that is the case with reference to one
franchise, if it sometimes involves questions hard to unravel,
it must necessarily follow that duplicating that franchise-
assuming that the present is no more complex than that-is
going to make the question of a man's right to vote much
more complicated still. I hold that it is one of the first and
most imperative duties of this House to make the franchise
so simple that no man shall be debarred from his right to
vote if ho is jastly entitled to it. I say further that the
passage of this clause will most docidedly complicate the
franchise in the different Provinces, complicate the fran-
chise, I say, to such an extent as practically to disfranchise
many men who, under a provincial franchise, will assume,
and will certainly have, a perfect right to vote.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Who are they ?
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. WHITE. I have a right to ask a question. Who are

those who will be disfranchised ?

Mr. CAMERON. I welcome the hon. gentleman's inter-
ruption; it is a perfectly fair question, but evidently ho
does not understand the drift of my argument. What I said
was this: that the complication cf franchises was in itself
prejudicial to the interests of the elector, leaving out of the
question altogether the one which the hon. gentleman raises,
as to whether the one franchise is lower than the other. I
say that in itself it is a misfortune to bave any more than
one franchise, even if it is for two Houses.

Mr. WHITE. You said it was going to deprive a large
number of parties in the Province of Ontario w ho had votes
under Mr. Mowat's Act. Let us know who they are; point
that out.

Mr. CAMERON. I intend dealing with that particular
phase of the question in due time; I wIll show where the
Ontario franchise is much lower than this is, and I will
sbow that there will be a great many people, not only in
Ontario, but in British Columbia, Nova Scotia, New Bruns-
wick, Prince Edward Island, Manitoba, and perhaps Quebec
disfranchised under this Act, who have votes under the
Provincial Act. But that is not the particular phase of the
question I am now dealing with. My contention is that a
variety of franchises in itself raises questions in the minds of

the electors which are apt to prevent them going to the
polls, because they have d oubts as to their right to vote.

Mr. WHITE. That is not answering the question.

Mr. CAMERON. I have had some experience in
elections, and I have seen cases whore a man having a
doubt-perhaps really an absurd doubt-as to his own
right to vote, had the moral courage to say : I do not
care what legal interpretation you put on that doubt, still it
exists in my mind, and I will not go and poll my vote if I
feel that I have not the right to do it. I am proud to say
that there are many such cases, bocauso evidently the
existence of such cases shows that there is a moral responsi-
bility in connection with the exorcise of the franchise, and
a franchise exercised ander such circumstances will never
be exercised except in the direction which men believe is
right. I stated that this was a question of various franchises
for each Province, as against one franchise for all the
Provinces. Now that being the case, I strongly contend
that the various franchises which are in force in each
Province vre cortainly more acceptable franchises for those
Provinces and ought to be adopted. I have no better evidence
of the correctness of my contention than the fact that hon.
gentlemen from Prince Edward Island, though sup-
porting this Bill, have eliminated therefrom their
own Province, have in effect said : It is ail right
for the rest of the Dominion, but except us. Now,
if the principle of uniformity is an essential feature
of this Bill, if it is demanded throughout the country, surely
it is demanded in one Province as well as in another; and
if it is not demanded in one Province, what right have the
representati vos from that Province to come here and say that
it is demanded in another? IL looks very much like the man
who said he did not object to a boil, only ho likod to see it
on another fellow's neck. I referred, a moment ago, to the
allegod dissatisfaction existing in the Province of Ontario
in regard to the local assessment. I said that so far as my
experience went, no such dissatisfaction existed ; but there
are reasons why such dissatisfaction should not exist, inde-
pendent of the appointment of the assessor by the munici-
pal council, and independent of the assessor himself. We
are aware that in the Province of Ontario-and it has been
demonstrated that similar laws exist in some of the
other Provinces-the local assessor is, in the first
place, circumscribed in his operations by the fact
that he is dealing between individuals who closoly watch bis
actions. Every individual in the municipality is equally
interested as to what the assosment should be. Not only so,
but he is aware that an appeal lies from the assessor to the
municipal council; and if the municipal council is disposed
to wrong any individual, he bas still an appeaI to the county
judge, and if is appeal is held to be just, the municipality is
saddled with the cost of that appeal. With all those precau-
tions, I hold that a franchise having such machinery for its
preparation gives much greater security foi a full and free
expression of popular opinion than one prepared under the
machinery provided by this Bill, if for no other reason than
the fact that the officiai teobe charged with the carryinog ut
of the franchise proposed in this Bill is amenable to nobody
outside of this louse; this House, if the Bill passes,
is practically bis nomination. If that is the case, I
hold that we ought to adhere to our provincial
franchises. We ought to adhere to them, because
they are prepared by bodies and for purposes entirèly
independent of this House, and thorefore they are
independent of any such influences as the revising
barristers eau exorcise in the preparation of the voters' lists.
If we bad no better roason why we should adopt our
municipal franchises, and the preparation of the voters'
lista than we bave, we have the fact that the municipal
franchises are adopted as the basis of the voters' lists in
England, where the revising barrister has been made an
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official under their electoral law. A franchise, under all
circumstances, shonld be a freedom of choice. I do not con-
ceive that an election under the complicated provisions of
this law would, by any means, be a freedom of choice. It
has been already conceded by some hon. gentlemen
opposite-and I believe that before this discussion closes it
must come convincingly to the minds of many others-
that a revising barrister, who undertakes to prepare a
voters' list under the clause now being discussed, will have
ample opportunities to do as ho pleases under subsequent
provisions of the Bill, and consequently freedom of choice is
not secured. There is no doubt that any Government is liable
to abuse the-trust placed in its hands if it receives too much
power, and I say that to adopt this franchise and the
machinery provided for the preparation of the electoral
list under it is giving undoubtedly too much power to any
Government. It is giving a degree of power which it has
never before been suggested to give in any electoral fran-
chise submitted to any deliberative body. My contention is
that we should leave the question of the franchise to be
settled by the different Provinces, because with the laws of
the different Provinces the local bodies are intimately
acquainted. These bodies are charged with the duty of
selecting mon particuiarly capable of preparing the assess-
ment rolls; they select men who have an intimate know-
ledge of the value of property in the different localities, and
who, besides having that intimate knowledge, are capable of
making a fair estimate as between man and man, of the pro-
perties they are called upon to assess ; and by these means
they are afforded an opportunity of estimating accurately
values which no man appointed to carry out the provisions
of the clause we are discussing can possibly have. They
have all the incentives that arise from their close contact
with the community, which is closely watching them in
those matters that affect their properties, their material
interests, and their relationship with one another, to exercise
great care, while the machinery provided for carrying out
the franchise now proposed offers no such incentive. This
machinery is provided for this particular purpose, and it is
not at all accompanied by the guarantees, the mcral
restraints, the material and the local restraints that accom-
pany the preparation-of assessment rolls under any of the
local municipal bodies. I will now discuss for a moment
the question raised by the hon. member for East Hastings
(Mr. White) as to the relative liberality of the present
electoral law in Ontario and the proposed law. The honi
member for Prince (Mir. Hackett) remarked that the pro-
posed franchise will not curtail the electoral franchise in
Ontario, as settled by the Act recently passed there, in any
material degree. I am prepared to show that, on the conur
trary, it will, to a considerable extent, curtail the Ontario
franchise. We must remember that the Ontario law,
if not entirely off the Statute Book, is a moribund law, and
that the franchise with which we have to compare the one
now proposed is that recently adopted by the Ontario
Legislature.1

Mr. CHAIRMAN. We are discussing the clause relative
to cities only.

Mr. CAMERON. In the proposed law for a Dominion
franchise the value of real property entitling the
holder to a vote in cities and towns is $300 ; under the
act recently passed in Ontario it is but $200. Consequently,
in that material particular all those people whose-properties
are assessed at between $200 and $300 will be disfranchised.
In the Province of New Brunswick the real property
qualification is $100, while in the proposed Dominion fran-
chise under discussion it is 8300. In cities and towns, a lea,4-
hold or rental or occupant franchise, under the Dominion
franchise, is proposed to be $20 a year rentali; in Ontario
it is a real value of $200. The occupant franchise
in cities, under this measure, is the equivalent in yearly

Itr. CAxzaon (Kiddlesex).

rent of 8300, and in counties and villages $150, while
both are, by the Ontario Act, fixed at $100. In cities
and towns the income franchise, under the proposed clause,
is $400, while in the Ontario Act, it is but $2ò0. There is
also a very material difference between the land owners'
franchise in this Bill and that under the Ontario Act. In
cities and towns it is only the son of an owner who can by
this measure secure a vote, but in Ontario all the sons of
mature age, of every man assessed on property in
cities or towns of the valne of $400, and in townships and
villages of the value of $200 or of twenty acres of land,
can vote. Not only is the Ontario Act more liberal
in that respect, but I think it is more liberal in
another respect, which I will proceed to point out.
In the subsequent sub-section of this clause which we are
discussing, it is provided that the father and all the sons
may vote if the property is of sufficient value to give, when
divided, an assesment of $400 each, or the father and such
of the sons may vote as the property will allow, divided into
assessments of $400 each; but, under the Ontario
Act, previded the property is valued at #400, all
the male members of the family who have been
living for six months in the year on the property
will have a vote. I will admit, of course, that this
franchise is in one respect more liberal than the Ontario Act.
I am prepared to admit that under the construction placed
on the clause enfrachising the Indians this measure will
materially increase the number of Indians who have a vote
in the Dominion elections over the number who will have a
vote under the Indian enfranchising clause in the Ontario
statute; but I am also prepared, when opportunity offers,
to take exception to that. In a brief discussion which took
place a few nights ago, in regard to the Ontario franchise, it
was pointed out that the statements made on this side as to the
contraction of the franchise under this clause was not
correct, because the Province of Ontario recently passed
an Act which allows only one vote to ea'-h individual.
Now, I hold that independently of that, we will have more
voters on the Ontario list than und :r the franchise.
The question is not whether one man should have one hun-
dred votes, but the principle should be that the franchise
should be spread over the community as equitably as
possible. If a man is to have as many votes as there may
be municipalities in which ho has property, the man who
has only one vote is done an injustice. It often happens
that the man with one vote has a larger amount of property
and pays more taxes than the man who has a vote in several
municipalities. Independently of that, I believe that, as
our taxes for Dominion parposes are not collected on
any property qualification, or by direct assessment, pro-
portioned to the value of the property owned by
every individual, we ought, in justice, to say that there
shall only be one vote for each man. In that
respect the present franchise is decidedly defective. With
the involved franchise contained in this clause, a great
many efforts are likely to be made to poll graveyard votes,
faggot votes, illegal votes of every kind. Very recently
two men were convicted in Toronto for the practice of
frands under a franchise embodying similar provisions to
this, and if they were convicted under a franchise providing
many safeguards, it is still more possible under this fran-
chise. I was asked to defend my proposition, that this
franchise is much less liberat than that in the
different Provinces. In Ontario the income franchse is
8250; in this Act it is $400. There is a very
material difference, which will affect the votes of very
many individuals. In the Province of Ontario there is pro-
vided a wage earners' franchise, which only requires that a
man should give a notice of a particular kind to the asses-
sor and the assessor is bound to put his name on the rQI.
That man's right to vote is recognised independently of his
paying municipal taxes. To him, it is practically a man-
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hood suffrage. Al he is required to do is to state posi
tively that lie is able to earn or is earning $250 a year
Where is there any provision in this Bill of a similar cha
racter, which enfranchises the workingman as that does-
which allows a man earning $260 a year to have the fran
chise, as there is in the Ontario Act? The answer of thosE
hon. gentlemen who contend that the Ontario Act is lesi
liberal than this, is: Yon have swept away the faoilities foi
one man having more than one vote. That is one of the
best features of that Bill, and for this reason, that it embra
ces a larger number of individ.uals within the electorate a
the same time that it may exclude some who, under the
provisions of this Bill, might have a vote. If there wa
only that one provision to commend the provincial fran-
chise in Ontario, I believe the people of that Province
would prefer that franchise to the one now under discus
sion. There is another very material section of the
people disfranchised by this Bill. A very large
number of the most intelligent of the community
in the different Provinces earn their living by teaching;
and there, I say, is no more intelligent class of people in
the Dominion than those who are engaged in teaching the
youth of the different Provinces. I find that, in Ontario,
in cities the highest salary paid to a teacher is $1,100 and
the lowest $400. In both of these cases it follows that the
teacher, if he is unable to qualify on anything else, will
still be able to qualify under the income franchise. But,
when we come to towns, we find that, while the highest
salary paid to male teachers is 81,000, the lowest is 6240.
Consequently, the latter is disqualified by $160 in the
Dominion Bill and by $10 only in the Ontario clause. Of
the whole 362 male teachers in the publi eschools of Ontario
the average salary is $385. Consequently, a very large
number of that very important clais in the community,
which I belive moulds the youthful opinion in political
matters as well as in educational matters, and I believe
judiciously and well, and in the very best directions, leaving
out the question of political direction entirely, but imbuing
them with the principles of civil liberty in its highest form,
are disfranchised under this Bill. Need hon. gentle-
men opposite ask any further evidence of the fact that
this proposed franchise curtails the liberties of the peo-
ple very materially, as contrasted with the Ontario franchise.
Now, I find that the average salaries of the 3,067 male
teachers in the Province of Ontario was, in counties, $385
a year. Let me next look at the Province of Nova Scotia.
There were 714 male teachers in that Province in the re-
port of the last year which I was able to refer to, and the aver-
age salary of teachers of the first-class was $388.58. Now, it
follows that a very large fraction of the teachers in the Pro-
vince of N va Scutia who may not happen to have real pro-
perty or who may not be tenants or occupants will be disfran-
chised. In the second-clams of male teachers, the number
will be much largur sii, because the average salary is only
$272.24. In the county of Inverness the average was only
$190; in Victoria, $192; in Lunenburg, $209; in Shelburne,
$320. Now, in all these counties of the Province of Nova
Scotia, taking the average in the county as a whole, al the
teachers will be disfranchised, except where they approach
the sum of 400, a sum which is much beyond the average
of the salaries paid either to the first or second-class teachiers
in that Province. But when we come to the third-clase
teachers, a clas which is the most numerous in the
majority of the Provinces, we find that their average
salaries are $198.96 a year; and although I was
not able to ascertain what was the highest aver-
age salary to the third-class teachers, I believe I am
safe in saying that all the third-class teachers in that Prov-
ince are practically disfranchised under this Bill. Now, let
me refer to the Province of New Brunswick. The last report
of the Superintendent of Education to which 1 was able to
refer was for the year 1882. I find that the average salary

of the. maie teschers of the fret-claie wa8 $608; coue-
r.quentiy, these wil ot b. diefranchised; but in counties, in
àthe msjority of case8, that average was under $400. la

-1 Sunbury the average was $328.15 ; in Victoria, $887 ; luj_ Queen's, $344); in Albert, $370; in Carletoin, $375; while
e it exceeded $400 in the couties of Kent, St. John, York,
is Reetigeuche and Northumberland. In the seond..cias the
S average salary paid was 8315.40, running frorn $26&,54, ini
e Sunbury, the lowost average, to 8341.14 in Charlotte, the.
i- highest average. For maie teachere ef the third-c.ass tue
ýaveragewas $235.80, the loweet being Madawaeka, $181.66,

* and the highest in Northumberland, 8315; showing con-
*cluively that in al these constituencies maie teachers of

L- the. second and third-clase are pnaotically diefr-anohised
e under thie Bibi. Iu the. Province of Quebec thie dis.
> fnanchisement is espeoially the came; although iu
e the cities of Quebec tue salaries rang. well up te
e $ 1,000, stili there are 156 teuchera who have an average
Fsabary ef less than $200. In Prince Edward Island, while
;male teachers of the. fret-diase have an average salary of
a 465.46, maie teachere of tue second-claie have only au

ek average of $305.18, the iiighest sa.lary being 8450 ami tue
>low.st $225. Tii. third-clasteachere have oniy an average
e1 of228.64, the higheet beiug 8150 aud tue lowest 8180. Iu

D that Province tuer. are on ly thirty-feur teachers of the firet-
1claie, whule in the. second mnd tuird-clmie there are 222
4maie teachens. Consequently, this Bill practically diefranm

t chises a very lange fraction of the temehersof that Province.
But it muet b. rernembered tuat in that Province ali the.
maie teachers at present have votes, under tue mainhood. suf.

ffrage prevmiug there, because, under the systern prevail-
Sing in tuat Province, every man who pays hie poeil-taxhlas
àa right te exercise the franchise. But tuis Bill proposea te
deprive hum of that franchise; yen proosete doprive hum
of a rlgbt that h. us exercised for the lest thirty years.. t
le net te be aseu.med tuat the. nuember, is a simali oue. When
w. find that in the. teaciiing profession alone ne tees tuan
222 males, eut of 256 are disfranchised, yen muat necessaniy
bc disfranohising a barge fraction of the mal, electors of tii.
Province,.lIn Manitobm I find that the average salary for
males in the cit y of Winnipeg was $58 a month; coineequent-
ly few will be disfranciiised in Winipeg. But leekiug over
the towne and villages of tii. Province as a who, I find that
the. average salary for teuchers le 832 a month. Assuming
that they are paid a yearly salmry at that rate, the whole of
these moen are practicaily disfrauchised. Now, if se large
a number of the. temching profession are te be dlsfranchisodi
under this A.ct, it is fair Wo expeet thst other classes wili b.
simiiatby depnived of their night te exercise their franchise
under tues clause. I think the. estirnate of the. hon. niember
for West Huron (Mr. Cameron), tuat 150,000 people will b.
diefranchised under the openation of tus Bill, ile by ne means
an exaggermted ene. There are mauy mon in the tewns of
Ontario who do net emn 8300 a yemr, who miglit yet b.
poseessed of the franchise as wage-earuere, or as votera under
the. inceme franchie, if the Ontario franchise pr.vailed, who
wilb b. depnived of tii. franchise under tule Bill. lu many
instances those are ameng the meet intelligent and meet
active etftth. commrnuity. lu a ver large number of
cases they are yeung men who gladly takadnteoft.
opportunity te exercie the franchise, ami who, poseesaing
the franchise, will make therneelves acqnainted wiLh ques-
tions that arise in public discuasion te a degree that very
often doms net happen with those who are eider tumn they
in yeane. Ilisjete tue young people tusB country muet look
for the future we hope to realisie; it le te those who are
younger than we; those to whern w. intend te leave whatever
there, le in this ceantntranmdln takiug the stop now propesed
we are taking a stop that 1 very mucli fear those whe fol-
low us will severely censure us for in years Wt corne. We
are asslumiug a.responsibiïty in submitting a proposition
te abandon the. franchises existing in Ontario aud New

18861 1708



COMMONS DEBATES.

Brunswick, so far as income goes; in Nova Scotia, in
Prince Edward Island and in British Columbia, we are
going to deprive the very flower of our country of the right
which should be inalienable to every man who contributes
to the taxes of the country. I trust this clause will not be
adopted, and that the provincial franchises will be adhered to,
and we should follow, particularly as the principle of uni-
formity has been abandoned, the course suggested by the
meinbers for Prince Edward Island, and adhere to the pro-
vincial franchises in all the Provinces. In doing so we would
eliminate what I believe to be a very great source of diffi-
culty and a source of serious consequences. It is for those
reasons I implore members of the committee to hesitate
in adopting this clause, and I urge them to adopt the
amendment. I do so seriously, believing that what I say is
true, namely, that difficulties of a grave character will arise,
the consequences of which cannot be in every instance anti-
cipated. In depriving so many of the right to vote whieh
they now posses under the present franchise, we are depriv-
ing them of that growing interest in the country's welfare
which we consider it desirable they should possess. We are
practically urging them, in some instances, to go to the
neighboring country, where there is virtually manhood
suffrage in operation. It must not be assumed that the
right to the franchise is, to young men, a matter of no conse-
quence. It is one of the most sacred trusts that can be
given to them, and they realise that fact to an extent equal
to the largest land owner in this Dominion. The young
men are growing up to realise the live questions of the
country, and under those circumstances it becomes a grave
matter to say that while they now possess the franchise
they shall not in future possess it. If there is any direction
in which we should go, I say unhesitatingly it is in the
direction of manhood suffrage. I believe the opinion of
this country has been growing in that direction, and that
the only result of the passage of this Bill will be an imme-
diate and peremptory demand upon this House to give
manhood suffrage to every citizen of the Dominion. The
only practical result I can anticipate from the passage of
this Bill, if it does pass, is the adoption, in a very short
time, of the amendment moved by the hon. member for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), a motion which, if provin-
cial franchises are to be departed from, I hope will be
adopted by this House.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have obtained another follower.

ar. CAMERON. I am proud to be a follower of the hon.
gentleman on all occasions when I find him as
right as he is on this occasion. I want him to
make similar efforts on other occasions. I am reminded
by my notes that the hon. member for Prince,
Prince Edward Island (Mr. Hackett), in discussing
this clause of the Bill the other night, stated that in
that Province they adopted the principle of registration in
connection with manhood suffrage some years ago, but they
were induced to abandon it on account of expense. It has
been urged very strongly on this side of the House that the
present clause ought not to be adopted, because it would
involve a very material addition to the taxation of the
country, and I had no idea that we had such an example as
was afforded by the Province of Prince Edward Island under
the adoption of a similar registration Bill. That affords a
reason why we should hesitate before pressing this matter
to an issue. I believo the question of expense is involved
in the consideration of the motion and amendment, and it
is particularly pertinent when we realise that the municipal
machinery provided by the Provinces practically does all
we require, without any expenditure whatever te us.
If that is the case, does it not look as if it is foolish fur this
Parliament to assume all the expenses, trouble,- doubt and
annoyance involved, not only to candidates, but te the elec-
torate, by these clauses. We shall have not only to find

Mr. CAnuoN (Middlesex).

machinery to put these clauses into operation, but we shall
have to find the decisions of the courts on the clauses and
expressions. These are all iable to receive interested con-
structions by the different political parties. They will be
liable to biased constructions given by revising officers, and
under all the circumstances the community will be put to
trouble, and difficulties will arise that will necessarily involve
an appeal to the courts, in order to their determination. Now,
under the similar Act in England-though I do not admit
it to be similar in all its provisions-but the Act on which
the present is professedly based, we find that the decisions
have been innumerable. And, Sir, if it is the case that these
decisions embrace volumes of the court records, if treatises
had to be written in order to elaborate these interpreta-
tions, it follows that the franchise proposed is much too
complioated for a country such as ours. I have urged that
as an ultimate resource we ought to adopt manhood suffrage
as the franchise for this Dominion, I believe that is the
ultimate result of all our interference with provincial fran-
chises, but I do say it would be much preferable, at the pre-
sent time, with the differences of feeling which exist in the
different Provinces, that each Province should move in that
direction as fast or as slow as it chooses. If the present
Conservative minority in the Local Legislature of Ontario
choose to agitate for manhood suffrage, and if a majority,
as a consequence of that agitation, comes to the conclusion
that that principle shall apply, so far as Ontario is con-
cerned it becomes adoptcd there. But if, on the other
hand, an agitation arises in its favor throughout the
Provinces, under the principles of this Bill, they
will require to agitate over the whole Dominion before
they can secure what they consider to be their rights, and
the delay which may occur in consequence of the effort
necessary to get a majority of the people in this Dominion
persuaded that it is the proper course, may make them so
restive that a great deal of dissatisfaction or worse would
result. I believe that by adopting the provincial franchises
we are saving ourselves from very serions conse-
quences in that direction, and that for that reason, if
for for no other, we should allow each Province to move
in its own line, without reference to the other Provinces.
The fact that the principle of uniformity has been departed
from already shows that the argument that uniformity is
absolutely necessary has falien to the ground. And I ask
this committee, even if that principle had not been departed
from, by the amendment giving universal suffrage to Prince
Edward Island, still, what difference does it make to the
representation in this House whether its members definitely
determine by statute-wich we cannot of ourselves alter or
amend-what difference does it make to the representatives
in this House whether in the one Province they have man-
hood suffrage and in the other Provinces they have
qualified franchises? I hold that if there is any difference
it is much less than the difference which arises f. om an
interference by this House with the franchises which exist
in the different Provinces. When the present Do:ninion
election law was introduced the present First Min.
ister protested very strongly against the proposed
interference with the then existing law in Prince
Edward Island. He urged, at that time, that it
was an unjustifiable interference with the rights
of that Province, and he expressed himself against a con-
traction of the franchise, so far as Prince Edward Island was
concerned. He said he was convinced that the people of
that Province would take note of the great violence which
was being perpetrated under what he characterised as an
uncalled for and an unjustifiable interference with their
franchise. Cannot we, in Ontario, appeal in the very same
language on behailf of that Province to-day ? Cannot we
say that it is an injustice to those who are enfranchised
under the Act of the Local Legislature that they should be
deprived of the franchise by the clause now under discus-
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sion ? I think the First Minister's own argument against
himself is the best I can quote in this particular, and I
think, after that argument, hon. gentlemen opposite ought to
hesitate in making any alteration in the electoral
liste of the different Provinces at this time. One
reason why the hon. member for Prince, Prince Edward
Island (Mr. Hackett) urged that they should be exempted
from this law was because they were isolated, because, as ho
stated,they were shut up by ice from the other parts of the
Dominion: I do not know whother that isa sufficient reason
or not, but I wil try to find an equally strong reason why
the Ontario franchise should not be departed from. In
some periods of the year the weather in the
particular neighborhood I come from is exceedingly
warm. The thermometer rises there to a degree
which is scarcely experienced in any other part of
the Dominion, and for that reason I think our provincial
franchise should not be departed from. I think the reason-
ing is as cognent in one case as in the other. An hon. member
beside me euggests that if there was any direction whatever
in which the franchise for Ontario should be changed, as
the result of climatic influences, it should be in the direction
of expansion rather than contraction in Ontario, as it is in
Prince Edward Island. I only hope, if the franchise is
interfered with to such an extent that the provincial fran-
chises will not bo adopted in this House, the amend-
ment of the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell) will prevail, because i believe manhood suffrage
to be much preferable to the limited franchise proposed in
this Bill. Under these circumstances, I need not say that I
strongly urge the adoption, by this committee, of the amend-
ment of the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton).
I believe that it meets all the circumstances of the case-
that by its simplicity, by avoiding the complexity that
arises from the existence of two franchises for the two
louses, it commends itself to the people of the different
Provinces. I believe that when the people of the Pro-
vinces realise the results of the imposition upon them of a
franchise of the kind proposed in this Bill, they will insist,
with all the might they are possessed of, that it should be
simplified, either in the direction of the provincial franchises
or in the direction of universal suffrage. I believe that it only
requires that the franchise should be put into operation
to raise throughout the majority of the Provinces such a
storm of indignation at its provisions that the only recourse
left to this Parliament wilI be the adoption of manhood
suffrage. I realise the difficulties that will arise in the
very first elections that will take place under this fran-
chise, if adopted. In many constituencies its complications
will be found to b so great that a great many men will
be deprived of what ought to be an inalienable right;
and on that ground, I protest against its adoption.
I protest against this Bill, aiso, because it confers the fran.
chise on the Indians, men who are not entitled to the
exercise of a similar right to that conferred upon the free
people cf this Dominion. I protest against it because
while it qualifies the franchise to the white man it prac-
tically gives it unqualified to the Indians ; and the fran-
chis necessarily meaning the freedom:*of choice, every
Indian vote that is cast has so much of a counteracting
influence over that of every man lvho is enfranchied under
the clause we are now considering. With the ample pro-
visions that are made in the statutes of this Parliament
with reference to the enfranchising of Indians, it is only
fair that they should remain in the same relation to the
rest of the people of this Dominion that they occupy at
present under that Act. It is not fair to place then practi-
cally in a better position, to enfranchise them, independently
of all property or income qualification, such as is required
of every white voter. Now, I want to show that under th
franchise now under discussion a practical injustice will be
done by the enfranchisement of any one occupying a posi.

lit

tion similar te that of the Indians; and in the English Act
that principle has been recognised. There it has been held
that those in roceipt of alms have no right to the franchise.
Pe-sons who are or have been within a certain time obliged
to depend wholly or in part on elemosynary assistance have
been held to be disqualified by the common law, not only
becauso cf their indigence they were unable to exercise the
franchise, but because of their dependent situation their voices
were no longer fro. Now, that is exactly the position of the
Indians; and yet it is now proposed to put them in a posi-
tion of equality with white mon, and to give them the
right to vote without the qualification that is required from
white mon.

Mr. BOWELL. The question of the Indians has been
settled.

Mr. CAMERON. The hon. gentleman evidently does not
appreciate the point of my argument. I am very sorry ho
does not. I know that i took the hon. gentleman a con-
siderable time to understand the points made on this side
of the House the other night, with reference to the Indians,
and I think there are further points with regard to the
bearing of this clause on the Indians which I wish to press
home to-night.

Mr. BOWELL. There is nothing in this clause with
reference to the Indians.

Mr. CAMERON. My contention is that a man occupying
the position before the State that the Indian does, has no
right to be placed on an equality with the white man.

Mr. CHAIRNIAN. i called the hon. gentleman's attention
before to the fact that wo are dealingwith the qualifications
of voters in cities and towns. If' he will bring his argument
to bear on that subject I shall be quite ready to hear him.

Mr. CAMERON. I have attempted to show the connec-
tion between the enfranchisement of Indians and the
enfranchisement clause which is now being discussed. I
say it is an injustice that a man should be deprived of a
vote simply because ho cannot moet the qualification this
clause demands, and that an Indian who is not required to
possess such qualification should have a vote.

Mr. BOWELL. If ho has not that qualification ho cerý
tainly cannot vote.

Mr. CAME ON. The Minister of Customas, I under.
stand to say, 1at the Indian is required to have simi.
lar qualifications. The hon. member for West Huron (Mr.
Cameron) disputed that point, and there bas been no
answer to his contention. 1, consequently, have a right to
assume that his contention was correct, ani that the tribal
Indian, without his property being separated from the band,
will have a right to vote under this Bill. If that be the
case, as was contended by the hon. member for West
Huron, the men who are deprivel of the right to vote in
cities and towns are being treateI very unjustly. In
further establishing the position that I took, 1 procoeded to
show what was considered sufficient to deprive a voter of
the right to vote in England. There they have a qualified
franchise, but very often there are certain votera who are
considered not to be sufficiently free to exercise the fran.
chise.

Mr. CHIAIRMAN. We are now dealing with the qualifi-
cation in cities and towns and the amendments proposed
thereto, but not with the qualification as to who sbould
exorcise the franchise outside of cities and towns.

Mr. EDGAR. The amendment of the hon. member for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) is to substitute, instead of
the clause No. 3, the provincial franchises, the whole pro-
vincial franchises, not in cities and towns, but in counties as
well.
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Mr. CHAIRMAN. I know what is before the Chair.
The motion is to amend the third clause, which deals with
the franchise qualifications in cities and towns, and not
in counties; and the hon. gentleman is not relevant in dis-
cussing matters outside of cities and towns.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I would ask you, Mr. Chair-
man, what is the scope of the amendment of the hon. mem-
ber for King's, P.E.1. (Mr. Macdonald) ? I would ask yon
whother, in asking that Prince Edward Island be exempted,
he bas asked that only the cities and towns of Prince Edward
Island b exempted ?

Mr. CFALTRMAN. I can only read the amendment. Mr.
Macdonald moved an amendment to theamendment, that all
the words after "that" he struck out, and that clause 3
be amended by inserting after the words "every person
shall," at the beginning of the same, the words "excepting
the Province of Prince Edward Island."

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Is that amendment confined
to the cities and towns of Prince Edward Island?

Mr. MULOCK. Doos not the amendment of the hon.
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) propose that we
should adopt the franchises for the whole of the municipal-
ities in the Provinces, and not only the cities and towns.
If I understand his amendment rightly, it proposes that
we should adopt the provincial franchises throughout. If
the amendment is larger than the original motion it should
have been ruled out of order; if it is in order, thon refer-
once can be made to the country municipalities as well as
to the cities and towns.

Mr. BOWELL. The amendment of the hon. momber for
North Norfolk only refers to section 3, and section 3only refers
to cities and towns. The amendment, therefore, only asks
that the provincial franchises for cities and towns should be
adopted; and if the hon. member for North Norfolk wants
it to apply to the whole of the Provinces ho would have to
make a motion to that effect when we come to the clause re-
ating to counties.

Mr. MULOCK. If this amendment to clause 3 were
adopted it would be far more expansive than the hon.
Minister of Castoms suggests. Perhaps I may be permitted
to read it. This proposition is not that voters in cities and
towns shall possess such and such qualifications, but:

That all the words in section 3 be struck out, and the following sub-
stituted :"'' dubject to the exceptions hereinafter contained, all persons
qualified to vote at the election of representatives to the House of
Assembly or Legislative Assembly of the several Provinces composing
the Dominion of Canada, and no others, shall be entitled to vote ati the
election of members of the louse of Commons of Canada for the several
electoral districts comprisea within such Provinces respectively."
If that amendment is carried the committe would be com-
mitted to thewords of this resolution, which would supersede
every other provision in the Bill which contemplates a qual-
ification. I think it is not capable of any other interpreta-
tion. If it cannot be argued on the basis of the language con-
tained in it, it should hav.e been ruled out of order at an
earlier date; but it has been argued on that basis for two
days, and now it is too late to change it.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Mr. Chairman--
Mr. CHAIRMAN. I think sufficient has been said-
Mr. PATERSON. I speak on the point of Order.
Mr. BOWELL. The member for Brant asked you a

question. There was no point of Order raised.
Mr. PATERSON. I am speaking to whatever the hon.

gentleman spoke to; if I am out of order he was out of
order. The motion is that all the words in section 3 be
struck out. If so, what have you about cities and towns ?
Have you a word left ? Not a word. Therefore, cities and
towns do not come in at all. (Amendment read). The
amendment refers to all the electoral districts within all

Mr. EDaAa,

the different Provinces ; so that, for the Minister of Cus-
toms to dictate to the Chair, to attempt to lectura the
Chair as to its duty, to prevent others from addressing the
Chair when he himself has addressed it, is rather an arbi.
trary proceeding on his part, that ho will find gentlemen on
this side are not prepared to submit to. I submit it is
impossible for the Chair, as I understand it, to maintain
the contention of the Minister of Customs. I will read the
amendment again. (Amendment read). I submit that the
momber for West Middlesex (Mr. Cameron), in speaking
about the enfranchised Indians, is speaking within the
words 4land no others ;" for, under the Franchise Bill of
Ontario, the unenfranchised Indians are not allowed to vote.

Mr. MULOC-K. Supposing this resolution were an Act
of Parliament, because if the committee adopts it, and the
House adopts it, and the Sonate adopts it, and the Governor
General adopts it, it becomes an Act of Parliament, can it
be contended that an elector in a township or in a village
would not be affected by it. It provides a franchise for
every elector. It cannot be capable of being cut down to
any particular manicipality. It is general in its effects and
supersedes every other system of franchise.

Mr. EDGAR. More than that; the words of the amend-
ment are those of the law under which the whole electoral
system of the Dominion is being worked to-day. They are
exactly the words of the 40th section of the Electoral Act
of 1874. If that does not enable those *ho speak to the
amendment to discuss the whole question of the electoral
franchises, I do not think any language can be used broad
enough to do so. Does not every amendment which begins-
in that way substitute for the original words the words of
the amendment ? It is the amendment which is before the
House. If it wore limited to some particular portion
further on in that section, after the words "cities and
towns " are used in the enacting part, there might ho some-
thing to say in favor of the point of Order.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The member for West Middlesex has
the floor. I repeat what I said before to him, that we are
now discussing the qualification of voters in cities and
towns. Then comes clause 3, to which an amendment'lis
moved. It is not necessary for me to give my opinion as
to the effect of the words. I have been asked the question,
and it is for the Hlouse to decide how far the said amend-
ment goes. The third clause deals with the qualifications
of votera in cities and towns, and it is proposed to strike ont
that clause. The next clause, the fourth, deals with the
franchise in counties. Now, I think that when we are dis-
cussing the qualification of voters in cities and towns on
this amendment, the hon. gentleman should con-
fine his remarks to the qualification of voters in
cities and towns. I so rule, and I ask him to do eo.

Mr. CAMERON. That will shorten my remarks, and
I regret it, because an hon. gentleman opposite asked
for some information as to the relative franchises
in Ontario, and asked me to substantiate my assertion that
the Ontario franchise was the more liberal of the two. In
counties and villages the difference is equally material; the
restriction is equally large on this franchise in cities and
towns. The wage-earners' franchise, to which I alluded, is not
embraced in the clause under discussion. In the Ontario fran-
chise as I stated, every wage-earner, every mechanic, every
laborer, who earns $250 a year, bas the right to vote. Here
the mechanie or laborer, if he is not an occupant or tenant
paying $20 a year rent, or the owner of real estate worth
$300 a year, or having an income of $400 a year, bas no
right to the franchise. It is a fact in the west that within the
last two years the opportunity of earning the minimum
under the income provision has been materially restricted.
Many men who, a fow years ago, were earning f$100 a
year, cannot do so to-day. It follows that if the $400
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income franchise is stili persisted in a great many
earning now $250 a year, and who possess the franchise
under the Ontario Act, or will possess the franchise, in case
the amendment of the bon. member for North Norfolk
(Mr. Charlton) is adopted, will be disfranchised under this
Bill. 1 regret this very much. I believe there is no more
intelligent clas in our Province than the young men who
are beginning to commence life for themselves, and who
will, in a few years, be in a p>sition to vote by the acquisi-
tion of property. It is a decided injustice to many working-
mon in cities and towns, te many young men, who are
school teachers, in some instances, or clerks in stores, and
who will be deprived of the right to vote under the provis-
ions of this Bill. When hon. gentlemen opposite say that
the franchise clauses of this Bill are as liberal as those
recently adopted in Ontario, I want therm to rernember and
to defend the difference that arises in the points I have mon-
tioned. It is no defence to ay that because in Ontario they
have adopted one system, that because sorne mon
wîll not have more than one vote under these circum-
stances, the franchise is lower under the provisions of
this clause than it is in Ontario. Sir, the right of
the franchise is the test of its liberality. It is not
whether one man bas one vote or twenty votes, but the
question is how many men have one vote. It is the number
of mon who have one vote that is the true test of the electo-
ral franchise, and I say that in that respect this franchise is1
much more restricted than the Provinces demand that it
should be. But in addition, we have the right, under the1
Ontario franchise, for the son of every landowner or land-1
holder of a particular value, to exercise the franchise; whilej
under the Dominion Act the right is only to be exercised by1
the son of a landowner. In Ontario they practically enfran-1
chise the son of every man who is in possession of a holding,1
whether in cities and towns, or in counties, but the present1
Bill restricts the suffrage as te the individual who will bei
entitled to it. Because the sub-section of this clause reads:

" And the eldest or such of the elder sons as the value of the real
property when equally divided will qualify,"
Shall have the franchise, leading, in my opinion, to the
rebuit, that if the elder son happons to be separated from
the parental roof, happons, in fact, to have begun life on
a holding of his own, whether in a city or town, or eisc-t
where, then none of the younger sons will have the right
te participate under the provisions of this clause. That
restricts the franchise very materially, and the con-c
struction, if net as I interpret it, is se indefinito thatt
the revising officer will be at loss how to nct. I
trust the committee will see the full force of this cou-i
contention that I now make, because, whilo it does netL
involve the most essential question under discussion, . it
involves a very material oe; bccause, if the construc-a
tien is, that none but the elder son of a landownery
can participate in the right t> vote as suuh land. r
owner's son, I hold that a very material contrac-a
tion in the intention of the Act will take place. It
believe it te be the wish of the committee that the right I
te vote on a certain property should net be restricted to
the eldest son, which wauld be doing a material injustice te
younger sons on the same property, but that all the sons1
who can qualify under the estimated value of the propertyv
should have the right to vote. I draw the attention of then
committee te the fact that the press bas net discussed thisi
Bill. Net until we have become actively engaged in thef
discussion of the Bi1 have the leading journals taken noticea
of it. I am justified in saying that, although it has bcenn
stated that the press bas discussed the matter duriog theE
last two years, no editorial notice was tak3n of it by ther
Hamilton Spectator and London Free Press until the 23rdd
April and 29th April, respectively. If those jurnals, whiche
represent hon. gentlemen opposite, have given no utterancet
on this question until those dates, it is a fair presumptionc

that the people are not acquainted with the pro.
visions of this Bill. It was urged by a journal in this
city representing hon. gentlemen opposite that a
petition presented to the House yesterday, in regard
to this matter, was not prosented as the result of
an acquaintance with the provisions of this Bill. It was, in
fact, alleged that the gentlemen who had signed it
had no acquaintance with its provisions. If these state-
ments are true it admits our argument as to a lack
of discussion of the Bill, and we should hesitate before we
pasa the clause now under discussion .nd bring the Bill
into operation. The Toronto journals have made no
reference to it, other than by references in the report of the
proceedings of the House, before the present week. The
length of the sitting last Saturday induced the Toronto
journals to give active attention to the provisions of the
Bill. The News, World and Telegran had no references
unless they were subsequent to last Friday; and does not
that fact go to show that public opinion has not had an
opportunity of being formed. The hon. member for Prince
Edward Island urged that manhood suffrage should
be retained in Prince Edward Island. WhiFle I agree
with that contention, I think it is equally reasonable
that the same rule should apply to the other
Provinces, and that it is equally reasonable that
Ontario, which bas recently adopted a Franchise Bill, should
bc allowed to retain its franchise. I trust the clause under
consideration will not be adopted, but that the provincial
franchises will be retained. If the committee decline
to do what is just and right, I hope, as an alternative, the
amendment in favor of manhood suffrage will at once and
forever prevail. Leaving out of consideration the principle
that we ought to demand an extension of the franchise in
the direction I ind icate, there is a very forcible reason in the
fact that it would simplify what, under the present ciroum.
stances, will be a very involved piece of legislation.
Besides, it is to be remembered that the proposed franchise
deprives men in many of the Provinnes who are equally
well constituted with us-deprives them of the right of
exercising the franchise. Under those circumstances, I
think the committoo should hesitate, and should adopt either
of the two propositions I have suggested in proforence to
that suggested in the Bill.

Mr. GILLMOR. I think it is quite impossible that this
committee can deliberate calmly while such a state f ho .
tility and contention exists in Parliament as now exists
with regard to this great question. I think thc time has
arrived when a reasonable decision should be arrived at
between the two partios who have been fighting each other
in Parliament up to this time on this groat mneasure. My
attention was called to an article in the Montreal lerald, of
which I believe the hon. member for Northumberland is
proprictor, and I think that article, coming as it does from
a supporter of the Government, makes a suggostion which
the Government might accept without any Joss of digni ty.
In fact, I think both parties might adopt that suggestion
without any loss of dignity, and thus allow the business of
the country to progress. One of the strongest objections I
have to this Bill-and I have many-is that it interferes
with the provincial franchises. I have not beard any arga.
ments urged by the Government or their supporters why
the amendment of the bon. member for North Norfolk, in
favor Qf retaining the provincial franchises, should not be
adopted. I say Ihave heard no reasons given. Of course, they
mu3t have reasons in their own minda or else they would not
have proposed this measure. It is said that this measure is
necessary for the good government of this Dominion. I
do not agree with that proposition. I think the provin-
cial franchises are the best. Then, it has been argued that
this measure is constitutional, but I have not heard anyone
on this side doubt it. Nobody doubts it. But the expe-
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diency of this measure is another question. We know that
many measures may be constitutional which may not be
expedient. It occurred to me, when the hon. member
for King's, N.B. (Mr. Foster) was giving a very logical
argument with regard to the constitutionality of this question,
that he might aa well have undertaken to prove that two
and two are four. There occurred te my mind, in this con-
nection, the question of building a railway bridge across
the falls at St. John. It was constitutional to grant a char-
ter for that bridge, and it was equally constitutional to refuse
te grant it. Nobody would propose that simply because
this measure was constitutional the Government should
introduce it on that ground. The question is whether it is
expedient to substitute a Dominion franchise for the fran-
chise existing in the Provinces at the present time. I
believe that no arguments have been adduced to show that
the Dominion franchise would be better. No member of
the Government, and no member supporting the Govern-
ment, has attempted to produce an argument to convince
the House that a Dominion franchise would be better, or
that the time had arrived when the good of this country
demanded a Dominion franchise. Where have there been
any complaints of the present system of franchise upon
which members are elected tothis House? There have been
none; I have heard of no complaints existing-no corn-
munities have found fault with it, none of the press have
found fault with it, none of us found fault with it, until this
measure was introduced. And even if it were necessary, I
think a more inopportune time could net have been selected
by the Government to introduce a measure of the vast
importance of the measure now under reonsideration. I
believe that every member of the House shares with me that
opinion; I have no doubt about it. Here, at the close of a
long Session, already the longest for many years, when there
is much public business teobe done, when the Estimates
have teobe passed, when all these measures referred to have
to be considered-this is not the time to introduce a measure
of this kind and allow sufficient time for its discussion. If
I had the power to advise the parties I would say: Make a
iasonable compromise. It would not impair the dignity of
ihe Government or its supporters, or the opposition to that
Government in Parliament. I believe that the compromise
suggested by the article I have referred to in the Montreal
Herald-a compromise hinted at in the Gazette, though I
have net read that paper-would be a proper one. Let this
measure, which has never been discussed in this Dominion
by the people or the press-let it go after this discussion;
the people are now aware of its importance; they are
able, through the press and through the speeches in Parlia-
ment, to understand it intelligently, and I epeat it will
be no loss of dignity to the Government to accept that
compromise, under all the circumstances, seeing that the
Bill has been met with a reasonable and rational opposition.
It is difficult for the Government and its supporters to
believe in this measure, and they do not believe in it, but
there are certain features of this Bill as to which those
must be blind who do not see a party advantage in them.
There is no doubt about it. I believe if it was a measure
which was going to afford all parties fair play it would not
be pressed se tenaciously; it woald not be brought in at
this time and pressed day after day and night after night.
3Mr. Chairman, the Opposition, in this matter, are fighting
for their political existence. Nobody can read the Bill and
listen to the discussion of the Bill without seeing that, in
almost every line of it, advantage can be taken of the
party who are now opposing it. I have not lost faith in
humun nature; I regret that men will take advantage; I
like a fair fight and no favor; I like fair play, and I know
there are many members on that aide who like fair play-

Mr. PATE RSON (Brant). Who are they ? Name them.
Mr. GILLMoR.

Mr. GILLMOR. Fair play in everything except at elee.
tions. No bon, gentleman on either side has attempted to
deny the constitutionality of the system which now exists.
The two systems stand side by side, both beling constitu-
tional. I prefer the present system to the one which is pro-
posed, because I think it is more inexpensive; because it is
less annoying; because I think the people are satisfied with
it; because I think that it would be a retrograde movement
and expensive to change it, and therefore I oppose the
change. I oppose it because I have never heard any
objection to it. I have never heard any gentlemen on the
Government side undertake to show that there were evils
existing under the systom which the Bill proposes to
remedy. There is a very fine theory, but it is only theory
-ther ais perbaps something in it-that this Parliament
ought to have the right to fix the franchise for the election
of its own members. At firet bluash that would seem to be
an advantage; but what matters it to any member of this
House what franchise was used in electing him to Parliament?
And until this discussion came up I do not suppose one mem-
ber in ten cared whether it was a property qualification or
universal suffrage ? The constitution provides that the
Provinces cannot send more than a certain number of mem-
bers, and that they should be elected by the majority of
the votes of the respective constituencies they roprosent;
that is all that interests us. If this measure is carried, 
think it will croate a greati deal of confusion in the different
Provinces. We have our systems at prosent ; they may
have their imperfections, but they have been carried out
from year to year without any trouble. W e have muni-
cipal institutions in New Brunswick as in other parts of the
Dominion, and it was only after long years of struggle
that the people obtained the right to manage their local
affairs. They have now the right to regulate the voters'
lists, and can you imagine any people more capable of
regulating them than those whom the people living in the
different parishes and counties elect to their municipal
councils ? They are acquainted with all the ciroumstances
of the people, their habits and customs, and with
the value of property in their localitities, and every
year they are iequired to fix up the lists; and I have not
heard any complaint. Sometimes men are left off, not
designedly but accidentally ; but there is no discord in the
county I represent and none throughout the Province of
New Brunswick, that I know of, on that score; and I think
the people would be very much surprised if instead of
progressing, they found us retrograding, by adopting this
measure. We should have revising barristers, irresponsible
parties coming down there, to look after, the voters' lists.
The people cannot turn him out next year if he makes a
mistake or willfully does what is wrong, or is incompetent.
With us, that can be done uat present ; but we have no
authority over the revising barrister. I am fully oonvinced
that the provincial franchises are tho most desirable. Both
of the systems, the one in practice and the one proposed,
are constitutional ; but I think the one now in existence
preserves the rights of the Provinces very much botter
than the one introduced in this Bill. I think it is a
blow at the federal system. With regard to the qualifi-
cation, I do not wish to take up your time at present
to go inLo what I conceive should be the basis of the fran-
chise, because that is a large question, and there will be
other opportunities during the discussion of this Bull to deal
with that. I may ventüre, however, to state that if we are
to have a uniform franchise, it is, in my opinion, quite im-
possible to have uniformity, which means the same thing,
unless we come down to manhood suffrage. I have always
been in favor of manhood suffrage, and I think the bringing
into Parliament of this measure to regulate the franchise,
must inevitably tend to universal suffrage. It has been
proposed by one hon. member for Prince Edward Island.
Now, I should like to look at that hon. gentleman; is it
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possible that any man can be found in this House support.
ing this measure, who expects that one Province is to be
allowed to retain its local franchise and its local
institutions while all the rest of the Provinces have
to come under one uniform franchise ? There can
be no uniformity in that, and I am surprieed that any
hon. member could propose that unless ho were willing
to give it to every other Province; and if ho i;, he will vote
for the amendment in your hands. Irepeat that I think now
that this matter has been very fully discussel. 0f course,
I realise that it is a sort of conflict between two parties,
and that one will not yield to the other; and I can under-
stand that things may be so important to contend for that
they should hold out to the end. But there will bo an end
to this sort of thing, and I think it is a reasonable propo>-
tion that hostility should now cease, and that we*should come
bore after the recess, prepared to discuse this matter, know-
ing what the views of.our constituents are. We may corne
back with different views from those we now entertain. We
msy find that the majority of our constituents want a
Dominion instead of a provincial franchise. I do not know
whether they do or not; but I think it is only reasonable
that we should consult thom, and I would like to see both
parties agree, without any compromise of dignity, to leave
this matter until the next Session of Parliament, and
lhen come prepared to diseuss it fairly, with new
light, and with a knowledge of the wishes of our
constituants, which every man ought to possess.
1 wish to act in accordance with the views of these who
sent me here. This Bill propses to change the franchise.
]f adopled, it will send me back to a different set of electors
from those who sent me bore. I know that it will dis-
franchire a very important class of persons in the Province
from which I come. It proposes no personal property
qualification. I know that there are a considorable number
of persons in my constituency who have at present the
right to vote on the personal property they possess; many
of whom voted for or against me at the last election, but
who will now be disfranchised. I should be very sorny to
return to them and feel that I had been the means of
disqualifying such men, who are intelligent, and who ought
to be electors. In some constituencies I know it will add some
to the list of voters; a considerable number of tenants will
beadded; but, taking it all in all, the system is a confused one,
subject to a great deal of trouble, and must necessarily
cause a great deal of difficulty in knowing just whlo is and
who is not qualified to vote. This Bill proposes a real
property qualification of $150 in rural districts; our quali-
fication is $100 worth of real estate. This Bill proposes to
give the franchise to farmers' sons, I do not see
how we can consistently vote for that and not give i to
other young men who are equally intelligent and patriotic,
and capable of exeicising the franchise. The truth is, a
great deal of the cause of this evidently originated from the
rivalry between the Dominion Government and the Govern-
ment of Ontario, to see who will get ahead, and the farmers'
sons seem to be the only class of young men they consider
worth conciliating. In my constituency there is a large
class of fishermen, and I know of no young men in the Pro.
vince who are more deserving of the franchise than they ;
and with regard to remaining at home in the country,
there is no class of our population that romains so continu-
ously at home as the fishermen. While the farmers of
New Brunswick have been leaving the country, while the
sons of artisans and mechanics go abroad, the fi h-
ermen remain at home; and, according to the cen-
sus, they are gradually increasing in numbers. From
their intelligence, 1 should say they deserve the
franchise just as much as the farmers sons. Why the sons
of artisans and the young men in commercial business are
left out I cannot say. All these questions arise, and then
the question of manhood suffrage comes up, which I have

always been in favor of. I do not know that my consti-
tuents are in favor of it, and I would rather be excused

l being called on to vote on that question, unless it is forced
upon us and we havo no alternative. This Bill is a total
revolution of the electoral syster of the Dominion, and
demands a great deal of time for consideration. The Gov-
ernment may say we are taking up more time than we
ougbt, but when the leader of the Government said, in the
early history of the measure, that it would take the most
of Ihe Session to discuss it intelligently and arrive at a
proper conclusion, re-adjust and re-arrange the franchise, Bo
that a fair and uniform franchise would be fixed for the
whole Dominion, ie bas no right to complain of long dis-
cussion now. I am surprised that, after making this admis-
sion, ho should, at the close of a long Session, introduce this
measure. Of course, the majority have the right to rule, and
they say they are responsible. But thoy have no more respon.
sibility than those who oppose them. The Opposition repre.
sent very noarly one-half of the electors of the country, and
they are as equally responsible as the Government for the
legislation that passes bore; they are responsible for the
part they take in legislation, and if they consented to allow a
measure, which they believed ta b3 iniquitous, to pass, thev
would be responsible to the people for that as well as the
Government. If I had the power to conciliate the two par-
sies I would say to tho Government: Withdraw this mea-
sur'; lot us go Ln and vote the supplies; lot us consider the
various measures that must bo considered, and return to our
homes, and give this mensure a fuill and thorough discussion
before our constituents, so that wo inay b) prepared to come
back bore and vote for a system that wili m it th wishes
of the people. I do not wish to trouble you, Sir, or the House,
with regard to the Indian question andother questions. The
time for that, I presume, will arrive when the motion of the
member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) for the intro-
duction of manhood suffrage will bc put.

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). This is an attempt to introduce,
for the first time, the uniform system of the quali-
fications of the elector, thioighout the whole Dom-
irion, but in addition to tihat thore ara one or two
other elements involved that make the Bill of still
greater importance, that make it a still greater departure
from the principles which have guided, heretofore, the
various franchises in the different Provinces. I spoke at
some longth the other evening on one of these questions, to
which I will briefly refor, becauso I fel it to bo of
grcat importancê. Heretofore, the principle upon which the
franchise has been conferred upon the electorate of the
country bas been that the basis of the franchise should be
the possession or occupation of real property of a
certain value, or the possession of a certain
income, the assumption being that a citizen who
is capable, by bis own efforts, of earning a certain
income or acquiring certain property, gave a pledge
by so doing. that ho was com-etent and fairly entitled to
take an intelligent interest in the affaire of the common-
wealth. Upon these two lines, heretofore, the franchise
bas been framed in the various Provinces, but on this ocea-
sion we find a new element introduced, an element that
gives to a certain class the privilege of exercising the
power of voting without assuming any of the responsibili-
ties of citizens. I consider that in that one stop
we are making a radical change in the system under which,
beretofore, our affairs have been administered. I refer, of
course. to that clause of the Bill which gives the franchise
to the Indians who are wards of the Governmen t. I cannot
understand on what principle they are given the right to
vote. It can only have one affect, and that is to lower the
standard of qualifications for citizenship and give the right
to say who shall make our laws to those who will not be
amenable to them. To-day that right is to be given to the
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Indian population of the country, who are not amenable to
the lawa of the country, as other people are, but who are
under the control and the guidance eof the Government. I
think it unwise that the right to vote should be conferred
upon any individual who is not in a position to exercise that
right intelligently, and to assume the responsibility that the
misuse of that privilege may entail upon him-people, in
fact, who are in such a position that it matters not to
them which of our great parties administer our affairs.
The policy in both cases would be the same to that class.
They would find no diffleulty whatever, because the system
of tutelage under which they are placed is a fixed systom ;
they are not free agents, and they have no right to impose
responsibilities on other citizens which they do not share
themselves. I feel strongly on that question. I feel that
we are introducing an element of discord into our institu-
tions which can only work unsatisfactorily and must always
be a blemish on those institutions. In looking back, each in
his own Province, we pride ourselves upon the progress of
our institutions, and when gentlemen on both sides of the
House go back to their cons'.ituents at the end of a parlia
mentary period, they bave satisfaction in pointing to any
measure which bas the tendency to enlarge the scope of the
exercise of their rights by those constituents. But I do
not think any hon. gentleman, on going back at the close
of this parliamentary term, if this Act should become law,
would congratulate himself or his constituents on the
Indian having a vote, as one which would advance our
institutions in the eyes of the community or which would in
any way advance our civilisation or culture. It cannot be
pretended that it wili be of advantage to those individuals
themselves. The mere fact of their going to the pols once
in four or five years, and depositing their ballots, and going
home again, cannot be called a very elevated matter for the
Indian. I should feel glad to accept any measure which
would make the Indian a good citizen, but no gentleman
opposite bas attempted to show that ibis would benefit the
indian in that respect. When the question of a uniform
suffrage came before the House, in 1874, I telt an interest
it it. At first sight it ii; an attractive idea that we should
have a uniform qualification for the electorate, as well
down in the little island by the sea as in the great Province
of Ontario, on the fertile plains of the west, and beyond
the Rocky Mountains in British Columbia. But on sober
second thought, and after the discussions of the questions
involved, it was felt that the apparent advantages which
might accrue to this Dominion would be far overbalanced
by the disadvantages. If our political organisation had
commenced with the Dominion, and this central iFederal
Government had been the Administration froin which the
others sprung, I could have understood that it might have
said to the Provinces which it created, that such-and-such
shall be the principle on which the electorate for the
Dominion shall vote, but in the only Province which bas
been created since the Dominion was formed, the Province
of Manitoba, we left them just as free as the older Provinces
to select the mode of representation which they might
choose. That being the case, we must all agree that there
were ten times stronger reasons why we should not attempt
to enforce any particular system on the different Provinces.
They had a history extending back, as regards some of
them, for over a century, during which they have
developed according to the different circumstances in which
they were placed. Amongst our friends by the sea, the
shipping and commercial interests have developed very large-
ly, and as one result of that,they have gone more towards the
sea, and the fishermen and the sailor form a large element in
their population. In Ontario we have developed very largely
a purely agricultural population, and of lateyears there bas
been engrafted upon thatavery large manufacturing interest.
Again, we find the new Province of Manitoba, which bas
just entered upon a political existence, has adopted man-

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth).

hood suffrage, recognising, in its start in life, the principle
towards which we are all travelling, and whieh I am satis-
fied it is only a question of time before we shall all reach,
the principle that the individual, as a man, with the ordi-
nary guarantees for good conduet, is the basis upon which
representation to this louse should be placed. Now, we
find that each Province has developed according to its own
peculiarity, its own qualifications for the election, not only
of its own local representatives, but for representatives to
this House. We do not find in practice that when members
come together here, elected under circumstances so diverse,
that they are able to say to one: You have been elected
by manhood suffrage ; or, to another one, you have been
elocted on a more restricted suffrage, or elected on a pro-
perty qualification of an exclusive cast. But while we have
been elected under circumstances so diverse, we all feel
that we have a common bond of union and common inter-
est in this central Government. I feel that in allowing each
Province to maintain its respective local institutions we
provided a strong guarantee that the federal principla
should be fairly accepted in those Provinces, and that they
would feel, while controlling their own local affairs, that
they were free members of a larger Confederation. As to the
question of convenience, until it can be shown that the pro-
vincial franchises have positively worked injustice to any
party, this point should not be lightly valued. We find that
some of the Provinces have existed with their political insti-
tutions for over a century, while this Dominion itself is
only seventeen years old, and during that time the system
under which we have had representation has worked admi-
rably, a fact which, in itself, is the best guarantee that
there is nothing unjust in our present .arrangement. I do
not dispute the right of the central Government to fix the
franchise for the election of members to this House-il
think that is clearly within their rights; but we all learn
by experience that, both in political matters and in social
life, it is not always desirable to stand on the extreme edge
of our rights, and that it is necessary to do many things
from expediency without giving up'our rights. I have already
remarked that, even if your Provinces were al settled by
the same race, the peculiarities of development,
the local circumstances in which they exist, would
develop material differences. But we have in this
country one Province peopled by a race entirely different,
with different political institutions, with a history that
reaches far into the past, associated with another country,
and while that Province is as loyal to our Queen and Con-
federacy as any other, they have heretofore shown them-
selves very strongly attached to their provincial rights and
their peculiar institutions. Now, Sir, I say that under the
circumstance that the population of Quebec speaks a differ-
ent language, the permanency of which we recognise in
the House by having our Records preserved in French,
it seems to me a wise thing to ask ourselves wherein
will we be able to effect the uniformity of qualification for
the electorate that shall elect the members of this House.
Now, that Province has shown itself strongly attached to its
pecuïiar local administration. I find no fault with that. I
have more respect for the individual who feels a strong
attachment for his own local institutions than I do for him
who professes patriotism for a central government. i have
no sympathy with those who taunt upholders of pro.
vincial rights with being mere petty parish politi-
cians, and with being small potatoes. We want, say
they, to spread our ideas abroad, so as to take in the
whole Dominion, from the Atlantic to the Pacifie. So do
we; but I tell you that I cannot understand how yon can build
up this Dominion and extend our ConfederaCy from shore to
shore without preserving intact the rights of the various Pro-
vinces that constitute that Dominion. I believe that the
individual who stands up for the rights of his Province against
the encroaohments of the Federal Goverament is a far
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better citizens than the man who quitely stands by and
allows the Federal Government to assume rights that belong
to his Province. Apply that to the franchise. Ask your-
selves, under what circumstances can we hope to assimilate
the franchise to our fellow citizens in Quebec ? Take, for
instance, this very Bil we are discussing. The first advantage
that the leader ot the Government presented to us was that
it was going to effect uniformity. But how long was it dis.
cussed here until it began to bo evident that it was
only a nominal uniformity, and when we heard hon.
gentlemen opposite rising to express their senti-
ments, we found them as diverse as possible on
many questions involved in this Bill. When the leader of
the Government introduced this measure we had barely
taken one stop before it became evident that there was one
feature, the repugnance to which was so strong that it was
apparent the whole Bill would have to be sacrificed, or that
particular section would have to be dropped-I refer to the
clause respecting woman suffrage.

Mr. LABROSSE. I rise to a question of Order. We are
not now discussing the question of woman suffrage.

Mr. CHAlRMAN. The hon. gentleman is in order.
Mr. LABROSSE. The hon. gentleman is talking about

woman suffrage, which is not under discussion.

Mr. BAIN. That question showed the impossibility of a
uniform franchise. And it was expunged. The next diffi-
culty arose with respect to the clause regarding Indians, and
Manitoba and British Columbia Indians were excluded.
liere again the impossibility of a uniform franchise became
apparent. The next proposition was an amendment in a
ditierent direction. lhe First Minister proposed to excludo
the Mongolian race from the franchise, and in deference
to members from British Columbia this was donc.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I hope the hon. gentleman will not
re-open the question.

Mr. BAIN. This is' another illustration of the impos-
sibility of passing a uniform franchise in this Dominion.
Prince Edward Island asks tW be exempt from this Bill, and
an injustice to Prince Edward Island will be doue if this
Bill passes in its present form. As regards Ontario, while
some hon. members might desire to have an exten-
sion, yet it could not be charged that this con-
mittee would do wrong if it did not extend
the franchise to ail citizens, as in Prince Edward Island ;
and that now, with our boasted progress, we are taking
f rom them the privilege they have enjoyed for the last thirty
y cars. Sir, they would be less than mon, they would be a
discredit to the constituencies of the island, if they did not
protest vigorously and forcibly against having that i ight

haken fiom them. Under these circumstances it is periect
iolly to say that a uniform franchise should be appiied to
all the Provinces constituting this Confederacy, or that it
would be nearly as effective or satislactory as the system
under which we are operating. There are one or two other
questions involved in this matter, to which I should like
briefly to refer, as showing in what respects this attempt at
uniformity and centralisation of power in the hands of this
Parliament operates Vo the detriment of the various Pro-
vinces. Before the last general election the right hon.
gentleman at the head of the Government made a statement
in Toronto with regard to the local license system in
Ontario, and he said he intended to teach the little tyrant
Mowat a lesson.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. BAIN. I am referring to what is known as the

McCarthy Dominion License law.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman cannot discuss

the license law under this clause.

Mr. BAIN. I do not propose to discuss it. I was simply
going to show that oven in that matter, an ordinary matter
of simple administration, it was utterly impossible to intro-
duce uniformity. In that Act we had to introduce an
exception in favor of one particular Province. We had
to provide that Que bec, in certain local matters, should be
excepted, and I remember that our friends from British
Columbia were anxious that they should be excepted from
that Act, which was intended to introduce uniformity in ail
the Provinces, and I refer to that as an illustration of the
practical impossibility of introducing any uniform system
into the great majority of things, which will apply equally
to every Province of this Dominion, and not work unsatis-
factorily to some of them. Now, Sir, with respect to theso
matters, if we are to consolidate the various Provinces into
what we are all desirous to see-a solid, united Confederacy,
built up strong in the preservation of local rights,
and feeling an attachment to the central federal interests,
this system of attempted uniformity will not b effective,
because we have already had abundant evidence that there
is a strong feeling of discontent with many of the pro-
visions of this Bill, on the part of some hon.
gentlemen, because it does not go far enough, and on the
part of others, because it goes further than they feel the
people they represent will justify. In addition to that, I say
that while I have no disinclination to sec Ontario brought
forward as the leading member of this Confederacy, I have
no hesitation in saying that it is unfair in principle to tako
what is practically an Ontario franchise and impose it as a
uniform franchise, to be applied to all the other Provinces.
I recogniso that there are differenco in tho local circum-
stances under which wo exist. I think that inside the united
federal system w leshould give oaeh of the Provinces as much
frecdom ns possible for the dovelopment of its own pecuhi-
aritios and the working of its own institutions; and as we
have been working for the whole lifetime of this Dominion
under this system, satisfactorily, it will require stronger
reasons than I have bard during this debate to induce me
to substitute for that system one which, while professing
to be uniform, bas already wandored as far as possible from
that uniformity, and unless it is false to two or
three members of this Confederacy, must inflict
a grievous wrong to many olectors of Prince
Edward Island. I wish to draw the attention ot
the louse to an extract from the Montreal Gazette,
written, I presume, by my hon. friend from Card-
well, at the time the Franchise Act was under discussion, in
1874. Now, I have no sympathy with men in this Bouse
who vise and read extracts of what some gentleman las
said in previous years and under different circumstances,
and then say that, because to-day ho holds a different
opinion, therefore ho bas contradicted himself and that ho
must be wrong. I have no sympathy with that class of
scrap-book orators. I confess that my feeling in that
respect is clearly exprossed by the laie Artemus Ward, who
thought it was a mighty limited cuss who could not get
himself up except by pulling another down. Now, I do not
read this extract for the purpose of saying one word disrer-
pectful of my hon. friend ; but I want t read it for the
purpose of showing how clearly it expresses to my mind
the whole facts, concentrated in the highest degree, that
affect this question:

" No one would dispute ..that it will be better, if it could be had
without any serious ir.convenience or expense, that we should have a
uniform franchise for electors in the representation of the people in the
House of Commons. But it i, toali intents and purposes, impracticable.
It would require the appointment of local officers to make out votera'
lists, and would, in its results, involve an amount of trouble and
expense altogether beyond the advantages to be derived from it. The
people, as represented in the Provincial Legislatures, have the same
interest in a fair and equitable representation in Parliament as have the
sanie people as represented in the Parliament of Canada, and tbey may
fairly be entrusted with the duty of determining a franchise based
upon their local peculiarities and their municipal ysltem. Under the
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responsible system which prevails in Canada, it is of the highestiimpor-
tance that Executive influence should be reduced to a miimum-iin the
matter of parliamentary elections, and everything that tende to that
end shouldbe hailed with satisfaction by all who desire a free and
untrammelled representation of the people in Parliament."

If I talked to this committce for two hours I could not
express in more cncise or cfective language the whole
facts involved in this discussion. They are put with clear-
ness and calmness and pointcdness, and hon. gentlemen
opposite, if they grapple with this question on its merits,
will find some difficulty in answering the arguments that
appear in these few sentences. They are my sentiments
on this question. I will not refer to the expenses that
must attend the preparing of two different classes of voters'
lists, and all the difficulties that must attend their revision
and correction, I had intended to compare at some length
the existing franchise in the Province of Ontario with the
one proposed in this Bill. I recognise in my Province, and
I am sure every other bon. member will recognise in his,
that the franchise that existed five or ten years ago is not
adapted to the local necessities of to-day. The development
and advance of the various Provinces make in necessary
from time to time to revise the electoral qualifica-
tions, and in this respect my own Province bas seen
fit to take a long step forward in the direction
of manhood suffrage. The leader of the Opposition in the
Ontario Legislature, who represents the Conservative ele-
ment ot Ihat Province, bas announced himself in favor of
coming directly to manhood suffrage in provincial matters,
and he claimed that he voiced correctly the sentiments of
the Conservative party of Ontario, and his friends in the
Ilouse stood up and voted with him. This shows that the
Conservatives of Ontario, when frec and untrammelled, are
prepared to step out to the vantage ground now occupied
by Prince Edward Island and British Columbia; while here,
from the circumstances that surround them, they are content
to remain on the ground which we have left in the Province
of Ontario. I feel, under these circumstances, that it is
safer and wiser to leave the franchises in the hands of the
different Provinces. Unless greater difficulties arise in the
future than bave arisen in the past, it will be wisdom to let
well enough alone, and to administer our institutions as
they have been administered with so little difficulty during
the last seventeen years.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is quite evident that the
gentlemen of the Opposition bave not had a full opportunity
of discussirg this measure. I think we should give them
every opportunity of doing it without injuring their bealth.
I would therefore move that the committee now rise,
report progress, and ask leave to sit again.

Committee rose and reported progress.
Sir J 'N A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 2:05 a.m.

Friday.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
FRIDA, 8th May, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

P&AYERS.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RIILWAY PROPOSALS AND
THE "MAIL" NEWSPAPER.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the Orders of the Day are called,
I wish to call the attention of the House, and the Govern-

Mr. BàUN (Wentworth).

ment to the fact that the paper which was submitted to Par-
liainent yesterday afternoon containing the proposais with
reference to the Canadian Pacifie Railway, appears to have
been presented in the first place to the proprietors of the
Mail newspaper. That it must have been in their hands
the day before, because it appeared in the piper that morn-
ing. 1 think that if that paper was ready for presentation,
the House ought to have had it first rather than the party
organ.

Mr. POPE. It came down as soon as it was ready.
Mr. BLAKE. But the Mail newspaper got it before it

was ready.

Sir RICHIARD CARTWRIGHT. IL seems to me the
hon. gentleman ought to give some further explanation of
this. Either he bas deliberately furnished it to the news-
paper in advance offurnishing it to the flouse,.or a gross
breach of confidence has been committed by some person in
bis employ, and he ought to say which it ie. IL is neither
more nor less than an insult to the representatives of the
people that newsp)apers should receive documents of this
character before the Hlouse is put in T ossession of them.

Mr. POPE. I do not think there is any breach of con-
fidence or anything of the kind. 1 think they may have
ways of getting it from the printer, or they may get hold
of it some way that I do not know anything about. We
see these things in other newspapers as well as the Mail;
we see them in the Globe, and 1 do not consider myseif re-
sponsible for the Globe or any. other paper picking up this
thing from the printing office, or any other place.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
man dony that he furnished it ?

Mr. POPE. Yes, I do.

Does the hon. gentle-

TUE FRANCHISE BILL.

The House again resolved itself into committee on Bill
(No. 103) respecting the Electoral Franchise.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. JACKSON. I have not occupied the time of the
House very much in the past, and I claim its indulgence
for a short Lime while I state some objections I entertain to
this Franchise Bill. I object to the Bill because it takes
away from the Provinces the right to fix their own fran-
chise in regard to returning members to this Parliament. I
object to this Bill on account of tne complications it will
cause, believing that, if it becomes law, the people of the
country will not be able to understand its meaning.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think I moved last
night that the committee rise and report progress, and so
I have the floor.

Mr. BLKAKE. I understand that the hon. member who
moves the motion that the debate be adjourned has the
floor. I do not understand that the rule applies to this
case; but undor any rule it does not apply to the hon.
gentleman who las not availed himself of his privileges.
'That privilege cannot be claimed if the hon. member did
not claim the attention of the Chairman until another hon.
gentleman had proceeded some time with his speech.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We do not move an
adjournment of the debate in Committee of the Whole, as
the hon. member knows. I claim my right.

Mr. BLAKE. I have said that the privilege can be
claimed by the hon. gentleman ifhe claims it at the proper
time. If another bon. member bas proceeded, the hon.
gentleman has o right to interpose with a speech.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Very well, Sir, I submit

te this continuous process of obstruction.
Mr. JACKSON. I was about to state my objections to

this Franchise BilL I object to this Bill on account of the
complications it will cause if it becomes law, the people of
the country not being able to understand its meaning, and
it will therefore lead to a great amount of trouble. I object
to this Bill because of the enormous expense that will be
incurred in carrying it into operation, an expense which is
unnecessary and might have been saved. I object to this
Bill because it is a usurpation of power, taking away from
the Pro-vinces rights which are now vested in them to make
their own laws for the election of members of Parliament.
I object to this Bill on account of the revising officers being
appointed by the Government ; these officers making up the
list and revising it themselves, and there being no appeal
on points of fact. I object to this Bill because the revising
officers, being strong partisans appointed by the Govern-
ment, will have the power in constituencies where the
majority is not over 150 votes to wipe out that majority and
return ôandidates of the party in power, which means
wiping ont of the Reform party in Ontario.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman must be aware
of the rule that prohibits an hon. member from reading his
speech.

Mr. JACKSON. I was merely reading the objections I
have to this Bill, which objections I desire to proceed to
explain.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I ask that the hon gentle-
man be not interrupted. Although it is strictly the rule
that an hon. gentleman has no right to read his speech, we
have adopted the habit so much, and we have allowed it to
pass so often, especially during the late debate, that I do
not think the hon. gentleman should be made an objection.

Mr. JACKSON. I was about to state that in the Province
of Ontario there are 40 constituencies where the majorities
are not over 150, and if this revising barrister bas the
power placed in his hands to make his own voters' list and
revise it himself, from which there is no appeal, the Reform
party in Ontario will be entirely wiped out. I object to
this Bill because it does not specify what salaries the revis-
ing officer and bailiff shall be paid, but it leaves the Gov.
ernor in Council te decide the amount of salary. Those
officers beings servants of the Government and paid by the
Government, their temptation to do wrong is doubled. Those
are the principal objections I have to this Bill, and I desire
to make a few remarks bascd on thern. We members of this
Parliament are sent bore by the people of the different
Provinces, individually elected by the electors of our respec-
tive districts. We are sent here to legislate and enact laws
for the well-bing and prosperity of the country. Can any
hon. gentleman tell me that this Franchise Bill is necessary
to the well-being and prosperity of this country ? I claim
it is net. Can any hon. member tell me any good reasons
that have been shown to this Hlouse why this Bill should be
passed; why this change of the electoral franchise should
be made ? Has there been any demand made by the people
for it? I claim there has not. The First Minister, in
explaining the Bill, stated that it was necessary on account
of the different franchises prevailing in the Provinces ; and
he referred to the fact that people on different sides of the
Ottawa river elected representatives to Parliament under
different franchises. The hon. gentleman declared that if
this Bill was passed, it would cure the discontent that
prevailed on that account. 1 ask him whether such a
state of things has net existed for the last eighteen
years; whether the Provinces have ever had the same
franchise during that period? No. Ontario and Quebee
has each had its own franchise, and there has been no
discontent. And if there has been no discontent in the
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past, I ean tell the hon. gentleman that ho is sowing
seeds of discontent by bringing in this Bill. The hon. gen-
tleman says that, the British Nerth American Act gives
this Parliament the power to make ;its own franchise. We

f know that Act gives the power; but does it give the right ?Power is abseolute; right is justice. Is it just to the peopleof the different Provinces, that the franchises under which
they elected representatives here, should enact a law taking
away from them the right to send members to this Parlia-
ment. I claim that it is not justice. Her Majesty's repre.
sentative, the Governor General, has the power to disallow
any Bill passed by this House. But has ho the right to do so ?
I say no, unless the law is of such a character that it is not
desired by the people and is not in their interest. Now,
Sir, the hon. member for King's, N.B., said that the mcm.
bers of this Parliament were here to register the opinions
of the Government, and for no other purpose. Well, Sir,
I say, if that is the case, this Parliament is a farce and
there is no need of an Opposition.

Mr. FOSTER I rise to a point of Order. Will the hon.
gentleman be kind enough to ropoat what he has just said,
as to the statement of the member for King's, N.B. ? I did
not quite catch it.

Mr. JACKSON. I said the hon. member for King's, N.B.,
stated that this Parliament was here to register the
opinions of the Government, and for no other purpose.

Mr. POSTER. Then, Mr. Chairman, I beg to say dis.
tinctly-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. FOSTER. I beg to say distinctly that I did not

make that statement.
Mr. JACKSON. I have Iansard here, and I will read

what the hon. gentleman said. The hon. gentleman was
replying to a speech made by the hon. member for West
Ontario, and speaking of the discontent which the hon.
member for West Ontario said existed in that country, ho
made these remarks:

"Sir, he asks the question: I1 this Parliament here to register tho
opinions of the Government ? I will answer that question very shortly.
In one sense Parliament i here to register the opinions of the Govern-
ment ; in another sense it is not. If the proposition is that Parliament
is simply to shut its eyes and stop its ears, and, when the thirteen mem-
bers of the Cabinet bring down their moasures to swallow them, with.

out tb oppor uto accepting or rejecting thom, then Parliainent is
het boreforoanyuch purpose. But if the question ts whether Parlia-

ment is here to register the opinions of the Government, who are put In
power by the majorit tof the people, and who have the confidence of
the people, I say that Parliament is here for that and no other purpose."

This Parliament is here by the majority of the people, and if
so they should have the confidence of the people, and there-
fore the hon. gentleman says that this Parliament is here tO
register the opinions of the Government, and for no other
purpose. If that is the opinion of hon. gentlemen opposite,
and it seems to be their opinion, I say this Parliament is a
farce. If that is the course to be adopted all that will be
necessary in the future, when a general election takes place,
will be for the political party who succeeds in the country,
to come and take possession of this House, and go on aud
run the affairs of the nation, and there will b cio necessity
whatever for au Opposition to come here. I claim that the
respectable minority in the couatry have rights which
demand protection in this Hlouse as well as anywhere else,
and can any hon. gentleman tell me that he is not the repre-
sentative of the minority, as welt as the majority ? Do we
not come here to enact laws for the benefit of the minority
in the country, as well as for the majority? I say if the
respectable minority which now exists in the country are
not to have any representation, if their rights
are to be ignored, it is time that that state
of affairs is remedied. Do not the minority
in the Provinces pay a portion of the taxes; do not
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they assist in contributing to the revenues of the coun-
try, and have they net a right to be represented in this
louse ? I claim that the Opposition in this Parliament
have their rights, and their right is to stand up here and
defend the minority in the country. I claim that this
Franchise Bills an injustice to the people of this Domin-
ion and should be opposed at every stage. The people of
this country are becoming alive to the effect of the pro-
positions in this Bill; they are becoming indignant, as we
can sec by the petitions which are now coming in to this
Parliament. Sir, I believe that this Bill is a blow at the
Province of Ontario, that it is intended to wipe out this
little band who are here to-day fighting for the people's
rights throughout the Dominion. I believe that this Bill
is intended to destroy popular rights and free elections in
this country, and to establish a despotism whereby one
man can say who shall be elected to this Parliament. I
believe it is intended to take from the people their right to
say who shall represent them in this Parliament, and to
place that power in the hands of the Government of the
day-a power which they can use for their own purposes.
lon. gentlemen say that municipal elections in Ontario
are carried on on strict political lines. I admit
that in a great many cases they are. I admit,
for the sake of argument, that municipal elections
are carried on on political linos ; I will admit
that the assessors making up the voters' list are strong
partisans. Hon. gentlemen say they can see no difference
between the system as it now exists, where these assessors
and makers of the voters' lists are strong partisans, and a
system of revising barristers-that will make no political
difference, no material difference. I claim that there is a
very marked difference. I claim that in no constituency in
the Province of Ontario, and I doubt if there is one in the
Dominion of Canada, where all the municipalites are of
one political stripe. Take the average of the electoral dis-
tricts throughout the country, and especially throughout
Ontario, and they have six to eight municipalities. One
municipality may elect Conservative officers, and that muni-
cipality may give an advantage to the Conservatives, and a
disadvantage to the Reformers. The next municipality will
elect Reformers, and in that municipality the Reform party
will have the benefit, and the Conservatives the disadvan-
tage, and therefore they are on the whole evenly balanced.
Bach electoral district is nearly equally balanced, and there
are none where all the municipalities are of the same
political stripe, so that there is a fair chance for both. But,
Sir, when you give a revising officer the power to pass
through a whole electoral district, he will have the making
and the revising of all the voters' lista, so that I claim that
the difference between the two systems is very marked.
The difference is so great that it will entirely wipe out the
Refurm party in the Province of Ontario. I do not know
whether I shall be able to convince hon. gentlemen oppo-
site that that is the case, because they do not like to be
convinced; and if they are convinced they will not acknow-
ledge it. But I think I shall be able to convince the people
of the country that such is the fact, and if I succeed in
doing that I shall attain my desire. Now, the Mail news-
paper of the 5th of May stated that 319 speeches
had been delivered in this House on the Franchise Billup to
Saturday night at twelve o'clock. Well, suppose that is so;
the exhibition that was made here on Saturday night last
proves that 319 speeches, and possibly as many more, are
necessary to convince hon, gentlemen opposite of the pro-
visions of this Bill. Hon. gentlemen on this side of the
House had been here in continuons session for 57 hours,
talking to convince hon. gentlemen of the provisions of the
Bill; and yet, after all that talking, and after exhausting
their physical strength in giving hon. gentlemen a fair test
of their mental and oratorical powers, they failed to do
so, and the hon. member for South Brant (Mr. Paterson) had

Mr. JAK.SoN,

to call upon the First Minister to prove the correetness of his
statement as to the nature and intention of the Bill. Io it
not neoessary to diseuse these matters after such an exhibi-
tion as that ? If it has taken so many speeches, moetly
upon one clause, to oonvince hon. gentlemen, I am afraid
that your patience, Mr. Chairman, will be entirely exhausted
before they become acquainted with all the provisions of
the Bill. Hon. gentlemen say that we are obstructing
legislation. The fact I have stated shows, that there is no
intention of the kind, but that the object is merely to exhibit
to people the enormity of this Bill. Some hon. members
say that this Bill is patterned after the English Bill. I deny
it. By the English Bill, the revising officer is appointed
by the judge; he has nothing to do with the making of the
votera' liste; he merely revises it, as the county jadge does
in this country, striking off or putting on such names as he
thinks the intereste of justice require should be struck off
or put on. Hon. gentlemen say that this Bill is an enlarge-
ment of the Ontario Franchise Bill; the Toronto Ma of
the 5th May makes the sane statement. Well, I can only
see two ways in which it enlarges it. As 'the law
now stands in Ontario, one man has one vote,
but this Bill provides that one man shall have
two, three or four votes, according to the pro-
perty he owns. If he owns property in different electoral
districts, he as votes in those different districts. Under
that arrangement the representatives here are not elected
by the majority of the people. Another enlargement is the
clause which gives to a tenant the right to vote on a rental
of 82 a month, $6 a quarter, $12 a half year, or $20 a year.
It does not say what the property is to be worth. But if a
man pays that amount of rent, lie is a voter. I claim that
that clause will give votes to thousands of people in the
cities and towns who ought not to have them under system
of property qualification-people living in hovels and small
tenements that are not worth $300. Therefore, these people
will be voting on property on which the owner cannot
vote. That is an enlargement of the franchise. But,
except in these two particulars the Bill, instead of enlarg-
ing the franchise, very much contracts it. There are tens
cf thousands of people in the Province of Ontario,
entranchised to-day who will be disfranchised under
this Bill. In cities and towns it requires a pro-
perty qualification of $300, whereas the Provincial
Bill requires only $200. Therefore I claim. that
wherever this Bill enlarges the franchise it enlarges it in
the wrong direction. I claim that one man should have
one vote and no more, in that way we get the true repre-
sentation of the people. We do not want the representa-
tion of a man's wealth here; we want a representation of
the people. If a man is allowed to vote according to his
wealth, we never will get representation of the people.
The hon. the Socretary of State, in speaking on thie subject,
said that the judges would make proper revising offleers. I
agree with him in that respect, but we have no assurance
that they will be the revising oefficers. If it were intended
they should, there are not enough county judges to fill those
offices, and besides they have too much busines on hand to
act as revising barristers. Therefore these offleers muet be
barristers.

Mr. CIAIRMA 9. The hon. gentleman cannot discuss a
clause that is not before the committee.

Mr. JACKSON. These barristers reside in towns and
cities as well as in the counties, and therefore I think they
come under this clause.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. We are discussing the qualification
of votera in cities and towns and the amendments moved
thereto, which have nothing to do with the revising
barrister.

Mr. JACKSON. I accept your decision, Sir. Then
there is the question of expense. The provisions of this
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Bill cannot be carried ont without an expense of at least
half a million dollars per annum, which means for a Par-
liament elected to this louse for 5 years $2,500,000, an ex-
pense entirely unnecessary, not desired by the people, and
which will be foroed on the people by the majority in this
House. I do not intend taking up the time of theI louse
longer. I have taken up but very little time in the past
and intend doing so in the future, and therefore, Mr. Chair.
man, I will eave the question in the hands of the House.

Mr. POSTER. I simply wish to set myself right with
referenoe to a statement made by the hon. gentleman who
has just taken his seat. He said I declared this Parliament
was here to register the opinions of the Government, and
for no other prpose. What I ask now is that all that I said
should ho taken together. It is evidently unfair to select a
part of a sentence in a paragraph dealing with one subject
and lot that go as a whole. What I said was this:

" In eue sense Parliament le here to register the opinions of the Gov-
érament; in another sense it is not. If the proposition ii that Parli-
ment il simply to shut its eyes and stop its ears and, when the thirteen
members ofthe Cabinet bring down their measures, to swallow them,
then Parliament is not here for any such purpose."

Again I said:
"l But if the question is whether Parliament is here to register the

opinions of the Government, who are put in power by the majority of
the people, and who have the confidence of the people, I say that Par-
liaiment is her for that and no -other purpose.'

Parliament is certainly not here to register the opinion of
the minority. The Government is but the mouth-piece of
the majority elected by the people, and the measures the
Government bring down are but the measures which
meet with the collective assent of the majority. If there is
any proposition that is true, it is this, that if any measures
should pass Parliament they are those that are presented to
Parliament by the Government, endorsed by the majority
of which the Government is the executive.-

".And when a body of men in minority set up their will against the
representatives of the people sent here to support a Government, I
think that gentlemen who propose that are proposing something which
la against the genius of eur Government, and we might as well give up
ail responsible government if that is to be the rule. I give the Oppo-
sition right to full and free discussion, but when they have fully and
pertinently discussed a measure, when they have taken up the issues
involved in -a nanly and fair spirit of criticism and investigation,
applied according to fair rules, I say when they go one single step
beyond that it is not criticism but it le obstruction, and that it is againet
the genius and the spirit of our constitution."

I think any oandid man, on reading all that I said, will
understand my meaning.

Mr. MILLS. And that proposition would apply quite as
well to a proposition of the Government to annex this
country to the lUnited States as to that under discussion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I suppose the hon. gen-
tiemad would not object to that.

Mr. MILLS. No, it is the hon. gentleman himself who
favors that proposition.

Sir RICH ARD CARTWRIGHT. If it should come it
will be from his Government.

Mr. MULOCK. It is satisfactory to find that our friends
on the other side are amenable to reason and occasionally
desire to retrace their stops. It is satisfactory to find that
some of them, at least, have a glimmering of.conscience yet
left, and would gladly recall these words which are on
record. No doubt we are thankful to the hon. gentleman
who offered this explanation of his remarks, but bis explan-
ation is but an endorsement of what is on record; no doubt
we are thankful to him for his views and opinions as to the
privileges of members of Parliament; but when he stands
up here and ventures to criticise the action of Her Majesty's
Opposition and dares to intimate that in dealing with a
question se important as this their conduct is dictated by
other than a sinere desire for the welfare of the country, he

assumes to put himself in the place of others. Ho bas no right
to set himself up as a judge of the consciences of others.
Now, what is bis attitude upon the position and duties of
members of Parliament. Lot us take the sentiment that
ho had expressed to-day, which is but an ondorsement of
what he expressed a lew days ago. Lot us takebis pre-
tended correction, which only shows that, after reflection,
bis conviction is not improved. We cannot excuse him from
the expressions here on any ground that they were stated
hastily in debate, because ho bas had an opportunity,
between the time that my hon. friend from Ilalton referred
to him and the time of bis rising, te re-read the words ho
uttered before and to offer us bis explanation. Let us see
wherein ho makes the matter perfectly clcar, let us se. where
ho stands as the representative of the people in an institution
which is supposed to be free and unbiassed, every momber of
which is supposed to come bore with bis mind unbiassed and
prepared to consider all matters upon their morits, and not
to hand over bis judgment to any given set of men. What
does ho say ? After elaborating and discussing two views,
for he is an hon. gentleman who would like to be on two
sides at once if ho could, he finally settlos on one aide. le
had to get down from the fonce, and this is the stop on which
ho got down:

"lBut, if the question is whether Parliament is here to register the
opinions of the Government, who are put in power by the majority of
the people, and who have the confidence of the people, I say that Par-
liament is here for that and no other purpose."

Was there ever a more absurd proposition stated on the
floor of Parliament by a person pretending to have his senses
about him ? Was there ever a more absurd propoition
offered te intelligent mon in uan institution such as this ?
The hon. gentleman means to say that, when a Govern-
ment is placed in power, from that time to the end of its
tenure of office, for five years under our Act, every man
who was elected to support that Governmont has no right
te think for himself at all during that whole poriod of
time-

Mr. FOSTER. I said no such thing.-

Mr. MULOCK-no matter what the measures are,
whether good or bad, so long as they are endorsed by the
Government which, ho says, was at one time in the posses-
sion of the confidence of the people, from the vory fact that
at the commencement of their term they had the confidence
of the people, ho is bore to register their decrees.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.

Mr. MULOCK. They may hoot and laugh as they
please; I am speaking as I feel. He is in the position of
announcing bis political creed to bp :

"1He always voted at bis party's cali,
And never thought of thinking for himself at all."

That may be his view of bis position bore, and I should
say that he bas acted very consistently in that lino, but I
think it is not the view of bis hon. friends who surround
him or the view entertained in Parliament in days gone by.
We have known, in times past, that the Government pre-
sided over by the same able Premier has been more than
once deposed from office during its term, with a Parliament
fresh from the country. If we recognise the doctrine laid
down here, on what principle did the Parliament of 1873
vote want of confidence in the Governament of that day ?
They were elected, they had confidence in the Government.
The people bad confidence in the Government at the time
that Parliament was elected. On what principle, reconcil-
able with the doctrine laid down bere, did the members in
Parliament assembled withdraw their confidence from the
Government ? Why did they not follow ont religiously the
doctrine laid down ?

Some hon. MEKBERS. Question.
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Mr. MULOCK. if the question is whether Parliament resulting from mature debate. Now, Mr. Chairman, what

is here to register the opinions of the Government who are views have we had expressed upon this motion and this
put in power by the majority of the people and have the amendment by any member of the Government ? My hon.
confidence of the people, why did they not say: We are friend, the Minister of Oustoms, has never ventured to offer
here now for that purpose and for no other purpose? Why an opinion upon it. The Minister of Public Works, who
did they not give that answer to every argument or reason has been constantly in the House, has not ventured to give
which was advanced why they should withdraw their con- an opinion on the merits of this measure. He seems to
fidence from the Government ? Manifestly because they possess great staying powers, and an even temper-not like
were intelligent people and knew their duty was different, my hon. good natured friend, the Minister of Customs,
and that, whilst they were sent to support the Government who, at times, loses control over himself. The Minister of
in all its good measures, they still reserved to themselves Public Works follows a different rule. Ie has con-
the right, as it was their duty, at all times to sit as a check fidence in his staying power. HIe does not ex-
upon the Government, and, when it was deemed proper by haust himself by sudden sallies, but he waits till the
them, to withdraw their confidence and support. I am only effective time, the time for voting, arrives. The only
amazed, therefore, that any gentleman should present this member of the Government who ventured to express an
as his mature views as to the duties of members of Parlia- opinion on this measure, was the Secretary of State, but as
ment. he is not present at the moment I will not speak of him

Mr. MILLS. They are not matured. now• We have had a few remarks on this measure by some
hon. gentlemen opposite. The bon. member for Montreal

Mr. MULOCK. No, I apologise, I did not intend to give Centre (Mr. Curran) expressed himself, and what did he
an attribute to those views that they did nou possess, but say? HIe complained that there was a great deal of time
they are as matured, probably, as they ever can be under wasted in this discussion. Well, I can only answer that
the circumstances. Now to refer to this question. observation by saying that bis friends helped to waste a

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear. great deal of that time, and attempted to stifle discussion
Mr. MULOCK. This is not the first question on which for a considerable time by all the known arts. The hon.

int.erruptions have taken place, which have been profitless member for Montreal Centre announced a curions proposi-
o the interrupters, and have to some extent retarded the tion. He said the Confederation Act was passed withoutan

progress of debate. The subject we have in hand is one of appeal to the people, and therefore Parliament might just as
the very gravest importance. I can conceive of no subject pioperly pass this Bill without appeal to the people. Well,
being transferred to this arena and entitled to more careful what is the difference ? The Confederation Act was passed,beig tanserrd t tis ren an enited o mre areulit is true, without an appeal te the people; -but was itconsideration than the one in hand. It involves consequen. it sed without the people kno;bing of the measure? Was
ces far reaching in their effect. We have the assurance of itpassed iho t onowmg of thm aras
experienced statesmen that the consideration of a question int passed n opposition to any great political party
of this kind and of this gravity can only be approached the country? Was it passed without due consideration?
after the most mature consideration, after the question has Was it passed before it became an issue? Why, Si, you
been a public, live question for a length of time, after the know that the question of Confederation had been an issue
public mind las been directed towards it, after the repre- before the country on several occasions, both at general and
sentatives of the people have had ample opportunity to byelections. The Confederation Act, i some of the Pro-
consider it and to interchange ideas with those whom they vinces at least, had been endorsed at the polis before Parhia-
represent; and, because it has had in the past such treat- ment endorsed it. But how many men lu the country knew
ment, because such a question in the past has been anything of the existence of this measure until within the last
held to be entitled te such careful consideration, we, two weeks? How many men to-day know that their rights
because we are in a minority, as my ihon, frien are going to be endangered by this measure? Can you com-
from King's, N. B., (Mn. Foster) would say, have ne place pare the two Act? Now, Mr. Chairman, on what ground
here to criticise, no right to express opinions, or to exorcise men asked te pass this Bihl? A number of hion. gentle-
the powers that were given to us and discharge those duties enphave expressed themseves in favor of this Bilh and
that are expected of us, but we are here, as he is, lie every part of it. Who are those hon. members who have
thinks to act the part of more puppets, and assent to the thus committed themselves te every part of this Bit, isctud-
will of the majority represented by the Government of the ing section 3, now before the committee ? I suppose the
day. That has been somewhat the r6le of hon. gentlemen Premier will say that lie endorses section 3, because it will
opposite, and, without desiring to say a word to offend help to carry out the great object of this Bill-uniformity.
them, I do not think it was creditable to the dignity of Par- He urged the adoption of this Bill on two distinct grounds,
liament, or to the issues involved, that we should find for one, that of uniformity ; the other, that the Dominion should
instance, my ion. friend,'the Minister of Customs, reoiining control its own franchise. As to uniformity, I think that
here comfortably asleep. pretention has long since been abandoned. But I complain

that all the hon. gentlemen who have spoken in favor of
Mr. BOWELL. I had botter be here than drinking this Bill have shown that they are not familiar with its

down stairs. scope. My hon. friend from East Gray (Mr. Sproule) was
Mr. MULOCK. He knows as a rule that he is quite a wake- going to support this Bill and this clause, because it would

fut man. I agree with him that ho would be much botter limit the franchise to enfranchised Indians. He was wrong.
employed in going to sleep than in engaging in worse prac- The First Minister pointed out that ho was wrong, and then
tices, but I do not think it is creditable to a Government or a he was going te support this clause because it did not limit
party that they cannot answer argument with argument ; I the franchise te enfranchised Indians. My hon. friend from
do not think it is creditable, on a great issue like this, King's, N.B. (Mr. Foster), who isso clear-sightedrand whose
that, when argument is advanced by one party, we find the views on the duties of Parliament are so correct, was going
party on the other side taking to their beds; I do not to support this Bill for the same'reason as the hon. mem-
think it is creditable to the dignity of Parliament or worthy ber for East Grey ; but when he found that his reason for
of the great subject we have iu hand that lon. gentlemen supporting it was all wrong, then he was going to support
opposite, lu presenting to Parliament a Bill of this charac. it because his reason was ail wrong. My hon. friend from
ter, a Bill fraught with such serions consequences, in the Algoma (Mr. Dawson) was going to support it for tie
future as well as the present, should force it through Par- same reason. His argument for supporting it was
liament simply by voting power rather than by conviction exploded by the Premier, and when it was exploded

Mr. MULOCK.
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ho was going to support it becanse the Premier had
exploded hie argument. My hon. friend from Ottawa
County (Mr. Wright) announced, in the speech he made on
the motion for the second reading of this Bill, when, if I
remember rightly, ho seconded the motion, that ho was
going to support this Bill, including section 3, because it
proposed to give the franchise to women. Well, where is
his argument now ? What does the gallant King of the
Gatineau do now, that women are not going to be enfran.
chised ? He supports it now for the very opposite reason
that ho had for supporting it when the Bil was introduced.
The hon. member for Kent, New Brunswick (Mr. Landry),
is going to support it because it did not propose to enfran-
chise the tribal Indian; and when ho found it was going to
enfranchise the tribal Indian, I suppose he will still sup-
port it because it proposes to give the vote to the tribal
Indian. Now, I see the Secretary of State in his place in
Parliament. Why was he going to support the Bill ?
He was going to support it because it in no
way endangered the franchise, because while this
Parliament was going to control the franchise, the
machinery of this Bil would be so perfect that it would in
no way curtail the righte of any man, that the safeguards
provided by this Bill were exactly the same as the safe-
guards under th.e existing system, and for these reasons the
Secretary of State recommended Parliament to adopt this
measure. Why, Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of State, like
ail those other hon. gentlemen, took the whole measure on
faith. I do not suppose he saw the Bill-ever saw one
clause of the Bill, but simply endorsed it as some people en-
dorse their prayers, by referring to the original document
and saying : "Them's my sentiments." I suppose that is
the principle adopted by most of the hon. members op-
posite ; at ail events, we learn from the hon. member for
King's, N. B. (Mr. Foster), that that is his guide in dis-
charging his party duties bere. Now, we have a new
element cropping up in the amendaient moved by the hon.
member for King's, P. E. I. (Mr. Macdonald). He las
moved an amendment to the amendment, to the effect that
Prince Edward Island shall retain manhood suffrage that
she has at present. He did not venture to indulge in
argument to any extent why Prince Edward Island should
be excepted from the general provisions of this Bill.
But he moved the amendment. Where was his argument?
His whole argument was this: We should enjoy our separ-i
ate provincial rights, but no other Province should do so.
How kind of tbe hon. member to set himself up as the
guardian of the other Provinces; how kind and considerate
to ask to have a law passed which did not apply to his
Province, but would apply to the other Provinces. On
what ri.'r'-ple is it that a law passed by the general Par-
lia mo LÂ Canada shall be exceptional in its character ? If
our laws are to be accepted by the people, should they not
be of that fair charace which enables them to be extended
to ail people, irrespective of provincial and other differ-
ences ; and yet the hon. gentleman who moved the amend-
ment to the amendment has kindly informed the House
that this measure is an iniquituons measure as regards
Prince Edward Island, but is a perfectly justifiable measure
as regards the other Provinces. That is the hon.
gentleman's argument, and ho proposes to support
the Bill if Prince Edward Island is relieved from
its effects But is Prince Edward Island is not relieved, I
ask the hon. gentleman what will he do. What will ail the
members for Prince Edward Island do? Will they then find
the measure perfectly right? If so, what does the hon.
gentleman mean by moving the amendment to the amend-
ment ? le cannot possibly reconcile the two positions.
Let us now take the hon. member for Prince. That hon.j
gentleman gave us a slight history of some local affairs in
that Province. He told us that in 1874 a measure was passed
by the Local Legislature of that Province, whereby a large

number of electors were disfranchised. In glowingterms ho
depicted the wrong done on that occasion. Well, if it was a
wrong for the Local Legislature to disfranchise a large
number of the citizens of that Island, is it not a wrong to.day
for this Parliament to produce precisely the same results by
its legislation. I therefore ask the lon. member for Prince
what will his course be, when this amendment has been
voted down, as I understand it las been arranged that
it will be ? Will he thon support the original
Bill with all its clauses ? Will ho thon support
this Bill, which will disfranchise a large percentage
of the constituents who elected him, or will ho
resist it as a whole because that one part which is bad is
common both to the Bill of to-day and that of 1874 ? We
shall see what course those hon.gentlemen will pursue when
the amendment to the amendment is voted down. British
Columbia will also be affected by this measure, and I call
the attention of the lon. members from that Province to a
paragraph appearing in the Montreal fferald, of this date,
in which reference is made to the contemplated action of
the representatives of British Columbia upon this question.
I understand that in British Columbia they have a most
liberal franchise, practically manhood suffrage, and, of
course, if this measure is passed in its entirety, British Col-
umbia electorate will be to a large extent disfranchised.

Mr. B&KER (Victoria). They will not; I bog your pardon.
They will scarcoly be touched at all.

Mr. MULOCK. I am told this Bill will largely curtail
the franchise in British Columbia.

Mr. BAKER. You are misinformed.
Mr. MULOCK. I submit that the Bill will have that

effect. Let us see what the Montreal Blerald says as to the
hon. members for British Columbia on this point. Speak.
ing of what is said to have taken place at a caucus of the
Conservative party, the correspondent says :

" Here one of the Prince Edward Island delegation remarked that
their Island had manhood suffrage, and any attempt to limit it would
prevent a Conservative being returned. This gentleman further ob-
served that, as wages were very low on the Island the wage-earning
power was much les, and it placed the Island people at a disadvantage
as regards the effet of the Bill upon thevoters as compared with other
parts 0t the Dominion.

" To this Sir John replied that manhood suffrage alio prevailed in
British Columbia, and that the representatives from that section were
prepared to accept the Bill, and he believed that he had made the
qualification so low that it would in that Province deprive but few
people of votes that they now possessed under manhood suffrage.

I He went on to say that the low rate of wages in Prince Edward
Island wua werthy of~ consideration, and it miKght be well te considor
how far lie could meet the Isranders by reducng the qualification for
that Island even at the risk:of interfering with the symmetry of his Bill."

We have it stated bore that there is a certain franchise in
British Columbia different from the franchise proposed to be
adopted. We have it on the admission of the Firet Minister
that the proposed franchise would disfranchise some of the
electors of British Columbia. We have it stated bore that
the representatives of British Columbia have given their
adherence to this measure ; that they have, purporting to
represent their Province, bartered away the rights of those
who are proposed to be disfranchised.

Mr. BAK ER. I rise to contradict that statement. We
have done nothing of the sort; at least I have not.

Mr. MULOCK. I am glad to know it and no doubt the
lon. gentleman truthfully contradicts that statement;
because I can conceive of no greater wrong being done by
a representative of a Province than to. purport to represent
his people in sucha matter as this, and without consultation,
without authority from them, without their knowledge, to
bartor away those rights that have been obtained
for them by the statute of their own , Province.
I cannot conceive that any hon. member bas a
right to barter away such rights. When the Local
Legislature passed the Bill giving the vote to certain of its
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people, those people then under the Confederation Act
became entitled to vote at elections for members of the
fouse of Commons of Canada. They hold those rights;
and on what principle can any member who purports to
represent them for certain matters pretend to stand up in
this House and say: I choose to hand over those franchises
to the Dominion Government, or I choose to wipe them
out. If a member can do that, what can the leaders do ?
If a representative can barter away the rights of one free
man, he can barter away the rights of everyone. If the
representatives from British Columbia and Prince Edward
Island can come here and give their sanction to a Bill that
disfranchises a portion of their constituents, they can come
here and give their sanction to a Bill disfranchising all their
constituents; they can assent to a Bill to wipe out the
entire system of representation. It is idle, therefore, for
the Government to say with respect to this Bill that they
have the endorsement of the representatives of the people.
If the measure is right, they will have the endorsement of
the people to the measure. If the measure is wrong, no
assent given on the floor of Parliament will bind the people.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I understood the hon. gentleman to
say that the members from British Columbia had bartered
away their rights or the rights of their constituents. The
subsequent expression is unparliamentary. To accuse an
hon. member of bartering away the rights of the people
wouid be highly improper, and if the hon. gentleman made
use of that expression I would ask him to withdraw it.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not know how their rights are-
going to be taken from them. I suppose the principal
question is, whether they have given their sanction to any
of the rights of their constituents being taken from them.
In regard to British Columbia, I may say that my reason
for using that expression-which of course I withdraw at
your request, Sir-

Mr. RYKERT. Of course; you have got to do it.

Mr. MULOCK. I do what is my duty, not under com-
pulsion, but from a sense of duty. It is stated that the
British Columbians are giving their assent to this measure
because the Chinese are not going to be enfranchised. The
representatives of that Province, or some of them, made no
objection to this measure when it was introduced, although
it proposed to give the franchise to the Chinese, but as
soon as the Opposition pointed out that the effect of the
Bill would be to enfranchise the Chinese, then the
Premier gave notice of an amendment whereby the Chinese
should not be enfranchised. Now, surely if it was
wrong to give the franchise to the Chinese, then the fran-
chise should not be given to the Chinese, and a sense of
right and duty ought alone to be sufficient to prevent the
wrong being done. The Gavernment have no right to
exact as a condition for not enfranchising the Chinese, that
for that consideration they shall obtain certain rights of
the people. If those terms have been imposed on the rep-
resentatives of British Columbia, then those gentlemen have
certainly shown themselves extremely weak, if they have
been induced to give a silent assent, as they have been, to
this measure, which will disfranchise a certain number of
white people in that Province, merely to escape the
greater evil.

Mr. HOMER. I wish to say that the hon. gentleman
has made an entirely wrong statement with regard to the
Chinese.

Mr. BOWELL. It is scarcely worth'while noticing it.

Mr. REID. You had botter leave British Columbia
alon.

Mr. MULOCK I think British Columbia is being left
alone by its representatives, and it is the duty of every mem-
ber of this louse to have a view, not only to his own Prov-

Mr, MuLooK,

ince, but to all the Provinces, especially when we know
that the members from British Columbia complain that
their influence with this House and with the Government
counts for nothing, and that whatever advice they give the
Government is overruled by the advice from, I think it is
Mr. Trutch. That is a great grievance with the members
for British Columbia-

Mr. HOMER We do not admit that even; you are
wrong again.

Mr. CHARLTON. Did I understand the hon.gentleman
to say that my hon. friend was lying all the time? That was
rather unparliamentary.

Mr. RYKERT. One at a time.
Mr. MULOCK. As I was saying, a number of these

gentlerien, for a great many inconsistent reasons-reasons
which have no existence now if they had at one time-are
supporting this Bill and this particular clause. They went
it blind at the beginning, and they are going to go it blind
at the end. However, there is one common ground upon
which they all unite. They may have differences about the
Indians, the Premier may wish to enfranchise Pie-a-Pot and
the rest, and other gentlemen may not wish it, the members
for British Columbia may sit silently when the people are
being disfranchised, my gallant friend from Ottawa county
(Mr. Wright) may sit quietly and support the Bill when
the franchise is denied to women, but there is one good safe
standing ground for them all. There is one thing they are
still agreed upon-not a reference to the matter-they are
absolutely indifferent to it, and yet it is a matter to which I
think all of them have an eye. I have not heard any of
them yet getting up and objecting to the revising officer
and his powers.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria). We have not got to that yet.
Mr. MULOCK. Perhaps when we get to it we will see

whether it is a provision which will meet with universal
approval.

Mr. MACMASTER. Stick to the text.
Mr. MULOCK. My hon. friend from Glengarry (Mr.

MacMaster) is extremely anxious for me to proceed. I
think if he las any views on this question he is quite cap-
able of enlightening the House, but .he would appear te
prefer exercising that supreme duty of an intelligent sup-
porter of the Government, in whom the people have con-
fidence-to remain bore and become a maere registrar. I
say this Bill and this clause seem to rest the franchise upon
a property qualification. But yet we have a mongrel kind
of qualification. We have a property qualifitatioi, but
where does the uniformity come in there? In towns we
have one kind of qualification on property, and in cities
another, and as we go further down we cannot ignore
the fact that there are more than town and city
electors, and we cone to various very confusing q-talifi-
cations. Where does the uniformity come in when yon
say that a man shall qualify on his llshing tackle or boats ?
What is the use of such a property qualification, say in the
North-West ? Why should we not rest the qualification of
a man's appliances for earning a living-on his chattel
property which he uses in his calling or employment.
Why not when yon come to Ontario and the North- West,
allow a man to qualify in respect of his horses and bis cat-
tle ? Why not allow a cabman to qualify on his cab and
horse ? Where does the uniformity come in when we finI
one special kind of qualification, only applicable t> one
part of the Dominion, and in another part of the Dominion
we find a vastly different kind of qualification ? The uni-
formity proposition is almost to absurd to need argument
to expose it. You talk of property qualification, but what
is proposed to be done ? It is proposed to enfranuchise
the Indians who have not the property qualification,
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and it is proposed to give the vote to a man
who has not a cent in the world, because he
happeus to be the husband of a woman who owns pro-
perty. Was there ever anything more absurd than that ?
Yet these hon. gentlemen say that this franchise is based on
uniformity. Then we have the manhood feature of the vote
given to farmers' sons and the sons of owners of real estate.

think we should agree with the sensible remarks of my
honorable and independent friend from Northumberland
(Mr. Mitchell) when he characterised these franchises as
more fancy franchises, calculated to embarrass and deceive
and to open the door to all conceivable kinds of fraud.

An hon. MEMBER. He did not say so.

Mr. MULOCK. I am becoming a couvert to the proposi-
tion foreshadowed by the amendment, resting the qualifica-
tion on manhood suffrage, and more largely dealt with
in the resolution by tie hon. member for Northnm-'
berland. In theory I am opposed to that principle.
1 am unable in theory to quite satisfy my mind
that it is the best uystem of qualification. But when
I see the dangers surrounding any other system, then I
fly to it for refuge as the lesser of two evils. But in
doing so another embarrassing question arises. Whilst I
should be willing to take the responsibility of extending
the franchise in the Province from which I come, I do not
feel justified in forcing that franchise upon an unwilling
Province. If Prince Edward Island's Legislature bas
declared in favor of manbood suffrage, that is to me a rea-
son why I should not vote differently from the manner in
which the people's local representatives have voted. How
can a single individual in this federal assembly know so
well the wishes and wants of the people of Prince Edward
Island as do the people of that Province themselves ? If
they have adopted the simple and inexpensive system of
manhood suffrage, which has been in force now for many
years, and which sends to this House such representatives
as we have here-although one I believe, represonts in a
curious way the doctrine of minority representation -I feel
that I am absolutely precluded from interfering in any way
with that system. For that reason I favor the amendment
to the ameadment as a simple act of justice to the people oi
Prince Edward Island-as a duty on my part not
te interfere with their decision arrived at in the
manner I have indicated. The same remarks apply
to British Columbia. It is true, we have nobody speaking
on behalfof British Columbia in this House; it is true, no
person has yet told us what the position of the people of
British Columbia on thia question is; but I suppose we can
properly infer that the statutes of that Province represent
the wishes of its people; and if the members from that
Province come here, and either by their silence or their
strongest argument endeavor to induce this House to alter
the systen adopted in that Province, to the prejudice of a
single individual, my answer is, you have no authority to
make auch a request or to cede away those rights. I deny
that they have the right, either by their silenca or by their
voices, te core here and sanction any legislation calculated
to curtail the rights of the freemen of British Columbia. In
other Provinces w. find a different state of sffirs. In Mani-
toba, I am told, the franchise is very broad, almost man-
hood suffrage. But the Province of Quebec, we are told is
opposed to manhood suffrage. The people of that Province
have, through their Legislature, adopted a system of repre-
sentation based on taxation. That system has been
in force ever since Quebec has been a separate Pro-
vince; it did not even originate then, but was
handed down by the old Province of Canada. That'
systen is in force in the Province of Quebec
to-day ; and therefore we must assume that it is approved
of by the people of that Province. That being the case, I
do not feel justified in giving my voice in favor of forcing

nanhood suffrage on the Province of Quebec. And se we
could go through all the Provinces and apply the sane
reasoning, which brings us to but one conclusion-each
Province in the Dominion has its rights, which we muet
not interfere with. This is the only satisfactory way in
which we eau provide for a system of representation. Now,
there is great danger in my opinion in this Parliament
interfering with those rights. It is perfectly clear that the
British North America Act contemplated each Province
beingrepresented as a Province, for it assigns a certain
number of membors to the Province of Qucbec, and taking
that Province as a standard, assigns a certain other number
to the Province of Ontario, a certain other number to the
Province of Nova Scotia, and so on with the other Pro-
vinces. If the Provinces as such are to b. reprosented, the
slightest interference on the part of the Federal Government
with the autonomy of each in choosing its representatives is
to that extent an interference with provincial rights. Now,
I have no sympathy with this Bill. The Bill is centralising
in its tendency. It centralises in the Parliament of Canada,
practically in the executive of the day, certain powers in
regard to local representation. The Government of the
day, under the machinery contemplated here, has certain
control over the elections in the Provinces. Hav-
ing that control, having a machinery, the artificial
character of which will more or less obstruct the free ex-
pression of public opinion, they will be able to some degree
to affect the expression of public opinion at the polls in the
various Provinces. See the danger of that. 1 invite the
attention of the minor Provinces to this question. In any
Cabinet there is a dominant party, and the more power
you give to the Government of the day, the more power
you give to the dominant party in that Government ; and
the more powor you give to that dominant party, the more
you render it indopendont of the minor party, the servient
party, and the lesa control in the affairs of Parliament you
give to the representative of the mintior party in the C.Àbinet.
We know that the ambitions of mon often incite them to
obtain more power perhaps than they should have. I will
put the case of a strong Province for instance, the Province
of Ontario, which is numerically stronger than any of the
others and has a greater representation in Parliament-
suppose that that Province and the Western Provinces
form a combination by which their representatives will b-
come the dominant party in the Cabinet, they, by the
machinery of this Bill, wilt be enabled to go down to the
weaker Provinces and contro lthe expression of public
opinion in them ; they will be able by the Government
prestige to use the power of their own Provinces against
the interests of the minor Provinces, in the minor Provinces
theinselves.

Mr. FE RGUSON (Leeds and Grenville). How ?

Mr. MULOCK. How does any Government exercise
influence in any Province in any election ? When an
election comes on what influences are resorted to in orler
to affect public opinion? O.ae man sets himaself up as the
Government candidate; that fact itself gives him an advan-
tage over his opponent, and giving thet act that the leader
of the dominant party in the Cabinet controls all the
patronage, besides the fact that, under this Bill, h will
control the voters' lists alsi, he can have mon eleuted who
wili sustain him against the vory Provinces that send them
here. What soit of a Cabinet will you have when the
dominant party in the Cabinet centres in itsclf all power ?
This is a matter that much more deeply conterns the minor
Provinces than the larger. By it the minor Provinces can
b. crushed out and the Premier eau render hixmself inde-
pendent of them. I should be far from irr.;apting to him
such objects or motives ; but I cannot he:p seeing that
in the hands of designing men this is a power that
might be utilised in that direction, For these reasone
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I have no sympathy with any particular of this scheme;
my sympathy is with the system that prevails to-day.
My hon. friend, the Secretary of State, said that under
this Bill the electors will have the safeguards they
have to-day. I question that, but that point I will discuss
later. We all, I think, admit that, under the prevailing
system, the control of the franchise is in the hands of the
people; but, under the scheme proposed, it is intended to
place that control in the hands of the Government. I can-
not shut my eyes either to the fact that the adoption of any
part of this measure will involve a considerable outlay of
money, and I regret that it appears impossible for any
member of the Government to bring in any legislation
which does not involve an addition to the Civil Service.
When we temporarily ceased discussing the Bill the other
night in order that we might have a little rest, 1 thought
that meant a rest to the exchequer, until I was shocked to
learn that it was simply a rest from the consideration of
the Bill in order to duplicate the librarianships. If one
were to review every Bill that has been passed this Session,
he would find the same purpose running through then all,
and that purpose is to find places for people who have ren-
dered services to the Government. This measure
is the crowning measure in this regard. The hon.
the Secretary of State will now have to take a
very minor place in this Cabinet. He brought in a little
Bill that was ondy going to find places for three examiners
and a few minor-shall I say villains ?-the chief of
the Government, as a sort of preparation for this, brought
in a Bill the other day to appoint two librarians instead of
one, and the Postmaster General asked Parliament to allow
him to appoint as many superintendents of letter carriers as
he might deem necessary ; and perhaps, if we look at some of
the other Bills to which Parliament has given attention, we
may find that provision has been inade in them for places for
the faithful. This Bill, however, is the crowning Bill of all.
Talk of 1874, when the moribund Government appointed
450 landing waiters and otheroffihrs, this Government have
eclipsed that feat to-day. That was a glorious transaction
in 1874, which did them infinite credit, but here is a scheme
that outdoes all their past efforts, and which, in its origin-
ality, is unsurpassed in the history of any country. I can-
not give my endorsement to a scheme of this character, a
scheme injurious in every detail. The feature of expense
involved in the adoption of this resolution in itsolf ought to
be sufficient reason for the Government ceasing to press it.
We have before us a most serions outlook. i do not
refer to our known financial position; I leave that to
others to deal with. We know what our bonded
debt is, but cau any man tell what we are going
to pay for our unfortunate troubles in the North-West ?
I submit that, until we have settled that bill, until we find
out what we are to do, what it is going to cost us to sup-
press those troubles and to indemnify the unfortunate set-
tiers, it would be botter for us to husband our resources and
see how much is going to be left. I presume that we shall
have to compensate those settlers, but even if we have not,
we shall have vast expenses in connection with the North-
West and the administration of affairs generally, and those are
considerations which to my mind are sufficient to cause any
prudent man to hesitate before adding anything to the
expenses of Government. Why should we adopt this fran-
chisc with all its incidental inconveniences? HRas there
been any outcry against the existing system ? It is simple,
it is inexpensive, it is controlled by the people. If there
are at times abuses, the people in whose hands the system
is are themselves to blame; but here, if there is an abuse,
who is to blame? At present the people who are to blame
are the people to complain, and they cannot complain
because, if there has been any abuse, it has been on their
own part; the whole matter is a domestie one among thiem-
selves; and therefore the Acta of this Parliament are
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accepted by the people loyally as the Acts of
the chosen representatives of the people. But adopt
this scheme, with all its incidental features, and
then let there be a complaint that there have
been abuses, and that will be of a very different char-
acter. The people will feel that the Dominion Government
has taken upon itself an unnecessary responsibility, that it
has clothed itself with a great deal of power, and, the more
power the Government has in managing the machinery
incidental to elections, the more duties and obligations are
cast upon them and the more they are exposed to public
censure, should thoro be any possible ground for it. Why
should the Government put itself in a position to have itq
aets not appreciated, to be found fault with, to have even
the Acts of Parliament itself not accepted with resignation
by the people? For, if once it goes abroad that the per.
sons nominally representing the people are not their true
representatives, that moment you strike a great blow at
Parliament itself, and whatever is calculated to weaken the
confidence and respect of the people in the legislation of
Parliament is an act to be greatly deplored. Surely the
Government have enough to fill thoir time without taking
this additional trouble on their hands. We know they are
hard worked, that the cares of office weigh heavily upon
them, and that the management of this country is by no
means an easy one. Why should they hamper themselves
with details of this kind ? Why should they not rest their
claims toe confidence upon the morits of their measures rather
than upon such artificial machinery as must be the outcome
of a measure of this kind ? My lion. friend from
Montreal Centre (Ur. Curran) remarked that it was
clearly contemplated by the Confederation Act that Parlia-
ment should pass Ibis Bill in all its features at an early
date. He cited from the Act to show that the qualifications
for election and for voting in respect to the Dominion
Parliament should ho the same as in the Provincial Parlia-
monts until the Dominion Parliament ordered otherwise,
and upon ihat he argued that, because a power was left to
this Parliament to provide a franchise Ïor itself, this is the
precise scheme contemplated by that Confederation Act. I
cannot agree with him in that. I cannot conceive that the
Confederation Act contemplated the adoption of a scheme
which had no existence at the time, of which there was no
parallel in existence, the like of which bas nover been pre-
sented to the eyes of mortal mon before, and yet we are
told that this is the scheme which was contemplated by the
Confederation Act. If we were asked to say what kind of
scheme the Confederation Act contemplated where would
we look for guides ? We should say: This is a schemg
passed by the Imperial Parliament to apply to the Dominion
of Canada, which is composed of a certain number of Pro-
vinces; this Confederation Act accepta the machinery of
the Provinces until the Dominion Parliament shall adopt
a scheme of its own. Does not that imply at once
that, when the Dominion Parliament sets to work to
formulate a scheme of its own, that scheme should sub-
stantially harmonise with the existing schemes? What
scheme was there in existence either in England or in any
of the Provinces like unto this before us ? In all the
Provinees at the time, the preparation of the rolls was in
the bands of the people, and in Sngland the management
was not in the hands of the Government, therefore, my
hon. friend from Montreal Centre cannot argue from the
Confederation Act that that Act contemplated anything
like the measure we have before us to-day. I submit that
this motion of the Premier for the adoption of the third
clause should not be arried for several reasons. I do not
think that, in an important measure of this kind, more
majorities ought in good faith to govern. I admit that
their votes are greater than the votes of a minority, and
that as a matter of arithmetie they can govern, but,- in
ameasure of this kind, I think it would be better for the
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oountry if it were not carried simply by a majority of votes
but were carried with the substantial concurrence of
the people and the poople's representatives. There
is no consensus of opinion in this House in the
measure. The Government supporters do not unanimously
endorse it, and that is, to my mind, a cogent reason why its
consideration should be deferred until all the features of the
scheme can be analysed, and then, perhaps, its varions
inequalities and defects can be removed. If we may draw
inference from what we see within the walls of this cham-
ber, what do we find ? To begin with, none of the Govern-
ment know anything about the measure except the Premier
himself, or, if they do, they keep it a dead secret. Of course,
I always except the Secretary of State, who had such an
accurate knowledge of one branch of it, a knowledge, how-
ever, which, unfortunately, is not sustained by the clauses
of the Bill themselves. A majority of the members opposite
seem to be quite unfamiliar with the provisions of the Bill
-of course, I except from that proposition, and always
shall in future, the intelligent and constitutional represen-
tative of King's, N.B. (Mr. Foster), to whom I would sug-
gest that in future he should give a power of attorney to
the Government in his absence ; it would, in fact, simplify
the whole business very much if all who entertained that
view could proceed in that way. I cannot sanction this clause
because I am afraid it has not the hearty support of the
leaders of the Government, and I feel that they require
some moral support in their efforts to exercise their own
independence of action. They are afraid to express their
views on this measure, if they have any. They probably
feel that their views have been represented by what has
already been said in support of the measure; and said by
whom ? By the hon. mem ber for East Grey (Mr. Sproule),
the hon. member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson), the hon.
member for Kent, N. B. (Mr. Landry), the hon. member
for King's, N. B. (Mr. Foster), and the Secretary of State.
They, and our silent friends from British Columbia, have
dealt so fully and ably with this measure, they have made
it so lucid, that there is nothing more to be said in favor of
it. Perhaps, if they were allowed, they might express
views a little more in harmony with the views expressed
in these 319 speeches which bave been made on this side of
the House. Butthis section 3 has not yet been argued con-
vincingly- by any hon. members.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds and Grenville). It has been ably
done this afternoon.

Mr. MILLS. Section 3 has taken the place of section B.
Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Let it "be," then.

Mr. MULOCK. Noue of hon. members opposite have
ventured to advise us what out action should ho in regard to
section 3. Now, I am waiting for light on this question. I
want to know why I should be asked to vote for that section.
I can be convinced, I am amenable to reason. Perhaps the
hon. members from Prince Edward Island could tell us why
we should vote for the amendment to the amendment, It is
true, the hon. member for Prince, P.E.I. (Mr. Haekett),
did, to some extent, endeavor to lay his views before Parlia-
ment, and I certainly think he adopted a manly course in
that respect. Whilst I could not agree with his argument,
still, I could not but appreciate the fact that, he was pre-
pared not merely to give a silent vote but to advance his
reasons. The only arguments that have been advanced, so
far as I am able to judge, have been advanced against the
measure. We had the eloquent and powerful speech of my
hon. friend from North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), and we had
powerful speeches-in fact, I may say that the whole 319
were powerful speeches. It has been admitted that it
took 319 speeches to get one point into the minds of hon.
members opposite; and is it not a subjeot for congratula-
tion that after 140 members of this House sat in darknees
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for a whole week under misapprehensions, at last they
received light through the magnanimous efforts of the hon.
gentlemen composing Her Majesty's Opposition ? We have
undertaken to instruct the Government. As a rule, assent
to measures succeeds a knowledge of those measures, but
here the course bas been reversed, and the supporters of
the Government gave their assent in advance of the meas-
ure, and afterwards became acquainted with its provisions
by means of the Opposition. Certainly it is not our duty
to become schoolmasters abroad for hon. gentlemen oppo-
site, and I do complain that they should cast so much labor
upon us and make it necessary for us to lead them through
ail the mazy intricacies of this measure in order
to ascertain its true inwardness, and then that we
should be obliged so frequently to become their instructors.
I think we have reason to complain that, when we do endea-
vor to give them light, they do not show that appreciation
of our generous motives that is due from the receiver to the
donor. In what manner have they received our efforts ? It
is true they have appreciated them in various ways, but in
ways that to some extent have interfered with the effect
contemplated by the able arguments, for it is quite impossi-
ble for the mind to be receptive to argument if a loud noise
prevents the argument reaching the ears of the members to
whom it is addressed. So that I say we have some cause of
complaint if, in our disinterested labors, we have to some
extent been thwarted by the bad conduct of bon. gentlemen
opposite. However, it is gratifying to know that now they
are giving their best consideration to the views offered, and
it is a wholesome sign that good will come out of this, and that
by giviug their minds to argument hon. gentlemen opposite
will become as convinced on other points as they have
been convinced with respect to preceding points. The hon.
member for South Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright) says,
great is my faith. I always have faith. You remember the
saying-I am almost afraid to recall it to my mind, but
without meaning anything oflensive I will repent it-that

''While the lamps hold out to burn
The rilest sinner may return."

I am not going to give up hope so long as I see a consider-
able audience opposite listening to arguments. I understand
we are only at the threshold of this question; we are just
having a little preliminary skirmishing. Most of us have
done our spring ploughing, and it will not be haying time till
somewhere about the end of June; and by a proper system
of relays we shall be able to attend to our private affairs,
and at the same time discharge those high duties which we
owe to our country. We shall have an opportunity to
cement those friendships we have formed here, to become
better acquaintod with each other, and when at last the
painful parting comes and we are obliged to go down fron
this chamber and follow the rabble from the Oommons to
the Senate, and say good-bye to the emblems of royalty, it
will be with a pang and with weeping we will say: The
Session at last is over. But when that time arrives I
venture to hope-although the hon. member for King's,N.B.,
declares it is dangerous to prophesy-that Her Majesty's
assent will not be given to a Bill respecting the electoral
franchise. I do not think that any Bill on this subject will
receive the Royal Assent unless at a period of time long
after the usual time when the Session comes to a close. I
meanu by this, gentlemen--

Mr. CHAIRMA.N. Order.
Mr. MULOCK. I meanu by this, Mr. Chairman, that I

expect hon. gentlemen opposite will defeat themselves.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. I ask the hon. gentleman to discuss

the clause before the committee.
Mr. MULOCK. Section 3 of this Bill involves the whole

franchises of this Dominion, the franchise of every Pro-
vince, the consideration of existing systems and general
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consideration as to the probable effect of adopting the sys-
tem proposed in the Bill. These are grave questions, and
in my opinion the time has come when hon. gentlemen
opposite should address themselves to section 3, and when
they have thoroughly thrashed out that section, we shall
then know what is the conclusion at which we should
arrive, The sooner they address themselves to that the
sooner we will get through with the measure. But before
this measure receives the sanction of Parliament it would
be wise to refer it to the people. Now that it, has been
opened and pretty well looked at, but not yet at all under-
stood by the people, the proper course to adopt would be
to leave it in the hands of the people for a certain
length of time. To do otherwise is to declare
a want of confidence in the people. Why should not the
people be permitted to know what is contemplated in re-
gard to their welfare in this respect ? It appears to me to
be eminently a measure upon which they should be con-
sulted, and I oppose the adoption of section 3 on the ground
that the people have not been consulted about it. They
know nothing about it, and we ought -not to deal with
section 3 without first consulting the people from whom
our power is derived. I think the Government are doing a
very unwise thing in urging this Franchise Bill through the
Hlouse. The Bill has been pretty thoroughly discussed up
to section 3. Section 1 was not much discussed, because
it was a section which simply christened the Bill. Section
2 received some consideration, not thorough consideration,
but some consideration. Now we are discussing section 3,
which is so far-reaching in its effects that it would be wise
for the Government to take the opinion of the people on it,
not at the polls, not by a plebiscite necessarily, but to allow
us to go home and hear what our people say about it. It is
a long distance fiom here to British Columbia, and I
venture to say that not one copy of this Bill has reached
that Province. Perhaps I may be wrong strictly speaking,
but I doubt if the people of British Columbia have as yet
any notion whatever as a people in regard to the pro-
visions of this Bill,

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. They had three months ago.

Mr. MULOCK. The junior member for Victoria says
that three months ago the people of British Columbia knew
all about this Bill. That takes us back to Februry 8, 1885.
When was the Bill introduced into this House ? When was
it printed and distributed ? Three months ago would be
no less than two months before the Bill was introduced.
Nearly two months before it saw the light of day. While
the people of British Columbia may be a pretty smart peo-
ple, I very much doubt if they were able to see this Bill
before it had any existence. They may be endowed with
foresight, but I doubt if the facts will sustain the assertion
of the junior member for Victoria, that they knew all about
it.

Mr. SRAKESPEAlRE. They had it twelve months ago
-two years ago.

Mr. MULOCK. Did we ever hear from those hon. Mem
bers from British Columbia what they thought of this Bill
when it was introduced? Did they discover that it pro-é
posed to enfranchise the Chinese ? It was discovered when
the Bill was distributed and when the point was raised by
the members of the Opposition, and then for the first timet
when the point was made known by them, the members for
British Columbia rose to move an amendnent. They knew
a lot about the Bill. If they fully understood it a year
ago-if it was the very same Bill, why is it that the dis-
turbance and excitement in British Columbia to-day, did
not happen a year ago, and cause it to come in in an
amended form, as we have it now before the committee. If
they expected it a year ago, or three months ago, I wouldt
like to know what about the Indian question ? Why was f

Mr. MtLooK.

it necessary by an amendment to except the Indians of
British Columbia ?

An hon. MEMBER. They are not included.
Mr. MULOCK. They were included.
Mr. MILLS. And they are yet.
Mr. MULOCK. They apply to the Premier, and he las

declared that the Bill will be amended so that the Indians of
British Columbia and some other Provinces shall not be
affected by the Bill. The hon. members from British
Columbia told us that the people of that Province understood
by this original Bill that the Indians of British Columbia, as
stated in the Bill, were to be enfranchised. Will any hon.
gentleman who ventures to assert that the whole of this Bill
was understood by the people of British Columbia, say that
the people of British Columbia were infavor of enfranchising
the Indians? If not, why did not they stand up on the floor
of the House and present the views of the peope eof British
Columbia on that question ? But not a man of them had
the courage to stand up in the House and protest against
the franchise being given to the Indians of British Columbia.
And if it was understood by their silence that they assented
to the provisions of the Bill, and if it was understood that
the Indians were not to be enfranchised, why did they not
stand up on the floor of the House, on the second reading of
the Bill, and call the attention of Parliament to its provisions
and ask at the proper time to have those provisions amended
so as to harmonise with the views of the people of British
Columbia ?

Mr. BAKER (Victoria). Probably they know their own
business best.

Mr. MULOCK. I fancy they will know their own busi-
ness best when they know how their interests have been
attended to in this House.

An hon. MEMBER. You will not care if they are not
attended to. You will be glad.

Mr. MULOCK. Now I ask any hon. gentleman to tell
us what arguments there are in favor of our accepting
section 3. lias there been one argument advanced
in favor of the proposition contained in that section.
My hon. friend from North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), who
is an authority on this question, says no. I do not accept
everything he or any other man says or endorses, but at
the same time bis views on a question of this kind have
very great weight with me. I feel that he is giving me an
unbiassed opinion, that he is a disinterested observer, that
he is an impartial person, and when therefore he tells me
that as the result of all the discussion which lias
taken place, there ias not been one argument in
favor of our adopting section 3, I feel that I must ac-
cept his decision, because not only has it the weight
of the hon. member for North Norfolk, but it harmon-
ises with the inferences I myself hav. drawn from listening
to this discussion. For these reasons the burthen of proof
falls on the-I was going to say the plaintiffs-I say the
burthen of proof falis upon hon. gentlemen supporting this
Bill. They have not sustained their case, and therefore I
submit their case falls to the ground absolutely, for want
of argument, and it is not necessary for us to show affirma-
tively that this section should be adopted. For all
these reasons I intend to vote against the original motion.
[ am asked to say something in favor of Mr. Charlton's
amendment. As I stated before I do not wish to speak at
any length upon this provision, because there are several
other provisions which will have to be discussed.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds and Grenville). Will the lon.
gentleman allow me to offer a suggestion. It is quite
evident to the Hlouse that the hon. gentleman is suffering
from a long continued and powerful mental strain, and'to
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relieve him from that pressure I should like to propose,
Sir, that you make the hour six o'clock.

An hon. MEMBER. Let him give us a little more infor-
mation.

Mr. MULOCK. That is one of the attempts of hon. gen-
tlemen opposite to shut off discussion. The hon. gentleman
ought to understand that Parliament is the proper place for
discussion, the place where we are entitled to speak, and I
protest against their endeavoring to stifle the voice of the
people, as represented by the members of the Opposition
side. flowever, as I was about to remark, I do not wish to
deal at any great length with this amend ment to the amend-
ment, because there are other points to be taken up with
regard to section 3 which will require considerable time,
and I know there are a great many hon. gentlemen in the
House who are extremely anxious to express their views.
In fact every man now should be anxious to say what he
thinks about this measure, and I shall rest my case at present
upon what I have addressed to the House.

Mr. WILSON. I feel that I would not ho justified in
giving a vote upon the amendment, and the amendment to
the amendment, without having an opportunity of express-
ing my views about the important question which those
amendments involve. I feel that this question is a ques-
tion paramount to all other questions brought before the
House, and the questions now before the country. Sir, if
you have any doubt as to the great importance that this
measure really involves, the amount of interest dependent
on the results of this measure, all you have to do is to turn
your eyes to the papers at present to see the amount of
agitation which has been aroused from one end of the
Dominion to the other. Not only that, but this question
is one that we all are deeply interested in, because this Bill
may perhaps deprive one-half of those who are members of
this House to-day, of seats in Parliament when the next
election takes place. It is therefore a vital question to hon.
gentlemen now occupying seats in this House. A question
of that paramount importance should engage the careful
consideration of this House, and it should not be left to one
side of the House to discuss the nature of the Bill and the
important results likely to flow from it. True, we have
heard a few speeches from supporters of the Government;
but they have been very few, and I ask whether those who
have addressed the House have offered any rea
sons to show that this measure should become law
I ask you to read over and weigh carefully the
observations which have been made on that side of the
House, and I think you will agree with me that not a single
argument has been offered, showing the necessity of the
measure or the important results likely to follow its adop-
tion by this House. I know that the First Minister is
anxious that it should become law ; I would therefore have
expected that ho or some of his supporters would have given
us some argumente in suppoit of the proposition. The
burden of proof really reste upon them ; and I believe the
country will hold them responsible, and will say to them :
It was not sufficient for yon to introduce a measure of this
description into Parliament without explaining why it should
be introduced. It is a measure which involves the dearest
right of the British subjects; and to deprive us of those
rights will cause the greatest irritation and annoyance
and dissatisfaction throughout the coantry. If that be the
case, are we not justified in discusing this matter ? Are
we to ho told time and again that we are discussing it
merely for the purpose of wasting time ? Are we to be told
that we are obstructionists on this side of the House ?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. WILSON. My hon. friends say hear, hear. They

might say that if they could in any way satisfy their own
consciences that they are nacting uprightly in maintaining

silence in reference to this question. Sir, they speak of
obstruction. Are we to allow our dearest rights and
privileges to be trampled under foot by the dominant party
of the day, and, if we raise protests, to be told that we are
trying to obstruet the business of the House ? Sir, the
question is too important to be allowed to go without
proper discussion. I do not entertain any such'views as
have been expressed by the hon. member for King's, N. B.,
(Mr. Foster), that all that members have to do is to come
to Parliament and record their votes on one side or the
other. I believe we all owe a responsibility to those from
whom we receive our power. The duty they impose upon
us is a grave and serious one, and while we are their
representatives we should act as our best judgment dictates,
and endeavor to do our duty faithfully for those to whom
we shall have to give an account. Now, I say that we are
justified in appealing to hon. members opposite to give us
some reason why we should be called upon to support the
measure now before the House. I feel that I should be
recreant to the interests of those who elected me to the
position I occupy, if 1 did not discuss this measure fully and
calmly, and after having done so, come to whatever con-
clusion my judgment would enable me to arrive at in the
interest of the public at large.

Committee rose, and it being six o'clock, the Speaker
left the Chair.

After Recess.

LONDON LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY.

The House resolved itself into committee on Bill (No. 76)
to amend the Act respecting the London Life Insurance
Company.-Mr. Macmillan (Middlesex.)

(In the Committee.)

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex) moved that the following
be added as clause 4:-

"In case of the transfer of any stock by any sharebolders of the Com.
pany, the transferrer shall, notwithstanding such transfer, remain
iable thereon for the period of fifteen monthe from the date of such
transfer, to the same extent as he would have been had such transfer
not been made;-Provided always that in case of the bankruptcy or
insolvency of the Company within sncb period such liability shall con.
tinue, notwithstanding the expiration of such period of fifteen months,
until ail claims against hum by reason of such stock and ail liabilities
thereunder which would have accrued and been payable or to which he
would have been liable had such transfer not been made have been fully
paid and satisfied; nothing horein however to be construed as in any
way releasing the actual holder of iuch stock from any liability he may
have incurre or be under by reason of the transfer of the stock to him.'

Amendment agreed to; Committee rose and reported, and
Bill read the third time and passed.

CONSIDERED IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 80) to incorporate the Fort McLeod Ranche
Telegraph Company.-(h!r. McCarthy.)

Bill (No. 138) for the relief of George Branford Cox.-
(Mr. Beaty.) On a division.

THE FRANCHISE BILL.

House again resolved itself into committee on Bill (No.
103) respecting the Electoral Franchise.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. WILSON. I do not pretend to say, nor do I think
any on this side of the House do, that the Dominion Gov-
ernment has not the right and the power to legislate in
this direction, but they have an equal right and power in
many other respecta that it would be injurious to the well-
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being of Canada to exercise. They possess the power, for Dominion, i8 to acoept the voters" lists that are prepared by
instance, of disallowing all the Acts of the Local Legis- the Provinces. Now, if that amendment prevails, I ask
latures, but it would hardly be prudent or right for them yen, Mr. Chairman, if it bo riglt, if it be in the interests of
to exercise that power on all occasions. Then, admitting the Dominion of Canada, that Prince Edward Island should
their inherent right to pass this Act, the question arises: in future vote upon the same rating as she las in the past?
Io there any necessity for it ? If there be no necessity, What riglt, what justification, has the Government to treat
and if injury to the Dominion, rather than a benefit, arises Prince Edward Island in a différent manner from the other
from it, 1 repeat is the Government justified in bringing a Provinces? I say that ail the Provinces should be placed
measure of this kind forward, and placing it upon the in the same position under the same circumstances. Per-
Statute Book, and I think I shall be able to show that it haps we will find that British Columbia will be exempt from
will be a greater injury to the Dominion than a benefit. In the operation of this Bi; or porbapa the mombers for
that case, I am sure that every hon, member, if it can be Briti h Columbia wil beowilling to allow adifforont franchise
shown to him, that the advantage accruing from the pass- to ho imposed upon them than the one tley are now enjoy-
age of this Act is not commensurate with the cost which ing, and which, I bolieve, is giving uniform satisfaction to
will be entailed upon the country, will agree with me that that Province. They are exempt, to a certain extont, because
we should hesitate about passing the Act at the present the Firat Ministor knows that ho announced a few ovenings
time. When the First Minister introduced this moasure ago that the Indians ef British Columbia were to be pre-
into the House, he said that one of the objects of passing it ventod from voting, while li is allowing a similar olass of
was that it might to a certain extent do away with any Indiana to vote in the eider Provinces. Is thero any unifor-
hard feelings or bickerings on account of the ine- mity in this? la thore any symmetry in sucl a Bil? I
quality of the representation of the different Provinces. have no hoitation in saying that a more infamous Billwas
Where two men live close to the lino, one in each Province, nover attempted to ho imposed upon a free and intelligent
the Quebec man finds that the franchise is lower in Ontario people. Now, I doubt whether there ie one momber in this
than it is in Quebec, and the Ontario elector will have a House who really understands why it is that we are face to
right to vote, whereas the Quebecer will be deprived of that face with this proposition, not from the opponents cf the hon.
right. Now, if the hon. gentleman is so solicitous to pro. gentleman opposit,but from tlose who have been found ready
vent heart burnings in such a case, I think ho ishould on every occasion to vote for ail the measures ho las brought
remember the effects that this Bill will produce throughout down. Hon, gentlemen opposite have allowed us te disoussthe
the Dominion. Lot him go to any constituency, and heameudment proposed by the hon. membor for Kings P.E.I.,
will find a provincial franchise more liberal than the without expressing their approval or disapproval of it. With
Dominion franchise. An elector has been permitted to respect te the Bill iteof it las net boon shown that any
record his vote under the provincial franchise, and when injustice is infiicted on the varions constituoncios by reason
the next general election comes on, soon afterwards per- ef the Provincial franchises, and ne reason las been adduced
haps, h goes to the poll to record his vote, and ho will ho for bringing forward this Bibe at the presnt time. There
told by the returning officer: Very true, you were entitled has been ne agitation in the country; there have been no
to vote at the provincial election, very true your name was petitiens presonted. True this measure las been introducod
upon the voters' list, but you must remember this is for the periodically for a numbor of years, but it was merely intro-
Dominion House, yon are not upon the roll, and therefore ducec and allowed to romain on the Order Paper, and at the
have no right to vote. I ask you, Mr. Chairman, what end of oai Session it was withdrawn. It was enly reason-
would ho the feeling of an elector under those circumstan- able, therefe, that we should expect the Billwonld be
ces ? And what would be his feelings towards the treated in the same mauner this Session. The only justifi-
Government who had passed a Bill putting him cation given for its introduction at the presont timo is that
into that situation ? The hon, gentleman, if he wants a franchise Bil bas rocontly boon passed by the Premier of
to prevent discord, onght to adopt the franchise Ontario. le that auy justification for introducing this Bil?
prevailing in each Province. I am sure that after the first Doos the Firet &inister say that the recent Ontario Bill
general election that took place, if this Bill should become places the franchise Billtee low or tee higli? Ho cannot
law, there would ho so much dissatisfaction and clamor make suclistatemonts and continue te pe as the friend of
that the Government would be compelled to revert to the old tho workingman. It is truc, in the Ontario Bill a man is only
system. Suppose an elector is put upon the voters' list for allowed te vote once, namoly, in the place where ho
the provincial franchise and ho supposes hie name is als resides. That is a principe we ought te adopt lie, that a
upon the list for the Dominion franchise; time goes on and man whethor rich or peor should have only oqual influence
he makes no enquiry until about the time that an election as regards voting at otoctions with other mon. If you adopt
takes place, and thon he finds that he is deprived of a vote; any other view it is that it is not intelligence, net abiiity
surely no one can deny that in such a case there would ho tiat is the qualification te vote, but that a man votes on
a great deal of that dissatisfaction and heart-burning whidl account of prperty. What riglt would I have te vote in
the First Minister so seriously deplored. But hie great three ridinge simply becauso I own property in oaci? By
desire was that we should have throughout the Dominion a such means I exorcise more per sud control than do
uniform franchise. Now, if the amendment of the lon. other mon who perlaps own as mucl property but have it
member for King's, Prince Edward Island (Mr. Macdonald), al eonfined te one riding. Would sud a property qualifica-
prevails, such will not ho the case. I am not in a position tion commend iteoif te the fouse? I think net. Outaide
to say whether that amendment will prevail or not, but Icf that matter there je ne justification wlatevor for intro-
think it is proper and right that it should, because I am ducing the present Bill. We know that at the present lime
a firm believer in the provincial franchise being used it le noterions that individuals will seek te obtain preperty
for Dominion purposes. But if that amendment should in different rîdinge in order that they may bo enabled te
prevail, where is the symmetry of this Franchise Bill that vote for more than eue candidate at the general olectien. If
the Premier so graphically described? Shall we thon that is leld te ho a correct principle, thon I say we should
have one uniform franchise for the whole Dominion ? have plurality of votes; a standard slould ho fixed sud a
Will there thon be no diseord existing on the man posseseing property te whatever arnent liepleased,
boundary lino between the two Provinces? ?Are the should have a propertionate numbor of votes. Hon gentle-
same list and the same rating to prevail al over mon opposite dare net submit sud a proposition te working-
the Dominion ? I think 'not. If that amendment J men.This measure le meet unsatisfactery, aud 1 trutthe
prevails the ouly proper course to be pursued by the people at the next general oleotion will seek to remedy the
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grievance inflicted and remove from office those who have
endeavored to place them in a falso position.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Carried.

Mr. WILSON. No doubt hon. gentlemen opposite are
very anxious that this Bill should be carried, but unfortu-
nately I would not bu no particularly benefited as would
some hon. gentlemen opposite, Now, Sir, it is very
evident that this Bill will have a very seriou effect on the
general public. I feel, Sir, that this measure is a very im-
portant one, and I ask if at the present time it is right, pro-

pr or expedient that we should have two sets of voters'
ists prepared in every town and city of this Dominion. At

present we have a very 'heavy burthen upon us, and if we
pase the Bill, that burthen will be increased. We are being
asked to increase our burthens on account of the Canadian
Pacific Railway, and not only so but we are borrowing from
private sources so as to meet our obligations as they fall
due. That being the case, and our financial position not
being the best we could desire, is it wise on our part to pa8s
a measure whereby the burthens of the people will be in-
creased ? What will bu the effect when it comes to be
known from one end of the Dominion to the other,
that, without any justification or valid reason being
offered by the Government, they should deliberately ask
us to pas&sa Bill which will impose serions burthens
upon the people. Some hon. gentlemen say that one justi-
fication foir passing this Bill is that the present assessors do
not do their work correctly. I say that the aspersion on
the varions assessors in the Province of Ontario-of which
I know most-is not well founded; it is not icorect to
say that these assessors are partisan. I know a number,
and no doubt every hon. member here knows a number of
cases in which the municipality may be for the time being
under the control of a majority of one particular side, and
they frequently appoint an assessor of the opposite side of
politics, and yet those assessors do thoir work efficiently
and they take great pains to soe that the roll is as complote
as it possibly eau be. Then those rolls are revised before
the court of revision, appointed by the municipal conncil,
where every man has a chance to have his assessment
revised and to have hie name put on the roll, if he is enti-
tled to have it put on. If any man bas any grievance it
will be redressed before that court. If, however, the appli.
cant is not satisfied, he can go before the county judge and
make application to have his name put on, and under sworn1
evidence as to the value of the property upon which
ho asks to be enfranchised he is either placed on the
roll or struck off. What botter course could there be
for purifying the voters' listesand making them correct ?j
These hon. gentlemen say they have a great deal of trouble'
with these partisan assessors. What does that mean ?1
It means, Sir, that under this Bill they are to be relieved1
from any trouble or responsibility in looking after the
voters' liste. But is that fair or manly ? It is etriking below
the bult, because we on this side will be placed in the posi-t
tion of watching those revising officers, so as to see that no
man is to be placed, there who is not entitled to be put on
the roll. Is that the kind of argument which supporters of i
the Government offer as ·a reason why this Bill should i
become law-a Bill which will impose heavy burthens-c
perhaps half a million of dollars, on the Dominion of i
Oanada at the present time. Sir, I think you will say with 1
me that this le not the kind of proposition to bring down,c
if hon. gentlemen have no botter argument to support it 1
than that. Then I say there are other reasons why, at thet
present time, we should not have this Bill passed. It is
unneceeassry for me to point out all those resens, because (
there has been no argument offered by hon. gentlemen i
Qpposite why this Franchise Bill should pase, as it will i
entail inconvenience, expense annoyance and vexation; E
and, therfore, it should not at the present time become i

law, unless it is shorn of many of the objectionable features
it now possesses. Sir, if it was in order, I would like to
refer to the revising. officeré, but I am well aware that
unless it is for the purpose of examining the votera' list,
and saying who shall or shall not be placed on the roll, I
might be said not to be in order. It strikos me woeshould
consider whether any man should be disfranchised, and the
probability is that if the revising barrister was a partisan
some men would be kept of the roll, in towns and
cities, that otherwise ought to be placed on the roll.
Therefore it is a matter for serious consideration whether
the Government of the day ought to be placed in a position
to say who, in cities and towns, should or should not bo
placed upon the assessment roll. We can. well understand
that voters' lists in towns and cities oughtto be carefully
made up and carefully revised. We know that this Act
will disfranchise many who are now enfranchised by the
provincial Act. Therefore, I say every means ought to be
adopted to prevent any partisan returning officer from being
placed in a position to say who should or should not be
placed upon the oll. We kuow thaL sotne of the nunici.
palities now complain of the amount which it costs to look
after and revise the votera' lists, and if wo add another bur-
pen, indirectly,iit is true, but nevertheless a burden, to these
people, will they not have still greater cause for com-
plaint and irritation. If we adopt the provincial franchises
we should prevent the irritation that will arise if this Bill
is carried. Estimates have been made of what the pr a-
ration of the votera' lists under this law will cost. e
know that it will cost a very large amount of money, and
we know that the country is not prepared at the prosent
time to bear that large increase of expenditure. Now, Sir,
will any one say to me that the franchises used in many
of the Provinces is not lower than that proposed by this
Government? An hon. member from Prince Edward
Island stated that the Bill was lowering the franchise in
the Province of Ontario. I.think my hon. friend had not
examined carefully the provisions of the Ontario Bill, or he
would not have made that statement. Take the two Bills
and place them side by side in comparison, and you will find
that the.franchise provided by the Ontario Bill is much
lower than that provided by this Bill, and that the Ontario Bill
enables many to be placed upon the votera' lists in towns
and cities who will not be placed upon them under thirs Bill.
I admit that the Dominion Franchise Bill will enable some
to bu placed on the votera' lista who are not now on the
lists in Ontario, as, for instance, men who are living upon
Government lands, Indians, and civil servants, individuals
who look to the Government for their daily bread, and who
are not in a position to cast an independent vote.
These are the only individuals, 1 believe, who will
be placed on the roll by this Bill who are not
placed upon it by the Ontario Act. Is it right or
proper that we should give the Government power to place
on the roll individuals whose votes they can control, and
thereby to prevent an honest expression of the will of the
people of thie Dominion ? Thorefore, I am strongly in favor
of adopting the provincial franchises for the Dominion,
as I believe no injustice, no wrong, no hardship will be
inficted upon anybody thereby. But thore is another
question. By the amendment moved by the hon. mem-
ber for King's, P. E. I. (Mr. Macdonald), we are brought
face to face with the question of manhood suffrage. I am
one of those who have not, heretofore, had a very strong
feeling in favor of manhood suffrage, although I had
taken every opportunity of informing myself as to its
working in the United States. But in view of the extra-
ordinary and unjustifiable powers which are now being
asked by the Government, it would be better for the country,
in my opinion, that we should at once adopt the manhood
sufrage principle and grant a vote to every man of ordinary
intelligence. I am aware that much can be said for and
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against that principle; I know that it is a Democratic prin- proper time, when the Government is determined to sit
ciple; I am aware that many people look upon it as almost here day in and day out, at seasonable and unseasonable
revolutionary. I can understand that'our friends in Quebec hours, forcing us to romain at our posts and discuss these
may regard it with hostility; but in the only Province in matters, for them to consider the whole matter, and if they
Canada where that measure had a trial-in the Province of do not feel in a condition to give that consideration to it
Prince Edward Island, where it has existed for perhaps now which it deserves, to allow the Bill to romain in abey-
thirty years-do we find any complaints against ance, in order that they may seo if they could not take tho
it? On the contrary, we find both Conservatives and Reform- generous course of granting a vote to everyone who is
ers there advocating the principle of manhood suffrage. entitled to be placed upon the roll.
That evidence furnishes a very strong argument indeed Some hon. MEMBERS. Carried.
that we should adopt, if we are to change the suffrage,
manhood suffrage. We have had that subject of universal Mr. WILSON. Some hon. gentlemen seem very anxious
suffrage froquently discussed. It has been discussed long that it should be carried. I suppose they mean manhood
ago; it has stood in the United States the test of time, and suffrage. I am very glad to hear the response from my
when we find that it is working well in Canada, whet risk hon. friends on the other side, and I hope that they will
is there in our resorting to this system ? True, it may be impress the universal suffrage principle upon the Govern-
said that if we adopt manhood suffrage we will be liable, ment, and will record their votes with me in favor of it.
more or less, to have our elections influenced by a class of John Stuart Mill says. It is botter to give the franchise
electors who roally have no important interest at stake in indiscriminately or to withhold it indiscriminately than that
the country, and who would be more or less amenable to the giving or withholding should be left to a public
undue influences in casting their votes; but are we entirely officer. Is not this a strong argument against the cuurs
free from that under the present franchise ? Have we not that the Government are pursuing, leaving it at the dis-
the existing evidence that a large number of elections are cretion of a public officer appointed by the Government to
voided on account of the influences of bribery and corrup- do the Government's bidding. We know that all Govern-
tion, and would those influences be very likely greater if monts are desirous to keep themselves in the position they
we had manhood suffrage ? Again, we know full well that occupy as long as possible. We know what they bave
every individual who contributes directly or indirectly to done in the past; can we expect any better of them in the
the maintenance of the State is really entitled to have a future ? They did their best to deprive hon. members on
vote. Are not those people, on all occasions, compelled, if this side of the House in the past. Will they not attempt
it be necessary, to defend the country and protect the laws to scalp them in the future? It is dangerous to leave it to
and submit to the laws ? And I ask hon. gentlemen if it is a public officer whether a man should be placed upon the
right or just that a man who is compelled to contribute to the roll or not. It is a vicious principle, it is an audacious
revenues of the State and submit to its laws, and, in case of attempt to wrest from the people the rights they have
war, to protect the State, should b deprived, if we have any enjoyed for a number of years.
regard for manhood, of the right to say what law should or Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon, gentleman must keep te
what law should not govern the State? You will allow me the question.
to read a few extracts bearing directly upon this important Mï. WILSON. J will attompt te keep cleo the ques-
question. I believe the time is not far distant when all tien. I aWN. ll awaro that there are sufficient facts in
the barriers existing between the intelligence necessary to relation It the vters' liste in tows and cities for an man
vote and the possession of a vote will ho wept away, and raonto the ter lisspows indicuing f anyom
every individual, be ho man or woman, will have an equal to occupy the time at his disposal in discussing. I know,
opportunity of expressing his will as to how he sliould that if we consider the Bill in that respect it will occupy a

Sgoverned. John Stuart Mi, e f th deepest think much longertime than my feeble abilities will allow me
ers and cleveret writers ef the ag, thus speaks of this to occupy. It is an important question, and I am not sur-

exclusion:- prised that you, Mr. Chairman, should ask me to keep to
excluo- s t b ethe question, as you feel a burning desire that it should be
" Two-fold requisites are not fulfilled by the expediency of the limita- fully and thoroughly and efficiently discussed. Now, whattion of the suffrage, involving the compulsory expulsion of anyuportyon

of the citizens from a voice in the representation." Portion does John Stuart Mill say ? I do not think any hon. gen-
He says, further, speaking :of those who are not enfran- tleman on the other side of the House can object to John
chised : Stuart Mill. They may object to the statements of the lon.

"Pelitical discussion lies over the headsef these who have ne vote member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), who bears the same nane,
" Pliicl dscssonRie oerthehedsofthoe hohav n vtebut I do not think they will ob'ect to the statements ofand are not endeavoring to acquire one. Their position, in comparison bt J.net hinksh .ilT i bjecttee sat

with the electors, is that of an audience in a court of justice compared the English philosopher. This is what he says:
with the twelve men in the jury box." "However this may be, I regard it as required by first principles
John Stuart Mill thon proceeds to show the evil of debarring that the receipt of pariah relief should be a peremptory disqualification
the intelligent young men of the country from the right for the franchise."

to exorcise the franchise, thuis taking from them any incen- I wish the Government to pay particular attention to this
tive to educate themselves up to the necessary qualifications, statement. Now, do the Government intend to disqualify
so that they may be in a position, when enfranchised, of any of those to whom they are 'giving relief ? It is true,
recording their votes intelligently. [The hon. gentleman hon. gentlemen opposite say, when we object to giving the
proceeded to quote further from John Stuart Millj. Mr. Indian the franchise: Lo, the poor Indian, formerly was
Mill uses a very strong argument in favor of doing away the possessor of all these broad acres, and in the march of
with the barriers which are now placed before many intelli- progress we have deprived him of them. A nice expression
gent individuals, so that they may become more intelligent on which to base a sentiment. t am just as sincerely a
and botter citizens. Do yon pretend to tell me that a man friend to Lo, the poor Indian, and I am prepared on this, as
living in a bouse worth $300, in a town or city, is a botter on every other occasion, to do ample justice to the Indian, if
citizen, pays more to the State, would feel a greater desire he be placed in similar circumstances to the white man. If
that the law should ho properly administered, would be a ho be removed from the disabilities under which ho now
botter soldier if war should take place, as unfortunately it rests, thon, I say, by all means enfranchise him; but while
has in this country, than an individual who is not possessed ho is receiving aid at the hande of the Government I say,
of that property ? In many cases the man without a dollar in accordance with the statement of John Stuart Mill, it is
of property would be the botter citizen of the two. It is a. a gross outrage that ho shoald be enfranchised. I might
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give hon. gentlemen opposite more quotations from John
Stuart Mill, but they are wedded to their idols, and I might
just as well leave them alone. They appear to think it is
an absolute necessity that this Bill should paso, but why, I
cannot comprehend. Why they should have such a
burning desire to hasten this Bill through Parliament is
unaccountable to me. There may be some reasons not yet
developed. Perhaps hon. members opposite carefully
kept their mouths shut for fear that in discuss-
ing this Bill its true inwardness would be made
more fully to appear, and that the people would be roused
to a still higher pitch of indignation than at present. I am
convinced they ought not to place upon the voters' lists in
towns and cities any individual who is receiving a gratuity
from the Government. This is an important question. It
is a question that is agitating thousand and thousands of
people to-day. It is a question that I think has given you
a great deal of anxiety, and perhaps your anxiety will be
doubled when you go back to your constituents and they
ask you why you allowed so many men to be disfranchised.
I say we ought on all occasions, wben an important matter
affects the electorate, affects our masters, those who sent us
here-we ought to consult them directly in reference to it,
Is it not due to them ? I say it is. Hon. gentlemen oppo-
site say: Oh, we carried Confederation without submitting
it to the people. Sir, as a Reformer, I do not hesitate to
say that that ought not to have been doue, but there was
more excuse for doing it than there is to-day for passing
this Bill, because at that time difficulties existed in the two
Provinces which rendered it almost impossible to carry
on the Government. I am opposed to any Parliament
depriving the people of an opportunity of expressing their
opinion on any measure, and of accepting or rejecting it.
I cannot endorse the doctrine of the hon. member for
King's. It is a dangerous principle, a revolutionary prin-
ciple, that we should not apply to our people, and the coun-
try will hold us responsible for any action in that direction.
The country will not approve-of this measure being passed
without the people being given an opportunity of expressing
their opinions upon it; any other principle is wrong and
contrary to the idea of Reformers or any other representa-
tives of a free and enlightened people. I am prepared to
vote for the amendment of the hon. member for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), and also for the amendment to the
amendment moved by the hon. member for King's P. E. I.

Mr. WELDON. When this Bill was before the House
for thesecond reading, I had not an opportunity of express-
ing my views on its principles. This Bill makes very
startling changes, and the mode adopted is a very strange
one; but there is nothing more strange than the silence
evinced by hon, gentlemen opposite. Although this is
a revolutionary measure, the First Minister has not endea-
vored to show reasons why the change is necessary. I can
recollect when other great measures were before Parlia-
ment no such silence prevailed. When, in 1878, the
National Policy was brought forward, there were plenty of
hon. members opposite ready to rise and defend it. When
the Canadian Pacifie Railway proposition was before the
House we had abundant argument from hon. gentlemen
opposite. But on this occasion, when a great change is
being made in regard to the franchise, hon.gentlemen oppo-
site are perfectly silent, although the Bill deals with the fran-
chise, with the character of the people who exercise it, and
with the mode of preparing voters' lists, and, in fact, makes
radical and sweeping changes. When the Geomander Bill
was introduced similar tactics were adopted. That Bill was
hurried through in the same manner and with a similar
object. Baeh day shows the importance of having this
Franchise Bill fally and freely discussed. The press are now
beginning to discuss it. We are constantly receiving com-
munications with regard to it and letters asking for copies:

of the Bill. I call attention to the contrast afforded between
the manner in which sueh a measure is brought forward
here and such a measure is treated in the mother country
to which hon. gentlemen opposite are so fond of appealing
in regard to practice and other matters. In 1867, when
Mr. Disraeli was leader of the Government, an announce.
ment was made in the Speech from the Throne that a
measure which would disturb the Reform Bill of
1832 would be submitted. That announeement was
made on 5th February. Six days afterwards the hon.
gentleman moved the consideration of the paragraph and
that it be referred to a committee. Thon, in a long,
elaborate and able speech, the Prime Minisrer of that day
gave a full account of the measure and its details. ie
went fully into the objects priposed to be attained, into the
reasons for the varions changes proposed, and thon the
matter was ably discussed. It was shown that the mannor
in which the subject was brought forward was irregular,
and the order was discharged on 25th February. On
18th March, the right hon, gentleman introducod the Bill.
Not content with his speech of 11th February, the Premier
went into a full discussion with respect to the principles of
the measure, the changes proposed, the scope of the Bill
and the details, in a manner such as to enable, not only
members of the House, but the public generally, to undor.
stand the measure and fully consider it. We find that
instead of that measure being hurried through in the
moribund hours of the Session, it was discussod betwoen
four and five months. With respect to the Bill now
before the House, the hon. membor for King's, N.S.,
the other night, seemed to think 1 had for-
gotten the 41st section of the British North America Act,
with respect to the powers of this Parliament. I did not
dispute the right of the Dominion Parliament to exorcise
the power of creating a Dominion franchise. What I do
say is, that this right of the franchise is a private and civil
right. It is a right which was secured to our forefathers,
which crossed the Atlantic with them, a right which, in
this country, has been most cherished and particularly
guarded. I say that if the 41st section had been eliminated
the other section would have given the Local Legislatures
exclusive legislation upon this matter. The British North
America Act was to carry out the union of several inde-
pendent Provinces forming a federal union, not a legislative
union. By that Act, certain matters were handed
over to the Dominion, such, for instance, as naviga-
tion, banking, general regulation of trade and com-
merce, and matters affecting the whole Dominion ;
and whon we come to the internal economy of the different
Provinces, matters of a local and private character, relating
to civil rights, were exclusivoly assigned to the Local Legis-
latures. Apparently, the general scope and intent of the
Confederation Act was, that while matters of general con-
cern should be dealt with alone by this Parliament, those
matters which are connected with the internal arrangment
and autonomy of the different Provinces should be left to
the Provinces alone. Now, there is no matter more impor-
tant, to my mind, in the way of internal or domestic
arrangement, than that dealing with the right to vote, and
I say it should be dealt with by the Local Legislatures
alone. While the general scope of the British North
America Act was as I have described, there were, very pro-
perly, certain checks and limitations imposed, in order that
the Confederation might be worked out in unison and
harmony, and those checks were given to this Dominion
Government and Parliament. To the Dominion Government
was given the right of veto whenever they thought it was
necessary to prevent the Local Legislatures from trenching
on the funetions of the Federal Parliament, and thereby
the Dominion Government were enabled to protect the
interests of the Dominion against interference by the Pro-
vincial Legislaturos in matters which were beyond their
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powers. So with regard to the franchise. In order to pre-
vent either party within a Province, or the Provincial Legis-
lature, from interfering with the elections of the members
to the Dominion Parliament, it was provided by section 41
of the Act of Union that, until Pariament should decide
the matter, the laws relating to the franchise to this House
should be the laws of the different Provinces at the time.
That was done for t-e purpose, I believe, of enabling this
Dominion to control and carry ont the general scope of the
Confederation Act, just in the same way as the veto power
was imposed for a similar purpose. By the law of 1873 this
Parliament decid.ed that those franchises should remain the
same, and by the law of 1874 this Parliament affirmed the
principle of giving the right to deal with the franchise
to the Local Legislatures. Now, we are called
upon to reverse that legislation, and to deal with
the matter as one not connected with the Provinces,
but entirely as a matter for Dominion legislation. Now, I
consider that as we bave acted upon this principle for
eighteon years, a change of this kind is one which should
fnot be lightly made. There may be reasons fair and cogent
why the change should be made, but hon. gentlemen oppo-
site have as yet shown that no injury or injustice has been
done by the present mode in which members are elected to
this Chamber, and they have given no reason for so impor-
tant a change. I take it, Sir, that when a Government pro-
pose such a change in our political and commercial position
they are bound to bring forward their reasons for such a
change, and more particularly when that Government pro-
fesses to be conservative, professes to leave matters as they
are until, absolute necessity requires a change, and oppose
reform, on the ground that it is not necessary. I would
ask what grounds have been given why such a change
should be made?

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny). Order, order.

Mr. WELDON. I do not know who the hon. gentleman
is, who is sitting in the dark and calling ont order, If he
has a point of order, he has a right to state it, but I have a
right to speak on the principles of the amendment proposed
by the hon. member for North Norfolk, and the amendment
proposed by the hon. member for Prince Edward Island.
What reasons have been put forward, what grounds of public
weal, that the change should be made? Or is it that party
exigencies require it? is this Parliament to surrender to
party exigencies and party purposes withont fairly and
fully discussing the question? In justice to the interests of
the country at large, I should be sorry if that principle
is to prevail, and if so, it shows still more strongly that the
reasons we pressed forward why this matter should be dis-
cussed are still more potent. When I proposed that
this matter should stand over, and referred to the
present condition of affairs, to the excitement exist-
ing, owing to difficulties in our own North-West,
and the difficulties existing between Russia and Eng-
land, the hon. member for King's, in reply, asked
what that had to do with the franchise. I made that refer-
ence on the principle that the public mind was excited
about these events, and was not in a position calmly to dis-
cuss a question sprang upon us, as this one was, at that
particular moment. Events have verified what I then said.
Matters have calmed down, and to some extent the clouds
have dispersed in the mother country, and we find to.day
that the matter is being discussed in the press, that public
opinion is being brought to bear upon it, and under these
circumstances, instead of making this radical change now,
we should allow the matter to stand over, and not merely
allow the matter to be discussed in this Chamber by one
side, but let members on the other side give to us and to
the country at large the reasons why they sustain this
measure. Let these reasons be discussed by the press, and
then at an early period of another Session, when the matter
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has been fairly and calmly discussed in the light of
public opinion, I believe the result will be that we
would have a Bill which would be satisfactory, not
merely to a party, but to the public at large.
In every Province, more or less, as education has increased,
the franchise bas been enlarged. It is contended by some
who have spoken that this Bill has a tendency in the same
direction, and that it largely extends the franchise. It has
already been pointed out, and the very amendment we are
now considering implies, that so far as Prince Edward
Island is concerned, it restricts the franchise instead of
extending it. The hon. members from that Province, more
particularly the hon. member for Prince (Mr. Hackett),
pleaded in strong terms to have that privilege retained for
the people of Prince Edward Island. He said it was a pri.
vilege dear to them. We can easily understand that,
because when once a man obtains that privilege, which we
regard as our pride and boast, he is very reluctant to part
with it; and the hon. member was quite right in opposing
any legislation that would take away that privilege from
the people he represents. We know that in British Columbia,
also, the Bill will restrict the franchise; and in New Bruns-
wick it is going to interfere with it greatly. In that Pro-
vince our suffrage is based on taxation, and under that
principle both real and personal property is repre-
sented. This Bill, on the other hand, is based
wholly on real property. That is undoubtedly the
old principle, which formerly prevailed in the varions
Provinces of British North America and throughout the
British Dominions generally. It was considered right to
base the franchise on real property, because it was a
fixture; perhaps the principle was an outgrowth of the
feudal system. At that time real property constituted the
bulk of the wealth of the country, and personal property was
of little account. But as time has passed, and the industry
and commerce of the country have developed, the positions
have become reversed, and to-day the great wealth of this
country, as well as of the mother country and of the United
States, consists not merely in lands and territories, but in
the enormous personal wealth produced by commercial
enterprise. Therefore, to carry ont properly the principle
of property qualification, personal property ought to be
represented as well as real property. In New Brunswick
we adopted that principle many years ago ; so that this
Bill, in limiting representation to real property, will greatly
restrict the franchise in that Province. What is our fran-
chise in New Brunswick at present ? Every male person
who is a British subject, twenty-one years of age, and who
has been taxed on real estate of the value of $100, on
personal property, or real and personal property together,
of the value of $400, or on income to the extent
of $400, is entitled to a vote. That franchise is based
on the principle that those who contribute to the reve-
nues of the country should have a voice in the representa-
tion. As the hon. member for Queen's, N.B., pointed ont, our
Province is peculiarly situated in that respect. We posses
a very large quantity of personal property of great value.
The city 1 represent is perhaps one of the greatest ship-
owning districts in the Dominion. Those vessels vary in
size from 2,000 tons down to 50 or 60 tons. -Between '00
and 800 of those vessels are vessels under 100 tons. If you
went to the register you would probably find that those
smaller vessels represent 2,000 or 3,000 owners-men who
have put atl their earnings in them and run them for them-
selves. In winter they work as farmers, in the woods, or
at other avocations, and as soon as the season opens they
navigate these small vesses along the coasts and bays.
They probably possess property in them to the extent of
$500 or $600. We have also many large vessels which mail
to foreign ports, and which do not, perhaps, return to that
port for years; but if you examine the registry of one of
these vessels you will fmd that perhaps twenty or thirty
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people have an interest in it. Those people, in the electoral
districts of the city and county of St. John, are taxed upon
that property to-day, and have the right to go to the poils
and vote. This Bill would destroy that right; and when the
principle is put forward, as contrasted with manhood suffrage,
tat property should be the basis of the franchise, I contend

that that should apply to personal as well as to real property.
insall the counties along the Bay of Fundy, and through

New Brunswick and Nova Scotia, the same state of affaire
existe, which this Bill will have the effect of destroying.
Thon, as regards the two cities in the electoral district which
I have the honor to represent, a very serious change will be
made. In those cities there is a peculiar franchise, which
has never been interfered with, except to be restrieted to a
certain extent on the basis of representation upon which
New Brunswick has given the franchise to lier people. The
city of St. John is a city incorporated by royal charter, a
charter granted in 17'81 and confirmed by Act of Pa-liament.
Among other franchises granted to the city is the one
entitling a man who became free of the city to vote in its
representation. The free men of that city were the persons
who could exercise the right of franchise in addition to the
fraeholders, and they exercised it without restraint until
the principle of taxation was adopted by the New Brunswick
Legislature, with regard to ail the other Provinces. Then
it was provided that the rights of freemen should b. cur-
tailed to this extent, that they must be assessed to the
extent of $10 each. By the measure now before
us, that right will be entirely taken away. While
the free men of the city of St. John can only vote
for the person who is to represent that city, they are not
entitled to vote for those who are to represent the city and
county of St. John, so that the two sets of electors, althoughi
within the same bounds, are entirely different. That would
be entirely done away with under this Bill. There is
another, and a much more seriousright, which this Bill will
cut out. It is a right which arises under the peculiar
position of the city of St. John, and also of the
city of Portland, both boing within the same electoral
district. As I pointed out the other night, many owners of
real property, recognised as real property, and therefore
within the principle upon which the hon. leader of the
House bases his franchise, will be entirely disfranchised
under this Bill. The city of St. John was founded by
Loyalists from New England and New York, who at the1
conclusion of the struggle between the colonies and Great1
Britain, had to leave their homes and endeavor to foundi
new homes among the woods and rocks of New Brunswick.i
A city and town lot was laid out, called the town
of Parr, laid and surveyed in rectangular lots; a
number of the lots were granted, but a large number
remained ungranted. Almost ail the water lots remained
ungranted. When the city was incorperated by royal charter,
in addition to other franchises granted, it was also granted
the property and the fee in all the ungranted lots lying
within the bounds of the city of Parr, which then became
the city of St. John. Those lots have never been parted8
with by the corporation, but have been leased at sums vary-
ing from shillings to, in some cases, £300 a year. Many
of these leases were granted in the earlier part of the cen-t
tury, at very low rates, rarely exceeding £5 a year, and they
vary in length, some being perpetual, others being for 999
years, and some for periods ranging down to twenty-one
years. But the parties remained in possession, and valuable
improvements were put upon the lots. Along the northi
and south wharves, where a large portion of the business oft
the city is.done, you will find immense warehouses there,f
and other buildings erected upon property for which the
holders are tenants at the rate of £2 or £3 a year. Under1
this Bill these men will be disfranchised, although they
may own lots worth $20,000 or $30,000. They do not even
oome under thi te rm "occupat,"' because the word
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" occupant" is so defined that it cannot, by any pos-
sibility, include a tenant; and as these parties are
tenants of the city of St. John, and as the rent they
pay is not suffieiently high, they will be disfranchised.
The other portion of the city of St. John and the city of
Portland stand also in a very peculiar position. Prior to
the founding of the city of St. John, a grant of the land on
which the city of Portland adid the residue of the city of
St. John stands was made to three persons. That was
at a time when the whole Province of New Brunswick
formed one county, the county of Sunbury, in the Province
of Nova Scotia. The descendants of those three individuals,
to a large extent, own that property to-day. It has never
been sold, and the descendants of those gentlemen derive
a large rental from those properties. In the city of Port-
land a large number of the people are holding on leases
precisely the same as those which I described in St. John-
small rentals, small lots, let years ago, before the value of
the property increased, because it has increased by the
buildings which have been erected. The northern portion of
the city of St. John is in the same predicament. There are
parties there who have rent rolls of from $15,000 to
$20,000 a year from that property, derived from small
rentals, in many cases aless than $20 a year, because they
are often only the rental of the ground. Ail these proper-
ties are improved, and the covenants of the leases
are, that they shall be renewed at the same rents,
or that the party shall pay for the improvements,
so that practically, in most cases the lessees are
the owners of the ground. Those will be disfran-
chisod; they cannot come in undor the term "occupant,"
because that excludes a tenant altogether. I am sorry the
Ministor of Finance is not in his place, because he is a
representative of the city of St. John and I am satisfied
he would corroborate what I have said. I think that is a
strong reason to show that persons who have local know-
ledge within the Province are the persons to deal with the
different tenures and the different manners of holding; that
the members in this House from Quebec, Ontario, and Nova
Scotia or the other Provinces cannot deal with those matters
as well ai the Local Legislature itself. Almost the same
remark will apply to the other Provinces. It was pointed out
by one of my hon. friends that there were counties in the
Province of Ontario where people would be disenfranchised,
because they have net got their patents, or did not hold
their properties in free and common socage. All these are
matters of property and civil righta, over which the general
intent of the Federation Act was to give exclusive juris.
diction to the Local Legislatures, subject to the provision
by which this Dominion could check and counteract any
any attempt to interfere with the proper working of the
principle of federation upon which these Provin-
ces were united. Ahi these parties to whom I
have referred, tiese merchants who hold these
buildings in St. John and Portland, these house-
holders who pay rent and taxes, and who, under our
system, are allowed to vote, are disfranchised, and yet the
Indians of that Province are to be allowed to vote. There
is another point to which it is right to call the attention of
the committee, and that is the peculiar position of the
Province of Manitoba, and the question how far this Par-
liament can deal with the rights of electors in that Prov.
ince. In 1870 the Act was passed'to provide for the Prov.
ince of Manitoba and for the qualification of electors. The
17th section makes provision for those who shall be entitled
to vote for a mem 1i- to serve in the Legislative Assembly
for any electoral division, and the 5th section followed the
wording of the 41st section of the British North America
Act:

"Until the Parliament of Canada otherwise provides

Mr. BYKEBRT. Hear, hear.
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Mr. WELDON. Wait till I get through.
"l Until the Parliament of Canada otherwise provides, the qualification

of voters at elections of members of the Bouse of Commons shall be the
same as for the Legislative Assembly hereinafter mentioned, and no
person shall be qualified to be elected or to bit and vote as a member for
any electoral district unless he is a duly qualified voter within the said
Provinee."

Mr. RYKERT. Hear, hear.
Mr. WELDON. If that had remained without alteration,

probably my hon. friend from Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) might
cry " hear, hear; " but if he will wait till I get through, he
will see that there was other legislation, which I hope he
will digest.

Mr. RYKERT. So far so good.
Mr. WELDON. That provided, and I do not want to

conceal it, in the terms of the 41st section of the British
North America Act. In 1871 an Imperial Act was passed,
and I think my hon. friend from Lincoln will admit that an
Imperial Act will override an Act of the Parliament of
Canada. That was an Act respecting the establishment of
Provinces in the Dominion of Canada. It is not necessary
to read the whole Act, because .I only want to point out
particular pôrtions of it.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny). Read it all.
Mr. WELDON. Perhaps my hon. friend from Mont-

magny would not understand it if I did, and I could not
stay to explain it to him.

Mr. LANDRY. In French.
Mr. WELDON. The 3rd section provides that:
" The Parliament of Canada may, from time to time, with the consent

of the Legislature of any Province of the said Dominion, increase,
diminish, or otherwise alter the limita of such Province, upon such terme
and conditions as may be agreed to by the said Legislature, and may,
with the like consent, make provision respecting the effect and operation
of any such increase or diminution or alteration of territory in relation
to any Province affected thereby."

Certain powers were given to the Parliament of Canada,
and they have been acted upon in regard to that very
Province of Manitoba in the increase of its territory. The
5th section introduced the Act of 1870:

"The following Acta passed by the said Parliament of Canada
* An Act to amend and continue the Act 32 and 33 Victoria, chap.

3, and to establish and provide for the Goverament of the Province of
Manitoba, shall be and be deemed to have been valid and effectual for
all purposes whatsoever from the date at which they respectively
received the assent, in the Queen's name, of the Governor General of
the said Dominion of Ganada.'

The 6th section was as follows
" Except as provided by the 3rd section of this Act, it shall not be

competent for the Parliament of Canada to alter the provisions of the
last mentioned Act of the said Parliament, in so far as it relates to the
Province of Manitoba, or of any other Act hereafter establishing new
Provinces in the said Dominion."

My hon. friend from Lincoln is an able lawyer, and he
knows that the Imperial Act must override the provincial
Act, and that, where two provisions are inconsistent, the
last prevails. There was a provision that the Act of 1870,
which became an Imperial Act by virtue of the 5th section
of this Act, should not be altered, except by the power
conferred in the 3rd section. We find a very curions
proviso put in, and I think no person will undertake to say
that it was ever intended that the franchise of the electors
of Manitoba for the Legislative Assembly should be inter-
fered with, because that right was not conferred upon the
Parliament of Canada, but was left to the Province of
Manitoba. This is what it says :

" But subject, always, to the rights of the Legislature of the Province
of Manitoba to alter, from tume to time, the provisions of any law respect-
ing the qualifdcation of electors for members of the Legislature, and to
make laws respecting elections in the said Province."

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is an Imperial Act, and I think
the 'nciple will not be disputed that an Imperial Act

,. WELDON.

overrides a Canadian Act. It seems to me it is a fair ques.
tion of construction whether, under these circumstances,
that statute of the Imperial Parliament allows this
Parliament to 'interfere with the qualification of electors
in the Province of Manitoba. lt may not have been
intended. No doubt, at the time that the Act with
regard to Manitoba was passed, it provided, as I
pointed ont, that the same clause should prevail with
regard to the British North America Act, so as to make
that Province come under the same provisions. But the
question is as to the effect of the sub-section with regard to
the interference of this Parliament or our power to deal
with the Act relating to Manitoba. It seems to me that
reason, principle and expediency say that the provincial
franchise is the best one to be adopted, that it is more in
harmony with the principle of federation, that it is more
advantageous, that it gives to the Provinces the right to
regulate the franchise to the Local Legislatures, who best
understand it, and who understand the position of the
people of the country, who understand whether they are
entitled to manhood suffrage, sncb as they have in Prince
Edward Island and British Columbia, or such a suffrage as
we have in New Brunswick and Nova Scotia. In New
Brunswick we give the franchise to persons who are taxed,
not merely upon real property, but upon personal property.
Now, the members from Prince Edward Island say they
want manhood suffrage, and that principle would destroy
one of the chief features put forward in this Bill--that of
uniformity. We do not know whether that proposition is
going to be accepted or not, but we find it urged with force
by the member from Prince County (Mr. Macdonald) and
his colleague, and my hon. friend from Queen's (Mr.
Davies). But if we are to adopt the principle of manhood
suffrage "et us adopt it in its entirety. If we give it to one
Province let-us give it to the whole of them. I appeal
to the hon. members from Kent (Mr. Landry) and
Westmoreland (Mr. Wood), whose counties border upon
the gulf that separates New Brunswick from Prince Edward
Island, whether they feel that the men on those shores are
entitled to the suffrage while the men of New Brunswick
should be denied. If we are to have a uniform franchise
thronghout the Dominion we must come down to universal
suffrage. That will apply as well to cities and towns as to
counties, and as well to one Province as to another. But
when you come to the principle of revising barristers, the
only safeguard that can be adopted to secure the franchise
to all who are entitled to it, and to prevent these revising
officers from tampering with the franchise-the only possi-
ble way to secure every man in his right, is to adopt the
principle put forward by the hon. member for Northumber-
Iand (Mr. Mitchell). But if we are to have different
Dominion franchises, then let us leave the whole matter to
the Provinces. Surely, Mr. Chairman, we have a right to
ask, on behalf of the people we represent, why this change
is proposed, and why we are ase to adopt it. We have
put forward many strong objections, and I think it is due
to us that hon. gentlemen opposite should try to answer
those objections, and to give some reasons for the changes
it is now propoeed to effect. My own opinion is that this
change is not required in the public interest, that it is put
forward purely and simply in order to meet certain
party exigencies. Hon. gentlemen say : Oh, this
matter has been before the country for years. No
doubt, franchise Bils have been brought in before,
but they were never proceeded with-at least, they
never reached the stage where the principle has been
affilrmed, and where public attention has been called to them.
And surely now, when this matter is brought forward, and
when the Government are attempting to force it through
with undue haste at this particular juncture, the people
have a rg ht to ask and to know why the change is to be
mâade, and why it should be pressed forward at this time,
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when the Session has already lasted three months. They
have a right to know why this old Bill, that has been pigeon-
holed for three months, is now brought forward in the dying
days of the Sasion. If it is a matter of such vast consequence
as the Government pretend, they should have brought it
forward earlier in the Session, when it could have been
deliberately discussed and the principles understood by the
public. I consider that no more important matter has ever
been before this House, affecting in so large a degree the
rights and privileges of the people, and therefore we ought
to have ha an opportuity of discussing it in a fair and
legitimate manner. The people have not had an opportunity
of discussing the Bill or of understanding its scope. I have
been for some time trying to get copies of this Bill, and I
believe that it was only three days ago that it was published
for the first time in the Government organ of the city
of St. John; it was only three days ago that the press of that
Province has had an opportunity of becoming acquainted
with the provisions of this Bill. Then, again, there is
the question of the mode in which the lists are to be made
up. I think that, in accordance with the principle of the
British North America Act, and with the Act of 1874, the
people of the Province themselves have the right to control
the preparation of the voters' lists, and that is the principle
on which we act in New Brunswick. The principle we have
adopted, by which the parties who have charge of the voters'
lista are selected by the people themselves and are liable to
be dismissed if they do anything wrong, is a sound protec-
tion to our rights and liberties. That protection is, how-
ever, entirely swept away by this Bill, which places that
power in the hands of individuals who are merely Govern-
ment officers, and, whatever their intentions may be, they
are sure to have a party bias. The whole principle is
unsound and unconstitutional, and such power should not be
placed in the hands of the Government, no matter what
party is in power. The system adopted in New Brunswick
is such that every man who is assessed upon property has a
right to be placed upon the list, and it is impossible for a
man, either by fraud or intention, to be kept off the
list, or by favor or affection to be placed on it.

Mr. LANDRY (Kent). Is there any appeal?

Mr. WELDON. There is a right of appeal to the
revisers. I am in hearty sympathy with the amendment
moved by the member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton).
In this connection, I cannot help remarking that it seems
to be a question between Ontario and the Dominion. Refer-
ences are constantly made to Ontario; and we, from the
lower Provinces, feel overshadowed and overpowered by
this contention that prevails. The franchise should remain
with the Provinces. It is a right which, independent of the
41st section, they would have the power to legislate upon;
and it is expedient they should legislate, because they are
the bodies who best understand the wishes and conditions'
of the people. Another objection to the Bill is the question
of expense; net merely the expense to which the Dominion
willle put by appointing revising barristers, and the
necessary machinery which, under the present system, is
entirely unnecessary; but what I think is still more danger-
ous, is the expense with respect to the voter himself. Under
our provincial franchise no expense is entailed on the voter,
but under the proposed system such will not be
the case. The plan should be so simple and inex-
pensive that every man entitled to vote will know
that his name is on the liât, and that when he goes to
the 11U there will be no objection raised. The hon. member
for Prince, P.E.L, thought this would be a good Bill for all
the other Provinces except Prince Edward Island, and he
said it would not be a good law for that Province, because
they had no registration; they had open voting and did not
want a registrar, but with the ballot it was different. That
hon. gentleman seemed to think that it was quite proper to

saddle other Provinces with expense and to entirely change
their franchises. During this debate the hon. member for
King's, N.B,, referred to me as an advocate of secession,
although, h. said, "Ie eis not a Tory." I admit that I have
been opposed to Confederation, and that I have used mny
best efforts to prevent New Brunswick going into this
Union. From the day I took a seat in this louse I have
never regretted my course. If this Bill becomes law in its
present shape the hon. member for for King's will find the
feeling against the Union enormously increased, and where
lie found one man opposed to the Union he will find them
by scores and hundreds, because they will feel this is another
act of injustice.

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland), I rise at this late stage of
the discussion, not because I feel it is desirable that it should
be prolonged, but because I desire, before the debate reaches
ita termination, that my protest shall be recorded against
the manner in which this discussion has been conducted,
against the length of time it has occupied, and against the
heavy expense imposed on the people. The hon. gentle-
man who last addressed the committee, as well as many
who preceded him, reproached hon, members sitting on this
side of the House for not participating more generally in
the discussion of this measure. I feel that the course which
I have adopted, and which has been adopted by a large
majority of those who sit on this side of the House, can b.
fully justified. I feel that when any member of this House

as any information to impart, or any arguments to
advance, bearing upon any question under consideration,
arguments which are new or forcible, or pertinent, it is
right and fair that that member should, under such cir-
cumstances, receive a respectful and attentive hearing.
But, Sir, when hon. gentlemen pursue an entirely different
course; when they rise, as they have done in the course of
this disuession, and state facts which are already familiar to
us all; when they continue to repeat, one aftor another,
arguments which we have listened to over and over again
from those who have preceded them, I feel that any member
of this House is justified in receiving their speeches with
inattention and any other marks of disapproval which such
conductjustly merits. I think, Sir, that this discussion has
been useless, unnecessary, and unstatesmanlike. But I must,
in justice to hon. gentlemen opposite, give them credit for the
great ability with which it has been maintained. If, Sir,
the possession of physical strength and endurance, if the
possession of vocal power and volubility is to be the stand-
ard by which we are to judge of statesmanship, I must say
that the Reform party of Ontario, particularly, have earned
for themselves and for this Parliament a distinction for
which we can find no parallel in past history, and no reason-
able ground for supposing it will ever be equalled in the
future. If, Sir, to talk longest and to say least can win for any
hon. gentleman honor and renown upon the floors of Parlia-
ment, I feel that these same gentlemen must be remembered
long after their leaders are forgotten. Hon. gentlemen have
sought to justify the length of this debate by the import-
ance of the measure which is just Dow under consideration.
I feel, Sir, that this ground is not well taken. It is true
that this is an important measure. It is true that this
measure deals with the question of the franchise, a ques-
tien which, above all others, is dear and sacred to the
heart of every true lover of British institutions. But,
Sir, it must be borne in mind that this is the third Session
of this Parliament, the third time this measure has been
introduced, and hon. gentlemen have had two years to
study its principles and its provisions. Ample time has
been afforded to discuss it with the people of this country,
on the platform and through the pres, and hon. gentlemen
have come to this Parliament with their opinions largely
formed upon this question. I feel that under such circum.
stances protracted discussion is unnecessary and can serve

1885. 1781



COMMONS DEBATES.

no useful purpose. For my own part, I did not intend, from
the first, and I do not now intend, to enter into any lengthy
discussion of the principles of this measure. But I desire to
say that I support this measure, first, because I feel that
this Parliament has a right to say who shall elect its mem-
bers ; secondly, because I believe the measure which was
adopted in 1867 was adopted as a temporary measure,
that it was never designed by those who framed the
constitution that the provincial franchises, or the franchises
which might exist, from time to time, in the varions Pro-
vinces of this Dominion, should form the franchise by which
members of this Parliament should be elected ; that the
reasons which led to its adoption then have long ceased to
exist and that therefore the system itself should be aban-
doned. I support this measure, thirdly, because I believe
that the present system is lacking in the essential elements
of certainty, stability and permanence, and the important
element of uniformity, and therefore it should not be con-
tinued. I assume, Sir, that there is no gentleman on either
side of this House who will dispute the right of this Parlia-
ment to pass this measure. It is true that a large portion
of the arguments which have been presented by hon. gen-
tlemen opposite have been based on the assumption that we
have not this right-

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.

Mr. WOO D (Westmoreland). That we are seeking to
infringe on the right which belongs to the several Provinces
of this Dominion. But we have had a clear and distinct
statement by the leader of the Opposition that this Parlia-
ment has a constitutional right to fix a franchise of its own,
and L feel that I may fairly assume that the large majority,
if not all of his supporters, share this same opinion. The
only arguments, then, which have been advanced in opposi-
tion to this measure which have any force, are those which
are based on the question of expediency. We are told that
this measure is unnecessary, that our present system is
working well, and that no change has been denanded. I
feel, Sir, that that argument-to say the most which can be
said for it-is an argument which has not much force. If an
evil exista are we to wait until its consequences are proved
to be so disastrous that public indignation forces us to
adopt remedial measures ? If a reform is needed are
we to wait until the necessity of that reform becomes
so apparent that a revolutionary spirit is created through-
out the country ? I feel, Sir, when an evil exists it is the
duty of the Legislature to remove that evil, before its
consequences become serions or widespread. I feel, when a
reform measure is presented to this House, if the principles
upon which it is based are sound, if they are
just and equitable and right, if the changes
which are proposed will improve the existing state of
things, if the system which it is proposed to intro-
duce is an improvement on the system which now
exista, it is the duty of Parliament, under such circum-
stances, to adopt that moasure without delay. Thon, Sir,
experience has furnished us with ample proof of the noces-
sity for the proposed measure. It has shown us beyond
doubt that the present system is far from perfect, and that
a change is needed. In the Province of Nova Scotia, in
1871, an Act was passed by which all persons holding
offices under the Dominion Parliament were disfranchised.
A Dominion election followed, but before another local elec-
tion that Act was repealed. This course of the Provincial
Parliament shows, at least, that in that Province, at that
time, it was not considered desirable that the same class of
persons should exorcise both the Dominion and the local fran-
chise. In the Province of Ontario, last winter, an Act was
passed by which non-resident property holders were disfran-
chised. Persons who are the most wealthy and intelligent in
this country, who possess large interests, are deprived of the
right of voting, merely because their public duties or their

Mr. Woon (Weetmoreland).

business requirements oblige them to reside in a different
part of the Province from that in which their proprty is
situated. In the other Provinces this same class of persons
still enjoy the franchise. In many of the Provinces they
vote noi only in one constituency, but in two or more con-
stituencies, where they have property. In some of the
Provinces, at the present time, we have manhood suffrage
as the basis of the franchise; in the other Provinces we
have a variety of franchises based upon property or income
qualifications. Now, Sir, I, for one, am willing to appeal to
the judgment of any independent member of this louse-I
am willing to appeal to any constituency in this Dòminin-
whether such a state of things should be continued,
whether such a system is based on principles which are equi-
table and just to all. Then, Sir, another important feature of
our present system is its uncertain and changing character.
The constituencies which elected us may, before another
election, be entirely swept away. Changes the most
important and most radical in their character may be
made, and we are powerless to prevent them. Hon. gentle-
men opposite have always professed a desire to preserve
harmony among the different Provinces of this Dominion.
I, for one, Sir, feel that the present system is not calculated
to preserve that harmony, but that it is calulated to
eventually promote provincial discord and provincial strite.
It is well known that in the Local Parliaments of the dif-
ferent Provinces of this Dominion different political parties
predominate. In one Province, where one party has a large
majority in the Local Legislature, an Act may be passed
adopting a franchise which will give that party a large
representation for that Province in this Parliament ; in
another Province, where another party may have a large
majority in the Local louse, a different franchise may be
adopted, with a corresponding result; what have we then ?
We have two parties in the louse divided by provincial lines.
Instead of having two great political parties divided on ques-
tions of public policy, instead of having them, as we have
them now, contending for the prevalence of principles which
affect the general good, we have them contending for the
rights of particular Legislatures, to whose Acta they owe
their presence here. I feel that if there. is one ides above
another to which we should at all times give prominence, it
is the idea that we come here to legislate for Dominion
rather than for provincial interests-that it is our
duty here to legislate, not that we may obtain any sectional
advantage, but that we may promote the general good, and
protect equally the rights of every Province of this
Dominion. I feel, Sir, that the evils which now exist and
the dangers which may fairly be apprehended if this system
is continued, amply justify the introduction of this measure.
I feel that the power of this Parliament to pass this measure
cannot be questioned. I feel that this measure is founded
on principles which are sound and equitable and jaet, which
have not yet and which cannot be successfully assailed.
And, Sir, for those reasons, which I have briefly stated, I feel
that it is the duty of this Parliament to pass this measure,
and to pass it now.

Mr. LISTER. It is a matter of very great gratification
to this side of the House to have succeeded at lâst in getting
an hon. gentleman on the opposite side to say anything
in defence of the measure we are now considering. I
desire to say to the hon. gentleman who has just spoken,
that from the begining of this debate to the present time
there has not been, for a single moment, a dispute as to the
legal right of this Parliament to pass a Franchise Bill.

Mr. WHITE (Hastinge). Oh.
Mr. LISTER. The hon. member for East Hastings Io very

anxious to get 300 or 400 Indian votes. He knows that
without these votes he would be defeated at the next elec-
tion. I repeat that there has never been, from the beginning
of this debate to the present time a dispute ase-tthe right
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of this Parliament to pass a Franchise Bill. The question
has.been one of expediency; the question bas been whether
this Bill is in accordance with the true spirit and meaning
of the British North America Act or not; and hon. gen-
tlemen on this side have oontended from the first that it was
inexpedient and uncalled for. The hon. gentleman who has
just spoken bas not gone into the principles of this Bill; he
has not adverted for a moment to the intolerable provisions
it contains. He has not said one word in justification of the
revising barrister; ho bas not said one word in support of
the provision as to the right of appeal; he bas not said one
word as to the enormous expense that will be incurred by
this measure if it becomes law. His speech bas been alto-
gether one of generalities. It was quite unnecessary for the
hon. gentleman to get up and tell us that ho was going
to su pport this measure. Ie sits besides the hon. mem-
ber or King's, N.B. (Mr. Foster), and that hon. gentleman
bas told us that his whole and sole duty in this Parlia-
ment is to record the wish of the Government of the day.
The hon. gentleman did not require to inform this House
of that fact; any person who bas sat opposite to him during
the last three Sessione must have seen that that was his
only aim and purpose of sitting in Parliament. Now, the
hon. member for Westmoreland (Mr. Wood) has told us
that this discussion is useless. We know that the discus-
sion bas not been useless. Hon. gentlemen on this side of
the House were debating this subject for several days
before hon. gentlemen opposite became aware that the
tribal Indians had a vote, showing that something has been
gained-that some valuable information has been given to
hon. gentlemen opposite. It is all very well for hon. gen-
tlemen opposite to say this discussion i useless, but let
them look back a few years and remember that their leader
then said this was so important a measure it would be
impossibleproperly to consider it short of a whole Session
of Parliament. If hon. gentlemen opposite are so
anxious to have the Bill passed, why do they leave
it to the dying hours of the Session before introducing it ?
Was it because they deemed the members of this House, in
their desire to return to their business vocations, would
allow to;bepassed through this House without discussion a
measure whioh I characterise now, as I have characterised
it in the past, as simply infasmous. This measure is being
considered by the people from one end of the Dominion to
the other, and I will be greatly mistaken if its iniquitous
provisions will not raise a storm about the ears of the Gov-
ernment that they little expected when they introduced it.1
I contend that this Parliament has no right to distranchise
the men who now have a vote. In the Pi ovince of Prince
Edward Island, in the Provinces of Nova Scotia, New
Brunswick, Manitoba and British Columbia, men who now
have votes will be disfranchised.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. LISTER. I say they will. I will prove to you that

mon throughout the different Provinces, who now enjoy the
franchise, will lose it. I say this Government are delibe-
rately taking away from them the highest and most cher-
ished right of freemen, the right to vote. When a franchise
has once been granted no Parliament has the right to
de p rive those to whom it bas been granted of that privilege.
What a spectacle this House presents to this country 1
Through the mismanagement of the mon who occupy the
TMreamury benches our fellow countrymen are beingslaugh-
tered in the North-West.

Mr. CKA TRAN. The hon. gentleman is out of order
in disoussing matters that are not relevant to the question
before the House.

Mr. RYKERT. Take it back.
Ait. LISTER. Yes, I will take it back.
Mr. RYKFRT. Take a back seat.

Mr. LISTER. Not for you.
Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Hon. gentlemen on the other

side should not be allowed to interrupt my hon. friend. I
protest against bis being called to order when replying to
an insulting remark made by an bon. gentleman on the
other side, for which that hon, gentleman was not called to
order.

Mr. CHIAIRXMAN. Hon. gentlemen have no right to
call across the flouse.

Mr. LISTER. As far as the hon. member for Lincoln
(Mr. Rykert) is concerned, I neither seek bis friendship nor
fear his enmity in the slightest degree. I say this measure
should not become law, because there bas been no demand
for it from the country. From Prince Edward Island to
British Columbia there has not been a single petition asking
that a Bill providing for a Dominion franchise shoald be
passed.

Mr. McCALLUM. I rise to a point of Order. This
House adopted the principle of the Bill when the Bill
was given its second reading. We are now on clause 3,
and I hope, Sir, you will keep the hon. gentleman to the
question.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). For the information of tho
member for Monck, I call his attention to the fact that we
are discussing something else besides clause 3. We are dis-
cussing an amendment which proposes to substitute a
Dominion franchise, and also one that proposes te exempt
Prince Edward Island from the operations of the Billi and
the hon. gentleman will see at once that they give a range
wide enough to take in the remarks of my hon. friend.

Mr. McCALLUM. I want to know what the ques-
tion as to whether the people have petitioned for this
Bill or not bas to do with the Bill, since we have adopted
its principle.

Mr. LISTER. I was going on to say that there as been
no demand for a measure of this kind from any section or
Province, or any portion of any Province, in the country.
Since Confederation was established we have availed our-
selves of the different franchises in the different Provinces.
In 18;4 that was cinfirmed by an Act giving the several
Provinces the rigbt to fix the franchise for members of this
House, and no reason has since arisen for taking away from
the Provinces that which we then gave them. Unless it
can be shown that the working of the provincial franchise
bas been disadvantageous, that some serious wrong has been
doue to this House, that the country is suffering in some
way in consequence of it, this Parliament has no right to
take it away. In spirit it is a usurpation of the rights of
the Provinces. They are best able to say what people shal
send members to this House, and by this House taking it
into its own hands, it takes the power of doing a wrong to
the Provinces if it thinks proper. It is a great safoguard
to the Provinces to retain the right of fixing the franchise.
While some Provinces are opposed to an extension of the
franchise, others have expressed themselves in favor of it.
In Ontario, the Conservative party has been pledged to
manhood suffrage, the leader of ithe Opposition there, wihen
Mr. Mowat's Franchise Bill was being passed, having moved
an amendment in favor of it. I do know what the wishes
of the Province of -Quebec are, but if they do not want
manhood suffrage we have no right to take the power
of forcing upon them a suffrage which they de not
want and if we recognise the power of this Parlia-
ment to take away from the Provinces the right of
fixing the franchise, it may be that, next year or the year
after, the other Provinces will unite and force upon one
Province, whether Quebec or any other, a franohisewhich
may be diawstful to them. in the. extreme, Iis afr,,
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better, and more calculated to promote harmony in every
Province, that the franchise should remain in the hands of
the people of every Province. Do we not give to members
of this House the same vote that we give to members of
the Local House, and how can we be injured ? Are we not
Ontarians ? Do not the people of Ontario vote for mem-
bers of the Local House, and do not the same people vote
for members of this House ? In injuring us they must of
necessity injure the members of the Local flouse. It is
inexpedient, unwise, dangerous, to take from the Provinces
the right they have exercised since 1867. There is no
complaint that this has not worked well. The hon. gentle-
man talks about uniformity. Ie is drawing a herring
across the trail. It is not uniformity they want, but to
strangle the Liberals of Ontario, and in strangling us you
may be doing an injury to other Provinces you little dream
of. The best proof that it is not uniformity they want is
that the Government are willing that Prince Edward Island
should retain its present franchise. Perchance, they are
willing that, other Provinces shall do the same. Then,
the only ground upon which you build your structure
and claim a necessity for this legislation is swept away.
How is it that, in 1874, when a measure of this kind was
before the House, hon. gentlemen opposite and their press
took the ground that the franchise should be left with. the
Provinces? How is it that the Montreal Gazette, edited
then by the member for Cardwell (Mr. White), and the
Conservative press of Toronto and throughout Ontario, con-
tended that the Provinces should retain the right ? The
arguments then advanced were unanswerable. It was
argued that it was unwise to place too much power in the
hands of this Dominion; that it was the duty of the House
to minimise the power of the Dominion as much as possible;
and if that was a cogent argument in those days, it is no
less strong at the present time. Yet hon. gentlemen oppo-
site to-day see the utmost necessity for such a measure. If
there was no necessity for it in 1874 there is none in 1885.
Attempting to take this power into the hands of the Domin
ion is attempting to strangle the electorate of the whole
country and is invading the rights of the Provinces.
If our Dominion is to be great and strong the rights
of the Provinces must be maintained to the utmost,
and instead of trying to deprive them of their
rights you ought, if possible, to extend those rights, or,
at all events, to secure them beyond peradventure. These
repeated attempts by the Government, Session after Ses.
sion, to wrest from the Provinces rights they have exercised
in the past,creates a friction which will inevitably be danger-
ous to this Confederation. Do hon. gentlemen think that
the country is taking no interest in this matter ? I have
talked with scores of Conservatives in the west in the last
ten days, and I have yet to find a man to defend or justify
the Bill now before the House. Is there a petition asking
hon. gentlemen to force this measure through ? Is there
a fair-minded Conservative who wants a Bill of that kind?
If our positions were changed, and Mr. Blake were leading
the Goverument, and hon. gentlemen opposite were in opposi-
tion, they would oppose, as strenuously as possible, the
measure now before the House; they would charge us with
centralisation and with endeavoring to strangle them.
Under that condition of affairs, the Opposition are bound,
in justice to themselves and to the Liberals of Canada, to
fight this Bill out fairly, honestly and strongly, to the very
last moment. It is nonsense for hon. gentlemen opposite
to get up and advise us. We do not ask your advice and
do not want it. We know what we are going to do and
what our duty is, and that duty we shall endeavor to do to
the best of our ability.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Why do you give advice if you
will not take it ?

Mr. LISTER. ILt is said this Bill extends the franchise.
I challen the correotneus of that statement, It is not

Mr. L ,

nearly so liberal as the Franchise Bill of the Local Legisla-
ture, and it deprives men of votes who would have votes
under the local Act. This Bill requires an income of $400
to entitle a person to vote; under the Bill of 'Mr. Mowat, it
is $250.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). Is that the law now?
Mr. LISTER. Yes; this law now makes it $400; under

the Mowat Act it is $250.
Mr. FERGUSON. That is not law to-day.
Mr. LISTER. In addition to that, the Local Legislature

has given to the wage-earner a right to vote.
Mr. RYKE RT. It is not the law to-day; not until next

January.
Mr. LISTER. It is the law of the land. It comes into

force at the next election. Hon. gentlemen opposite have
refused to give us any reason for the adoption of this
measure. Why is it that its necessity is not pointed out?
Why is it that the good features of this Act are not pointed
out to the House and the country ?

Mr. WHITE. They know all about it.
Mr. LISTER. The hon. gentleman knows more about

the timber limits than he does about the Franchise Bill.
Mr. WHITE. I will give you mine for nothing.
Mr. LISTER. Why have hon. gentlemen been so silent

in this matter? They appear to be afraid to open their
mouths, for fear they might put their foot in it; and in
what little they do say they try to avoid the real issue.
They say nothing about the intolerable provisions of this
Bill, and the press of the Conservative party follow the
same tactics. I have before me the Free Press, the organ
of the Conservative party in London, and I have before me
the Mail, the Conservative organ of Toronto, and I find
leading articles in those papers on this Bill, wherein they
deliberately misstate what are the real issues of the Bill,
not only as to one portion, but as to several portions of the
Billi I will read a portion of one of those articles:

" But when one cornes to consider its provisions, it is found to be a
measure that is destined to extend the franchise to many thousands who
are now debarred from it "-

That is not true-
" by lowering the necessary qualification, in both town and county '-

That is not true-
" One of its most especial features la that it will permit so many young
men of the country, so many that are volunteers to-day, to express an
opinion on public affairs ''-

Mr. WHITE. That is truc.

Mr. LISTER. Oh, everything is true with you.
understand the hon. member for East Ilastings:

We

"It has been boasted that the franchise that exists in Ontario is a very
liberal one, and no doubt it has taken a considerable step in that direc-
tion ; but this measure, which is to be applied to the Dominion franchise,
goes still further in the direction of broadening the basis on whieh
representation shall rest. It will permit every man, not otherwise dis-
qualified, to vote at parliamentary elections, who earns as much as $400
per year,"-

Mr. Mowatt's Bill allows every man to vote who earns
$250 a year.
" or a little more than $1 per day. Any one who has a piece of proper-
ty .in his possession of the value of $400, no matter where he may live,
will be also entitled to a vote. Farmers' sons and the sono of mechanies
living with their parents are also to be included within the scope of the
franchise. In this, the provisions are of a far more liberal and far-reach-
ing character than are those existing in Ontario, and which have been
held up by the Grits to the admiration of mankind. But there is a fur-
ther reason alleged, and that is that the revising barristers are to be
appointed, before whom al questions affecting the rights of individuals
to vote are to be heard and determined. And this, too, is to be called
'iniquitous,' 'infamous.' Beeing that the plan has been worked with
eminent success in England for many yearu past, it will be difficult to
make the people of this country believe tha it is either intamous or
iniquitous."
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Now, Sir, the man who penned that article muet have
known thal what he stated there was not true. No such
system existe in England, as it is proposed to create by this
Bill. In England, the courts are held by barristers appointed
by the Lord Chief Justice and the senior judge of each sum-
mer assize, to revise the lista prepared by the overseer of
each parish, when claims are made by persons omitted, and
objections may be made to any name inserted by the over-
seers. Appeal is given on points of law to the Court of
Common Pleas. The revising barrister, in England, je not
the creature of the Government of the day, but is an inde.
pendent man, appointed by the highest judge in England,
the Lord Chief Justice, in certain counties; and, in others,
the judge of each summer assize appoints the revising bar-
rister. He is appointed only for one year, and site simply
as a judge. He je not authorised to make up the rolls. The
votere' list is made by the parish offileers, and the
appeal je to the revising barrister, the same as our appeal
is to the judge of the county court. He site merely in a
judicial capacity. But here yon propose to appoint men
who may do their duty with perfect fairness, but you are
putting it in their power to do what is unjust. That je
what we complain of. We say that the Government should
not make it possible for this officer to tamper and trifle
with the voteras'liste; that they should not make it possible
for him to prevent a man from voting. We complain that
the men who will be appointed may be partisans, who may
act in a partisan character. They may have the effect of
defeating the wishes of the people of a county. Now, Mr.
Chairman, I do not suppose many hon. gentlemen on the
other side of the House understand the system we have in the
Province of Ontario; and it is not likely that many repre-
sentatives from the other Provinces understand it, and I
would take the liberty of adverting briefiy to the law of
Ontario with regard t ethe voters' lists. Now, in the Province
of Ontario and the other Provinces, I apprehend we have a
very simple system of preparing the voters' liste, a system
that has been in force for a number of years and with
which the people are perfectly familiar, a systom that is
inexpensive and that has given every satisfaction to the
people of Ontario, and it Je proposed to abolish that system
and introduce an Act which je cumbrous, complex and
expensive, a system which will impose upon an already
overburdened people a cost of, at least, half a million dollare.
If he was as familiar with the provisions of the voters' liste
of Ontario as many members of that Province are, the
Firet Minister would be willing to allow matters to
remain as they are. I find that the clerk of each munici-
pality je required, immediately after the final revision and
correction of the assessment roll in every year, to make a
correct alphabetical list in three parts, of all the persons of
the full age of twenty-one years who appear by the asses-
ment roll to be entitled to vote in the municipality. The
clerk ls then to deliver or transmit it by registered letter,
parcel post or book post, ton copies of each, to the following
persons : that is to say, members of the House of Commons,
members of the Legislative Assembly, every candidate for
whom votes were given at the last election, and the reeve
of each municipality. In the Bill now before the House
this feature le very objectionable: the v'oters' liste are
limited to members of the House of Commons-that is as
regards the preliminary list. The final list, as revised, le to
be bouhtat 6 cents for every ton names. Everyone who
has eh anything to do with elections je aware that a large1
number of votera' liste are required. The result of this Bill,1
if passed, will be that the candidates, or whoever may1
take an interest in elections, will be compelled to have9
votera' liste printed at their own expense. In(
the Ontario Act the judge of the county court is to hold a1
court in each municipality in which there are appeals.i
Under the Dominion law heis to hold a court at someplace in1
the eleotoral district. It isnot very difficult to se that in case i

of appeal the persons appealing will be put to very heavy
cost. The court may be held thirty, forty, fifty, or even a
ihundred miles from the place where the voter appealing
lives. It involves the attendance of the voter aud all hie
witnesses, and perhaps the employment of a lawyer to look
after hie case. Under those circumstances, the Bill passed
by the Ontario Legislature is far in advance of the Bill
which it is now proposed to make law. A large number of
voters' liste have to be sent throughout the municipality.They are sent to different post offices; they are put up in
the office of the clerk; in fact, there is a large number
printed, and when an election comes there if no difficulty
whatever in securing a number of copies, or, at aHl events,
such a number as is necessary for use during the election.
This Bill makes no sunc provision. It provides only for the
distribution of two copies to the members for the time being.
The manner of appealing, according to the Ontario Act, is
simplicity itself. If a person desires to be put on the
list or asks to have some names struck off ho has
the right of appeal to the judge of the county.court; that
is transmitted by the clerk of the municipality, and the
judge fixes a day for hearingi the -appeal. From the fact
that courts are to be held in several municipalitios, it will
not take a very long time to try a case. The number of
cases, moreover, is few. Under this present Bill an appeal
will cause great expense and great trouble, and people will
often be deprived of their right to vote. 1 do not propose
to diseuse the question of the Indian vote, except so far as
it relates to towns and cities. 1 sec the Toronto Mail, the
organ of the Conservative party, strongly advocates the
right and the expodiency of giving the franchise to Indians
living on reserves. That paper misreprosents the posi-
tion of the Liberal party upon that question; and, with the
permission of the liouse, Iwill read an extract from the
Mail, of 6th May, 1885:

"In our issue of Monday we exposed, in a way that no one has dared
to challenge, the hypocrisy of the Opposition regarding the enfran-
chisement of the Indians. That policy of enfranchisement la one that
the Gritparty pursued during the whole of their term of office; and
down ta 188( they were active arivocates of it still. Their policy was
indiscriminate. It included ail Indians, those ofrthe North-West as weil
as those of the oider Provinces, and they looked on themselves as great
moral reformers b3cause they entertained so progressive a policy.

I The Indian franchise proposed by Sîr John M acdonald could not by
any possibility have coverel the rebellious bands of the west; because
it would b- only by the merest a:cident that any of them would obtain
votes ; and not in any case tilI the territory in which they live has repre-
sentation in Parliament. Mr. Mowat's Bil of last Session gave the irght
to vote to Indians in receipt of annuities, when not living with the tribe.
The Dominion Bill simply goes a step further and gives these Indians
the right te vote, when, having the property qualification, they still Ilive
among the Indians on the reserves.

tl Sr John Macdonald proposes to limit the franchise te the Indanaeof
the aider Provinces; an d this, thougli an apparent concession, leaves
the matter as he intended it at first. There was no chance, or only the
merest chance, of any North-West Indians obtainin' the franchise. If
the> did obtain il, it would ho by sucb induitry, intelligence, sobriet>'
anforethouht as would entitle the te it by their psasession ot the
property qualification.

" The agitation raised by the Opposition vas false as to fact and was
hypocritical as regarde their own paît policy. There las harisy b«n a
word said against the enfranchlsement of the Indians nov that le net a
direct contradiction of what was said, from 1874 te 1880, by the same
persons, in favor of enfranchising them. The public will, we feel sure,
recognisethe purely obstructive object of the Grits, and liberally dis-
coun:thbeeir 'indignation.'"

Now, that article unfairly sets forth the position of the
Liberal party, so far as the Indian franchise is concerned.
What we protest against iii, that the Indians of this country,
living on reserves, under the control of the Superintendent
General and hie agents-we protest that so long as they are
in that position of tutelage, so long as they are the minors
and wards of the Government, upon whom the Government
can exercise their influence, that they should have the right
to vote. What we say is, that if those people are suffiiently
intelligent to vote there should, at the same time, be cat on
them all the duties of citizenship-that the rights of citizen-
ship should not be given them without its duties and respou.
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sibilities. -Weoaay that if they are not fit to-exeroise the
responsibilities of citizens they should romain as they are
untiitthey are fit. To-day the Indian cannot be called upon to
defend the country; ho cannot hold any municipal office; he
eannot be oued for a debt, and therefore we say that in the
interests of the country they should not have the franchise,
utntil they ean also accept the full responsibilities of citizen-
sPhip. Give them their lands and moneys, remove from them
all the inuence that may be exerted on the part of the
Government, and the Liberals of Canada have no objection
whatever to those men being made part and parcel of the
-great electorate of this country. But so long as they are
in the present position I say it would be an outrage and a
seandal for the Government of the country to confer on
themepeople the rights of citizens. It has been properly
remarked during the debate, by some hon. gentlemen on
this side of the House, that every measure introduced by
the Government this Session involved an expense of money,
in the way of paying place hunters. Sir, the Bill just now
before the HRouse croates a small army of office holders; no

.#less than ý680 of them, I believe, will be created
by this Bill. Only yesterday a Bill was intro-
duced into the House for the purpose of appointing an
Assistant Librarian, whereby a considerable cost will be
inposed on the country yearly, during the life of that
Mefcer. By the measure now before the House an army of
office holders will be appointed, who will cost the country,

>at'a low estimate, from a quarter to half a million of dollars
-a year. Is the country in so prosperous a condition, are
our -finances in so cheering a state, that at this particular
juncture it is Wise or expedient to appoint this large num-
ber of office holders and incur this large amount of
expense ? No doubt the hon. momber for Lincoln will sup-
port this measure, for 1 do not remember that ho has ever
opposed any measure, since hlie has been in his present posi-
tion, which had for its object the increased expenditure of the

.public moneys of the country. One of the strongest argu-
mentesin favor of retaining the provincial franchise is the fact
that it is cheap, that it costs the Parliament of this country
nothing. Hon.gentlemen opposite have taken occasion to cast
.persions on the several assessors throughout the country,
but I think, if you go from ore end of the country to
the other, with few exceptions, the duties of the office of
assessor have been satisfactorily discharged, and I think it
i nothing but an unwarrantable reflection on those officers for
hon. gentlemen to get up and say that this Bill is necessary
because they have not discharged their duties. I think, Sir, it
-I dangerous to the electorate of this country for this Govern-.
ment to take into its hands the power it proposes to take
by this Bill. I think it is a menace to the people of the
country-a danger which has not been properly considered
jy hon. members of this House. When you consider that
the whole electorate of this country will be subject to the
whim and caprice of some revising officer, who holds his
dlfice from the Government, who muet be a partisan
of the Government or else ho would not receive that
office, I isy that this is a danger to the common-
uwealth, and is a stop which the country will not approve.
Now, i oppose the measure before the House because it is
an invasion of provincial rights; I oppose it because there
is nneoessity, and no necessity has been shown by hon.
members opposite, for any such measure ; I opposo it
because it is exponsive; I oppose it because 1 think it is
dangerous to the country for this Government to tak.e into
its hands the power it proposes to tako by this measure ;
and I oppose it because it takes from the people the right
they have to-day to regulate their voters' lists, which is one
of the safeguards of the liberties we possess in this country.

-Mr. INNES. .Hon. membersî on the other aide cannot
r"e ueh meith having taken up any time in! discumsing

titom'a Ihave'not said any'thiag on the asujet
if. LISTEa.

before; but Ifeel, Sir, that it is my duty to make some
observations upon it, and to state my objections to the
measure now before the House. I have paid very close
attention to the debate as it has gone on. It las;been now
prolonged for over three weeks, and it appears to me that
the longer it is discussed the more objectionable it is dis-
covered to be. If hon. members opposite are not acquainted
with its provisions,it is not the faultof gentlemen on this side;
for, as they themselves have acknowledged, it has been dis-
cussed in an able and exhaustive manner by the members
on this side; and it is only in a sort of intermittent fashion
that we have had any discussion of the measure by hon.
gentlemen opposite. As I have said, I have watched the
debate as it has gone on, and have noted the course of
events in connection with it, and I came to the conclusion,
some time ago, that hon. members opposite were by no
means what we may call a happy family in regard to this
Bill. They seem, latterly, to have very great doubts and
fears, and many misgivings, in reference to it, while the
longer the question was debated the more the courage of
hon. gentlemen on this side of the flouse rose. I also
observed, Sir, that there was by no means a harmonious
family on the other side of the House with reference to the
subject.

Mr. RYKERT. Oh, yes we are.
Mr. INNES. We were told, when the Bil was first intro-

duced, that its great feature was to be uniformity-that it
was to be presented to us as a whole,.and was Io be carried
through as a whole; but we found before very long that
one point after another was to be given up. The discussion
had not proceeded very far in committeo before an amend-
ment was moved to strike woman suffrage out of the Bil,
and after a spirited debate the Government gave way on
that point, and allowed that feature toget the :go-by. Not
long after that the Indian question was discussed, and we
had a sort of tacit admission from the hon. First Minister
that concessions would be made on that point also. So that,
instead of the Bill being carried through in its original
naked deformity, as was proposed to be done, by the efforts
of hon. members on this side of the flouse, in exposing the
iniquity of the whole scheine, the lon. First Minister
was obliged to make a concession, and agree to restrict
the Indian vote to the oider Pro vinces. Thon, Sir, we found,
not long after that, that an hou. member, a supporter of
the Government, brought forward an amendment to leave to
Prince EdwardIsland the franchisethat has been in existence
there, I believe, for oer thirty years. Of course, we on this
side are in ignorance whether or not that concession will be
granted, but we have reason to believe ,that it will be. flore,
thon, are three concessions made already on the main prin-
ciples of the Bill, although we have only, as yet, reached
the third clause. Before this Bill is finished-,and God
knows when it will be finished, for we intend, I believe, to
discuss as fully and as exhaustively all its remaining clauss
as we have diseussed it so far-l say before this Billgets
through the flouse it will be a wonder if the hon.[Firat
Minister will recognise hie own offspring. Thus,,we have
seen the somewhat incongruous position of the Government
with regard to uniformity. A good many reasons have
been adduced on this aide of the, fouse why the ill should
not have been brought forward ; but I have not heard any
good reason yet advanced by any hon. gentleman opposite
why a Bill of this character should be brought forward at
this particular time. No necessity for dt has been shown ;
the working of our constitution does not require it, because
for eighteen years we have been living underour present
system, to the satisfaction of every Province in the
Dominion, so far as I know. We have heard- no com-
;plaints against that system fromnany setionof the Domi-
-nion. , It-is -true the Goveaiment :have bpen, .from
,year 4o; yeartantalising th e:ountry withaa promiae ofa
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uniform Franchise Bill ; but it is only now that they
come down with their measure and express their determi-
nation to carry it through Parliament, if they possibly can.
We ail remember that at the time of Confederation, in 1867,
when the first Parliament of Canada met in this place, a
uniform Franchise Bill was introduced, and then with-
drawn ; we recollect that, again, in 1869, a smilar Bill was
brought down, but it never went to a second reading ; and
again, in 1870, a Bill of the same character was introduced
early in the Session, was read a second time, sent to the
Committee of the Whole, and considered twice in com-
mittee; but Mr. Dorion, now Chief Justice of Quebec,
moved an amendment in favor of provincial franchises
being used, and so strong -was the feeling in favor of this
principle that, after being discussed twice, the First Minis-
ter moved that the order be discharged, and it was discharged.
It seeme that the pressure was thon so strong on the Gov-
ernment that the right hon. gentleman had neither the
power nor the inclination to pass it at that time, but it is
evident ho has a stronger inclination now; perhaps
he thinks he has a little more power, and will ho able
to keep his followers in line and force them to carry
this measure through. Again, in 1871, a similar Bill was
promised, but onc of a temporary character only was intro.
duced, so as to make provision for the general elections of
1872. In 1873 the Government, having come back to power,
through the agency of money that was obtained in the way
we all know ol, the promise of a Franchise Bill was renowed,
but it was only fulfilled in part; and again, in the following
Session of that year, a second general Bill was promised,
Prince Bdward Island in the mean time having corne
into the Union. The Government, however, resigned,
on account of the Pacific Scandal, before they had an
opportunity of bringing that measure forward. lu
1874, when the Administration of the hon. member for
East York (Mr. Mackenzie) came into power, hon. mem-
bers may recollect that, in the platform which ho laid
before the people at the general elections, he promised a
Franchise Bill which would give to the Provinces the right
to use their own franchises; and so solicitous was ho for
the preservation of the purity of the voters' lists that ho
objected to giving the county judges the right to vote, on
the ground that they would have to revise the voters' lists.
How very different is the proposai made now in the Bill
under consideration. On the 21st April, in that year, the
Hon. Mr. Dorion, in moving the second reading of this Bill,
made, in the course of his speech, the following observations
in support of it:

" It would be more satisfactory to assume the franchises and votera'
lista of each Province, for the reason of greater economy. It seemed to
him that the Legislatures of each Province were the best qualified to
settle the franchise according to their own conditions, and the best
qualified to take measures to secure the best provisions. Beside, mo
many franchises would, without doubt, lead to confusion. This was a
considerati on that must commend itse if to the House. There was no
question, if the Dominion were obliged to provide its own voters' liste,
it would necessitate almost an army of officiais sud a immense
amount of patronage, which undoubtedly would be used to influence
the electore on behalf of the Governinent."

Those were the observations of the Minister of Justice of
that day, in moving the second reading of the Bill, and I
think it will be in the sense of this louse that the came
observations are just as pertinent, just as strong, just as
cogent, as they were then. The Hon. Mr. Dorion referred
here, not only to the trouble and confusion which would
arise from having more than one system of voters' lists, but
aiso to the unnecessary expense and to the power that would
necessarily be given to a certain class of officiais, who would
not fail to use that power in the interest of the Government.
That is one of the great objections that we have to the Bill
now before us. I find, on looking at the Debates for that
period, that there was very little opposition given to the
Bib, even on the opposite side of the House, and I notice,

218

that our present genial Speaker, in his remarks on the
measure, said:

" He was of opinion that, on the whole, the proposal of the Minister
of Justice, with regard to the franchise, was the best that could be
adopted; on the whole, he would give the Bill hie hearty support and
approval."
I have no doubt he is of the same opinion to-day, and I have
very little doubt that a good many more hon. mombers oppo-

-site, if they were free to express their own conscientious views
and opinions, would say the same thing. The Franchise
Bill that was passed in 1874 by the Mackenzie Government
was brought into operation in 1878 and gave general satis-
faction. It resulted in the return to powor of the pro.
sent Government, and from that until 1882 we heard no
word of a uniform franchise. Hon. gentlemen opposite
seemed to be quite satisfi3d with the operation of the old
system, a system 'which had been in existence from 1967 to
the present. After the last general election in 1882, whon
we met here in 1883 a promise was made in the Speech
from the Throne of a Franchise Bill ; that Bill was brought
down, but it was never moved to the second reading. Again,
in 1883, the Government reintroduced the measure; the
notice remained on the Notice Paper for a whole Session,
and the Bill was slaughtered amongst the rest of the
innocents at the close of the Session. It is only now that
we have the Bill brought forward, almost at the end of this
Session, after we have been here throe months, when there
is a very large amount of work to be done, whon the
Estimates scarcely are entered upon, when the whole ques-
tion of a fresh loan to the Canadian Pacific Railway is
to be brought forward, when the North-West troubles
have to be fully discussed, and when nearly all
the Government measures of any importance that are
now on the Order Paper have teobe considered and passed.
One argument for bringing forward the Bill is that the fran-
chises are dissimilar in character in the difforent Provinces;
but I think that hon. members, on reflection, will see
that such a system is best suited to the inclinations, and the
wants and the gonius of the people. It is best suited to their
habits and customs; a franchise of that nature is more to
their wishes than a uniform franchise would be. The people
in Prince Ed ward Island have had manhood suffrage for
many years; the people in the other Maritime Provinces
have their suffrage; we, in Ontario, have our suffrage; in
Manitoba the suffrage is different, as it is also in Quebec and
in British Columbia; and if an attempt is made to bring in a
uniform franchise now, the consequence will be that a large
number of the inhabitants in all these Provinces will be dis-
franchised ; the electorate will be curtailed in all the Pro-
vinces, even in Quebec, as was shown the other evening by
the hon. member for Quebec, and it will be largely curtailed
in British Columbia. Not only that, but if the Bill should
go through in its present state a large and valuable clias of
population in British Columbia will be distranchised altoge-
ther-I mean the minere. There is no provision for them
in this Bill, and surely the hon. members from that Pro-
vince, who seem to be so fast in their allegiance to the
Government, will see that justice is done to that valuable
elass of the population, a class whom we may expect
largely to increase if the mineral resources of that Pro-
vince are developed. In the Province of Ontario, as
has been shown by hon. members on this side, the
franchise will be curtailed in many other respects.
In that Province this Bill will disfranchise all owners in
towns, and owners and occupants in cities and towns whose
qualification is between $200 and $300. By this Bill the
qualification of a voter is $300 in cities and towns. In
Ontario it is 8200. The qualification in townships, by this
Bill, is $150. In Ontario it is $100. The income franchise
in this Bill is $400. In the Ontario Act it is $300, and that
income may be inu cash or in kind. By that Act every per-
son having $100 worth of property has a right to vote, but
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this Bill makes the qualification $150, so that all between
$100 and $150-which will take in many towns and villages
-will be disfranchised by this Bill. Then the income fran-
chise in Ontario is put at $300, and that income may be in
cash or in kind. That is, where a laborer is engaged by
the year, and receives, in addition to his yearly wages, his
board, making up the amount to $300, this amount, by the
Ontario Act, entitles him to a vote. By this Act, also, the
sons of all the owners of the necessary property to qualify
them are entitled to vote; the sons of tenants are entitled
to vote; the sons of occupants are entitled to vote; sons-in-
law living with the father-in-law, and grandsons living with
the grandfather, who is a tenant or occupant, are entitled
to *vote. These are extremely liberal provisions in the
Ontario Act, while we find no such liberal provisions in this
Bill. Then, if we look at the cumbrous nature of some of the
clauses, we find some that I am sure it will be very difficult
for the ordinary class of people to understand, if they read
the qualifications for themselves. Take, as an instance, the
case of a tenant at a monthly, quarterly, half yearly or
yearly rent. Under the provisions of this Bill this tenant
will have a right to vote, provided he las resided in the
place for a year, and has paid his rent for the last month,
quarter, half year or year. Now, in order to get the name
of a man of that kind on the voters' list a candidate, if he
wishes to get the name on the list, must prove that he is a
tenant, that he bas paid his rent. You must fix the
time that he has paid his rent, otherwis'e you cannot prove
the payment of it. You will have, also, to prove that he
bas not left the place. Then, take the case of an occupant,
whose name you wish to get on the voters' list ; you have
first to prove that ho is an occupant, when lie leased the
property on which lie votes, from whom he leased it, and
that he as been an occupant of the place for a year. All
this you have to prove efore the revising officer, and in
order to do so you must have a lawyer, subpœnas and
witnesses-in fact, you have to employ the saie machinery
as if you had an important case in a court of law. I will
read a few sentences from one clause of this Bill, just to show
its cumbrous and complicated character:

CiIs the tenant of real property within any such city or town or part
of a city or town, Et a monthly rental of at least two dollars, or at a
quarterly rental of at least six dollars, or at a half-yearly rental of at
least twelve dollars, or at an annual rental of at least twenty dollars,
and has been in possession thereof as such tenant for at least one year
next before the first day of November, in the year of Our Lord one
thousand eight bundred and eighty-six, or in any subsequent year, and
has really and bontifide paid one year's rent for such real property at not
less than the rate aforesaid ; provided, that the year's rent so required to
be paid to entitle such tenant to vote shall be the year's rent up to the
last yearly, half-yearly, quarterly or monthly day cf payment, asthe case
may be, which shall have occurred next before the first day of November
in each of the said years respectively; and provided also, that a chauge
of tenancy during the year next before the said first day of November
in any such year shall not deprive the tenant of the right to vote in
respect of such real property if such change is without any intermission
of time, and the several tenancies are such as would entitle the tenant
to vote had such tenant been in possession under either of them, as
such tenant, for the year next before the said firat day of November ln
Sny snob year.J'

That is a sample of the involved manner in which the con-
ditions and qualifications are laid down. I think you will
find that the Ontario Act is very different in its construction
and very easily understood. For the sake of drawing a
comparison between the two, stripping both of the legal
verbage, J will give them in brief form. These are the pro-
vis!ons of the Dominion Bill:

"I1. The owner of real property, in towns and cities, of the actual value
of $300, and in any other district than a city or town of the actual value
of $150.

"2. The tenant of real property at a rentai of at leaut $2 mothly,$6
quarterly, $12 half yeariy, or $20 yearli, in any rnunicipality, and lias
been in pos&ession at least one year before the first day of November,
and has paid one year's rent at the rate aforesaid.

"3. The bond fie occupant of real property of the actual value of $300
in towns and cities, and of $150 in any other district than a city or town;
provrided, that he has been in possession at least one year before the first
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of November, and has been for that time in the enjoyment of the revenues
and profitesthereof.

"n 4.rIoa resident of a city, town, or electoral district, and derives an
income from mome trade, calling, or profession, or from some investment
or charge on real property inu anada, of not less than $400 annually,
and has derivod such income and has been such resident for one year
before the flrst of November.

'' 5. Is the son of a farmer or any one of real Droperty, and not other-
wise qualified to vote, and resident with his father (or mother) for one
year before the first of November, as well as at the time of the election,
if the value of the property on which the father Js qualified to vote is
sufficient, if equally divided amongst them as co-owners, to qualhfy as
votera under the Act ; otherwise, the right to be registered as a voter
and to vote in respect of such property shall belong only to the father.
Occasional absence for not more than four months in the year shali not
disqualify a son as such voter.

'' 6. la a fisherman and owner of real property and boats and tackle
within the electoral district (but outside of any town or city) which,
together, are of the actual value of $150."

Now compare the Ontario Act:
"1. Rated on the assessment roll as owner of real property of the actual

value, in towns and cities, of not less than $200, and in townships and
incorporated villages of not less than $100.

'l 2. Rated on the assessment rol as tenant of real property of the actual
v alue, in towns and cities, of not less than $200, and in townships and
incorporated villages of not less than $100.

'3. Rated on the assessment roll as occupant of real property of the
actual value, in towns and cities, of not less than $200, and in town-
ships and incorporated villages of not less than $100.

" 4. Residing at the ime of the election in the local municipality in
which lie tenders his vote, and has resided therein continuously since the
last revised assessment roll, and derives an income from some trade,
occupation, calling, office, or profession of not less than $250 annually,
and has been assessed for such income, or has been entered on the roll
(but not assessed) as a wage-earner, who for the twelve months next
prior to being so entered, derived, or earned wages or income from some
trade, occupation, calling, office or profession, of not less than $250.

" 5. Duly entered and named in the assessment roll au a landholder's
son, rosident at the lime cf the electien in the local munieipality Ii
which be tenders h ivote, and bas resided in the dwelling of his father
for twelve months prior to the return by the assessors of the roll on
which the voters' list used at the election is based. Temporary absence,
not exceeding in the whole six months in the year,.shall not operate to
disentitle a landholder's son -to vote under this section.

"6. Entered as a householder in the last revised assessment roll of the
city, town, village, township or municipality in which ho tenders his
vote, and bas resided in the municipality continuousbly from the con-
pletion of the last roll to the time of the eloction."

If we compare the conditions and the qua-lifications in the
one Bill with the conditions and qualifications in the other, I
am sure that any one will see that the adventages are all on
the side of the Ontario Act, not only with regard to the liber-
ahity of the im easure and the lowness of the franchise, but with
regard to the distinctness and ease with which they can be
construed and acted on, not only in preparing the votera'
lists, but alsoin revising them. Another great objection which
we have to the Bille18 the manner m which the rerising
officers are to be appointed and the nature of their work.
The manner in which they are proposel to be appointed
will lead, not oDly to a great deal of patronage of a very
bad kind, but that patronage again will lead to the appoint-
ment of a number of officers who will be simply creatures
of the Government, and prepared to manipulate the votera'
liste in a way that will allow them to do pretty much as they
like. According to sections 17 and 24 the revising oflcer
may hear the evidence on application. He is not, by the
provisions of this Bill, to take down that evidence;
le simply hears it and gîves hie judgment, and that ends
the matter. There is no appeal; he is entirely irresponsible,
so far as the voters are concerned, whether it is 1w or not,
and the candidate has the right of appeal only on points of
law, which, practically, means that he has no means of
redress if palpable injustice is done him in regard to the
fixing up of the liste. The hon. member for Cumberland
(Mr. Townshend) used the word "fix," and the hop. mem-
ber for North Brant (Mr. Somerville), when he referred to
it, empliasised it and called it Ilfixing up,' whicli 1 think
is more correct. But this des not include ail the power
that the revising officer has by the provisions of this Bill.
After going through the whole process in making up the
liste, after requiring the presence of counsel, witnesses,
bailiffs and clerke, end when the liste are supposed to b e
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0 omplete, fally revised and made up, the 55th section says to obtain his ends; ho was nover ashamed to kick out any
that the revising officer, of his oun motion, may strike out colleague from his Cabinet who was uncomfortable to
the names of persons who have died or become disqualified, him. He did not stick, even, at selling a railway charter,
and change the names of others where the same are in order to obtain funds to bribe the electorate to keep him.
incorrectly entered on any list, and generally to correct self in power. He did not scruple to gerrymander the cou-
such lists, as far as any information in his possession stituencies for a new lease of power, and now, by forcing
may enable him to do so, in order to carry out through this Bill, ho seeks to gerrymander the constituents.
the intention of the Act. It being the intention of the Nearly thirty years ago ho was arraigned before the highest
Bill to "fix " the list in the interest of the Government, court in the land for being the author of what is known as
he has unlimited power to do with the lists whatever hoethe "double shuffie," by whioh ha capturad tho Govern.
pleases; and after the voters, the candidates and the bailiffs, ment, and then he esoaped conviction only by the skin of
have all done their work, ho can commence anew and fixbis teetb. Now he seeks to capture the country and the
them up as ho likes. Another very serious objection is the people by a obuffie of an equally disgracefai charactor. 1
enormous expense that will be incurred by the appointment do not know whether he will succeed or not; but one thing
of these revising and other officers. This expense bas been I do know, that sooner or luter ho cannot but receivo the
estimated at $500,000 a year, and there is no doubt that it condemnation of the people, who witl not for over allow
will cost that amount, if not more. Then there is the very their sense of justice andfair play to bo outragod by logis-
cumbrous nature of the Bill all through, compared with the lation of this description.
Ontario Act, which is simplicity itselif. It will be difficult
to understand the meaning of the Bill, and a great deal of Mr. CASRY. The amendnt and the amendment to the
litigation will no doubt occur under its operation. We find amendment open up the whole question of a tniform qualifi.
that the Bill has not had that reception throughout the cation for the Dominion versw provincial qualifications. 1 am
country that its promoters expected. Since the prolonged sorry those two motions are arrangod ln the order iu which
sittings of this Rouse have taken place, an excitement has they have been plaeed in the Chairmans hands. The amend.
gone abroad which nothing can quell, except the defeat or ment of tho bon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton)
withdrawal of the Bill. We find that very few Conservative proposes to continue the existing system of allowing each
papers are defending it on any good grounds, and if they are Province to settie the qualification of its own olectors.
doing so, it is by misrepresentation. The honest Conserva- The amendment 0f the hon. membor for Prince Elward
tive press i either silent, or damns the measure with faint Island proposes to continue that syster in the island atone,
praise. We find, on the other hand, that the independent leaving the rest of the Dominion subJect to the uniform
press without one exception, so far as I know, have franchise proposed by this Bil. 1 should have heartity
denounced the Bill, and some of them in very severe terms. snpported the amendment of the hon. rnmbor for Prince
We have had no request for this Bill by the people; we ldward Island if it had been moved am a substantive
have had no petition for it; there bas been no means to secure amendment to the clause, oitber before the ameudment of
an expression of opinion upon it by the country. But now, at the hon. member for North Norfolk, or afier that atnend.
this late period of the Session, an attempt is made to force ruent had been defeated, if such should happen te the case.
it through without that proper discussion which every vital I amn ompelled, however, te chose between an amendmont
measure of this kind ought to receive. This measure may providing that ail the Provinces shail bc allowed to retain
have consequences more vast than we have any idea of, to their provincial rigbts iu this respect, and a proposai that
the welfare of this country. The present system is working one Province out of the sevon nhonld be allowed to retain
well. It is in accordance with the desires of the people their rigbts, ns they now stani, while the rest submit to
and their varying circumstances. lt is suited to the the grinding uniformity imposod on them by this
several Provinces of the Dominion, and if we continue that Bil11.I find it 18 rathor diflicuit te choose. Both
s=temt it would give equal satisfaction in the future. We motions I shoui like to have supported; but do not

enoprecedent for the introduction of a system of this sce, on account of the order in whch they cey, that1 cn
kind. Tbe fderal system, the systemh of Statefranchises support the Prince Edward Island amendmentas aginst
acrses the lino, as the hon. member fpr North Norfolk (Mr. the general population. Lu taking that ground 1 maintain
Charlton) so ably explained the other day, has been found to I am not acting in the nightest dgre contrary to the
work most succesfully for years. There is no uniform fran- views of the bon. member for Prince Edward Iland. If the
chise in Great Britain-iudeed, as I said, we fiud no franchise amendment of the hon. whembor for Nortv Norfolk caraes,
of this kind in any country in the world; and, considering th e Prince Edward Island wi obtain what thoe mover of the
heterogeneons elements in Canada, considering the différent ameudme Yt to the amendment seeks to seure. Under the
nationatitios, the different customsn and habite of the people circumtancs eel, speakinug for myseilf only, that sI ean
of Canada, I thinr that a uniform franchise would work very not support the amradment moved by the hon. momber for
unsatisfactorily and have disastrous effects.tt is indefensihble, Prince Edward csland. I quite agre with the reasons
1 thinkin p*inciple, and it la objectionable altogether lu its advauced, that thi people of the islaund s ould maie their
practice. Lt looks as if the First Minister wished to own votonse 'its and ettle the qualification, and if the hon.
maire thi Bill the crowning act in bis political careerby gentleman, on tho third reading, wil move the aiendrnent,
attempting to band over the country tebis party in -îIsll vote for it. 1 do ot know what the esuit of the vting
dpriving the Provinces of thoir franchises in the Dominion on the amendment to the amedment will be.t was pretty
elections, and by adopting such a systemofIlfixingf" the generally undertood that the Qoverument had decided t
votera' liste, as wihllmaure the succeis of that party. Hia acEdpt that proposa. It bas been rumored since that aueh is
policy bas been ail along ene of expediency, aving recourse net the cane. If that amedment was carried it will provethat
to doubtful and devions methods; but it now looks as if a uniform franchise is net the raison d'être of this Bill1. If
this measure waa one of necessity as well as of expediency, the amendment teo the amendmhorfl defeated by the ac tion
as if it were necessary te the very existence of the pamty. of the Goverment it will prove that they considor the
The First Mijister, as I said, bas introdueed this mensure utereIat of the island and the members representingit are
for that purpose. We know ho bas done many daring of ttle account, compared with the inteest of the prty,
thinga iu bis career; we know ho bas been guilty of many and that they are wighing te sacrifice thein wisaes in order th
Unscrupulons acta, but this exceeds in turpitude ahi bis gain a litte party advantage lu the other Provinces. it la
provins acta. Re was nover ath at any time t empoy quite certain that the ple of Prince Bdward Iland desire
Any political ageny that ho thoght would be moat suitabse mte continue their preont franchise, or the honf gentleman
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would not have moved the amendment. If the Government
accept the amendment, it will be infringing the principles
of uniformity, which is stated to be ono of the leading fea-
tures of the Bill; and hon. gentlemen opposite are therefore
placed between the horns of a dilemma, and either horn will
impale them. Coming down to the alternative proposition,
namely, that the franchise should be left as it is, and each
Province should settle the qualification of its voters, I can
hardly say I desire to continue the discussion on that point,
for there bas not been any discussion. Hon. gentlemen
opposite, with very few exceptions, have not discussed the
propriety of making this change. They have not recog-
nised the fact that this Bill proposes to make radical and
revolutionary changes; that it is not an amendment to any
existing election Act, and it is not intended merely to restrict
the franchise, but it is to make a constitutional change
of a most radical and far-reaching kind. When I say
radical, I do not mean it in the sense of liberal. I intend
to show that this Bill is not liberal, not even moderately
liberal, in its provisions; but I use it in the sense of going
to the very root of the institutions with which it deals. It is
proposed, I say, to change the constitution radically.
They do not recognise that fact. If they did they would
surely feel that the burthen of proof rests upon those who
propose such a sweeping change, that it was monstrous for
the Government to ask this House to make a sweeping change
on the strength of the very few and slight explanations
made by the Premier, that although that brevity might be
pardonable at the commencement of the discussion it was
monstrous that the reason for those radical changes should
not be further explained in committee. They would feel
that it was monstrous that men sitting here as the repre-
sentatives of the existing electorate should allow a Bill to
pass its several stages, the effect of which would be -to dis-
franchise many of these electors, without uttering the most
formal justification of the Bill, without venturing to offer
the scantiest or barest explanation of the course they intend
to take with regard to it. We have been charged with
talking too much on this Bill. But if there is any charge
to be made in connection with the matter it is that hon.
gentlemen opposite have talked too little. The people have
sent us here to discuss, and not to do as the hon. member for
King's, N.B., said the other night-not merely to say
" amen " to all the acts of the Government, for the five years
which is is supposed to remain in power, not to carry out a
cut and dried policy of any party, but to discuss, to justify
and explain the measures for which we intend to vote,
and to find fault with, and, if possible, break down those
we intend to vote against. This measure is one that pro.
poses to change the basis of the constitution, and is the
most important measure that could' come before the House.
Although this question of a provincial versus a Dominion
qualification bas not been discussed by gentlemen on the
other side in the louse, it has been discussed by their press.
I do not intend to go into the arguments which have been
nsed at any great length. Many of them have been referred
to to-night, and the drift of m'any of them is that the
provisions of the Dominion Act are much more liberal than
the provisions of the Act in the Province of Ontario; and as
an Ontario member, I intend to refer more particularly to
the qualification in that Province. Now, Sir, the -Mail, the
Citizen, and all the leading papers, and I suppose the small
papers as well, supporting hon. gentlemen opposite, have
been crying out that this is a liberal Bill; that the Ontario
members who oppose it *are acting against the interests
of that Province, because they are opposing the enfranchise-
ment of a large class who have not a vote under the pre-
sent Act in Ontario and who would be enfranchised
by this Bill. No pretension, Sir, could be much
more amusing. I do not call it argument ; it is
simply an amusing mis -statemement of the facts.
In regard to what classes of people is the Dom.
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inion Act more liberal than the Ontario Act? Is
it with regard to those who claim to be qualified as regards
ownership or occupancy of real property? If so, the facts
are strongly against that contention. The Dominion Act
says that the owner or occupant of real property worth $300,
in cities or towns, or $150 in the country, or a tenant who
pays $2 per month, $6 per quarter, $12 per half year, or
$20 per year, shall be entitled to a vote. Now, whom does
that enfranchise in Ontario who are not enfranchised by the
Ontario Act ? That Act says that every owner of property
worth $200, in a city or town, or $100 in a township, shall
be entitled to vote. Is it possible that the reduction of the
amount of real property required to qualify a voter will dis-
franchise any person in Ontario? That is the position
which the Mail, the organ of the Government, the official and
inspired organ of the Government, takes. In Ontario the
amount of real estate required to qualify a tenant is the
same as that required for an owner or occupant. In the
Dominion Act the eligibility of a tenant, whether in town
or country, is determined by the amount of rental
ho pays yearly for the property-the value of
the property is not considered. He may be holding
a valuable property at a nominal rent and not get
a vote, or ho may be paying an excessive rent for
property not worth it, and still get a vote. There is
great room for inconsistency in this arrangement, and
there is a ýpeculiar provision that a tenánt shall not be
entitled to vote unless the rent is paid. We can see what the
effect of this will be. The owner of a large number ofsmall
tenement houses, who bas allowed his tenants to fall into
arrears, say to the extent of balf a year's rent each, can
easily give those men a receipt to show that they have paid
the rent; he can afford to loose half a year's rent once in
five years. This means unlimited bribery, legalised bri-
bery, for which you cannot put a man in the hands of the
law. It puts an irresisiible temptation in the way of
proprietors of tenement houses in this way. Now, with
regard to income, we may perhaps find here the class of
persons whom the Mail says the Dominion Act will enfran-
chise while the Ontario Act will disfranchise them. By
the Bill now before us, those receiving an income of 8400
from any trade, calling, office profession, or investment in
real estate, have a vote. Under the Ontario Act, those
having an income of $250 from a trade, calling, office profes-
sion, or any investment whatever-not merely real estate-
or who eaus that sum as wages, or board and
wages combined, has a vote. Here is another bril-
liant Mail argument. The Ontario franchise, which
places the income qualification at $250, and qualifies
wage-earners, and allows them to make · that amount
up partly by the board they receive in lieu of
wages, is, according to the Mail, an infinitely less liberal
franchise than that of the proposed Dominion Act, which
says that nobody with less income than $400 shall qualify
as a voter, and that. income, if derived from investments,
must be derived from investments in real estate alone. With
regard to the next class, the farmers' sons, the largest class
of voters perhaps in the Dominion, except those qualified by
real estate, the Ontario Act, says the Mail, is lessliberal than
the Dominion Act. Let us see. The Dominion Act says that
the sons of farmers-a farmer being a person who owns
twenty acres or more of land-may be qualified as voters
to the number that the value of the property will qualify at
the rate of $150 per son, along with the father. There is no
provision for qualifying the sons of tenants or occupants as
farmers' sons. Now, what is the Ontario franchise ? It
says that when a farmer holds enough land to qualify him-
self, his sons, to any number to which ho may be blessed
with them, are also qualified. Thon, take the landholding
class. The Dominion Act says that the sons of landholders,
who are not farmers, may be qualified in the same manner
and to the same extent as the sons of farmers, namely, to
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the extent that property would qualify fathers and sons
jointly. Under the Ontario Act ail landholders who own
property to the extent of $400 in towns or $200 in the
country, and a many sons as they may have, are qualified.
Where is the greater liberality of the Dominion Act as
regards the sons of landholders? It is quite clear that the
franchise, as far as the sons of farmers and other landholders
are concerned, in the Ontario Act is infinitely more liberal
than that proposed to be substituted for it. My hon. friend
from South Wellington (Mi. Innes) referred to the
case of the fishermen. This is one case uin which
the Dominion Act appears, at first sight, to be more
liberal than the Ontario Act. There is no special
clause in the Ontario Act in regard to fishermen, I
suppose because they are not a very numerous class in that
Province, and it was not thought necessary make any special
bid for their support. It seems that this provision to allow
fishermen to qualify, partly on real estate and artly on
boats and tackle, is a bid for the support of the fishermen
of the Maritime Provinces. At first sight it might appear
possible that there might be some fishermen in Ontario who
would not be qualified under the Ontario Act, but who might
be under this Act; but there is another clause in the Ontario
Act under which they will nearly all qualify, that is the
clause including all who occupy bouses. Under the
householders' clause, which is a general clause, not
framed with any invidious reference to any class in
the community, all persons who occupy any habitable
bouse within the local municipality where they tender their
votes, are qualified. So that there is no point at all in
which the Ontario Act is not as liberal as, or more liberal,
than the Dominion Act. Now, the bon. member for
West York (Mr. Wallace) made a great deal of the point
that the Ontario Act disfranchised a large class, in taking
away votes from non-residents. That is not disfranchise-
ment; the vote is taken from no citizen by that clause; the
person who bas a plurality of votes at present, who is a non-
resident in one riding and lives in another, will still have a
vote where he lives. But this clause in the Ontario Act
adds largely to the voting power of the other classes of the
community. The principle on which the franchise is based
all the world over is that it is intended to represent the
individuals who compose the nation. The correct princi-
ple is one man, one vote. There is an alternative, that is
to base the franchise on property alone-to say that so
much property should by represented by a vote. You must
adopt the one principle or the other. If you say that the
owner of property shall have one vote for every so many
dollars' worth of property he owns, that would be a logical
system, but an exceingly bad one. But the present system
of allowing a man to vote in as many constituencies as he owns
land i, i1 IÀ,t only bad, but one of the most illogical. If the
whole of a man's land is in one riding he has only one vote.
But if he happens to hwe invested his money in such a way
that ho bas ton smail parcels of lard in ten ridings, worth
$150 each, he will have ton votes. This system allows a man to
buy votes; if he does not care to buy the electors to vote for
him or his party, he can buy the power of voting himself,
and any number of friends, in as many constituencies as can
possibly be reached within the voting hours. It allows the
rich man to buy votes, but does not put all rich men on the
same footing, since it gives a man who bas distributed his
investments over several ridings more power than the man
who has invested his capital in one place. There is no
common sense in this; one of the best points of the Ontario
law is that it does away with that long standing abuse;
though, of course, such an abuse will be defonded with great
energy by those whom it benefits, such as the hon. member
for West York (Mr. Wallace). Being sanctioned, as most
abuses are, by boary age, it bas come to be almost regarded
as a necessity ; but once our eyes are opened it will
be impossible for any hon. gentleman to say a word

in favor of its retention. I should not wonder if
the number of non-resident voters in Ontario would
average something like 150 per riding, which would
bring 'the total to something like 15,000. Here are
15,000 men who are voting twice, some of them three or
four times. These votes may reprosent perhaps only 5,000
people, certainly not more than 7,500 ; since where a man is
a non-resident voter, he has, at all events, two votes. To
destroy this system of the plurality of votes, as provided
in the Ontario Act, is not a disfrauchising but an enfran-
chising measure. Now we come to another foature of the
Bill, in which it roally ia more liberal than the Ontario Act.
It enfranchises a class of Indians who are not citizens. By
the Ontario Act every Indian who is a citizen, who is no
longer ander the thumb of the Government agent, who has
taken his place among white men, can exorcise the franchise
on the saie terma as white men; and even es further,
by enfranchising those who, though not resident on the
reserve, still continue to draw their bounty money. But this
Bill enfranchises Indians resident on reserves and who
are thus under the control of the Government agent,
and by including Indians who have no claims to
citizenabip whatever. By every such Indian who is
put on the voters' list, a white voter will be disfran-
chised, because his vote will annul that of a full citizen.
With regard to every class you chose to nane, as far as
Ontario ie concerned, this Bills, what one of our papers
happily calls it, the Disfranchising Bill. To give you some
idea of the number of people who will be disfranchised
under it, I will quote from the census of 1881 a few figures,
showing the classes moat likely to bc disfranchised under
this measure. Laborers, in 1871, numbered over 78,000,
and I think there are very few laborers who would be
qualified to vote under the income franchise clause, whether
in cities or towns or in the country. Mon who are classed as
laborers, apart from mechanics, apart from skilled labor,
earn, in very few cases, $400 a year, and such of them as
are not qualified in other ways will be disfranchised by this
Bill, because they do not earn the income necessary to qualify
therm. I find, by referenee to the report of the Ontario Bureau
of Industries, that this class of people receive on an average
something under $300 a year; I find also that the wages of
farm laborers throughout Ontario average $264, without
board and $174 with board, showing a difforence of $90 a
year allowed as compensation in board. This would lesve
the amount of wages with board required to qualify a farm
servant at about $160, whereas the average wages of a farm
servant, with board, are over $170. Therefore, this class eis
enfranchised under the Ontario Act while it is excluded
under this. The laborers in towns, being better paid, no
doubt, will be enfranchised in Ontario and diafranchised
under this Bill. What proportion of the 79,000 are qualified
in other ways I am not prepared off-hand to state, but prob-
ably not more than half or two thirds were thus qualified
in that way, leaving at least 15,000 laborers alone, who now

as the vote in Ontario, disfranohised under this Bill.
ftsmen number 2,000, sailors 3,000, carpenters and joiners

17,000; a large number of these classes will be disfran-
chised. Commercial clerks number 12,000. How many
of these would be likely to qualify under the $400 income
franchise ? Not more than a third, perhaps one-half.
Probably not more than half the clerks have $400 a year,
so that would leave about 6,000 disqualified who are now
qualified in Ontario. Farmers' sons numbered 71,000. Of
these all are qualified in Ontario, under the clause
which gives all sons of farmers a right te vote, irrespective
of the value of the property, but many will be dis-
qualified under this Bill. Railway employés, 5,000; cab-
men and draymen, over 1,000; cardersand weavers, 3,000.
All these are qualified as wage-earners in Ontario, and most
of them will be disqualified under this Bill. Carriage-
builders, about an equal number; faotory operatives, about
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an equal number; millers, about 3,000; painters and
glaziers, 4,000; piasterers, 1,100; saddle and harness
makers, over 2,000; sawyers and millmen, about 2,000;
male servants, 5,424. Here is a large and important class
who now possess the franchise and Ontario from whom this
Bill will take it away. It is certain that, as a rule, they do
not earn $400 a year. It is equally certain that they earn,
either in wages or with board added, $250, which is
enough to qualify them in Ontario. It is highly probable
that very few of those male servants could be qualified in
any other way, for they do not appear to be farm laborers
or mechanics, but a separate class, and are probably single
men living as servants in different capacities, and not likoly
to be qualified as occupiers of real estate. Stone masons,
3,196. These get rather higher wages than any other
mechanics, but only for a comparatively short season of the
year, varying from four to six months, and though their
wages are high by the day, it is not probable that many
would qualify under the $400 provision, though neaily al
would under $250 in Ontario. My hon. friend (Mr. Mills)
points out to me that, in his opinion, the $400 clause would
not apply to wage-earners at all. It says, "Any trade, office,
calling or profession," but I suppose it would not apply to
mon whose income, even if it amounted to $100 or upwards,
was wages!not derived from a trade,calling or profession, That
is a point 'which I had not seen as clearly before, but I think it
is an important one, to which the attention of the committee

.should be strongly drawn. The next class are teachers.
Their wages are derived from the exercise of a profession,
I suppose, and if a teacher received $400 or upwards,
ho might be entitled to a vote, though there would be
a great question for the lawyers to wrangle over before
the revising officer. There were 4,400 male teachers
in Ontario, of whom a comparatively small number would be
qualified as householders and in other ways-perhaps half
Teamsters and drivers, over 2,400. Then we have "various
and indefinite," about 8,000, whose earnings must probably
be quite small and their occupations trifiing, or they would
not be returned in this vague and unclassified way. There
is the very important class of blacksmiths, who number over
10,000, most of whom would not be qualified by earning
over $400 a year, and all of whom would be qualified under
$250. Probably 6,000 ont of the 10,000 who now have votes
in Ontario will be disfranchised if this Bill becomes law.
Ther.e are over 3,000 butchers. A considerable number of
these have batcher's shops and stalls and hire labor, but a
considerable number also work for hire. Et is probable that
at least 1,000 of these will be disfranchised. Boot and shoe-
makers number nearly 7,000. They are not, as a rule, very
highly paid, and are not likely in mobt cases to own real
estate, and are certainly not capable of qualifying
under the Dominion clause, except, of course, such as
own little shops worth $300. Coopers, over 2,000; and
there are nearly 6,000 edge-tool makers, of whom a
large number will be disfranchised. Foundry men, more
than 3,000; gardeners and nursery men, 2,500 ; printers
and publishers, over 3,000; tailors and clothiers, over 7,000.
That includes, I think, in the census returns, not only
workmen but some of the master tailors and clothiers. Sti
a large proportion, probably one-half, will be disfranchised
by thisBill. I think it would be much more conducive to
the information of those who study the census returns if in
all cases the masters of establishments were separated from
the operatives. After making all due allowance for those
who are otherwise qualified amongst these classes, I esti-
mate that about 125,000 who now exorcise the franchise
will lose it if this Bill becomes law. I may perhaps go more
into detail if my figures are disputed. As the whole num-
ber of votera in Ontario under the former Ontario Acts was
under 400,000, and these 125,000 have now been added, the
disfranchisement means that about every fourth man who
now possesses the vote will be deprived of it. One-fourth
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the population of Ontario entitled to vote under the present
Ontario law, and who will be registered on the voters' lista
during this summer, will be disfranchised by this Act.

Mr. RYKERT. Ha, ha.
Mr. CASEY. The hon. member for Lincoln laughs, but

it is clear ho has not given the slightest attention to the
list. If the House wishes me to go into details, I will do so.

Mr. BOWELL. Let us have them.

Mr. CASEY. I have taken it for granted that of this
78,000 laborers none will be qualified under this Act-we
know that none could be qualified under the income clause
of this Act. I have considered it probable that two-thirds
of those laborers might bé otherwise qualified, and that
would leave 26,000 laborers whom I calculate will be dis-
qualified by this Bill. Of the raftsmen, I calculate that 500
might be otherwise qualified; the one.fifth the householders
will be otherwise qualified ; one-fourth the carpenters, and
one-tenth the commercial clerks. Of course, as regards the
commercial clerks, I have only taken 4,000 as not being
able to qualify under this Act. But after hearing
the point of law explained by the member for Bothwell
(Mr. Mills), namely, that no amount of wages will
qualify a man to vote under the Dominion Act, I
must take the whole 12,000 commercial clerks as not
being able to qualify under the Act. I think it will be a
fair estimate that not more than one-third the shop clerks
throughout the country are householders and qualified to
vote on real estate. That would give 8,000 instead of 4,000.
In fact, I think all the figures I have given are very mode-
rato, and after revising them I hope to present them to the
House at a later stage. I merely state no* that, after mak-
ing the most liberal allowance in the class of wage-earners
alone, and farmers' sons, and for those who may possibly be
qualified in other ways, it appears to be extremely probable
Ihat at least 125,000 persons will be disfranchised by this

Bill. Now, I think the course of the Governmont press
is extremely-I do not know that I can find a
parliamentary word for it-it is not frank; that
is, perbaps, the mildest form in which I can put it-not
open and above board. Ion. gentlemen opposite and their
organs outside have insisted that this Bill will enlarge the
franchise in Ontario. That is the cry on which they are
going to the country. But I have not bard
a single momber of this House risk his reputa-
tion by making such a statement here. Possibly
the hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) might
do it, since ho seems to take so much interest in the ques-
tion ; ho might be willing to risk his reputation on tho
assertion that the Dominion Act was more liberal than the
Ontario Act. I am quite prepared to meet any such asser-
tion, because who ever compares the two Bills will see that
a large percentage of people in Ontario will be disfranchised
by this Bill. I am sure you, yourself, Mr. Chairman (Kr.
Ferguson, Welland), as a representative from Ontario, will
feel, when you look at the two Bills, that you have been
grossly misled by the organs of your party. I might suggest
how the mistake would arise in the minds of some people. It
may have arisen-from comparing the present Dominion Act
with the former laws in existence in Ontario. So far as I can
see, there is little difference between the two. The old Fran-
chise Act of Ontario was not much more liberal than the Bill
now proposed; but the one passed last Session is infinitely
more liberal. It must be remembered that this is not
merely a question of deciding whether one franchise or the
other would be better. We are not setting up a new
electoral system ; we are dealing with a systom which is
in operation; we are dealing with rights now in the pos-
session of the people, that they now hold under the consti-
tution, and under the Act passed to carry out that constitu-
tion. As soon as an Act is passed in Ontario giving
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the franchise to a certain clas of people, these people have
the franchise for this House. They are our constituents.
They have the franchise for this House now, under the con-
stitution and under the statute law. We are not now dis-
cussing whether certain classes should have the franchise or
not, but whether we shall take away the franchise from
such classes as now have it. I hope the House will see the
distinction between the two cases. It is much more serious
to take away the franchise from a certain class of people
than it would be to propose, if we were starting a new Con.
federation, that such and such class should not have it. This
question must be discussed in detail, for it is a question of
detail. If we want to get at the comparative merits of the
two systems of qualification you must go into detail, to sec

R

how many of each class are losing the franchise by the
change, and then make up the totals. I believe my figures
are substantially correct, as near correct as it is possible to
get figures, where there are no absolute statiatios, and that
the result of this Bill will be to disfranchise about one-fourth
of those people who are our constituenta.

Committee rose and reported progres, and asked leave
to sit again.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 1:50 a.m.,
Saturday.
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Antwerp International Exhibition, on M. for copy of

Cor. between Govt. and High Con. (Amt.) 306
(vol. i).

Can. Agricultural Insurance Co., receipts and expendi.
tures of liquidators, &c. (M. for Stmnt.) 303 (vol. i).

C.P.R. Extension to Can. ports on Atlantio, Vernon
Smaith's Rep., on M. for copies, 294 (vol i).
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Amyot, Mr. G.-Coutinued.
Cholera, precautions against (Ques.) 568 (vol. i).
Dom. Subsidies to the Provinces (M. for copies of Cor.)

303 (vol. i).
France and Canada, Commercial relations between (M.

for copies of Cor.) 825 (vol. ii).
Gosselin, Eugène, record in the matter of (M. for copy)

703, 704 (vol. i).
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases B. 6 (Mr. Cameron,

Huron) in Com., 504; (Amt.) to recom., neg. (Y.
34, N. 76) 504 (vol. i).

Montreal Turnpike Trust Debentures (Ques.) 567
(vol. i).

Plant, J. B., of St. Charles, Claim of (M. for copies*)
147 (vol. i).

Postage Privileges, Extension of, to Local Govt. (Ques.)
289 (vol. i).

School of Navigation at Quebec (Ques.) 743 (vol. i).
Steam Communication with France (Ques.) 567 (vol. i).
Supreme Court Apellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,

.Montmagny) on Amt. (Mr. Ouimet) to M. for 2°, 166
(vol. i).

Armstrong, Mr. J., South Middlesex.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. .Macdonald) on M. for 2°,

1272-1274; on M. that Com. rise, 1431; in Com.,
"Iwoman suffrage, " 1469; "tenant," (Amt.)
1481; "person" (Indian) 1492, 1506,1542; "actual
value," 1598 ; "qualifications in cities and towns,"
1643 (vol. ii) ; 188)-18S2 ; "manhood suffrage,"
1970 ; (Amat.) 2001 ; "registration of voters," 2247,
2318 ; "revision of voters' lists," 2433 (vol. iii) ; on
M. for consdn. of B. (Amt.) neg. (Y. 37, N. 87) 3064
(vol. iv).

Infectious and Contagions diseases affecting Animals
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1070, 1086; (Amt.) 1090;
on M. for 3° (Amt.) 1332; neg. (Y. 50, N. 88) 1334;
on Amt. (Mr. Casey) to M. for 3°, 1331 (vol. ii).

Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, memo-
rials respecting, on M. for copy, 588 (vol. i).

Ways and Means-in Com. (woollen rags) 793 (vol. ii).

Auger, Mr. M., Shefford.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on

Amt. (Mr. White, Cardwell) to M. for 30, 1061 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A Macdonald) on M. for 20,

1238-1241 ; in Com., "usufructuary," 1452, 1456,
1458 ; "tenant " (Amt.) 1482 ; "person " (Indian)
1543; "actual value," 1597, 1606 (vol. iii); "quali-
fications in towns and cities," 1987, 1995 ; "in coun-
ties," 2068; "registration of voters," 2296 (vol. iii).

Holland, Mesers. Geo. and Andrew, services as Report-
ers, &c. (M. for Stmnt.*) 147 (vol. i).

Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1068, 1070, 1079, 1091 ;
on Amt. (Mr. Sutherland, Oxford) to M. for 3°, 1323
(vol. ii).

Liquor License Act, regulations directing License Fund
under (Ques.) 76 (vol. i).

Official Reporters of Debates, employment of, during
recesas (Ques.) 76 (vol. i)

Bain, Mr. T., North Wentworth.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143 (Mr.Costigan)

in Com., 2469, (vol. iii).
Agricultural Fertilizers B. 122 (Mr. Costigan) on M.

for 20, 2478 ; in Com., 2479-2483 (vol. iii).
Cherrier, George E., Indian Agent at Caughnawaga,

dismissal of (M. for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Daundas and Waterloo Macadamized Road, Sale of, by

Govt. (M. for copies of papers, &c.*) 147 (vol. i).
Dandas Public Buildings, erection of (Ques.) 290

(vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

" person " (Indian) 1535 ; "qualifications in cities
and towns," 1709-1712 (vol. ii); 1776-1779 ; "man-
hood suffrage," 1952-1954; (Amt.) 1993; "in coun-
ties," 2052, 2062 (vol. iii); 2758 (vol. iv); "registra-
tion of voters," 2252, 2280, 2289; "officers and
duties," 2356 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Aimt. B. 135 (Mr. Cos-
tigan) in Com. on Res., 1310, 1313 (vol. ii) ; in Com.
on B., 2554 (vol. iii).

Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animale
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) on Amt. (Mr. Armstrong) to M. for
3°, 1333 (vol. ii).

Muskoka Lakes and River Severn Canal Systemn (Ques.)
289 (vol. i).

SUPPLY:
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Colonial Exhibitions) 1035

(vol. il).
Immigration, 2833-2838, 2839, 2843 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-in Com. (woollen rags) 791 (vol. ii).
Wood Supply to Publie Buildings, Ottawa (Ques.) 1387

(vol. ii).

Baker, Mr. E. C., Victoria, B.C.
Buoys in Victoria and Nanaimo flarbors (Ques.) 47e

(vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Ant., (B. 67, 1°) 246 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 963 (vol. ii).
Vhinese Immigration Restriction B. 156 (Mr. Chapleau)

on M. for Com. on Res., 3013-3022; in Çom., 3023,
3050 (vol, iv).

Chinese Interpreter, in Com. on Res. (Mr. Chapleau)
3024 (vol. iv).

Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,
1119, 1121, 1124-1129; on Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) 3 m.
h., to M. for 3°, 1282 (vol. ii).

Civil Service Employés in B. C., names, &c. (M. for
Ret.*) 1442 (vol ii).

Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sup., 3308 (vol. iv).
Debates, Official ]Rep., on conc., 3371 (vol. iv).
Deep-water Fisheries off coast of B.C. (Ques.) 3073

(vol. iv).
Discovery Island, B.C., Lighthouse on (Ques.) 479

(vol. i).
Dom. Exhibition, in Com. of Sap., 1027 (vol. ii).
Esquimalt Graving Dock, Length of (Ques.) 743; sube

stitution of Granite for Sandstone (Ques.) 743 (vol. i),
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Fisheries Inspector, B.C., name and date of appoint.
ment (Ques.) 694 (vol. i).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,
"person " (Chinese) 1587 (vol. ii); (Ques. of Order)
2015 (vol. iii).

Govt. Steamers, in Com. of Sup., 2946 (vol. iv).
Great American and European Short Line Ry., on M.

for Rot. (correction) 79 (vol. i).
Immigrants settled in B.C. (Ques.) 189 (vol. i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sap., 2834 (vol. iv).
Indian Affairs in B.C., Cor. between Govt. of Can. and

B.C., on M. for copies, 870 (vol. ii).
Indian Reserve Lands in B.C., purchase of (M. for

copies of Cor., &c.*) 1413 (vol. ii).
Indian Schools in B.C., establishment of (M. for copies

of Cor.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Liquor License Act, in Com. of Sup., 3423 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions, in Com. of

Sup., 2936; conc., 2958 (vol. iv).
Masters and Mates, Examination of, in Com. of Sup.,

2946 (vol. iv).
Militia, in Com. of Sup., 2915 (vol. iv).
Penitentiary in B.C., suspension of Rules, on M. for

copies of Cor., 824 (vol. ii).
Postal Revenue at Vic., (M. for Ret.*) 1412 (vol. ii).
Public Reserves and "fore shore" rights in B.C. (M.

for Ret.) 703 (vol. i).
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 2916, 2920, 3386 (vol.

iv).
Satuma Island, B.C., Lighthouse (Ques.) 479 (vol. i).
Sir James Douglas, steamer, Repairs to, &c. (M. for

copies of Car.) 831 (vol. ii).
Steamboat Inspection Act, 1882, Amt. B. 133 (Mr.

McLelan) on prop. Res. and in Com., 1280 (vol. ii).
Superior Court Judges, Quebec, B. 161 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on prop. Res., 3375 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Dominion Exhibition) 1027
(vol. ii).

Miscellaneous (Chinese Immigration Rep.) 3241 (vol iv).
Collection of Revenues: Customs, 3237 ; Public Works (agent

and contingencies, B.C.) 3308 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2831 (vol. iv).
Legialation: H. of 0. (Debate, publishing of) conc., 3371.
Liquor License Act (Administration of) 3423 (vol. iv).
Rail Subsidies and Steamships Subventions (U.S. and Vic., B.C.)

2936; conc., 2958 (vol. iv).
Militia (A. B. and O. Batteries, &c.) 2915 (vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service (Exam. of Masters and Mates) 2946;

(Govt. Steamers) 2946 (vol. iv).
Public Works-Capital: B.C. (Esquimalt Graving Dock) 2916.

Consolid. Fund: B.O., 3386. Income: Harbors and Rivera
(Mar. Prov. generally) 2920 (vol. iv).

Telegraph Cable across Juan de Fuca Straits, cost of
(M. for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).

Telegraph and Signal Service in B.C. (Ques.) 743
(vol. i).

Ways and Means-in Com. (steel) 811 (vol. ii); (trans-
portation charges) 3224 (vol. iv).

mi
Beaty, Mr. J., Jun., West Toronto.

Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard
Tilley) in Com., 2433; (Amt.) 2438 (vol. iii).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,
"qualifications in cities and towns," 1874-1880
(vol. iii).

Insolvents, discharge of past (B. 34, 10*) 113 (vol. 1).
Insolvents Estates, distribution of (B. 39, 10*) 113

(vol. i).
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases Amt. B. 6 (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) on Amt. (Mr. Tupper) 6 m. h., to
M. for 20, 185, (vol. i).

Private Bills, petitions for (R. to extend time for
receiving) 40 (vol. i).

Prohibition of Spirituous Liquors (B. 125) prop. Res.,
1040-1045; 1Q* of B., 1063 (vol. ii).

SUPPLY:
Civil Covernment (Postmaster Geni., Dept. of) 904 (vol l).

Superintendents of Letter Carriers, in Com on Res.
(Mr. Chapleau) 272 (vol. i).

Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Lan-
dry, Montmagny) on M. for 2°, 157 (vol. i).

Béchard, Mr. F., iberville.
Infectious and Contagions Diseases affecting Animale

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1069 (vol. ii).
Richelieu River Flood, memorials from riparian owners

(Ques.) 606 (vol. i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, on M. (Sir Leonard Tilley)

for Com., 739-741 (vol. i).

Belleau, Mr. J. N., Levis.
Immigrant Buildings at Levis, construction of (Ques.)

89 (vol. i).
Official Arbitrators, legislation respecting (Ques.) 88

(vol. i).
Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,

Montmagny) on M. for 20, 168 (vol. i).

Benson, Mr. T., South Grenville.
Privilege, Ques. of, personal paragraph in Globe news-

paper (remarks) 48 (vol. i).
Ways and Means-in Com. (glucose syrup) 852 (vol. ii).

Bergeron, Mr. J. G. H., Beauharnois.
Antwerp International Exhibition (M. for copy of Cor.

between Govt. and High Com.) 305 (vol. i).
Canadian Agent at Paris, appointment of, &o. (M. for

papers) 928; (reply) 935 (vol. ii).
Consolid. Ry. Act, 1879, Ant. (B. 35, 1°*) 113 (vol. i),
Disturbance in the N.W., prisoners held for trial

(remarks) 3440 (vol. iv).
Dom. License Act, working of (M. for Cor.) 307 (vol. i).
Privilege, Ques. of, article in Toronto News, French

Aggression, &c. (remarks) 1678 (vol. ii).
SUPPLY:

Legilation: H. of 0. (increased expenses under Rep. of Internal
Economy Com.) 3449 (vol. iv).

Wheat and Flour Dutie, alteration of (Ques), 148
(vol. i).
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Bergin, Mr. D., Cornwall and Stormont.

British Medical Act and Amts. (M. for copies of
Cor., &c.*) 33 (vol. i) ; Rets. respecting (remarks)
939 (vol. il).

Can. Southern Ry. Co. and the Erie and Niagara
Ry. Co. (B. 9, 20*) 57 (vol. i).

Factories, employment in, regulation (B. 2, 1Q*) 29;
Order for 2° dschgd., 362; (B. 85, 1°*) 362; printing
of B. in French (remarks) 605; 2 m., 873-881;
Order for remng. adjd. deb. on M. for 2°, 940;
(remarks) 943; (Ques. of Order) 944 (vol. ii).

Factory Rep., printing and distribution of (Ans.) 211
(vol. i).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,
(Ques. of Order) 1432; (explanation) 1432 (vol. ii) ;
in Com. (remarks) 2203; "qualifications in coun-
ties," 2085 (vol iii).

Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2819 (vol. iv).
Inspection of Factories, Res. respecting, on Order for

Com. (remarks) 606 (vol. i).
Militia clothing and great coats, in Com. of Sup., 2907

(vol. iv).
Ontario Pacific Ry. Co.'s (B. 72, 1°*) 313 (vol. i).
Rifle Associations, headquarters, annual grant, &c. (M.'

for PRet.*) 46 (vol. i).
River St. Clair -Ry. Bridge and Tunnel Co. (B. 8,

20*) 57 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Immigration 2819 (vol. iv).
Militia (Clothing and great coats) 2907 (vol. iv).

Billy, Mr. L. A., Rimouski.
Insolvency (B. 32, 10) 101 (vol. i).

Blake, Hon. E., West Durham.
Address, on the, 8.
Administration of Justice, in Com. of Sup., 3111

(vol. iv).
Administration of Justice in the N.W.T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on M. to cono. in Rep. of Com. on Res. (Amt.
neg. (Y. 37, N. 67) 2957; on Amt. (Mr. Mills) to M.
for 30, 3001 (vol. iv).

Administration of the N.W.T. B. 144 (Mr. Caron) in
Com. on Res., 2929, 2932-2934; in Com. on B., 2962,
2966 ; on Amt. (Mr. Mills) 2967 (vol. iv).

Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com., 2467-2469; on M. for 2°, 2466; in Com.,
2541 (vol. iii); 2751; (Amt.) neg. (Y. 42, N. 60)
2751 (vol. iv).

Advances to Local Govts. (M. for Cor., &c.) 45 (vol. i).
Advances to Provinces B. 7 (Sir Leonard Tilley) on

M. to introd. B., 32; on M. for 2°, 102 (vol. i) ; in
tom., 1064 (vol. ii).

Agriculture, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 905, 922
(vol. ii).

Allan Line, payments to, for assisted passages (Ques.)
567 (vol. i) ; (M. for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).

American Mining Engineers' visit to N. S., in Com. of
Sup., 3457 (vol. iv).

Blake, Hon. E.-Continued.
Amherst and P.E.I. Ry. Incorp. B. on M. to introd.,

349 (vol. i).
Analysts, Public, Remuneration of, in Com. on Res.,

2541-2543 (vol. iii).
André, Father, letter from, in Jan., 1883 (Ques.) 3425

(vol. iv).
Antwerp International Exhibition, on Amt. (Mr.

Amyot) to M. for copy of Cor. between Govt. and
High Com., 306 (vol. i).

Archives, care of, in Com. of Sup., 1025 (vol. ii).
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1025,

1026, 1029, 1033 (vol. ii).
Assistant Rec. Gen. of Montreal, in Com. of Sup., 895

(vol. ii).
Auditor and Assist. Rec. Gen. of Winnipeg, in Com. of

Sup., 895 (vol. ii).
Auditor and Rec. Gen. of St. John, in Com. of dup.,

858 (vol. ii).
Bank Advances to the Govt. (Ques.) 113 (vol. i).
Bank of B.C. B. 105 (6ir Leonard Tilley) in Coin.,

2396 (vol. iii).
Bankruptcy or Insolvency, on M. (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) for Sp. Com., 47; on M. to ref. Ris Ex.'s
Mess. to Sp. Com., 102 (vol. i).

Benson, Mr., M.P., Death of (remarks) 2357 (vol. iii).
Better Preservation of the Peace Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr.

Caron) in Com., 2825 (vol. iv).
Bolton, Staff Commander, and Dept. of Marine and

Fisheries, on M for Rep. of Auditor Gen., &c., 137
(vol. i).

Bonuses to Rys. by Ont. Legislature (personal expla.
nation) on M. for Com. of Supply, 3445 (vol. iv).

Boots for the Toronto Militia (Ques.) 1744 (vol. iii).
Bounty on Manufactures of Iron (M. for copies of O. C.,

&c.*) 100 (vol. i).
Bridges, Booms, &c., in Nav. Waters B. 101 (Sir Hector

Langevin) on M. for 2°, 893 (vol. ii).
British Medical Acts, Rets. respecting (remarks) 939

(vol. ii).
Brokerage and Çommission, in Com. of Sup., 896

(vol. ii).
Buckram, in Com. on Ways and Means, 807 (vol. ii).
Can. and Antwerp, Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sup., 2943 (vol. iv).
Can. and Germany, Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sup., 2945 (vol. iv).
Can. Southern Ry. Co. and Brie and Niagara Ry.0o.

B. 9 (Mr. Bergin) in Com., 245 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (.Mr. Jamieson)

on 10, 449; on ques. to fix day for 2°, 713; on
M. (Mr. Jamieson) to place B. 2nd Order on Pub.
Bills and Orders, 714 (vol. i); on Amt. (Mr. Ives)
to M. for 20 (Ques. of Order) 952; in Com., 955-957
960, 961; in Com., 1056; on Amt. (Mr. White,
Cardwell) 1060 (vol. ii); on Sen. Amts., 2645, 2648,
2651, 2654, 2657) vol. iv).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 65 (Mr. McCarthy)
on 19, 235 (vol; i).



INDEX.
Blake, Hon. E.-Continu&

Cau. Contingent for the Soudan (Ques.) 568 (vol. i).
0. P. R., ability of Co. to falfil engagements under prop.

RIes., 2238 (vol. iii).
- - Agreement by Co. to Terms of Resolution

(Ques.) 1915 (vol. iii).
Allowances to Canadian manufacturers (M. for

copies of Cor., &c.) 44 (vol. i).
-- Amended Plans and Profiles, B.C. (Ques.) 362

(vol. i).
--- Avalanches in the Selkirk Range (Ques.) 694
(vol. i).

-- Branch Linos (Ques.) 694 (vol. i).
-- B. 0. Sections, work on (M. for Rep., &c.) 204

(vol. i).
-- Calgary and summit of Rocky Mountains,

cost of (M. for Stmnt.) 145 (vol. i).
-- Callander and Port Arthur, cost of and equip-

ment (M. for Stmnt.) 145 (vol. i).
- Change in arrangement between Co. and Govt.

(Ques.) 695 (vol. i); 1744, 1913 (vol. iii).
Correspondence betwoen Co. and Govt. re

change in arrangements (Ques.) 2029 (vol. iii).
Construction near Lytton, B.C. (M. for Ret.)

225 (vol. i).
- - Co.'s Acts Amt. B. 153 (Ar. Pope) on M. for

Com. on Ries, (reply to annualStmnt.) 2586-2619 ; in
Com., 2724-2750; on M. to receive Rep. ot Com.,
2858; on Amt. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 2859 ; on Amt.
(Mr. Tail) 2861 ; on Amt. (Mr. Casey) 2862 ; on
Amt. (Mr, Laurier) 2863; in Com., 3031, 3033; on
M. for 30, 3293 (vol. iv).

Cost of construction from Winnipeg to 615
miles west (M. for Stmnt.) 226 (vol. i).

Curves, Grades and Tangents (Ques.) 691, 744
(vol. i); 2239 (vol. iii).

Earnings, main line and leased lines, &a. (M.
for Stmnt.) 61 (vol. i).

Earnings and Working Expenses, Eastern and
Western Division (Ques.) 816 (vol. ii).

Expenditure on account of (M. for Stmnt.)
145 (vol. i).
--- Expenditure on main lino between Callander
and Port Arthur, and Selkirk and Kamloops (M. for
Stmnt.) 100 (vol. i).

Expenditure upon branch lines, &c., cost of
equipment, &c. (M. for Stmnts.*) 147 (vol. i).

- Extension to Quebec, papers, &c., 1677
(vol. ii) ; 2239 (vol. iii).

Forty Mile Belt in B.C. (remarks) 1983
(vol. iii).

Grades and Carves on line from foot of Rocky
Mts., &o., &c. (I. for Stmnt. and Plan*) 67 (vol. i).

Grades and curves on lino as far as con-
structed, exclusive of lino from foot of Rocky Mts. to
Kamloops (M. for Stmnt.*) 145 (vol. i).

Grad and Cauves, number of (Ques.) C32

(vol. i).

Blake, Hon. E.-Continued.
C.P.R., Grades and Carves, maximum and minimum

(Ques.) 694 (vol. i).
Govt. mortgage, changes in relation to (Ques.)

36 (vol. i).
- - Govt. Sections in B.C., working of, by contrac-

tors (Ques.) 632 (vol. i).
-- Homesteads within By. Belt (Ques.) 567

(vol. i).
Interest paid to Govt. by Co. on loans (Ques.)

350 (vol. i); 1677 (vol. ii) ; 1955 (vol. iii).
- Land area in tho 48-mile bolt accepted by Co.,

on Stmnt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 782 (vol. ii).
- - Land Grant accepted by Co., number of acres

(Ques.) 568, 744 (vol. i).
- Land Grant and Land Grant Bonds, present

position of (M. for Stmnt.*) 100 (vol. i).
- - Lands rejected by Co. outaide Ry. Belt.(Ques.)

927 (vol. ii).
- - Legislation respecting (Ques.) 57 (vol. i).
-- Levels, Grades, Tangents, &c., from summit of

Rockios to Moody (Ques.) 888 (vol. ii).
-- Location, &c., land set apart, granted, &c. (M.

for map*) 46 (vol. i).
-- Location of lino in B.C., change of (Ques.)

2239 (vol. iii).
- - North American Contracting Co., position of

debt of 8600,000 (K. for Stmnt.) 145 (vol. i).
- - Passonger, Froight and Mixed Trains, running

of (M. for Stmnt.*) 67 (vol. i).
- Port Moody Wharf and Freight Shed (M. for

copies of Reps., Plans, &c.) 295 (vol. i).
- Progress Estimatos (Ques) on adjmt. of

House, 188 ; for Feb., 429, (vol. i).
--- Proposals mado by Co. (attention of Govt.

called to) 746 (vol. i).
-- Postal and Transport Service (Ques.) 1744

(vol. iii).
- Rails for Govt. Section, B.C. (Ques.) 1914

(vol. iii).
- - Relief of Co. by Govt. (Ques.) 350 (vol. i).

- Rop. of Mr. Van Horne, &o. (M. for copies) 208
(vol. i).

-- lRes., publication of, in .Mail newspaper
(remarks) 1712 (vol. ii).

Returns ordered by House since date of Con-
tract, on M. for Stmnt., 482 (vol. i).

Returns, enquiries for (remarks) 782, 1565
(vol. ii).

Roturns, presentation of (remarks) 3371
(vol. iv).

Rolling Stock, Eastern Section, Western
Division, on M. for Ret., 303 (vol. i).

Rolling Stock, payment of Duties on, by Co.
(Ques.) 888 (vol. ii).

Roundhouse and buildings in Man. on private
property (Ques.) 2030 (vol. iii).
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(.P.R., Route, construction, rolling stock, extensions,
cash subsidy, land grant bonds, &c., &c. (M. for
Stmnt.) 44 (vol. i).

S Section B.,Engineers'Reps. on re-measurement,
re-classification, &c., on M. for copies, 123 (vol. i).

Section B,, Judge Clark's Rep. on award to
contractors, on M. for copy, 133 (vol. i).

Shareholders in Co., names and addresses, &c.
(M. for Stmnt.*) 533 (vol. i).
-- Stock of $10,000,000, pledged for a loan of

$4,-950,000 (M. for Stmnt.) 45 (vol. i).
Tangents and Curves, number and aggregate

length (Ques.) 744 (vol. i).
-- Town Sites, sales of, transactions on joint

account (M, for Stmnt.*) 67 (vol. i).
- - Western Terminus, route or routes from Port

Moody to English Bay (M. for plan, &c.) 145 (vol. i).
Canals, in Com. of Sup., 3418 (vol. iv).
Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) on M. for 2°

2439; in Com., 2534-2540 (vol. iii).
Cape Breton Ry., construction of (Ques.) 2239 (vol.

iii); survey, &c., in Com. of Sup., 3118 (vol. iv).
Carleton Branch Ry., purchase of, in Com. of Sup., 3415

(vol. iv).
Carlton, Evacuation of, Rep. (Ques.) 1567 (vol. ii).
Carpet Mats, in Com. on Ways and Means, 856 (vol. ii).
Carriers by Land B. 5 (Mr. Coughlin) on M. for 2,

102 (vol. i).
Carriers by Land B. 13 (Mr. McCarthy) on M. for 2°,

254 (vol. i).
Census of Man. and N. W T., &c., B. 21 (Mr. Pope) on

Res., 74; on M. to receive Rep. of Com., 125; in Com.
on B., 171; on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 214
(vol. i).

Chains, iron or steel, in Com. on Ways and Means, 849
(vol. hi).

Chapleau, Sheriff, communications from re outbreak,
in the N. W. T., 3426 (vol. iv).

Charges of Management, in Com. of Sup., 895-897
(vol. ii).

Charlinch Post Office, appointment or removal of Post-
master, &c. (M. for papers) 708 (vol. i).

Chief Justice Meredith, resignation of, on M. for copy,
44 (vol. i).

Chinese Commissioners' Rep., presentation of (remarks)
235 (vol. i).

Chinese Commission, rooms rented and payment of
Secretary (Ques.) 567 (vol. i).

Chinese Immigration, legislation respecting (Ques.)
505, 632 (vol. i).

Civil Govt., in Com. of Sap., 898-900, 902, 905, 907,
914, 917, 922, 924, 972 (vol. ii).

Çivil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.
on Res., 274-282 (vol. i) ; in Com. on B., 1097-10a
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1113-1117, 1125-1130, 1282; on M. for 30 1293;
(Amt.) 1294; neg. (Y. 58, N. 104) 1296; on M. to
conc. in Sen. Amts., 1823, 2397 (vol. iii).

Clark, G. M. K., sums paid to, on M. for Ret., 698
(vol. i).

Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Snp., 3397 (vol. iv).
Colonial and Indian Exhibition, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Pope) 461 (vol. i).
Colonial Exibitions, in Com. of Sup., 1033 (vol. ii).
Colonization Companies, modification of agreements (M.

for copies of Pets., &c.) 92 (vol. i); (Ques.) 1678
(vol. ii); 2241 (vol. iii).

Commercial Bank of Windsor B. 117 (Sir Leonard
Tilly) (remarks) 1671 (vol. ii); in Com., 2396,
(vol. iii).

Communication with Imp. Govt. re Troubles in N. W.
(Ques.) 1744 (vol. iii).

Consolid. Inland Revenue Act, 1883, Amt. B. 146 (Mr.
Costigan) on M. for 2°, 2936; (vol. iv) ; in Com.,
2968-2970; on M. for Com. on Res., 2527 (vol. iii);
in Com., 2529; on M. to conc. in Sen. Amts., 3435

(vol. iv).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) on M. for 2°, 126 (vol. i); on Order for 39,
2532 (vol. iii).

Consolidation of the Statutes, on presentation of Rep. of
Commissioners, 32 (vol. i).

Cotton Yarns, in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (vol. ii).
County Court Judges (Man.) B. 162 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 3435 (vol. iv).
Court of Claims for Can. B. 93 (Sir Hector Langevin)

on 1°, 450 (vol. i).
(Iriminal Law Amt., openings, &c., cut in the Ice B. 22

(Mr. Roberison, iamilton) on Amt. (Mr. Ball) 151
(vol. 1).

Criminal, Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1026 (vol. ii).
Crozier, Supt., Rép, of re Indian sympathy with Half-

breeds, 3425 (vol. iv).
Culling and Measuring Timber B. 154 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com. on Res., 2475 (vol. iii) ; in Com. on B., 3044.

(vol. iv).
Customs Collections in Algoma, on M. for Ret., 40

(vol. i).
Customs, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 924 (vol. ii).
Customs Seizures, Fines exacted and disposition ofsame

&c. (M. for Stmnt.) 56 (vol. i).

Cutlery, in Com. on Ways and Means 844 (vol. ii).
Damask of Cotton, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means,

858 (vol. ii).
Dams at Lakefield ani Young's Point (Ques.) 1130

(vol. ii).
Death of Col. Williams (remarks) 3074 (vol. iv).
Debates, Official Rep., onpresentation of First Rep., 32,

34 (vol. i); on M. to conc. in 3rdfRep., 2168 (vol. iii);
in Com. of Sup., 991 (vol. ii); cono., 3371 (vol. iv).
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Deptl, Clerks, delay in Payment of (Ques.) 2170 (vol.
iii).

Deptl. Contingences, in Com. of Sup., 917, 922, 924
Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Commitees B. 26 (Sir

John A. Macdonald) on Res., 68; (Amt.) to appoint Sel.
Com. to consider and report to Hlouse, 70; Amt. neg.
(Y. 59, N. 121) 72; (Ques. of Order) 73; in Com. on
B., 175 (vol. i).

Despatches, Official, respecting engagements in the
N. W. T. (Ques.) 2169 (vol. iii).

Disturbance in the N. W. (Ques.) 693, 714 (vol. i);
782 (vol. ii).

Amt. to M. (Sir Leonard Tilley) for Com. on
Ways and Means, 761 ; neg. (Y. 57, N. 122) 771
(vol. i).

.André, Father, letter from, in Jan., 1883.
(Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

-- Chapleau, Sheriff, communications from, re
Outbreak. (Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

Claims, &c., of lalf-breeds in N.W.T. (Ques.)
1474 (vol. ii).

Communication with Imp. Gov. (Ques.) 1744
(vol. iii).

- - Crozier, Supt., Rep. of, re Indian sympathy
with Half-breeds (Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

-- Dewdney, Gov., communications with Govt.
(Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

Disposition of Insurgents by Gen. Middleton
(Ques.) 2169 (vol. iii).

Damas, Michel, appointment of, as farm
instructor (Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

-- Dumont, Gabriel, ferry license granted to
(Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

-- Duck Lake, Engagement ut, on reading of
telegrams, 790 (vol. ii).

Expense B. 129 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for 2,
2855 ; in Com., 2855-2857 (vol. iv).

Free transport of bodies of volunteers killed
(Ques.) 2029 (vol. iii).

Govt. officials in the N.W., communications
with (Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

Grandin, Bishop, communication from(Ques.)
3321, 3423 (vol. iv).

-Half-breed grievances, 2030-2040 ; (reply)
2051 (vol. iii).

Houghton, Col., mission to N.W. in 1884,
3425 (vol. iv).

- - Indemnity to members on active service, on
prop. M. (Mr. White, Cardwell) 812 (vol. ii).

- Information, further (Ques.) 745 (vol i); 811,
813, 838, 889 (vol. ii).

Isbester, appointment of, as farm instructor
(Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

- Land and Surveys of St. Laurent (Que3.)
3424 (vol. iv).
-- Langevin, Sir Hector, communications from

Mr. Jackson, re Half-breei Claime (Ques.) 3426
(vol. iv).

Blake, Hon. E.-Continued.
Disturbance in the N. W. Leduc, Father, and Mr. Malo.

ney, communications with Govt. (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).
- - Man. Half-breeds, unenumerated, claims of

(Ques.) 3428 (vol. iv).
-- Memorials, &c., respecting grievancos, answer

to (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).
- iMission of Hon. Mr. Royal,attention called to

newspaper paragraphs, 889 (vol. ii).
Montreal Garrison Artillory (Ques.) 1566

(vol. ii.)
-- Mounted Police Officers, Reps. from, re En.

gagements (Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).
-. Mounted Police Recruits (remarks) 1566

(vol. ii).
- North-West Council, Res. re Half-breed

claims (Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).
- - On personal explanation of Mr. Ives (ro-

marks)1064 (vol. ii).
Official despatches respecting Engagements

(remarks) 2999 (vol. iv) ; (Quos.) 2169 (vol. iii).
- -- Payne and Applegarth, murder of (remarks)

859 (vol. ii).
- Pets., Res., &c., on Half-breeds and settlers'

claims (Quos.) 3426 (vol. iv).
Prince AI bort Colonization Co.'s land, settlors'

or squatters' improvements (Ques.) 3426 (vol. iv).
--. Prince Albert and St. Laurent settlements,

Reps. of Messrs. Russell and Aldous (Ques.) 3426
(vol. iv).

Prisoners held for trial (remarks) on M. for
Com. of SUp., 3441 (vol. iv).

.-- Qu'Appelle Half-breeds, Rep. of Mr. Walsh
(Ques.) 342(; (vol. iv).
-- Question of Order, 3161 (vol. iv).
-- Resumé of Evonts since 1878 (speech) 3075-
3110; (Res.) in amt. to Com. on Ways and Means,
3110; neg. (Y. 49, N. 105) 3213 (vol. iv).

- - Riel's proposal to accept money (Ques.)

3426 (vol. iv).
-- River Lot Claims, settlement of, Mr. Pearce's

letter respecting (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).
- - Schmidt, Louis, answer to letter of (Ques.)

3424 (vol. iv).
St. Laurent, River lots, re-survey (Ques.)

3424 (vol. iv).
. - Stoney Indian rising, further information

asked, 863 (vol. ii).
- St. Louis de Langevin, Pet. from settlors

(Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).
Surveys of river lots at St. Albert, &c.(Ques.)

3424; mode of (Ques.) 3t24 (vol. iv).
Taché, Archbishop, communication from, re

Half-breeds (Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).
Telegraphic communication west of Win-

nipeg (remarks) 839 (vol ii).
Troops, movements of (remarks) 838, 872,

887 (vol. ii).
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Blake, Hon. E.-Continued.
Disturbance in the N. W. Vegreville, Father, Cor. with

Mr. Deville (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).
Volunteers, recognition of services of (Ques.)

2029, 2170 (vol. iii) ; in Comi on Res., 3370(vol. iv).
-- War Supplies, carriage of, by American

Rys. (Ques.) 838 (vol. ii).
Dewdney, Gov., communications with Govt. (Ques.)

3425 (vol. iv).
Disallowance of Provincial Acts (M. for copies of O.C.,

&c.) 52 (vol. i).
Dom. and Provincial Franchises, despatch from Mr.

Fielding (Ques.) 2170 (vol. iii).
Dom. Day, sitting of the House on (Ques.) 2773

(vol. iv).
Dom. Drainage Co's. B. 28 (Mr. Haggart) on M. for 2°,

1008 (vol. ii).
Dom. Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1026 (vol. ii).
Dom. Lands, alleged frauds and irregularities in

the Dept. (Ques.) 1915, 2170 (vol. iii).
Dom. Lands, Gabriel Dumont's lot on the Saskat-

chewan (Ques.) 2029 (vol. iii).
Dom. Lands in B.C., timber dues (Ques.) 2240

(vol. iii).
Dom. Liconse Act, working of, on M. for Cor., 307

(vol. i).
Dom. Notes, issue and redemption of, in Com. of

Sup., 897 (vol. ii).
Dorchester Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 989 (vol.

ii).
Dredges, Tags and Scows, building of, on M. for Ret.,

53 (vol. i).
Duck, in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (vol. ii).
Duck Lake, engagement at (remarks) 790 (vol. ii).
Damas, Michel, appointment of as farm instructor

(Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).
Damont, Gabriel, ferry license, granted to (Ques.) 3425

(vol. iv).
Dundas and Waterloo Road, on prop. Res. (Sir Hector

Langevin) 451 (vol. i).
Daties, collection of unauthorized (remarks) 427 (vol. i).
Eastern Extension Ry., repairs, &c., in Com. of Sap.,

3301 (vol. iv).
Earthenware and Stoneware, in Com. on Ways and

Means, 847 (vol. ii).
Easter, adjmt. for (Ques.) 713 (vol. i).
Edmonton and Saskatchewan Land Co.'s Agent (M.,for

Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii); Township Surveys, 2171 (vol.
iii).

Elections since General Election, 1878, date of certifi-
cates, date of receipt, issue of Speaker's Warrants,
reeoipt, &., &c. (M. for Stmnt.) 210 (vol. i).

Establishment of a Model Farm, in Com. of Supply,
3453 (vol. iv).

Exchange Bank, Govt. advances to, on prop. Res. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 373 (vol. i).

Excise Duties, conc. 3295 (vol. iv).
Explosive Substances B. 95 (Sir John A. Macdonald)

on M. for 2*, 893; in Com., 1167 (vol. ii).

Blake, Hon. E.-Continued.
Extract of Fluid Beef, in Com. on Ways and Means,

857 (vol. il).
Extradition Arrangment, Cor. between Govt. of

Can. and Ambassador at Washington (M. for copies
of O.C., &c.) 147 (vol. i),

Extradition, demands for, and proceedings taken (M.
Stmnt.*) 67 (vol. i).

Factory B. (Ques.) 29; B. 2, on M. to dischg. Order for
2, 362 (vol. i).

Factory Commission, Rep. of, distribution of (remarks)
455, 478 (vol. i).

Finances of the Country (remarks) on M. for Com. of
Sup., 3442 (vol. iv).

Financial Commissioner in Eng., in Com. of Sup., 896
(vol. il).

Financial Inspector, in Com. of Sup., 895 (vol. ii).
Fish, in Com. on Ways and Means, 859 (vol. ii).
Fish taken in the Miramichi, on M. for Rot., 295

(vol. i).
Five per et. Consolid. Loan, retirement of, on M. for

copies of O.C., 488 (vol. i).
Flag Treaty between U. S. and Spain, on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 221 (vol. i).
France and Quebec, fortnightly line, Steamship subven-

tion, in Com. of Sup., 2937, 2939 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on 1°, 629

(vol. i); on Order for 2° being called (remarks)
1095; on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. for 2°, 1177-
1192; in Com., "usufructuary" 1448, 1450, 1452,
1456, 1457; "person " (Indian) 1487, 1565; "farm,"
1591 (vol. ii); on disqualifying revising barrister,
2086; "who shall not vote " (Indians) 2101-2111,
2161, 2163; "registration of voters," 2173, 2177,
2180, 2231, 2312; "revision of voters' lists," 2346;
"aualifications in counties," 2395; "appeal," 2395
(vol. iii) ; "preamble," 2759; on Amt. (Mr. Weldon)
3059 (vol. iv); on personal explanation of Mr. Mills,
2140 (vol. iii); on Ques. of Order, 1510, 1512 (vol.
ii); 2144 (vol. iii).

Franchise B. Pets., on genuineness of Signatures, 2026,
2028 (vol. iii).

French Half-breeds at St. Laurent, Claims of (Ques.)
2358 (vol. iii).

Fort William, Ont., Indian Roserve, Road on (M. for
copies of Cor.*) 533 (vol i).

Free transport of bodies of Volunteers killed in the
N. W. (Ques.) 2029 (vol. iii).

Fuel for settlers in the N. W. (M. for copies of Cor.
&c.) 61 (vol. i).

Gas and Gas Meters Inspection Act Amt. B. 119, on

prop. IRes. (Mr. Costigan) 837 (vol. ii); on M. for 2°,
2419 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (.Mr. Costigan)
in Com. on Res., 1311 (vol. il); in Com. on B., 2549
(vol. iii).
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Glamis, Post-office, enquiry respecting (Ques.) 1131

(vol. ii).
Glucose Syrup, in Com. on Ways and Means, 851

(vol. ii).
Gold Reserve, Govt. withdrawls, on M. for copies of

Cor., 354 (vol. i).
Gosselin, Eugène, record in the matter of, on M. for

copy, 704 (vol. i).
Govt. Agents in the N. W. T., Fees from Settlers (Ques.)

2170 (vol. iii).
Govt. Bonds, disappearance of, from vaults of Dept.

(Ques.) 3371 (vol. iv).
Govt. Business, on M. to take in Thursdays, 451 (vol.

i); (Ques.) 895; on M. to take in Wednesdays, 965 ;
on M. to take in Mondays, 1336 (vol. ii); (remarks)
3293, 3371 ; on M. for Com. of Sup., 3442 (vol. iv).

Govt. Loan B. 145 (Mr. Bowell) on prop. Res., 2462;
in Com., 2464; on M. to conc. in Res.,2525 (vol. iii).

Govt. Officiais in the N. W., communications with,
(Ques) 3425 (vol. iv).

Gov. Genl.'s Seo's. Office, in Com. of Sap., 898 (vol. ii).
Govt. Steamers, in Com. of Sap., 2945 (vol. iv).
Grandin, Bishop, communications with Govt. (Ques.)

3423 (vol. iv).
Gi T. R., Imperfect Ret. presented by Mr. lickson

(remarks) 861 (vol. ii).
Guns used in fight with Poundmaker (Ques.) 2170

(vol. iii).
Half-breed Claims in the N. W. T. (Ques.) 1474 (vol. ii).
Half-breed Commission, Claims recognized and rejected

(Ques.) 2169 (vol. iii) ; sittings of (Ques.) 1567
(vol. ii).

Half-breed grievances, 2030 - 2040; (reply) 2051
(vol. iii).

Half-breedsuand Indian Reserves and Homesteads
(Ques.) 1567 (vol. ii).

lIalf-breeds and Settlers' claims, Pets. and Res.
(Ques.) 3426 (vol. iv).

Half-breed (Man.) Minors, claims preferred and rejected
(Ques.) 2169 ; temporarily absent (Ques.) 1743
(vol. iii); unenumerated (Ques.) 1743, 3426 (vol. iv).

Half-breed Plots on the Saskatchewan (Ques.) 1567
vol. ii).

Half-breed Scrip (Ques.) 1914 (vol. iii).
Half-breed, Settlement of Claims (Ques.) 1567 (vol. ii).
Half-breed Settlement, undisturbed occupation (Ques.)

1567 (vol. ii).
Halifax Steam Navigation Co., moneys paid by Govt.

to (M. for copies of Reps., &c.) 210 (vol. i).
Hamilton Provident and Loan Society B. 114 (Mr.

Xilvert) in Com., 1852 (vol. ii).
Harbor Master at Halifax B. 148, on M. to cone. in

Res., 2534 (vol. iii).
Heating Public Buildings, cst of (M. for Stmnt.) 90

(vol. i).
2
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High Commissioner, office of (M. for copies of Cor.)

44; Rep. and Despatches to Govt. (M. for copies) 56;
position or salary of (M. for Rep.*) 210 (vol. i).

Hoop Iron, in Com. on Ways and Means, 807 (vol. ii).
Homesteads within the Ry. Belt (Ques.) 479 (vol. i).
Houghton, Col., Mission of, in 1881, to N. W., 3425

(vol. iv).
House Furnishing Hardware, in Com. on Ways and

Meaus, 849 (vol. ii).
Hughes, D. J., Charges against, on M. for Rot., 99

(vol. i).
Huron and Ont. Ship Canal Co.'s B. 69 (Mr. Tyrwhitt) on

M. to conc. in Sen. Amts., 1387 (vol. ii).
Imitation precious Stones, in Com. on Ways and Means,

846 (vol. ii).
Immigration, in Com. of Supply, 2831-2834, 2836-2838

(vol. iv).
Immigrants to the N. W. (M. for Stmnt.) 45 (vo. i).
Imperial Govt. and N.W. Troubles, Communication

with (Ques.) 1744 (vol. iii).
Indemnity to Members, increase of, in Com. of Sup.,

3450 (vol. iv).
Indemnity to Members on active service in the N.W.,

on prop. M. (Mr. White, Cardwell) 821 (vol. il).
Indians of Fort William Reserve, Cor. between and

indian Dopt. (M. for copies*) 1442 (vol. ii).
Indian Reserve,Victoria Arm, B.C. (Ques.) 12 Il (vol. ii).
Indian Troubles at Motlakatla, on M. for copies of Cor.,

305 (vol i).
Industries of Canada, Commission respecting (M. for

copy of Cnm., 0.C., Cor., &c., also Rop., &o.) 56
(vol. i).

Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animal@
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1065 (vol. ii) ; on M. to
conc. in Sen. Amts, 2397 (vol. iii).

Inland Revenue Dept., in Con. of Sup., 917 (vol. ii.)
Insolvent Debtors, distribution of Assets provision B.

4, (Mr. Beaty) on M. (Sir John' A. Macdonald) to
transfer to Govt. Orders, 1280 (vol. ii).

Inspecting Engineers' Salaries, C.P.R., in Com. ofSap-
ply, 3417 (vol. iv).

Inspection of Factories, Res. respecting, on Order for
Com. (remarks) 606 (vol. i).

Inspection and Supervision of Banks, on Res. (Mr. Cas-
grain) 84 (vol. i).

Insurgents in the N.W., disposition of by Genl. Middle.
ton (Ques.) 2169 (vol. iii).

I. C. R. and Beaver Steamship Line, through rates of
froigbt (M. for Cor.) 144 (vol. i).

-- Cost of equipment (Ques.) 816 (vol. ii).
- - Costa of working, &c., from'1879 to 1884 (M.

for Stmnt.) 202 (vol. i).
-. Earnings and Working Expenses, monthly

(Ques.) 76, 114; for Jan., 1885, 428 (vol. i); for Maroh
and April, 2029 (vol. iii).
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I.C.R., Earnings and Working Expenses (Ques.) 3073
(vol. iv).

Equipment, valuation of (Ques.) 888 (vol. ii).
-Repairs, &c., in Com. of Sup., 3300 (vol. iv).
Sale of Tickets on Çhatham Branch (Ques.)

2238 (vol. iii).
Internal Econony Commission, increased expenditure,

in Com. of Sup., 3449 (vol. iv).
International Ferries B. 17 (Mr. Patterson, Basex) on

M. for 2°, 2b4 (vol. i).
Interior, Dept. of, receipts (M. for Stmnt.) 54; Deptl.

Rep. (remarks) 49 (vol. i); in Com. of Sup., 972
(vol. ii).

Interior, Minister of, absence (remarks) 1131 (vol.ii).
Iron, Bounties on manufactures of (M. for copies of

O.C., &c.*) 100 (vol. i).
Isbester J., appointment of, as farm instructor (Ques.)

3425 (vol. iv).
Judicial Reform in the N.W.T., Petitions, &c. (Ques.)

1306 (vol. ii).
Justice, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 898 (vol. ii).
Justices of the Peace, summary proceedings before

(Ques.) 1211 (vol. ii).
Jute cloth, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol. ii).
Kingston Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 986 (vol. ii).
Kits served out to the Militia (Ques.) 1568 (vol. ii).
Land Claims in N. W. T., duties of Mr. Russell (Ques.)

2358 (vol. iii).
Land Grants and Land Grant Bonds to Rys. in Man.

and N. W.-(M. for copies of Cor.), 92.97 (vol. i).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. B. 147 (Sir Hector

Langevin) on prop. Res., 782 (vol. ii); 2440-2413;
in Com. on Res., 2483-2491, 2494, 2497-2503, 2514-
2517; on M. to conc. in Res., 2533 (vol. iii); on M.
for 2°, 2770; in Com. on B., 2855; on M. for 3°, 2890;
(Amt.) 2891; neg. (Y. 46, N. 86) 2893; (Amte.)
2894 (vol. iv).

Langevin, Sir Hector, communications from Mr. Jack-
son, re Half-breed Claims, 3426 (vol. iv).

Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases B. 6 (Mr. Cameron,
Huron) in Com., 503 (vol. i).

Leduc, Father, and Mr. Maloney, communications with
Government (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).

LegiElation, in Com. of Sup., 991, 2801, 34t8-3450 (vol.
iv).

Librarian of Parliament, office of (Ques.) 41 (vol. i).
Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John) on prop. Res.,

1659; in Com., 1667-1670, (vol. ii). 2760 (vol. iv).
License Act, 1883, decision of Supreme Court (&L for

Ret.*) 533 (vol. i).
Licenses or Permits to cut Timber, &c., applications for

and not granted (M. for Rets.*) 209 (vol. i).
Lient.-Govt. of N.B. (Ques.) 362 (vol. i).
Lingan Mines, C.B., aiding civil power at, in Com. of

Sup., 3452 (vol. iv).

Blake, Hon. E.-Contanued.
Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 58 (Mr. Wood, West-

moreland) on M. for 10, 170 (vol. i).
Liquor License Act, 1883, constitutionality of (Ques.)

429 (vol. i).
Liquor License Act, 1883, B. 134 (Sir JohnA. Macdonald)

on M. for 20, 2402 (vol. iii); in Cam., 2768 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act, conc., 3398 (vol. iv).
Loan, recent, on M. for copy of prospectus, &o., 37

(vol. i).
Local Govts., advances to (M. for Cor.) 45 (vol. i).
Losses and Expenses through Troubles in the l4.W., in

Con. of Sup., 3454 (vol. iv).
Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making, in Com. of Sup.,

3456 (vol. iv).
Mail Robberies in Man. and N. W. T. (M. for copies of

Cor.) 91 (vol. i).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions, in Com. of

Sup., 2937, 2939, 2943, 2945 (vol. iv).
Man. Claims Settiement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for

Com. on Res., 2778-2780, 2783; on M. to conc. in
Res., 2824; in Com. on B., 3047-3049 (vol. iv).

Man. Legislature, Session of 1884, Man. Central Ry.
Co. (Ques.) 862 (vol. ii).

Man. South-Western Colonization Ry. Co., Land grants
to, in Cam. on Res., 2497-2503, 2514-2517 (vol. iii).

Man. Indian Agency, Management of, on M. for copy of
Rep. made by Govt. Commission, 62 (vol. i).

Manufacturing Industries of Canada, Rep. on (re-
marks) on absence of information respecting B.C.,
595 (vol. i).

Marine, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 907 (vol. ii).
Maritime Court of Ont., Extension of Jurisdiction B. 11

(Mir. Allen) on M. for 2°, 129; in Com., 215.
Meeting of the House, irregular time (remarks) 2996

(vol. iv).
Memorials, &c., respecting grievances in the N. W. T.,

Answers to (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).
Meredith, Chief Justice, resignation of, on M. for opy,

44 (vol. i).
Metlakatla, Indian Troubles at, on M. for copies of Cor.,

305 (vol. i).
Middleton, Genl., instructions (Ques.) 1306 (vol. ii);

respecting insurgents (Ques.) 2169 (vol. iii).
Militia Act, 1883, Amt. B. 152 (Mr. Caron) on M. for

2°, 3045; in Com., 3046 (vol. iv).
Militia Barracks at London, in Com. of Sup., 3412

(vol. iv).
Militia, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 899 (vol. ii).
Militia, in Con. of Sup., 3412, 3452 (vol. iv).
Minister of the Int., absence of (Ques.) 961 (vol. ii).
Minister of Rys., office of (Ques.) 41 (vol. i).
Miscellaneous, in Com. of Sup.,1304 (vol. ii) 2234 (vol.

iii); 3396, 3434; 3452-3457 (vol. iv).
Mission of Hon. Mr. Royal, attention called to new-

paper paragraphs, 889 (vol. ii).
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Model Farm, Establishment of, in Coma of Sup., 8453
(vol. iv).

Montreal Garrison Artillery, (Ques.) 1566 (vol. ii).
Mortuary Statistics. in Con. of Sup., 1029 (vol. ii),
Musk, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol. ii).
Navigation in Can. Waters B. 132 (Mr. McLelan) in

Com. on Res., 1278 (vol. ii); on M. to dschg. Order
for 2°, 2399 (vol. iii).

North Shore Ry., Use of by C.P.R. (Ques.) 1915
(vol. iii).

North-West Council, Res. re Half-Breed Claims (Ques.)
3425 (vol.iv).

North-West Council, Salaries, conc., 3396 (vol. iv).
North-Western Coal and Nav. Ry. Co., Land grants to,

in Com. on Res., 2483-2491, 2494 (vol. iii).
North-West Mounted Police B. 140 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on M. for 30, 2822 (vol. iv).
North-West Mounted Police Augmentation B. 144 (Sir

John A. Macdonald) on prop. Res. (Stmnt. of Events)
2403-2412, 2415-2418 (vol. iii); on M. to cono. in
Res., 2423-2425; on M. for 2e and in Com,, 2770;
on M. for 31, 2820 (vol. iv).

North-West Mounted Police, Commissioner's Rep.
(Ques.) 2359 (vol. iii).

North-West Mounted Police, increase of force (Ques.)
2169 (vol. ii).

North-West Mounted Police, Officers Reps. of Engage-
ments, 3425 (vol. iv).

Mounted Police Recruits, North-West (remarks) 1566
(vol. ii.)

Ocean and River Service, in Com. of Sup., 2945
(vol. iv).

Ocean Mail Servioe, Annual Cost, &c. (M. for Stmnt.)
204 (vol. i).

Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract B. 151 (fr.
Carling) on M. to receive Rep. of Com., 2752; on M.
to conc. in Res., 2754; on 1, 2757; on M. to dschg.
Order for 20, 3375 (vol. iv).

Ontario Boundary, proposals to Parlt. (Ques.) 567
(vol. i).

Ontario and Quebec Ry. Co.'s bonds (M. for copy of
prospectus, &c.) 145 (vol. i); Stockholders (M. for
Stmnt.*) 1443.

Ottawa River Ship Canal, on prop. Res. (Mr. White,
Renfrew) 1225 (vol. ii).

Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., N.S., projected line (M.
for copies of Cor., &c.) 145 (vol. i).

Papers in respect of the N.W. (Ques.) 2358 (vol. iii).
Patent Act Amt., 1882, B. 64 (Mr. McClarthy) on 14,

234; on M. for 21, 268 (vol. i).
Patents issued to Settlers in Prince Albert (Ques.) 964

(vol. ii).
Payne and Applegarth, murder of, by Indians in N.W.,

859 (vol. ii).

Blake, Hon. E.-Continued.
Penitentiaries Branch (Justice) in Com. of Sup., 914

(vol. ii).
Penitentiaries, in Com. of Sup., 986-988 (vol. ii).
Pensions, in Com. of Sup., 992 (vol. ii).
Personal Explanations (Speech in Local Legislature),

1837; (Dominion and Ontario Politics), 2093; (on
insertion of remarks in Official Debates.) 2541, 2621
(vol. iii).

Petitions, on presentation of (remarks) and Rule read,
1891-1894 (vol. iii).

Pickles and Sauces, in Com. on Ways and Means, 843
(vol. i).

Plans and Surveys of St. Laurent Settlement, Receipt
of (Ques.) 2358 (vol. iii).

Plate Glass, in Com. on Ways and Means, 856 (vol. ii).
Portage la Prairie and Lake of the Woods Ry. and

Nav. Co. B., on M. to refer back Rop. of Sol. Standing
Com. on Rys., &c., 713 (vol. i).

Postmaster, Asst., of Ottawa, allowance to, conc., 3397
(vol. iv).

Postmaster Genl., Dept. of, in Com. of Sap., 902 (vol. ii).
Post Office Savings Bank, depositors in, on M. for Ret.

822 (vol. ii).
Prince Albert Colon. Co.'s Township Surveys (Ques.)

2170 (vol. iii).
Prince Albert Colon. Co.'s land, Settlers' or Squatters'

improvements (Ques.) 3426 (vol. iv).
Prince Albert and St. Laurent Settlements, Reps. of

Messrs. Rassell and Aldous (Ques.) 3126 (vol. iv).
Printing and Printing Paper, in Com. of Sup., 2798,

2801 (vol. iv).
Printing, &c., in Com. of Sup., 897 (vol. ii).
Printing Com., 2nd Rep., on M. to conc. in, 149 (vol. i).
Printing Dom. Notes, in Com. of Sap., 897 (vol. ii).
Privilege, Ques. of, on paragraph in Ottawa Free Press

(remarks) 171 (vol. i) ; article in Hamilton Spectator
re Disturbance in the N.W., 813; article in Toronto
News, French Aggression, &c., 1679 (vol. ii); on
personal explanation of Mr. Edgar, 1955 (vol. iii);
re J. E. Brown's Cor., 3246 ; personal allusions, 3248
(vol. iv).

Privy Council: in Com. of Sup., 899 (vol. ii).
Proof of Entries and Books of Acet. B. 113 (Mr.

Chapleau) 2398 (vol. iii).
Provincial Acts, disallowanoe of (M. for copies of 0. C.,

&c.) 52 (vol. 1).
Provincial Legislation, compilation of Cor., &c., in Oom.

of Sup., 3434 (vol. iv).
Purcell & Ryan, payment to, for supplies furnished

Lord Lorne and party, in Com. of Sup., 3452 (vol. iv).
Qu'Appelle Half-breeds, lRp. of Mr. Walsh (Ques.)

3426 (vol. iv).
Qu'Appelle Valley Farming Co.'s Agreement' (Ques.)

816 (vol. ii).
quarantine, in Com. of Sup., 3411 (vol. iv).

xi
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Railways, in Com. of Sup., 3300, 3413, 3S15, 3418

(vol. iv).
Ry. Lands in B.C., Claims of Canada upon (M. for

Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Rys. outside of Man. and N.W.T., aid to (M. for copies

of Cor.) 92 (vol. i).
Rebellion in the N.W. See "Disturbance."
Receipts of Department of Interior (M. for Stmnt.) 54

(vol. i).
Refund of duties to persons in P.E.I., in Com. of Sup.,

3455 (vol. iv).
Relief of Distressed in N.W.T., in Com. of Sup., 3455

(vol. iv).
Repatriation of French Canadians, Cor., Reps., O. C.,

&c., relating to (M. for copies¥-) 533 (vol. i).
Representation in Parlt. of the N.W.T. on Res. (Mr.

Cameron, Buron) to M. for Com. of Sup., 3406 (vol. iv).
Returns, enquiries for, 455, 715, 746 (vol. i); 895, 966,

1039, 1132, 1167, 1608 (vol. ii) ; 2392 (vol. iii).
Returns, enquiries for, N.W. papers, 2676 (vol. iv).
Returns, imperfect (remarks) 113, 504 (vol. i); 1206

(vol. ii).
Return Tickets on Govt. Rys., on M. for Rot., 707

(vol. i),
Resamé of Events in the N.W., in Com. on Ways and

Means, 3075-3110; neg. (Y. 49, N. 105,) 3213 (vol. iv.)
Richelieu Ont., and Nav. Co.'s B. 61 (Mr. Desjardins) on

prop. Amt., 1210; in Com., 1349 (vol. ii).
Rideau Canal, Land Damages in Township of Pittsburgh,

in Com. of Sup., 3118 (vol. iv).
Riel's proposal to accept money (Ques.) 3426 (vol. iv).
Rites of religion refused prisoners in the N.W. (remarks)

2998 (vol. iv).
River lots (N.W.) Claims, settlement of, Mr. Pearce's

letter respecting (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).
Roache, M., and Pilotage Commission (Ques.) 3427

(vol. iv).
Roundhouse at Selkirk erected on private property,

Issue of Patent (Ques.) 2171 (vol. iii).
Rubber, re-covered, in Com. on Ways and Means, 807

(vol. ii).
St. Clair Ranche Co., Rent paid, &c., (Ques.) 2240

(vol. iii.)
Et. Laurent, Land and Surveys of (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).
St. Laurent river lots, re-survey (Ques.) 3424 (vol. iv).
St. Louis de Langevin, petition from Settlers (Ques.)

3424 (vol. iv).
St. Peter and St. Paul: on M. for adjmt., 2889 (vol. iv).
St. Thomas, Public Buildings at, amount expended, on

M. for Ret., 81 (vol. i).
St. Vincent De Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup.,

986-988 (vol. ii).
Salmon Fishing in Bathurst Harbor, regulations, &c.,

(Ques.) 2359 (vol. iii).

BlakRe, Hon. E.-Continued.
Salt Cake, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol. ii).
Saunders & Wood, Trial of, for Criminal Libel in N.W.T.

(M. for copies*) 1413 (vol. ii).
Schmidt, LQuis, answer to letter of (Ques,) 3424 (vol. iv).
Schmidt, Louis, and others, of Prince Albert District.

employment of, by Govt. (Ques.) 1915 (vol. iii).
Scott Act Pets., on M. to erase name, 2321 (vol. iii).
Sea Lots of P. E. I., Deptl. instructions, &c. (M. for

copies) 61 (vol. i).
Sec. of State, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 900 (vol. ii).
Sessional Business (remarks) 211 (vol. i).
Senate Expenses,extrain Com. of Sup., 3448 (vol. iv).
Settlement of claims of Man. half-breed Minors (Ques.)

1743 (vol. iii).
Settlement of Settlers Claims at Prince Albert, &o.

(Ques.) 2358 vol. iii).
Settlers' and Half-breed claims, Prince Albert District,

&c., incomplete Rets. (remarks) 1645 (vol. ii).
Settlers' Claims, Prince Albert District (Ques.) 1567

(vol. ii).
Settlers in the Dom. during calendar year 1884 (Ques.)

113 (vol. i).
Settlers in Man. and N.W.T. (Ques.) 113 (vol. i).
Select Standing Com., on M. for Sp. Com., 28 (vol. i).
Sheep Soab, in Com. of Sup., 3411 (vol. iv).
Shoet Iron hollow ware, in Com. on Ways and Means,

857 (vol. ii).
Short Lino Ry. between Oxford and New Glasgow, in

Com. of Sup., 3113 (vol. iv).
Short Line Ry., Montreal to Atlantic Ports, on Res.

(Mr. Laurier) 193; Ret. with ref. to (Ques.) 289
(vol. i.); Govt. grants to (Ques.) 1678 (vol. ii);
(Ques.) 2239 (vol. iii); on Res., 2974-2978, 2988
(vol. iv).

Simpson, G. A., Govt. Land Agent (Ques.) 57 (vol. i).
Bir James Douglas, steamer, repairs, &o., on M. for

copies of Cor., 832 (vol. ii).
Sleeping Cars, I.C.Rin Com. of Sup., 3418 (vol. iv).
Small Savings, encouragement of (M. for copies of

Cor., &o.) 90 (vol. i).
Spirits taken out of bond (Ques.) 3371 (vol. iv).
Standing Committees, non-meeting of, for organisation

(remarks) 51, 67 (vol. i).
Starr, J. E., Fishery Overseer of Port Williams, N. S.,

removal of (M. for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Statutes, Consolidation of, on presentation of Rep. of

Commissioners, 32 (vol. i); on M. to conc. in Mess.
from Sen., 777 (vol. ii).

Steamboat Inspection Act, 1882, Amt. B. 133 (Mr. Mc.
Lelan) on prop. Res., 1279 (vol. il); on 20 and in
Com., 2399 (vol. iii).

Steel, in Com. on Ways and Means, 803 (vol. ii).
Stoney Indian rising, further information, 863(vol. ii).
Subsidies to Rys. other than the C. P. R. (M. for

copies of 0.0Q., &c.) 56 (vol. i).
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Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (ir ffector Langevin)
in Oom. on Res. 2974-2978, 2988-2990; in Com. on
B., 3399; on Amt. (Mr. Kirk) to M. to conc. in
Ants., 3403; (Amt.) neg. (Y. 43, N. 79), 3404
(vol. iv).

Superannuation Fund (M. for Stmnt.) 56 (vol. i).
Superintendents of Letter Carriers, in Com. on Res.

(Mr. Chapleau) 271 (vol. i).
Superior Court Judges, Quebec, B. 161 (Sir John) on

prop. Res., 3375 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY
Administration of Justice, 3411 (vol. iv).
Arts, Agriculture andStatistics (Archives, care of) 1025; (Colonial

Exhibitions) 1033; (Oriminal Statistics) 1026; (Dominion Ex-
hibition) 1026; (Mortuary statistics) 1029 (vol. ii).

Canalg-Income: Rideau (Land damages in Township of Pitts-
burgh) 3418 (vol. iv).

CAarges of Management (Asst. Rec. Genl., Montreal) 895; (Audi-
tor and Rec. Genl., St. John) 893 ; (Auditor and Asst. Rec.
Genl., Winnipeg) 895; (Brokerage and Commission) 896;
(Financial Commissioner in Eng.) 896; Financial Inspector)
895 ; (Issue and Redemption of Dom. Notes) 897; (Printing
Dom. Notes) 897; (Printing, &c.) 897 (vol. ii).

Civil Govt. (Agriculture, Dept. of) 905, (contingencies) 922;
(Oustoms Dept., contingencies) 924; (Gov. Gen. Sec.'s
Office) 898; (fnland Revenue Dept., Contingencies) 917;
(Interior, Dept. of) 972; (Justice, Dept. of) 898, (Peniten-
tiaries Branch) 914; (Marine, Dept. of) 907; (Militia, Dept.
of)899; (Postmaster Genl., Dept. of) 902; (Privy Council)
899; (Sec. of State, Dept. of) 900 (vol. ii).

Collection of Revenues: Post Office (Allowance to Asst. Pest-
master of Ottawa) conc., 3397 (vol. iv).

Immigration, 2831-2838 (vol. iv).
Legislation: H. of C. (Debates, publishing) 991 (vol. ii); conc,,

3371 (vol. iv); (increased Expenses under Rep. of Internal
Economy Com.) 3449; (increased Indemnity to Members)
3450; Miscellaneous (printing and printing paper, &c.) 2798
2801. Senate (extra Expenses) 3448 (vol. iv).

Liquor License Act, conc., 3398 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (Can. and Antwerp)

2943; (Gan. and Germany) 2945; (France and Quebec, fort-
nightly line) 2937, 2939 (vol. iv).

Militia (Aiding civil power at Lingan Mines, C.B.) 3452; (Bar-
raoks at London) 3412 (vol. iv).

Miacellaneos (American Mining Engineers' visit to N. S.) 3457
(vol. iv); (Disturbance in the N. W., Vote of $700,000)
1304 (vol. ii), (Vote of $1,000,000) 2234, conc., 2235 (vol.

iii); (Establishment of a Model Farm) 3453 (vol. iv);
(Losses and Expenses through Troubles in N. W. T.) 3454;
(Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making) 3456; (N. W. Council,
salaries) conc., 3396 ; (Provincial Legislation, compilation of

Cor., &c.) 3434; (Purcell à Ryan, payment to, for supplies

furnished to Lord Lorne and party) 3452; (Refund of duties to
persons in P. E. I.) 3455; (Relief of distressed in N. W. T.)

3455 (vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service (Goyt. steamers) 2945 (vol. iv).
Peni*entiaries (Dorchester) 989; (Kingston) 986; (St. Vincent de

Paul) 986-988 (vol. ii).
Pensions (Veterans of War of 1812) 992 (vol. ii).
Quarantine (Sheep scab) 3411 (vol. iv).
Railways-Oapital: 0. P. R. (Inspecting Engineers' salaries,

4c.) 3417; Carleton Branch Ry. (purchase of) 3415; I. C. R.

(sleeping cars) 3418. Repairs, c«. (I. 0. R.) 3300 ; (EatOrn

Blake, Hon. E.-Continued.
SUPPLY-Continued.

Extension) 3301; Short Line Ry. between Oxfbrd and New
Glasgow, 3413 (vol. iv). Income: Cape Breton Ry. (Survey,
&c) 3118 (vol. iv).

Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,
Montmagny) on Order for 2°, 102; on M. for 2°, 157
(vol. i).

Supreme Court Apellate Juaisdiction Limitation B. 68,
on M. to introd., 246 (vol. i).

Surveys and Plans of Battleford and Edmonton (Ques.)
2357 (vol. iii).

Surveys of River Lots at St. Albert, &c. (Ques.) 3424;
Mode of (Ques.) 3424 (vo. iv).

Taché, Arch bishop, Communication from, re-Half-breeds
(Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

Tagging Metal, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol.
ii).

Tariff, The. See "Ways and Means."
Tarif Chagnes, Notice of, by Govt. (remarks) 714

(vol. i).
Tolegraphie communication wost of Winnipeg (re-

marks) 839 (vol. ii).
Three Rivers Harbor Commissioners B. 150 (Mr. Bowell)

in Com. 2935 (vol. iv).
Timber Licenses and Permits granted on lands outside

disputed Territory (M. for Rots.*) 209 (vol. i).

Timber on Indian Lands, non-printing of Rets. as
ordered by House (remarks) 56 (vol. i).

Towels, in Com. on Ways and Means, 858 (vol. ii),
Trade relations with U.S. (remarks) 3163 (vol. iv).
Treasury Board, constitution of, B. 104 (Sir Leonard

§Tiley) on 1°, 630 (vol. i); in Com., 1670.
Trent Valley Canal, Plans and Estinatos of cost, &o.

(M. for copies of Car., &c.) 144 (vol. i); Contracta
(M. for copies) 828 (vol. ii).

Troops, Movements of (remarks) 838, 872, 887 (vol. ii).
Umbrella or parasol ribs, &c., in Com. on Ways and

Means, 858 (vol ii).
Vegreville, Father, Cor. with Mr. Dovillo (Ques.) 3424

(vol. iv).
Veterans of L812, in Com. of Sup., 992 (vol. fi).
Volunteer Corps organised in the N. W. in 1879 (Ques.)

1474 (vol. hi).
Volanteers in the N. W., Recognition of services of

(Ques.) 2029 (vol. iii) ; in Com. on Res., 3370 (vol, iv).
Volunteers on active service, Increase of pay (Ques.)

2170 (vol. iii).
Volunteers of 1837-38, on Res. recogaising services of,

38 (vol i).
Vote of $700,000 for expenses in the N. W., in Com. of

Sup. 1304 (vol. ii); $1,000,000 for same purpose, in

Com. of Sup., 2234; $1,700,000, in Com. on Ways and
Means, 2559 (vol. iii).

War Supplies, carriage of, by American Rys. (Ques.)
838 (vol. fi).

ie.
xii'
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Washington Treaty, Termination of Fishery Clauses.
on M. for Com. of Sup., 2901, (vol. iv).

Washington Treaty, Transport Regulations, Papers,
&o. (Ques.) 3249 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-The Tariif: conclusion of Deb.
(remarks) 662; on M. for Com. (Res.) Disturbance
in the N. W., 756-761; neg. (Y. 57, N. 122) 771; in
Com., 772-775; (buckram) 807; (carpet mats) 856;
(chains, iron and steel) 849; (cotton yarns) 808;
(cutlery) 84t; (damask of cotton) 858; (duck) 808;
(earthenware and stoneware) 847; (extract of fluid
beef) 857; (fish) 859; (glucose syrup) 851; (hoop
iron) 807; (house furnishing hardware) 849; (imita-
tion precious stones) 846; (jute cloth) 806; (musk)
806; (pickles and sauces) 843; (plate glass) 856;
(rubber, re-covered) 807; (salt cake) 806; (sheet iron
hollow ware) é57; (steelý 803; (tagging metal) 806;
(towels) 858; (umbrella or parasol ribs, &c.) 858;
(winceys) 840 vol. ii; (whiskey) 3220, vol. iv;
(white shellac) 806 ; (woollen fabrics) 841, (vol. ii) ;
on Res. granting $1,700,000 for N. W. Troubles, 2559
(vol. iii) ; (Res.) Resumé of Events in the N. W. T.
3075-3110; neg. (Y. 49, N. 105) 3213; Excise Duties,
on conz., 3295 (vol. iv).

Weights and Measures Inspection Acts. Amt, B. 118
(Mr. Costigan) on prop. Res., 832, 834-836; in Com.,
1676 (vol. ii).

Wharves and Docks in Navigable Waters B. 18 (Mr.
Tupper) on M. for 2°, 216 (vol. i).

Wheat and Flour Imports and Exports, on M. for Rot.,
139 (vol. i).

Whiskey, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3230 (vol. iv).
White Shellae, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol. ii.)
Winceys, in Com. on Ways and Means, 849 (vol. ii).
Winnipeg and Prince Albert Ry. Co. Incorp. B. 82

(Mr. Cameron, Victoria) on M. for 20, 428 (vol i).
Woollen Fabrics, in Com. on Ways and Means, 841 (iv).
Woolen Rags, in Com. on Ways and Means, 783, 785,

192; Legislation respecting (Ques.) 1567 (vol. ii).
Writ for Levis (Ques.) 633 (remarks) 661 (vol, i).

Blondeau, Mr. C. B., Kamouraska.
Agricultural Ins. Co. of Can., incomplete Rot. (re-

marks) 1386 (vol. ii).
Caron, Clovis, Salary and expenses as Fishery Over-

seer (Ques.) 290; (M. for copies of Rep.*) 532 (vol. i).
Gauvreau, Jules, salary and expenses as Fishery Over-

seer (Ques.) 290; (M. for copies of Rep.*) 532.
Gregory, J. U., Rep. of enquiry made by, re Fisheries

(M. for copies*) 532 (vol. i).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Bector Langevin),

in Com., 2977 (vol. iv).

Bossé, Mr. J. G., Centre Quebec.
Carriers by Land B. 13 (Mr. McCarthy) on M. for 2°, 283

(vol. i).
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases B. 6 (Mr. Cameron,

Euron) in Com., 497 (vol. i).

Bossé, Mr. J. G.-Continued.
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3282-
3284 (vol. iv).

Bourassa, Mr. F., St. John's, Q.
Militiamen of 1812, Pensions to, names and residences

(M. for Stmnt.) 101 (vol. i).

Bourbeau, Mr. D. O., Drummond and Athabaska.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. (B. 99, 1°) 605 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson), in

Com. (Amt.) 955, 962; on M. for 30 (Amt.) 1047; in
Com., 1058, 1059 (vol. ii).

Bowell, Hon. M., North f-astings.
Administration of Justice, in Com. of Sup., 3411 (vol. iv).
Administration of Justice N. W. T., in Com. of Sup.

3433 (vol. iv).
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c. (B. 143, 1°*) 2356

(vol. iii).
Analysts, Public, Remuneration of, in Com. on Res.,

2544, 2547 (vol. iii).
Asbestos, in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (vol. ii).
Auditor Genl.'s Office, in Com. of Sup., 901 (vol. ii).
Axle Grease, in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (vol. ii).
Bank of B. C. B. 205 (Sir Leonard Tilley) in Com.,

2396 (vol. iii).
Barrels containing Petroleum or its products, in Com.

on Ways and Means, 843 (vol. ii).
Beet-root Sugar, importation of (Ans.) 744 (vol. i).
Bonded Machinery in use (Ans.) 3321 (vol. iv).
Borax, in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (vol. ii).
Bounty to Fishermen, Payment of, in Guysboro', N.S.

(Ans.) 2751 (vol. iv).
Brosseau & Lisabelle, Customs Brokers, frauds, &o., by

(Ans.) 1387 (vol. ii).
Buckram, in Com. on Ways and Means, 807 (vol. ii).
Campbellton and Gaspé, Steamship subvention, in Com.

of Sap.,-2942 (vol. iv).
Can. and Antwerp, Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sup., 2942-2944; conc., 2596, (vol. iv).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 955, 967 (vol. ii).
C. P. R. Advances to Co. by Govt. (Ans.) 1306 (vol.ii).

Floating Debt of Co. (Ans.) 1677 (vol. ii).
-- Interest payments by Co. (Ans.) 1955 (vol. iii).

Length of gaps on (explanation) 838 (vol. iii).
Rolling Stock, payment of Daties on by Co.,

889 (vol. ii).
__Sums paid or advanced to Co. as Interest or

Subsidy (Ans.) 1677 (vol. ii).
Canals, Repairs, &o., in Com. of Sup., 3303, 3307, 3311

(vol. iv).
Canned Goods (B. 142 10*) 2345 (vol. iii).
Carleton Branch Ry., Purchase of, in Com. of Sup., 3416

(vol. iv).
Chains, Iron or Steel, in Com. on Ways and Means, 849

(vol..ii).

liv
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Charges of Management, in Com. of Sup., 896, 897 (vol.
ii); cono., 2763 (vol. iv).

Civil Govt., in Com. of Sup., 901, 904, 915, 916, 921, 923,
927, 957, 977 (vol. ii); 3408, 3410, 3411, 3433 (vol. iv).

Civil Service Acta Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,
1114-1117, 1119, 1120, 1124, 1125; on Amt. (Mr.
Davies) to M. for 3° (Ques. of Order) 1299 (vol. ii).

Civil Servie Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 975, 977 (i).
Clearing vessels without Harbor Master's certificate

(Ans.) 862 (vol. ii).
Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sup., 3233-3241,

3393 (vol. iv).
Colored Labels for Fruit, in Com. on Ways and Means,

857 (vol ii).
Commercial Agencies, in Com. of Sup., 3245 (vol. iv).
Commercial Bank of Windsor B. 117 (Sir Leonard

TIlley) 2° m. (remarks) 1671 (vol. ii); in Com., 23'6
(vol. iii).

Commutation of Stamp Duty, in Com. of Sup., 897 (ii).
Consolid. Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Com. on Res., 2529 (vol. iii).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com., 2433, 2438; on Ordor for 30, 2432
(vol. iii); M. to recom. and in Com., 2768 (vol. iv).

Cotton Bed-quilts, in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (ii).
Cotton Yarns, in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (vol. ii).
Customs Appraiser at Summerside, P.E.I. (Ans.) 350

(vol. i).
Customs and Excise Duties (B. 157) 1°, 3520; 20*,

3434; in Com., and 3°*, 3435 (vol. iv).
Customs Dept., in Com. of Sup, 901 (vol. ii).
Custome Dept., French Canadian employés in (Ans.)

1914 (vol. iii).
Customs Detectives or Police in N.S. (Ans.) 889 (vol.ii).
Customs, in Com. of Supply, 3233-3241, 3393 (vol. iv).
Customs Seizures at Winnipeg, on M. for Stmnt., 293

(vol. i).
Cutlery, in Com. on Ways and Means, 844 (vol. ii).
Damask of Cotton, in Com. on Ways and Means, 858

(vol. ii).
Debates, Official Rep. (M. for Sel. Com.) 28 (vol. i) ; in

Com. of Sup., 2765 (vol. iv).
Debt of Canada, Floating and Unfunded (Ans.) 2465

(vol. iii).
Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Supply, 916, 921, 923,

915, 927 (vol. ii).
Deputy Speaker's Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3358 (vol. iv.)
Disturbance in the N.W.T., Expenses (B. 149, 10*)

2559 (vol. iii) ; 2 m., 2855 (vol. iv).
-- Further Intelligence, 812 (vol. ii).

-- On Question of Order, 3161 (vol. iv).
Drawbacks on manufactured Exports, on M. for Rot.,

139 (vol. D).
Duck, in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (vol. ii).
Duties, collection of unauthorised (remarks) 427 (vol.i).

Bowell, Hon. M.- Continued.
Duty on Grain, abolition of, on M. for copies of Cor.,

&c., 54 (vol. i).
Eartbenware and Stoneware, in Com. on Ways and

Means, 848 (vol. ii).
Election Exponsee, in Com. of Sup., 3451 (vol. iv).
Estimates. See "Message."
Excise Duties, in Com. on Ways and Meanus, 3294;

conc., 3170 (vol. iv).
Excise Revenue for May, 1884, and May, 1885 (Ans.)

2531 (vol. iii).
Expeuses of Elections under Can. Temp. Act, in Com.

of Sup., 3388 (vol. iv).
Exporta of Canadian produce (Ans.) 606 (vol. i).
Extract of Fluid Beef, in Com. on Ways and Means, 857

(vol. ii).
Finance and Treasury Board, in Com. of Sup., 901,

915 (vol. ii).
Financial Commissioner in England, in Com. of Sup.,

896 (vol. ii).
Fishery Clauses, termination of (Ans.) 3249 (vol. iv).
Fishery Commission, incroased remuneration to counsel,

in Com. of Sup., 3391; cone., 3396 (vol. iv).
Fish, in Com. on Wnys and Means, 859 (vol. ii).
Five por cent. Loan Sinking Fund (Ans.) 2465 (vol. iii).
France and Quebec fortnightly lino, Steamship subven-

tion, in Com. of Sup., 2936, 3041 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Ques. of

Order, 1435, 1465, 1619 (vol. ii); 1920 (vol. iii); in
Com., "actual value," 1596-1607;~on ruling of Chair-
man (remarks) 1497 (vol. ii) ; 1758, 1799, 2189 (vol.
iii); "occupant," 1483; (corrections) 1419,1491; on
M. to adja. deb., 1430; "tenant," 1478-1480; on M.
that Com. rise, 1497 (vol. ii) ; on personal explana-
tion of Mr. Blake, 2542; " qualifications in cities
and towns," 1995; "in counties," 2061; "revision of
voters' lists," 23481; "appeal," 2361; "general pro.
visions," 2344 (remarks) 2015 (vol. iii).

Franchise B. Pets., on genuineness of Signatures
(remarks) 2025 (vol. fii).

Foot Groase, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol. ii),
French Canadians in Customs Dept. (Ans.) 2171 (iii).
Gas Coke, in Com. on Ways and Means, 783 (vol. ii).
General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Afr. Costi-

gan) in Com. on Res., 1315 (vol. ii).
Geneva Gin and Brandy, in Com. on Ways and Means.

3224, 3229.
Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 3348 (vol. iv).
Glucose Syrup, in Com. on Ways and Means, 840-862,

855 (vol. ii).
Govt. Bonds, disappearance of, from Vanîts, 3371 (iv).
Govt. Loans (Ans.) 2465 (vol. iii).
Govt. Loan (B. 145) prop. Res., 2461-2463; in Com.,

2463 (M. to conc. in Res.) 2523.
Govt. Notes in circulation (Ans.) 2465 (vol. iii).
Grant of $1,700,000 for N.W. Expenses, in Com. on

Ways and Means, 2532, 2559 (vol. iii).



INDEX.
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G.T.R., Importation of Rails (Ans.) 1566 (vol. ii).
Hoop Iron, in Com. on Ways and Means, 807 (vol. ii).
House Furnishing Hardware, in Com. on Ways and

Means, 848 (vol. ii).
Immigration, in Com. of Supi, 2818, 2839, 2853 (vol. iv).
Imports for Consumption, on M. for Stmnt., 30 (vol. i).
Importation of Prison Manufs. (Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii).
Indemnity to Members, increased, 3450 (vol. iv).
Indian Affairs, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 3410 (vol. iv).
Insurance, Superintendence of, in Com. of Sap., 2957;

conc., 2958 (vol. iv).
Interior, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 3408 (vol. iv).
Issue and Redemption of Dom. Notes, in Com. of Sup.,

897 (vol. ii).
Jute Cloth, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol, ii).
Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 2765, 2796, 3448-3450

(vol. iv).
Library, Salaries, in Com. of Sup., 2796 (vol. iv).
Life-boats and Stations, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2949 (iv).
Liverpool, or London, and St. John, N.B. or Halifax,

Steamship subvention, in Com. of Sup., 2942 (vol. iv).
Loans contracted by Govt. (Ans.) 1305, 1744 (vol. ii);

1914, 2530 (vol. iii).
Loans for the Public Service, prop. Res., 2392 (vol. iii).
Losses and Expenses through Troubles in the N.W., in

Com. of Sup., 3454 (vol. iv).
Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making, in Com. of Sup.,

3456 (vol. iv).
MeManus, C., widowof, gratuityto, conc., 3374 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions, in Com. of

Sup., 2936-2944, 2957, 2953, 3011 (vol. iv).
Manitoba Claims Settlement (B. 155) prop. Res., 2420

(vol. iii); M. for Com. on Res., 2775 (vol. iv); in
Com., 2789, 2791-2795; in Com. on Res., 2823, 2924
(vol. iv); 2° m. and in Com., 3047; 3° m., 3075
(vol. iv).

Masters and Mates, Examination of, in Com. of Sup.,
2946 (vol. iv).

Message from His Ex., Estimates, The (presented) 289
(vol. i).

Supplementary Estimates, 1884-85 (prosented)
2820 (vol. iv).

Further Suppl. Estimates for 1885-86 (pre-
sented) 3423 (vol. iv).

Supplementary Estimates for 1885-86 (pre-
sented) 3359 (vol. iv).

-- Grant of $1,000,000 for expenditure in the N.
W., (presented) 2234 (vol. iii).
-..-- Vote to Genl. Middleton (presented) 3470 (iv).

Military Branch and District Staff, Salaries, in Com. of
Sup., 2903 (vol. iv).

Militia, in Com. of Sup., 2903.
Mineral Waters, in Com. on Ways and Means, 808

(vol. iii).

Bowell, Hon. M.-Continued.
Micellaneous, in Com. of Sup., 2234, 3245, 3358 (vol.

iii); 3387, 3388, 3391, 3392, 3396, 3420, 3431, 3452,
3454-3456, 3470 (vol. iv).

Mouldings and Picture Frames, in Com. on Ways and
Means, 846 (vol. ii).

Mounted Police, N. W., in Com. of Sup., 3421 (vol. iv).
Murray Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3303, 3307 (vol. iv).
Musk, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol. ii).
N. B. and P. E. I. to Great Britain. Steamship sub-

vention, in Com. of Sup., 3457 (vol. iv).
Newfoundland and Dom., Trade relations between (Ans.)

3042 (vol. i).
Ocean and River Service, in Com. of Sup., 2946, 2949

(vol. iv).
Order Paper, on omission from, of a question (remarks)

2774 (vol. iv).
Partridge, Prairie Fowls, &c., in Com. on Ways and

Means, 858 (vol. ii).
Peachy, J. W., Superannuation of (Ans.) 1744 (vol. iii).
Penitentiaries, in Com. of Sap., 3374, 3411 (vol. iv).
Pitch Pine, in Com. on Ways and Means, 810 (vol. ii).
Plate Glass, in Com. on Ways and Means, 856 (vol. ii).
Port Mulgrave and East Bay, C. B., Steamship sub-

vention, in Com of Sup., 2942 (vol. iv).
Port Mulgrave, N.S., as a sub.port, on M. for papers,

&c., 446 (vol. i).
Postmaster Genl.'s Dept., in Com. ofSup., 904 (vol. ii).
Post Office and Finance Dept., computing interest, in

Com. of Sup., 927 (voL ii).
Post Office Savings Banks Deposits (Ans.) 2465 (iii);
Printing Commission, in Com. of Sup., 3392 (vol. iv).
Privilege, Ques. of, paragraph in Ottawa Free Prss,

3'63 (vol. iv).
Provincial Legislation, compilation of Cor., &c., conc.,

3434 (vol. iv).
Publie Debt of Can., amount of (Ans.) 937 (vol. ii);

2465 (vol. iii),
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 2917, 3420 (vol. iv).
Punice and Pumice Stone, in Com. on Ways and Means,

810 (vol. ii).
Purcell & Ryan, payment to, for supplies furnished Lord

Lorne and party, in Com. of Sup., 3152 (vol. iv).
Quercitron or Oak Bark, in Com. on Ways and Means,

810 (vol. ii).
Ques. of Order, in Com. on Ways and Means, 852 (ii).
Railways, in Com. of Sup., 3116 (vol. iv).
Rand's Micmac Indian Dictionary, in Com. of Sup,

3420 (vol. iv).
Receipts and Expenditures, Consolidated Fund (Ans.)

1677 (vol. ii).
Red Liquor, in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (vol. ii).
Refund of Bank Impost, in Com. of Sup., 3387; cone.,

3396 (vol. iv).
Refund of Duties to persons in P.E.L, in Gom. of Sup.,

3455; conc., 3470 (vol. iv).
Relief of Distressed in N.W.T.,in Com.of Sup.,3454 (iv)4
Iremoval of prisoners, in Com. of Sup., 3411 (vol. iv).

xvi
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Return, on enquiries for (remarks) 211 (i) ; 2854 (iv).
Ross, N. N., of Quebec, name and salary of sucessor

to (Ans.) 862 (vol. ii).
Rabber, re-covered,in Co m.on Ways and Means,807 (ii).
St.Croix Cotton Mills, payment of Duties (Ans.) 632 (i).
Salt Cake, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (vol. ii).
Senate Expenses, extra, in Com. of Sup., 3448 (vol. iv).
Seizures by Customs Dept, at Montreal (Ans). 1387 (ii).
Sessional Clerks, extra, in Com. of Sup., 2796 (vol. iv).
Sheet Iron Hollow Ware, in Com. on Ways and Means,

857 (vol. ii).
Silver and German Silver, in Com. on Ways and Means,

808 (vol. ii).
Spirits and Tobacco, in Com. on Ways and Means,

3212-3216 (vol iv).
Spirits taken out of bond (Ans.) 3371 (vol. iv).
Steel, in Com. on Ways and Means, 803-805,808,810 (ii).
Subsidies to Man. (prop. Res.) 2889 (vol. iv).
Sugar, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3219-3222 (iv).
SUPPLY :

Administration of Justice, 3411, 3433 (vol. iv).
Canal-Capital: Repaire, &c. (Murray) 3303, 3307; (Trent

Riv. Nav.) 3311 (vol. iv).
Charges of! fanagement, conc., 2763 .(vol. iv); (Commutation

of Stamp Duty, &c.) 897; (Financial Commissioner in Eng.)
896; (Issue and Redemption of Dom. Notes) 897 (vol. ii).

Civil Govt. (Auditor Genl.'s Office) 901; (Civil Service Exam-
iners) 975, 977 ; (Customs, Dept. of) 901, (contingencies) 916,
921, 923; (Finance and Treasury Board) 901, (contingencies)
915 (vol. ii); (Indian Affairs, Dept. of) 3410; (Interior, Dept.
of) 3408 (vol. iv); (Postmaster Genl., Dept. of) 904; Deptl.
Contingencies (Post Office and Finance Depts., computing
interest) 927 (vol. ii).

Collection qf Revenues : Customs, 3233-3241, 3393 (vol. iv).
Geological Survey, 3348 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2818, 2839, 2853 (vol. iv).
Legislation: H. of C. (Debates, publishing) 2765; (Election

Expenses) 3451; (Increased Indemnity to Membere) 3450;
(Committees, Extra Sessional Clerks, &c.) 2796. Miscellane-
oue (Library, Salaries, &c.) 2796; printing, paper, &c.)
2798, 2801, 2806. Senate (Extra Expenses) 3448 (vol. iv).

Mail Subsidime and Steamship Subventions (Campbellton and
Gaspé) 2942; (Can. and Antwerp) 2942-2944, conc., 2958;
(France and Quebec, fortnightly line) 2936, 2942, 3011;
(Liverpool or London and St. John, N.B, or Halifax) 2942;
(New Brunswick and Prince Edward Island to Great Britain)
3457; (Port Mulgrave and East Bay, C.B.) 2942 (vol. iv).
ilitia (Salaries, Military Branch and District Staff) 2903 (iv).

JUisUelaneous (Commercial Agencies) 3245; (Dep. Speaker's

Salary) 3358 (vol. iv); (Disturbance in the N. W., Vote of
$1,000,000) 2234 (vol. iii); (Expenses of Election under Can.

Temp. Act) 3388; (Fishery Commission, increased remunera-

tion to Counsel) 3391, conc., 3396; (Losses and Expenses

through Troubles in N. W. T.) 3454; (Lynch's Treatise on

Butter-making) 3456; (Provincial Legislation, compilation
of Cor., kc.) conc., 3434; (Printing Commission) 3392;
(Purcell & Ryan, payment to, for supplies furniehed Lord
Lorne and party) 3452; (Rand's Micmac Indian Dictionary)
3420; (Refund of Bank Imposts) 3387, conc., 3396; (Refund
of Duties to persons in P. E. I.) 3455, cono., 3470; (Relief of
Distressed in N. W. T.) 3454 (vol. iv).

North-West Iouned Police, 3421 (vol. iv).
Ocean and Biver Service (Erainination of Masters and Mate.)

2946; (Life-boats and Stations, &c.) 2949 (voL iv).
a

Bowell, Hon. M.-Continued.
SurrLY-Continued.

Penitentiaries: Kingston (Gratuity to widow of C. MoManue)
conc., 3374; (Removal of priLeoners) 3411 (vol. iv).

Public Works-Cons. Pnd (Telegraphs) 3420. Income:
Buildings (N.S.) 2917 (vol. iv).

Railways-Capital: Carleton Branch Ry. (purchase of) 3416
(vol. iv).

Superintendence q/ Insurance, 2957; cone., 2958 (vol. iv).
Supply (B. 163) 1°*, 2°*, 30*, 3470 (vol. iv).
Tagging Metal, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (ii).
Tariff, Tho. See "Ways and Means."
Tar Pine, in Com. on Ways and Means, 810 (vol. ii).
Towels, in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (vol. ii).
Telegraphs, in Com. of Sup., 3420 (vol. iv).
Three Rivers Harbor Commissioners' Loan (B. 150, 10)

2751 (vol. iv); M. for Com. on Res., 2555 (vol. iii);
2° m., '2934; in Com., 2935 (vol. iv).

Trade and Navigation Rets. (prosonted) 28 (vol. i).
Trade Relations with U. S. (remarks) 3163 (vol. iv).
Transportation Charges, in Com. on Ways and Means,

3224 (vol. iv).
Trent Riv. Nav., in Com. of Sup., 3311 (vol. iv).
Umbrella or Parasol ribs, in Com. on Ways and

Means, 858 (vol. ii).
Vote of $1,000,000 for the N. W. Troubles, in Com. of

Sap., 2234 (vol. iii).
Washington Treaty, Transport Regulations, papers, &c.

(Ans.) 3249 (vol. iv).
Ways and ean.s-The Tariff: in Com., 772-776; (as-

bestos) 857; (axle grease) 857; (barrels containing
petroleum, &c.) 843; (borax) 808; (buckram) 807;
(chains, iron or steel) 849; (colored labels for fruit)
857; (cotton bed quilts) 857; (cotton yarns) 808 ;
(cutler y) 844; (damask of cotton) 858; (duck) 808;
(earthenware -and stoneware) 848; (extract of fluid
beef) 857; (fish) 859; (foot grease) 806; (gas coke)
783; (Geneva gin and brandy) 3224, 3229; (glucose
syrup) 849-852, 855; (hoop iron) 807; (house far-
nishing hardware) 848; (jute cloth) 806; (mineral
water) 808; (mouldings and picture frames) 846;
(musk) 806; (partridge, prairie fowl, &c.) 858;
(pine tar) 810; (pitch pine) 810; (plate plass) 856;
(pumice and pumice stone) 810; (quercitron or oak
bark) 810; (red liquor) 803; (rubber, re-covered)
807; (salt cake) 806; (sheet iron hollow ware) 857;
(silver and German silver) 808 (vol. ii); (spirits
and tobacco) 3212, 3216, 3225 (vol. iv); (steel)
803-805; (steel, in shoots) 808; (steel, No. 20 gauge)
808; (steel railway bars or rails) 810 (vol. ii);
(sugar) 3219-3222 (vol. iv); (tagging metal) 806;
(towels) 857 (ii) ; (transportation charges) 3224 (vol.
iv); (umbrella or parasol ribs, &c.) 858 (vol. ii);
(whiskey) 3225 (vol. iv); (white shellac) 806;
(woollen fabrice) 800, 841; (woollon rags), 783, 786,
792 (vol. ii); conc., 3520, Excise Duties, in Com.,
3294; cone., 3470 (vol. iv); (Res.) granting 81,700,-
000 for ., W4 Expenses, 2532, 2559 (vol. iii).

46
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Weights and Measures Acts A mt. B. 118 (Air. Costigan)

in Com., 1673 (vol. ii).
Wheat and Flour Imports and Exports, on. M for Ret.,

138 (vol. i).
Whiskey, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3225 (vol. iv).
White Shellac, in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (ii).
Woollen Fabrics, in Com. on Ways and Means, 800, (ii).
Woollen Rags, in Com. on Ways and Means, 783, 786,

792; legislation respecting (Ans.) 1567 (vol. ii).

Bryson, Mr. J., Pontiac.
Ottawa River Ship Canal, on prop. ]Res. (Mr. White,

Renfrew) 1215 (vol. ii).

Burns, Nr. K. F. Gloucester.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson)

on Amt. (Mr. Burpee) 1048 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.

"Iqualifications in cities and towns," 1809 (vol. iii).
Way and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard Tilley)

for Com., 595-599 (vol. i).

Burpee, Mr. C., Sunbury.
Administration of Justice in N.W.T. B. 141 (Mr.Caron)

on Amt. (Mr. Mills) to M. for 30, 3429 (vol. iv).
Bounty to Fishing Vessels (M. for Stmnt.) 98 (vol. i).
Can. and Jamaica, Confederation of (M. for copies of

Cor.) wthdn., 505 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on

M. to conc. in Amt. (Amt.) 1047 neg. (Y. 49, N. 86)
1050 (vol. ii).

Charlottetown Public Buildings, construction of (Ques.)
2359 (vol. iii).

Coal entered ex-warehouse, free, or for exportation (M.
for Stmnt.) 100 (vol. i).

Drawback on Shipbuilding Materials (M. for Ret.) 100
(vol. i).

Franchise B. 103 (hir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,
"person " (Indian), 1522 (vol. ii) , "qualifications in
cities and towns," 1810, 1987, 1991, 2001; "Imanhood
suffrage," 1959; "qualifications in counties," 2004,
2058, (Amt.) 2060, 2073, 2079; "who shall not vote"
(Indians) (Amt.), 2120; "registration of voters,"
2251 (vol. iii); on M. that Com. rise, 1502 (vol. ii);
on Amt. (Mr. Weldon) 3058 ; on M. for consdn. of B.
(Amt.) neg. (Y. 37, N. 89) 3063 (vol. iv).

I. C. R. Casualties to Trains, &o. (M. for Rot.) 100 (i).
Revenue and Working Expenses(M. for Stmrt.*)

101 (vol. i).
Rolling Stock, Purchase and Building of (M.

for ]Ret.*) 101 (vol. i).
Lughrin, Charles H., and Sec. of State, Cor between,

re Can. Temp. Act (M. for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Reociprocity with the U.S., on Res. (Mr .Davies) in Amt.

to Com. of Sup., 1004 (vol. ii).
St. Stephen's, N.B., Post Office, receipta, &o. (M. for

strnt.¥) 1100 (vol. ii).

Burpee, Mr. C.-Continued.
Short Line Ry., Montreal to Atlantic, in Com. on Res.,

2986; on Amt. (Mr. Kirk) to M. to conc. in Amts.
3403 (vol. iv).

Subsidies, farther, to Rys., B. 118 (Sir ffector Lange-
vin) in Com. on Res., 2986; on Amt. (Mr. Kirk) to M.
to conc. in Amts, 3403 (vol. iv).

Trade Relations with foreigu Countries (Ques.) 78;
with Jamaica, 429 (vol. i).

Cameron, Mr. D. M., West Middlesex.
A. B. and C. Batteries, in Com. of Sup., 2914 (vol. iv).
- - Officers and men, pay and allowances (M. for

Ret.*) 313 (vol. i).
Ammunition, in Com. of Sup., 2905 (vol. iv).
Banking Facilities to Agriculturists B. 36 (Mr. Orton)

on Res., 119 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1107, 1111-1114, 1117-1119, 1121, 1122, 1126; on
Amt. (Mr. Casey) to M. for 3°, 1292 (vol. ii).

Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 979, 982 (ii).
Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 2913 (iv).
Doutre, J., services re Halifax Commission, 3392 (iv).
Drill pay, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2911 (vol. iv).
Duty on Grain, Abolition of (M. for copies of Cor.) 54

(vol. i).
Fisheries protection in the 'N. W., on M. for copies of

Cor., 702 (vol. i).
Fishery Commission, Increased remuneration to Coun-

sel, in Com. of Sup., 3391 (vol. iv).
Flour, corn and cornmeal imported and exported (M.

for Ret.) 56 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

Com., 1373-1379 (vol. ii); in ComI., "woman suff-
rage," 1440; "person " (Indian) 1493; "qualifica-
tions in cities and towns," 1699-1707, 1890, 1895-
1900, 1994, (Amt.) 1999, 2002; "manhood suffrage,"
1973; " registration of voters," 2193-2197, 2263;
"qualifications in counties," 2061, (Amt.) 2071,
2073, 2077, 2084, 2085, 2395; "who shall not vote,"
2102, (Indians) 2149-2152, (Amt.) 2274, (Amt.)
2285, 2289, 2291; "appeal," 2395 ; on M. for con-
sideration of B. (Amt.) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3066
(vol. iv); on M. that Com. rise, 2209 (vol. iii).

G. T. R. Mail Trains, Brockville and Toronto, arrival
axzd departure (M. for Ret.) 816 (vol. ii).

Indemnity to Members, in Com. of Sap., 2451 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act, administration of, in Com. of Sup.,

3422 (vol. iv).
Military Branch, &c., Salaries, in Com. of Sup., 2903

(vol. iv).
Militia Clothing, in Com. of Sup., 2906, 2909 (vol. iv).
Morgan, J. H., Appointment as Forestry Commissioner

(M. for O. C., &c.*) 147 (vol. i).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 3310 (vol. iv).
Private Banks and Brokers, legislation respecting

(Ques.) 51 (vol. i).
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Cameron, Mr. D. M.-Continued.

Royal Military College, in Com. of Sup., 2913 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Civil Service Examiners) 979, 982 (vol. ii)
(Militia, Dept. of, contingencies) 2913 (vol. iv).

Collection oj Revenues (Post Office) 3310 (vol. iv).
Legislation : B. of 0. (Increased Indemnity to Members) 3451

(vol. iv).
Liquor License Act (Administration of) 3422 (vol. iv).
Ailitia (A. B. and C. Batteries, &c.) 2914; (Ammunition) 2905;

(Clothing and Great Coats) 2906-2909 ; (Drill Pay, &c.)
2911 ; (Royal Military College) 2913 ; (Salaries, Military
Branch and District Staff) 2903 (vol. iv).

Miscellaneous (Fishery Commission, Increased remuneration to
Counsel) 3391 ; (Doutre, J., Services on Halifax Commission)
3392 (vol. iv).

Subsidies to Ry. Co.'s, names of offlcers (M. for Ret.*)
312 (vol. i).

Ways and eans- in Com. (re-covered rubber) 807
(vol. ii).

Cameron, Mr. Hector, North Victoria.
Can. Temp. Act Arnt. B. 93 (Mr. Jamieson) on M. to

place B. 2nd Order on Public Bills and Orders, 714
(vol. i); on M. for 2', 949; in Com, 954,956, 957,
961, 962 (vol. ii); on Son. Arnts., 2644, 2650, 2652,
2654,2655, 2660, 2673 ; (Amt.) 2674 (vol. iv).

Canadian Agent at Paris, appointment of, &c., on M.
for Papers, 931 (vol. ii).

C. P. R. Resolutions, &c., in Com., 2746, 2748 (vol. iv).
Dom. Drainage Co.'s Bill 28 (Mr. Haggart) on M. for

Com., 1386 (vol. ii).
Factories B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amt. to substitute

Can. Temp. Act to M. for resuming adjd. deb. for 2Q,
941 (vol. ii).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Crm.,
wornan suffrage," 1393 ; (correction) 137 t; "ten-

ant," 1477 ; "registration of voters," 2180, 2230,
2233 (vol. iii) ; (Ques. of Order) 1424 ; on M. that
Com. rise, 1435; on Ques. of Order, 1435 (vol. ii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com. on Res., 1310, 1313, 1315, 1316 (vol ii).

G. T. R. Mail Trains, Brockville and Toronto, arrival
and departure, on M. for Ret,, 817 (vol. ii).

Govt. Business, on M. to take in Wednesdays, 965
(vol. ii).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Hector
Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2491, 2493 (vol. iii).

Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases B. 6 (Mr. Cameron,
Euron) in Com., 497, 499 (vol. i).

North-Western Coal and Nav. Ry. Co., Land grants to,
in Com. on Res., 2491, 2493 (vol. iii).

Ottawa River Ship Canal, on prop. Res. (Mr. White,
Renfrew) 1219 (vol. ii).

Winnipeg and Prince Albert Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 82,
1°*) 349; 2 nM., 428; Order dschgd. and B. wthdn.,
428 ; (B. 91, 10*) 428.

Cameron, Mr. Hugh, Inverness.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 1057 (vol. ii).

Cameron, Mr. Hugh-Continued.
Cape Breton Island, claims of, under termis of Con-

federation (prop. Res.) 607-615; wthdn., 615 (vol i).
Eastern Extension Ry., N.S., Earnings and Working

Expenses (Ques.) 148; (M. for Stmnt.*) 313 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"woman-suffrage " (correction re Indians) 1419 ;
"qualifications in cities and towns," 1629-1632, 1836
(vol. ii) ; "in counties," 2395; " registration of
voters," 2278, 2283 (vol. iii).

Great American and European Short Line Ry., on M.
for Rot., 79 (vol. i).

Mclsaac's Pond, Inverness, N.S., as a harbor of refuge
(Ques.) 36; Engineers' Reps. respecting (M. for copies)
60 (vol. i).

Port Mulgrave, N.S., as a sub-port, on M. for papers,
&c., 445 (vol. i).

Reciprocity with the U.S., on Res. (Mr. Davies) in
Arnt. to Com. of Sup., 1015 (vol. ii).

SIrPLY:
Railway-Capital: Eastern Extension Ry., 3384 (vol. lv).

Telegraph System in Cape Breton, extension of (Ques.)
78 (vol. i).

Cameron, Mr., M. C., West Huron.
Administration of Justice in the N.W.T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) in Com., 2962 (vol. iv).
Bell and Kivanagh, Land Claims (M. for copies of 0.C.,

&c.) 479 (vol. i).
Botter Preservation of the Peace Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr.

Caron) in Com., 2825, 2827 (vol. iv).
Boots for the Toronto Militia Corps (Ques.) 1744 (iii).
Business of the House, on M. to meet at 1 o'clock, 1745

(vol. iii).
Civil Govt., in Com. of Sup., 901, 913, 918, 921, 925 (ii).
Claims of unenumerated Half-breed Minors, Man.

(Ques.) 1743 (vol. iii).
Cox Divorce (B. 138, 1°*) 1473 (vol. ii).
C. P. R., Change of Arrangements with Govt. (Ques.)

1744 (vol. iii).
-- Postal and Transport Service (Ques.) 1744 (iii).

Res. respecting further Loan (Speech) 2630;
(Amt.) 2643; neg. (Y. 51, N. 100) 2723; on M. to
roc. Rep. of Com. (Amt.) 2858 (vol. iv).

Trestles and Bridges, number of, on Amt. to
M. for Stmnt., 108 (vol. i).

Deputy Speaker's Salary, in Çom. of Sup., 3356 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N. W., communication with Imp.

Govt. (Ques.) 1744 ; Hfalf-breed grievances (Mr.
Blake) 2045-2051 (vol. iii) ; on Res. (Mr. Blake)
want of confidence, 3154-3160, 3163-3175 (vol. iv).

Dredging, in Com. of Sup., 2921 (vol. iv).
Elections Acts Amt. (B. 14, 1°) 41 (vol. i).
Emerson, Town of, Govt. aid to (Ques.) 148; (M. for

copies of Claims, &c.*) 448 (vol. i).
Evidence, Law of, in Criminal Cases (B. 6, 1°*) 29; 2°

m., 176; 20 on a div. and ref. to Sol. Come., 187; in
Com., 496-498 (vol i.)
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Cameron, Mr. M. C.-Continued.

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt.
(Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 20, 1138-1143;
in Com., "woman suffrage," 1394, 1438; "owner,"
1472; "tenant" (Amt.) 1475, 1478; "occupant,"
1483; "'1person" (Indian) 1502, 1527, 1580; "farm,"
1591, 1592; "lfarmers' sons" (Amt.) 1591; "quali-
fications in cities and towns." 1692-1699 (vol. ii),
1924-1931; "in counties," 2074; "registration of
voters," 2216-3220, (Amt.) 2227, 2241, 2274-2277,
2281-2284, (Amt.) 2286, 2300, 2302-2305, 2313,
2317, 2319; "revision of voters' lists," 2321, 2326-
2329, 2332, 2345-2348 ; "general provisions," 2344,
2345, 2351-2354; "officers and duties," 2356, 2389;
"appeal," 2380-2366; "offences," 2390 (vol. iii);
on Ms. that Com. rise, 1421, 1437, 1531 ; on taking
up items consecatively, 1471; (Ques.of Order) 1494
(vol. ii), 1919 (vol.iii); on Amt.(Mr. Weldon) 3060;
on M. for consdn. of B. (Amt.) 3067, neg. (Y. 38, N.
87) 3068 (vol. iv).

Govt. Business, on, M. to take in Thursdays, 452 (vol.
i); Wednesdays, 965 (vol. ii).

Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 2920 (vol. iv).
High Commissioner, in Com. of Sup., 925 (vol. ii).
Indian Affairs, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 901 (vol. ii).
Indians, Man. and N.W.T., in Com. of Sap., 3319, 3339

(vol. iv).
Inland Revenue, Dept. of, in Com. of Sap., 918, 921 (il).
I. C. R. Receipts and Expenses (Ques.) 1744 (vol. iii).
Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animais

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1066, 1073, 1092; on Amt.
(Mr. Mulock) to M. for 30, 1325; on Amt. (Mr.
Casey) 1329 (vol. ii).

International Ferries B. 17 (Mr. Patterson, Essex) on
M. for 20, 254 (vol. i).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. B. 147 (Sir Bector
Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2508-2511, 2521 (vol. iii).

Land Sales or Settlement in the N.W. south of 24.mile
Belt (Ques.) 2530 (vol. iii).

Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases, compellable wit-
ness (B. 6, 1°*) 29; 2° m., 176; 2° on a div. and ref.
to Sel. Com., 187; in Com., 496-498 (vol. i).

Legislation, in Com. of Sap., 2796, 2797 (vol. iv).
Library of Parliament B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald)

on prop. Res., 1666 (vol. ii).
Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2796 (vol. iv).
License Commissioners, Board of, appointments by

Govt. under Act of 1883, receipts and expenditures,
&c. (M. for Ret.*) 46 (vol. i).

Liquor License Act, administration of, conc. 3398 (iv).
Liquor License Act, 1883, litigation in Supreme Court

(M. for copies of 0.0., Factum of Govt. and Prove.,
Notes of Shorthand Reporters,'Rep. of Court, &c., &c.)
45 (vol. i).

Liquor License Act, 1883 (prop. Res.) 928, 1211; conc.
in Res. asked, 1226; M. to conc. in Res., 1281 (ii).

Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 134 (Sir John A.
Macdonald) on M. for 2°, 2400 (vol. iii); in Com.,
2894; on Amt. (Mr. Mulock).to M. for 30, 2959 (iv).

Cameron, Mr. M. C.-Continued.
Loans contracted by Govt. (Ques.) 1744 (vol. iii).
Man. and North-Western Ry. Co., Land grants to, in

Com. on Res., 2521 (vol. iii).
Man., Claim for a subsidy (Ques.) 188 (vol i).
Man. Half-breed minors, temporarily absent, and claims

of unenumerated (Ques.) 1743 (vol. iii).
Man. South-Western Colon. Ry. Co., Land Grants to,

in Com. on Res., 2508-2511 (vol. iii).
Maritime Court of Ont., Extension of Juriediction B.

11 (Mr. Allen) on M. for 2), 130 (vol. i).
Miscellaneous, in Com. of Sup., 3351, 3356 (vol. iv).
Ontario Law Reports, in Com. of Sup, 3351 (vol. iv).
Privilege, Ques. of, paragraph in Ottawa Free Press, re

Timber Regulations in B. C., 2240 (vol. iii).
Proof of Entries in' Books of Acet. B. 113 (Mr. Chap.

leau) 2397 (vol. iii).
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 2920, 2921 (vol. iv).
Rys. and Canals, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 913 (ii).
Rebellion. See " Disturbance."
Representation in Parlt. of the N.W.T. (M. for copies

of Cor., &c.) 292 (vol. i).
Representation in Parlt. of the N.W.T (B. 45, 10*)

147; 2Q m., 362, 490 (vol. i).
Representation in Parlt. of the N.W.T. (Res.) in Amt.

to Com. of Sup., 3404; neg. (Y. 35, N. 77) 3408
(vol. iv).

IReturns, non-production of (remarks) 427 (vol. i).
Settlement of Claims of Man. Half-breed minore (Ques.)

1743 (vol. iii).
Sessional Clerks, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2796 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. :-Deptl. Contingencies (High Commissioner) 925;
(Inland Revenue) 918, 921 ; (Indian Affaire, Dept. of) 901
(Railways and Canais, Dept. of) 913 (vol. ii).

Indians (Man. and N.W.T.) 3319, 3339 (vol. iv).
Legislation: H. of 0. (Coms., extra Sessional Clerks, &c.) 2796;

Miscellaneous (Library, Salaries, &c.) 2796, 2797 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act, conc., 3398 (vol. iv).
Miscelaneous (Dep. Speaker's Salary) 3356; (Ont. Law Reps.)

3351 (vol. iv).
Public Works-Income : Dredging, 2921 ; Harbors and Rivera,

(Ont.) 2920 (vol. iv).

Summary Proceedings before Magistrates B. 128 (Aïr.
Caron) on M. for 2°, 2828; in Com., 2829 (vol. iv).

Squatters in Township 3, Ranges 23 and 24 west (M.
for Ret.) 231 (vol. i).

Timber Licenses or Permits to cut (Amt.) to M. for
Ret., 30 (vol. i).

Ways and Means-on Res. (Mr. Blake) re Disturbance
in the N.W., 3154-3160, 3163-3175 (vol. iv).

Campbell, Mr. C. J., Victoria, I.S.
Argyle Highlanders, payment of Arrears due (Ques.)

888; (M. for Ret.*) 1444 (vol. ii).
Bird Island Lighthouse, N. S., Management of (M. for

Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Volunteers disbanded in Military District No.9 (M.for

Rot.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
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Campbell, Xr. R., South Benfrew.

Franchise B. 108 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.
(remarks) 2385 (vol. iii).

Subsidies to Rys. B. 164 (Mr. Pope) on M. for Com. on
lRes., 3471 (vol. iv).

Carling, Hon. J., London.
Assistant Postmaster at Ottawa, in Com. of Sup., 3393;

conc., 3398 (vol. iv).
Brandon, Postmaster at, Salary and allowances (Ans.)

2029 (vol. iii).
Calgary and Fort Macleod Stage Line (Ans.) 351 (vol. i).
Civil Govt., in Com. of Sup., 902 (vol. ii) ; conc., 2764

(vol. iv).
Charlinch Post Office, appointment or removal of Post,

master, &c., on M. for papers, 708 (vol. i).
C.P.R. Postal and Transport Service (Ans.) 1744 (i).
Depositors in Post Office Savings Banks, on M. for Rot.,

822 (vol. i).
GlammisPost Officeenquiry respecting (Ans.) 1131 (ii).
G. T. R. Mail Trains, Brockville and Toronto, on M. for

Ret., 818 (vol. ii).
Le Fonds Post Office, establishment of (Ans.) 816 (ii).
Letter Postage, reduction of (Ans.) 33; on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 292 (vol. i).
Mail Bags, furnishing of (Ans.) 964 (vol. ii).
Mail Service between Antigonish and Sherbrooke

(Ans.) 568 (vol. i).
Mail Service on the Canada Southern Ry., on M. for

Ret., 120 (vol. i).
Mails between Shiloh and Fergus (Ans.) 1211 (vol. ii).
Maitland,Postmaster at, removal of (Ans.) 1743 (vol. iii).
Medicine Hat and Fort Macleod Stage Lino (Ans.) 351

(vol. i).
Militia Barracks at London, in Com. of Sup., 3412 (iv).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract (B. 151) prop.

Res., 2420; M. for Com. on Res., 2555; in Com., 2557
(vol. iii); M. to receive Rep. of Com. on Res., 2751 ;
on M. to conc. in Res., 2756; 1°* of B., 2757 (vol. iv).

Postal Privileges, Extension to Local Govts. (Ans.)
290 (vol. i).

Postmaster Geni., Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 902 (vol.
ii); conc., 2764 (vol. iv).

Postmaster General's Rep. (presented) 76 (vol. i).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 3308-3310, 3393; conc.,

3398 (vol. iv).
Post Office Savings Banks Deposits (Ans.) 2359, 2559

(vol. iii).
Superintendents of Letter Carriers, in Com. on Res.,

(Mr. Chapleau) 271 (vol. i).
U. S. and Victoria, B. C., Mail Subsidy, in Com. of Sup.,

2936 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Postmaster Gen1., Dept. of) 902 (vol. ii), conc.,
2764 (vol. iv).

Colection qf Resensea (Post Office) 3308-3300 ; (Allowance to
At. Postmuaster at Ottawa) 3393; conc., 3398 (vol.iv).

Mai? Subsidie and Steasksp Subvention. (U.S. and Vic., B.C.)
2936 (vol. iv).

MiJitia (Barracks at London) 3412 (voL iv).

Caron, Hon. J.P.. RLA., Quebec CO&mty.
A. B. and C. Batteries, in Com. of Sup., 2914 (vol. iv).
Administration of Justice in the N. W. T. B. 141 (I. to

conc. in Rep. of Com. on ReS.) 2957; 1* of B,
2958; in Com., 2961, 2963, 2967; on Amt. (Mr.
MWs) 3001, 3427 (vol. iv).

Administration of the N. W. T. prop. Ies., 2531 (iii);
in Com. on Res., 2926, 29L9, 2932 (vol. iv).

Ammunition, in Com. of Sup., 2903-2906 (vol. iv).
Argyle Highlanders, payment of Arrears due (Ans.)

888 (vol. ii).
Artillery Association, Dom., in Com. of Sup., 2913 (iv).
Barracks at London, in Com. of Sup., 3412 (vol. iv).
Barrack Huts, B. C., in Cam. of Sup., 3412 (vol. iv).
Batoche, Battle of, telegram from Genl. Middleton giv-

ing details (read) 1822; second despatch, 1835 (iii).
Batoche, capture of, rumored indignities corritted by

Volunteors, 2999, (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).
Bergin, Surgeon Genl., Services of (Ans.) 1914 (vol. iii).
Botter Presorvation of the Peace Act Armt. (B. 131)

20 m. and in Com., 2824-2826 (vol. iv).
Big Bear, release of Prisoners by (tel. read) 2750 (iv).
Blais, Achille, funeral expenses of (Ans.) 2169 (vol. ii).
Boots for the Toronto Militia (Ans.) 1744 (vol. iii).
Brigade Majors' Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sap., 2903 (iv).
Census in M-an. and N. W. T. (Ans.) 149 (vol. i).
Census of-the N. W. T., &c. (Res.) 74 (vol. i).
Civil Govt., in Çom. of Sup., 898; cono., 914 (vol. ii.)

2913 (vol. iv).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1127 (vol. ii).
Clarke's Crossing, arrival of Troops at (tolegrams read)

1205 (vol. ii).
Clothing and Groat Coate, in Com. of Sup., 2906 (vol. iv).
Copyright, Law of, on prop. Res. (Mr. Edgar) 712 (vol.i).
Corspndts., Dismissal of, from Camp (Ans.) 1608 (ii).
C. P. R., Port Moody and Savona's Ferry, extension of

time (Ans.) 148 (vol. i).
Criminal Law Amt., openings, &o., out in the Ice B.

22 (Mr. Robertson, Ramilton) on Arnt. (Mr. Rail) 151
(vol. i.)

Death of Col. Williams (remarks) and telegran read.
from Genl. Middleton, 3073 (vol. iv).

Despatches, Official,respecting engagements in the N.W.
(Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii), 2999 (vol. iv).

Disturbance in the N. W., arrival of troops at Clarke's
Crossing (telegrams read) 1205 (vol. ii).

- - Battle of Batoche, tolegram from GenL Middle-
ton giving details (read) 1822; 2nd despatch,1835(iii).

Batoche, capture of, rumored indignities coma-
mitted by Volunteers, 2999 (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).

Carriage of War Supplies by Am. Ry., 839 (ii).
Col. Ouimet's absence from duty 1167, 1205 (ii).

--- Col. Otter's march to Battleford 1386 (vol. ii).
Col. Scott's Battalion (Ans.) 1064 (vol. ii).
Cost of Rxpedition (Ans.) 1678 (vol. il).
Despatch from Genl. Middleton announcing cap-

ture of Poundumaker and other Indian, 2139,(vol. iii).
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INDEX..
Caron, Hon. J. P. R. A.-ontinued.

Disturbance in the N. W., Dismissal of Correspondents
from Camp (Ans.) 1608 (ii).

- - Disposition of Insurgents by Genl. Middleton
(Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii).

-- Duck Lake, Engagement at, despafch of Troops
(Ans.) 790 (vol. ii).

- - Expense B. 129 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for 2°,2855;
in Com., 2856-2858 (vol. iv).

Free transport of bodies of Volunteers killed
(Ans.) 2029 (vol. iii).

-Funeral expenses of Blais (Ans.) 2169 (vol. ii)
Farther intelligence (Ans.) 811, 813 (vol. ii).
Indians at Touchwood (tel. read) 1566 (i).
Instructions issued to Genl. Middleton respect-

ing Insurgents (Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii),
. oughton, Col., Mission of (Ans.) 3425(vol. iv).
Montreal Garrison Artillery (Ans.) 1566 (ii).
Official despatches respecting Engagements

(Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii); 2999 (vol. iv).
-- Personal explanations, 966 968 (vol. ii.)

--- Pillage of houses of Half-breeds by Volunteers
(Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii).

Release of Prisoners by Big Bear (telegram read)
2750 (iv).

- - Rescue of Mrs. Delaney, Gowanlock, and other
prisoners, telegram from Genl. Middleton (read) 2357
(vol. iii).

. Riel, capture of, telegram from Genl. Middleton
(read) 1895 (vol. iii).

Skirmish with Poundmaker (Ans.) 1646 (vol. ii).
Troops, movements of, from N. S. (Ans.) 838.

872; tel. from Col. Amyot, 1328 (vol. ii).
Victoria Rifles, Montreal (Ans.) 1983 (vol. iii)

- - Vote of Thanks to Genl. Middleton and Volun-
teers, 3459 (Res.) 3463 (vol. iv).

Dominion Rifle Association, in Com. of Sup., 2913 (iv),
Drill Pay, &c., in Com of Sup., 2910 (vol. iv).
Dack Lake, Engagement at, despatch of Troops (Ans.)

790 (vol. ii).
Eatern Extension Ry., N.S., Earnings and Working

Expenses (Ans.) 148 (vol. i).
Elgin Station, L'Islet, Erection of (Ans.) 148 (vol. i).
Employment of Prisoners outside of Gaols B. 87 (à.

to transfer to Govt. Orders) 1063; 2° m., 1658 (ii).
Rquipment of the 90th Battalion (Ans.) 2854 (vol. iv).
Expedition to the N. W., Cost of (Ans.) 1678 (vol. ii).
Expense (N W. T.) B. 129 (Mr. B owel) on M. for 2°

2855; in Com., 2856-2858 (vol. iv).
Flannel Shirts for Militia, Contract (Ans.) 1306 (ii).
General Middleton's Instructions (Ans.) 1306 (vol. ii).
Grant, G., Militia Dept., Superan. of (Ans.) 2531 (iii).
Houghton, Col., Mission of, to N. W. (Ans.) 3425 (iv).

Improved Rifled Ordnance, in Com. of Sup., 2915 (iv).
Indians at Touchwood (tel. read) 1566 (vol. ii).
Instructions issued to Genl. Middleton respecting insur-

gents (Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii).
Insurgents, Disposition of, by GorL Middleton (Ans.)

2169 (vol. iii).

Caron, Hon. J. P. R. A.-ontinued.
Justices of the Peace, Summary proceedings before B.

(Ans.) 1211 (vol. ii).
Kits served out to the Militia (Ans.) 1568 (vol. ii).
Laurie, Maj. Genl., Mission of, to the N. W. (Ans.)

2997 (vol. iv).
Lavis's patent Pole and Militia Tents (Ans.) 2029 (iii).
Man. Legislature, Session of 1884, Man. Central Ry.

Co. (Ans.) 862 (vol. ii).
Martin, John, continuation of Pension to Widow of, on

M. for copies of Pet., 201 (vol. i).
Medals for Volunteers who served in the N. W. (Ans.)

2274 (vol. iii).
Middleton, GenI , despatches from, 1822-1835 (vol. ii);

1895, 2139, 2357, 2750 (vol. iii).
Military Branch, &c., Salaries, in Com. of Sup., 2889

2903 (vol. iv).
Military Col. Graduates in the Militia (Ans.) 1040 (ii.)
Military Magazine at St. John, N.B., Disposal of, on M.

for Ret. 606 (vol. i).
Military Organisations in Man. and N. W. T. (Ans.)

863 (vol. ii).
Military Properties, care of, in Com. of Sup., 2916 (iv).
Military Storehouse, Quebec, Lease (Ans.) 1039 (ii.)
Militia Act, 1883, Amt. (B. 152, 1°) 2853; 2° m., 3045;

in Com., 3016 (vol. iv).
Militia and Defence, Annual Rep. (presented) 40 (vol. i).
Militia, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 898, 914 (vol. ii);

2913 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous, in Com. of Sup., 2235, 2434.
Montreal Garrison Artillery (Ans.) 1566 (vol. ii).
Mounted Infantry, Winnipeg, in Com. of Sup., 3411

(vol. iv).
North-West Mounted Police Augmentation B. 144 (Sir

John A. Macdonald) on prop. iRes., 2412-2414, 2418
(vol. iii).

Otter's, Col., march to Battleford (remarks)1386(vol.ii).
Ouimet's, Col., absence from duty (remarks) 1167, 1205

(vol. ii).
Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. 25 (Mr. White, Renfrew) on

M. for 2°, 266 (vol. i).
Pensions, in Com. of Sup., 992 (vol. ii).
Personal Explanation, 966 ; (remarks) 968 (vol. ii).
Pillage of houses of Half-breeds by Volunteers (Ans.)

2169 (vol. iii).
Poundmaker and other Indians, capture of, despatch

from Genl. Middleton (read) 2139 (vol. iii).
Powder Magazines at Fort Howe, St. John, N.B. (Ans.)

247 (vol. i).
Protestant Volunteers in the 65th Battalion (remarks)

on newspaper paragraph, 2998; telegram from Col.
Ouimet (read) 3094 (vol. iv).

Rebellion, See "Disturbance."
Rescue of Mrs. Delaney, Gowanlock and other prison-

ers, telegram from Genl. Middleton (read) 2357 (iii).
Riel, capture of, tel. from Genl. Middleton (read) 1895

(vol. iii).
Royal Military College, in Com. of Sup., 2913 ; cone.,

2932 (vol. iv).
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Scott's Col. Battalion (Ans.) 1064 (vol. ii).
Settlers in the Mar. Provs. (Ans.) 148 (vol. i).
Skirmish with Poundmaker (Ans.) 1646 (vol. ii).
Summary proceedings before Magistrates B. 128 (M. to

transfer to Govt. Orders) 2420 (iii); 2° m., 2827 (iv).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govi. (Xilitia, Dept. of) 898 ; (contingencies) 914 (vol. ii);
2913 (vol. iv).

Militia (A. B. and 0. Batteries, &c.) 2914; (Ammnunition)
2903-2906; (Barracks at London) 3412; (Barrack Huts,
B.C.) 3412; (Brigade Major.' Salaries, &c.) 2903; (Cloth-
ing and Great Coats) 2906, 2908-2910; (Dom. Artillery
Association) 2913; (Dom. Rifle Association) 2913 ; (Drill
Pay, &c.) 2910; (Improved Rifled Ordnance) 2915; (Kilitary
Properties, care of) 2916; (Mounted Infantry at Winni-
peg) 3411; (Royal Military College) 2913, conc., 2922;
(Salaries, Military Branch and District Staff) 2889, 2903
(vol. iv).

Eiscellaneous: Disturbance in the N.W. (Vote of $700,000) 1304
(vol. ii); (Vote of $1,000,000) 2235, 2434 (vol. iii).

Pensions (Veterans of War of 1812) 992 (vol. ii).
Supreme Court of N. B., causes entered, &c., on M. for

number, 294 (vol. i).
Transfer of Batteries (Ans.) 235 (vol. i).
Troops, movements of (Ans.) 838, 872; tolegram from

Col. Amyot, 1328 (vol. ii).
Veterans of War of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 992 (vol. ii).
Veterans of 1812, extension of Pensions to Widows of,

(Ans.) 36 (vol. i).
Victoria Rifles, Montreal (Ans.) 1983 (vol. iii).
Volunteers killed, Free Transport of bodies (Ans.) 2029

(vol. iii).
Volunteers in the N. W. and Intoxicating Liquors

(Ans) 1131 (vol. ii).
Volunteer Corps in the N.W., organization of, in 1879

(Ans.) 1474 (vol. ii).
Vote of 81,000,000 for N.W. Troubles, in Com. of Sup ,

2434, 2235 (vol, iv).
Vote of Thanks to Genl. Middleton and Volunteers,

3459, (Re.) 3463 (vol. iv).
'Williams, Col., Death of (remarks, and tel. read) 3073

(iv).
War Supplies, carriage of, by American Rys., 839

(vol. ii).
Waterproof Blankets for Volunteers, purchase of (Ans.)

2171 (vol. iii).
Ways and Means-Disturbance in the N. W. (Res.

granting $1,700,000) in Com., 2532 (vol. iii).

Cartwright, Sir R. J., Huron, South Biding.
A. B. and C. Batteries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2914 (iv).
Accommodation for Members (remarks) 49 (vol. i).
Address, on The, 24 (vol. i).
Administration of Justice, in Com. of Sup., 3411, 3433,

3448 (vol. iv).
Administration of Justice in the N. W. T. B. 141 (Mr.
Caron) on Amt. (Mr. Mills) to M. for 3°, 3428 (vol, iv).
Advances to Provinces B. 7 (Sir Leonard Tilley) on M.

to introd., 32 (vol. i).
Agriculture, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 906, 921 (vol. ii).
Air Brakes, application of, on LC.R., in Com. of Sap.,

3299 (vol. iv).

Cartwright, Sir R. J.-ontinued.
Allan Lino, payments to, for assisted passages (Ques.)

567 (vol. i).
Allowance to Assistant Postmaster at Ottawa, in Coin,

of Sup., 3392; cono., 3397 (vol. iv).
Americah Gold, substitution of, for Sovereigus (Que.)

505 (vol. i).
Ammunition, in Com. of Sup., 2904, 2906 (vol. iv).
Archives, care of, in Com. of Sup., 1023 (vol. ii).
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1023,

1027, 1034 (vol. ii) 3452; cono., 2766 (vol. iv).
Axie Greaso, in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (vol. ii).
Baillairgé, G. F., payment to, in Com. of Sup., 3350

(vol. iv).
Bank Advances to Govt. (M. for Rets. of amounts) 37;

(Ques.) 113 (vol. i).
Bank of B. C. B. 105 (Sir Leonard Tilley) on 1°, 631 (1).
Bolton, Staff Commander and Dopt. of Marine and

Fisheries, on M. for Rep. of Aud. Genl., &c., 138 (i).
Budget, The (Ques.) 76, 149; (reply) 333 (vol. i).
Can. and Antwerp Steamship subvention, conc., 2958

(vol. iv.)
Can. and Germany Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sup., 2945 (vol. iv).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 65 (Mr. Mcarthy) on

10, 235 (vol. i).
C. P. R. Advances to Co. by Govt. (Ques.) 1305 (vol. ii).

-- Co.'s Acti Amt. B. 153 (Mr. Pope) on Roi.
(remarks on adjmt. of deb.) 2643; in Com., 2724,2729,
2730, 2738; on Amat. (Sir John A. Macdonald) to M.
to recoive Rep. of Com., 2859 (vol. iv).

Engineers' Salaries, &c., in Coin. of Sap., 3417.
Expenditure to complote Govt. construction

(Quos.) 1130 (vol. ii).

Loan, $30,000,000 payments on acount of
(Ques.) 1130 (vol. ii).

-- Publication of prop. Ros. in .Mail newspaper
(remarks) 1712 (vol. ii).

-- Rets. ordered by louse since date of contract,
on M. for Stmnt., 483 (vol. i).

-- Section B, Judge Clarke's Report on award to
contractors, on M. for copy, 133 (vol. i).

-- Subsidy to Co., in Com. of Sup., 3296 (vol. iv).
Canals, in Com. of Sup., 3301, 3303, 3433 (vol. iv).
Capital Account, Expenditure on (M. for Stmnt.) 45 (i).
Catholic population of Prov. of Quebec (Ques.) 363 (i).
Census, Quinquennial, of Man. and N.W.T., &c., B. 21

(Mr. Pope) on 1, 46; in Com. on Res., 76; in Com.
on B., 171; on M. for conadn. of B. (Amt.) 212;
neg. (Y. 62, N. 120) 215 (vol. i).

Census, The, Fourth and Fifth vols., issue of (Ques.)
48, 45D (vol. i).

Census of 1881, Absenteos from Canada during (Ques.)
235 (vol. i).

Charges of Management, in Com. of Sup., 2763 (vol. iv).
Chineso Commission, in Com. of Sap., 3387; oonc.,

3396 (vol. iv).
Chinese Interpreter, in Curm. on Be«., 3023 (vol. iv).
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Civil Govt., in Com. of Sap., 906, 908, 910, 912, 914.
916,921, 969 (vol. ii); 2764, 3408, 3411, 3148; conc.,
2764, 3433 (vol. iv).

Civil Service Acte Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.
on Res., 276, 280 (vol. i) ; on M. to conc. in Res.,
892; in Copn., 1097, 1100, 1104, 1114 ; on M. for 31
(Amt.) to recom., 1286 (vol. ii) ; on M. to conc. in
Sen. Amts., 2396 (vol. iii).

Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 973 (vol. ii).
Clark, G. M., sums paid to, apart from salary as Judge

(Ques.) 235; (M. for Ret.) 697 (vol. i).
Clothing and Great Coats (Militia) in Com. of Sup., 2906

(vol. iv).
Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sap., 3232-3237,

3241, 3242, 3397 (vol. iv).
Collins, J. E., sums paid to, for services, on M. for Ret.,

699 (vol. i).
Colonial and Indian Exhibitions B. 126 (Mr. Pope) on

M. to conc. in Res., 1064 (vol. ii).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

TiRey) in Com., 2430, 2433, 2436 (vol. iii).
Consolid. Receipta and Expend. (M. for Ret.*) 30 (vol. i)
Consolid. Inland Revenue Act, 1883, Amt. B. 146 (Mr.

Cotigan) in Com., 2970 (vol. iv).
Cornwall Canal, Repairs, &c., in Com. of Sup., 3301 (iv).
Calling and Measuring Timber Acts Amt. B. 154, in

Com., 3013 (vol. iv).
Calling Timber, in Com. of Sap., 3241 (vol. iv).
Castoms and Excise Receipts for June, 3073 (vol. iv).
Customs Collections in Algoma, on M. for Ret., 40 (i),
Oustoms, Dept. of (centingencies) in Com. of Sup., 925

(vol. ii); 3233-3237 (vol. iv).
Cutlery, in Com. on Ways and Means, 844 (vol. ii).
Debates, Official Rep. of, delay in distributing daily

edition to newspapers (remarks) 595 (vol. i); omission
from (remarks) on adjmt. of Ise., 3249; on M. to
conc. in 4th Rep. of Com., 3459; in Com. of Sup.,
3383 (vol. iv).

Deposits in Banks, Govt. (M. for Stmnt.) 29 (vol. i).
Dep. Speaker's Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3351, 3353 (iv).
Dep. Speaker and Chairman of Committees B. 26, on

Amt. (Mr. Royal) 72 (vol. i).
Disturbance in the N.W., Assistance to families of

Militiamen (remarks) 894 (vol. ii).
-Dismissal of correspondents from camp (Ques.)

1608 (vol. ii).
-Expense B. 129 (r. Bowell) in Com., 2857 (iv).

-Frther information asked, 886 (vol. i).
On adjmt. of deb. (remarks) 3160, 3212 (iv).
On Amt. (Mr. Blake) to M. for Com. on Ways

and Means, 765 (vol. i).
-- Half-breed grievances (2Mr. Blak() 2042-2014

(vol. iii).
-- Vote of Thanks to Genl. Middleton and Volun-
tea, 3463 (vol. iv).

Dom. Lande, in Com. of Sup., 3344 (vol. iv).
Dom. Lands, Bev. for 7 months, 1884-85 (Ques.) 290.

Cartwright, Sir R. J.-Continued.
Sales of, for 1884-85 (Ques.) 2997 (vol. iv).
Sales for 1884-85 (Ques.) 3072 (vol. iv).

---- Sales and receipts, on account of (Ques.) 2854
(vol. iv).

Dorchester Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 989 (vol. ii).
Duck, in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (vol. ii).
Eastern Extension Ry., in Com. of Sup., 3300 (vol. iv).
Esquimalt Graving Dock, in Com. of Sup.,2916 (vol. iv).
Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to (prop. Res.) 295,

363; (reply) 390; neg, (Y. 59, N. 118) 394 (vol. i).
Excise, in Com. of Sup., 3241 (vol. iv).
Excise Revenue for May, 1884, and May, 1885 (Ques.)

2531 (vol iii).
Excise Revenue for 6 months, 1884-85 (Ques.) 290 (i).
Expenditure on Capital Account (M. for Stmnt.) 45 (i).
Expense, N.W.T., B. 129 (Mr. Bowell) in Com., 2857

(vol. iv).
Exports and Imports, distinguishing products of Can.

ada (M. for Ret.*) 30 (vol. i).
Exporta of Canadian produce (Ques.) 606 (vol. i).
Extra Clerks, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2795 (vol. iv).
Fabre, Mr., salary and contingencies, in Com. of Sup.,

3244 (vol. iv).
Factories, operatives in (M. for Rets., &c.) 37 (vol. i).
Factory Rep., printing and distribution of (remarks) 211

(vol. i).
Fish-breeding, &c., in Comao f Sup., 2953 (vol. iv).
Fisheries, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 910 (vol. ii).
Fishery Commission, increased remuneration to Coun.

sel, in Com. of Sup., 3389 (vol. iv).
Fishery Protection Steamers, in Com. of Sup., 2956 (iv).
Finance and Treasury Board, in Com. of Sup., 915 (ii).
Five por et. Consolid. Loan, retirement of (M. for copies

of O.C., &c.) 484 (vol. i).
Five par cent Loan, Sinking Fund (Ques ) 2465 (iii).
Flag Treaty between U. S. and Spain, on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 222 (vol. i).
Flour, increase of Duty on (Ques.) 744 (vol. i).
Foot Grease, in Com. on Ways and Means 806 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 20,

1134; (Amt.) 1137, neg. (Y. 59, N. 104) 1166; on
M. for Com. (remarks) 1385; in Com., "woman suf.
frage," 1459 ; "tenant," 1479 ; "person " (Indian)
1573 (vol. ii); "qualifications in cities and towns,"
1817, 1915-1918, 1988, 1992, 1995; "in counties,"
2068, 2071, 2073, 2079, 2082, (Amt.) 2085; "regis-
tration of voters," 2220-2223, 2232, 2279, 2281,
2285, 2288, 2297, 2299, 2300; " revision of votera'
lista," 2326, 2338, 2340, 2349; "general provisions,"
2344, 2355; "officers and duties" (Indians) 2382;
(remarks) 2146 (vol. iii) 3063 (vol. iv); (Ms. that
Com. rise) 2207, 2137 (vol. iii); on M. that Com.
rise, 1509, 1514 (vol. ii); on ruling of Chairnan
(remarks) 1798; appeal from Chair to House, 1923;
(Ques. of Order) 1969 (vol. iii); reading extracts,
1462; on Ques. of Order, appeal from Chair to
Bouse, 1511, 1619 (vol. ii).
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Franchise B. Pets., genuineness of Signatures (remarks)
2028 (vol. ii); 2274, 2381 (vol. iii).

Gas and Gas Meters Inspection Acts Amt. B. 119 (1jr.
Costigan) on M. for 20, 2419 (vol. iii).

Gas Coke, in Com. on Ways and Means, 783 (vol. ii).
Geneva Gin and Brandy, in Com. on Ways and Means,

3224 (vol. iv).
Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., .'347 (vol. iv).
Glucose Syrup, in Com. on Ways and Means, 849-852,

854, 855 (vol. ii).
Gold Reserve, Govt. (M. for copies of Cor.) 351 (vol. i).
Govt. Deposits in Banks (M. for Stmnt.) 29 (vol. i).
Govt. Business, on M. to take in Thursdays, 453 (vol. i);

Saturdays, 1824 (vol. iii) ; Conduct of, on M. for
Com. of Sup., 3444 (vol. iv).

Govt. Loan B. 145 (Mr. Bowelt) on prop. Res., 2461-
2463; on M. to conc. in Res., 2524 (vol. iii).

Govt. Steamers, in Corn. of Sup., 2946 (vol. iv).
Harbors and Rivers (N.B.) cone., 2920 ; (Ont.) in Corn.

of Sup., 2919, 2921; cono., 3433 (vol. iv).
Health Statisties, conc., 2766 (vol. iv).
Ilistoire Gcnoalogiquze des Familles Françaises, in Cam.

of Sup., 3456 (vol. iv).
loop Iron, in C(om. on Ways and Meanq, 8)7 (vol. ii).
Hospitals, Marine, in Cam. of Sup., 2957 (vol. iv).
Hudson Bay Expelition, in Com. of Sup., 3245 (vol. iv).
Huron and Superior, Lakes, Surveys of, in Com. of Sup.,

3244 (vol. iv).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2809-2816, 2836, 2839-

2843 (vol. iv).
Printing and Advertising (M. to ref. charges to

Public Accounts Com.) 2)2 (voli. i).
Imports for Consumption (31. for Stmnt.) 30 (vol. i).
Indemnity to Members, increased, in Com. of Sap.,

3451 (vol. iv).
Indian Affairs, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 916 (vol. ii);

3410 (vol. iv).
Indian and Colonial Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1034

(vol. ii); suppl., 3152 (vol. iv).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 3242, 3343, 3392; conc., 3373

(vol. iv).
Infectious and Cantagious diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1065, 1069, 1091 ; on Amt.
(Mr. Casey) to M. for 30, 1331 (vol. ii).

Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Costigan) on M.
for Com. on Res., 2526 (vol. iii).

Inspection and Supervison of Banka, on Res. (Mr.
Casgrain) 85 (vol. i).

Inspection of Staples, in Com. of Sup., 3242 (vol. iv).
Inspectors or Clerks of Works, persons employed as

(K. for Stmnt.) 139 (vol. i).
Insurance Act, 1879, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard Tilley)

on M. for 2°, 127 (vol. i).
I.C.R. Receipts and Expenses (Ques.) 1744, 1911 (iii).

Repairs, &c., in Com. of Sup., 3299 (vol. iv).
4

Cartwright, Sir R. J.-Continued.
Interior, Dept. Of, in Com. of Sup., 969 (vol. ii), 3408;

cone., 2764, 3433 (vol. iv).
International Ferries B. 17 (Mr. Patterson, Essex) on

M. for 20, 256 (vol. i).
Justice, Dept. of, in Con. of Sup., 985.
Keewatin, Govt. of, in Com. of Sup., 3214(vol. iv).
Kingston Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 985 (vol. ii).
Land Board at Winnipeg, in Comn. of Sup., 3344 (vol. iv).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. B. 147 (Sir Hector

Langevin) in Coin. on Rus., 2505-2508 (vol. iii) ; on
Amt. (Mr. Blake) to M. for 3°, 2892 (vol. iv).

Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 991, 992 (vol. ii); 2795,
2798, 344q, 3451 (vol. iv).

Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2798 (vol. iv).
Life-boats, Stations, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2946 (vol. iv).
Lighthouses and Fog.alarms, in Coin. of Sup., 2950,

2952, 3252 (vol. iv).
Liquor Liconse Act, putting in force of, in Com. of

Sup., 3244 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Aet, 1883, B. 134 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) on M. for 2°, 2400 (vol. iii).
Loan, recent (Ms. for copies of Prospectus, Advertise.

monts, &c.) 37 (vol. i).

Loans contracted by Govt. (Ques ) 1744, 1914 (vol. iii).
Losses and Expenses through Troubles in the N. W.,

in Com. of Sup., 3451 (vol. iv).
McManus, gratuity t, widow of, in Com. of Sup., 3350;

conc. 3374 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2945, 3457; cone.,

298 (vol. iv).
Man. Claims Settioment B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) in Com.

on Res., 2824; on M. for Con. on Res., 2776 in Coin.,
2739-2791, 2795, (vol. iv).

Man. Periitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 990 (vol. ii).
Man. South-Western Colon. Ry. Co., in Com. on Res.,

2505-2508 (vol. iii).
Marine, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 906-908 (vol. ii).
Moteorological Observatories, in Com. of Sup., 2956

(vol. iv).
Military properties, caro cf, in Com. of Sup., 2916 (iv).
Militia Barracks at London, in Com. of Sup., 3412 (iv),
Militia, in Com. of Sup., 2904, 2906, 2913-2916, 3411,

3412 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous, in Com. of Sap., 3244, 3245, 3351, 3353,

3387-3389, 3153, 3454; conc., 3396, 3434 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous Printing, paper, &c., in Com. of Sup.

3392 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous works (I.C.R.) in Com. of Sup., 3296;

suppl., 3383 (vol. iv).
Model Parm, Establishment, in Com. of Sup., 3453 (iv).
Money borrowed by Govt. in Canada (Ques.) 743 (i).
Mortuary Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1027 (vol. ii).
Mounted Infantry at Winnipeg,in Com.of Sup.,3411(iv).
Murray Canal, Repairs, &c., in Con. of Sap., 3303 (iv).
Nav. of River St. Lawrence B. 159 (Mr. McLelan) on

M. for 2Q (Amt.) 6 m. h., 3470 (vol. iv).
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N.B. and P.E.I. to Great Britain, Steamship subvention,

in Com. of Sup., 3457 (vol. iv).
New Militia Pensions, conc., 2765 (vol. iv).
North Saskatchewan River improvements, on M. for

copies of Reps., &c., 696 (vol. i).
N. W. Mounted Police Augmentation B. 144 (Sir

John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2°, 2770 (vol. iv).
N. W. Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 3243; suppl.,

3392, 3121, (vol. iv).
N. W. T., Govt. of the, in Com. of Sup., 3244 (vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service,in Com. of Sup., 2946,2950 (iv).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract, on M. for Com.

on Res. (Mr. Carling) 2556; in Com., 2557 (vol. iii).
Operatives in Factories (M. for Rets., Stmnts.) 37 (i).
Optional Subjects, in Com. of Sup., 3411 (vol. iv).
Oxford and New Glasgow Short Lino Ry., in Com. of

Sup., 3413 (vol. iv).
Parliamentary Comnpanion, in Com. of Sup., 3387 (vol. iv).
Pembina Branch, C.P.R , in Com. of Sup., 3417
Penitentiaries, in Com. of Sup., 985, 989, 990

3350; conc., 3374 (vol. iv).
Pensions, cone., 2765 (vol. iv).
Plate Glass, in Com. on Ways and Means, 856
Port Arthur Harbor, construction of, in Com.

2916 (vol. iv).

(vol. iv).
(vol. ii),

(vol. ii).
of Sup.,

Postmaster Genl., Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 2764 (iv).
Post Office and Finance Depts., computing interest, in

Com. of Sap., 927 (vol. ii).
Printing and Advertising, Ret. respecting (remarks)

28 (vol. i).
Printing Com., on M. to cone. in 2nd Rep., 149 (vol. i).
Privilege, Ques. of, on article in Toronto News: French

aggression, &c. (remarks) 1680 (vol. ii).
Privy Council, in Cor. of Sup., 914 (vol. ii).
Prorogation (Ques.) 3473 (vol. iv).
Provincial Legislation, compilation of Cor., &c., in Com

of Sup., 3421; conc., 3434 (vol. iv).
Public Accoants and Auditor Genl.'s Rep. (M. for ref. to

Standing Com. on Public Accounts) 76 (vol. i).
Public Buildings, Ottawa and N.W.T., in Com. of Sap.,

2916 (vol. iv).
Public Debt of Canada, amount of (Ques.) 927 (vol. ii).
Public Expenditure (Res.) in Amt. to Com. of Sap.,

2868-2877; neg. (Y. 42, N. 79) 28S9 (vol. iv).
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 2916, 2919-2921; conc.,

3433 (vol. iv).
Railways and Canals, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 914

(vol. ii).
Railways, in Com. of Sup., 3296, 3299, 3300, 3383,

3413, 3417, 3418 (vol. iv).
Reoeipts and Expenditures, Consolidated Fund (Ques.)

1677 (vol. ii).
Recognition of Volunteers' Services in the N.W. B. 160

(Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 3379; on
Amt. (Mr. Watson) 3384 (vol. iv).

Red Liquor, in Coin. on Ways and Means, 808 (vol. ii).

Cartwright, Sir R. J.-Continued.
Returns, enquiries for, 363, 714 (vol. i); 832,1064, 1608

(vol. ii) ; 1913, 2393 (iii) ; incomplete Ret., 1209 (ii).
Returns, preparation of, in Com. of Sup., 3245, 3388

(vol. iv).
Richelieu and Ontario Navigation Co.'s B. 61, (Mr.

Desjardins) on prop. Amt. (remarks) 1210; in Com.,
1351 (vol. ii).

Royal Militgry College, in Com. of Sup., 2913 (vol. iv).
-- Number and names of graduates, &c. (Mi. for

Ret.*) 313 (vol. i).
St. Thomas, Public Buildings at, amount expended, on

M. for Ret., 81 (vol. i).
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup.,

985, 989 (vol. ii).
Savings Bank (Post Office or otherwise) Depositors in

(M. for Ret.*) 533 (vol. i).
Scientific Institutions, in Com. of Sup., 2956 (vol. iv).
Senate extra Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 3448 (vol. iv).
Settlers in the Dom. during calendar year 1884 (Ques.)

113 (vol. i).
Settlers in Man. and N.W.T. (Ques.) 113 (vol. i).
Sleeping cars, I.C.R., in Com. of Sup., 3418 (vol. iv).
Small Savings, encouragement of, on M. for Ret., 91

(vol. i).
Spirits and Tobacco, in Com, on Ways and Means, 3225

(vol. iv).
Spirits taken ont of bond (remarks) 3371 (vol. iv).
Steel, in Com. on Ways and Means, 803,805,808 (vol.ii).
Stipendiary Magistrates, N.W.T., in Coin. of Sup.,

3418 (vol. iv).
Subsidies to Rys. B. 164 (Mr. Pope) on M. for Com.

on Res., 3470 (vol. iv).
Sugar, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3215, 3219 (vol. iv).

Superintendence of Insurance, in Com. of Sup., 2957;
conc., 2958 (vol. iv).

Superintendents of Letter Carriers, in Com. on Res.

(Mr. Chapleau) 273 (vol. i) ; on M. to conc. in Res.,
889 (vol. ii).

Superior Court Judges, Quebec, B. 161 (Sir John) on
prop. Res., 3376 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Administration of Justice, 985(vol. il), 3433 ; (Stipendiary Magie-

trates, N. W. T.) 3448 (vol. ir),
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Archives, care of) 1023

(vol. ii) ; (Health Statistics) conc., 2766 (vol. iv); (Indian
and Colonial.Exhibitions) 1034 (vol. i) ; Suppl. 3452, (vol. iv);
(Mortuary Statisties) 1027 (vol. ii).

Canals-Capital: Repairs, &c. (Cornwall) 3301; (Murray) 3303 ;
(Welland) 3302 ; (Williamsburg) 3301. Income : (Welland)
3418; (Rideau, Land damages) conc., 3133 (vol. iv).

Charges of Management, 2763 (vol. iv).
Civil Government (Administration of Justice) 3411 (vol. iv);

(Agriculture, Dept. of) 906, (contingencies) 921; (Civil Ser-

vice Examiners) 973; (Customs, contingencies) 925; (finance

and Treasury Board, contingencies) 915; (Fisheries, Dept. of)
910 (vol. ii) ; (Indian Affaira, Dept. of) 3410 (vol. iv), (con-

tingencies) 916 ; (Interior, Dept. of) 969'(vol. ii), 3408, conc.,
2764, 3433 (vol. iv); (Marine, Dept. of) 906-908 (vol. ii);
(Postmaster Genl., Dept. of) 2764 (vol. iv); (Post Office

and Finance Depts., contingencies, computing interest) 927;
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Cartwright, Sir R. J.-Continued.

SUPPLY--Continued.

(Privy Council, contingencies) 914; (Public Works, Dept. of)
912 (vol. ii), suppl., 3448 (vol. iv) ; (Railways and Canals,
Dept. of) 914 (vol. ii) ; (Optional Subjects) 3111 (vol. iv).

Collection of Revenues (Customs) 3232-3237; (Culling Timber)
3241; (Excise) 3241 ; (Inspection of Staples) 3242; (Post Office,
allowance to Asat. Postmaster at Ottawa) 3392, conc., 3397;
(Weights and Measures and Gas) 3241 (vol. iv).

Dom. Lands-Capital: Surveys (Examination of Survey Rets.)
3341.: Income (Land Board at Winnipeg) 3344 (vol. iv).

Fisheries (Fish-breeding, &c.) 2953; (Fishery Protection Steam-
ers) 2956 (vol. iv).

Geological Survey, 3317 (vol, iv).
Immigration, 2809, 2816, 2836, 2839-2843 (vol. iv).
Indians (Grant to supplmnt. Fund) 3242; (Man. and 9'. W. T.)

3343, cone., 3373; (Assistance to Institutions) 3392 (vol. iv).
Legisiation: H. of C. (Debates, publishng) 991 (vol. ii) ; (Com-

mittees, Extra Clerks, &c.) 2795; (increased Indemnity to
Members) 3151. Miscellaneous (Library, Salaries, &c.) 2798
(vol. iv) ; (Printing, paper, &c.) 992 (vol. ii). Senate (Extra
Expenses) 3448 (vol. iv).

Lighthouse and Coust Service (Lighthouses and Fog-alarms,
construction) 2952; (Salaries, &c.) 2950, 32 0 (vol. iv).

Mail Subsidies and S:eamship Subventions (Can. and Antwerp)
2943, conc., 2958 ; (Can.*and Germany) 2945; (N.B. and P.E.I.
to Great Britain, &I.) 3457 (vol. iv).

Marine BUospitals, 2957 (vol. iv).
.ilitia (A, B an1 C Batteries, &c.) 2914 ; (Ammunition) 2904,

2906; (Barracksat London) 3112; (Clothing and Great Coats)
2906; (Hilitary Properties, care of) 2916; (Mounted Infantry
at Winnipeg) 3411; (Royal Mil. Coll.) 2313 (vol. iv).

Miscellaneous (Chinese Commission) 3387, conc., 3393 (vol. iv)
(Dept. Speaker's Salary) 3351, 3353 (vol. iv) ; (Establishment
of a Model Farm) 3453; (Fabre, Mr., salary and contingen-
cies) 3244; (Fishery Commission, increased remuneration to
Counsel) 3389; (Govt. of Keewatin) 3244; (Govt. of the
N.W.T.) 3244; (Histoire Genealogique dea Familles Fran-
çaises) 3456; (Suson Bay Expedition) 3215; (Liquor License
Act, putting in force) 3244; (Lossts and Expenses through
Troubles in N.W.T.) 3454; (''Parliamen-tary Companion ")
3387; (Provincial Legislation, compilation of Cor , &c.)
3421, conc., 3414; (Returns, preparation of) 3215, 3388
(Surveys, Lakes Huron and Superior) 3241 (vol. iv); (Vote
of $1,000,000 for N.W. Troubles) 2235 (v-ol. iii).

N. W. Mounted Police, 3213 ; suppl., 3392, 3121 (vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service (Qovt. Steamers) 2)16 ; (Life-boat, Sta-

tions, &c.) 2946 ; (Water and River Police) 2950 (vol. iv).
Pensions (new Militia) conc., 2765 (vol. iv).
Penitentiaries (Dorchester) 989 ; (Kingston) 935 (vol.ii),

(gratuity to widow of C. MeManus) 3350, conc , 3374 (vol.
iv) ; (Manitoba) 990 ; (St. Vincent de Paul) 935-989 (vol. ii),
(payment to G. F. Baillairgé) 3350 (vol. iv).

Public Work-Cavitalt: B.C. (Esquimalt Graving Dock) 2916;
Ottawa (additional buildings) 2916; Port Arthur (construction
of Harbor) 2916 (vol. iv).

Publie Works-Income : Buildings (N.W.T.) 2919. Harbors and
Rivers, 2919 ; (Ont.) 2921, conc., 3133 ; (SB.) 2920.

Railways-Capital: C. P. R., 3383 ; (Engineers' Salaries, &c.
3417 ; (Subsidy) 3296 ; (Pembina Branch) 3117. Eastern
Extension (repaira, &c.) 3300. I. C. R. (applying air brakes),
3299 ; (miscellaneous works) 3296 ; suppl. 3383 ; (repairs,
&c.) 3299; (sleeping cars) 3418. Short Line Ry. (Oxford and
New Glasgow) 3413 (vol. iv).

Scientife Institutions (Meteorological Observatories) 2956.
Superiniendence of Insurance, 2957, cone., 2958 (vol. iv).

Survey Rets., Examination of, in Com. of Sup.,3344 (iv)

Cartwright, Sir R. J.-Continued.
Three Rivers Harbor C>mmissioners' Loan B. 150 (Mr.

Bowell) in Com. on Res., 2555 (vol. iii).
Towels, in Com. on Ways and Means, 85S (vol. ii).
Trado Relations with U. S. (Ques.) 3163 (vol. iv).
Transfer of Batteries (Ques.) 235 (vol. i).
Treasury Board, Constitution of, B. 104 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) on 1°, 631 (vol. i).
Ventilation of the Chamber (remarks) 2676 (vol. iv).
Vote of 81,000,000 for N.W. Troubles, in Com. of Sup.,

2235 (vol. iv).
Voyageurs to Egypt, numbor, names, residence, &o., of

officors and mon (M. for Ret.*) 210 (vol. i).
Water and River Police, in Com. of Sup., 2950 (vol. iv).
Ways and Means-Budget Speech (reply to) 333; The

Tariff (remarke) conclusion of Deb., 662; Distur
banco in the N. W., on Res. (Mr. Blake) in Amt. to
Com., 765-768 (vol. i)-; in Com. (cutlery) 844;
(axle grease) 857 ; (duck) 808; (foot grease 806 ;
(gas coke) 783 (vol. ii); (Geneva gin and brandy)
3224 (vol, iv); (glucose syrup) 849, 852, 851, 855 ;
(hoop iron) 807; (plate glass) 85G ; (red liquor) 808
(vol. ii); (spirits and tobacco) 3225 (vol. iv); (steel)
803, 805, 808 (vol. ii) ; (sugar) 3215, 3219 (vol. iv) ;
(towels) 858 (vol. ii); (whiskey) 3d25-3229 (vol, iv);
(winceys) 840; (woollen fabrics) 795, 840; (woollen
rags) 783, 787 (vol. ii); (Excise duties) 3295 (vol. iv).

Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
on prop. Res., 835; in Com., 1673 (vol. ii),

Weights and Measures and Gas, in Com. of Sup., 8241
(vol. iv).

Welland Canal, in Com. of Sap., 3302, 3433 (vol. iv).
Whiskey, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3225-3229 (iv).
Williatmsburg Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3301 (vol. iv).
Winceys, in Com. on Ways and Means, 840 (vol. ii).
Woollen fabrics, in Com. on Ways and Means, 795, 840

(vol. ii).
Woollen rags, in Coin. on Ways and Means, 783, 787 (ii).

Casey, Mr. G. E., West Elgin.
Administration of Justice in the N.V. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on Amt. (Mr. M11) to M. for 3°, 3429 (vol. iv).
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 2469-2474 (volé iii).
Agricultural Fortilizers B. 122 (AIr. Costigan) in Com.,

2480--2483 (vol. iii).
Archives, care of, in Com. of Sup., 1024 (vol. ii).
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1024,

1030, 1032 (vol. ii).
Banking Facilities to Agriculturists B. 36 (Mr. Orton)

on Res., 119 (vol. i).
Bankruptcy or Insolvency, on M. (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) for Sp. Com. 48 (vol. i).
Bonuses to Rys. in Ont., Pets. for relief of, on X. for

copies, 358 (vol. i).
Canada Temp. .. t, 1S78, Amit. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieon)

on Amt. (Mr. Burpee) 1048; in Com., 1054-1055;
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Casey, Mr. G. E.-Continued.
on Amt. (Mr. White, Cardwell) 1060 (vol. ii) ; on
Son. Amts., 2648, 2652, 2667 (vol. iv).

Canadian Agent at Paris, appointment of, &c., on M.
for Papers, 929, 933 (vol. ii).

Carriers by Land B. 5 (111r. Coughlin) on M. for 20,
284 (vol. i).

C. P. IR. Resolutions respecting further loan (rerarks)
on adjmt. of deb., 2643; in Com., 2725, 2727, 2729,
2733, 2736; on M. to cone. in iRes. (Amt.) 2862;
neg. (Y. 55, N. 91) 2863 (vol. iv).

Port Arthur and Winnipeg, construction
between, sums paid (M. for Stmats.) 123 (vol. i).

- - Section B. Arbitration, Evidence taken (Ques.)
112 (vol. i).

Section B, Award of damages to contractors,
validity of, case submitted to Caunsel, &. (M. for
copy) 131 (vol. i).

-- Section B, case submitted by Gavt and contrac-
tors to Arbitrators, Evidence taken, &c. (M. for
copies) 206 (vol. i).

Section B, claim of contractors on which award
of 8395,600 was based (M. for copy) 134 (vol. i).

--- Section B, Engineers' Reps. on re-measurement
and re-classification, &c. (M. for copies) 121 (vol. i).

Section B, Judge Clarke's Rep. on Award to
contractors (Ques.) 78; (M. for copy) 132, 134 (vol. i).

Section B, opinion of Counsel as to binding
character of Award (Ques.) 77 (vol. i).

- - Section B, payment of Award of $395,600 to
contractors (Ques.) 77 (vol. i).

Timber dues to Govt. by Co. (Ques.) 479 (vol. i).
Trestles and Bridges, number of, on Amts. to

M. for Ret., 100, 110 (vol. i).
Civil Govt., in Com. of Sup., 969, 972, 934 (vol. ii).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.

on Res., 274, 278, 280 (vol. i); on M. to conc. in Res.,
899; on M. for 20, 1097; in Com., 1097-1105, 1110-
1117, 1123, 1127-1130; on M. for 30, 1286 ;(Amt.)
1291 ; neg. (Y. 59, N. 107) 1293 ; on Amt. (Mr. Mit-
chell) 3 m. h., to M. for 30, 1283 (vol. ii).

Civil Service B. (Ques.) 28 (vol. i).
Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 984 (vol. ii)
Colonial Exhibitions, in Com. of Sap., 1032 (vol. ii).
Customs, iin Com. of Sup., 3237 (vol. iv).
Debates, Official Rep. uf, First Rep. (remarks) 34 (vol.

i) ; on M. to cone. in Third Rep., 3360 (vol. iv).
Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committees B. 26 (Sir

John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Mr. Blake) for Special
Com. to report to House, 71 (vol. i).

Deputy Speaker, on M. to appoint Malachy Daly, Esq.,
72 (vol. i); Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3351, 3354, 3357
(vol. iv).

Disturbance in the N.W., on Amt. (Mr. Blake) to M.
(Sir Leomard Tilley) for Com. on Ways and Means,
768 (vol. i).

--- Stoney Indian rising (remarks) 863 (vol. ii).

Casey, Mr. G. E.-Continued.
Factories B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amt. to substitute Can.

Temp. Act to M. for resmng. adj. deb. for 2°, 943 (ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2>,

1263-1266 ; in Con., "woman snffrage," 1401-1408,
1459; "usufructuary," 145?, 1458; "owner," 1470;
"tenant," 1477; "person" (Indian) 1496, 1528-1530,
1578, (Chinese) 1532, 1590; "farm," 1592; "actual
value," 1596, 1604; "qualifications in cities and
towns," 1739-1743 (vol. ii), 1828; (Indians) 1837
(Amt.) 1845; "manhood suffrage," 1956-1959, 1988;
"qualifications in counties," 2052,2061; (Amts.) 2064,
2070, 2079, 2080, 2394; on disqualifying barristers,
2086; "who shall not vote," 2086, 2093; "registration
of voters," 2254-2258, 2270,2272, 2282, 2283, (Amt.)
2288, 2290, 2308-2310; "revision of voters' lists,"
2321, 2323, 2325, 2333, 2343; "general provisions,"
2344, 2347, 2350; " officers and duties" (Indians)
2383-2385 (vol.iii); scarcity of copies of B. (remarks)
1131 ; on Ms. that Com. rise, 1422, 1497 (vol. ii), 2208
(vol. iii); on Ques. of Order, 1436, unparliamentary
language, 1466; (Ques. of Order) 1619 (vol. ii), 1825
(vol.-iii); taking up items consecutively (remarks)
1471 (vol. ii); on ruling of Chairman (remarks) 1798
(vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com. on Res., 1307, 1309-1316 ; (Ques. of Order)
1317 (vol. ii).

Gosselin, Eugène, record in the matter of, on M. for
copy, 703 (vol. i).

G. T. R. mail trains, Brockville and Toronto, arrival and
departure of, on M. for Ret., 817 (vol. ii).

Hughes, D. J., Charges against, on M. for Ret., 99 (i).
Infectious and Contogious Discases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Tope) in Com., 1063, 1072, 1087 (vol. ii);
on Amt. (Mr. Mulock) to M. for 30, 1326; on M. for
30 (Amt.) 1328; neg. (Y. 54, N. 91) 1332 (vol. ii).

Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Costigan) in
Com. on Res., 2528 (vol. iii).

Interior, Dept. of, in Corr. of Sup., 969, 972 (vol. ii).
International Ferries B. 17 (Mr. Patterson, Essex) on

M. for 2°, 254 (vol. i).
Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 2798, 2802, 2807 (vol. iv).
Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on

prop. Res., 1664 ; in Caým., 1663 (vol. ii).
Miscellaneous, in Com. of Sup., 3351, 3354, 3357 (iv).
Morgan, H. J., payment for " Annual Register," in Com.

of Sup., 3351 (vol. iv).
Mortuary Statistice, in Com. of Sup., 1030 (vol. ii).
O'Malley, Lieut.-Col., Charges against (M. for copy of

Rep. of Maj. Genl., 45 (vol. i).
Petitions, on presentation of (remarks) 1892 (vol. iii).
Port Moody, B.C., Dock, Tenders for repair of (Ques.)

816 (vol. ii).
Pringle, H. H., of Cobourg, employment of, by Govt4

(Ques.) 743 (vol. i).
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Casey, Mr. G. E.-Continued.

Printing and printing paper, &c., in Com. of Sap.,
2798, 2802, 2807 (vol. iv).

Railways in the Co. of Grey, refund of Bonuses to Co.
Council, &c., on M. for copy of memorial, 60 (vol.i).

Refand of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. Municipalities, memori-
als respecting, on M. for copy, 576 (vol. i).

Roturns, incomplete, re N. W. Troubles (remarks) 1209
(vol. ii).

Returns, non-production of (remarks) 289, 427, 455 (t).

Ridgetown as a port ofentry, Pets., &c. (M. for copies*)
532 (vol. i).

Riel, Louis, employment of, by Govt. (Ques.) 7-13 (i).
Short Lino Ry., Plans and Reps. (Ques.) 557 (vol. i).
St. Thomas, Public Buildings at, amount expended, on

M. for Ret., 880 (vol. ii).
Stoney Indian rising in the N.W. (remarks) 863.
SUPPLY:

Civil Government (Civil Service Examiners) 984; (Interior,
Dept. of) 969, 972 (vol. ii).

Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Archives, care of) 1024; (Colo-
nial Exhibitions) 1032 ; (Mortuary Statistics) 1030 (vol. ii);
Oustoms, 3237 (vol. iv).

Legialation: Miscellaneous (printing and printing paper, &c.)
2798, 2802, 2807 (vol. iv).

Miscellaneous (Dep. Spcaker's Ea'ary) 3?51, 3354, 3357 ; (pay
ment ta I. J. Morgan, for "Annual Register ") 3351 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-The Tariff : on M.(Sir Leonard Tilley)
for Com. (remarks) 539, 599-605, 633-641; on Amt.
(Mr. Blake) Disturbance in the N.W.T., 768 (vol. i);
in Com. (woollen rags) 788; (woollen fabries) 797 (ii).

Weights and Moasures Inspection Acts Amt. B. 118
(Mr. Costigan) on prop. Res., 835; in C>m , 1675 (ii).

Woollen rags, in Com. on Ways and Means, 783, 797
(vol. ii).

Casgrain, Mr. P. B., L'Islet.
Bankruptcy or Insolvency, on M. (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) for Sp. Com., 47 (vol. i).
Canadian Agent at Paris, appointment of, on M. for

Papers, 935 (vol. ii).
Can. Tomp. Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on Son.

Amts., 2654 (vol. iv).
Cape St. Ignace, Station ut (Ques.) 246 (vol. i).
Court of Claims for Can. B, 93 (Sir Hector Langevin)

on 1°, 450 (vol. i).
C. P. R. Short Lino Ry. from Montroal to the Atlantic'

on M. for Reps. of Govt. Engineoers, &c., 38 (vol. i).
DeChene, Capt. A. M., enquiry respecting (M. for copies

of complaint*) 30 (vol. i).
Disturbance in the N. W., on Amt. (Mr. Blake) for Com.

on Ways and Means, 770 (vol. j).
- -Col. Ouimet's absence from Duty (rerarks)

1167, 1205 (vol. ii).
Distinctive rewards for Bravery (Ques.) 2359

(vol. iii).
Elgin Station, L'Islet, ereotion of (Ques.) 148 (vol. i).
Employment of Prisoners without the walls of Gaols B.

87 (Mr. Caron) in Com., 1658 (vol. ii).

Casgrain, Mr. P. B.-Continued.
Exchange Barnk, Govt. Advances to, on proposod Res.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 369 (vol. i).
Fabre, Mr., agent in Pris, Rep. of (Ques.) 290 (vol. i).
Franchiso B. 103 (Sir Joh& A. Macdonald) on M. for

Com , 1384; "woman suifrage," 13P5; "usufructu-
ary," 1447; "person " (Indian) 1516, 15t9, 1536 ;
(Chinese) 1588; "fIrm," 1591; "qualifications in
cities and towns," 1690-1692 (vol. ii) ; (Amt.) 1791;
"who shall not vote," 2099 (vol. iii); on M. that
Com. rise, 1423; on Ques. of Order, unparliamentary
language, 1466; Appeal from Chair to House, 1511
(vol. il).

Gold, Reserve, Govt., withdrawals, on M. for copies of
Cor., 355 (vol. i).

GovL. Business, on M. to take in Thursdays, 451 (vol. i).
Inspection of Banks, legislation rospecting (Ques.) 51;

(prop. Res.) 81 (vol. j).
Lieut. Gov. of Queboc, Oath of Office (Ques.) 479 (vol. i).
Lower Traverse Lighthouse, Supply of wood to, M. for

Rzet.*) 30 (vol. 1).
Man. Indian Agency, management of, on M. for copy

of Rep. made by Govt. Commission, 62 (vol. i).
Post filico a t vil tigo f Muutrnagny (Quos ) 246 (vol. i).

Railway from Montreal to the sea-board, on Res. (AIr.
Laurier) 198 (vol. i).

Roturns, enquiry for, 363 (vol. i).

Short Lino Ry. to the sea coust, survey by Mr. Wick-
steed, C. E. (M. for copy of Rep.) 52; Plans, Reps.
&c. (Ques.) 246, 429, 479 (vol. i).

Stationery usel in Il. <f C, expenso of (Ques.) 290 (i).
St. Patrick's Day, on M. (Mr. Curran) forindjmt., 594 (1).
Sapeior (ou-t of Qui.e1b, Clifj Justico (Ques.) 129 ().

SUPPLY:
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Archives, care of) 1024 ; (Colo-

nial Exhibitions) 1035; (Mortuary Statistics) 1028 (vol. ii).
Mfiscellaneous (Relief of Distress in N.W.T.) 3455 (vol. iv).

Supreme Court Appellato Jurisdiction, limitation B. 68
(Air. Landry, Montmagny) on M. to introd., 246 (i).

Translation of Debates and Votes and Procoedings,
(remarks) 594 (vol. i).

Ways and Means-Tho Tariff : on Res. (Mlr. Blake).
(Disturbance in the N. W.) in Amt. to Com., 770 (i).

Catudal, Mr. M., Napierville.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"woman suffrage," 1441 (vol. ii).
French Canadians in Customs Dept. (Ques.) 2171 (iii).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1067, 1069, 1089; on M.
for 3° (Amt.) 1327 ; nog. (Y. 58, N. 89) 1328 (vol. ii).

Waterproof Blankets for Volunteers, purchase of(Ques.)
2171 (vol. iii).

Chairman, Mr.
[For Rulings, &c.,'see "Order," "Privilege " and "Pro.

cedure" under SUBJaCTS.]
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Chapleau, Hon. J. A., Terrebonne.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 2467, 2470 (vol. iii).
Agricultural Fertilizers B. 122, 2° m., 2476; in Com.,

2179-2483 (vol. iii).
B. C. Penitentiary, suspension of Rules, on M. for copies

of Cor., 824 (vol. ii).
Canadian Agent at Paris, appointment of, on M. for

Papers, 933 (vol. ii).
C. P. R., on Resolutions rOspOcting further Loan

(speech) 2565-2586; in Com., 2731, 2732 (vol. iv).
Chinese Commissionors' Rep. (Ans.) 212; on presenta.

tion of (remarks) 235 (vol. i).
-- Commission, rooms rented and payment of

Secretary (Ans.) 567 (vol. i).
Immigration, legislation respecting (Ans.)

505, 632 (vol. i).
Restriction (B. 124, 1Q) 1037 (vol. ii); wthdn.,

3023 (vol. iv).
Restriction (B. 156) prop. Res., 3002; in Com.,

on Res. and 1°* of B., 3023 ; 2° and in Com., 3050;
Order for 3° dschgd., 3075 (vol. iv).

Interpreter, prop. Res., 2421 (vol. iii) ; in Com.
on Res., 3024 (vol. iv).

Civil Govt., in Com. of Sap., 900, 914, 973-976, 983-985
(vol. ii).

Civil Service Acts Amt. (B. 31, 1') 101; prop. Res.
and in Com., 273-277, 279, 282 (vol. i); M. to conc.
in Res., 889; ° m., 1095; in Cam., 1097-1106,
1109-1122, 1126-1130; 3° m., 1281 ; on Order for 3°
(M. to recom) 1281; in Com., 1282 (vol. ii); on Son.
Amts., 1823; I. to conc. in Sen. Amts., 2396 (iii).

Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sap., 973-976,
983-985 (vol. ii).

Criminal Laws of Canada, 1869-1871, publication in
French (Ans.) 246 (vol. i).

Dept. of Sec. of State Acts Amt. (B. 102, 1°) 629 (vol. i).
Deptl. Contingencies (Sec. of State) in Com. of Sup.,

904 (vol. ii).
Duties on Hay, Cor. between Canada and U.S., on M.

for copies, 444 (vol. ).
Fabre, M., agent in Paris, Rep. of (Ans.) 290 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Mr.

Laurier) to M. for 20, 1171-1177; in Com., " person "
(Chinese) 1590; on Ques. of Order, reading extracts,
1461 (vol. ii).

G. T. R., imperfect Rets. presented by Mr. Hickson
(romarks) 862 (vol. i).

Immigration, in Com. of Sap , 2834, 2839, 2842 (vol. iv).
Imperial Federation, Cor. between High Commissioner

and Govt. (Ans.) 51 (vol. i).
Infectious and Contagions Diseases Affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1090, 1092 (vol. ii).
jones, W. H., Sec. of State's Dapt., superannuation of

(Ans.) 2530 (vol. iii).
Land Grant and Land Grant Bonds to Rys. in Man. and

N. W., on M. for Rot., 95 (vol. i).

Chapleau, Hon. J. A.-Continued.
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases B. 6 (Mr. Cameron,

Huron) in Com., 497, 499, 502 (vol. i).
Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 2797, 2804 (vol. iv).
Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on

prop. Res., 1663; in Com., 1668 (vol. il).
Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2797 (vol. iv).
Message from Ris Ex., Chinese Commissioners' Rep.

(presented) 234 (vol. i).
Offences Against the Person B. 123,20 m., 2767 (vol. iv).
Official Reporters of the Debates, employment of, during

recess (Ans.) 77 (vol. i).
Penitentiaries, in Com. of Sup., 987 (vol. ii).
Petitions, on presentation of (remarks) 1892-1894 (iii).
Proofs of Entries in Books of Accounts (B. 113, 1Q*)

964 (vol. ii.); 2 m., 2397, 2465 (vol. iii).
Printing and printing paper, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2804

(vol. iv).
Returns, Imperfect (remarks) 67, 534 (vol. i); 862 (ii).

oeturns, non-production of (remarks) 21 t, 504 (vol. i);
1206 (vol. ii).

St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 987
(vol. ii).

Sec. of State, Dept. cf, Act. Amt. (B. 102, 10) 629; 2°
m., 894 (vol. ii).

Sec. of Stato, Dept. of, in Com. of Sap., 900 (vol. ii).
Sec. of State's Rep, (presented) 127 (vol. j).
Sunday Excursions prohibition B. 19 (Mr. Charlton) on

M. for 2°, 264 (vol. i).
Superintendents of Letter Carriers (prop. Res.) 218; in

Com., 270 (vol. i); (M. to conc. in Res.) 889 (ii).

Surrn :
Civil Govt. (Civil Service Examiners) 973-976, 983-985; (Sec. of

State, Dept. of) 900, (contingencies) 914 (vol. ii).
Immigration 2831, 2839, 3812 (vol. iv).
Legislation: Miscellaneous (Library, Salaries, ke.) 2797;

(Printing and printing paper, &c.), 2804 (vol. iv).
Penitentiaries (St. Vincent de Paul) 987 (vol. ii).

Treasury Board, Constitution of, B. 104 (Sir Leonard
Tilley) in Com., 1671 (vol. ii).

Wiit for Lévis County, issue of (Ans.) 633; (remarks)
661 (vol. i).

Charlton, Mr. J., North Norfolk.
Agricultural, Timber, Pasture and Mineral Lands and

Town sites (M. for Ret.*) 209 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on

Amt. (Mr. White, Cardwell) to M. for 30, 1061 (ii).

C. P. R., Amounts due Contractors, &c., non-payment
of, by Co. (NI. for Ret.*) 533 (vol. i).

- - Debt, floating and unsecured (Ques.) 219 (vol.
i); 1677 (vol. ii.)

- - Laborers' Wages, payment of, on construction

(Ques.) 290 (vol. i).
--- Loan (Ques.) 23 (vol. i); payment of interest
on, 1131 (vol. ii).
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INDEX.
Charlton, Mr. J.-Continued.

C.P.R., Interest, payment of by Co. (Ques ) 1677 (ii).
Resolutions respectirg further Loan, on Amt.

(Mr. Cameron, Buron) 2676-2688; in Con., 2731; on
M. to conc. in Res., 2860 ; (Amt.) neg. (Y. 53,N. 91)
2861 (vol. iv).

-- Sums paid or advanced to Co. as Interest or
Subsidy (Ques.) 1677 (vol. ii).

Trestles and Bridges, number of, on Amt. to M,
for Stmnt., 103 (vol. i).

Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) on M. for 20, 2439
(vol. iii).

Çivil Service Acts Amt. B, 31 (Mr. Chapleau) on Amt.
(Mr. Mitchell) 3 m. h., to M. for 30, 1283 (vol. ii).

Coal Lands, Sales and Leases (M. for Stmnt.*) 209 (i).
Cruelty to Animals, prevention (B. 47, 1°*) 147 (,).
Culling and Measuring Timber B. 154 (Mr. Costigan) in

Com. on Res., 2476 (vol. iii); on M. for 30, 3043 (iv).
.Debates, OfficialiRep., on First Rep. (roemarks) 34 (vol. i).
Debt of Can., Floating and Unfunded (Ques.) 2465 (iii).
Disturbance in the N. W., Engagement at Duck Lake,

despatch of Troops (remarks) 791.; cost of Expedi-
tion (Ques.) 1678 (vol. ii).

Dredging, conc.,'¿923 (vol. iv).
Life-boats, Stations, &., in Com. of Sup., 2946 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 20, 1158-1160; in Com·
"ewoman suffrage," 1390, 1439; "person " (Indian)
1503, 1523; (Chinese) 1587; "qualifications in
cities aud towns," 1608, (Amt.) 1623 (vol. ii),
1770-1773; (Indians) 1850, 1864-1871; " manhood
suffrage," 1947-1952; ''registration of voters,"
2279, 2282, 2286, 2287, (Amt.) 2288, 2289, 2306-
2308, (Amt.) 2317; " revision of voters' lists,"
2340, 2350 ; "general provisions," 2344, (Amt.) 2344 ;
"appeal," 2363; "officers and duties" (Indians)
2377; "offences," 2390 (vol. iii) ; on M. for3° (Ant.)
3053, neg. (Y. 51, N. 96) 3053 (vol. iv); on Ms.
that Com. rise, 1423, 1436, 1500, 1529 (vol. ii);
(personal explanation) 1872; (Ques. of Order) 1920
(vol. iii).

Franchise B. Pets, (remarks) 1856 (vol. iii); on personal
explanation of Mr. Sproule, 2772 (vol. iv).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com. on Res., 1307, 1308, 1312 (vol. iii).

Govt. Loans (Ques.) 2465 (vol. iii).
Govt. Notes in circulation (Ques.) 2465 (vol. iii).
Grazing Land Leases, geographical position, &c. (M.

for Ret.*) 209 (vol. i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2813 (vol. iv).
Inspection and Supervision of Banks, on Res. (Mr.

Casgrain) 84 (vol. i).
Infections and Contagions Diseases affecting Animals

B. 41 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1079 (vol. ii).

Charlton, Mr. 3.-Continued.
Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. B. 147 (Sir Hector

Langevin) on prop.IRes., 2449-2452 (vol. iii); on Amt.
(Mr. Blake) to M. for 30, 2893 (vol. iv).

Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 2796, 2798 (vol. iv).
Letter Postage, reduction of (M. for copies of Cor., &o.)

291 (vol. i).
Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of' Sp., 2795, 2798 (iv).
Licenses or Permits to eut Timber, &o., applications

for, and not granted (M. for Rets.*) 209 (vol. i).
Loans obtained by Govt. from Banks, &o. (Ques.)

1305 (vol. ii).
Loan of £4,000,000 recently effected (Ques.) 2998 (iv).
Loans to Govt., Temporary (Ques.) 2530 (vol. iii).
Man. Indian Agency, management of (M. for copy of

Rep. made by Govt. Commission) 61; wthdn., 67 (i).
National Policy pamphlet (M. for copy*) 124 (vol.i)
North-West Mounted Police Augmentation B. 144 (Sir

John A. Macdonald) on M. to cono. in Res., 2426 (iii).
Observance of the Lord's Day (B. 19, 1°*) 46; 2° m.,

256; nog. on a div., 266 (vol. i).
Ocean and River Service, in Com. of Sup., 2946 (vol. iv).
Offences against the Person B. 123 (Sir John A. Macdon-

ald) on M. for 2°, 2767; in Com. (Amt.) 2767; on M.
for 3° (Amrt.) neg. (Y. 58, «N. 72) 2767 (vol. iv).

Order Paper, omission from, of a question (remarks)
2774; (explanation) 2854 (vol. iv).

Petitions, on presentation of (remarks) 1891 (vol iii).
Pensions, cono., 2765 (vol. iv).
Post Office Savings Banks Deposits (Ques.) 2359, 2465

2559 (vol. iii).
Privilege, Q ues. of, on article in Toronto News (Ques. of

Order) 1680 (vol. ii).
Protestant Volunteers in the 65th Battalion, remarks

on newspaper paragraph, 2998 (vol. iv).
Public Debt of Canada (Ques.) 29, 76 (vol. i); 927 (vol.

ii); 2465 (vol. iii).
Public Expenditure, on Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

in Amt. for Com. of Sup., 2883-2889 (vol. iv).
Public Works, conc., 2923 (vol. iv).
Receipts and Expenditures, Consolidated Fund (Ques.)

1677 (vol, ii).
Reciprocal Trade Relations between U.S. and Canada

(M. for Ret.*) 1444 (vol. ii).
Returns, onquiries for 1038, 1608 (vol. ii); 1955

(vol. iii)-; 2676, 3000 (vol. iv).
Seduction and like Offencee (B. 27, 1°) 76; 2° m., 619 (i).
Sunday Excursions, prohibition (B. 19, 1°*) 46; 2° m.,

256; neg. on a div., 266 (vol. i).
SUPPLY :

Immigration, 2813 (vol. i).
Legislation, : Miscellaneous (Library, Salariei, &c.) 2796, 2798

(vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service (Lifeboats, Btaions, &o.) 2946 (vol. v).
Penions (Veterans of 1812) conc., 2765 (vol. iv).
Publie Work--Income : Dredging, conc., 2923 (vol, iv).
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Charlton, Mr. J.-Continued.

Temporary Loans to Govt. by Banks (Ques.) 350 (i).
Timber Licenses and Permits granted on Lands out-

side of disputed Territory (M. for Rets.*) 209 (vol. i).
in the N.W. (M. for Ret.), 30, 121 (vol. i).
issued since Jan., 1882, in N.W.T., &c. (Ques.)

863 (vol. ii).
or Berths in B.C., total applications, date,

names and addresses, &c., (M. for Ret.*) 210 (vol.i).
Ventilation of the Chamber (remarks) 2676 (vol. iv).
Veterans of War of 1812, conc., 2765 (vol. iv).
Volunteers in the 65th Battalion, Protestant (remarks)

2998 (vol. iv).
Washington Treaty, termination of Fishery Clauses,

on M. for Com. of Sup. (remarks) 2902 (vol. iv).
Ways and Neans-The Tarift : on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 463-478 (vol. i) ; in Com. (woollen
fabrics) 796 (vol. ii).

Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 1672 (vol. ii).

Woollen Fabrics, in Com. on Ways and Means, 796
(vol. ii).

Cochrane, Mr. E., East Northumberland.
Debates, Official Rep., on Amt. (Mr. Tassé) to M. to

conc. in 3rd Rep. of Com., 3368 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY :

Canals-Capital (Murray) 3307 (vol. iv).
Civil Govt. (Civil Service Examiners) 973 (vol. ii).

Cockburn, Mr. A. P., North Ontario.
C. P. R. Rets. ordered by House since date of Contract,

on M. for Stmnt., 494 (vol. i).
Trestles and Bridges, number of, on M. for

Stmnt,, 112 (vol. i).
Forests, protection of, J. H. Morgan's Rep. (M. for

copies) 202 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

20, 1258; in Com., "woman suffrage," 1438 (vol. ii).
Indian Advancement Act of 1884, application of (Ques.)

77 (vol. i.)
Morgan, J. H., services as Forestry Commissioner

(Ques.) 77 (vol. i).
Murray Canal Route, Cor. and Pets. (M. for Ret.*)

1442 (vol. ii).
Ottawa River Ship Canal, on prop. Res. (Mr. White,

Renfrew) 1217 (vol. ii).
Steamboat Inspection Act, 1882, Amt. B. 133 (Mr.

McLelan) on prop. Res., 1219 (vol. ii).
Trent Valley Canal, occupation of building by Govt.

employés (Ms. for copies of Cor., &c.) 56, 202 (vol. i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff : on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 715-719 (vol. i).

Colby, Mr. C. C., Stanstead.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Cam., 963 (vol. ii) ; on Sen. Amts., 2663 (vol. iv).
Infectious and Contagions Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1087 (vol. ii).

Colby, Mr. C. C.-Continued.
Patent Ac, 1872, Amt. B. 25 (Mr. White, Renfrew) on

M. for 2°, 269 (vol. i).
Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. 64 (Mr. McCarthy) on M.

for 20, 623 (vol. i).
Richelieu and Ont. Nav. Co.'s B. 61 (Mr. Desjardins) in

Com., 1350 (vol. ii).
Short Line Ry., Montreal to Atlantic ports, in Com. on

Res., 2982-2987; on Amt. (Mr Langelier) to M. to
con. in Res., 3277-3281 (vol. iv).

Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)
in Cem. on Res., 2982-2987; on Amt. (Mr. Langelier)
to M. to conc. in Res., 3277-3281 (vol. iv).

Cook, Mr. H. H., East &imcoe.

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Cam.,
"person " (Chinese) 1590 (vol. ii); "registration of
voters," 2213-2216 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Coin. on Res., 1308 (vol. ii).

Infections and Contagions Diseases affecting Animals
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com, 1085-1090 (vol. ii).

Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. 64 (Mr. McCarthy) on M.
for 2°, 627 (vol. i).

Privilege, Ques. of, re Col. Amyot and movement of
Troops (remarks) 1336 (vol. ii).

Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, mem-
orials respecting (M. for copy) 569; (reply) 592 (i).

Steamboat Inspection Act, 1882, Amt. B. 133 (Mr.
McLelan) on prop. Res., 1280 (vol. ii).

Costigan, Hon. J., Victoria, N. B.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &o. (B. 143) in Com.,

2751 (vol. iv).
Adulteration of Food, in Com. of Sup., 3242 (vol. iv).
Can. Temnp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 955 (vol. ii).
Canned Goods (B. 142, 1°*) 2345 ; in Com., 2761 (iv).
Canned Goods, Law respecting (Ans.) 57 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1122 (vol. ii).
Consolid. Inland Revenue Act, 1883, Amt. (B. 146), 20

M., 2935; in Com., 2968-2971; M. to conc. in Sen.
Amte., 3433 (vol. iv).

Culling and Measuring Timber A cts Amt. (B. 154) 20 m.
and in Com., 3043 (vol. iv).

Calling Timber, in Com. of Sap., 3241 (vol. iv).
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 3234 (vol. iv).
Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 916-921 (vol. ii).
Dep. Speaker's Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3355, 3357 (iv).
Disturbance in the N.W.,Dumont, Gabriel, Ferry license

granted to (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).
Excise, in Com. of Sup., 3241 (vol. iv).
Excise Revenue for 6 months, 1884-1885 (Ans.) 290 (i).
Fish Inspector in the City of St. John (Ans.) 2997 (iv).



INDEX.
Costigan, Hon. J.-Continued.

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. that
Com. rise, 1502 (vol. ii); in Com., ';qualifications of
voters in cities and towns," 1990; "revision of
voters' lists," 2343 (vol. iii).

Gas and Gas Meters Inspection Act Amt. B. 119 (prop.
Res.) 837 (vol. ii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (prop. Res.)
1306; in Qom., 1307-1312, 1315, 1319 (vol. ii).

Inland Revenue Çollector at Summerside, P.E.I. (Ans.)
350 (vol. i).

Inland Revenue, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 901, 916-
921 (vol. ii); Rep. (presented) 28 (vol. i).

Inspection of Staples, in Com. of Sup., 3241 (vol. iv).
International Ferries B. 17 (Mr. Patterson, Essex) on

M. for 20, 255 (vol. i).
Kinnee, D., increase of salary, in Com. of Sup., 3457 (iv).
License Commissioners in Essex (Ans.) 606 (vol. i).
License Inspectors, pay of, under Act of 1883 (Ans.)

1568 (vol. ii).
Liquor License Act, conc., 3398; in Com. of Sup.

3421 (vol. iv).
Returns, non-production of (remarks) 428 (vol. i).
Scott Act, prosocutions under (Ans.) 41 (vol. i).
Spirits taken ont of Bond (Stumnt.) 3395 (vol. iv).
Subsidies, further, to Bys. B. 15 (Sir Jiector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2977 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Canals-Income : Welland (land damages) cono., 3433 (vol. iv).
Civil Government ([nland Revenue, Dept. of)901, contingencies,

916-921 (vol ii).
Collection of Revenues (Adulteration of Food) 3242; (Culling

Timber) 3241;; (Customs) 3234 ; (Excise) 3241 ; (Inspection
of Staples) 3241 ; (Weights and Measures and Gas) 3241,
3457 (vol. iv).

Liguor License Act, conc., 3398; (administration of) 3421 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Dep. Speaker's Salary) 3355, 3357 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-in Com. (whiskey) 3226, 3231 (iv).
Weights and Measures and Gas, in Cor. of Sup., 3241

(vol. iv),
Weights and Measures Inspection Acts Amt. (B. 118)

prop. Res., 832-837; 10* of B., 837; in Com., 1672
(vol. ii).

Welland Canal, land damages, conc., 3433 (vol. iv).

Coughlin, Mr. T., North -Middlesex.
Carriers by Land (B. 5, l*) 29; 2° m., 102 (vol. i).

Coursol, Mr. C. J., East Montreal.
Disturbance in the N. W., criticisms of Press as to

cause, and slur on French Members commanding
Battalions, 888 (vol. ii).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for
20, 1248; in Com., "woman suffrage," 1389 (vol. ii).

Supreme Court Apellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,
Montmagny) on M. for 2°, 169 (vol. i).

Curran, Mr. J. 3·, Centre Montreal.
Administration of Justice in the N. Wà T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on Amt. (Mr. .Mills) to M. for 30, 3431 (vol. iv).
a

Curran, Mr. J. J.-Continued.
Bankruptcy or Insolvency, on M. (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) for Special Com., 48 (vol. i).
Can. Co-operative Sup. Association (B. 81, 1°*) 349 (i).
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on Son.

Armte., 2664 (vol. iv).
Carriers by Land B. 13 (Mr. McCarthy) on M. for 21

(Anmt.) 6 m. h., 284; nog. (Y. 64, N. 74) 289 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 3 t (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

on Res,, 275 (vol. i); in Com., 1125 (vol. ii).
Deputy Speaker's Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3356 (iv).
Disturbance in the N. W., Victoria Rifles, Montroal

(Ques.) 1983 (vol. iii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"iwoman suffrage," 1408; "qualifications in cities
and towns," 1623-1626 (vol. ii).

Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2811, 2831 (vol. iv).
Insolvent Debtors' Assets Distribution (B. 4, 1°*) 29 (i).
Martin, John, continuation of Pension to Widow of (Mi.

for copies of Pets.*) 201 (vol. i).
Nav. of River St. Lawrence B. 159 (Mr. McLelan) on

Order for 2°, 3436 (vol. iv).
Privilege, Ques. of, veracity questioned (remarks) 725

(vol. i).
Royal Canadian Insurance Co.'sCapital Stock Reduction

(B. 43, 10*) 125 (vol. i).
St. Patrick's Day (M. for adjmt.) 593 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Immigration, 2811, 2831 (vrol. iv).
Mfiscellaneous (Deputy Speaker's Salary) 3356 (vol. iv).

Supreme Court Apollate Jurisdiction B.3 (Mr. Landry,
Montmagny) on M. for 20, 161 (vol. i).

Suprermo Court, eontestod cases before, and judgments
(M. for Ret.) 210 (vol. i).

Ways and Means-The Tari f : on M.(Sir Leonard Tilley)
for Com., 521-527 (vol. i).

Daly, Mr., M. B., Halifax (Dr'UTY SPZAKEIR).

Sable Island, telegraphic communication with (Ques.)
57 (vol. i).

Subsidies to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Bector Langevin) on Amt.
(Mr. Kirk) on M. to cone. in Amts., 3402 (vol. iv).

[For Rulings see "Order," "Privilege " and "Pro-
cedure," under SUBJECTS.]

Davies, Mr. L. H., Queen's, PE.I.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 2467, 2468, 2471, 2474, 2541 (vol. iii).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com. on Amt. (Mr. Townshend) 1051; on Amt. (.Mr.
White, Cardwell) 1061 ; on Amt. (Mr. Macdonald,
King's) 1062 (vol. ii); on Sen. Amts., 2656 (vol. iv).

C. P. R. Resolutions respecting further Loan, on Amt.

(Mr. Cameron, Euron) 2692, 2702; in Com., 2739,
2741, 2744, 2745; on M. to conc. in Res., 2863 (iv).

Canned Gooda B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2534,
2536-2540 (vol. iii).

Cape Tormentine Ry., connection (ques.) 2997 (iv).
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Davies, Mr. L. H.-Continued.
Carriers by Land B. 13 (Mr. McCarthy) on Amt. (Mr.

Curran) 6 m. h., to M. for 20, 288 (vol. i).
Civil Govt., in Com. of Sup., 907-911, 913, 914, 916, 918,

922-924 (vol. ii).
Civil Service Acts Amnt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Cor.

on Res., 276, 281 (vol. i); on M. for 3° of B., 1296;
(Amt.) 1297; neg. (Y. 57, N. 103) (vol. ii) 1301.

Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard
Tilley) in Com., 2431, 2434-2437; on Amt. (Mr. Ives)
2770 (vol. iv).

Criminal Law Amt., openings, &c., cut in the Ice B. 22
(Mr. Robertson, Hamilton) in Com., on Amt. (Mr. Hall)
150 (voL i).

Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Sap., 914, 916, 918,
922-924 (vol. ii).

Dom. Buildings in Charlottetown, construction of
(Ques.) 1039 (vol. ii).

Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to, on prop. Res. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 384 (vol. i).

Explosive Snbstances B. 95 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in
Com., 1167 (vol. ii).

Fisheries, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 911 (vol. ii).
Flag Treaty between U.S. and Spain, on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 222 (vol. i),
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°, 1153-1156; in Com.,
"woman suffrage," 1418, 1458; "tenant," 1476,
1478; "occupant," 1483; "person" (Indians) 1576
(Chinese) 1583; "farm," 1592; "farmers' sons,"
1594; "qualifications in cities and towns," 1638-
1643 (vol. ii), 1824-1828, 1939-1945; "manhood
suffrage," 1987, 1991, 1992,1 996; "qualifications in
counties," 2054, 2058, 2066-2069, 2071, (Amt.) 2072-
2074, 2077; " who shall not vote," 2090, 2096
(Indians) 2157-2160, (Amt.) 2160; " registration
of votera," 2210, (Armt.) 2211, 2229, 2230, (Ant.)
2234, 2269, 2271-2273, 2280, (Amt.) 2281, 2286,
2287, 2289, 2291, (Amt.) 2292, 2301, 2313, 2316,
(Amt.) 2318;; "'revision of voters' lists," 2326, 2329,
2331, 2347; "general provisions," 2353; "appeal,'
2361; "officers and duties " (Indians) 2378, 2389 (vol.
iii); on Ms. that Com. rise, 1423, 1496, 1497, 1501,
1527, 1529 (vol. ii), 2137, 2208 (vol. iii) ; on Ques.
of Order, 1435-1436, 1437; reading extracts, 1462,
1465 (vol. ii), 1921 (vol. iii); irregularity of proce-
dure 1470 ; (explanation) 1658 (vol. ii); ruling of
Chairman (remarks) 1800 (vol. iii).

General inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) on prop. Res., 1307; in Com., 1308, 1315, 1319,
1320 (vol. ii); in Com. on B., 2518-2551 (vol. iii).

Govt. Business, on M. to take in Thursdays, 453 (vol. i).
Harbor Master at Halifax B. 148 (Mr. McLelan) on M.

for Com. on Res., 2522 (vol. iii).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2835,2845-2849,2852 (iv).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases Affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1067, 1090, 1093; on Amt.
(Mr. Casey) to M. for 30, 1331; on M. for 3° (Ant.
peg. (Y. 50, N. 84) 1334 (vol. ii).

Davies, Mr. L. H.-Continued.
I. C. R., Freight and Passenger Earnings, &c. (M. for

Ret.*) 1442 (vol. ii).
Judges in N. B., appointment for year's circuit (Ques.)

568 (vol, i).
-Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases B. 6 (Mr. Cameron,

Huron) in Com., 497 (vol. i).
Legislation, in Com. of Sap., 2796, 2804, 2805 (vol. iv).
Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on

prop. Res, 1664 (vol. ii).
Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2796 (vol. iv).

Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract B. 151 (Mr.
Carling) in Com. on Res., 2556 (vol. iii); on M. to

conc. in Res., 2756 (vol. iv).
Marine, Dept. of, in Com. of Sap., 907-911 (vol. ii).
Offences against the Person (assault and battery) Act

Amt. B. 42 (Mr. Tupper) on M. for 20, 218 (vol. i).
Piers and Wharves in P. E. I., expenditure on mainten.

ance and construction (M. for Ret.*) 533 (vol. i).

P.E.I. Ry., Cape Traverse Branch, payment of laborers

on (M. for copies of Pets., &e.) 143 (vol. i).
Freight and Passenger Earnings, &c. (M. for

Ret.*) 1442 (vol. ii).
Printing and printing paper, in Com. of Sup., 2804 (iv).
Public Works, Dept. of, in Com. of Sap., 913 (vol. ii).

Reciprocity with the U.S. (Res. in Amt. to Com. of
Sup.) 995-1001; neg. (Y. 58, N. 98) 1023, (vol. ii).

Refund of Duties to merchants and fishermen in P.E.I.,
Commissioner's Rep. (M. for copy) 831 (vol. ii).

Richelieu and Ont. Nav. Co's B. 61 (Mr. .Desjardins) in
Com., 1318, 1351 (vol. ii).

SUPPLY:
Civil Government: Deptl. Contingencies (Agriculture) 922,

(Custome) 916, 924, (Inland Revenue) 918, 919, (Privy
Council) 914, (Sec. of State) 914; (Fisheries, Dept. of) 911 ;
(farine, Dept. of) 907-911, (contingencies) 923; (Public
Works, Dept. of) 913 (vol. ii).

Immigration, 2835, 2845-2849, 2852 (vol. iv).
Legislation: Miscellanecus (Library, Salaries, &c.) 2796;

(Printing and Printing Paper, &c.) 2804-2805 (vol. iv).

Statutes of Can., Revision of, Commissioners' Rep., on
M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) to conc. in Mess. from
Sen., 781 (vol. ii).

Summary Proceedings before Magistrates B. 128 (Mr.
Caron) on M. for 2° and in Com., 2829 (vol. iv).

Supreme Court Apellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr Landry,
Montmagny) on M. for 20, 162 (vol. i).

Three Rivers Harbor Commissioners' Loan B. 150 (Mr.
Bowell) in Com. on Res., 2555 (vol. iii).

Trade Relations between Canada and the U. S. (Ques.)
1387 (vol. ii).

Treaty Negotiations by Sir Ambrose Shea (Ques.)
1387 (vol. ii).

Washington Treaty, Termination of Fishery Clauses, on
M. for Com. of Sup., 2897 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-The Tariff : on M. (Sir Leonard
Tilley) for Com., 545-555 (vol. i).

Weights and Measures Inspection Acta. Amt. (B. 118)
S(Mr. Costigan) on prop. Res., 837 (vol, ii).
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INDEX.
Davies, Mr. L. H.-Continued.

Wharves and Docks in Navigable Waters B. 18 (Mr.
Tupper) on M. for 20, 216 (vol. i).

Wharves on P. B. I., Grant for construction (Ques.)
351 (vol. i).

DaWson, Mr. S. J., Algoma.
C. P. R,, Resolutions respecting further Loan, on Amt.

(Mr. Cameron, Buron) 2718-2720 (vol. iv).
Civil Govt., in Com. of Sup., 3409 (vol. iv).
Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sup., 3309 (vol. iv).
Customs Collections in Algoma (M. for Ret.) 39 (i).
Debates, Official Rep., on Amt. (Mr. Tassé) on M. to

conc. in Third Rep. of Com., 3368 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N. W., on Amt. (Mr. Blake) to M.

(Sir Leonard Tilley) for Com. on Ways and Means,
769 (vol. i).

Troops, Transport of (remarks) 887, 1380 (vol. ii).
Fisheries, in Com. of Sup., 2953 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°, 1160; in Com.
"woman suffrage," 1408; " owner," 1473; "per.
son " (Indian) 1486, 1491, 1492, 1521, 1569 (expla-
nation) 1503 (vol. ii); "qualifications in cities and
towns," 1775; "manhood suffrage," 1979; (Indians)
2006-2008, 2012; "in counties " 2078; "who shall
not vote" (Indians) 2122, 2149; "registration of
voters," 2248-2268, 2298; "officers and duties "
(Indians) 2369, 2387 (vol. iii); "preamble," 2758
(vol. iv); (Qaes. of Order) 2143 (vol. iii).

Hudson Bay Expedition, in Com. of Sup., 3245 (vol. iv).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2816 (vol. iv).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 3243, 3392 (vol. iv).
Keewatin, Govt. of, in Com. of Sup., 3244 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service,in Com. of Sup.,2952 (iv).
Man. Cjaims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) in Com.,

3048 (vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service, in Com. of Sap., 2947 (vol. iv).
Ontario's Boundaries (remarks) on M. for Com. of Sup.,

3438 (vol. iv).
Ont., Westerly Boundary of, shorthand notes of argu-

ment before P. C., on M. for copies, 440 (vol. i).
Ottawa River Ship Canal, on prop. Res. (Mr White,

Renfrew) 1218 (vol. ii).
Port Arthur Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 2917 (vol. iv).
Privilege, Ques. ;of, paragraph in Globe newspaper

(remarks) 247 (vol. i); article in Port Arthur Berald
(remarks) 3162 (vol. iv).

Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, mem-
orials respecting, on M. for copy, 587 (vol. i).

Representation in Parlt. of the N. W. T., on Res. (Mr.
Cameron) in Amt. te Com. of Sup., 3408 (vol. iv).

Sault Ste. Marie Bridge Co.'s (B. 52, 1°*) 170 (vol. i).

SuPPLY:
Civil Govt. (Dept. of Interior) 3409 (vol. iv).
Collection of Bevenues (Post Office) 3309 (vol. iv).
Fisheries (Fish-breeding, &c.) 2953 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2816 (vol. iv).
Indian (Assistance to institutions) 3392 (vol. iv).

Dawson, Mr. S. J.-Continued.
Indian Afrairs (Grant to supplement Fund) 3243 (vol. lv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Lighthouses and Fog Alarme,

constr.) 2952 (vol. iv).
Miscellan.ous (Govt. of Keewatin) 3344 ; (Hudson Biy Expedi-

tion) 3245 (vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service (Life-boats, Stations, &c.) 2917 (vol. lv).
Public Works-Capital: Port Arthur (construction of harbor)

2917 (vol. iv).
Ways and Means-The Tarifr: on Amt. (Mr. Blake)

to M. (Sir Leonard Tilley) for Com. 769 (vol. i); in
Coim. (steel) 810 (vol. ii).

De St. Georges, Mr. J. E. A., Porineuf.
Castoms Department, French Canadian employés

(Ques.) 1914 (vol. iii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

'' person " (Indian) 1533 (vol. ii).
Indian Linds sold in the Viger Agency (K. for

Stmnt.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Lebel, Antoine, Indian Agent, acting without suretios

(Ques.) 1211 (vol. ii).
Pointe aux Trembles, construction of Wharf (M. for

copies of Cor.) 234 (vol. i).
Railway from Montreal to the sea-board, on Res. (Mr.

Laurier) 195 (vol. i).
Supervisor of Cullers, acconts due to (M. for Ret.*)

144;3 (Vol. 11).

Desaulniers, Mr. A. L., Maslcinongé.
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2995 (vol. iv).

Desiardins, Mr. A., Ifochelaga.
Copyright, Law of, on prop. Res. (Mr. Edgar) 711 (i).
Debate8, publishing of, in Com. of Sup., 991 (vol. ii).
Disturbance in the N.W., treatment of natives by the

Volunteers, 2993 (vol. iv).
Election Exponses, in Com. of Sup., 3452 (vol. iv),
Fabre, Mr., Salary, &c., in Com. of Sup., 3244 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"usufructuary," 1451, 1455 (vol. ii).
International Coal Co.'s (B. 51, 10*) 170 (vol. i).
Liquor License Act, 1883, Supreme Court Judgment

(Ques.) 29 (vol. ).
Mail Subsidies, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2942 (vol. iv).
Model Farm, Establishment of, in Com. of Sup., 3453

(vol. iv).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, memor.

ials respecting, on M. for copy, 587 (vol. i).
Richelieu and Ont. Nav. Co.'s incorp. Act Amt. (B. 61,

1°*) '188 (vol. i); notice of prop. Amt., 1210; in
Com., 1348 (vol. ii).

SUPPLY:
Legistation: H. of 0. (Debates, publishing) 991 (vol. ii); (Eloc.

tion Expenses) 3452 (vol. iv); (Salaries) 991 (vol. il).
Miscellaneous (Establishment of a Model Farm) 3453 (vol. IV).

(Fabre, Mr., salary and contingencies) 3244 (vol. iv).
Nail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (France and Quebec)

fortnightly Une) 2938, 2912 (vol. iv).
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Dickinson, Mr. M. K., Russell.
Dom. Drainage Co. incorp. (B. 28, 10*) 88 (vol. i); M.

for Com., 1386 (vol. ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 729-733 (vol. i).

Dodd, Mr. M., Cape Breton.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Mr. Trow's

pair with Mr. Williams (remarks) 1470 (vol. ii).
Life.saving Apparatus in C.B. (Ques.) 289 (vol. i).
Privilege, Ques. of, on personal explanation of Mr.

Edgar, 1955 (vol. iii).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2977 (vol. iv).

Duidas, Mr. J. B., South Victorià, Ont.
General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Co8ti-

gan) in Com. on Res., 1309 (vol. ii).
G. T. R. Mail Trains, Brockville and Toronto, arrival and

departure of, on M. for Ret., 818 (vol. ii).
Ways and .Means-In Com., 776 (vol. i) ; (woollen fab-

rics) 796 (vol. ii).

Dupont, Mr. F., Bagot.
Administration of Justice in the N.W.T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on M. to adjn. deb., 3432 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonalà) on M. for 2°,

1234 (vol. ii).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals B.

44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1070 (vol. ii).

Edgar, Mr. J. D., Vest Ontario.
Administration of Justice in the N.W.T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) in Com., 2962, 2965 (vol. iv).
Cape Breton Ry., construction (Ques.) 2239 (vol. iii).
Colonization Co.'s, modification of agreements (Ques.)

2241 (vol. iii).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com., 2434 (vol. iii).
Copyright, Law of (prop. Res., 708-711 (vol. i).
C. P. R., Ability of Co. to fulfil engagements under prop.

Res. (Ques.) 2238 (vol. iii).
---- Co.'s Acta Amt. B. 153 (Mr. Pope) on M. for 2,

3024-3026 (vol. iv).
Connection with Quebec (Ques.) 2239 (vol. iii).
Curves, Grades and Tangents (Ques.) 2239 (iii).

- - Eastern Section, quantities, classifications, and
prices, Engineers' Estimates (M. for copies) 299 (i).

Eastern Section, Western Division (M. for copies
of Estimates, &c.) 302 (vol. i).

- - Location in B.C., Change of (Ques.) 2239 (iii).
-- Progress Estimates, Eastern Section (Ques.)

235 (vol. i).
Rolling Stock on Eastern Section, Change in

Western Division (M. for Ret.) 302 (vol. i).
Section B., Award of $34,179.17, credits in

Public Accounts (Ques.) 114 (vol. i).
-- Tresties and Bridges, number of (M. for Stmut.)

100, 105 (vol. i).

Edgar, Mr. J. D.-Continued.
Civil Govt., in Com. of Sup., 913 (vol. ii).
Dep. Speaker's Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3353 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N.W., Col. Otter's march to Battle-

ford (remarks) 1386 (vol. i).
Civil Service Volunteers (remarks) 3043 (iv).
Poundmaker, Surrender of prisoners by (Ques.)

2065 (vol. iii).
- Res. (Mr. Blake) want of Confidence, on M.

to adjn. deb., 3212 (vol. iv).
Dom. Drainage Co.'s B. 28 (Mr. Haggart) on M. for

2°, 1007 (vol. ii).
Dom. Lands in B. C., Timber dues (Ques.) 2240 (vol. iii).

Evangelical Lutheran Church of Can. B. 60 (Mr. Mc
Carthy) in Com., 693 (vol. i).

Evans Divorce (B. 106, 1° on a div.) 672; 2> agreed to
(Y. 87, N. 40) 694 (vol. i).

Export Duty on Oak, Pine and Spruce Logs (M. for
Ret.*) 1442 (vol. ii).

Federation of the Empire, proposals for (Ques.) 51 (i).
Fisheries Protection in the N. W., on M. for copies of

Cor., 702 (vol. i).
Fisheries, in Com. of Sup., 2953 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Mr.

(Laurier) to M. for 2°, 1197-1200; in Com., "woman
suffrage," 1399 ; "owner," 1473; "occupant," 1484;
"person " (Indian) 1553, (Chinese) 1582, 1584 (vol.
ii); "farm," 2393; "qualifications in counties,"
"Imanhood suffrage " 1968-1970, 1993, 2001, (Amt.)
2003, (Indian) 2022, 2053, 2066, 2080, 2394; "regis-
tration of voters," 2282, 2289, 2305, 2312, 2316-
2319; "revision of voters' lists," 2330, 2331, 2334,
2337 (vol. iii); on M. to refer back to Com,
3052; on Amt. (Mr. McIntyre) to M. for 3°,
3057 (vol. iv); on ruling of Chairman (remarks)
1799; (personal explanation) 1872 (vol. iii) ; (Ques.
of Order) 1510; appeal from Chair to House, 1510
(vol. ii).

Franchise B. Pets., on genuineness of Signatures
(remarks) 2025, 2274, 2319 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com. on Res., 1320 (vol. ii).

Imperial Federation, Cor. between igh Commissioner
and Govts (Ques.) 51 (vol. i).

Insolvency, attention of Govt. called to Rep. of Com.,
1095 (vol. ii).

-- Legislation (Ques.) 1038 (vol. ii).
Insolvent Banks, Insurance Co.'s, Loan Co.'s,&c.(B. 127,

1°) 1094 (vol. ii).
Insolvent Banks, Insurance Co.'s, &c., Act Amt. (B. 66,

1°) 235 (vol. i).

. C. R., Sale of Tickets on Chatham Branch (Ques.)
2238 (vol. iii).

Land Grants to Rys. B. 147 (Sir Bector Langevin) in
Com. on Res., 2518, 2521, 2533 (vol. iii).

Northern and Pacific Janction Ry. and the C. P. R.
(Ques.) 57 (vol. i).

Petitions, on presentation of (remarks) 1893 (vol. iii).
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Edgar, Mr. J. D.-Continued.

Privilege, Ques. of, article in Toronto News (Ques. of
Order) 1680 (vol. ii) ; paragraph in Ottawa Citizen
(personal explanation) 1955; Franchise B. Pets., gen-
uineness of Signatures, 2103 (vol. iii).

Qu'Appelle and Long Lake and Saskatchewan Ry. and
Stmbt. Co., Land grants to, in Con. on Res., 2521 (iii).

Rys. and Canals, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 3353 (iv).
Returns, enquiry for (remarks) 1039 (vol. ii).
St. Clair Ranche Co., rent paid, &c. (Ques.) 2240 (iii).
St. Croix Cotton Mills, payment of Duties (Ques.) 632 (i).
Short Line Ry. to the Mar. Provs. (Ques.) 2239 (vol. iii).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Railways and Canals, Dept. of) 913 (vol. ii).
-Fisheries (Fish-breeding, &c.) 2953 ('ol. iv).

Miacellaneous (Dep. Speaker's Salary) 3353 (vol. Iv).
Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 133 (Mr. McLelan)

in Com., 2399 (vol. iii).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2995 (vol. iv).

Fairbank, Mr. J. H., East Lambton.
Administration of Justice in the N. W. T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) in Com. on Res., 2330; in Com. on B., 2965;
on Ant. (Mr. Mills) 2967 (vol. iv).

Brewers and Distillers, compensation to, on Amt. to
prop. Res., 253 (vol i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in
Com., 1057; on Amt. (Mr. White, Cardwell) 1060
(vol. ii); on Sen. Amts., 2653, 2669 (vol. iv).

C.P.R., Res. respecting further Loan, in Com., 2734.
Rets. ordered by House since date of Contract,

on M. for Stmnt., 484 (vol. i).
Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2536,

2538 (vol. iii).
Factories B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Arnt. (Mr. Jamieson)

to substitute Can. Temp. Act to M. for r8mng. adjd.
deb. for 2°, 948 (vol. ii).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) "qualifica-
tions in cities and towns," 1779, 1784 (vol. iii) ;
"actual value," 1605 ; "person (Indian) 1519, 1531 ;
"woman suffrage," 1415; on M. for 20, 1226 (vol. ii);
"qualifications, &c." "manhood suffrage " 1971-1973,
1993, 1997; "qualifications in counties," 2082 ; "who
shall not vote " (Indians) 2152; "revision of voters'
lists," 2338, 2342, 2348 (vol. iii); on consdn. of B.
(Amt.) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3068 (vol. iv).

Infections and Contagions Diseases affecting Animals
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1070, 1081; on Amt. (Mr.
Armstrong) to M for 30, 1333 (vol. ii).

Land Grants to Rys. B. 147 (Sir iector Langevin) in
Com. on Res., 2520 (vol. iii).

Life-boats and Stations, &c., in Con. of Sup., 2949 (iv).
Man. and North-Western Ry. Co., Land grants to, in

Com. on Res., 2520 (vol. iii).
Man. Claime Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for

Com. on Res., 2789 (vol. iv).
Post Office Savings Bank, Depositors in (Ks. for Rets.)

819, 823 (vol. i),

Fairbank, 1fr. J. H.-Continued.
Fairbank, Mr. J. B.-Continued.

Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, memo.
rials respecting, on M. for copy, 591 (vol. i).

SUPPLY:
Ocean and River Service(Life-boats and Stations, &c) 2919 (IV).

Volunteers, Recognition of Services in the N. W. B. 160
(Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 3379 (iv).

Ways and Means-in Com.(woollen fabries) 793 (vol.ii).

Farrow, Mr. T., East Huron.
Adultoration of Food, Drugs, &o., B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 2468 (vol. iii).
Census in Mani and N. W. T., &c. (Ques.) 149 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acte Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1121 (vol. ii).
Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 985 (vol. ii).
Divorce Court, creation of a (Ques.) 77 (vol. i).
Dynamite, Legislation respecting (Ques.) 57 (vol. i).
Fishery Commission, remuneration of Counsel, in Com.

of Sup., 3388 (vol. iv).
Fort Francis Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3385 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"tenant," 1483 (vol. ii).
Gencral Inspection Act,1874, Amt. B.135 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com , 2552 (vol. iii).
Govt. Business, on M. to take in Thursdays, 454 (vol. i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2844 (vol. iv).
Land Grants to Rys. in tho N. W. B. 147 (Sir Hector

Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2513, 2521 (vol. iii).
Liquor License Act, 1883, B. 134 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 2895 (iv).
Man. and North-Western Railway Co., Land grants to,

in Com. on Res., 2521 (vol. iii).
Man. and South-Western Col. Ry. Co., L2nd grants to,

in Com. on Res., 2513 (vol. iii).
Members Indemnity Act Amt. (B. 116, 1°*) 813 (vol. ii).
Parliamentary Companion, in Com. of Sup., 3387 (vol. iv).
Post Office, in Çom. of Sup., 3310 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Canali (Fort Francia, amount due Hugh Sutherland)8885 (iv).
Civil Govt. (civil Service Examiners) 985 (vol. ii).
Collection of Revenues (Post Office) 3310 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2844 (vol. iv).
Micellaneous (Fishery Commission, increased remuneration to

Counsel) 3388 ; (Parliamentary Companion) 3387 (vol. iv).
Ways and Means-in Com (woollen fabrice) 801 (vol. ii).

Ferguson, Mr. J., Welland.
Agricultural Fertilizers, Sale and Inspection of (B. 122)

prop. Res., 936 (vol. ii).
Great Western and Lake Ont. Shore June. Ry. Co.'s Acts

Amt (B. 38, 10*) 125 (vol. 1).
International Ferries B. 17 (Mr. Patterson, Esex) on M.

for 20, 255 (vol. i).
Privilege, Ques. of, paragraph in Ottawa Free Pres, re

Timber Regulations in B.C., 2240 (vol. iii).
SUPPLY:

Canals-Capital: Repaire, &c. (Murray) 3303 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2833 (vol. iv).

Ways and Mleans-in Com. (woollen rage) 786; (woollen
fabrics) 794 (vol. ii).
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Ferguson, Mr. C. F., North Leeds and Grenville.

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in
Com., 957, 962, 1057, on Amt. (Mr. White, Cardwell)
1060 (vol. ii) ; on Sen. Amts., 2654 (vol. iv).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,
"actual value," 1601 (vol. ii); (remnarks) 2203 (iii).

Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1065 (vol. ii).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. B. 147 (Sir Bector
Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2489,2491-2493 (vol. iii).

Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 1672 (vol. ii).

Fisher, 0fr. S. A., Brome.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 2467-2470 (vol. iii).
Agricultural Fertilizers, Sale and Inspection of, B. 122

(Mr. Ferguson, Welland) on prop. Res., 938 (vol. ii);
on M. for 2°, 2477; in Com., 2478-2482 (vol. iii).

Arts, Agriculture and Statistics, in Com. of Sap., 1032,
1034, 1035 (vol. ii).

Brewers and Distillers, compensation to, on prop. Res.
(Amt.) 242; agreed to (Y. 105, N. 74) 253 (vol. i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, voting on the (M. for Stmnt.)
121 (vol. i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on M.
to place B. 2nd Order on Pnb. Bills and Orders, 714
(vol. i); in Com., 955, 936, 959, 960, 962, 963 (vol.
ii); on Sen. Amts., 2646, 2649, 2653, 2661 (vol. iv).

Civil Service Acta Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) on Amt.
(Mr..Davies) to M. for 3*, 1299 (vol. ii).

Colonial Exhibitions, in Com. of Sup., 1032, 1034 (ii).
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 3393 (vol. iv).
Factories B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amt. to substitute Can.

Temp. Act to M. for rsmng. adjd. deb. for 2°, 947(ii).
Fisheries Protection in the N.W., on M. for copies of

Cor., 703 (vol. i).
Fishery Commission, remuneration of Counsel, in Com.

of Sup., 3391 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2°,

1254-1258; "usufructuary," 1455I; "tenant," 1479,
1482; "person " (Indian) 1504, 1538 ; "actual
value," 1595, 1599,1602,1604, (Amt.) 1595; "qualifi.
cations in cities and towns," 1647-1654 (vol. ii), 1804,
1994, 1996, 2080; "manhood suffrage," 1967; "who
shall not vote," 2098, (Indians) 2116-2119 ; "regis.
tration of voters," 2211, 2294 (vol. iii); consdn. of B.
(Amt.) 3070, neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3071 (vol. iv); on
Ms. that Com. rise, 1425, 1434 (vol. ii).

House of Commons, Commissioners'Rop. re Staff (Ques.)
2750 (vol. iv).

Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2831, 2833, 2837, 2839,
2841, 2842, 2850 (vol. iv).

Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals B.
44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1067, 1071, 1081, 1090; on
M. for 3°, 1321 (vol. ii) ; on Amt. (Mr. Sutherland,
Oxford) 1323; on Amt (Air. Mulock) 1326 (vol. ii),

Fisher, Mr. S. A.-Continued.
Liquor License Act, 1883, B. 134 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) on M. for 2°, 2401 (vol. iii).
Liquor License Act, in Com. of Sap., 3422 (vol. iv).
Reciprocity with the U. S., on Res. (Mr..Davies) in

Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1021 (vol. ii).
Short Line Ry., Montreal to Atlantic, on Amt. (Mr.

Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3284 (vol. iv).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3284
(vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Arts, Agriculture and Statistica (Colonial Exhibitions) 1032,1034;

(compiling &gricultural and other Statiotiics n Man. and
N. W. T.) 1035 (vol. il).

Collection of Revenues (Customs) 3393 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2831, 2835, 2837, 2839, 2841, 2842, 2850 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act (administration of) 3422 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Fishery Commission, increased remuneration to

Counsel) 3391 (vol. iv).

Fleming, Mr. J., Peel.
Bonuses granted to Rys., Memorials, &c., respecting (M.

for copies*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°, 1146-1149; in Com.,
"woman suffrage," 1410; "sufructuary," 1457;
" owner," 1473; " tenant" (Amt.) 1476, 1471,
1479; "person " (Indian) 1545; on M. that Comn.
rise, 1531 (vol. ii); "qualifications in cities and
towns," 1994, (Amt) 1997; "in counties," 2062,
2080; "who shall not vote " (Indians) 2164; "regis.
tration of voters," 2197-2199, 2298; "revision of
voters' lists," 2341 (vol. iii).

Indian Lands unsold in Township of Toronto (M. for
List*) 147 (vol. i).

Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals
B. 41 (Mr. Pope) on Amt. (Mr. Mulock) to M. for'
30, 1325 (vol. ii).

Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases Amt. B. 6 (lfe,
Cameron, Euron) on Amt. (Mr. Tupper) 6 m.h., to M.
for 20, 186 (vol. i),

Port Credit Harbor, Repairs to (Ques.) 188 (vol. i).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, memori.

als respecting, on M. for copy, 571 (vol. ).

Forbes, Mr. J. F., Queen's, JV.S.
Allan Steamship Co. and claim of Govt. re .Newfield and

Moravian (Ques.) 148 (vol. i).
Automatic Buoys,eLiverpool Harbor (Ques.) 479 (vol i);

1914 (iii).
Brooklyn, N.S., Breakwater, Wharfage Collections

(Ques.) 478 (vol. i).
Coffin's Island Lighthouse protection (Ques.) 1915 (iii)*
Customs, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 902 (vol. ii).
Custoins Detectives or Police in N. S. (Ques.) 889 (ii).
Fish-ladders in La Have River, N.S. (Ques.) 2239 (iii).
Flour and Cornmeal, increase of duty (Ques.) 148 (i).
Free Fishing to American Fishermen (Ques.) 3321 (iv).
Grant, Alpin, position under Govt. (Ques.) 429 (vol. i).
Hardware and Ry. Supplies, purchase ôf, by Dept. of

Rys. and Canals (M. for Ret.*) 1442 (vol. i).

miPi



INDEX.
PVorbes, Mr. J. P.-Cotinued.

Hardware and Supplies furnished Dept. Marine and
Fisheries at Halifax (M. for Ret*) 533 (vol. i).

Liverpool Harbor, Automatie Buoys (Ques.) 479 (vol. i);
1914 (vol. iii).

Marine Stores, purchase in Halifax (Ques.) 1911 (iii.)
Milliard, Mr., Fines imposed, collection (Ques.) 1211 (ii).
Railway Supplies, purchase in Halifax (Ques.) 1915 (iii)
Rogers' Fish-ladders, purchase or use (Ques.) 3073 (iv).
Rogers, W. H., Fishery Inspector for N. S., breach of

Sawdust Law (M. for Ret.*) 147 (vol. i).
Sawdust in La Have River, N. S. (Ques.) 229 (vol. iii).
Shingle Shavings in the Mersey River (Ques.) 1039 (ii).
Somerville Breakwater, repair of (Ques.) 57 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Oustoms, Dépt. of) 902 (vol ii).
White Point Breakwater, repair of (Ques.) 52 (1).

Fortin, Mr. P., Gasp.
Fishery Bounties, number and amounti

&c. (M. for Stmnt.) 56 (vol. i).
of Claims paid,

Poster, Mr. G. E., King's, NB.
Brewers and Distillers, compensation to, on Amt. to

prop. Res., 243-247 (vol. i).
C, P. R. Resolutions respecting further Loan, on Amt.

(Mr. Cameron, Huron) 2702-2708 (vol. iv).
Can. Tomp. Act, 1878, Pots. respecting (M. for Ret.*)

533 (vol. ).
Can. Tem. Act, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in Com., 957,

960-963, 1046 ; on Amt. (Mr. Townshend) 1051; on
Amt. (.Mr. llickey) to M. for 3°, 1053; in Com., 1058
(vol. ii); on Sen. Amts., 2616, 2650, 2660, 2670 (iv).

Cavalry and Infantry Schools, in Com. of Sup., 2915
(vol. iv.)

Carleton Branch Ry., in Cm. of Sup., 3115 (vol. iv).
Civil Service Acts Amt., B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) on M. to

conc. in Res., 891; in Com. on B., 1112,1114 (vol. ii).
Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 978 (vol. ii).
Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Sup, 919 (vol. ii).
Factories B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amt. to substitute Can.

Temp. Act, to M. for rsmng. adjl. deb. for 2°, 944 (il).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°, 1156-1158; in Com.,
"Iperson " (Indian) 1558 (vol. ii) ; "qualifications in
cities and towns," 1819, 1822-2001 ; "in coun.
ties," 2055, 2037 ; "who shall not vote," 2089,
2098 (vol. iii); Ques. lof Order, 1619 (vol. ii), 1825
(vol. iii); (remarks) 1715 (vol. ii), 2164 (vol. iii).

Liquor License Act, 1883, Boards of Commissioners
under (Ques.) 77 (vol. i).

Liquor License Act, Amt. (B. 58, 10) 170; 20 m., 620
(vol. i).

Liquor License Act, B. 134 (Sir John A. Macdonald)
in Com. 2896 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Civil Govt. (Civil 8ervioe Examiners) 978 ; (Inland Revenue,

contingencies) 919 (vol. ii).
Liguor Liemse Act, conc., 3398 (vol. iv).
Nilitia (Oavalry and Infantry School Corps) 2915 (vol. iv).
Railwmay-apital: Carleton Branch Ry. (purchase of) 3415(!v).

Foster, Mr. G. E.-Continued.
Supreme Court Apellate Juriediction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,

Montmagny) on Amt. (Mr. Ovimet) to M. for 2,
165 (vol. i).

Supreme Court of N. B., causes entered for Argument
(M. for number, &c.) 294 (vol. i).

Volunteers in the N. W. and Intoxicating Liquors
(Ques.) 1131 (vol. ii).

Prohibitory Liquor Law of the N. W. T., relaxation of
provisions (M. for Cor.) 101 (vol. i).

Return Tickets on Govt. Rys., on M. for Rot., 706 (i).
Scott Act Pets. (M. to crase name) 2320 (vol. iii).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to cono. in Res., 3214-
3276, (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard
Tilley) for Com., 535-545 (vol. i) ; in Com. (woollen
fabrics) 800 (vol. ii).

Gault, Mr. M. H., West Montreal.
C. P. R. Employés Relief Ass. incorp. (B. 75, 1*)

313 (vol. i).
Canned Goods, Law respecting (Ques.) 57 (vol. 1).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1120-1124 (vol. ii).
Customs, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 901 (vol. ii).
Disturbance in the N. W., Arme, description of (Ques.)

814; Troops ready to start (remarks) 839 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.

"person " (Chinese) 1582; "qualifications in cities
and towns," 1638 (vol. ii).

Government yards in Montreal (Ques.) 57 (vol. i).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1071 (vol. ii).
Poatmastor Gon, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 904 (vol. ii).
Privilege, Ques. of, personal paragraph in Globe news-

paper (remarks) 49 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Gott. (Oustoms, Dept. of) 901 ; (Postmater Goal., Dept.
of) 904 (vol. ii).

Miscellaneous (Disturbance inthe N.W., vote of S700,O0) 1300
(vol. ii).

Vote of $700,000 for N.W. Troubles, in Com. of Sup.,
1305 (vol. ii).

Ways and Means-in Com. (umbrella and parasol ribs,
&c.) 858 (vol. ii).

Weights and Measures Inspection Acte Amt. B. 118
(Mr. Costigan) on prop. Ras., 835; in Com, on B.,
1673 (vol. ii).

Gigault, Mr. G. A., Rouville.
Billa of Exchange and Promissory Notes Act Amt. (B.

46, 1°) 147 (vol. i).
Bureau of Agriculture, Establishment (Ques.) 76 (i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. (B. 112, 1°) 743 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr, Jamison) on M. for 39

(Amt.) 1062 (vol. ii).
Criminal Laws of Canada, 1869-1871, publication lu

French (Ques.) 246 (vol i).
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INDEX.
Gigault, Mr. G. A.-Continued.

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 20,
1245-1248 (vol. ii) ; "«qualifications in cities and
towns," 1789 (vol. iii).

Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)
in Com., 3400 (vol. iv).

Gillmor, Mr A. H., Charlotte.
Arts, Agricul. and Statistios, in Com. of Sup,, 1033 (ii).
Bridges, Booms, &c., in Nav. Waters B. 101 (Sir Hector

Langevin) on M. for 2°, 893 (vol. ii).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Ait. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 1058 (vol. ii).
Carleton Branch Ry., in Com. of Sup., 3416 (vol. iv.)
Colonial Exhibitions, in Com. of Sup., 1033 (vol ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 20,

1226-1269 ; "person " (indians) 1534, (Chinese)
1585 ; '<qualifications in cities and towns," 1707-
1709 (vol. ii), 1807, 1984, 1990, 1997; "in counties,"
2054, 2060, 2072, 2074I; "who shall not vote"
(Indians) 2114-2116 ; " registration of voters,"
2258 (vol. iii), on Amt. (Mr. Weldon) 3059; on consdn.
of B. (Amt.) neg. (Y. 38 N. 87) 3069 (vol. iv); on
M. that Com. rise, 1437 (vol. ii).

General Inspection Act, 187, Ant. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com. on Ros., 1317 (vol. ii).

. C. R. Free Passes during 1834 (R. for Ret.) 234 (i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2840, 2843 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service, in Com. of Sup., 2951,

2952 (vol. iv).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract, B. 151 (Mr.

Carling) on M. to conc. in Res., 2757 (vol. iv).
Rand's Micmac Dictionary, in Com. of Sup., 3421 (iv).
St. Stephen's, N.B., public buildings, construction of,

(Ques.) 1148 (vol. i).
Settlers in the Maritime Provs. (Ques.) 148 (vol. i).
Subsidies, further, to Rys.B. 158 (Sir fector Langevin) in

Com. on ies., 2918; on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M.
to conc. in les., 3281 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Arts, Agriculture andS tatistics (Qolonial Exhibitions) 1033 (ii).
Immigration, 2840, 2843 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coa.t Service (Lighthouses and Fog Alarms,

construction) 2952; (1faintenance and Repairs. &c.) 2951 (iv).
isodUaneous (Rand's Micmac Indian Dictionary) 3121 (vol. iv).

Public Works-Consld. Fund: Telegraphe, 3420 (vol. iv).
Railways-Capital: Qarleton Branch Ry. (purchase of) 3416 (iv).

Telegraphe, in Com. of Sup., 3420 (vol. iv).
Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 648-656 (vol. i).
Weirs in the County of Charlotte, N.B., Licenses, &c.

(M. for Ret.*) 1444 (vol. ii).

Girouard, Mr. D., Jacques Cartier.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 02 (Mr. Jamieson) on

Sen. Amts., 2668 (vol. iv).
Donsld. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com., 2432-2436 (vol. iii).
Disturbance in the N. W., on Res. (Mr. Blake) want of

confidence, 3128-3154 (vol. iv),

Girouard, Mr. D.-ontinued.
Dom. License Ac, working of, on M. for Cor., 309 (i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"usufructuary," 1446; "tenant," 1480 (vol. ii)
listoires Genealogique des Familles Françaises, 3456

(vol. iv).
La Banque du Peuple (B. 53, 1°*) 170 (vol. i).
Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 3149 (vol. iv).
Privilege, Ques. of, on paragraph in Ottawa Free Press

(remarks) 171 (vol. i); paragraph in Globe (personal
explanation) 3393 (vol. iv) ; paragraph in Montreal
Times (personal explanation) 3161 (vol. iv).

Representation in Parlt. of the N.W.T., on Res. (Mr.
Cameron) in Amt. to Com. of Sap., 3407 (vol. iv).

Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)
on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3267
(vol. iv).

SUPPLY :
Legislation: H. of 0. (inereased expenses under Internat Econ.

Commissioners' Rep.) 3449 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneoua (Histories Genealogique des Familles Françaises)

3456 (vol. iv).

Supreme Court Apellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,
JMontmagny) on M. for 2e, 157 (vol. i).

Ways and Means-on Res. (Mr. Blake) re Disturbance
in N.W., 3128-3154 (vol. iv).

Glen, Mr. P. p., South Ontario.
Ways and Means-in Com. (duck) 809 ; (hoop iron)

807; (steel) 808 (vol. ii).

Gordon, Mr. D. W., Vancouver Island.
Alaska and B. C. Boundary line (M. for copies of Cor.,

&c.) 705 (vol. i).
Chinese Immigration Restriction B. 156 (Mr. Chapleau)

on M. for Com. on Res., 3022 (vol. iv).
Indian Affaire in B. C., Cor. between Govt. of Can.

and B. C., on M. for copies, 870 (vol. ii).
Indian Troubles at Metlakatla, on M. for copies of Cor.,

304 (vol. i).
Privilege, Ques. of, paragraph in Ottawa Free Press, re

Timber Regulations in B.C., 2239 (vol. iii).
Railway Belt on Vancouver Island (Ques.) 290 (vol. i).

Guay, Mr., Levis.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"qualifications in cities and towns," 16.33 (vol. ii).
St. Romuald d'Etchemin, 9tation at (Ques.) 1567 (ii).

Gunn, Mr. A., Kingston.
License Inspectors, pay of, under Act of 1883 (Ques.)

1568 (vol. ii).
Ways and Means-in Com. (glucose syrup) 850-852

(vol. ii) ; (sugar) 3218 (vol. iv).

Hackett, Mr. E., Prince, P.B.I.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

(Ques. of Order) 1431; "qualifications in cities and
towns," 1654-1657 (vol. ii); "who shall not
vote," 2095 (vol. iii); on Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) to M.
for 30, 3054-3056 (vol. iv).
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INDEX.
Hackett, Mr. E.-Continued.

P. E. I. Ry., Cape Traverse Branch, payment of Labor-
ers (M. for copies of Pets., &c.) 142 (vol. i).

Reciprocity with the U. S., on Res. (Mr. Davies) in
Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1001 (vol. ii).

Ways and Means-The Tarif : on M. (Sir Leonard
Tilley) for Com., 687-692 (vol. i).

Winter Cromsing from P.E.I., on M. for copies of Cor.,
63 (vol. i).

H aggart, Mr. J. G., South Lanark.
Dom. Drainage Co.'s (B. 28, 1°*) 88; 2° m., 1007 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Legislation: H. of 0. (Debates, publishing) conc., 3372 (iv),

Hall, Mr. R. N., Sherbrooie.
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tdlley) in Com., 2434, 2138 (vol. iii).
Criminal Law Amt., openings, &c., cut in the Ice B. 22

(Mr. Robertson, Hamilton) in Com. (Amts.) 150 (i).
Fort Macleod Ranch and Tel. Co.'s B. 80 (M. to conc. in

Son. Amts.) 2357 (vol. iii).
Geological Survey of the Dom., Management of (Ques.)

114 (vol. i).
Post Office Savings Bank, Depositors in, on M. for Ret.,

822 (vol. ii).
Richelieu and Ont. Nav. Co.'s B. 61 (Mr. Desjardins)

in Com., 1348 (vol. iii).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2979-2982, 2987 ; on Amt. (Mr.
Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3274 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Dominion Exhibition) 1026 (ii).

H ay, Mr. R., Centre Toronto.
Patent Act., 1872, Amt. (B. 89, 1°*) 362 (vol. i).

Hesson, Mr. S. R., North Perth.
Banking Facilities to Agriculturists B. 36. (Mr. Orton)

on Res. 117 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 1047 (vol. ii).
C. P. R. Res. respecting further Loan (remarks on

adjmt. of deb.) 2643; in Com., 2742, 2750 (vol. iv).
Rts ordered by louse since date of Contract

(M. for Stmnt.) 481, 483 (vol. i).
Trestles and Bridges, number of, on M. for

Stmnt., 111 (vol. i),
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1130 ; (remarks) 1209, (vol. ii).
Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 977, 982 (ii).
Debates, Official Rep. of, on M. to conc. in First Rep.

(remarks) 35 (vol. i).
Dep. Speaker's Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3355,3358 (iv).
Fisheries' Act, extension of, to the N.W. (Ques.) 51 (i).
Fisheries protection in the N.W.(M. for copies of Cor.)

700 (vol, i).e

Hesson, Mr. S. R.-Continued.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Mtacdonald) in Com.,

"farmers' sons," 1595; "actual value," 1599, 1605
(vol. ii), (explanation) 1752; "qualifications in
cit les and towns," 1987; "in counties," 2059, 2081,
2082, 2084, 2085 ; "who shall not vote," (Indians)
2133; "rogistration of votera," 2246, 2283, 2295,
2305, (explanation) 2185, (correction) 2214 ; on Ma.
that Com. rise, 1423, 1497 (vol. ii); 2208 (vol. iii);
(Quzes. of Order) 1494 (vol. ii).

Franchise B. Pets., on genuineness of Signatures
(remarks) 2028 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com., 2552 (vol. iii).

Gold Reserve, Govt., withdrawalP, on M. for copies of
Cor., 353 (vol. i).

Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2835,2836, 2853 (vol. iv).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1072 (vol. ii).
Inland Revenue, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 918 (vol. ii).
Inspection and Supervision of Banks, on Res. (Air.

Casgrain) 83 (vol. i).
Lands in Ry. Belt. in B. C. and Homestead Act (Ques.)

289 (vol. i).
Letter Postage roduction (Ques.) 33; on M. for copies

of Cor., &o., 291 (vol. i).
Liquor License Act, administration of, in Com, of Sup.,

3422 (vol. iv).
N. W. Central Ry., Land grant to, on M. for Com. of

Sup., 3382 (vol. iv).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 3309 (vol. iv).
Printing and printing paper, in Com. of Sup., 2809 (iv).
Richelieu and Ont. Nav. Co.'s B. 61 (Mr. Desjardins) in

Com., 1351 (vol. ii).
SuPLY:

Civil Govt. (Civil Service Examiners) 977, 982; (nland Revenue,
Dept. of, contingencies) 918 (vol. ii).

Collection of Revenues (Post Office) 3309 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2835, 2836, 2853 (vol. iv).
Legislation: Miscellaneous (printing and printing paper, &c.)

2809 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act (Administration o!) 3422 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Deputy Speaker's Salary) 3355, 3358 (vol. iv),

Towels, in Com. on Ways and Means, 858 (vol. ii).
Ways and .Means-The Tariff : on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 747-756 (vol. i); in Com. (towels)
858 (vol. ii).

Weights and Measures Acte Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
on prop. Res., 835; in Com., 1673 (vol. ii).

Rickey, Mr. C. E., Dundas.
Administration of Justice in the N. W. T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) M. to adja. deb. on Amt. (Mr. Millà) to M.
for 3Q, 3431 (vol. iv).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in
Com. (Amts.) 955,956, 959, 963, 1055; on M. for 3°
(Amt.) 1051 (vol. ii); on Son. Amts., 2645, 2650,
2653 (vol. iv).
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INDEX.
Mickey, Mr. C. E.-Continued.

Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, B. 20 (Sir Leonard
Tdlley) in Com., 2437 (vol. iii).

Debates, Official Rep. of, on Ant. (Mr Tassé) to M. to
conc. in Third Rep. of Com. (Amt.) 3369; neg. (Y. 53,
N. 91) 3370 (vol. iv).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,
"actual value," 1600 (vol, ii) ; "qualifications in
cities and towns," 1887-1890, 1989 ; "revision of
votera' lists," 2330 ; "registration of voters " (Amt.)
2279 (vol. iii); (Ques. of Ordeu) 1461 (vol. ii).

Mortuary Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1029 (vol. ii).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Mortuary Statisties) 1029 (ii).
Immigration, 2852 (vol. iv).
Pensions (Veterans of War of 1812) 993 ; conc., 1812 (vol. il)

27r6 (vol. iv).

Volunteers of 1837-38 (Res. recognising services) 37
(vol. i).

Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 1676 (vol. ii).

Hilliard, Mr. G., West Peterborough.
Fisheries protection in the N.W., on M. for copies of

Cor., 702 (vol. i).
Ottawa River Ship Canal, on prop. Res. (Mr. White,

Renfrew) 1224 (vol. ii).

Holton. Mr. E., Chateauguay.
A. B. and C. Batteries, in Com. of Sup., 2914 (vol. iv).
Cherrier, Geo. E., Indian Agent at Caughnawaga, dis-

missal of (M. for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
County Court Judges' Salaries (Ques.) 3073 (vol. iv).
Exchange Bank of Canada, Govt. Claim against

(Ques.) 89; on prop. Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)
368 (vol. i).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.
(M. that Com. rise) 1430 (vol. ii); on M. for consdn.
of B. (Amt.) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3070 (vol. iv).

Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 3346 (vol. iv).
Heney, John, Govt. property occupied by (Ques.)

3426 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Civil Government (Iaterior, Dept. of) 3408 (vol. iv).
Geological Hurvey, 3346 (vol. iv).
Militia (A. B. and C. Batteries, &c.) 2914 (vol. iv).
Public Works-Consolid. Fund: Quebec, 3385 (vol. iv).

Homer, Mr. J. A. R, New Westminster.
Alaska and B. C. boundary line, on M. for copies of

Cor., &c., 705 (vol. i).
C.P. R., Port Moody and Savona's Ferry, extension of

time (Ques.) 146 (vol. i).
Chin se Immigration Restriction B. 156 (Mr. Chapleau)

on M. for Com. on Res., 3022 (vol. iv).
- - Interpreter, in Com. on Res. (Mr. Chapleau)

3024 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"person " (Chinese) 1582 (vol. ii).

Innes, Mr. J., South Wellington.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"qualifications in cities and towns," 1736-1739 (ii);
"registration of voters" (Amt.) 2279 (vol. iii); on
M. for consdn. of B. (Amt.) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87)
8065 (vol. iv).

Mails between Shiloh and Fergus (Ques.) 1211 (vol. ii).
Post Office, in Con. of Sup., 3309 (vol. iv).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2982 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Collection of/Revenues (Post Office) 3309 (vol iv).

Irvine, Mr. D., Carleton, N.B.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Janieson) ir.

Com., 957, 960, 1055 (ii) ; on Sen. Amts., 2674 (iv).
Duties on Hay, Cor. between Canada and U. S. (M. for

copies) 443 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"person " (Indian) 1544 (vol. ii) ; "qualifications in

cities and towns," 1814-1817; "who shall not vote,"
2097 (vol. iii); on M. that Com. rise, 1425 (vol. ii).

Obstructions in Rivers, Cor. between Canada and U. S.
(M. for copies) 443 ; wthdn, 415 (vol. i).

SUPPLY:
Civil Govt. (Postmaster Genl., Dept. of) 904 (vol. ii).

Ways and Neans-in Com. (woollen rags) 784, 786,
792; (woollen fabrics) 800 (vol. ii).

Weighte and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 1672 (vol. ii).

Woodstock, N.B., Public Buildings, Inspector of (Ques.)
606 (vol. i).

Ives, Mr. W. B., Richmond and Wolfe.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson)

on 1°, 449 ; on Ques. to fix day for 2°, 713 (vol. i);
on M. for 2° (Amt.) 951; neg. (Y. 17, N. 109) 954; in
Com., 956; on Amat. (Mr. Burpee) 1048 ; on Amt.
(Mr. fickey) to M. for 3°, 1053; on Amt. (Mr. White,
Cardwell) 1060 (vol. ii).

C. P. R. Resolutions respecting further Loan (speech)
2622-2630 (vol. iv).

Carriers by Land B. 5 (.Mr. Coughlin) on M. tor 20,
284 (vol. i).

Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.
on Res., 280 (vol. i).

Civil Service Examaners, in Com. of Sup., 973 (vol. i).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir

Leonard Tilley) in Com., 2432-2435, (Amt) 2438; on
Order for 3°, 2532 (vol. iii) ; in Com., 2768; (Amt.)
2768 (vol. iv.)

Criminal Law Amt., openings, &c., out in the Ice B. 22
(Mr. Robertson, Hamilton) in Com., 150 (vol. i).

Customs, in Com. of Sup., 3233, 3234 (vol. iv).
Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committees B. 26

(Sir John A. Macdonald) on Res., 72 (vol. i).
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INDEX.
Ives, Mr. W. B.-Contnued.

Disturbance in the N. W., Engagement at Duck Lake,
despatch of Troops (Ques.) 790; (remarks) 815; (per-
sonal explanation) par. in Toronto Globe, 1063 (ii).

Dom. Drainage Co.'s B. 28 (Mr. Haggart) on M. for 2°,
1008; on M. for Com., 1386 (vol. ii).

Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to, on prop. Res.
(Sir Richard Cartwright) 372 (vol. i).

Factories B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amt. to substitute Can.
Temp. Act, to M. for rsmng adjd. deb. for 2°, 940 (ii).

Fort Macleod Ranch and Telegraph Co.'s (B. 80, 1°*)
349 (vol. 1).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,
"qualifications in cities and towns," 1986-1988;
(Ques. of Order) 1794, 2242 (vol. iii).

Inspection and Supervision of Banks, on Res. (Mr. Cas-
grain) 83 (vol, i).

Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in
Com., 2760 (vol. iv).

Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 131 (Sir John A.
Macdonald) on Amt. (Mr. Mulock) to M. for 3°, 2960
(vol. iv).

North Saskatchewan River Improvements, on M. for
Reps., &c., 697 (vol. i).

SUPPLY:
Civil Govt. (Civil Service Examiners) 973 (vol. ii).
Collection of Revenues (Gustoms) 3233, 3231 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2833 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-in Com. (woollen rags) 788 (vol ii).

Jackson, Mr. J., South Norfolk.

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Air. Jamieson) on
Amt. (Mr. White, Cardwell) to M. for 311, 1061 (ii).

Divorce Cases, Evidence in (remarks) 428 (vol. i).
Dredges, Tugs and Scows, building (M. for Ret.) 53 (i).
Dummy Lighthouse Fog-horn (M. for copies of Cor.)

293 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

Com,, 1342; "person" (Indian) 1538; " qualifications
in cities and towns " 17 1'-1715 (vol. ii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com. on Res., 1312 (vol. ii).

Life-saving Service at Port Rowan (M. for copies of
Cor.) 142 (vol. i).

Long Point Fishing Grounds (Ques.) 289 (vol. i).
Mail Bags, furnishing of (Ques.) 961 (vol. ii).
Port .Rowan as a Harbor of Refuge, construction of (M.

for Ret.) 297 (vol. i).
Ports Stanley and Burwell harbors of refuge, on M. for

Ret.r62 (vol. i).
Ways.and Means-The Tariff : on M.(Sir Leonard Tilley)

for Com., 662-666 (vol. i).
Weights add Measures Inspection Act Amt. B. 118,

on prop. Res. (Mr Costigan) 837: in Com., 1672 (ii).

Jamieson, My. J., North Lanark.
Brewers and Distillers, compensation to, on Amt. (Mr.

Fisher) to prop. Res., 252 (vol. i).

Jamieson, Mr. J.-Continued.
Van. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. (B. 92, 10) 448;

(Ques. to fix day for 2°) 713; M. to make B. 2nd
Order of Public Bills and Orders, 714 (vol. i);
2° iM., 949; 2° agreed to (Y. 108, N. 15) 954; in
Com., 955-964; consent of Govt. asked for 30, 1040 ;
30 m., 1045; in Com.. 1017; on Amt. (.Mr Rickey)
1053; on Amt. (MJr. WVhite, Cardwell) 1060; on Amt.
(Mr. Gigault) 1062 (vol. ii) ; Ques. to fic day for
consdn. of Sen. Amts., 2529 (vol. iii) ; M. to diagree
with Sen. Amts., 2644; neg. (Y. 75, N. 84) 2647;
(Ami.) 2648; neg. (Y. 54, N. 108) 2651; (Amt.)
neg. (Y. 75, N.90) 2552; (Amis.) 2653,2655,2657 (iv).

Factory B. 85 (1fr. Bergin) on M. to resume
adjd. deb. for 2Q (Amt.) to substitute Can. Temp.
Act, 940 ; agreed to (Y. 86, N. 62) 948 (vol. ii).

Prohibition of Spirituous Liquors, on prop. Ros. (Mr.
Beaty) M. to pass to Pub. Bills and Orders, 1045 (ii)

Jenkins, Mr. J. T., Queen's, P.E.L
Agricultural Fertilizers B. 122 (Mr. Costigan) in Com.,

2482 (vol. iii).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 1056 (vol.ii); on Sen. Amts., 2655 (vol. iv).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1127 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

Com., 1344 (vol. ii); in Com. "manhood suffrage,"
1981 (vol. iii); on M. for 30 (Amt.) 3053; agreed
to (Y. 114, N. 17) 3062 (vol iv).

Infections and ;Contagious Diseases affecting Animalis
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1080 (vol. ii).

Reciprocity with the U.S., on Res. (Mr. Davies) in
Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1019 (vol. ii).

Lansdowne, Steamer, and communication with P.E.I.
(Ques.) 927 (vol. ii).

Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 1674 (vol. ii).

Winter Crossing from P.E.I., on U. for Cor., 65 (i).

Kaulbach, Mr. C. E., Lunenburg.
Fisheries protection in the N.W., on M. for copies of

Cor., 701 (vol. i).
Privilege, Ques. of, paragraph in Ottawa Free Press, re

N. S. Volunteors, 1094 (vol. ii); (explanation)
vote on Sen. Amts. to Can. Temp. Act, 3073 (vol. iv).

Rogers' Patent Fish-ladder, Cor. and Reps., on M. for
copies, 871 (vol. ii).

Wharves and Docks in navigable Waters B. 18 (Mr.
Tupper) on M. for 2°, 216 (vol. i).

Kilvert, Mr. F. E., Hamilton.
Hamilton, Guelph and Buffalo Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 77,

10*) 313 (vol. i).
Hamilton Provident and Loan Society (B. 114) in

Com., 1352 (vol. ii).
latzfeld Divorce (B. 107, 1- on a div.) 672, 694; 2°

agreed to (Y. 87, N. 40) 694 (vol. i).
Share and Loan Capital of the Hamilton Provident and

Loan Society (B. 114, 10*) 783 (vol. ii).
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INDEX.

King, Mr. G. G., Queen's, N.B.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

2°,1261-1263; in Com. "person " (Indian) 1524 (vol.
ii); "qualifications in cities and towns," 1806; "who
shall not vote " (Indian) 2164; "registration of
voters," 2266, 2285, (Amt.) 2285 (vol. iii).

SUPPLY:

Immigration, 2833 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard
Tilley) for Com., 561-566 (vol. i).

Kinney, Nr. J. R., Yarmouth.
General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Com. on -Res., 1313 (vol. ii).
Windsor Branch ]Ry., O.C., Agreements, &c., respect-

ing (M. for copies*) 533 (vol. i).

Kirk, M. J. A., Guysborough.
Bounty to Fishermen, payment of, in Guysborough,

N.S. (Ques.) 2751 (vol. iv).
Buildings in N.S., in Com. of Sup., 2917 (vol. iv).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, certificates, Liquor sold under,

in N.S. (M for Ret.*) 147 (vol. i).
Coal, purchase of, for Public Buildings, quantity and

value (M. for Stmnt.*) 313 (vol. i).
Dredging, in Com. of Sup., 2921 (vol. iv).
Fish-breeding, in Com. of Sup., 2954 (vol, iv).
Fishery B3unty, distribution, in Com. of Sap., 2956 (iv).
Fishery Protection Steamers, in Com. of Sup., 2956 (iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2°,

1259-1261 (vol. ii); "qualifications in cities and
towns," 1834; "in counties," 2067, 2072, 2078;
"who shall not vote " (Indians) 2166 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com. on Res., 1308, 1312 (vol. ii).

Harbors and Rivers, N.S., in Com. of Sup., 3419 (iv).
Harbors in Guysboro' Co., re-survey of (Ques) 51 (i).
Indians and Half-breeds, Education of, in Man. and the

N.W.T. (M. for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Indian Schools in the N.W. and Man. (Ques.) 568 (i).
Laurie, Maj. Gen., mission of, to the N.W. (Ques.)

2997 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service, in Com. of Sup., 2950,

2952 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act, in Com. of Sup., 3422 (vol. iv).
Military Col. Graduates in the Militia (Ques.) 1040 (ii).
New Harbor and Indian Harbor, N. S., Breakwaters

Engineers' Reps. (M. for copies, &c*) 147 (vol. i).
N. S. Claims for a Subsidy (Ques.) 189 (vol. i).
Port Mulgrave and East Bay, Steamship subvention

in Com. of Sap., 2942 (vol. iv).
Port Mulgrave and Guysborough, Canso and Arichat,

communication between (Ques.) 114 (vol. i).
Port Mulgrave, N.S., as a sub-port (M. for Papers, &c.)

445; (reply) 448 (vol. i).
.Returns, enquiries for, 490, 504, 534 (vol. i).

Kirk, Mr. J. A.-Continued.
Reciprocity with the U.S., on Res. (Mr. Davies) in

Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1011 (vol. ii).
St. Francis Lake, road dyke, in Com. of Sup., 3418 (iv).
Rimouski, steamer, subsidy to (Ques.) 114 (vol. i).
Subsidy to N.S., increase of (Ques.) 567.
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Bector Langevin).

on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res.
(Amt.) 3293; on M. to cono. in Amts. (Amt.) 3400
neg. (Y. 40, N. 83) 3403 (vol4 iv).

SUPPLY:
Canals-Income : Miscellaneous (road dyke, Lake St. Francis)

3418 (vol. iv).
Fisheries (distribution of Bounties) 2956; (Fish-breeding, &c.)

2954 ; (Fishery protection Steamers) 2956 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service, Salaries, &c., 2950, 2952 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act (Administration of) 3422 (vol. iv).
Public Works :-Consolid. Fund : Harbors and Rivera (N. S.)

3419. Income : Buildings (N.S.) 2917; Dredging, 2921. (iv).

Vacancy in a Judicial District, N.S. (Ques.) 2750 (iv).

Kirkpatrick, Hon. G. A., Frontenac.
[&e SPEAKER, Mr.]

Kranz, Mr. H., North Waterloo.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c. B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 2474 (vol. iii).
Brewers and Distillers, compensation to (prop. Res.)

236 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, memorials, &c., respecting (M. for

copies*) 448 (vol. i).
Private Bills, reception of (M. to extend time) 88 (i).

Landerkin, Mr. G., South Grey.
Analysts, Public, Remuneration of, in Com. on Res.,

2542-2546 (vol. ii).
British Medical Acts, Ret. respecting (remarks) 939 (ii).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1108 (vol. ii).
Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup, 973 (vol. ii).
Customs, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 901 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Jlacdonald) on M. for

Com., 1353-1360; "tenant," 1482; "person'
(Indian) 1520, 1539 ; "actual value," 1602 (vol. ii);
"qualifications in cities and towns " (Indians) 1845-
1849, 1985, 1997, (Amt.) 2000, 2021; "qualifications
in counties," 2074; "registration of voters," 2267,
2301; "officers and duties " (Indians) 2385; (pei.
sonal explanation) 2025, 2027 (vol. iii); (Ques. of
Order) 1432 ; on M. to adjn. deb., 1433 (vol. ii); on
ruling of Chairman (remarks) 1798 (vol. iii).

Franchise B. Pets., genuineness of Signatures, on per.
sonal explanation of Mr. McNeill, 2172; (letter read)
2496( vol. iii).

Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 3348 (vol. iv).
Infectious and Contagions Diseases affecting Animals B.

44 (Mr. Pope) on Amt. (Mr. Armstrong) to M. for
3°,y 1333 (vol. ii).
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INDEX.
Landerkin, Xr. G.-Continued.

Inland Revenue, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 917, 919 (ii).
Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 3450 (vol. iv).
Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in

Com. on Res., 1669 (vol. ii).
Liquor License Act, 1883, application for and licenses

granted, &c. (M. for Ret.*) 46 (vol. i).
Liquor License Act, in Con. of Sup., 3421 (vol. iv).
Marine, Dept. of, in Com, of Sup., 906 (vol. ii);
.Parliamentary Companion, in Com. of Sup., 3387 (ii).
Postmaster Genl., Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 902 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Sproule) remarks, 89 (vol. i).
Rys. centreing in Ottawa, boanties granted to (M. for

Ret.) 86 (vol. i).
Rys. in the County of Grey, refund of bonuses to County

Council, &c. (M. for copy of memorial) 58 (vol. i).
Returns, enquiry for, 455 (vol. i), 1205 (vol. ii).
Superintendent of Letter Carriers, in Com. on Res.

(Mr. Chapleau) 272 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Gont. (Customs, Dept. of) 901 ; (Civil Service Board of
Examiners) 973 ; (Inland Revenue, Dept. of, contingencies,
917, 919; (Marine, Dept. of) 906 ; (Postmaster Genl., Dept.
of) 902 (vol. ii).

Oollection ofjRevenue8 (Post Office) 3309 (vol. iv).
Geolog:cal Survey, 3348 (vol. iv).
Legislation: H. of 0. (increased Indemnity to Members) 3450 (iv).
Liquor License Act (Administration of) 3421 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Parliamentary Companion) 3387.

Trutcb, J. W., employment of, by Govt. (Ques.) 744
(vol. i).

Ways and Means-in Com. (woollen fabries) 801 (ii).

Landry, Mr. P. A., Kent, N.B.
Can. Tomp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Con., 962, 1059 (vol. ii).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com. 2436 (vol. iii).
Debates, Official Rep., on Ant. (Mr. Bickey) to M. to

cone. in Third Rep. of Com., 3370 (vol. iv).
Factory B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amt. to substitute Can.

Temp. Act to M. for rsmng. adjd. deb. for 2', 946 (ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"usufructuary," 1449; "person" (Indians) 1554;
(Chinese) 1584, 1588 (vol. ii) ; "qualifications in
cities and towns," 1812; "in counties," 2057I; "who
shall not vote," 2100; (explanation) 2195; "regis-
tration of voters," 2230,2232, 2260 (vol. iii); on Amt.
(Mr. Weldon) to M. for 30, 3058 (vol. iv); on ruling of
Chairman (remarks) 1798 (vol. iii); (Ques. of
Order) 1465 (vol. ii).

Foot and Carriage Bridge on the St. John River (M.
for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).

Richibueto and Kingston Ports, Castoms business (M.
for Ret.*) 1442 (vol. ii).

Short Line ]Ry., Montreal to Atlantic, on Ant. (Mr,
Langelier) to M. to cone. in Res., 3276 (vol. iv).

Subsidies, further, to Rys.B. 158 (Sir MectorLangevin) on
Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res, 3276 (iv).

Landry, Mr. P. A.-ontinued.
SUPPLY:

Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (N. B. and P. E. 1. to
Great Britain, &c.) 3457 (vol. iv).

Winter crossing from P. E. I., on M. for copies of Cor.,
65 (vol. i).

Landry, Mr. P., Montmagny.
Bolduc, Capt., Rosignation of (M. for Rot.) 29 (vol. i).
C. P. R. Short Lino Ry. (M. for copies of O. C., instrue-

tions given, Reports, &c., of Enginers) 33 (vol. i).
Disturbance in the N. W., criticisms of Press as to

cause, and slur upon French mombers commanding
Battalions, 887 (vol. ii).

Drill Shed at Quobec, tenders for construction of (M.
for Ret.*) 533 (vol. i).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,
"4qualiications in citios and towns," 1635, 1637 (i).

Immigration Office (Ques.) employés namos, &c. (M.
for Stmnt.) 30 (vol. iv).

Library and Mr. Bourinot's work (romarks) 40 (i).
Plante, J. B., Claim of (M. for copies*) 147 (vol. i).
Short Lino Ry., Montreal to Atlautic ports, in Com., on

Res., 2978, 2932, 2995 ; on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to
M. to conc. in Res , 3273.

Short Lino Ry., Second Rop. of Mr. Ligh t (Ques.) 1741
(vol. iii).

Short Lino Ry. Survoy from St. Charles (Ques.) 350 (i).
Subsidies to Rys. further B. 1-58 (Sir lector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2978, 2982, 2995; on Amt.(Mr. Lan.
gelier) to M. to conc, in Res., 3273 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY .
Mail Subsid.ies and Steamskip Subventions (1Prance arid QueIbec,

fortniglitly line) 2939 (vol. iv.)

Supromo Court Appollato Jurisdiction (B. 3, 10) 28;
Ordor for 2° read, 102; 2° m., 151; (reply) 167; 2°
nog. (Y. 34, N. 125) 169 (vol. i.)

Supreme Court Appellate Juriediction, limitation (B.
68) M. to introd., 246; 10, 270 (vol. i).

Supreme Court, Judgments rendored by, since ostablish-
ment (M. for copies*) 533 (vol. i.)

Langelier, Mr. F., Mégantic.
Administration of the N.W. in Com. on IRes., (Mr. Caron)

2928, 2934 (vol. iv).
Agricultural Fertilizers B. 122 (Mr. Costigan) on M. for

20, 2477 (vol. iii).
Ammunition, in Com. of Sup., 2903 (vol. iv).
Archives, care of, in Com. of Sap., 1025 (vol. ii).
Bolduc, Capt., Rosignation of, on M. for Rot., 29 (vol. i).
Bras St. Nicholas, deepening of (M. for copies of Pet.*)

312 (vol. i).
Brosseau & Lisabelle, Customs Brokers, fraude, &c., by

(Ques.) 1387 (vol. ii).
Colonial Exhibitions, in Com. of Sup., 1032 (vol. ii).
Culling and Measuring Timber Acts Amt. B. 154 (Mr.

Costigan) in Com., 3043 (vol. iv).
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INDEX,
Langelier, Mr. P.-Continued.

Disturbance in the N. W., funeral expenses of Achille
Blais (Ques.) 2169; pillage of houses of half-breeds
by Volunteers (Ques.) 2169 (vol. iii), 2990 (vol iv).

Fog-horns and letter-box fronts, tenders for (M. for
copies of advertisements, &c.¥) 313 (vol. i).

France and Quebec, Steamship subvention, in Com. of
Sup., 2937-2942 (vol. iv).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for
Com., 1364-1373; in Com., "woman suffrage," 1388;
"usufructuary " 1444, 1446, 1448, 1451, 1452, 1454,
1455, 1457; "tenant," 1475, (Amt.) 1476, 1480;
"qualifications in cities and towns," 1632-1638
(vol. ii), 1984, 1996, 1903-1908; "in coun-
ties," 2064, 2067, 2070, 2394; "registration of
voters," 2185-2190, (Amt.) 2228; "revision of
voters' lists," 2331, 2333, 2342; "appeal," 2365;
"officers and duties," 2388; "offences," 2390 (vol.
iii); on Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) to M. for 3° (Amt.) neg.
(Y. 44, N. 95) 3062; on M. for consdn. of B.
(Amt.) neg. (Y. 41, N. 92) 3063; (Amt.) neg.
çY. 38, N. 87) 3066 (vol. iv).

Govt. Steamers, in Com. of Sup., 2946 (vol. iv).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2816-2818, 2831, 2834,

2837, 2838, 2892 (vol. iv).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Cam., 10ll (vol. ii).
I. C. R., Cost of working, &c., from 1879 to 1884, on

Amt. (Mr. Pope) to M. for Stmnt., 202 (vol. i).
Lavis's patent pole and Militia tents (Ques.) 2029 (iii).
Mortuary Statistics, in Çom. of Sup., 1028 (vol. ii).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract B. 151 (Mr.

Carling) on M. for Com on Res., 2556 ; in Com., 2557
(vol. iii); on M. to receive Rep. of Com. on Res.,
2754 (vol. iv).

Quarantine, in Com. of Sup., 2853 (vol. iv).
Railway from Montreal to the sea-board, on Res. (Mr.

Laurier) 193 (vol. i).
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sap.,

987 (vol. ii).
Seizures by Customs Dept. at Montroal (Ques.) 1387 (ii).
School of Cavalry at Quebec (M. for Papers, &c.) 88 (i).
Simard, Joseph, Rep. recommending payment to Geo.

Lavoie (Mi. for copies*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Lanqevin)

in Com. on Res., 2982, 2986 ; on Ait. (Mr. Laurier)
to M. to cono. in Res., 3259 ; (Amt.) 3266 ; neg. (Y.
39, N. 107) 3289; (Amt.) neg. (Y. 35, N. 101)
3292 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (àArchives, care of) 1025;

(Colonial Exhibitions) 1032 ; (Mortuary Statistics) 1028 (ii).
Immigration, 2816-2818, 2831, 2831, 2837, 2838, 2892 (vol. iv).
Nail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (France and Quebec,

fortnightly lino) 2937, 2942 (vol. iv).
Mfisceltaneoua (Vote of $700,000 for N. W. Troubles) 1304

(vol. ii) ; (Vote of $1,000,000) 2236 (vol. iii).
Militia (Ammunition) 2903 (vol. iv).

Langelier, Mr. F.-Continued.
SurPLY-Continued.

Ocean and River Service (Govt. Steamers) 2946 (vol. iv).
Penitentiaries (St. Vincent de Paul) 987 (vol. ii).
Quarantine, 2853 (vol, iv).

Quebec, advancos on account of Provincial Subsidy
(Ques.) 235 (vol. i).

Vote of $700,000 and $1,000,000 for N. W. Troubles, in
Com. of Sup., 1304 (vol. ii), 2236 (vol. iii).

Langevin, Hon. Sir Hector, Three Rivers.
Adulteration of Food, &c., B. 143 (Mr. Costigan) remu-

neration to Analysts, prop. Res., 2497 (vol. iii).
Agent and contingencies, B.C., in Com. of Sup., 3308

(vol. iv.)
Alaska and B. C. boundary line, on M. for copies of

Cor., &c., 705 (vol. i).
Amherst and P.E.I. Ry. incorp. B., on M. to introduce,

349 (vol. i).
Ascension Day, adjmt. for (M.) 1822 (vol. iii).
Baillairge, G. F., in Com. of Sap., 3350 (vol. iv).
Bank of B. C. (B. 105, 11) 631; 21 m., 894 (vol. ii).
Bankrupt Estates and Official Assignees, on M. for

Ret., 304 (vol. i).
Binkruptcy and Insolvency, Petitions respecting (M.

to ref. to Sel. Com.) 125 (vol. i).
Bayfield, N.S., Breakwater, Extension of (Ans.) 77 (i).
Bolduc, Capt., Rosignation of, on M. for Ret, 29 (vol. i)j
Bridges, Booms, &c., on navigable waters, Act Amt. (B.

101, 1°) 606 (vol. i); 2 m., 893 (vol. ii).
Can. Agricultural Insurance Co., receipts and expendi.

tures of liquidators, &c., on M. for Stmnt., 303 (i).
Can. Southern Ry. Co. and Erie and Niagara Ry. Co.

B. 9 (Mr. Bergin) in Com., 245 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (.Mr. Jamieson) on

M. for 1°, 448 (i); in Com., 955, 960-964, 1046 (ii).
Can. Agent at Paris, appointment of, on M. for Papers,

931 (vol. ii).
C. P. R. Extension to Canadian ports on the Atlantic,

Vernon Smith's Rep., on M. for copies, 294 (vol. i).
Land grant accepted. by Co., number of acres

(Stmnt.) 862 (vol. ii).
.-- North Shore Ry., subsidy to, on M. for copies of

Cor., 43 (vol. i).
Short Line Ry., on M. for O. C., instructions

given, Reports, &c., of Engineers, 33, 39 (vol. i).
Cape St. Ignace, Station at (Ans.) 246 (vol. i).
Cape Tormentine Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 2917 (iv).
Cascumpec Harbor Improvements (Ans.) 479 (vol. i).
Charlottetown Public Buildings, construction of (Ans.)

2359 (vol. iii).
Chenevert, J. A., cmployment of, in Public Works

Dept. (Ans.) 429 (vol. i).
Church Point and Trout Cove Piers, Engineers' Rep.,

on M. for copy, 54 (vol. i).
Chinese Commission, in Com. of Sup., 3387,3421; cono.,

8396 (vol. iv).
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INDEX.
Langevin, Hon Sir Hector-ontinued.

Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,
1102, 1104, 1118, 1128 (vol. ii).

Court of Claims for Canada (B. 93, 10) 449 (vol. i);
prop. Res., 777 (vol.ii); M. to dschg. Order, 2439 (iii).

Collins, J. E., sums paid to, for services, on M. for Ret.,
700 (vol. i).

Commercial Relations between France and Canada, on
M. for copies of Cor., 831 (vol. ii).

Commercial Treaty with Jamaica (Ans.) 2854 (vol. iv).
Consolid. Ry. Act., 1879, Amt. B. 111 (Mr. Mulock) on

10, 743 (vol. i).
Cornwall Public Buildings (Ans.) 2997 (vol. iv).
Coste, Louis and Eugène, employment of (Ans.) 1131

(vol. ii).
County Court Judges, Man.(B.162) prop. Res.,3395 (iv).
Customs and Excise Receipts for June (Ans.) 3073 (iv).
Debates, Official lRep., on M. to conc. in Third Rep. of

Com., on Amt. (Mr. Wood, Brockvîlle) 3361; in Com.
of Sup., 2765 (vol. iv).

Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committees, on M. to
appoint Malachy Daly, Esq., 72 (vol. i).

Disturbance in the N. W., Jackson, Mr., communica-
tions from, re ialf-breed Claims (Ans.) 3426 (vol. iv).

Murder of Payne and Applegarth and rising of
Stoney Indians, 859 (vol. ii).

on adjmt. (remarks) 3160, 3212 (vol. iv).
Prisoners held for trial (remarks) on M. for

Com. of Sup., 3441 (vol. iv).
- - Stoney Indian rising (Stmnt.) 886 (vol. ii).
-- Telegraphic communication west of Winnipeg

(remarks) 839 (vol. ii).
Dredges, Tugs and Scows, building of, on M. for Ret.,

53; (remarks) 56 (vol. i).
Dredging, in Com. of Sup., 2921; conc., 2923 (vol. iv).
Dry Docks, encouragement of construction (B. 108,

1?) 693 (vol. i); 2° m., 894 (vol. ii):
Dundas and Waterloo Road (B. 120) prop. Res. and M.

for Com., 451 (vol. i); Res. conc. in and 1°* of B., 892
(vol. ii); M. to dschg. Order, 2396 (vol. iii).

Dundas Public Buildings, erection of (Ans.) 290 (i).
Easter, adjmt. for (M.) 888 (vol. ii).
Esquimalt Graving Dock, length of (Ans.) 743; sub-

stitution of granite for sandstone (Ans.) 743 (vol. i);
in Com. of Sup., 2916 (vol. iv).

Expiring Laws continuation (B. 165 1*,) 20*, in Com.
and 3°*, 3458 (vol. iv).

Factory B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on M. for 20 (M. to adjn.
deb.) 886 (vol. ii).

France and Quebec, Steamship subvention, in Com. of
Sup., 2937 (vol. iv).

Franchise B. 103 (sir John A. .Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°, 1137; on M. for
Com. (remarks) 1385 (vol. ii); "qualifications in
counties," 2085 ; on personal explanation of «MIr.
Milla, 2140; "registration of voters," 2299; on Ms.
that Oom. rise, 1528 (vol. ii), 2137 (vol. iii).

Langevin, Hon. Sir Hector-Continued.
Franchise B. Pets., on genuineness of Signatures

(remarks) 2028 (vol. iii).
Govt. Business (Ms. to sit on Saturdays) 3246, 3459

(vol. iv).
Govt. Officials in the N.W., names, &c., on M. for Ret.,

66 (vol. i).
Govt. Rights to Water Lots on Rivera (Ans.) 2238

(vol. iii).
Govt. Yards in Montreal (Ans.) 57 (vol. i).
Guerin, Mr., Rep. of Survey of Improvments on the

Ottawa Riv., 1040 (vol. ii).
Ralf-breed Claims, communication from Mr. Jackson,

(Ans.) 3426 (vol. iv).
Harbor Commissionors at Three Rivers (B. 150) Govt.

Loan, prop. Res., 2497 (vol. iii).
Harbors in Guysborough Co., re-survey (Ans.) 51 (i).
Hatzfeld Divorce B. 107 (Mr. Kilvert) on 10, 672 (i).
H1igh Commissioner, in Com. of Sup., 3386 (vol. iv).
H istoire Genealogique dos Familles Françaises, in Com.

of Sup., 3455 (vol. iv).
House of Commons Commissionors' Rep. re Staff

(Ans.) 2750 (vol. iv).
Immigrant Buildings at Lôvis, construction of (Ana.)

89 (vol i).
Immigrant Sheds at Medicine Hat, construction of

(Ans.) 351 (vol. i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2819 (vol. iv).
Indian Troubles at Metlakatla, on M. for copies of Cor.,

304 (vol. i).
Inspector of Public Works, Rot. rospecting (Ans.)

606 (vol. i).
Internal Economy Commission, incroased expenses of,

in Com. of Sap, 3149 (vol. iv).
Land and Cable Telegraphsr, in Com. of Sap., 3307 (iv).
Land grants to Railways in the N. W. (B. 147) prop.

Res., 2440; in Com. on Res., 2483, 2488, 2517, 2518,
2521; M. to conc. in Res., 2533 (vol. iii); 2° m.,
2770; in Com., 2855 (vol. iv).

Library of Parlt B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on
prop. Res., 1660 (vol. ii); in Com., 2759-2761 (iv).

Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 58 (Mr. Foster) on
M. for 2° (M. to adjn. deb.) 620 (vol. i).

Longueuil and Lévis Ry., Survey of (Ans.) 429 (vol. i).
Man. and North-Western Ry. Co., Land grants to, 2517,

2518 (vol. iii).
Man. Indian Agency, management of, on M. for copy

of Rep. made by Govt. Commission, 62 (vol. i).
Man. Judiciary (B. 162) prop. Res., 3395 (vol. iv).
Mattawa, Mountain Rapids and Long Sault, Improve.

monts (Ans.) 1040 (vol. ii).
Military Storehouses in Quebec, lease (Ques.) 1039 (ii).
Militia Act, 1883, Amt. B. 152 (Mr. Caron) on M. for

20, 3045 ; in Com., 3046 (vol. iv).
McCarthy, C., Public Works Dept., Saperannuation of

(Ans.) 2530 (vol. iii).
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McIsaac's Pond as a harbor of refuge (Ans.) 36 (vol. i).
Mounted Police Barracks at Fort Macleod, in Com. of

Sap., 3387 (vol. iv).
Napanee Public Buildings (Ans.) 77 (vol. i)
Northern and Pacific .unction Ry. and the C.P.R.

(Ans.) 57 (vol. i).
North Saskatchewan River Improvements, on M. for

copy of Reps., &c., 696 (vol. i).
North-Western Coal and Nav. Ry. Co., Land grants to,

in Com. on Res., 2483-2488 (vol. iii).
Official Arbitrators, Legislation respecting (Ans.) 88 (i).
Optional Subjects, in Com. of Sup., 3411 (vol. iv).
Ottawa River Ship Canal, on prop. Res. (.Mr. White,

.Renfrew) 1225 (vol. ii).
Ottawa River Survey and Exploration (Ans.) 131 (i).
Farliamentary Companion, in Com. of Sup., 3387 (iv).
Penitentiaries Rep. (presented) 28 (vol. i).
Petitions, on presentation of (remarks) 1892 (vol. iii).
Port Arthur Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 2916 (vol. iv).
Postmaster, Assistant, at Ottawa, Allowance to, on

conc., 3397 (vol. iv).
Portage la Prairie and Lake of the W oods Ry. and Nav.

Co.'s B. 63 (Mr. Watson) on M. to refer back Rep. of
Sel. Standing Com. on Rys., &c., 713 (vol. i).

Port Credit Ilarbor, R apairs to (Ans.) 188 (vol. i).
Port Rowan Harbor of Refuge, on M. for Ret., 299 (i).
Post Office at village of Montmagny (Ans.) 246 (vol.i).
Printing and Advertising, Ret. (remarks) 28 (vol. i).
Private Bills, Reception of Reps. (M. to extend time)

1094 (vol. ii).
Publie Works, Deptil. Rep. (presented) 28 (vol. i).
Qu'Appelle and Long Lake and Saskatchewan Ry. and

Stmbt. Co., Land grants to, in Com. on Res., 2521 (iii).
Ry. from Montreal to the sea-board, on Res. (Mr.

Laurier) 189, 193; (M. to adjn. deb.) 200 (vol. i).
Rys. in the Co. of Grey, Refund of bonuses to Co.

Council, &c., on M. for copy of memorial, 59 (vol. i).
Real Property in the N.W.T. (B. 109, 10*) 742 (vol.i).
Red Point Harbor Breakwater (Ans.) 1039 (vol. ii).
Representation in Parlt. of the N.W.T., on Res. (Mr.

Cameron, Buron) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 3405 (iv).
Representation in Parlt. of the N. W.T. B. 45 (Mr.

Cameron, Buron) on M. for 2° (M. to adjn. deb.) 495 (i).
Return, imperfect (remarks) 101 (vol. i), 1386 (vol. ii);

on enquiries for (remarks) 363, 455 (i), 3395 (iv).
Riel, Louis, employment of, by Govt. (Ans.) 743 (vol. i).
Richelieu and Ont. Nav. Co.'s B. 61 (Mr. Desjardins) in

Com., 1352 (vol. ii).
Roads and Bridges, in Com. of Sap., 3420 (vol. iv).
St. Peter and St. Paul, adjmt. for (M.) 2889 (vol. iv).
St. Thomas, Public Buildings at, amount expended, on

M. for Ret., 80 (vol. i).
Sable Island telegraphie communication (Ans.) 57 (i).
Sec. of State, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 3350 (vol. iv).
Select Standing Com. on Rys., Canals and Telegraph

Lines (M. to add name of Mr. Bain) 125 (vol. i).

Langevin, Hon. Sir Hector-Continued.
Sittings of the House (M. for two sittings on each day)

3459 (vol. iv).
Short Line .Ry. See "Subsidies."
Short Line Ry., Plans, Reps., &o. (Ans.) 246 (vol. i).
Somerville, N.S., Breakwater, repair of (Ans.) 57 (i).
Statistics relating to the Public Service (Ans.) 2854 (iv).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. (B. 158) M. for Com. on Res.,

2971-2974; in Com. on Res., 2975-2977, 2986, 2989,
2994-2996; on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. to conc. in
Res., 3250, 3257-3259; 19* of B., 3293; 2° m. and in
Com., 3380, 3399-3401 ; on Amt. (Mr. Kirk) to M. to
conc. in Amts., 3401 (vol. iv).

Superior Court of Quebec (prop. Res.) 3293 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Civil Govt. (Justice, Dept. of) 898 (vol. ii); (Optional Subjects)
3411 (vol. iv); Public Works, Dept. of) 911, suppl., 3448
(vol. iv), (contingencies) 921 (vol. ii) ; (Sec. of State, Dept.
of) 3350 (vol. iv).

Collection of Revenues: Post Office (allowance to Asst. Post-
master at Ottawa) cone., 3397; Public Works (Agent and

contingencies, B.C.) 3308; Repairs, &c. (Harbors and Blides)
3307; (Land and Cable Telegraphs) 3307 ; (Telegraph and
Signal Service) 3307; (Telegraph Lines, B. C.) 3307 (vol. iv).

Immigration, 2819 (vol. iv).
Legislation: H. of C. (Debates, publishing) conc., 2765 (vol. iv);

(increased Expenses under Rep. of Internai Economy Com-

mission) 3419 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (France and Quebec,

fortnightly line) 2937 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Chinese Commission) 3421, 3387, conc., 3396;

(Histoire;Genéalogique des Familles Françaises) 3455; (Mount-
ed Police Barracks at Fort Macleod) 3387; (Parliamentary
Companion) 3387 (vol. iv).

Penitentiaries: St. Vincent de Paul (payment to G. F. Baillairge)
3350 (vol. iv).

Pensions (Veterans of 1812) conc., 2765 (vol. iv).
Public Works-Capital: B. C. (Esquimalt Graving Dock)

2916 ; Ottawa (additional buildings) 2916 ; Port Arthur (con.
struction of harbor) 2916. Consolid. Pund: Buildings (Ont.)
3385; Hsrbors and rivers (N. 8.) 3409, (N. W.) 3420, (Ont.)
3386, (Quebec) 3385, 3419; Miscellaneous (High Commissioner)
3386; Roads and Bridges, 3120 ; Telegrapha, 3386, 3420.
Income: Buildings (Man.) 2919, (N. B.) 2918, (N. S.) 2917,
(N. W. T.) 299, 3452, (Ont.) 2918, (P. E. I.) 2918, (Quebec)
2918, (Repairs, &c.) 2919; Dredging, 2922, conc, 2923;
Harbors and Rivera (Man.) 2921, (Mar.Provs. generally) 2923,
(N. B.) 2920, (Ont.) 2920, 3433, (P. E. I.) 2919, (Quebec)
2920; Telegrapha, 2922 (vol. iv).

Telegraph and Signal Service in B.C. (Ans.) 743 (vol. i).
and Signal Service, in Com. of Sup., 3307 (iv).

Telegraphs, in Com. of Sup., 2922, 3386, 3420 (vol. iv).
Telegraph System in Cape Breton, Extension of (Ans.)

78 (vol. i).

Translation of Hansard and Votes and Proceedings (re-

marks) 594 (vol. i).
Three Rivers Harbor Commissoners' Loan B. 150 (Mr.

Bowell) in Com. on Res., 2555 (vol. iii), 2935 (iv).
Trutch, J. W., employment of, by Govt. (Ans.) 744 (i).
Ventilation of the Chamber (remarks) 2676 (vol iv)
Veterans of 1812, in Com. of Sap., 2765 (vol. iv).
Water Lots in N.S., application for (Ans.) 429 (vol. i).
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White Point, N. S., Breakwater, repair of (Ans.) 52 (i).
Winnipeg and Prince Albert Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. 82

(Mr. Cameron, Victoria) on M. for 2°, 428 (vol. i).
Woodstock, N.B., Public Buildings, Inspector of (Ans).

606 (vol. i).
Wharves on P.E.I., grant for construction, &c. (Ans.)

351 (vol. i).
Wood supplies for Govt. Buildings, Ottawa (Ans.) 429

(vol. i), 1387 (vol. ii).

Laurier, Hon. W., East Quebec.
Can. Agent at Paris, appointment of, on M. for Papers,

982 (vol. ii).
C. P. R. Extension to Canadian ports on the Atlantic

(Ques.) 290; Vernon Smith's Rep., on M. for copies,
294; St. Martin's Junction to Quebec (M. for copies
of Cor.*) 533 (vol. i).

-- North Shore Line, Subsidy to (M. for copies of
Cor., &c.) 41 (vol. i).

-- Res. respecting further Loan, on M. to conc. in
Res. (Amt.) 2863; neg. (Y. 55, N. 89) 2864 (vol. iv).

-- Short Line Ry., Montreal to the Atlantic, on M.
for Reps. of Govt. Engineers, &c., 39 (vol. i).

Chenevert, J. A., employment of, by Public Works
Dept. (Ques.) 429 (vol. i).

Commercial relations between France (and Canada, on
M. for copies of Cor., 831 (vol. ii).

Commercial Treaty with Jamaica (Ques.) 2854 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N. W., on Res. (Mr. Blake) want of

confidence, 3119-3128; on M. to adjn. deb., 3212 (iv).
-- Prisoners held for Trial (remarks) on M. for

Com. of Sup., 3440 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2',

1167; (Amt.) 1171; neg. (Y. 54, N, 86) 1204; in
Com., "usufructuary," 1445, 1446, 1448, 1451, 1454,
1455, 1456; "tenant," 1480; "actual value," 1596,
1604; "parish," 1593; "qualifications in cities
and towns," 1626-1629 (ii), 1984 (iii) ; on Amt. (Mr.
McIntyre) to M. for 3° 3057 ; on Amt. (Mr. Fisher)
to M. for consdn. of B., 3070 (vol. iv) ; (Ques. of
Order) 1510, 1619; on M. that Com, rise, 1424
(vol. ii).

Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1067 (vol. ii).

Land Grant and Land Grant Bonds to Rys. in Man. and
N.W., on M. for Ret., 96 (vol. i).

Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in
Com., 2761; on M. for 3° (Amt.) neg. (Y. 51, N. 65)
2763 (vol. iv).

Meredith, Chief Justice, resignation of (M. for copy)
43 (vol. i).

Nav. of River St, Lawrence B. 159 (Mr. McLelan) on
Order for 2°, 3436 (vol. iv).

North Shore Ry., purchase of, by Govt. (Ques.) 189 (i).
Ry. from Montreal to the sea-board (Res.) 189 (vol. i).
Return, enquiry for, 895 (vol. ii).

7

Laurier, Hon. W.-Continued.
Riel, Treatment of, in Prison (remarks) 2357 (vol. iii).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com., 2976, 2986, 2991; on M. to conc. in Res.,
3250; (Amt.) 3257; in Com on B., 3399 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Legislation : H. of 0. (Debates, publishing) conc., 3373 (vol. iv).

Supreme Court Appellate Juriadiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,
Montmagny) on Amt. (Mr. Ouimet) to M. for 2", 167 (i).

Ways and Means-on Res. (Mr. Blake) re Disturbance in
the N.W., 3119-3128; on M. to adju. deb., 3212 (iv).

Lesage, Mr. C. A., Dorchester.
C. P. R. Extension to Canadian porta on the Atlantic,

Vornon Smith's Rop. (M. for copies) 294 (vol. i).
- - Short Lino Ry. from Montreal to the Atlantic

(M. for Reps. of Govt. Engineers, &c.) 38 (i).
Etchemin River Lino, Survey of (Ques.) 350 (vol. i).
Subsidios, further, to Rys. B. 158 (&Sr iRector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2992-2994; (Amt.) 3289; neg.
(Y. 36, N. 101) 3292 (vol. iv).

Short Lino Ry., Mr. Wicksteed's Rp. (Ques.) 1744 (iii).

Lister, Mr. J. F., West Lamlbton.
Bonuses to Rys. in Ont., Pets. for relief of, on M. for

copies, 357 (vol. i).
Brandon, Postmaster at, Salary and Allowances (Ques.)

2029 (vol. iii).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) on M.

for 3°, 1301; (Amt.) neg. (Y. 57, N. 103) 1303 (ii).
Cornwall Public Buildings (Ques.) 2997 (vol. iv).
Coste,Louis an 3 Eugène, employment of(Ques.) 1131(ii).
Disturbanco in the N.W., Trial oflRiel (Ques.) 2358 (iii).
Dom. License Act, working of, on M. for Cor., 309 (i).
Dumont, Extradition of (Ques.) 2358 (vol. iii).
Exchange Bank, Govt. Advancos to, on prop. Res.

(Sir Richard Cartieright) 390 (vol. i).
Fishing Licenses, Lake Erie, names of persons granted

(M. for Rot.) 964 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°, 1150-1153; on M.
for Com., 1344-1347, 1352; "qualifications in cities
and towns," 1732-1736 (vol. ii), 1860-1864; (Indians)
2009-2012; "qualifications in counties," 2066, 2070,
2075; "who shall net vote," 2088, (Indians) 2153-
2155; "registration of voters," 2264, 2283, 2286,
2316; "revision of voters' lists," 2324, 2338, 2343 ;
"general provisions," 2344; "appeal," 2364;
"officers and duties " (Indians) 2371 ; on consdn. of
B. (Amt.) 3066 (vol. iv).

Indian Superintendents, office of (Ques.) 88 (vol. i).
Infections and Contagions Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1082, 1084 (vol. ii).
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases Amt. B. 6 (Mr.

Cameron, Buron) on Amt. (Mr. Tupper) 6 m. h., to
M. for 2*, 184 (vol. i).

License Commissioners in Basez (Ques.) 606 (vol. i).
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Maritime Court of Ont. Extension of Jurisdiction B.
11 (Mr. Allen) on M. for 20, 128 (vol. i).

Moody, John, employment of (Ques.) 148 (vol. i).
Northerly and Westerly Boundaries of Ont., proceed-

ings, moneys paid, &c. (M. for Ret.) 210 (vol. i.)
Personal Explanation, re statement made by Min. of

Marine (remarks) 693 (vol. i).
Rys. in the Co. of Grey, refund of bonuses to Co.

Couneil, &c., on M. for copy of memorial, 59 (vol. i).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. Municipalities, memo-

rials respecting, on M. for copy, 585 (vol. i).
Squatters in the Qu'Appelle Valley (M. for Ret.) 205 (i).
Steamboat Inspection Act, 1882, Amt. B. 133 (Mr.

McLelan) on prop. Res., 1279 (vol. ii).
SUPPLY:

fisheries (Fish-breeding, &c.) 2953 (vol. iv).
Militia (Ammunition) 2905; (Clothing and Great Coats) 2908;

(Drill Pay, &e.) 2910 (vol. iv).

Watson, Ebenezer, of Sarnia, office of (Ques.) 188 (i).

Macdonald, Mr. A. C., King's, P.E..
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 1047; (Amt.) 1062 (vol. ii).
Criminal Law Amt., openings, &c., cut in the bIe, B. 22

(MKr. Robertson, Hamilton) on Amt. (Mr. Rall) 150 (i).
Factory B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on A mt. to substitute Can.

Temp. Act to M. for rsmng. adjd. deb. for 2, 944, (ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"qualifications in cities and towns " (Amt.) 1623 (vol.
ii); telegram read re election in P.E.I., 1903 (iii);
on Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) to M. for 30, 3054 (iv).

Post Office Savings Bank, Depositors in, on M. for Ret.,
822 (vol. ii).

Red Point Harbor Breakwater (Ques.) 1039 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Public Works-lncome: P.E.I., 2918 (vol. iv).

Weights and Measures Act Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 1674 (vol. ii).

Weight and Measurement of Root Crops (M. for copies
of Cor.*) 201 (vol. i)

Winter Crossing fron P.E.I. (M. for copies of Cor.)
62 (vol. i).

Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A., Carleton, Ont.
Accommodation for Members (remarks) 49 (vol. i).
Address, on The, 19; M. for Com. to draft, 27; draft

Rep., 27; His Excell. reply, 113 (vol. i).
Administration of Justice in the N.W.T. (B. 141, 1°*)

2345 (vol. iii); in Coin., 2962, 2967; on Amt. (Mr.
Mfills) to M. for 30, 3002, 3427 (vol. iv).

Administration of Oaths of Office (B. 1, 1°*) 1 (vol. i).
Administration of the N.W.T. (Mr. Caron) in Com. on

Res. (Amt.) 2934 (vol. iv).
Advances to Provinces B. 7 (Sir Leonard TZlley) on M.

to introd., 32 (vol. i).
Agricultural Fertilizers B. 122 (M. to transfer to Govt.

Orders) 1320 (vol. ii).

Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Continued.
American Engineers' visit to N.S., in Com. of Sup., 3457

(vol. iv).
Analysts, Public, remuneration of, in Com. on Res.,

2546 (vol. iii).
André, Father, Letter from, in 1883 (Ans.) 3425 (iv).
Annunciation Day, adjmt. for (M.) 714 (vol. i).
Archives, care of, in Com. of Sup., 1024 (vol. ii).
Ash Wednesday, adjmt. for (M.) 125 (vol. i).
Banking Facilities for Agriculturists B. 36 (Mr. Orton)

on Res., 120 (vol. i).
Bankruptcy or Insolvency (M. for Sp. Com.) 47;

Pets. respecting (M. to refer to Sp. Com.) 125 (vol. i).
Bell and Kavanagh Land Claims, on M. for copies of

O.C., &c., 481 (vol. i).
Benson, Mr., M.P., Death of (remarks) 2357 (vol. iii).
Better Preservation of the Peace Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr.

Caron) in Com., 2825, 2827 (vol. iv).
Bonuses to Rys. by Ont. Legislature (remarks) on M.

for Com. of Sap., 3446 (vol. iv).
Boundary between Ont. and Man. (Ans.) 51 (i).
B.C. Penitentiary, suspension of Rules, on M. for copies

of Cor., 824; in Com. of Sup., 990 (vol. ii).
British Medical Acts Return (remarks) 939 (vol. ii).
Bureau of Agriculture, Establishment of (Ans.) 76 (i).
Business of the Session (remarks) 211 (vol. i); (M.) to

meet at 1 o'clock, 1744 (vol. iii).
Cabinet Representation for B.C. (Ans.) 235 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. (Ans.) 363 (vol i).

Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on ques. to fix
day for 2, 713 ; procedure, 714 (vol. i); (Ans.)
to fix day for consdn. of Sen. Amts., 2530 (vol. iii);
on Sen. Amts., 2645, 2650, 2652-2656 (vol. iv).

-- Druggists' Licenses (Ans.) 1306 (ii).
---- Expenses of prosecutions under (Ans.) 1306 (ii);

3320 (vol. iv).
Can. Contingent for the Soudan (Ans.) 568 (vol. i).
C. P. R. Agreement by Co. to Terms of Resolution

(Ans.) 1915 (vol. iii).
Change in existing arrangements (Ans.) 695

(vol. i), 1744 (vol. iii).
- - Co.'s Acts Amt. B. 153 (Mr. Pope) prop. Res.

2420 (vol. iii); in Com., 3032 (vol. iv).
-- Debt, floating and unsecured (Ans.) 219 (i).

Extension of, to Quebec (Ans.) 291 (vol. i).
-- Length of gaps (explanation) 838 (vol. ii).

-- Forty Mile Belt in B.C. (Memo. read) 1983 (iii).
Govt. Mortgage, changes (Ans.) 36 (vol. i).
lomesteads within Ry. Belt (Ans.) 567 (vol. i).

-- Land Area in the 48-mile belt accepted by Co.
(Stmnt.) 782 (vol. ii).

-- Land Grant accepted by Co., number of acres
(Ans.) 568, 741 (vol. i).

- Land rejected by Co. in Ry. Belt (Stmnt.) 965;
(Ans.) 927 (vol. ii).

-- Legislation respecting (Ans.) 57 (vol. i.)
Payment of Interest by Co. (Ans.) 1677 (vol. ii).
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C. P. R. Proposals by Co. (remarks) 746 (vol. i).
- - Relief of, by Govt. (Ans.) 350 (vol. i).
- - Res. respecting further Loan (romarks) on

adjmt. of deb., 2643 ; in Com., 2724, 2725, 2727, 2729-
2731, 2733, 2734, 2737-2741, 2743-2747, 2862 ; on
M. to roc. Rep. of Coim. (AM t.) 2S5 (vol. iv.)

Timber dues to Govt. by Co. (Ans.) 479 (vol. i).
Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2535-2539

(vol. iii).
Capital Account Expenditure, on M. for Sto t., 46 (i).
Cape Breton Island Claims under terns of Confedera.

tion, on prop. Res. (Mr. Cameron, Inverness) 615 (i).
Carlton, Evacuation of, Rep. (Ans.) 1567 (vol. ii).
Carriers by Land B. 5 (Mr. Coughlin) on M. for 2<, 102

(vol. i).
Carriers by Land B. 13 (Mr. McCarthy) on M. for 2°,

254 (vol. i).
Census of the N.W.T., &c., B. 21 (Mr. Pope) in Com.

on Res.,75 ;in Com. on B,, 171; on Amt. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) to recom., 214 (vol. i).

Central Prison of Ont. Acts Amt. (B. 129, 1°*) 1226
(vol. ii) ; 2° m., 2402 (vol. iii).

Chinese Commissioners' Rep. (Ans.) 29 ; on prosenta-
tion (remarks) 236 (vol. i).

Chinese Immigration Restriction B., notice of Res.,
2497 (vol. iii).

Civil Service B. (Ans.) 28 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1097 ; on Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) 3 m. h., to M. for 30,
1284 (vol. ii).

Clark, G.M.K., suins paid, on M. for Rot., 697 (vol. i).
Clothing and Great Coats, in Com. of Sup., 2909 (iv),
Colonisation Co.'s modification of a,.>rooment (Ans.)

1678 (vol. ii), 2241 (vol. iii).
Commercial Bank of Windsor B. 117 (Sir Leonard Tdley)

(remarks) 1671 (vol. ii).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com., 2430 (vol. iii).
Consolidn. of the Statutes, Rep. of Commissioners (pre-

sented) 32 (vol. Q.
Contingencies, Deptl., in Com. of Sup., 915 (vol. ii).
Corpus Christi, adjmt. for (M.) 2301 (vol. iii).
Copyright, Law of, on prop. Res. (Mr. Edgar) 713 (i).
County Court Judges, Man. (B. 162) in Com. on Res.,

3435, 3436 (vol. iv).
County Court Judges' Salaries (Ans.) 3073 (vol. iv).
Crozier, Supt., Rep. of, re Indian sympathy with ialf-

breeds, 3425 (vol. iv).
Debates, Official Rep., in Com. of Sup., 991 (vol. ii) ; on

Amt. (Mr. Wood, Brockville) to M. to conc. in Third
Rep. of Com., 8363 (vol. iv).

Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Coms. (B. 26) prop.
Res., 67; on Amt. (Mr. Bla/e) to appoint Sel. Com.
to rep. to House, 70; on Amt. (Mr. Mills) 72; on
Ques. of Order, 73; 20 and in Com., 175; 3° on a
a div., 212 (vol. i).

Deputy Speaker (M.) appointing Malachy Daly, Esq.,
72 (vol. i); Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3351, 3353 (iv).

Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Cntinued.
Dewdney, Gov., communications from (Ans.) 3425 (iv).
Disputed Boundaries of Ont., Imperial Logislation

(Ans.) 2854 (vol. iv),
Disturbance in the N. W. (Ans.) 693, 714 (vol. i),

7S3; (romarks) 1832 (vol. ii).
- - André, Father, letter from (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).
- - Assistanco to families of Militiamen, 894 (ii).

Assistance to Settlers (Ins.) 2854 (vol. iv).
- - Civil Service Volunteers (Ans,) 3043 (iv).

Claims, &c., of Half-breeda (Ans.) 1474 (vol. ii).
--- Compensation for losses (Ans.) 3321 (vol. iv).

Crowfoot, communication from (read) 1038 (ii).
--- Crozior, Supt., Rop. of, re Indian sympathy with

Ialf-breeds (Ans.) 3425 (vol, iv).
-Dewdney, Lieut.-Gov., communications with

Govt. (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).
-- Duck Lako, Engagement at (Tels. read) 790

(vol. ii); Rep. of Fight (Ans.) 1743 (vol. iii).
-- Dumas, Michol, appointment as farm in-
structor (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).

Expensoe B. 129 (Mr. Bowell) in Com., 2856 (iv).
-- Fort Pitt Disastor, confirmation of news, 1281;
(Tel. read) 1301 (vol. ii).

Frog Lake, Massacre at (Stmnt.) 994 (vol. ii).
- - Govt. officials in tho N.W., communications

with (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).
-- Grandin, Bishop, communications from (Ans.)

3321, 3423 (vol. iv).
- - Half-breed grievances (Mr. Blake) 2040-2042

(vol. iii).
ffalf-breed Commission (letter read from Mr.

Street) 1607; work of(remarks) 1566, 2169 (ii).
-- Imp. Govt., commn. with (Ans.) 1744 (vol. iii).

-- Indemnity to Membors in the field, on prop. M.
(Mfr. White, Cardwell) 812 (vol. ii).

Indians at Fort Qu'Appolle,loyalty of (Tel.road)
1320 (vol. ii).

-Isbester, James, appointment as far instractor
(Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).

- Mounted Police Officors, Reps. from, of Engage-
ments (Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).

- - on Amt. (-Mr. Blakce) to M. for Com. on Ways
and Means, 761-765 (vol. i).

- - on further information (remarks) 745, 813 (ii).
Poundmaker, Skirmish with, Tel. from Herch-

mer (read) 1649 (vol. ii).
Prisoners held for Trial, 3443 (vol. iv).
Prisoners surrendered by Poundmaker (Ans.)

2065 (vol. iii).
Raid on louses at Battleford, 889 (vol. ii).
Relief of destitute families (remarks) 3321 (iv).

- Religious Rites refused prisoners 2998 (vol. iv).
IRes. (Mr. Blake) want of confidence (reply)

3110-3119 (vol. iv).
-- Rewards for Bravery (Ans.) 2359 (vol. iii).

Riel's proposal to accept money (Ans.) 3426 (iv)
Riel, Trial of (Ans.) 2358 (vol. iii).
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- - Stoney Indian rising (Stmnt.) 863 (vol. ii).

-- Volunteers, recognition of Services of (Ans.)
2029 (vol. iii); prop. Res., 3321 (vol. iv).

Divorce Court, creation of a (Ans.) 77 (vol. i).
Dom. and Prov. Franchises, despatch from Mr. Fielding

(Ans.) 2170 (vol. iii).
Dom. Day, Sitting of the House on (A ns.) 2773 (vol. iv).
Dom. Drainage Co.'s B. 28 (Mr. lHaggart) on M. for 20,

1007; on M. for Com., 1386 (vol. ii).
Dom. Lands, frands in Dept. (Ans.) 1915, 2170 (vol. iii).

Dumont's lot on Saskatchewan (Ans.) 2029
(vol. iii).

in B. C., Timber dues (Ans.) 2240 (vol. iii).
Revenue for 7 months 1884-85 (Ans.) 290 (i).
Sales, receipts on account (Ans.) 2854 (vol. iv).

Dom. Police, in Com. of Sap., 985 (vol. ii).
Dorchester Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 989 (vol. ii).
Damas, Michel, appointment as farm instructor (Ans.)

3425 (vol. iv).
Duck Lake Engagement, Rep. of (Ans.) 1567 (ii).
Dumont, Extradition of (Ans.) 2358 (vol. iii).
Dynamite, Legislation respecting (Ans.) 57 (vol. i).
Euater, adjmt. for (Ans.) 713 (vol. i).
Edmonton and Saskatchewan Colon. Co.'s Township

Surveys (Ans.) 2171 (vol. iii).
Election Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 3452 (vol. iv).
Etchemin River Line, Survey of (Ans.) 350 (vol. i).
Exchange Bank, Claims ugainst (Ans.) 89; Advances

to, on prop. Res. (Sir .Richard Cartwright) 393(vol. i).
Expenditure on Qapital Account, on M. for Stmnt., 46 (i).
Explosive Substances (B. 95, 1°*) 545 (vol. i); 29 m.,

893; in Com., 1167; 30 m., 1335 (vol. ii).
Evangelical Lutheran Church of Can. B. 60 (Mr.

McCarthy) in Com., 693 (vol. i).
Fabre, Mr., salary and contingencies, in Com. of Sup.,

3244 (vol. iv).
Factory B. (Ans.) 29 (vol. i).
Federation of the Empire, proposals for (Ans.) 51 (i).
Finance Minister, Health of (Ans.) 2497 (vol. iii).
Fish taken in the Miramichi, on M. for Ret., 295 (i).
Flag Treaty between U.S. and Spain, on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 221 (vol. i).
Fishery Arrangements with U.S. (remarks) 2890 (iv).
Franchise (B. 103, 10) 629 (vol. i); Order for 2° read

(remarks) 1095; 2° m., 1133; in Com., 1385;
"Iwoman suffrage, 1388, 1458; "owner," 1444, 1445,
1449, 1452, 1453, 1457; "tenant," 1475, 1481;
"occupant," 1483 ; "person " (Indians) 1484, 1486,
1487, 1489, 1563, 1574 (vol. ii), 2023 (vol. iii) ;
(Chinese) 1582, 1558; "farm," 1591; " parish,"
1593; " farmers' sons," 1594; " aetual value,"
1596, 1600 (vol. ii), " qualifications in cities
and towns," 1745, 1932, 1937,1983-1988, 1992-2003,
2757-2759 (vol. iv) ; "qualifications in counties,"
2053, 2060, 2062, 2064, 2065, 2079, 2080, 2394;
on disqualifying revising barristers, 2086 (vol. iii);
" who shall not vote " (Indians) 2104, (Amts.)

Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Continued.
2139 ; "registration of voters," 2172, 2177- 2180,
2228, 2231, 2241, 2244, 2269, 2273, 2279.-2294, 2300,
2310-2319; revision of voters' lists," 2321, 2326-
2335, 2339-2345, "general provisions," 2344,
2351, 2353-2356; "appeal," 2360-2365, 2395;
"officers and duties " (Indians) 2370, 2373,
2388, 2389 ; "offences," 2390 ; "farm," 2393
(vol. iii); " preamble," 2758; M. to refer back
to Com., 3051 ; in Com., 3052; on Amt. (Mr. Mc-
intyre) to M. for 30,3056; "remuneration of revising
officers, &c.,") prop. Res., 2420 (vol. iii); on Amt. (Mr.
Weldon) 3059 (vol. iv); on procedure, 1470; on Mr.
Trow's pair with Mr. Williams (remarks) 1470; on
taking up items consecutively (remarks) 1471 (vol.
ii) ; on Ms. that Com, rise, 2137, 2207 (vol. iii); on
Ques. of Order, appeal from Chair to House, 1510,
1512, 1513 (voi. ii); on Ques. of Order, 1825, 1969,
2143 ; on personal explanation of Mr. Mills, 2140;
(remarks) 2146, 2160 (vol. iii).

Franchise B. Pets., on genuineness of Signatures
(remarks) 2026, 2028, 2496 ((vol. iii).

French Half-breeds at St. Laurent, Claims of (Ans.)
2358 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com. on Res., 1316, 1319 (vol. ii).

Geological Survey, Management of (Ans.) 114 (i).
Govt. Agents in the N.W.T., Fees from Settlers (Ans.)

2170 (vol. iii).
Govt. Business (Ms.) to take in Thursdays, 451 (vol i);

Wednesdays, 965; Mondays, 1336 (vol. ii); Satur-
days, 1824 (vol iii), 2676; (remarks) 3293 (vol. iv).

Govt. Loan B. 145 (Mr. Bowell) in Com., 2464; on M.
to conc. in ]Res., 2525 (vol. iii).

Govt, Officials in the N. W., communications from
(Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).

Grandin, Bishop, commn. from (Ans.) 3423 (iv).
G. T. R. Returns, on enquiry respecting (remarks) 662

(vol. i); 964 (vol. ii).
-- Stockholders, Ret. respecting (remarks) 28,

101, 113, 350, 566 (vol. i); Ans. of Mr. Hickson
(Ans.) 927, 1094, 1278 (vol. ii); (remarks) 2210
(iii) ; enforcement of Order of House, 3426 (iv).

Rivière du Loup Branch, Sale of (Ans.) 1039 (ii).
Guns used in fightwith Poundmaker (Ans.) 2170 (iii).
Half-breed Minors, Man., Claims ofunenumerated (Ans.)

1743 (vol. iii).
Half-breed Commission, information respecting (Ans.)

1567, 1607 (vol. ii); Claims recognized and rejected
(Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii).

Hlalf-breed Indian Reserves and Homesteads (Ans.)
1567 (vol. ii).

Plots on the Saskatchewan (Ans.) 1567 (vol. ii).
Scrip (Ans.) 1914 (vol. iii).

-- Settlement of Claims (Ans.) 1567 (vol. ii).
--- Settlement, undisturbed occupation (Ans.) 1567

(vol. ii).
Romesteads within Ry. Bolt (Ans.) 479 (vol. i).
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Horses for Troops in N.W., purchase of (Ans.) 1306 (ii).
Hudson Bay Expedition, in Com. of Sup., 3245 (iv).
Hughes, D. J., Official conduct of (Ans.) 77; on M. for

Ret., 98 (vol. i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2841, 2846 (vol. iv).
Indemnity to Members, increased, in Con. of Sup., 3450.
Indian Advancement Act, application of (Ans.) 77 (i).
Indian Affairs, Dept. of, Rep. (presented) 28 (vol. i);

in Com. of Sup., 901 (vol. ii).
Indian Reserve, Victoria Arm, B.C. (Ans.) 1211 (ii).
Indian Schools in the N.W. and Man. (Ans.) 568 (i).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 867 (vol. ii) ; 3243, 3314-3320,

3341, 3392, 3393; conc., 2922, 3373 (vol. iv).
Indian Superintendents, office of (Ans.) 88 (vol. i).
Indian Titles in Ont. acquired by Govt. (Ans.) 632 (i).
Infectious and Contagions Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1065 (vol. ii).
Insolvent Debtors, distribution of Assets prov. B. 4 (M.

to transfer to Govt. Orders) 1280 (vol. ii).
Insolvency, on ques. as to Legislation (remarks) 1038

(vol. ii).
Inspection and Supervision of Banks, on Ras. (Mr. Cas-

grain) 85 (vol. i).
I. C. R., in Com. of Sup., 3296, 3297 (vol. iv).
Interior, Dept. of, Rep. (presented) 28 (vol. ï); in Com.

of Sup., 915, 968-973 (vol. ii), 2764 (vol. iv).
International Ferries B. 17 (Mr. Patterson, Essex) on

M. for 20, 254 (vol. i).
Isbester, J., appointment as farm instructor (Ans.)

3425 (vol. iv).
Jamaica, Trade relations with (Ans.) 429 (vol. j).
Judges in N.B., appointment for year's circuit (Ans.)

568 (vol. i).
Judicial Reform in the N.W.T., petitions, &. (Ans.)

1306 (vol. ii).
Justice, Penitentiaries Branch, in Com. of Sup., 914 (ii).
Kingston Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 985 (vol. ii).
Land Board at Winnipeg, in Com. of Sup., 3345 (vol. iv).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. (B. 147) prop. Res.,

782 (vol. ii); 2443-2445, 2503 (vol. iii) ; on Amt.
(Mr. Blake) to M. for 3°, 2891, 2894 (vol. iv).

Lands in Ry. Belt in B.C., and Homestead Act (Ans.)
289 (vol. i).

Law Reports, Ont., in Com. of Sup., 3351 (vol. iv).
Lebel, Antoine, Indian Agent, acting without sureties

(Ans.) 1211 (vol. ii).
Librarian of Parliament, office of (Ans.) 41 (vol. i).
Library of Parl. Joint Com. (M. for Mess. to Son.) 36

(vol. i).
Library of Parlt. (B. 139) prop. Res., 1659, 1661 ; in

Com.,1668-1670; 2° m., 2402 (iii) ; in Com.,2760 (iv).
Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2796 (vol. iv).
Lieut.-Gov. of N.B. (Ans.) 362 (vol. i).
Lieut.-Gov. of Quebec, Oath of Office (Ans.) 479 (vol. i).
Lingan Mines, C. B., aiding civil power at, in Com. of

Sap., 3452 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Ac, 1883, Amt. B. 58 (Mr. Poster) on

M. for 2°, 621 (vol. i).

Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Continued.
Liquor Licons Act, 1883, on prop. Res. (Mr. Cameron,

Huron) 1211; on M. to conc. in Res.(remarks)1226(i).
--- (B. 134, 1°) 1281 (vol. ii); 2° m., 2400 (vol. iii);

in Com., 2768, 2894, 2897; on Amt. (Mr. Mulock) to
M. for 30, 2959 (vol. iv).
-- Boards of Commissioners under (Ans.) 77 (i).

Constitutionality of (Ans.) 429 (vol. i).
- Putting in force, in Com. of Sup., 3244 (vol. iv).

Regulations directing License Fund under
(Ans.) 76 (vol. i).
- Suprome Court Judgment (Ans.) 29 (vol. i).

Loan of £4,000,000 recontly effected (Ans.) 2998 (iv).
Losses and Expenses through Troubles in the N.W.T.,

in Com. of Sup., 3454 (vol. iv).
McLeod, N., Superannuation of (Ans.) 2530 (vol. iii).
McManus, C., gratuity to widow of, in Com. of Sup.,3350

(vol. iv).
Man., Claim for a Subsidy (Ans.) 188 (vol. i).
Man. Claimis Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for

Com. on Res., 2780-2783 (explanation)'2785; in Com.,
2791, 2794, 2824, 3047-3050 (vol. iv).

Man. Half-breod Minors, Claims preferred and rejected
(Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii); temporarily absent (Ans.)
1-43 (vol. iii).

Man. Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 989 (vol. ii).
Man. South-Western Colon. Ry. Co., Land grants to, in

Com. on Res., 2503 (vol. iii).
Marine, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 908 (vol. ii).
Maritime Court of Ont., Extension of Jurisdiction B. Il

(Mr. Allen) on M. for 20, 129, 131; on Order for
Com., 215; in Com., 496 (vol. i).

Members' Indemnity, paynents to those absent through
sickness (Ans.) i473 (vol. iv).

Meredith, Çhief Justice, resignation of, on M. for copy,
43 (vol. i).

Messages from His Ex.: Ane. to Address, 113 (i).
--- Claims of Man., 202 (vol. i).

Internal Economy Commission, 40 (vol. i).
Pets., Res., &c., on Bankruptcy, 101 (vol. i).
Thanks of Queen for condolence on Death of

Duke of Albany, 32 (vol. i).
Washington Treaty, Fishery Clauses, Cor. and

Papers, 3232 (vol. iv).
Meeting of the House, irregularity (remarks) 2996 (iv).
Minister of Interior, absence of (Ans.) 964 (vol. ii).
Minister of Rys., office of (Ans.) 41, 52 (vol. i).
Model Farm, Establishment, in Com. of Sup., 3153 (iv).
Morgan, Il. J., payments to, by Govt. for services, on

M. for Stmnt., 120 (vol. i); for "Annual Rogister,"
in Com. of Sup., 3351 (vol. iv).

Morgan, J. HI., Services as Forestry Commissionor
(Ans.) 77 (vol. i).

Mounted Police Barracks, Tenders or (Ans.) 351 (vol.
i); in Ccm. of Sap., 3244 (vol. iv).

Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 3243, 3392 (vol. iv).
-- Recruits (Stmnt. of number, and horses pur-
chased) 1607; (remarks) 1566 (vol. ii).
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Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Continued.

N. S. Rys., Consolid. and completion (Ans.) 2530 (iii).
North Shore Ry., purchase of, by Govt. (Ans.) 189 (vol.

i); use of by C. P. R. (Ans.) 1915 (vol. ii).
N. W. Mounted Police Augmentation (B. 144) prop.

Res., 994 (vol. ii); in Com. on Res., 2402; M. to conc.
in Res., 2421, 2426, 2428; Res. cone. in and 10* of
B., 2430 (vol. iii); 2 in, 270; 30 m., 2820 (vol. iv).

- - (B. 140, 1?*) 1670 (vol. ii); 20 m, 2772; 3° m.,

2822 (vol. iv).
Commissioners' Rep. (Ans.) 2359 (vol. ii); (pre-

sented) 2820 (voh iv).
-- Increase of force (Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii).

- - Offieers Reps. of Engagements (Ques.) 3425 (iv).
N. W., Papers respecting (Ans.) 2358 (vol. iii).
Oaths of Office (B. 1, 10*) 1 (vol. i).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract B. 151 (Mr.

Carling) on M. for Com. on Res., 2556 (vol. iii); M.
to receive Rep. of Com. on Res., 2753; on M. to
conc. in Res., 2756 (vol. iv).

Offences against the Person (assault and battery) Act
Amt. B. 42 (Mr.Tupper) on M.for 2° (M. to adjn. deb.)
219 (vol. i).

Offences against the Person Act Amt. (B. 123, 1°*) 1037
(vol. ii); on 30 (remarks) 2768 (vol. iv).

Ontario's Boundaries, Legislation respecting (Ans ) 51,
115, 567 (vol. i), 2998, 3321 (vol. iv).

-- on M. for copies of O.C.'s Imp., Can. or Provl.,
52 (vol. i).

Ontario's Claims to country north of height of land and
south of Hudson's Bay, &c. (Ans.) 51 (vol. i).

Ontario, Northern Boundary of, Res. of Govt. (Ans.)
1133 (vol. ii).

Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. 64 (01r. McCarthy) on M.
for 2°, 628 (vol. i).

Patents issued to Settlers, Prince Albert (Ans.) 964 (i).
Payment of Deptl. Clerks, delay in (Ans.) 2170 (iii).
Pensions, New Militia cone. 2765 (vol. iv).
Permits granted in Territory awarded Ont. (Ans.) 115

(vol. i).
Petitions, on presentation of (remarks and rule read)

1891-1894 (vol. iii).
St. Laurent Settlement, Plans and Surveys, Receipt

of (Ans.) 2358 (vol. iii).
Preservation of the Peace in the vicinity of Public

Works Act Amt. (B. 131, 1°*) 1278 (vol. ii).
Prince Albert Colonization Co.'s Township Surveys

(Ans.) 2170 (vol. iii).
Printing and Printing Paper, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2803,

2805 (vol. iv).
Privilege, Ques. of, Disturbance in the N.W., on article

in Hamilton Spectator, 813 (vol. ii).
on article in Toronto News : French aggression,

&c. (remarks) 1679 (vol. ii).
- on paragraph in Free Press (remarks) 171 (i).

Privy Council Office, in Com. of Sup., 899; contingen-
oies, 914 (vol. ii).

Prorogation (Ans.) 3473 (vol. iv).

Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Continued.
Provincial Leg., compilation of Cor., &., conc., 3434(iv).
Provincial Rys. taken over by Govt. (Ans.) 188 (vol. i).
Qu'Appelle Valley Farming Co.'s agreement (Ans.)

816 (vol. ii).
Queen's Birthday, adjmt. for (M.) 2030 (vol. iii).
Ry. Belt on Vancouver Island (Ans.) 290 (vol. i).
Ry. from Montreal to the sea-board, on Res. (Mr.Laurier)

199 (vol. i).
Rys. and Canals, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 914 (vol. ii).
Rys. centreing in Ottawa, on M. for Ret. (M. to adjn.

deb.) 88 (vol. i).
Relief of distress in N.W.T., in Com. of Sup., 3455 (iv).
Representation of the N.W.T. in Parlt. B. 45 (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) on M. for 2>, 362 (vol. i).
Representation of the N.W.T. in Parlt., on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 293 (vol. i).
Returns, on enquiries for (remarks) 427 (vol. i), 966,

1038, 1132, 1167, 1209 (vol. ii), 2936 (vol. iv).
-- Preparations of, in Com. of Sup., 3245 (vol. iv).

Return Tickets on Govt. Rys., on M. for Ret., 707 (i).
Revised Statutes of Canada B. 130 (M. to dschg. Order)

2402 (vol. iii).
Richelieu Navigation Co.'s B. 61 (Mr. Desjardins) on

prop. Amt. (remarks) 1210 (vol. ii).
Rideau Canal, increase of water supply, in Com. of Sup.,

3313 (vol. iv).
Riel's proposal to accept money (Ans.) 3426 (vol. iv).
Riel, Treatment of, in prison (remarks) 2357 (vol. iii).
Roundhouse at Selkirk erected on private property

issue of Patent (Ans.) 2030, 2171 (vol. iii).
Royal Military College, in Com. of Sup., 2914 (vol. iv).
St. Clair Ranch Co., Rents paid, &c. (Ans.) 2240 (iii).
St. George's Day, on M. for adjmt., 1305 (vol. ii).
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Cam. of Sup., 986-

989 (vol. ii).
Salaries, H. of C., in Com. of Sup., 991 (vol. ii).
Salaries of Ministers (Ans.) 3073 (vol. iv).
Schmidt, Louis, and others, of Prince Albert District,

employment of, by Govt. (Ans.) 1915 (vol. iii).
Seduction, &c., punishment of, B. 27 (Mr. Charlton) on

M. for 20, 619 (vol. i).
Settlers' Claims, Prince Albert District (Ans.) 1567 (ii).
Settlement of Claims of Man. half-breed Minors (Ans.)

1743 (vol. iii).
Settlement of Settlers Claims at Prince Albert, &o.

(Ans.) 2358 (vol. iii).
Select Standing Coms. (M.) 2; M. for Sp. Com. to pre-

pare Lists, 27; Committees appointed and Lists pre-
pared (presented) 80; conc. in, 32 (vol. i).

Short Line Ry., Engineers' Reps. (Ans.) 429 (vol. i).
Govt. Grants to (Ans.) 1678 (vol. ii).
Plans and Reps. (Ans.) 479, 567 (vol. i).

--- Rep. of Mr. Wicksteed (Ans.) 1744 (vol. iii).
2nd Rep. of Mr. Light (Ans.) 1744 (vol. iii).
from Montreal to Atlantic, in Com. on Res.,

2977; (Amt.) 2982 (vol. iv)
Short Lino Survey from St. Charles (Ans.) 350 (vol. i).

liv
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Maodonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Continued.

Simpeon, G. A., Govt. Land Agent (Ans.) 57 (vol. i).
Speech from the Throne, consideration of (M.) 2.
Squatters in the Qu'Appelle Valley, on M. for Rot., 205

(vol. i).
Standing Committees, non.summoning of, for organiza-

tion (remarks) 67 (vol. i).
on Colonization and Immigration (M.) to add.

Messrs. Baker,Vic., and Jackson to Com., 299 (vol. i).
Stationery used in H. of C., Expense of (Ans.) 290

(vol. i).
Statutes of Canada Consolidation (B. 130, 1°) 1226

(vol. ii).
- Revision of, Commissioners' Rep. (M.) to conc.

in Mess. from Sen., 777 (vol. ii).
Distribution of (Ans.) 568 (vol. i).

Stipendiary Magistrates in N.W.T., in Com. of Sup.,
3448 (vol. iv).

Subsidies, further, to Rys. (B. 158) prop. Res., 2531
(vol. iii) ; in Com. on Res., 2977 ; (Amt.) 2982; in
Com. on B., 3380 (vol. iv).

Sunday Excursions, prohibition B. 19 (Mr. Charlton)
on M. for 20, 266 (vol. i).

Superintendents of Letter Carriers, in Com. on Res.
(Mr. Chapleau) 271 (vol. i).

Superior Court of Qao., Chief Justice of (Ans ) 429 (i).
Superior Court Judges, Que. (B. 161), prop. Res., 3375;

in Com. and 1* of B., 3395 (vol. iv).
Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,

Montmagny) on M. for 2°, 163 (vol. i).
Surveys and Explorations in the N.W. (Ans.') 2129 (iii).
Surveys and Plans of. Battleford and Edmonton (Ans.)

2357 (vol. iii).
Sutherland, Dr., payment to, in Com. of Sup., 3351 (iv).
SUPPLY:

Administration of Justice, 985 (vol. ii), 3448 (vol. iv).
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Archives, care of) 102 (vol. ii).
Canals-Capital: Repairs, &c. (Trent Riv. Nav.) 3312. Income:

Rideau Canal (increase of water supply) 3313 (vol. iv).
Civil Govt. (Indian Affairs, Dept. of) 901, contingencies, 915;

(laterior, Dept. of) 968, 973, contingencies, 915 (vol. ii),
conc., 2764 (vol. iv); (Justice, Penitentiaries Branch) 914 ;
(Marine, Dept. of) 908 ; (Privy Conncil Office) 899, contin-
gencies, 914 ; (Railways and Canals, Dept. of) 914 (vol. ii).

Dominion Lands-Income (Land Board at Winnipeg) 3345 (iv).
Dominion Police, 985 (vol. ii), suppl., 3350 (vol. iv).
Indians (Assistance to Institutions) 3392 ; (B.0C ) 3314 ; (Grant

to supplmt. Fund) 3242; (Industrial Schools at Qu'Appelle
and High River) conc., 2922 ; (Man. and N W.T.) 3314, 3317-
3320, 3341, conc., 3373 ; (N.S.) 3243; (N.W.T., to complete
service) 3393 (vol. iv).

Legialation: H. of C.(Debates, publiahing) 991 (vol. ii) ; (Election
Expenses) 3452 (vol. iv); (Increased indemnity to Members)
3450 (vol. iv); (Salaries) 991 (vol. ii). Miscellaneous (Library,
Salaries, &c.) 2796; (Printing and printing paper, &c.) 2803,
2805 (vol. iv).

M&ilitia (Aiding civil power at Lingan Mines, C.B.) 3452 ; (Cloth-
ing and Great Coats) 2909; (Royal Mil. Coll.) 2914 (vol. iv).

Miscellaneous (American Engineers' Visit to N S.) 3457 ; (Dep.
Speaker'a Salary) 3351, 3353 ; (Establiahment of a Model
Farm) 3453; (Fabre, Mr., salary and contingeucies) 3244 ;
(Hudson Bay Expedition) 3245; (Losses and Expenses through
Troubles in N. W. T. (3454 ; (Liquor License Act, putting
in force of) 3244 ; (Mounted Police Barracks) 3244 ;

Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Contined.
SUPPLY-ContinUed.

(Ontario Law Reports) 3351; (Payment to H. 1. Morgan for
"IAnnual Register ") 3351; (Provincial Legislation, compila-
tion of Cor., &c ) conc., 3434 ; (Relief of Distress in N.W.T.)
3455; (Returus, preparation of) 3245; (Transport of fatmi-
lies from Oka to Township of Gibson, Indian Reserve) 3457
(vol. iv) ; (Vote of $1,000,000) cono., 2237 (vol. iii).

Immigration, 2841, 2846 (vol. iv).
N. W. Mounted Police, 3243 ; suppl., 3392 (vol. iv).
Penitentiaries : B,C., 990 ; Dorchester, 989; Kingston, 985 (vol.

ii), (gratuity to widow of McManus) 3350 ; (vol. lv); Mani-
toba, 989 (vol. ii), (payment ta Dr. Sutherland) 3351 (vol.
iv); St. Vincent de Paul, 986-989 (vol. ii).

Pensions (New Militia) conc., 2765 (vol. iv) ; (Veterans of War
of 1812) 992 (vol. ii).

Rys.-Capital: I. C. R. (miscellaneous works) 3296, 3297 (iv).

Timber Licenses issued since 1882 in N.W.T., &c. (Ans.)
863 (vol. ii).

Timber Limits in Territories awarded Ont., 115 (vol. i).
Trade Relations between Canada and U.S. (Ans.) 1387.

(vol. ii); with Jamaica (Ans.) 429 (vol. i).
Transport of families from Oka to Township of Gibson,

Indian Roserve, in Com. of Suip., 3457 (vol. iv).
Treasury Board, Constitution of, B. 104 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) on 10, 630 (vol. i); in Com., 1670 (vol. ii).
Treaty Negotiations hy Sir A. Shon (Ans.) 1387 (vol. ii).
Trent Riv. N:v., in Crn. of Su p., 3312 (vol. iv).

Vacancy in a Judicial District, N.S. (Ans.) 2750 (vol. iv).
Veterans of War of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 992 (vol. ii).
Volunteers on Active Service, increase of pay of (Ans.)

2170 (vol. iii).
Volunteers in the N.W., recognition of Services (Ans.)

1566 (vol. ii) ; M. for Com. on Res., 3376; in Com.,
3377-3380; on Amt. (Mr. Watson) to M. to conce
in Res., 3380-; 1°* of B., 3380 (vol. iv).

Volunteers of 1837-38, on Res. recognizing Services,
38 (vol. i).

Vote for relief of Settlers in the N.W. (Ans.) 1744 (iii).
Vote to Genl. Middleton (notice) 3457 (vol. iv).
Washington Treaty, Termination of Fishory Clauses

(remarks) 2559 (vol. iii), 2773, 2899, 2901, 3075; on
M. for Com. of Sup. (reply) to Mr. Weldon, 3330-
3333 (vol. iv).

Watson, Ebenczer, of Sarnia, office of (Ans.) 188 (i).
Ways and Me&ns-The Tariff : on lRes. (Mr. Blake)

re Disturbance in the N. W., in Arnt. to Com.
761 (vol. i), 3110-3119 (vol. iv) ; (personal expla.
nation) re workingrmen of Montreal, 521; (remarks)
as to time for coneluding deb., 662 (vol. i); in Com.
(whiskey) 3226; Excise Duties, 3295 (iv).

Wharves and Docks in Navigable Waters B. 18 (Mr.
Turper) on M. for 20, 216 (vol. i).

Writ for Lévis County, issue of (Ans.) 633; (remarks)
661 (vol. i).

Mackenzie, Hon. A., East York.
Administration of the N. W., in Com. on Res. (Mr.

Caron) 2927, 2930, 2932 (vol. iv).
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Bankruptcy or Insolvency, on M. (Sir John A. Mac.
donald) for Sp. Com., 48 (vol. i).

Bank of Ipper Canada, Stmnts. respecting (Ques.)
112 (voL i).

Bridges, Booms, &c., in Nav. Waters B. 101 (Sir Rector
Langevin) on M. for 2°, 893 (vol. ii).

Business of the House, on M. to meet at 1 o'clock,
1745 (vol. iii).

C. P. R. Trestles and Bridges, number of, on M. for
Stmnt., 111 (vol. i).

-- Section B., Engineers' Reports on re-measure-
ment and re-classification, on M. for copies, 123 (i).

Section B, Judge Clark' Rop. on Award to
Contractors, on M. for copy, 133 (vol. i).

Census of the N.W. B. 21 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 172 (i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.

en Res., 280 (vol. i).
Clark, G. M. K., sumas paid to, on M. for Ret., 698 (i).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com., 2434 (vol. iii).
Calling and Measuring Timber Acta Amt. B. 154 (Mr.

Costigan) in Com., 3045 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N.W., Stoney Indian rising (re-

marks) 863 (vol. ii).
Dom. Lands sold or leased for timber, logs, staves,

cordwood, &c. (M. for Stmnt.*) 40 (vol. i).
Evangelical Lutheran Church of Can. B. 60 (Mr. Mc

Carthy) in Com., 693 (voL i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Ques. of

Order, appeal from Chair to fHouse, 1510 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. Pets,, presentation of (remarks) 2024 (iii).
General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Com. on Res., 1310 (vol. ii).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1070 (vol. ii).
Inspectors of Publie Works Rot. (Ques.) 606 (vol. i).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for

Com. on Res., 2776; (Ques. of Order) 2786 (vol. iv).
Man. Indian Agency, management of, on M. for copy

of Rep. made by Govt. Commiision, 62 (vol. i).
Meeting of the House, irregularity of time, 2997 (iv).
North Saskatchewan River Improvements, on M. for

copies of Reps., &c., 697 (vol. i). .
Privilege, Ques. of, on paragraph in Globe newspaper,

reflecting on Mr. Galt (remarks) 49 (vol. i).
Protestant Volunteers in the 65th Battalion (remarks)

on newspaper paragraph, 2998 (vol. iv).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. Municipalities, memo.

rials respecting, on M. for copy, 571 (vol. i).
St. Thomas Public Buildings, amount expended, on M.

for Ret., 81 (vol. i).
SUPPLY.:

Canal&-Capital: Repairs, &c. (Williamsburg) 3301; (Welland)
3202 (vol. iv).

Civil Govt. (Militia, Dept. of) 898 (vol. ii).
Railways-Capital: Repairs, &c. (I. O. R.) 3300 (vol. iv).

Superintendents of Letter Carriers, in Com. on Ras.
(Mr. Chapleau) 273 (vol. i).

Mackenzie, Hon. A.-Continued.
Three Rivers Harbor Commissioners' Loan B. 150 (Mr.

Bowell) on 1°, 2751 (vol. iv).
Washington Treaty, Termination of Fishery Clauses

(remarks) 2559 (vol. iii).
Ways and leans-on explanation of Mr. McLelan

(remarks) 535 (vol. i).
Winnipeg and Prince Albert Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. 82

(Mr. Cameron, Victoria) on M. for 20, 428 (vol. i).

Mackintosh, Mr. C. H., Ottawa City.
Disturbance in the N.W., on Res. (Mr. Blake) want of

confidence, 3175-3190 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2°,

1241-1245; on M. for Com. (explanation) 1376 (ii).
High Commissioner, Instructions issued to, respecting

Immigrants (Ques.) 290 (vol. i).
Privilege, Ques. of, personal allusions in deb. (remarks)

3247 (vol. iv).
Public Expenditure, on Ras. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

in Amt. to Com. of Sup. (remarks) 28S7 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Legislation (Printing and printing paper, &c.) 2808 (vol. iv.)
Ways and lMeans-on Ras. (Mr. Blake) re Disturbance

in the N. W., 3175-3190 (vol. iv).

Maomaster, Mr. D., Glengarry.
Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to, on prop. Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 387 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"revision of voters' lists," 2324, 2343; "general pro-
visions," 2352; "officers and duties " (Indians)
2380-2382, 2386 (vol, iii); personal explanation,
correction in Official Debates, 2619 (vol. iv).

Privilege, Ques. of, article in Port Arthur lerald
(remarks) 3162 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Miscellaneous (Doutre, J., cla'm re Halifax Commission) 3392 (iv).

Supreme court Appellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,
Montmagny) on M. for 2°, 160 (vol. i).

Macmillan, Mr. D., East Middlesex.
Bankrupt Estates and Official Assignees (M. for Rat.)

303 (vol. i).
Disturbance in the N. W., on Vote of Thanks to Genl.

Middleton and Volunteers, 3468 (vol. iv).
Fish taken in the Miramichi (M. for Rat.) 295 (vol. i).
London Life Insurance Co.'s Act Amt. (B. 76, 1°*)

313 (vol. i); in Com., 1723 (vol. ii).

McCallum, Mr. L., Monck.
C. P. R. Resolutions, &c., in Com., 2742, 2744 (vol. iv).
Clothing and Great Coats, in Com. of Sup., 2908 (iv).
Bonuses to Rys. by Ont. Legislature (remarks) on M.

for Com. of Sup., 3446 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"Iqualifications in cities and towns," 1871, 1994-1996 ;
"registration of voters," 2258, 2272, 2283, 2284;
"officers and duties" (Indians) 2373, 2383, (remarks)

Ili
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MoCallum, Mr. C.-Continue.

1965 (vol. iii); on Ms. that Com. rise, 1424, 1496
(vol. ii); (Ques.of Order,) 1467 (vol. ii), 1733, 1867;
(persona[ explanations) 1873, 1970 (vol. iii) ; member
not speaking to ques. before Com. (remarks) 1919
(vol. iii).

Murray Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3303 (vol. iv).
North Saskatchewan River Improvements (M. for copy

of Reps., &c.) 615, 695 (vol. i).
Oxford and New Glasgow Short Lino Ry., in Com. of

Sup., 3415 (vol. iv).
Refund of Ry Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, Memo-

rials respecting, on M. for copy, 570, 616 (vol. i).
SUPPLY :

Canals-Capital: Repaire, &c. (Murray) 3303 ; (Welland) 3302.
Income (Welland) 3418 (vol. iv).

.Ailitia (Clothing and Great Coats) 2908 (vol. iv).
Railways--Capital: Short Line between Oxford and New Glas-

gow, 3415 (vol. iv).
Ways and Means-in Com. (woollen fabrics) 801 (ii).
Welland Canal, in Com. of Sup., 2302, 3418 (vol. iv).
Western Ont. Pac. Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 94, 10*) 534 (i).

NoCarthy, Mr. D., North Simcoe.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. (B. 63, 1°) 235 (vol. i).

B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in Com. (Anmt.) 1058; on
Amt. (Mr. White, Cardwell) 1061 (vol. ii).

C. P. R Resolutions respecting further Loan, on Amt.
(.Mr. Cameron, Huron) 2688-2692; in Com., 2728,
2740, 2744-2746 (vol. iv).

Carriers by Land B. 5 (.Mr. Coughlin) 2 m., 282 ; on
Amt. (Mr. Curran) 6 m. h., 287; 20 on a div., 289; (B
13) 2° m., 254 (vol. i).

Court of Railway Commissioners (B. 12, 1°) 40 (vol. i).
Evangelical Lutheran Church of Canada incorp. (B. 60,

10*) 180 (vol. i).

Fort Macleod Ranch Tel. Co.'s B. 80 (Mr. Hall) on M.
to conc. in Sen. Amts., 2357 (vol. iii),

Govt. Business, on M. to take in Thursdays, 454 (vol. i).
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases B. 6 (Mr. Cameron,

Euron) in Com., 496-499, 502, 504 (vol. i).
Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 58 (Mr. Foster) on

M. for 2°, 622 (vol. i).
Patent Act Amt. B. 25 (Mr. White, Renfrew) on M.

for 20, 268; (B. 64, 1°) 234 ; 2 m., 622 ; M. wthdn.
and Order dschgd., 629 (vol. i).

Sale of Ry. Passenger Tickets (B. 86, 10) 362 (vol. i).

McCraney, Mr. W., falton,
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 957, 958, 1059 (vol. ii) ; on Amt. (Mr. White,
Cardwell) 1061 ; on Sen. Amits., 2647, 2651 (vol. iv).

Druggists Licenses (Ques.) 1306 (vol. ii).
- - Prosecutions under (Ques.) 1306 (ii) 3320 (iv).

Liquor Certificates granted under, in Halton
(M. for Ret.*) 67 (vol. i).

C. P. R. Rets. ordered by louse since date of Contract
on M. for Stmnt., 484 (vol. i).

s

McCraney, Mr. W.-Coninued.
"Dominion Annual Register," payments on acount of

(K. for Stmnt.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"Iwoman suffrage," 1410; "person " (Indian) 1541 ;
(vol. ii); "qualifications in cities and towns," 1773-
1775 (vol. iii); on M. for consdn. of B. (Ant.) neg.
(Y. 38, N. 87) 3065 (vol. iv).

Indian Lands in Trafalgar, unsold (M. for List*) 533
(vol. i).

Liquor Liconse Act, 1883, Amt. B. 134 (Sir John A.
Macdonald) on Amt. (Mr. Mulock) to M. for 3°, 2960

(vol. iv).
Morgan, H. J., payments to, by Govt., for services (M.

for Stmnt.) 120 (vol. i).
Return, imporfect (remarks) 101 (vol. i); enquiry for,

1064 (vol. ii).
Ways and Means-on M. (Sir Leonard Tilley) for Com.

(explanation) 514 (vol. i); in Com. (mouldings and
picture frames) 846 (vol. ii).

Wood Supplies, Govt. Buildings, Ottawa (Quos.) 429 (i).

McDougall, Mr. H. F., Cape Breton.
Fish caught in Bras d'Or Lakes, bounty paid on (M. for

Stænt.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Subsidies to Rys. in N.S. and Cape Breton (M. for

Stmnt.) 140 (vol. i).
SUPPLY :

Fisheries, 3387 (vol. iv).

McDougald, Mr. J., Pictou.
Albion Mines Savings Bank (B. 15, 1°*) 46 (vol. i).
Rock Lake, Souris and Brandon Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B.

110, 10) 742 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

> Xiscellaneous (American Mining Engineera' visit to N.B.) 8456-
(vol. iv).

Railways-Capital: I..R., 3299; Short Lino Railway (Or-
ford and New Glasgow) 3413 (vol. lv).

Ways and Means-in Com. (steel) 805 (vol. ii).

McGreevy, Mr. T., West Quebec.
Finance Minister, Realth of (Ques.) 2497 (vol. iii).

McIlntyre, Mr. P. A., King's, P.E.I.
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Can. registration of Shipping, in Com. of Sup., 2950 (iv).
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(Ans.) 290 (vol. i).
Chapleau, Sherliff, communications from, re outbreak
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Communication with P.E.I. (Str. Lansdowne) in Com.

of Sup., 927 (vol. ii).
Calling and Measuring Timber B. 154 (Mr. Costigan)

prop. Res., 2419; in Com. on Res., 2475 (vol. iii).
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Claims (Ans.) 3426 (vol. iv).
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-- Surveys of River Lots at St. Albert, &c. (Ans.)
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sel, in Com. of Sup., 3390 (vol. iv).
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gan) 20 m., 2548; in Com., 2549-2554 (vol. iii).
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of Sup., 2952 (vol. iv).
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Lindsay, D., Deputy Collector of Inland Revenue, Super-
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Longley, G. C., Collector of Inland Rev., Superannua-
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2790; on Res., 2925 (vol. iv).
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(vol. i); in Com. of Sup., 906-911, 922 (vol. ii).
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Supplies for Steamer Neptune, on X. for copies of Acots.,
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(vol. iv).
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(vol. iv).
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Marine Ho8pitals, 2956 (vol. iv).
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(Ans.) 3425 (vol. iv).
Vegreville, Father, Cor. with Mr. Deville (Ans.) 3424

(vol. iv).
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Ways and Means-The Tariff : on M. (&r Leonard
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Grant, G., Militia Dept., Superannuation of (Ques.)

2531 (vol. iii).
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66 (vol. i).
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for Ret.) 210 (vol. i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2832, 2834,2842,2849 (iv).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals
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3450 (vol. iv).
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Free Passes and reduced fare Tickets (M. for

Ret.*) 505 (vol. i).
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SUPPLY:
Civil Govt. (Postmaster Genl., Dept. of) 903 (vol. ii).
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Dom. properties in County of Richelieu (M. for Stmnt.*)

147 (vol. i).
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on M. for 2°, 2466; in Com., 2471-2474 (vol. iii).

Agent and Contingencies, B.C., in Com. of Sup.,3308 (iv).
Agriculture, Dopt. of, in Com. of Sup., 904 (vol. ii).
Alaska and B. C. Boundary Line, on M. for copies of

Cor., &c., 706 (vol. i).
Analysts, Public, remuneration of, in Com. on Res.,

2543-2547 (vol. iii).
Arts, Agriculture and Statisties, conc., 2766 (vol. iv).
Bankruptcy or Insolvency, on M. (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) for Sp. Com., 47 (vol. i).
Better Preservation of the Peace Act Amt. B. 131 (Mr.

Caron) in Com., 2825 (vol. iv).
B. C. Eastern Boundary, Cor. with Govt. of B. C. and

Imp. Govt., &c. (M. for copies*) 533 (vol. i).
Business of the House, on M. to meet at 1 o'clock, 1744

(vol. iii).
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Canada and Antwerp, Steamship subvention, in Com.
of Sup., 2944 (vol. iv).

Canada and Germany, Steamship subvention, in Com.
of Sup., 2945 (vol. iv).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on
Amt. (Mr. Ives) to M. for 2°, 953; in Com., 1047
(vol. ii); on Sen. Amts., 2652, 2656, 2664 (vol. iv).

C. P. R., Res. respecting further Loan (remarks) on
adjmt. of deb., 2643; in Com., 2736, 2741-2743,
2745; on M. to conc. in Res. (Amt.) neg. (Y. 55, N.
89) 2864 (vol. iv).

- - In Com. of Sup., 3383 (vol. iv).
Section B, Judge Clark's Rep. on Award to

Contractors, on M. for copy, 133 (vol. i).
Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2534-

2536 (vol. iii), 2767 (vol. iv).
Carriers by Land B. 5 (Mr. Coughlin) on Amt. (Air.

Curran) to M. for 2°, 288 (vol. i).
Census Commissioners and Enumerators in the N. W.,

&c.; in Com. on Res. (Mr. Pope) 75 (vol. i).
Census of Man. and the N.W. B. 21 (Mr. Pope) in Com.,

171; (Amt,) to recom. neg. on a div., 215 (vol. i).
Chinese Interpreter, in Cam. on Res. (Mr. Chapleau)

3024 (vol. iv).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Ar. Chapleau) in Com.,

1091; on Amt. (Mr. Mitchelt) 3 m. h., to M. for 3°,
1283 (ii) ; on. M. to conc. in Son. Amts., 1823 (vol. iii).

Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 975, 981 (ii).
Commercial Agencies, in Coin. of Sup., 3245 (vol. iv).
Committees, Sessional Clerks, &o., in Com. of Sup., 2795

(vol. iv).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) on M. for 2°, 127 (vol. i); in Com. on Amt.
(Mr.-Ives) 2770 (vol. iv).

Culling and Measuring Timber B. 154 (Mr. Costigan) in
Cam. on Ros., 2475 (vol. iii).

.Debates, Official Rep. of, on First Rep. of Com. (remarks)
35 (vol. j); on Amt. (Mr. Wood, Brockville) to M. to
conc. in Third Rep., 3362 (vol. iv).

.Debates, publishing of, in Com. of Sup., 991 (vol..ii);
conc., 3372 (vol. iv).

DeptL. Contingencies, in Com. of SUp., 915, 920 (ii).
Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Coms. (Amt.) to Res.

(Sir John A. Macdonald) 72 (vol. i).
Disputed Territory, Indian title, information relating to

(Ques.) 594 (vol. i).
Disturbance in the N.W., Commission, work of the

(Ques.) 791; (remarks) 1566.
-Duck Lake, Engagement at, 791 (vol. ii).

-- Expense B. 129 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for 2°, 2855
(vol. iv).

--- Major Walsh's Rep. (remarks) 839 (vol. ii).
on Res. (Mr. Blake) want of confidence, 3190-

3199; on adjmt. of deb., 3160 (vol. iv).
Dundas and Waterloo Road, on prop. Res. (Sir Hector

Langevin) 451 (vol. i).

Mills, Hon. D.-Continued.
Employment of prisoners without the walls of Gaols B'

87 (Mr. Caron) in Com., 1658 (vol. ii).
Fabre, Mr., Salary, &c., in CoM. of Sap., 3244 (vol. iv).
Factory B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on M. for 2°, 882-886 (ii).
Flag Treaty between U.S. and Spain, on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 225 (vol. i).
France and Quebec, fortnightly line, in Com. of SBp.,

2937, 3042 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (&r John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°, 1161-1166;
in Com., 1388; "woman suffrage," 1891, 1458;
"usufructuary," 1449, 1453, 1454, 1455; "owner,"
1472; "tenant," 1477; "occupant," 1483; "farm,"
1591 (vol. ii), 2393 (vol. iii); "person" (Indians)1484,
(Amt.) 1485, 1507,1568, (Chinese) 1583, 1589; "city,"
1593; "farmers' sons," 1594; "actual value," 1599,
1605 (vol. ii); "qualifications in cities and towns,"
1747, 1761, (Indians) 1849, 1910-1913, 1934-1937;
"manhood suffrage," 1964-1967, (Indians) 1976, 1988,
1991-2003, 2004-2006 (vol. iii), 2758 (vol. iv) ;
"qualifications in counties," 2053, 2056, 2060, 2063,
2065-2069, 2072, 2075, 2078-2083, 2085, 2394;
"disqualifying revising barrister," 2086; "who
shall not vote " (Amt.) 2087, (Indians) 2149,
2160; "registration of voters," 2181-2185, 2229,
2233, (Amt.) 2227, 2243, 2266, 2270, 2273, 2280,
(Amt.) 2282,2285, 2287, 2288, 2293, 2300, 2315, 2316,
2318; "revision of voters' lists," 2322, 2325, 2332,
2336, 2340-2343, 2345-2349; "general provisions,"
2353, 2354; "officers and duties," 2356, (Indians)
2373-2376, 2387, 2388, 2389; "offences," 2390;
"appeal," 2361, 2364, 2366, 2396; "preamble," 2759
(vol. iii); on M. to refer back to Com., 3051; in Com.,
3012, 3062; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 3052; on Amt.
(Mr. Jenhins) 3054; on Amt. (Mr. Weldon) 3059;
on M. for consdn. of B., on Amt. (Mr. Holton)
3070; (Amt.) 3 m. h., 3071; neg. (Y. 37, N. 88)
3072 (vol. iv); (Ques. of Order) 1432; read-
ing extracts, 1461-1465, 1619 (vol. ii), 1920,
2242 (vol. iii); appeal from Chair to House, 1510 ;
on M. that Com. rise, 1422, 1432; (Ques. of Order)
1435; taking up items consecutively (remarks) 1471
(vol. ii); ruling of Chairman (remarks) 1798; (per.
sonal explanation) 2139 (vol. iii).

Franchise B. Pets., on genuineness of Signatures
(remarks) 2024 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com. on Res., 1320 (vol. ii).

Govt. Business, on M. to take in Thursdays, 452 (vol. i);
Wednesdays, 965 (vol. ii).

Govt. Loan B. 145 (Mr. Bowell) on prop. Res., 2463;
in Com., 2465 (vol. iii).

Govt. Steamers, in Com. of Sup., 2945 (vol. iv).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sap., 2917, 2921,2923

(vol, iv).

Health Statistics, conc., 2766 (vol. iv),
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INDEX.
Nils, Hon. D.-ontinued.

Hughes, D. J., charges againkt, on M. for Rot., 99 (i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2330 (vol. iv).
Indemnity to Members, increased, in Com. of Sup., 3450

(vol. iv).
Indian affairs in B. C., Cor. between Govt. of Canada

and B. C. (Ml. for copies) 863-867 (vol. ii).
Indians, in Coma. of Sup., 2922, 3242, 3313, 3314, 3318,

3342; coDc., 3373 (vol. iv).
Indian Titles in Ont. acquired by Govt. (Ques.) 632 (i).
Indian Troubles at Metlakatla, on M. for copies of Cor.,

304 (vol. i).
Industrial Schools at Qu'Appelle, &c., in Com. of Sup.,

2922 (vol. ii).
Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1071, 1090 ; on Amnt. (Mr.
Mulock) to M. for 30, 1326 ; on Amt.(Mr. Casey) to
M. for 30, 1330 (vol. il).

I. C. R , in Com. of Sup., 3297 (vol. iv).
Interior, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 970 (vol. ii); conc.,

2764 (vol. iv).
Land Board at Winnipeg, in Com. of Sap., 3345 (iv).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Iector

Langevin) on prop. Res., 2446-2448 (vol. iii).
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases B. 6 (Mr. Cameron,

Huron) in Com., 497 (vol. i).
Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on

prop. Res., 1662; in Com., 1667 (vol. ii), 2762 (vol. iv).
Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2796, 2798 (iv).
License Act, Dom., working of, on M. for Cor., 312 (i).
Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 58 (Mr. Poster) on

M. for 20, 621 (vol. i).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for

Com. on ]Res., 2784-2786; in Com., 2792-2795, 2924
(vol. iv).

Marine, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 909 (vol. il).
Militia, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 898 (vol. ii).
Mining and Timber Lands north of Lakes Superior and

Huron, ownership of (M. for O.C., &c.) 66 (vol. i).
North-West Mounted Police Augmentation B. 144 (Sir

John A. Macdonald) on M. to conc. in Res., 2427 (iii).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract B. 151 (Mr.

Carling) on M.to receive Rep.of Com.on Res.,2753 (iv).
Offences against the Person (assault and battery) Act

Amt. B. 42 (Mr. Tupper) on M. for 2°, 219 (vol. i).
Ont. and Man., Boundary between (Ques.) 51 (vol. i).
Ontario's Boundaries (M. for copies of O.C., Imp., Can.

or Provl.) 52 (vol. i).
Ontario's Claims to country north of Height of Land,

and south of Hudson Bay, &c. (Ques.) 51 (vol. i).
Disputed Boundaries of, Imporial legislation

(Ques.) 51, 115 (vol. i) ; 2854, 2998, 3321; (remarks)
on M. for Com. of Sup., 3437 (vol. iv).

Northern Boundary of, Res. of Govt. (Ques).
1132 (vol. i).

Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. 64 (Mr. .McCarthy) on M.
for 2°, 628 (vol, i).

Petitions, on presentation of (remarks) 1893 (vol. iii).

Mills, Hon. D.-Continued.
Port Arthur Harbor, construction of, in Com. of Sup.,

2917 (vol. iv).
Postmaster Genl., in Com. of Sup., 902 (vol. ii)i
Powder Magazines at Fort Howe, St.John, N.B. (Ques.)

246 (vol. i).
P.E.I., Refund of Duties to merchants and fishermen,

Commissioners' Rop. (M. for copy) 831 (vol. ii).
Printing and printing paper, &o., in Cam. of Sap., 2798,

2802, 2805-2807 (vol. iv).
Privilege, Ques. of, on interpolation of words in despatch

3247 (vol. iv).
Proofs of Entries in Books of Accounts B. 113 (Mr.

Chapleau) in Com., 2466 (vol. iii).
Railway from Montreal to the sea-board, on Res. (Mr.

Laurier) 200 (vol. i).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities,

mrnemorials respecting, on M. for copy, 570 (vol. i).
Representation in Parlt. of N. W. T., on lRes. (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) in Ant. to Com. of Sup., 3406,
3408 (vol. iv).

Returns, enquiries for, 427, 715 (vol. i), 1955, 2393
(vol. iii), 2936 (vol. iv.)

Returns, preparation of, in Com. of Sup., 3245 (vol. iv).
Rideau Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3312 (vol. iv).
RZobertson, John D., compensation to, for promises and

land taken for I.C.R. (M. for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).

Rys. and Canals, Minister of (remarks) on M. for Com.
of Sup., 3436 (vol. iv).

Secrotary of State, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 900 (ii).

Senate, Salaries, &c., conc., 2765 (vol. iv).

Statutes of Can., rovision of, Commissioners' Rep., on

M. (,Sir John A. Macdonald) to cone. in Mess. from
Son., 781 (vol. ii).

Sugar, in Com. on Ways and Moans, 3224 (vol. iv).
SUPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statias,ce (Health Statistics) cono., 2786
(vol. iv).

Canal-Income: Rideau Canal (increase et water supply)
3312 (vol. iv).

Civil Govt. (Agriculture, Dept. of) 934; (Civil Service Exam.
iners) 975, 981; Deptl. Contingencies (Indian Affairs) 915,
(Inland Revenue) 920 ; (Interior, Dept. of) 970 (vol. i),
conc., 2784 (vol. iv); (Marine, Dept. of)909; (Militla, Dept.
of) 898; (Postmaster Genl., Dept. of) 902; (Sec. of State,
Dept. of) 900 (vol. il).

Coll. of Revenuea: Post Office, 3308, 3310; Public Works (Tel.
lines, B. C.) 3307; (Agent and contingenclies, B. O.) 3308 (1v).

Dominion Lands-Capital (Surveys and Examination of Survey
Rets.) 3344. Income (Land Board at Winnipeg) 3345; (Inside
Service, extra Clerks, &c.) 3346 (vol. iv).

Immigration, 2830 (vol. iv).
Indians (B. 0.) 3313; (Grant to suppl. Fund) 3242; (Indus-

trial Schools at Qu'Appelle and igh River) 2922; (Man.
and N. W. T.) 3314, 3318, 3342, conc., 3373 (vol. iv).

Legislation: H. of 0. (Ooms., extra Seasional olerks, &o.) 2795;
(increased Indemnity to Mombers) 3450 (vol. iv); (Debates,
publishing) 991 (voL il), conc., 3372. Miscellaneous (Llbrary,
Salaries, &c.) 2796, 2798 ; (Printing and printing paper, &c.)
2798, 2808, 2805-2807. Senate (Salaries, &c.) conc., 2765
(vol, IV).

lxi



INDEX.
Mi119, Hon. D.-Continued.

SUPPLY-Continued.
Mail Bubsidies and Steamship Subventions (Oan. and Antwerp)

2944; (Oan. and Germany) 2945; (France and Quebec, fort-
nightly line) 2937, 3042 (vol. iv).

Miscellaneous (Oommercial Agencies) 3245; (Fabre, Mr., Salary
and contingencieo) 3244; (Returns, preparation of) 3245 (iv).

Ocean and River Service (Govt. Steamers) 2345 (vol. iv.)
Pensions (Veterans of War of 1812) 993 (vol. ii); conc., 2765 (iv).
Public Works-Capital: Port Arthur (construction of Harbor)

2917. Income: Harbors and Rivers (Mar. Provs. generally)
2923; (Ont.) 2921 (vol. iv).

Railwaya-Capital: 0. P. R., 3383 ; I. C. R. (miscellaneous
works) 3297 (vol. iv).

Superintendents of Letter Carriers, in Com. on Res.
(Mr. Chapleau) 272 (vol. i).

Surveys and Exam. of Returns,in Com. of Sap., 3344 (iv).
Surveys and Exploration in N. W. (Ques.) 2029 (iii).
Telegraph lines, B. C, in Cam. of Sup., 3307 (vol. iv).
Three Rivers Harbor Commissioners' B. 150 (Mr.

Bowell) in Com., 2935 (vol. iv).
Timber Permits granted in Territory awarded Ont.

(Ques.) 114, 115; M. for Ret., 115; (M. for copies,
&c.*) 124, 210 (vol. i).

Treasury Board, Constitution of, B. 104 (Sir Leonard
Tilley) on 10, 631 (vol. i).

Veterans of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 993 (vol. ii); conc.,
2765 (vol. iv).

Volunteers Services in the N. W., Recognition of, B.
160 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 3378;
on Amt. (Mr. Watson) 3384 (vol. iv).

Washington Treaty, Termination of Fishery Clauses, on
M. for Com. of Sup., 2902, 3333-3336 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-The Taritl: on M. (Sir Leonard
Tilley) for Com., 512-521, (explanation) 539 (vol. i) ;
in Com. (sugar) 3224 (vol. iii); (woolien rags) 784;
(woollen fabries) 793, 795 (vol ii); (whiskey) 3228;
disturbance in the N. W., on Res. granting $1,700,000,
2532 (vol. iii) ; on Res. (Mr. BlaAe) in Amt. to Com.,
want of confidence, 3190-3199 (vol. iv).

Weights and Measures Inspection Acts Amt.B. 116 (Mr.
Costigan) on prop. Res., 835; in Com. on B., 1675 (ii).

Mitchell, Hon. P., Northumberland, N.B.
Accommodation for Members (remarks) 49 (vol. i).
Administration of Justice in the N. W. T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on Amt. (Mr. Mills) to M. for 30, 3001 (iv).
Australian and Tasmanian Colonies, trade with (M. for

copies of Cor., &c.) 36 (vol. i).
Bankrupt Estates and Official Assignees,.on M. for Ret.,

303 (vol i).
Bolton, Staff Commander, and Dept. of Marine and

Fisheries, on M. for Rep. of Aud. Genl., 136, 137 (i).
Business of the House, Tariff deb. (Ques.) 595 (vol. i).
C. P. R., Res. respecting further loan, in Com., 2860 (iv).
Casualties on G. T. R. and C. P. R. and Branches (M.

for Stmnt.) 226 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1097, 1111; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 3 m. h., 1282; neg.

Mitchell, Hon. P.-Continued.

(Y. 67, N. 112) 1286 (vol. ii); on M. to conc. in Son.
Amts., 1823 (vol. iii).

Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sup., 3233 (vol. iv).
Criminal Law Amt., openings, &c., cnt in the Ice B. 22

(Mr. Robertson, Ramilton) on Amt. (2Mr. Hall) 150 (i).
Customs, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 901 (ii), 3233 (iv).
Debates, Official Rep. of, First Rep. (remarks) 35 (vol.

i); on Amt. (Mr. Rickey) to M.to conc. in Third Rep.,
3370; on Amt. (Mr. Wood, Brockville) 3362 (iv).

Disturbance in the N. W., movement of Troops from
N. S. (remarks) 873 (voL ii).

-- Skirmish with Poundmaker (Ques.) 1646 (ii).
Financial Commissioner in Eng., in Com. of Sup., 897 (ii).
Fisheries, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 911 (vol. ii).
Fishery arrangements with the U.S. (remarks) 2890 (iv).
Fishery protection Steamers, conc., 2958 (vol. iv).
Fish taken in the Miramichi (M. for Rot.) 295 (vol. i).
Flag Treaty between U. S. and Spain, on M. for copies

of Cor., &o., 224 (vol. i).
France and Quebec, fortnightly lino, in Com. of Sup.,

2938, 2940 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 20, 1145, (explana.
tion) 1149; in Com.'person" (Indians) 1577,(Chinese)
1582 (vol. ii) "qualifications in cities and towns,"
1807, (Amt.) 1938; "manhood suffrage," 1959, 1980,
(Amt.) 1987, 1991; "qualifications in counties," 2069,
2072; on personal explanation of Mr. Blake, 2542; on
ruling of Chairman (remarks) 1800 (vol. iii); (Ques.
of Orde'r) 1467; reading extracts, 1463 (vol. ii).

Fredericton and St. Mary's Ry. Bridge Co.'s incorp. B.

50 (Mr. Temple) on M. to conc.in Sen. Amts., 1386 (ii).
Govt. Business, on M. to take in Thursdays, 453 (vol.

i) ; Wednesdays, 965 (vol. ii).
G. T. B. Double Track, Montreal and Toronto, assur-

ance, &c., given to Govt. (M. for copy, &c.) 143 (i).
-- Importation of Rails (Ques.) 1566 (vol. ii).

Mail Trains, Brockville and Toronto, arrival
and departure of, on M. for Rot., 817 (vol. ii).

-- Returns, enquiries for, 566, 662 (vol. i), 964
(vol. ii), 2393 (vol. iii), 3000, 3395 (vol. iv).

Return, imperfect, presented by Mr. Hickson
(remarks) 860; (Ques.) 1278 (vol. ii).

Roturns required under Act of 1879, &c., miles
of Main lino, &c. (M. for Rot.) 229 (vol. i).

Stockholders' fist, Ret respecting (Ques.) 28,
101, 350; (remarks) 113; (M. for Rot.) 234 (vol. i);
(remarks) 2210 (vol. iii); and Ans. of Mr. fickson

(Ques.) 927; and action of Mr. Hickson (Ques.)
1094 (vol. ii); enforcement of Order offHouse (Ques.)
3426 (iv).

Indians, Man. and N.W. T., in Com. of Sup., 3340 (iv).

Insolvent Debtors Assets Distribution B. 3 (Mr. Curran)
on M. for 10, 29 (vol. i).

I. C. B., cone., 3395 (vol. iv).
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INDEXs
Mitchell, Hon. P.-Continued.

Interior, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 970 (vol ii).
Interior, Deptl. Rop. (appeal to Members to speak

louder) 49 (vol. i).
Land Grants and Land Grant Bonds to Rys. in Man.

and N. W., on M. for Ret. (personal explanation) 94
(vol. i).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Hector
Langevin) on prop. Res., 2453-2456; (Ques. of Order)
2459; (personal explanation) 2460 (vol. iii); on
Amt. (Mr. Blake) to M. for 30, 2891 (vol. iv).

Lighthouse and Coast Service, in Com. of Sup., 2951
(vol. iv).

Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) in Com. on
Res., 2924; in Com. on B., 3048, 3050 (vol. iv).

Maritime Court of Ont. Extension of Jurisdiction B. Il
(Mr. Allen) on M. for 2°, 130 (vol. ).

Newfoundland and the Dom., Trade Relations between
(Ques.) 3042 (vol. iv).

North-West Moanted Police Augmentation B. 144 (Sir
John A. Macdonald) on M. to conc. in Res., 2425 (iii).

Official Assignees under Bankrupt Act, 1869 (M. for
Ret. of Estates, &c.*) 533 (vol. i).

Postmaster Genil., Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 903 (vol. ii).
P. E. I. and G. B., &c., Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sap., 2942 (vol. iv).
Printing Dom. Notes, in Com. of Sup., 898 (vol. ii).
Printing and printing paper, in Com. of Sup., 2799,

2800, 2801 (vol. iv).
Privilege, Ques. of, on remarks of Mr. McMullen, 1131

(vol. ii).
Volunteers'Services, recognition of, in the N. W. B. 160

(Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com. on Res., 3380 ; on
Amt. (Mr. Watson) to M. to conc. in Res., 3380 (iv).

Refund of Duties to persons in P.E.I., in Com. of Sup.,
3455 (vol. iv).

Salaries, Lighthouse and Coast Service, in Com. of Sup.,
2951 (vol. iv).

Short Line Ry., Montreal to Atlantic, on Amt. (Mr.
Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3287 (vol. iv),

Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir iector Langevin)
on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3287
(vol. iv).

SUPPLY
Charges o/fManagement (Financial Commissioner in Eng.) 897;

(Printing Dom. Notes) 898 (vol. ii).
Civil Government (Customs, Dept. of) 9U1 ; (Fisheries, Dept. of)

911; (Interior,iDept. of) 970; (Postmaster Genl., Dept. of)

903 (vol. ii).
Collection of Revenues (Customs) 3233 (vol. iv).
Fisheries (Fishery Protection Steamers) conc., 2958 (vol. iv).
Indiana (Man. and N. W. T.) 3340 (vol. iv).
Legislation : Miscellaneous (Printing and printing paper) 2799-

2801 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Salaries, &c.) 2951 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subsentions (France and Quebec,

fortnightly line) 2938-2940.; (P. E. I. and G.B., &c.) 2942 (iv).
Miscelaneous (Refund of duties to persons in P. E. .) 3455 (iv).
Railway.-Capital: L. Ç. R., conc., 3395 (vol. Iv).

Mitchell, Hon. P.-Continued.
Treasury Board, Constitution of, B. 104 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) on 10, 630 (vol. i).
Washington Treaty, Termination of Fishery Clauses

(remarks) 2559-2773 (vol. iii); on M. for Com. of
sup., 2899, 3336-3338; (personal explanation) 2902
(vol. iv).

Wheat and Flour Imports and Exports, on M. for Rot.,
138 (vol. i)

Moffat, Mr. R., Restigouche.
Customs Law, violation of, in N.S., by John Leander

Mackenzie (M. for Ret.*) 1442 (vol. ii).
Dodge, Brenton, of Kentville, N.S., dismissal of (M. for

Ret.*) 1442 (vol. ii).
Franchise B., in Com. "qualifications in counties,"

2056 (vol. iii).

Mulock, Mr. W., -North York.
Analysts, Public, remuneration of, in Com. on Res.,

2543, 2546 (vol. iii).
C. P. R. connection with Ont. system of Rys. (M. for

copy of offers, &c.*) 532; (Ques.) 569 (vol. i);
offors to construct lino (I. for copies) 1441 (vol. ii).
-- Res. respecting further Loan, in Com., 2731,
273G, 2738, 744 (vol. iv).

Rets. ordered by louse since date of Contract,
on. M. for Stmnt., 482 (vol. i).

-- Trestles and Bridges, number of, on Amt. to M.
for Stmnt., 102 (vol. i).

Canadian Fisheries (M. for copies of 0. C., &c., &c., &c.)
55 (vol. i).

Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2537,
2540 (vol. iii).

Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.
on Res., 279 (vol i); on M. to conc. in Res., 889 ;
in Com., 1106, 1113, 1118, 1121; on Amt. (Mr.
Mitchell) 3 m. h., to M. for 30, 1283; on Amt. (Mr.
Blale) to M. for 30, 1295; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 1303;
neg. (Y. 57, N. 103) 1304 (vol. ii); on M. to conc.
in Sen. Amts., 1823 (vol. iii).

Civil Service Examiners, in Con. of Sup., 974 (vol. ii).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) on M. for 24, 126 (vol. i) ; in Com., 2768 (iv).
Consolid. Ry. Act, 1879, Amt. (B. 111, 1°) 742 (vol. i)à

Controverted Elections Acts Amt. (B.98,10) 605 (vol. i).
Deputy Speaker's Salary, in Com. of Sup.,3354 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N.W., lux'uries for the Volunteers,

forwarding of (remarks) 968 (vol. ii) ; Duck Lako,
Rep. of engagement (Ques.) 1743 (vol. iii).

Dominion Lands Agencies, in Com. of Sup., 8346 (iv).
Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to, on prop. Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 370 (vol. i).
Fisheries Act Amt. (B. 90, 10) 426 (vol. i).
Fisheries protection in the N.W., on M. for copies of

Cor., 701 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for Com.,

1379, 1384; "woman suffrage," 1421, 1426-1430;
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Xulook, Mr. W.-ontinued.

"owner," 1473; "tenant," 1482; "occupant," 1484;
"person " (Indian) 1520, 1538; "actual value,"
1607; "qualifications in cities and towns," 1715-1723
(vol. ii), 1882, 1887; "manhood suffrage," 1978,
(Amt.) 1985, 1992, 2000; "qualifications in counties,"
2053 ; (Amt.) 2054, 2059, 2064, 2070 ; (Amt.)
2072, 2073, 2076 ; "Iwho shall not vote" (Indians)
2137; "registration of voters," 2223-2227, 2248,
2272, 2286, 2287, 2291, 2300, 2302, 2317; "revision
of voters' lists," 2322, 2327, 2329, 2331, 2335, 2340,
2349; "general provisions," 2354 ; "appeal," 2360,
2363; "officers and duties " (Indians) 2372 (vol. iii);
"preamble," 2758; on Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) to M. for
3°, (Amt.) neg. (Y.46, N. 96) 3061 ; on M. to refer
back to Com., 3052; in Com., 3052; on M. for 30
(Amt.) 3052 (vol. iv); (remarks) 1933; on ruling of
Chairman (remarks) 1800; on procedure, 1470;
(Ques. of Order) 1619 (vol. ii), 1920 (vol. iii).

Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 3349 (vol. iv).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals B.

44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1066, 1068, 1074-1078,(Amt.)
1090 ; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 1324, neg. (Y. 54, N. 90)

1327 (vol. ii).
L C. R., in Com. of Sap., 3296 (vol. iv).
Lake Simcoe Fisheries, permits granted (M. for Rot.*)

1444 (ii); Legislation respecting (Ques.) 3073 (iv).
Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in

Com., 2759-2762 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act, 1883, B. 134 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 2897; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 2958 (iv).
Liquor License Act, in Com. of Sup., 3423 (vol. iv).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for

Com. on Res., 2783; in Com., 3049 (vol. iv).
Militia, Active, number of members of (NI. for Ret.*)

533 (vol. i).
Militia Act, 1883, Amt. B. 152 (Mr. Caron) on M. for

29, 3045 (vol. iv).
Northern and Pacifie Junction ]Ry. Co. and Northern

Ry. Co. of Can., &c. (M. for copy of Lease) 56 (vol. i).
N. W. Council Salaries, in Com. of Sup., 3392 (vol. iv).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract B. 151 (Mr.

Carling) on M. to cono. in Res., 2757 (vol. iv).
Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. 25 (Mr. White, Renfrew) on

M. for 20, 267, 624 (vol. i).
Petitions, on presentation of (remarirs) 1891 (vol. iii).
Postmaster at Maitland, removal of (Ques.) 1743 (iii).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, Memo.

rials respecting, on M. for copy, 571 (vol. i).
Returns, production of (Ques.) 188 (vol. i) ; (remarks)

1133 (vol. ii),
Richelieu and Ont. Nav. Co.'s B.61 (Mr. Desjardins) in

Com., 1352 (vol. ii).
Rideau Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3313 (vol. iv).
Scott Act Pets., on M. to erase name, 2320 (vol. iii).
Superintendents of Letter Carriers, in Com. on Re. (Mr.

Chapleau) 270 (vol. i).

Mulock, Mr. W.-Coninued.
SUPPLY:

Canals-Capital : Repaire, &c. (Trent River Nav.) 3311 (iv).
Income : Rideau Canal (increase of water supply) 3313 (iv).
Civil Government (Civil Service Examinera) 974 (vol. ii).
Dom.Landa-Income (Oateide Service, Agencies) 3346 (vol. iv).
Geological Survey,.3349 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act (Administration of) 3423 (vol. lv).
Miscellaneous (Dep. Speaker's Salary) 3354 ; (N.W. Counil,

Salaries, &c.) 3392 (vol. iv).
Publie Works-Consolidated Fund I(Ont.) 3385. Telegraphs,

3420 (vol. iv).
Rys.-Capital: I. C. R. (miscellaneous works) 3296 (vol. iv).

Synod of the Diocese of Qu'Appelle incorp. (B. 39,
10*) 125 (vol, i).

Telegraphs, in Com. of Sup., 3420 (vol. iv).
Tolls on certain Railway Companies (M. for Stmnt., &c.)

54 (vol. i).
Trent Riv. Navigation, in Com. of Sup., 3311 (vol. iv).

O'Brien, ,Mr. W. E., Muskoka.
Charlinch Post Office, appointment or removal of Post-

master, &c., on M. for Papers, 708 (vol. i).
Disturbance in the N.W., description of Arms,

(remarks) 814 (vol. ii).
Inland Fisheries of the Dom., Queen vs. Robinson (M.

for copy of Judgment of Supreme Court) 229 (vol. i).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, memo-

rials respecting, on M. for copy, 571 (vol. i).
Sunday Excursions prohibition B. 19 (3fr. Charlton) on

M. for 2°, 265 (vol. i).
Ways and Means-in Com. (woollen rags) 783; (wool-

len fabrics) '94 (vol. ii).

Orton, Mr. G. T., Centre Wellington.
Administration of Justice in the N. W. T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on Amt. (Mr. Mills) 3002; on M. to adjn.
deb., 3432 (vol. iv).

Administration of the N. W. T., in Com. on Bes. (Mr.
Caron) 2929-2931 (vol. iv).

Banking Facilities for Agriculturista (B. 36, Res.)
115, 118; 1°* of B., 120; 2° m., 620 (vol. i).

Brewers and Distillers, compensation to, on prop. Res.,
(Mr. Krana) 238 (vol. i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on M.
te place B. 2nd Order on Public Bills and Orders, 714
(vol. i); on Sen. Amts., 2646, 2649, 2653 (vol. iii.)

Carriers by Land B. 13 (Mr. .McCarthy) on Amt. (Mr.
Ourran) 6m. h., to M. for 2°, 288 (vol. i).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Hector
Langevin) on Amt. (Mr. Blake) to M. for 30,2893 (iv).

Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 58 (Mr. Fo8ter) on
M. for 20, 621 (vol. i).

Man. Claims Settlement »B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) in Con.
on lRes., 2925 (vol. iv).

North-West Mounted Police Augmentation B. 144 (Sir
John A. Macdonald) on M.to conc. in Res., 2428 (iii).

Privilege, Ques. of, article in News Record (explana-
tion) 8000; on explanation of Mr. Kaulbach of vote
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Orton, Mr. G.-Continued.

on Can. Temp. Act, 3073; on reading newspaper para-
graphs (remarks) 3161 (vol. iv).

Squatters in Township 3, Ranges 23 and 24 west, on
M. for Ret., 234, (vol. i).

Subsidies to Rys. B. 164 (Mr. Pope) on M. for Com. on
Res., 3472 (voL iv).

Ways and Means-in Com. (woollen rags) 787, 789 (ii).

Ouimet, Mr. J. A., Laval.
Criminal Law Amt., Houses of ill-fame, gambling and

disorderly houses (B. 56 1°), 170 (vol. i).
Land Grant and Land Grant Bonds to Rye. in Man.

and N. W., on M. for Rat., 97 (vol. i).
Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (,Mr. Landry,
.Montmagny) on M. for 20, 161; (Amt.) 165 (vol. î).

Paint, Mr. N., Richmond, N.S.
Clearing Vessels without Harbor Master's certificate

(Ques.) 862 (vol. ii):
Debates, Officiai Rep., omissions from (remarks) 3474

(vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Maconald) in Com.,

"qualifications in cities and towns," 1991; "in coun-
tieP," 2072, 2077, 2078; Ilwho shall not vote"
(Indians) 2166 (vol. iii).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com. on Res., 1311, 1313 (vol. ii).

Great American and European Short Lino Ry., Cor.
between Dom. Govt. and Govt. of N. S., Engineers'
Reps., &c. (M. for copies) 78 (vol. i).

Harbor Master at Halifax B. 148 (Mr. McLelan) in
Com. on Res., 2523 (vol. iii).

Rand's Indian Dictionary, in Com. of Sup., 3420 (vol. iv).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Ilector Langevin)

on Amt. (Mr. Kirk) to M. to conc. in Amts., 3403 (iv).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistics ( Mortuary Statistics) 1029 (i).
Canals-Capital; Repairs,kc. (St. Peter's Canal) 3312. Income:

Miscellaneous (road dyke, Lake St. Francis) 3419 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Lighthouses and Fog.alarms,

construction) 2953 (vol. iv),
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (France and Quebec,

fortnightly line) 2937, 2941 (vol. iv).
Micellanwous (Rand's Indian Dictionary) 3420 (vol. iv).
Raiway--Capital: Carleton Branch Ry. (purchase of) 3417;

.0.R. (miscellaneous works) 3298; (Short Line between Ox-
ford and New Glasgow) 3415 (vol. iv).

Seientic Institutions (Meteorological Observatories) 2956 (iv).

Ways and Means-in Com. (glucose syrup) 850 (vol. ii).

Paterson, Mr. W., South Brant.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B, 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Con., 2467-2474 (vol. iii).
Analysts, Public, remuneration of, in Com. on Res.,

2542-2546, 2548 (vol. iii).
Antwerp and Colonial Exhibitions, in Com. of Sup.,

2766 (vol. iv).
Brantford, Waterloo and Lake Brie Ry. Co.'s incorp.

(B. 59, 10*) 170 (vol. i).

Paterson, Mr. W.-Continued.
Bonuses to Rys. by Ont. Legislature, on M. for Oom. of

Sup., 3447 (vol. iv).
C. P. R., Immigration to Man. and N. W., Cor. between

the Govt. and Co. (M. for copies*) 147 (vol. î).
Resolutions respecting further Loan, on Amt.

(Mr. Caneron, euron) 2720-2723 (vol. iv).
Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2537-

2540 (vol. iii).
Colonial and Indian Exhibitions B. 126 (Mr. Pope) in

Com., 2399 (vol. iii).
Colonial Exhibitions, in Com. of Sap., 1032 (vol. ii).
Consolid. Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Costi-

gan) on M. for Com. on Res., 2527; in Com., 2528
(vol. iii), 2968-2971 ; on M. to con. in Son. Amts.,
3433 (vol. iv).

Customs, in Com. of Sup., 3235 (vol. iv).
Customs Seizures at Winnipeg (M. for Stmnt.) 293

(vol. i); (M. for Rot.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
.Debates, Official Rop., on Amt. (1Mr. Wood, Brockville)

to M. to conc. in Third Rop. of Com., 3363 (vol, iv).
Deputy Speaker's Salary, in Con. of Sup., 3352, 3357

(vol. iv).
Deptl. Contingencies, in Con. of Sup., 915, 917, 921,

923 (vol. ii).
Division List, correction (remarks) 994 (vol. ii).
Drawbacks on Manufactured Exports (M. for Ret.)139

(vol. i).
Dundas and Waterloo Macadamized Road, Sale by

Govt. (M. for copies of Papers, &c.*) 147 (vol. i).
Election Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 3452 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

Com., 1360-1364; in Com., "person " (Indian)
1489, 1492, 1571, 1574 (vol. ii); "qualifications in
cities and towns," 1793-1798, 1800-1804, 1931;
" manhood suffrage," 1981, 2001, (Indian) 2013-
2019; "qualifications in counties," 2056, 2059, 2074,
2079, 2084; "who shall not vote" (Indians) 2123-
2127, 2162; " registration of voters," 2259-2263,
2199-2205,2269,2273,2279, 2283, 2285,2291,2298,
2f00, 2315, 2318; " revision of voters' lists,"
2337; "officors and duties," 2356, (Indian) 2367-
2369, 2376, 2387; "appeal," 2367; "offences," 2391
(vol. iii); on M. to refer back to Com., 3052; on
M. for consdn. of B. (Amt.) 3068; neg. (Y. 38
N. 87) 3068; on M. to conc. in Amts., 3071
(vol. iv); on procedure, 1470; on Ms. that Com.
ries, 1423, 1430, 1435, 1507, 1556 (vol. ii), 2138,
2209 (vol. iii); on Ques. of Order, reading extracts,
1463, 1765; appeal fron Chair to House (rale read)
(Ques. of Order) 1921; (Ques. of Privilege) 2102;
(remarks) 2146 (iii).

General Inspection Act, 1871, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com. on Res., 1307, 1309, 1312, 1317, 1320
(vol. ii), 2551 (vol. iii).

Glucose Syrup, in Com. on Waysuand Meens, 850-853,
856 (vol. ii).
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Patèrson, Mr. W.-Continued.
Indemnity to Members, increased, in Com. of Sup., 3450

(vol. iv).
Indian ýLands unsold in Township of Toronto (M.

for List*) 147 (vol. i).
Indian Supplies in the N.W., Tenders, &c. (M. for Rets.*)

532 (vol. i).
Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1070, 1089; on Amt. (Mr.
Casey) 1331 (vol. ii).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Hector
Langevin) on prop. Res., 2456-2460 (vol. iii).

Library of Parlt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in
Com. on Res., 1669 (vol. ii).

Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sap., 2798 (vol. iv).
License Act, Dom., working of, on M. for Cor., 311 (i).
Man. Claima Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) in Com.,

2791, 2792 (vol. iv).
Militia, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 914 (vol. ii).
Morgan, J. H., appointment as Forestry Commis-

sioner (M. for O.C., &c.*) 147 (vol. i).
Ocean Mail Service, renewal of Contract B. 151 (Mr.

Carling) on M. to conc. in Res., 2757"(vol. iv).
Printing Com., on M. to conc. in Second Rep., 149 (i).
Rand's Micmac Dictionary, in Com. of Sup., 3420 (iv).
Roads and Bridges, in Com. of Sup., 3420 (vol. iv).
Senate, extra Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 3448 (vol. iv).
Subsidies to Rys. B. 164 (Mr. Pope) on M. for Com. on

Res., 3472 ; in Com., 3472 (vol. iv).
Sugar, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3215, 3218 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Art, Agriculture and Statisties (Antwerp and Colonial Exhibi-
tions) 2766 (vol. iv); (Colonial Exhibitions) 1032 (vol. ii).

Civil Goverament: Deptl. Contingencies (Agriculture) 921;
(Customs) 916, 921, 923 ; (Inland Revenue) 917, 921 ; (Finance
and Treasury Board) 915 ; (Interior) 915; (Militia) 914
(Public Works) 921 ; (Railways and Canals) 923 (vol. ii).

Collection oJ Revenues (Customs) 3235 (vol. iv)
immigration, 2819, 2832, 2836, 2840, 2844-2846, 2849-2852 (iv).
Indian8 (Man. and N. W. T.) 3315-3318; (Assistance to Institu-

tions) 3392 (vol. iv).
Legislation: H. of C. (Election ExpenEes) 3452; (Increased

Indemnity to Members) 3450. (Miscellaneous (Salaries,
Library, &o.) 2798. Senate (extra Expenses) 3448 (vol. iv).

ifisellaneous (Dep. Speaker's Salary) 3352, 3357 ; (Rand's
Micmac Indian Dictionary) 3420 (vol. iv).

Pensions (Veterans of War of 1812) 992 (vol. ii); conc., 2765 (iv).
Public Works-.Consolidated Fund : Roads and Bridges, 3426.

Telegrapha, 3420 (vol. iv).

Trade Relations with Mexico (Ques.) 632 (vol. i).

Veterans of War of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 992 (vol. ii);
conc., 2765 (vol. iv).

Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 1675 (vol. ii).

Wheat and Flour, Duties on, Memorials, &c. (M. for
copies*) 532 (vol. i).

Wheat and Flour Importe and Exporta (M. for Ret.)
138 (vol. i).

Ways and Means-The Tarif : on M. (Sir Leonard
Tilley) for Com., 412-426; in Com., 772-775 (vol. i);
(earthenware and stoneware) 848; (glucose syrup)

Paterson, Mr. W.-Continued.
850-853, 856; (steel) 804 (vol. ii); (spirits and
tobacco) 3229; (sugar) 3215, 3218; (whiskey) 3226
(vol. iv); (winceys) 842 (vol. ii).

Patterson, Mr. J. Q., North Essex.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"qualifications in cities and towns," 1986 (vol. iii).
International Ferries (B. 17, 10*) 46; 20 m., 254 (i).
Lake Erie, Essex and Detroit River Ry. Co. (B. 24,

1°*) 67 (vol. i).
Sale of Ry. Passenger Tickets (B. 121, 1°*) 927 (ii).

Platt, Mr. J. M., Prince Edward, Ont.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on

Amt. (Mr. Burpee) 1048; in Com., 1059 (vol. ii); on
Sen. Amts., 2647 (vol. iv).

Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mir. Chapleau) in Com.,
1119, 1127 (vol. ii).

Drill Pay, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2911 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

Com., 1336-1341; "woman suffrage," 1439; " per-
son " ([nd'an) 1525; "actual value," 1606 (vol. ii);
"qualifications in cities and towns," 1784-1789;
"manhood suffrage " and (Indians) 1977; "revision
of voters' lists," 2343; "who shall not vote"
(Indians) 2127-2129 (vol. iij).

Govt. Steamers, in Com. of Sup., 2946 (vol. iv).
Importation of Prison Manufactures (Ques.) 2169 (iii).
Life-boats and Stations, in Com. of Sup., 2947-2950 (iv).
Market Battery, Kingston, lease of property (M. for

copies of 0. C., &c.) 210 (vol. i).
Militia Clothing, in Com. of Sup., 2909 (vol. iv).
Mortuary Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1032 (vol. ii).
Murray Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3303-3306 (vol. iv).
Port Credit Harbor Co., Reports made to Govt., &c. (M.

for copies*) 121 (vol. i).
Salmon Point Breakwater, construction (M. for Cor.,

&c.) 210 (vol. i.)
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistic (Mortuary Statistics) 1032 (ii).
Canais-Capital: Repaire, &c. (Murray) 3303-3306; (Trent Riv.

Nav.) 3312 (rol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Maintenance and Repaire, kc.)

2951; (Salaries, &c.) 2951 (vol. iv).
Militia (Clothing and Great Coats) 2909; (Drill Pay, &c.) 2911

(vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service (Govt. Steamers) 2916; (Life-boats and

Stations, &c.) 2947-2950; (Wrecks and Casualties) 2950 (iv).

Tête du Point Barracks, lease of (M. for copies of 0.0.,
&c.) 210 (vol. i).

Trent River Nav., in Com. of Sup., 3312 (vol. iv).

Way8 and Means-in Com. (hoop iron) 807; (salt cake)

806; (steel) 805 (vol. ii).
Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 1677 (vol. ii).
Weller's Bay, "lRange Lights " at (M. for Cor., &o.)

210 (vol. i).

Wrecks and Casualties, in Com. of Sup., 2950 (vol. iv).
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Pope, Hon. J. H., Compton.
Agriculture, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 904, 921 (vol. ii).
Agricultural, &o., Statistics, compilation, in Com. of

Sup., 1036 (vol. ii).
Agricultural Fertilizers B. 122 (Mr. Costigan) on M. for

20, 2478; in Com., 2479-2481 (vol. iii).
Air-Brakes, I.C.R., in Com. of Sup., 3299 (vol. iv).
Allan Lino, payments to, for assisted passages (Ans.)

567 (vol. i).
Antwerp and Colonial Exhibitions, cono., 2766 (vol. iv).
Antwerp International Exhibition, on M. for copy of

Cor. between Govt. and High Com., 306 (vol. i).
Archives, care of, in Com. of Sup., 1023, 1025 (vol. ii).
Bradley, W. Ingles, services of, on M. for Rot., 479 (i).
Canada and Antwerp, Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sup., 2943 (vol. iv).
Canada and Germany, Steamship subvention, in Com.

of Sup., 2945 (vol. iv).
C. P. R., Ability of Co. to fulfil engagements under

prop. Res., 2238 (vol. iii).
Amended Plans and Profiles, B.C. (Ans.) 362 (i).
Avalanches in the Selkirk Range (Ans.) 694 (i).
Branch Linos (Ans.) 694 (vol. i).
B. C. Sections, work on, on M. for Reps., &c.,

204 (vol. i).
-- Change in arrangements between Govt. and Co.

(Ans.) 1913 (vol. iii).
Connection with Ont. system (Ans.) 569 (i).
Connection with Quebec (Ans.) 2239 (vol. iii).

-- Construction near Lytton, B. C., on M. for
Rot., 226 (vol. i).

Cor. between Co. and Govt. rechange in arrang-
ments (Ans.) 2029 (vol. iii).

-- Cost of construction from Winnipeg to 615
miles west, on M. for Stmnt., 228 (voL i).

Co.'s Acts Amt. (B. 153, 10*,) 2858; in Com.,
8031; 3° m., 3293; 30 agreed to (Y. 77, N. 45) 3294
(vol. iv).

-.--- Eastern Division,Earnings and Working Expenses
(Ans.) 816 (vol. ii).

Eastern Section, Progress Estimates (Ans.)
235 (vol. i).
-- Eastern Section, quantities, classifications and

prices, Engineers' Estimates, on M. for copies, 300,
301 (vol. i).
- Expenditure to complote Govt. construction
(Ans.) 1130 (vol ii).

-- Govt. Sections in B. C., working of, by contrac.
tors (Ans.) 632 (vol. i).

- Grades and Curves, number of (Ans.) 632; maxi-
mum and minimum (Ans.) 694 (vol. i).

Grades, Tangents and Curves (Ans.) 694 (vol. i);
2239 (vol. iii).

In Com. of Sup., 3383 (vol. iv).
Laborers' wages, payment of, on construction

(Ans.) 290 (vol. i).
Levels, Grades, Tangents, &c., from summit of

Rockies to Moody (Ans.) 888 (vol. ii).

Pope, Hon. J. H.-Continued.
C. P. R., Location, change of, in B.C., 2239 (vol. iii).

North American Contracting Co., and grades,
curves, main lino, &c., on M. for Stmnt., 145 (vol. i).

-- Port Moody and Savona's Ferry, extension of
timo (Ans.) 148 (vol. i).

Port Moody Wharf and Freight Shod, on M. for
copies of Reps., Plans, &c., 296 (vol. i).

-- Progress Estimatos (Ans.) on adjmnt. of louse,
188; for Feb., 429 (vol. i).

-- Prop. Res. and Mail Nowspaper (remarks) 1712
(vol. ii).

-- Resolutions respecting further Loan (speech)
2559-2565; in Com., 2724, 2733, 2741, 2748-2750;
M. to recoive Rep. of Com., 2858 (vol. iv).

-- Rails for Govt. scýtion in B.C. (Ans.) 1914 (iii).
-Rates in B. C. (Ans.) 1474 (vol. ii).
Rolling Stock, Eastern Section, Western Divi-

sion, change in, on M. for Rot., 303 (vol. i).
Route, construction, rolling stock, extensions,

cash subsidy, land grant bonds, &c., &c., on M. for
Stmnts., 45 (vol. i).
- Section B, Award of $95,600 to contractors,
payment of (AnE.) 77 (vol. i).

-- Section B, Award of $31,179.17, credits in
Public Accounts (Ans.) 114 (vol. i).

Section B, Arbitration, Evidonce takon (Ans.)
112 (vol. i).

Section B, Engineers' Repdts on re-measure-
ment and re-classification, on M. for copies, 122 (vol. i)

- - Section B, opinion of Counsel as to binding
character of Award (Ans.) 77 (vol. i).

-- Section B, Rep. of Judge Clark on Award

(Ans.) 78, 133 (vol. i).
Subsidy, in Com. of Sup., 3295 (vol. iv).
Tangents and Curves, number and aggregate

length (Ans.) 744 (vol. i).
- - Trestles and Bridges, number of, on Amt. to M.

for Stmnt., 103, (vol. i).
-- Western Division, Earnings and Working ex-
penses (Ans.) 816 (vol. ii).

- - Western Terminus, route or routes from Port
Moody to English Bay, on M. for plan, &c., 145 (i).

Cape Breton Ry., construction of (Ans.) 2239 (vol. iii).
Surveys, in Com. of Sup., 3418 (iv).

Cape Tormentine Ry., connection with (Ans.) 2997 (iv).
Cape Traverse Branch Ry., payment to contractors

for construction (Ans.) 694 (vol. i).
Carleton Branch Ry., in Com. of Sup., 3415 (vol. iv).
Catholic population of Prov. of Quebec (Ans.) 363 (i).
Census Commissioners and Enumerators in the N.W.T.,

(prop. Res.) 46 ; M. for Com. on ls,, 74; M. to cono.
in Rep. of Com., 125 (vol. i).

Census of 1881, Absentees from Canada during (Ans.)
235 (vol. i).

. ensus, Quinquennial, of Man., N.W.T., &c. (B. 21, 19)
46; in Com., 171; consdn, of B. m., 212 (vol. i).

Census, Fourth and Fifth Vols., issue of (Ans.) 48 (i).



INDEX.
Pope, Hon. J. H.-Continued.

Change of Names in the N.W.T. (Ans.) 2859 (vol. iii).
Cholera, precautions against (Ans.) 568 (vol. i).
Clark, G. M., Sums paid to, apart from salary as Judge
& (Ans.) 235 (vol. i).
Colonial and Indian Exhibitions (B. 126) prop. Res.,

451 (vol. i); Res. in Com., 892; in Com. of Sup.,
1032-1035; Res. conc. in and 1°* of B., 1064 (vol.
ii) ; in Com., 2399 (vol. iii).

Contagions Diseases affecting Animals (B. 44) in Com.,
1065-1073, 1089-1094 (vol. ii).

Cornwall Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3301 (vol. iv).
Criminal Statistics, in Com. of Sap., 1026 (vol. ii).
Dams at Lakofield and Young's Point (Ans.) 1130 (ii).
Deptl.Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 921, 923 (vol. ii).
Dominion Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1026 (vol. ii).
Eastern Extension Ry., in Com. of Sup., 3300, 3384

(vol. iv).
Fort Francis Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3385 (vol. iv).
G. T. R., Double Track between Montreal and Toronto,

assurance, &c., given to Govt., on M. for copy, 144 (i).
- - Imperfect Rot. presented by Mr. Hickson (re-

marks) 861 (vol. ii).
Grant, Alpin, position of, under Govt. (Ans.) 429 (i).
Great American and European Short Lino Ry., on M,

for Ret., 79 (vol. i).
Grenville Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3418 (vol. iv).
Health Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 2766 (vol. iv).
High Commissoner, Instructions issued to, respecting

Immigrants (Ans.) 290 (vol. i).
Immigrant Patients in Quarantine, in Com. of Sap.,

3358 (vol. iv).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2810, 2813, 2816,2831-

2853 (vol. iv).
Immigrants to the N. W., on M. for Stmnt., 45 (vol. i).
Immigrants settled in B. C. (Ans.) 189 (vol. i).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 3342 (vol. iv).
Infections and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

(B. 44, 10) 125 (vol. i); 2> m., 892; 3° m., 1321; on
Amt. (Mr. Sutherland, Oxford) ,132l; on Amt. (Mr.
.Mulock) to M. for 30, 1325; M. to conc. in Son. Amts.
2397 (vol. iii).

Inspecting Engineers' Salaries, in Com. of Sup., 3417,
(vol. iv).

Inspectors or Clerks of Works, persons employed as,
on M. for Stmnt., 139 (vol. i).

I. C.R., Claims of Contractors, Sec. 16 (Ans.) 505 (i).
Construction to Indiantown (Ans.) 744 (vol. i),

816 (vol, ii).
Cost of Equipment (Ans.) 816 (vol. ii).
Cost of Working, &c., from 1879 to 1884, on

M. for Stmnt. (Amt.) 203 (vol. i).
--- Equipment, valuation of (Ans.) 888 (vol. ii).

Earnings and Working Expenses: 3073
(vol. iv); monthly (Ans.) 76, 114; for Jan., 1885,
428 (vol. i); for March and April, 2029 (iii).

- - in Com. of Sup., 3296, 3299, 3300, 3417; cono.,
3396 (vol. iv).

Pope, H on. J. H.-Continued.
I. C. R. Receipts and Expenses (Ans.) 1744, 1914 (iii).
- - Sale of Tickets on Chatham Branch (Ans.)

2289 (vol. iii).
Lachine Canal, in Cam. of Sap., 3301 (vol. iv).
Lake St. Francis Road Dyke, in Com. of Sup., 3419 (iv).
Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making, in Com. of Sup.,

3456 (vol. iv).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (.Mr. Bowell) in Com.,

3049 (vol. iv).
Mortuary Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1027-1031 (ii).
Murray Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3303 (vol. iv).
Muskoka Lakes and River Severn Canal System (Ans.)

289 (vol. i).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., N.S., projected line, on

M. for copies of Cor., &c., 146 (vol. i); in Com. of
Sup., 3413 (vol. iv).

Patent Act 1872, Amt. B. 64 (Mr. McCarthy) on 1°,
234; on M. for 2°, 627 (vol. i).

Pembina Branch Ry., in Com. of Sup., B417 (vol. iv).
P. E. I. Ry., Cape Traverse Branch, payment of

laborers, on M. for oopies of Petitions, &c., 142 (i).
Pringle, . 1H., employment of, by Govt. (Ans.) 744 (i).
Port Moody Dock, Tenders for repair (Ans.) 816 (il).
Post Office, in Com. of Sap., 3308 (vol. iv).
Purcell & Ryan, payment to, ini Com. of Sup., 3452 (iv).
Quarantine, appointment of Physicians to accompany

Steamships (Ans.) 2169 (vol. iii).
Quarantine, in Com. of Sap., 2853, 3358, 3411 (vol. iv).
Rys. and Canals, Deptl. Rep. (presented) 76 (vol.i).

in Com. of Sap., 913, 923, 975 (vol. ii).
Ry. Commissioners and Dom. Arbitrators (Ans.) 114 (i).
Ry. Supplies, purchase of, in Halifax (Ans.) 1915 (iii).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, Memor-

ials respecting, on M. for copy, 593 (vol. i).
Return Tickets on Govt. Rys., on M. for Rot., 707 (i).
Returns, production of (Ans.) 188; (remarks) 113, 455

(vol. i), 1132 (vol. ii), 2393 (vol. iii).
Rideau Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3312,3418 (vol. iv).
Richelieu River Floods, Memorials from Riparian own-

ers (Ans.) 606 (vol. i).
St. John Bridge and Ry. Extension Co. (Ans.) 569 (i).
St. Romuald d'Etchimin, Station (Ans.) 1567 (ii).
Settlers in Man. and N.W.T. (Ans.) 113 (vol. i).
Settlers in the Dom. during calendar year 1884 (Ans.)

113 (vol. i).
Settlers in the Mar. Provs. (Ans.) 148 (vol. i).
Shoep Scab, in Com. of Sup., 3411 (vol. iv).
Short Lino Ry. to theMar. Provs. (Ans.) 2239 (vol. iii).
Simard, J., payment to, in Com. of Sup., 3418 (vol. iv).
Sleeping Cars, I.C.R., 3417 (tol. iv).
Statistics relating to the Public Service (Ans.) 2531

(vol. iii).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2988 (vol. iv).
Subsidies to Rys. (B. 164) prop. Res., 3157; on M. for

Com. on Res., 3470; in Com., 3472 (vol. iv.)
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SUPPLY:
Arts, Agriculture and Satistics (Antwerp and Colonial Exhibi-

tions) conc., 2766 (vol. iv) ; (Archives, care of) 1023, 1025 ;
(Colonial Exhibitions) .1032-lQ35 (vol. ii), 3452 (vol. iv);
(Compiling Agricultural and other Statistics in Man. and
N.W.T.) 1036; (Criminal Statistics) 1026 ; (Dominion Exhi-
bition) 1026 (vol. ii) ; (Health Statistics) 2766 (vol. iv)
(Mortuary Statistics) 1027-1031 (ii).

Canal8-Capital: Repaire, &c. (Cornwall) 3301 ; (Murray) 3303;
(Lachine) 3301; (Trent River Nav.) 3311 ; (Welland) 3301,
3311 ; (Williamsburg) 3301; (A.mount due Hugh Sutherland)
3385 (vol. iv). Income : (Rideau, Land damages in Township
of Pittsburg) 3418; (Increase of water supply) 3312 ; (Gren-
ville, payment to J. Simard) 3418. Miscellaneous (road dyke,
Lake St. Francis) 3419; (Snrveys and Inspections) 3313
(Welland) 3418 (vol. iv).

Civil Govt. (Agriculture, Dept. of.) 904, (contingencies) 921;
(Railways and Canas, Dept. of) 913, 975, (contingencies)
923 (vol. ii).

Collection ojevenues (Post Office) 3308 (vol. i v).
Immigration, 2810, 2813, 2816, 2831-2853 (vol, iv).
Indians (Man. and N. W. T.) 3342 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (Canu. and Antwerp);

2943; (Can. and Germany) 2945 (vol. iv.)
.iseellaneous (Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making) 3456;

(Purcell & Ryan, for supplies furnished to Lord Lorne and
party) 3452 (vol. iv).

Quarantine, 2853; (Immigrant Patients) 3358 ; (Sheep Scab)
3358, 3411 (vol. iv).

Rlys.-Uapital: C. P. R, 3383; (Inspecting Engineers' Salaries,
&c.) 3117 ; (Pembina Branch) 3417; (Subsidy) 3295. Cape
Breton Ry. (Surveys) 3418 ; Carleton Branch Ry. (purchase
of) 3415; Eastern Extension Ry., 3300, 3384 ; I. 0. R , 3383,
conc., 3396; (applying Air Brakes) 3299; (miscellaneous
works) 3296-3299; (Repairs, &c.) 3300 ; (Sleeping Cars)
3117. Short Line Ry. (Oxford and New Glasgow) 3413
(vol. iv).

Surveys and Inspections (Canals) in Com. of Sup., 3313
(vol. iv).

Sutherland, H., amount due, in Com. of Sup., 3385 (iv).
Trent Valley Canal, plans and estimates of cost, &c.,

on Ms. for copies of Cor., &c., 145, 202 (vol. i).
Trent River Nav., in Com. of Sup., 3311 (vol. iv).
Turkish Pauper Immigrants (Ans.) 3475 (vol. iv).
Welland and Williamsburg Canals, in Com. of Sup.,

3301, 3418 (vol. iv).
Wilkinson, J. A., sumas paid to, and for what services

(Ans.) 51 (vol. i).

Pruyn, m[r. m. W., Lennox.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. that

Com. rise, 1425 (vol. ii).

Napanee, Public Buildings (Ques.) 77 (vol. i).

Reid, Mr. J., Cariboo.
C. P. E. Rates in B.C. (Ques.) 1474 (vol. ii).

Rinfret, Mr. C. J., Lotbinière.
Flannel Shirts for the Militia, Contract (Ques.) 1306 (ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Come.,

"person " (Indian) 1506, 1538; "qualifloations in
cities and towns," 1680-1683 (vol. ii).

House of Commons Commissioners' Rep. re Staff (Ques.)
2750 (vol. iv).

Rinfret, Mr. C. J.-Continue.
Le Fonds Post Offce, establishment of (Ques.) 816 (ii).
Peachy, J. W., Superannuation of (Ques.) 1743 (iii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff : on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 527-532 (vol. i).

Robertson, Mr. A., West Bastings.
Criminal Law Amat , Panishment offBarglars (B. 71, 1°)

270 (vol. i); (B. 136, 1°) 1335 (vol. ii).
Debates, Official Rop., on Amnt. (Mr. Wood, Brockville)

to M. to conc. in Third Rop. (Que@.) 3362 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N. W., Gatling Guns for use of

Troops (Ques.) 813 (vol. ii).
Veterans of 1812, Extension of Pensions te widows of

(Ques.) 36 (vol. i).

Robertson, Mr. T., Hanilton.
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on M. to

place B. 2nd·Order on Public Bills and Orders, 714(i).
Consolid. Insuranco Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tfley) in Com., on Amt. (Mr. Ives) 2769 (vol. iv).
Criminal Law Amt., openings cut in the Ice, &c. (B. 22,

1O*) 57; 20 mr., 131; M. for Com., 150; Order for

Com. dschgd. and B. ref. to Sel. Com., 496 (vol. i).
Factory B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amit. to substitute Can.

Temp. Act to M. for rsmng.udjd. deb. for 2°, 943 (ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com., on

Ques. of Order, 1922 (vol. iii).
Govt. Business, conduct of (remarks) 3445 (vol. iv).
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases B. 6 (Mr. Cameron,

Buron) in Com , 501, 503 (vol. i).

Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2797 (vol. iv).
Life-boats, Stations, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2947 (vol. iv).
Man, laims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) in Com.,

3047 (vol. iv)
Petitions, on presentation of (remarks) 189t (vol. iii).
Soundings taken in Burlington Bay Canal, Rep. of

Supdt. (M. for copies*) 1533 (vol. i).
South Saskatchewan Valley Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. (B.87,

1°*) 125 (vol. i).
Summary Proceedings before Magistrates B. 128 (Mr.

Caron) in Con., 2830 (vol. iv).
SUPPLY:

Immigration, 2818, 2843 (vol. iv).
Legislation: Miscellaneous (Library, Salaries, &o.) 2797 (iv).
Liquor License Act (Administration of) 3423 (vol. 1v).
Ocean and River Service (Life-boats and Stations, &c.) 2947(1v).

Ways and -Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard
Tilley) for Com., 719-722 (vol. i).

Robertson, Mr. T., Shelburne.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. (Ques.) 363 (vol. i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Ant. (B. 92, 1°) 448 (vol. i).
Coal, tenders to supply Fog-whistles, &o, in Bay of

Fundy (M. for copies*) 533 (vol. i).
Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 919 (vol. i).
Fraser, D. M., and Dept. of Agriculture, Cor. between

(M. for copies*) 533 (vol. i).
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Robertson, Mr. T.-Continued.

Great Village River Improvements, Colchester, N.S.,
(M. for Stmnt. in detail*) 67 (vol. i).

Lion, seizure of Schooner, in N.S. (M. for copies of Rep.,
&c.*) 533 (vol. i).

Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 58 (Mr. Foster) on
M. for 2°, 621 (vol. i).

ParrsboroughBreakwater, construction of (M. for copies
of Tenders) 66 (vol. i).

Rogers' Patent Fish Ladder, Cor. and Reps. (M. for
copies) 870 (vol. ii).

SUPPLY:

Civil Govt.: Depti. Contingencies (Inland Revenue) 919 (vol. ii).

Ross, Mr. A. W., Lisgar.
0. P. R., Res. respecting further Loan, on Amt. (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) 2712-2718 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N.W., Assistance to Settlers through

outbreak (Ques.) 2854; Compensation for losses
(Ques.) 3321; Relief of destitute families, 3321 (iv).

Equipment of the 90th Battalion (Ques.) 2854 (vol. iv).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Rector

Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2491 (vol. iii).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on. M. for

Com. on Res., 2777; in Com., 2793, 3050 (vol. iv).
North-Western Coal and Nav. Ry. Co., Land grants to,

in Com. on ]Res., 2491 (vol. iii).
SUPPLY:

Immigration, 2843 (vol. ir).

Royal, Mr. J., Provencher.
Administration of Justice in the N. W. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on Amt. (Mr. Mills) to M. for 30, 3002; on
M. to adjn. deb., 3431 (vol. iv).

C. P. R., Res. respecting further Loan, on Amt. (Mr.
Watson) 2867 (vol. iv).

Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committees B. 26
(Sir John A. Macdonald) on Res. (Amt.) 72 (vol. i).

Disturbance in the N.W., Assistance to settlers through
outbreak (Ques.) 2854 (vol. iv).

Batoche, capture of, rumored indignities com.
mitted by Volunteers (Ques.) 3425 (vol. iv).

--- Compensation for losses (Ques,) 3321 (vol. iv).
Duck Lake, Engagement at, Rep. of (Ques.)

1567 (vol. ii).
-- on lRes. (Mr. Blake) want of confidence, 3199-

3212 (vol. iv).
-- Relief of destitute families (Ques.) 3321 (vol. iv).
Equipment of the 90th Battalion (Ques.) 2854 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. -Macdonald) in Com.,

"Iwoman suffrage," 1390 (vol. ii).
Half-breed Commission, information respecting (Ques.)

1566 (vol. ii).
Land grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Hector

Langevin) on prop. Res., 2448 (vol. iii).
Man. and North-Western Ry. Co.'s (B. 74, 1°*) 313 (i).
North Saskatchewan River Improvements, on M. for

copy of Reps., &c., 695 (vol. i).

Royal, Mr. J.-Continued.
Privilege, Ques. of, interpolation of words in despatch,

3247 (vol. iv); par. in Free Press (remarks 170 (i).
Representation in Parlt. of the N. W. T., on Res. (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) to M. for Com. of Sup., 3406 (iv).
Statistics relating to Public Service (Ques.) 2854 (iv).
Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr.Landry,

Montmagny) on M. for 20, 168 (vol. i).
Ways and Means -on Res. (Mr. Blake) re Disturbance

in the N. W., 3199-3212 (vol. iv).

Rykert, Mr. J. C., Lincoln and Niagara.
Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 982 (vol. ii).
Customs Seizure of School Books at Toronto (M. for

Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"usufructuary," 1450; "tenant," 1477 (vol. ii);
"qualifications in cities and towns," 1761-1770,2002;
"in counties," 2058; "revision of voters' list," 2342
(vol, iii) ; on Ques. of Order, 1435, 1465; on M. that
Com. rise, 1437, 1500 (vol. ii); on ruling of Chair-
man (remarks) 1799, 1849 (vol. iii).

Franchise B. Pets., genuineness of Signatures (remarks)
2274, 2320 (vol. iii).

Huron and Ont. Ship Canal Co.'s B. 69 (Mi. to conc. in
Son. Amts.) 1386 (vol. ii).

Mackinley, A. & W., of Halifax, entry of School Books
at undervaluation (M. for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).

Maritime Court of. Ont. Jurisdiction B. 11 (Mr. Alen)
in Com., 496 (vol. i).

Ont., Westerly Boundary of, argument before P C.,
shorthand notes (M. for copy) 430-440 (vol. i).

Printing, Public, changes in Contract (M. for copies of
O.C.) 246 (vol. i).

Railways centreing in Ottawa, Bonuses granted to, on
M. for Ret., 87; adjd. deb. rsmd., 89 (vol. i).

SUPPLY:
Civil Govt, (Civil Service Examiners) 982 (vol. ii).

Wines, spirits, ale, beer, porter, &c., imported, amount
of Rev. (M. for Ret.*) 313 (vol. i).

Scriver, Mr. J., Huntingdon.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 1058 (vol. ii); on Sen. Amts., 2649, 2664 (iv).
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 3234 (vol. iv).
Drill Pay, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2912 (vol. iv).
Duties on Hay, Cor. between Can. and U.S., on M. for

copies, 443 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"usufructuary," 1447, 1448, 1451 ; "occupant," 1484
(vol. ii); "qualifications in cities and towns," 1995;
(Indians) 2018 (vol. iii).

Factory B. 85 (Mr. Bergin)' on Amt. to substitute
Can. Temp. Act to M. for r8mng. adjd. deb. for 20
943 (renarks) 944 (vol. iii).

Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals,
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) on M. for 3° (Amt.) 1334; on Amf-
(Mr. Catudal) to MX for 3°, 1327 (vol. ii).
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Lake St. Francis Road Dyke, in Com. ofSup., 3419 (iv)
Oka Indians, transport of, in Com. of Sup., 3457 (iv)
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 3310 (vol. iv).
Sheep Scab, in Com. of Sup., 3411 (vol. iv).
Subsidies to Rys. B. 164 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 3472 (iv)
SuPPLy:

Canals-Income: Kiscellaneous (Road Dyke, Lake St. Francis
3419 (vol. iv).

Collection of Revenues (Post Office) 3310; (Customs) 3234 (iv)
Indians (Transport of families from Oka) 3457 (vol. iv).
Militia (Drill Pay, &c.) 2912 (vol. iv).
Quarantine (Sheep Scab) 3411 (vol. iv.).

Ways and Means-in Con. (barrels containing petro-
leum or its products) 843; (umbrella and parasol
ribs, &c.) 858; (woollen rags) 787 (vol. ii).

Weights and Measures Inspection Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr.
Costigan) on prop. Res., 832 (vol. ii).

Shakespeare, Mr. N., Victoria, B. C.
B. C. Penitentiary, suspension of Rules (M. for copies

of Cor.) 823 (vol. ii).
Cabinet Representation for B. C. (Ques.) 235 (vol. i).
Chinese Commissioners' Rep. (Ques.) 29, 211 (vol, i).
Chinese Immigration Restriction B. 156 (Mr. Chapleau)

on M. for Com. on Res., 3011 (vol. iv).
Chinese Interpreter, in Com. on Res. (Mr. Chapleau)

3024 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"woman suffrage," 1391 "person " (Chinese)
1583, 1591 (vol. ii); "qualifications " (Indians and
Chinese) 1974; (remarks) 1944 (vol. iii).

Indian Affairs in B. C., Cor. between Govt. of Canada
and B. C., on M. for copies, 869 (vol. ii).

Indian Troubles at Metlakatla (M. for copies of Cor.)
304 (vol. i).

Manufacturing Industries of Canada, Rep. on (remarks)
on absence of information respecting B. C., 594 (i).

Rice, increased duty on (Ques.) 695 (vol. i).
St. George's Day, Adjmt. for (M.) 1305 (vol. ii).

Shanley, Mr. Walter, South Grenville.

Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)
on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res. (Mr.
Light's Bep.) 3266 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY :
Canal&-Capital: Repairs, &c. (Welland) 3301, 3311: (Trent

Riv. Nav.) 3311 (vol. iv).
Rys.-Capital: C.P.R. (Pembina Branch) 3417; (Subsidy) 3296;

I.C.R. (miscellaneous works) 3298 (vol. iv).

Sma., My. J., East Toronto.
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on

Son. Amts. (Amt.) neg. (Y. 78, N. 86) 2660, (vol. iv).
Federal Bank of Canada Capital Stock reduction (B. 10,

1°*) 2°, 57 (vol. i).
IntoxicatingLiquors, traffic in, further provision (B. 70,

10) 270 (vol. i).
10
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Small, Mr. J.-Continued.

Justices of the Peace, &c., Summary Proceedings B. 128
(Mr. Caron) 1°*, 1130 (vol. ii).

Kootenay Ry. Co. of B.C. incorp. (B. 83, 10*) 349 (i)
Pawnbrokers' Provision (B. 137, 1°*) 1474 (vol. ii).
Volunteors in the N.W., recognition of Servioes (Ques.)

1566 (vol. ii).

Smyth, Mr. H., Kent, Ont.
Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes (B. 16, 1°*)

46 (vol. i).
Patents ofInvention Acts Amt. (B. 29, l0) 88 (vol. i).

Somerville, Mr. J., .North Brant.
Bradley, W. Ingles, services of (M. for Rot.) 479 (volé i).
Debates, Official Rop. of, on M. to conc. in First Rep:

(romarks) 35 (vol. i).
Expenses of Members of the Govt., &c., in Eng. or else.

where (M. for Ret.*) 124 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2°,

1269-1272 (vol. ii); in Com., "woman suffrage,"
1441; "porson " (Indian) 1549 (vol. ii); "who shall
not vote" ([ndians) 2129-2133; "registration of
votera,' 2276, 2291, 2296 (vol. iii); on M. for conadn.
of B. (Amt.) nog. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3065 (vol. iv).

Govt. Printing and Advortising (Res.) in Amt. te Com.
of Sup., 3033-3039 (vol. iv).

Immigration, in Com. of Sap., 2812,2836,2843-2845(iv).
Mounted Police, compensation for injuries(M. for Ret.*)

505 (vol. i).
Printing and printing paper, &c., in Com. of Sup.,

2799-2802, 2804, 2806-2809 (vol. iv).
Priviloge, Ques. of, paragraph in Ottawa Citizen, 3162,

2213; porsonal allusions in deb., 3248 (vol. iv).
Rental of Offices for use of Govt. in Ottawa (M. for

Ret.*) 533 (vol. i).
Salaries of Ministers (Ques.) 3073 (volé iv).
SUPPLY:

Immigration, 2812, 2836, 2843-2845 (vol. iv).
Legslation: Miscellaneous (Printing and printing paper, Ac.)

2799-2802, 2804, 2806-2809 (vol. iv).

Speaker, Mr. (loN. G. A. KIRParTRICK) Prontenac.
Accommodation for Members (remarks) 49 (vol. i).
Administration of Justice in theN.W.T. B. 111, inter-

ruptions by Members not in Order, 3430 (vol. iv).
Address, Ans. to, Mess. froma His Ex. (read) 113 (i).
Amherst and P. E. I. Ry. Co's. incorp. B., on M. to

introd., Rop. of Com. on Stndg. Orders ref. to, 349 (i).
Bankruptcy, Pets., Res., &o., Message from His Ex.

(read) 101 (vol. i).
Beauce, Vacancy in the Representation: Warrant issued

and Ret. of Member, 1 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92, on M. to place B.

2nd Order on Public Bills and Orders (procedure)
714 (vol. i); on Son. Amts. (rulings) 2657, 2664.

Cape Breton, Vacancy in the Representation: Warrant
issued and Rot. of Member, 1 (vol. i).



INDEX.

Speaker, Mr.-Continued.
Census of the N. W. B. 21, Member called to Order on

imputing motives, 213 (vol. i).
Chinese Commissioners' Rep., Mess. from His Ex.

(read) 234 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31, on Amt. (Mr. Davies)

(ruling) remarks must be confined to Amt., 1300 (ii).
Claims of Man., Mess. from His Ex. (read) 202 (vol. i).
Commercial Bank of Windsor B. 117, suggestion to

refer B. to Com. on Banking and Commerce, 1677 (ii).
Controverted Elections, Judge's Reps. (read) 1, 593 (i).
Cumberland, Vacancy in the Representation : Warrant

issued and Ret. of Member, 1 (vol. i).
.Debates, publishing of, in Com. of Sup., 991 (vol. ii).
Disturbance in the N.W., Engagement at Batoche, des-

patch respecting (read) 1380 (vol. ii).
Disturbance in the N. W. (ruling) speech must be fin-

ished before corrections can be made, 3161 (vol. iv).
Divorce Cases, Evidence in (explanation) 428 (vol. i).
Dundas and Waterloo Road, on prop. IRes. (ruling) on

Ques. of Order, 451 (vol. i).
Estimates, The, Mess. from Ris Ex. (read) 289 (vol. i);

Sappl. for 1884 85, 2820; Suppl. for 1825-86, 3359;
Further Suppl. for 1885-86, 3423 (vol. iv).

Factory B. 85, on Amt. to substitute Can. Temp. Act
(ruling on procedure) 941 (vol. ii).

Franchise B. 103, Chairman's ruling in Com. sustained
(Y. 76, N. 46) 1513, (Y. 67, N. 41) 1944 (vol. ii).

Franchise B. Pets., Signatures to, English practice
quoted, 2027-2029; (remarks) 2274; on presentation
of, 2320 (vol. iii).

Grenville, South, Election, Ret. of Member elect (an-
nouncement) 3072 (vol. iv).

Gov. Genl.'s Secretary, letter from, re Royal Assent to
Bills (read) 1514 (vol. ii).

H. of C. Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 2796 (vol. iv).
Huron and Ont. Ship Canal Co.'s B. 69, on M. to cono.

in Sen. Amts. (remarks) 1387 (vol. ii).
Infections and Contagions Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44, on Amt. (Mr. Casey) to M. for 3°, full discus-
sion of B. not in Order on an Amt., 1330 (vol. ii).

Insolvent Debtors Assets B. 4, on M. (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) to transfer to Govt. Orders (Votes and Pro-
ceedings quoted) 1281 (vol. ii).

Inspection of Factories Res., suggestion that same stand
first on Publie Bills and Orders, 607 (vol. i).

Internal Economy Commission, Mess. from Ris Ex.
(read) 40 (vol. i).

Legislation, in Com. of Sap., 991 (vol. i), 2795, 2796,
3449 (vol. iv).

Library, The, and Mr. Bourinot's work (remarks) 40 (i).
Lennox Election, Judge's certificate, &c. (read) 1; War-

rant issued and Ret. of Member, 1 (vol. i).
Levis Electoral District, Judge's Rep. (read) and

Warrant issued, 593; Ret. of Member elect (announce-
ment) 1385 (vol. ii).

Man. Claims Settlement Res. (ruling) reference to what
bas taken place in Coin. not in Order, 2783, 2786 (iv).

Speaker, Mr.-Continued.
Manitoba Indian Agency, missing Ret. (produced) 67 (i).
Maskinongé, Vacancy in the Representation: Warrant

issued and Rot. of Member, 1 (vol. i).
Megantie, Rot. of Member to ropresent (announcement)

1 (vol. i).
Members, New, Ret, of (announcement) 1, 133 (vol. i),

1192, 1385 (vol. ii), 3072 (vol. iv).
Messages from His Ex. (read), 1, 40, 101, 113, 202, 234,

289 (vol. i), 1064 (vol. ii), 2234 (vol. iii), 2820, 3232,
3359, 3423, 3470, 3475 (vol. iv).

Middleton, Genl., Grant to, Mess. from His Ex., 3470
(vol. iv).

Militia Act, 1883, Amt. B. 152 (procodure) 3046 (iv).
Nicolet, Rot. of Member to represent (announcement)

1 (vol. i).
Northumberland, West, Election, Judge's Rep. (read)

and Warrant issued, 593; Rot. of Member elect,
(announcement) 1192 (vol. ii).

Ontario, West, Vaoancy in the Representation: War-
rant issued and return of Member, 1 (vol. i).

Parlt., opening of, Commons summoned to Sonate, 1
(vol. i); Prorogation, 3475 (vol. iv).

Petitions, on presentation of (remarks and authorities
quoted) 1891, 1893, 2027-2029, 2274, 2320 (vol. iii).

Privilege, Ques. of (ruling) should conclude with a
motion;3161 (vol. iv).

Prohibition of Spirituous Liquors (ruling) in Order to
move the previous question, &c., 1045 (vol. ii).

Prorogation, Letter from Acting Sec. to Gov. Gen.
(read) 3473; Mess. from His Ex., 3475 (vol. iv).

Queen's County, P. E. I., Vacancy in the Representa.
tion : Warrant issued and return of Member, 1 (i).

Royal Assent to Bills (announcement) 1516 (ii), 3475
(vol. iv).

Scott Act Pets., on M. to erase name (remarks) 2320
(vol. iii).

Sessional Clerks, extra, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2795 (iv).
Soulanges Election, Judgment of Supreme Court (read)

1; Ret. of Member elect (announcement) 113 (vol. i).
Speech from the Throne (Rep.) 2 (vol. i).
Staff of the House, Res. and Schedules adopted by Com-

missioners (presented) 2497 (vol. iii).
Stationery used in H. of C., Expense of (Ans) 290 (i).
SUPPLY:

Legidation, H. of 0. (oCommittees, extra Sessional Clerks, &c.)
2795; (Oontingencies) 2796 (vol. iv); (Publishing Debaics)
991 (vol. ii); (increased Expenses under Rep. of lternal
Economy Comm.) 3449 (vol. iv).

Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction, Limitation B.
68, on M. to introd. B. (remarks) 246, 270.

Vacancies, notification of, 1 (vol. i).
Volunteers in the N. W., Recognition of 'Services B.

160 (ruling) on Ques. of Order, 3380 (vol. iv).
Warrants issued for new Elections (announcement) 1,

593 (vol. i).
Washington Treaty, Cor. and papers (read) 3232; rul-

ing) allusion to previous deb. not in order, 2899 (iv).
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Speaker, Mr.-Continud.

West Middlesex Election, Judge's .Rep. (read) 1 (vol. i).
Winnipeg and Prince Albert Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. 82, on

M. for 2°, suggestion that Order be dschgd., 428 (vol. i).
700,000 for N.W.Troubles, Mess. from His Ex. (read)

1064 (vol. ii).
S1,700,000 for N.W. Expenses, Moss. from His Ex.

(read) 2234 (vol. iii).

Speaker, Mr. Deputy.
[ee " ORnnR," "PRIVILE*E" AND "PRoCEDURE."J

Sproule, Mr. T. S., East Grey.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143 (Mr. Coatigan)

in ComW., 2468 (vol. iii).
Analysts, Public, remuneration of, in Com. on Res.,

2547 (vol. iii).
Brewers and Distillers, compens. on prop. Res., 241 (i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jarnieson) in

Com., 956, 957, 958; on Amt. (Mr. Burpee) 1018; on
Amt. (Mr. Iickey) to M. for 30, 1052; in Com., 1054,
1057; on Amt. (Mr. White, Cardwell) 1061 (vol. ii);
on Sen. Amts., 2648 (vol. iv).

Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 980 (vol. ii).
Consolidated Insurance Act, 1-77, Amt. B. 20 (Sir

Leonard Tilley) in Com., 2437 (vo!. iii).
Debates, Official Rep. on Amt. (Mr. Tassé) to M. to

conc. in Third Rep. of Com., 3365 (vol. iv).
Daties on Hay, Cor. between Canada and U.S., on M.

for copies, 445 (vol. i).
Factory B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on M. for 20, 881 (vol. ii).
Fish-breeding, &c., in Com. of Sup, 2954 (vol. iv).
Fishery Commission, in Com. of Sup., 3390 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"person " (Indian) 1492,1551 ; " actual value," 1598;
"qualifications in cities and townsa" (Indians) 1850,
2012; "qualifications in counties," 2073 ; "registra-
tion of voters," 2218; explanation, 2257; "appeal,"
2361, 2366; "officers and duties," 2388, 2389;
"offences," 2390 (vol. iii); explanation of vote on
Mr. Langelier's Amt. (remarks) 3062 (vol. iv); on
M. that Com. rise, 1437; (Ques. of Order) reading
extratts, 1464 (vol. ii), 1920 (vol. iii).

Franchise B. Pets., genuineness of Signatures 2392 (iii).
General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Com., 2550 (vol. iii).
Govt. Business, on M. to take in Wednesdays, 966 (ii).
Histoire Génealogique des Familles Françaises, in

Com. of Sup., 3456 (vol. iv).
Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1038.
Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Bector

Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2492 (vol. iii).
Land Improvement Fund Settlement (Ques.) 1039 (ii).
Life-boats, Stations, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2948 (vol. iv).
Liquor License Act, 1883, B. 134 (Sir JohAn A. Mac-

donid) aon M. for 20, 2400 (vol. iii).

Sproule, Mr. T. S.-Continued.
Mortuary Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1030 (vol. ii).
North-Western Coal and Nav. Ry. Co., Land grants to,

in Com. on Res., 2492 (vol. iii).
Pa+ont Act, 1872, Ait. B. 25 (Mr. White, Renfrew) on

M. for 2°, 267 (vol. i).
Personal Explanation, article in Canada Presbyterian

and Meaford Monitor, 2772 (vol. iv).
Postmaster Genl., Dept. of, in Com. of Sup, 903 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of, paragraph in Ottawa Free Preu

(remarks) 89, 566 (vol. i).
Provincial _Rys. taken over by Govt. (Ques.) 188 (i).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, Memo-

rials respecting, on M. for copies, 583 (vol. i.)
Return Tickets on Govt. Rys., on M. for Rot., 707 (i).
SUPPLY:

Art, Agriculture and Statistica (Mortuary Statistica) 1030 (ii).
Civil Govt. (Civil Service Examinera) 980; (Postmaster Geul.,

Dept. of) 903 (vol, ii).
Fisheries (Flsh-breeding, &c.) 2954 (vol. iv).
Immigration 2812 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Fishery Commission, increased remuneration to

Counsel) 3390; (Histoires Gùnealogique des Familles Fran-
çaises) 3456; (Lyn ch's Treatise on Butter-making) 3456 (]v).

Ocean and River Service (Life-boats, Stations, &c.) 2948 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-Tho Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard
Tdley) for Com., 733-739 (vol. i).

Weights and Measures Acta Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 1674 (vol. ii).

Stairs, Mr. J. Fitz-William, West Ralifar.
An imal Charcoal, im portations of (M. for Ret.*) 533 (i).
Canada a~d Antwerp, Steamship subvention, in Com.

of Sup., 2943 (vol. iv).
Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2534,

2538, 2540 (vol. iii).
Civil Service Acta Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1119, 1120, 1124 (vol. ii).
Customs Seizures at N. S. ports of entry (M. for Stmnt.*)

532 (vol. i).
Duck, in Com. on Ways and Means, 809 (vol. ii).
France and Quebec, Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sup., 2941, 3041 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (&r John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Mr.

Mclntyre) to M. for 3°, 3057 (vol. iv).
General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Com. on Res., 1310, 1314 (vol. ii); in Com.
on B., 2550 (vol. iii).

Glucose Syrup, in Com. on Ways and Means, 854 (ii).
Harbor Master at Halifax B. 148 (Mr. IcLetan) in

Com. on Res., ?523 (vol. iii).
I. C. R., in Con. ofrSap., 3298 (vol. iv).
N. S. Rys., consolid. and completion (Ques.) 2530 (iii).
Post Office Savings Banks in the Mar. Provs. (Ques.)

148 (vol. i).
Short Line IRy., Montreal to Atlantic, in Com. On

IRes., 2991 (vol. iv).
Steel, in Com on Ways and Moans, 804 (vol. iI).
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Stairs, Mr. J. Fitz-William-continued.

Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Hector Langevin)
in Com. on Res., 2991 (vol. iv).

Sugar, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3216, 3218 (iv).
SUPPLY:

indians (Kan. and N.W.T.) 3318 (vol. iv).
Nail Subaidies and Steamohip Subventions (Oan. and Antwerp)

294; (France and Quebec, fortnightly line) 2941, 3041 (iv).
Pensions (Veterans of War of 1812) 994 (vol. ii).
Rya.--Capitai; I. C. R. (miscellaneous works) 3298 (vol. iv).

Veterans of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 994 (vol. ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 641-648; in Com. (duck) 809 ;
(glucose syrup) 854 ; (steel) 804 (vol. ii) ; (sugar)
3216, 3218 (vol. iv).

Weights and Measures Acta Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 1673 (vol. ii).

Sutherland, Mr. H., Selkirk.
General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Com. on Res., 1315 (vol. ii).
Infections and Contagions Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1065 (vol. ii).

Sutherland, Mr. J., North Oxford.
Oan. Temp. Act, 1877, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on

Son. Amts., 2648-2652 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.

(M. that Com. rise) 1496,1497 (ii).
Infections and Contagions Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1071, (Amt.) 1085; on M.
for 39 (Amt.) 1321; agreed to (Y. 131, N. 16) 1324;
on M. to conc. in Sen. Amts., 2397 (vol. iii).

Prisoners, employment of, outside Gaols (B. 87, 10*)
362 (vol. i).

Taschereau, Mr. T. L., Beauce.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

2°, 1236; in Com., "usufructuary," 1447 (vol. ii).
Quarantine, appointment of Physicians to accompany

Steamships (Ques.) 2169 (vol. iii).
Short Line Ry., Montreal to Atlantic, on Amt. (Mr.

Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3268.
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Bector Langevin)

on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res.,
3268 (vol. iv).

Tasse, Mr. J., Ottawa City.
Change of Naines in the N. W. T. (Ques.) 2359 (vol. iii).
Debates, Official Rep. of, on Amt. (Mr. Wood, Brock-

ville) to M. to conc. in Third Rep. of Com. (Amt.) 3364,
neg. (Y. 18, N. 127) 3369 ; on cono., 3373; on M. to
conc. in Fourth Rep. of Com., 3458 (vol. iv).

Disturbance in the N.W., on Vote of Thanks to Genl.
Middleton and Volunteers, 3465 (vol. iv).

Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,
"who shall not vote," 2093, 2097 (vol. iii).

Ottawa River Ship Canal, on prop. .Res. (Mr. White,
R&nfrew) 1219-1224 (vol. ii).

Tasse, Mr. J.-Continued.
Statistics relating to the Public Service (Ques.) 2531

(vol. iii), 2854 (vol. iv).
SU'PPLY:

Legialation: H. of 0. (increased Expenses under Rep. ofinternal
Economy Commissioners) 3450 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-The Tarift on M. (Sir Leonard Tilley)
for Com., 677-687 (vol. i).

Taylor, Mr. G., South Leeds.
Fish Breeding, &c., in Com. of Sap., 2953 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. that

Com. rise, 1502 (vol. ii); in Com., "qualifications in
counties," 2061 (vol. iii).

Terry Divorce (B. 97, 1> on a div.) 605 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Fisheries (Fish-breeding, &o.) 2953 (vol iv).
Weights and Measures Acte Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 1676 (vol. ii).

Temple, Mr. T., York, N.B.
Central Bank of N. B. (B. 40, 10*) 939 (vol. ii).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1129 (vol. ii).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"qualifications in counties," 2054, 20~>8, 2084;
"revision of voters' lists," 2341 (vol. iii).

Fredericton and St. Mary's Bridge Co.'s incorp. (B. 50,
1°*) 170 (i); M. to conc. in Son, Amts., 1386 (ii).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Hector
Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2494 (vol. iii).

Northern and Western Ry., Cor. botween Dom. and
Local Govt. of N.B. (M. for copies*) 533 (vol. i).

North-Western Coal and Nav. Ry. Co., Land grants to,
in Com. on Res., 2494 (vol. iii).

Short Line Ry., Montreal to Atlantic, on Amt. (Mr.
Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3271 (vol. iv).

Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir ifector .Langevin)
on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res.,
3271 (vol. iv).

Tilley, Hon, Sir Leonard, St. John, N.B.
Advances to Provinces (B. 7, 1) 32; 2 im., 102 (i).
American Gold, substitution of, for Sovereigna (Ans.)

505 (vol. i).
Ascetic Acid, in Com. on Ways and Means, 849 (vol. ii).
Assistant Rec. Genl.'s, Montreal, St. John and Winni-

peg, in Com. of Sup., 895 (vol. ii).
Auditor Genl.'s Rep. (presented) 28 (vol. i).
Bank Advances to the Gozt. (Ans.) 113 (vol. i).
Bank of B. C. (B. 105, 10) 631 (vol. i).
Bank of Upper Can., Stmnts. respecting (Ans.) 112 (i).
Budget, The (Ans.) 76, 149, 211, (annualStmnt.) 313 (i).
Brokerage and Commission, in Com. of Sup., 896 (ii).
Business of the louse, Tariff deb. (Ans.) 595 (vol. i).
C. P. B., Interest paid to Govt. by Co. on Loans (Ans.)

350 (vol. i), 1131 (vol. ii).
--- Loan 822,500,000, payments to Co. (Ans.)29 (i).
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Tilley, Hon. Sir Leonard-ontinued.

C. P. R. Loan, $30,000,000, payments on account of
(Ans.) 1130 (vol. ii).

Carpet Mats, in Com. on Ways and Means, 856 (vol. ii).
China and Porcelain ware, in Com. on Ways and

Means, 847 (vol. ii).
Civil Service Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1104 (vol. ii).
Commercial Bank of Windsor (B. 117, 1°*) 832 (vol. ii).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. (B. 20, 1°) 46; 20

M., 126 (vol. i).
Outlery, in Com. on Ways and Means, 814 (vol. ii).
Dominion Notes, issue and redemption, in Com. of Sup.,

897 (vol. ii).
Earthenware and Stoneware, in Com. on Ways and

Means, 847 (vol. ii).
Emerson, Town of, aid to (Ans.) 148 (vol. i).
Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to, on prop. Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 367; (explanations) 371, 391 (i).
Factories, Operatives in, on M. for Rets., Stmnts., &c.,

37 (vol. i).
Factory Commission, Rep. of, distribution of (remarks)

478 (vol. i).
Financial Commnr. in Eng., in Com. of Sup., 896 (ii).
Financial Inspector, in Com. of Sup, 893 (vol. ii).
Five per cent. Consolid. Loan, retirement of, on M. for

copies of 0. C., 487; (explanations) 489 (vol. i).
Flag Treaty between U. S. and Spain, on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 220 (vol. i).
Flour and cornmeal, increase of Duty on (Ans.) 148,

744 (vol. i).
Gas Coke, in Com. on Ways and Means, 783 (vol. ii).
Glucose Syrup, in Coin. on Waysand Mleans, 849(vol. ii).
Gold Reserve, Govt withdrawals, on M. for copies of

Cor., 353, 355; (remarks) 361 (vol. i).
Gov. Genl.'s Sec.'s Office, in Com. of Sup., 89S (ii).
Imitation precious stones, in Com. on Ways and Means,

846 (vol. ii).
Inspection and Supervision of Banks, on Res. (Mr.

Casgrain) 82 (vol. i).
Inspection of Banks, Legisiation (Ans.) 51 (vol. i).
Land Improvement Fund Settlement (Ans.) 1040 (ii).
Library of Parlt. (B. 139) prop. Res., 594 (vol. i).
Loan, recent, Prospectus and Advertisements, on M.

for Ret.,,37 (vol. i).
Manila Rats, in Com. on Ways and Means, 847 (vol. ii).
Manufacturing Industries of Can., Rep. on (remarks)

on absence of information respectiug B. C., 594 (i).
Mess. from His Ex. recommending grant of ý8700,000

for N. W. Trnubles (presented) 1063 (vol. ii).
Money borrowed by Govt. in Can. (Ans.) 743 (vol. i).
Montreal Turnpike Trust Debentures (Ans.) 567 (vol. i).
N. S.'s Claims for a Subsidy (Ans.) 189 (vol. i).
Operatives in Factories, on M. for Rets., Stmnts., &c.,

37 (vol. i).
Pickles and Sauces, in Com. on Ways and Moans,

843 (vol ii).

ri
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Tilley, Hon. Sir Leonard-Continued.

Picture Frames, &c., in Com. on Ways and Mean, 846
(vol. ii).

Polariscopic Test for Sugar (Ans.) 479 (vol. i).
Post Offce Savings Bank, Depositors in, on M. for Rot.,

821 (vol. ii).
Post Offce Savings Banks in the Mar. Provis. (ns.)

148 (vol. i).
Printing Com., on M. to cono. in Second Rep., 149 (i).
Printing Dom. Notes, in Com. of Sup., 898 (vol. ii).
Private Banks and Brokers, Legislation (Ans.) 51 (i).
Prussiate of Potash, in Com. on Ways and Means, 846

(vol. ii).
Public Debt of Can. (Ans.) 29 (vol. i).
Public Debt, the gross amount of (Ans.) 76 (vol. i).
Quebcc, Advances on aocount of Provincial Subuidy

(Ans.) 235 (vol. i).
Returns, on Enquiry for (Ans.) 363 (vol, i).
Rice, increased Duty on (Ans.) 695 (vol. i).
St. Stephen's, N.B., Public Buildings, construction of

(Ans.) 148 (vol. i).
Savings Banks in Mar. Provs., in Com. of Sup., 896 (ii).
Stamp Duty, commutation of, in Com. of Sup., 897 (il).
Stoam Communication with Franco (Ans.) 567, 568 (i).
Small Savings, encouragemont of, on M. for Ret., 91 (i).
Subsidy to N. S., increase of (Ans.) 567 (vol. i).
SUPPLY (Res. for Com.) 28 (vol. i) :

Chargea of Management (Asst. Rec. Genl., Montreal) 895;
(Anditor and Rec. Genl., St. John) 895; (&uditor and
Aust. Rec. Genl., Winnipeg) 895; (Brokerage and Commis-
sion) 896; (Commutation of Stamp Duty, &c.) @97; (Country
Savings Banks, N.B., N.S. and 13.0.) 896: (Financial Com.
missioner in Eng.) 896; (Financial Inspector) 895; (Issue
and Redemption of Dom. Noto) 897; (Printing Dom. Notes)
898 (vol. ii).

Civil Govt. (Gov. GenI. Sec.'s Office) 898 (vol. ii).

Temporary Loans to Govt. by Banks (Ans.) 350 (vol. i).
Terry, Charles Hunter, gratuity to (Ans.) 632 (vol. i).
Tissue Paper, in Com. on Ways and Means, 849 (vol.ii).
Trade Relations with Foreign Countries (Ans.) 78; with

Mexico, 632 (vol. i).
Treasury Board, Constitution of (B. 104, 10) 630 (i).
Umbrella or parasol ribs, &c., in Com. on Ways and

Means, 847 (vol. ii).
Ways and Means (Res. for Com.) 27 ; (Budget Speech)

313; time for conclusion of Deb.'(remarris) 662;
in Com., 771 (vol. i); (acetic acid) 849; (carpet
mats) 856; (china and porcelain ware) 847: (cut-
lery) 844; (earthenware and stoneware) 847; (gas
coke) 783; (glucose syrup) 849; (imitation precious
stones) 846; (Manila bats) 847; (pickles and sauces)
843; (picture frames) 846; (prussiate of potash)
846; (tissue paper) 849; (woollen fabrics) 840;
(woollen rags) 785 (vol. ii).

Wheat and Flour Duties, alteration of (Ans.) 148
(vol. i).



INDEX.
Trow, Mr. J., South Perth.

Bounty to Fishermen, payment of, in Guysborough, N.S.
(Ques.) 2751 (vol. iv).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on
Amt. (-Mr. Townshend) 1050 (vol. ii).

Consolid. Insarance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard
Tilley) in Com., 2437 (vol. iii).

C. P. R. Rets. ordered by louse since date of Contract,
on M. for Stmnt., 483 (vol. i).

Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sap., 982 (vol. ii).
Colonial Exhibitions, in Com. of Sup., 1034 (vol. ii).
Customs and Excise Receipts for June (Ques.) 3073 (iv).
Debates, Official Rep. of, on omissions (remarks) 3474;

on M. to conc. in Fourth Rep. of Com., 3458 (vol. iv).
Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Sup.,918, 921 (vol. ii).
Disturbance in the N.W., Duck Lake, Rep. of fight at

-(Ques.) 1743 (vol. iii) ; on M. to adjn. deb. on Mr.
Blake's Res. (want of confidence) 3212 (vol. iv).

Dom. Lands Sales for 1884--85 (Ques.) 3072 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (hSir John A. Mlacdonald) in Com.,

"woman suffrage," 1460; "farmers' sons," 1594;
" actual value," 1596 (vol. ii); " qualifications in
cities and towns," 1908; "Iin counties," 2056, 2073,
2076; "who shall not vote" (Indians) 2133, (Amt.)
2163; "registration of voters," 2240, 22S0; "reviF-

ion of voters' liste," 2343 (vol. iii) ; on M. for consdn.
of B. (Amt.) 3063, neg. (Y. 36, N. 88) 3064 (vol.
iv); on pairing with Mr. Williams (explanation)
1470 (vol. ii); on ruling of Chairman (remarks)
1799; M. to print extra copies, 1855 (iii).

Franchise B. Pets., genuineness of Signatures questioned
(remarks) 2024 (vol. iii).

Harbors and Rivers N.W.T., in Com. of Sup., 3420 (iv).
Horses for Troops in N.W., purchase of (Ques.) 1306

(vol. ii).
Infections and Contagions Diseases afecting Animals

B. 44, in Com., 1065; on Amt. (Mr. Muloch) to M.
for 30, 1326 (vol. ii).

Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2831-2833, 2834 (iv).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. B. 147 (Sir Hector

Langevin) in Com. on Res., 2520 (vol. iii).
Land Sales or Settlement in N.W. south of 24.mile Belt

(Ques.) 2530 (vol. iii).
Lake Simcoe Fisheries, Legislation (Ques.) 3073 (iv).
Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 3470 (vol. iv).
Loans to Govt., Temporary (Ques.) 2530 (vol. iii).
Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making, 3456 (vol. iv).
Man. and North-Western Ry. Co., Land grants to, in

Çom. on Res., 2520 (vol. iii).
Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for

Com. on Res., 2787; in Com., 2792, 2795, 3050 (iv).
Members' Indemnity, payment to those absent through

sickness (Ques.) 3473 (vol. iv).
Military organizations in Man. and N.W.T. (Ques.) 862

(voL ii).
Model Farn, Establishment, in Com. of Sap., 3453 (iv).
Pauper Turkish Immigrants (Ques.) 3475 (vol. iv).

Trow, Mr. J.-Continued.
Port Arthur Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 2916 (vol. iv).
Postmaster at Maitland, removal of (Ques.) 1743 (iii).
Post Offlee, in Com. of Sup., 3309 (vol. iv).
Post Office Savings Bank Deposits (Ques.) 2559 (iii).
Printing of Parlt., on M. to conc. in Tenth Rep. of Com.,

3394 (vol. iv).
Prorogation, closing remarks, 3474 (vol. iv).
Purcell & Ryan, payment to, in Com. of Sap., 3453 (iv).
Refund to Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, Memorials

respecting, on M. for copies, 592 (vol. i).
Statutes, Distribution of (Ques.) 568 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statisties (Colonial Exhibitions) 1034 (ii).
Civil Government (Civil Service Examinera) 982 ; Deptl. Co2-

tingencies (Ialand Rev.) 918, 921 (vol. ii).
Collection qf Revenues (Post Office) 3309 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2831-2834 (vol. iv).
Legislation : H. of 0. (increased Expenditure under Rep. of

Internal Economy Commission) 3470 (vol. iv).
Miscelaneous (Establishment of a Model Farm) 3453 (riynch'a

Treatise on Butter-making) 3456; (Purcell à Ryan, for
supplies furnished to Lord Lorne and party) 3453 (vol. iv).

Pensions (Veterans of War of 1812) 993 (vol. ii).
Public Works-Capital: Port Arthur (construction of Harbor)

2916 (vol. iv).
Public Works-Consolid. Funl: Harbors and Rivers (..W.T.)

3420 (vol. iv).

Vacancy in a Judicial District, N.S. (Ques.) 2750 (iv).
Veterans of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 993 (vol. ii).

Tupper, Mr. C. H., Pictou.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.

"qualifications in cities and towns," 1643, 1832;
"registration of voters," 2250 (vol. iii).

Infectious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animais
B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1067 (vol. ii).

Justices of the Peace, Duties of (B. 41, 1°) 125 (vol. i).
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases Amt. B. 6 (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) on M. for 20, 180; (Amt.) 6 m. h.,
182, neg. (Y4 57, N. 87) 187; in Con., 497 (vol. i).

Offences against the Person, Criminal Law Amt. (B.
43, 1°*) 125; 20 m., 218 (vol. i).

Rush Lake and Saskatchewan Ry. and Nav. Co.'s (B.
79, 10*) 313 (vol. i).

Scott Act, prosecutions under (Ques.) 41 (vol. i)
Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction B. 3 (Mr. Landry,

Montmagny) on M. for 2°, 156 (vol. i). .
Truro Bank incorp. (B. 78, 1°*) 313 (vol. i).
Water Lots in N. S., applications for (Ques.) 429 (vol. i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 455-463 (vol. i).
Wbarves, Docks and Piers in Navigable Waters (B. 18,

1°) 46; 2° m., 215; 2° and ref. to Sel. Com., 218 (vol. i).

Townshend, M. C. J., Cumberland.
Amherst and P. E. I. Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. (M. to

introd.) 349 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. (B. 88, 1*) 362 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on

M. for consdn. of B. (Amt.) 1059 (vol. ii).
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INDEX. lxxix
Townshend, Mr. C. J.--catinued.

Franchise B. 103 {Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2°,
1249-1254; in Com. (Amt.) "woman suffrage,"
1388; agreed to, 1442 (vol. ii).

Tyrwhitt, Mr. R., South Simcoe.
Buron and Ont. Ship Canal Co.'s (B. 69, 1°*) 269 (i).

Vail, Hou. W. B., Digby.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c. B. 143 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com., 2751 (vol. iv).
Analysts, Public, remuneration of, in Com. on Res.

2518 (vol. iii).
Ammunition, in Com. of Sup., 2905 (vol. iv).
Barracks at London, in Com. of Sup., 3412 (vol. iv).
Beet-root Sugar, importation of (Ques.) 744 (vol i).
C. P. R. Res. respecting further loan, on M. to conc. in

Res., 2861 (Amt.) 2861 (vol. iv).
- Trestles and Bridges, number of, on Amt. to M.

for Stmnt., 100 (vol. i).
Can. and Antwerp Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sup., 2942-2945; cono., 2958 (vol. iv).
Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2538 (iii).
Carleton Branch Ry., in Com. of Sup, 3415 (vol. iv).
Church Point and Trout Cove Piers, Engineors' Rop. (M.

for copy) 54 (vol. i).
Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 976, 954 (ii).
Culling and Measuring Timber B. 151 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com. on Res., 2476 (vol. iii).
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 3226-3238, 3240 (iv).
Deptl. Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 914, 917, 922 (ii).
Digby Pier, Wharfage Collections for 1884 (M. for

Ret.*) 532 (vol. i).
Disturbance in the N.W., on M. to adjn. deb. on Mr.

Blake's ]Res. (want of confidence) 3212 (vol. iv).
Drill Pay, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2910 (vol. iv).
Eastern Extension Ry., in Com. of Sup., 3301 (vol. iv).
Fisheries, in Cam. of Sup., 2964 (vol. iv).
Fisheries negotiations (remarks) 3074 (vol. iv).
Fisheries, protection of, after Jnly (Ques.) 2359 (iii).
Fishery Bounty distribution in Com. of Sup., 2956 (iv).
Flag Treaty between U. S. and Spain (M. for copies of

Cor., &o.) 219 (vol. i).
France and Quebec, Steamship subvention, in Com. of

Sup., 2930, 2941 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 2°,

1274-1277; in Com., "farmers' sons," 1594 ; "actual
value," 1606 (vol. ii); "qualifications in cities and
towns" (Amt.) 1829-1832, 1990, 1994, 1999-2002;
"in counties," 2394, 2081, 2085; " who shall not
vote " (Indians) 2165; "registration of voters," 2190,
2249, 2278, (Amt.) 2280, 2288, 2294, 2316 (vol. iii);
on Ques. of Order (reading extracts) 1461 (vol. ii);
(remarks) 2146 (vol. iii).

Free Fishing allcwed Americans (Ques.) 3321 (vol. iv).
General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Com. on Res., 1310 (voL ii).
Govt. Stemers, in Com. of Sup., 2945, 3396 (vol. iv).

Vail, Hon. W. B.-Continued.
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 2922 (vol. iv).
Harbor Master ut Halifax B. 148 (Mr. McLelan) on M.

for Com. on Ros., 2522; in Com., 2523 (vol. iii).
Hlealth Statistics, conc., 2766 (vol. iv).
Hudson Bay Expodition Supplies (Ques.) 783 (vol. ii).
Inspection of Staples, in Com. of Sup., 3242 (vol. iv).
Lansdowne, steamer, engino and boiler (Ques.) 189 (i).
Lighthouse and Coast Service, in Com. of Sup., 2950(iv)'
Metaghan River Pior, Wharfage Collections for 1884

(M. for Ret.*) 532 (vol. i).
Military Branch and District Staff, Salaries, in Com. of

Sup, 2903 (vol. iv).
Militia Clothing, in Com. of Sup., 2909 (vol. iv).
Military Properties, care of, in Com. of Sup., 2916 (iv).
Obstructions in nav. waters, in Com. of Sup., 2950 (iv).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., in Com. ofiSup., 3413 (iv).
Polariscopie Test for Sugar (Ques.) 479 (vol. i).
Port Mulgrave as a sub-port, on M. for Papors, 447 (i).
Postmaster Genl., Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 904 (vol. ii).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 3310 (vol. iv).
Post Office Savings Banks Depositors, on M. for Ret.,

822 (vol. ii).
Printing and printing papor, in Com. of Sup., 2806 (iv).
Privilege, Quos. of, personal allusions (remarks) 3248

(vol. iv).
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 3308 (vol. iv).
Returns, Enquiries for, 211, 455, 714 (vol. i), 838 (ii).
Return Tickets on Govt. Rys., on M. for Rot., 707 (vol. i).
Sleeping Cars., conc., 3396 (vol. iv).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir ector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 2977 (vol. iv).
Sugars, importation of, at Halifax, from Jamaica (M.

for Rot.) 40 (vol. i).
Sugar, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3216-3218, 3222-

3224 (vol. iv).
Supplies for the Hudson Bay str. Neptune (M. for copies

of Acets., &c.) 229 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Art.s, Agr. and Statistica (Health Statistica) conc., 2766 (vol. iv).
Canals-Capital: Repair, &c. (Trent River Nav.) 3311 ; (Wel-

land) 3302, 3311 (vol. iv).
Civil Government (Civil Service Examiners) 976, 984; (Deptl.

Contingencies), 914, 917, 922; (Postmaster Genl., Dept. of)
904 (vol. ii).

Collection of Revenues (Customs) 3233, 3236-3238, 3240-; (Inspec-
tion of Staples) 3242 ; (Post Offce) 3310; (Publie Works)
3308; (Weiglits and Measures and Gas 3241 (vol. iv).

FIùheries (Distribution of Bounty) 2956 (vol. iv).
Legislation: Miscellaneous (Printing and printing paper, &c.)

2806 (vol. iv).
Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (Can. and Antwerp)

2942-2945, conc., 2958 ; (France and Quebec, fortnightly line)
2936 (vol. iv).

Marine Ilospitale, 2957 (vol. iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Salaries, tc.) 2950 (vol. iv).
Militia (Ammunition) 2905 ; (Barracks at London) 3412

(Clothing and Great Coats) 2909; (Drill Pay, &c.) 2910;
(Iilitary Properties, care of) 2916; (Salaries, Military Branch
and District Staff) 2903 (vol. iv).

Ocean and River Service (Oort. Steamers) 2945, 3396; (Obstruao
tions in nav. waters) 2950 (vol. iv).



INDEX.
Vail, Hon. W. B.-Continued.

SuPPL-Oontinued.
Pensions (Veterans of War of 1812) 992 ; (vol. ii), 2766 (vol iv).
Public Works-Income: Buildings (N.S.) 2917; Harbors and

Rivers (àlar. Prove. generally) 2922 (vol. iv).
Rys-Capital: Carleton Branch Ry. (purchase of) 3115 ; Eastern

Extension Ry. (RepairE, &c.) 3301. I.C.R., conc., 3396,
(Sleeping Cars) 3417 ; Short Line Ry. (Oxford and New
Glasgow) 3413 (vol. iv).

Superintendence of Insurance, 2957 (vol. iv).
Trent Riv. Nav., in Com. of Sup., 3302, 3311 (vol. iv).
Veterans of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 992 (ii), 2766 (iv).
Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com., 666-676 (vol. i) ; in Com. (sugar)
3216-3218, 3222-3224 (vol. iv).

Washington Treaty, Termination of Fishery Clauses
(remarks) 2559, 2774; on M, for Com. of Sup., 2901,
3339 (vol. iv).

Wheat, flour, cornmeal and corn, Duty collected in
N.S. (M. for Ret.*) 533 (vol. i).

Weights and Measures and Gas, in Com. of Sap., 3241
(vol. iv).

Valin, Mr. P. V., Montmorency.
SUPPLY:

Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (France and Quebec,
fortnightly service) 2941 (vol. iv).

Vanasse, Mr. F., Yamasla.
Expenditure for Rys, Canals, &c., in B.C., N.W.T., and

other Provs. (M. for Stmnt.*) 964 (vol. ii).
Govt. rights to Water Lots on Rivers (Ques.) 2238 (iii).
Longueuil and Lévis Ry. Survey (Ques.) 429 (i).

WaUace,, Mr. N. C., West York, Ont.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

Com., 1341; in Com., "tenant," 1477, 1178; "per-
son " (Indian) 1491; "actual value," 16a2, 1604 (ii) ;
"«qualifications in counties," 2002, 2066, 2083 (iii).

Privilege, Ques. of, on Rep. of speech in Globe news-
paper (remarks) 1824 (vol. iii).

Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, Mem-
orials respecting, on M. for copies, 578 (vol. î).

School Books, consignient by Nelson & Sons (M.
for Rot.*) 1443 (vol. ii).

Ways and Means-in Com. (woollen fabries) 796 (vol. ii).
Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Coin. 1673 (vol. ii).

Watson, Mr. R., Marquette.
Administration of Justice in the N. W. T. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on Amt. (Mr. .Mits) to M. for 3°, 3001 (iv).
Administration of the N. W. (Mr. Caron) in Com. on

Res., 2931 (vol. iv).
Bank of Winnipeg Incorp. Act. Amt. (B. 62, 1°*)

210 (vol. i).
Bonuses granted to Rys., memorials, &c., respecting

(M. for copiesa) 1443 (vol. ii).
Calgary and Fort Macleod Stage Lino (Ques.) 351 (i).
C. P. R, Completion of line west of Winnipeg, dates,

&o. (M. for Ret.*) 964.

Watson, Mr. R.-ontinued.
C. P. R., Res. respecting further Loan, in Com., 2743,

2744; on M. to conc. in Res., 2865 (Amt.) 2867, neg.
(Y. 51, N. 93) 2868 (vol. iv).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on
Amt. (Mr. Ives) to M. for 2°, 951 (vol. ii).

Civil Service Acts. Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,
1113-1115 (vol. ii).

Colonial Exhibitions, in Com. of Sup., 1058 (vol. ii).
Criminal Law Amt., openings, &c., cut in the Ice, B. 22

(Mr. Robertson, Hamilton) on Amt. ( fr. Hall) 151 (i).
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 3236 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N. W., Col. Scott's Battalion (Ques.)

1064 (vol. ii).
-- further intelligence, 812 (vol. ii).

organization of Companies in the N. W., 816 (ii).
on M. to adjn. deb. on Mr. Blake's Res. (want

of confidence) 3212 (vol. iv).
Dominion Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1027 (vol. ii).

- Lands Agencies, in Com. of Sup., 3346 (vol. iv).
Dredging, in Com. of Sup., 2921; conc., 2923 (vol. iv).
Drill Sheds and Rifle Ranges, in Com. of Sup., 2915 (iv).
Duck, in Com. on Ways and Meaps, 809 (vol. ii).
Duties, Imposition of (M. for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).
Fisheries protection in the N. W., on M. for copies of

Cor., 701 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for

20, 1274; in Com.,'" woman suffrage," 1468; "1per-
son" (Indian) 1492, 1522, 1542; "occupant," 1484;
"actual value," 1606 (vol. ii); "qualifications in
cities and towns" (Indians) 1853, (Amts.) 1933,
1990, 1992, (Indian) 2008; "qualifications in coun.
ties," 2058; "registration of voters," 2268, 2295;
" revision of voters' lists," 2344 (vol. iii) ; on Amt.
(Mr. Jenkins) to M. for 3° (Amt.) neg. (Y. 46, N. 96)
3061 (vol. iv).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com. on Res., 1307, 1315, 1316, 1319 (vol. ii); in
Com., 2550-2554 (vol. iii).

Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 2921, 3420 (iv).
Immigrant Sheds at Medicine Iat, construction of,

(Ques.) 350 (vol. i).
Indians, Man. and N.W.T., in Com. of Sup., 3318 (iv).
Infections and Contagions Diseases affecting Animals

B. 44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1085, 1093; on Amt. (Mr.
Armstrong) to M. for 3', 1332 (vol. ii).

Land Board at Winnipeg, in Com., of Sup., 3345 (iv).
Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. B. 147 (Sir Hector

Langevin) on prop. Res., 2418; in Com. on Res.,
2492, 2493, 2512, 2513, 2517, 2519, 2521 (vol. iii).

Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for
Com. on ]Res., 2776; (remarks) 2788; in Com., 2793-
2795, 2924-2926, 3047,3049; on M. for 30, 3075 (iv).

Man. Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 990 (vol. ii)
Man. and North-Western Ry. Co., Land grants to, in

Com. on Res., 2517, 2519, 2521 (vol. iii).
Man. South-Western Colon. Ry. Co., Land grants to, in

Com. on Res., 2512, 2519 (vol. iii).
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Watson, Mr. R.-Continued.

Medicine Hat and Fort Macleod Stage Lino (Ques.)
351 (vol. i).

Mounted Police Barracks, Tenders for (Ques.) 351 (i).
North Saskatchewan River Improvements, on M. for

copy of Reps., &c., 696 (vol. i).
N. W. Central Ry., Land grant to, on M. for Com. of

Sup., 3380 (vol. iv).
N. W. Mounted Police Augmentation B. 144 (Sir John

A. facdonald) on prop. Res., 2414; on M. to conc.
in Res., 2429 (vol, iii); in Com. on B., 2771 (vol. iv).

North-Western Coal and Nav. Ry. Co., Land grants
to, iin Com. on Res., 2492, 2493 (vol. iii).

Portage la Prairie and Lake of the Woods Ry. and
Nav. Co. (B. 63, 1°*) 210; M. to refer back Rep. of
Sel. Standing Com. on Rys., &c., 713 (vol. i).

SUPPLY:
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Colonial Exhibitions) 1035

(Dominion Exhibition) 1027 (vol. il).
Canals-Income : Miscellaneous (Surveys and Inspections) 3313

(vol. iv).
Collection of Revenues (Customs) 3236 (vol. iv).
Dominion Lands-Income (Agencies) 3346 ; (Land Board at

Winnipeg) 3345 (vol. iv).
Indians (Man. and N. W. T.) 3318 (vol. iv).
Militia (Drill Shed and Rifle Ranges) 2915 (vol. iv).
Penitentiaries (Man.) 990 (vol. ii).
Public Works: Dredging, 2921; conc., 2923. Harbors and Rivera

(Man.) 2921; (N. W. T.) 3420 (vol. iv).
Surveys and Inspections, in Com. of Sup., 3313 (iv.)
Tug-barges, dredge and machinery on Red River (M.

for Ret.¥9) 964 (vol. ii).
Volunteers' Services in the N. W., recogn ition of

B. 160 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com. on Res.,
3377; on M. to conc. in Res. (Amt.) 3380 (vol. iv).

Vote for Relief of Settlers in the N. W. (Ques.) 1744
(vol. iii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff: on Res. (Mr. Blake) in
Amt. to M. for Com., 769 (vol. i); in Com. (duck)
809 (vol. ii).

Weights and Measures Acts Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Costi-
gan) in Com., 1673 (vol ii).

Weldon, Mr. C. W., St. John (N.B.) City and County.
A, B and C Batteries, in Com. of Sup., 2915 (iv).
Administration of Justice in N.W.T. B. 141 (Mr. Caron)

in Com., 2961 (vol. iv).
Administration of the N. W., in Com. on Res. (Mr.

Caron) 2929 (vol. iv).
Botter Preservation of the Peace Act Amt. B. 131

(Mr. Caron) in Com., 2824-2826 (vol. iv).
Bounty to Fishing Vessels (M. for Stmnt.) 98 (vol. i).
Bridges, Booms, &c., in Nav. Waters B. 101 (Sir lector

Langevin) on M. for 2°, 893 (vol. ii).
Campbellton and Gaspé, Steamship subvention, in Com.

of Sup., 2942 (vol. iv).
C.P.R., Res. respecting further Loan, on M. to conc. in

Res. (Amt.) 2864; neg. (Y. 53, N. 89) 2865 (iv).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 959-964; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 1045; in Come.,
1046, 1050 (vol. ii).
il

Weldon, Mr. C. W.-Continued.
Cape Tormentine, Ry. connection (Ques.) 2997 (vol. iv),
Central Bank of N. B. (B. 40, 10*) 939 (vol. ii).
Charlottetown Public Buildings, construction of (Qae.)

2359 (vol. iii).
Coal entered ex-Wairehouse, free or for exportation (M.

for Stmnt.*) 100 (vol. i),
Customs, in Com. of Su p., 3233-3235, 3240 (vol. iv).
Dom. Drainage Co.'s B. 29 (Mr. Haggart) on M. for 20,

1008 (vol. ii).
Drawback on Ship-building Mtrls. (M. for Rot,) 100 (i).
Fish Inspeoctor in City of St. John (Quos.) 2997 (vol. iv).
Fisheries, Dept. of, in Con. of Sup., 911 (vol. ii).
Fishery Leases and Licenses issuod by Dept. of Marine

and Fisheries (M. for Rot.*) 533 (vol. j).
Fishery protection Steamers, in Com. of Sup., 2956 (iv).
Flag Troaty botween U.S. and Spain, on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 222 (vol. i).
France and Quebec, Stoamship subvention, in Coin. of

Sup., 2938 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir .John A. Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Bichard Cartw'right) to M. for 2°, 1149; in Com., "usu-
fructuary," 1452; "owner," 1472; "tenant," 1478;
"person " (lndian) 1493, (Chinose) 1583; " farm,"
1592; "parish," 1593; "firmors' sons," 1595; "actual
value" (Aint.) 1596, 100; "qualifications in cities
and towns," 1727-1731 (vol. ii), (Amt.) 1805; " regis-
tration of voters," 2253, 2277, (Amts.) 2278, 2282,
2283, 2286, 2288, 2289, 2291, 2297, 2316, 2310;
"revision of voters' lists," 2323, 2328, 2339, 2341,
2343, 2349 (vol. iii); on Amt. (Mr. Jenhins) to M. for
30 (Amt.) 3058, nog. (Y. 46, N. 96) 3060 (vol. iv);
on consdn. of B. (Amt.) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3068; on
M. that Com. riso, 1425; on taking up items consecu-
tively, 1471, 1472; on Ques. of Order, appoal from
Chair to Ilouse, 1512 (vol. ii) ; on ruling of Chair-
man (remarks) 1799 (vol. iv).

Fredericton and St. Mary's Ry. and Bridge Co.'s incorp.
B. 50, on M. to conc. in Son. Amts., 1386 (vol. ii).

Govt. Steamers, in Com. of Sup., 2945 (vol. iv).
Halifax Fishbry Commission, in Com. of Sup., 3388 (iv).
Infections and Contagious Diseasos affecting Animal@

B. 44 (Mfr. Pope) in Coim., 1090, 1092; on Amt. (Mr.
Sutherland, Oxford) to M. for 3-, 1322; on Amt.
(Mr. Armstrong) 1333 (vol ii).

Instructions t IHealth Offleers in N.B., and Quarantine
Regulations (M. for Ret.*) 1443 (vol. ii).

I. C. Rz., Casualtios to Trains, &c. (M. for Rot *) 100 (i).
-- Claims of Contractors of Sec. 16 (Ques.) 505 (i),

Commissionors appointed to settle claims (M.
for copies of O.C., &c.*) 100 (vol. i).

--- Construction to Indiantown (Quos.) 744 (vol.
i), 818 (vol ii).

- Erection of Wire Fonces, Contracta for (M. for
Ret.*) 532 (vol. i).

in Com. of Sup., 3384, 3298 (vol. iv).
Revenue and Working Exponsos (M. for Stnt.)

101 (vol. i).
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INDEX.

Weldon, Mr. C. W.-Continued.
I.C.R. Rolling Stock, purchase of (M. for Ret.) 101 (i).
Library, Salaries, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2796 (vol. iv).
Life-boats, Stations, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2950 (vol. iv).
Lighthouses and Fog-alarms, in Com. of Sup., 2952 (iv).
Lighthouse at Quaco, Memorials or Cor. (M. for

copies*) 1442 (vol ii).
Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 58 (Mr. Foster) on

M. for 2°, 621 (vol. i).
Meteorological Observatories, in om. of Sup., 2956;

conc., 2958 (vol. iv).
Military Magazine at St. John, N.B., disposal of (K. for

Ret.) 606 (vol. i).
Militia Act, 1883, Amt. B. 152 (Mr. Caron) in Com.,

3047 (vol. iv).
Mill St., St. John, Ry. crossing on, Memorials and Cor.

(M. for copies*) 1442 (vol. ii).
Navigation of Canadian Waters B. 132 (1fr. McLelan)

in Com. on Res., 1278 (vol. ii).
Offences against the Person B. 123 (Mr. Chapleau) in

Com., 2767 (vol. iv).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., in Com. of Sup., 3414 (iv).
Partridge, prairie fowl, &c., in Com. on Ways and Means,

858 (vol. ii).
P.E.I. or N.B. and G.B. Steamship subvention, in Com.

of Sup., 2942 (vol. iv).
Powder Magazines at Fort Howe, St. John, N.B. (Ques.)

246 (vol. i).
Public Works, in Com. of Sup, 2918, 3307 (vol. iv).
Railways and Canals, in Com. of Sup., 913 (vol. ii).
.Reciprocity with the U.S., on Res. (Mr. Davies) in

Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1016 (vol. ii).
Registration of Shipping, in Com. of Sup., "950 (vol. iv).
Returns, enquiries for, Fisheries Cor., 2936, 3000 (iv).
Return Tickets on Govt. Rys. (M. for Ret.) 706 (vol. i).
St. John Bridge and _Ry. Extension Co. (Ques.) 569 (1).
St. John, City and County, issue of Writ for Election

(Ques.) 3427 (vol. iv).
Short Line Ry., Montreal to Atlantic, on Amt. (Mr.

Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res., 3266 (vol. iv).
Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 133 (Mr. McLelan)

in Com., 1280 (vol. ii).
Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir -Hector Langevin)

on Amt. (Mr. Langelier) to M. to conc. in Res,, 3266;
in Cem. on B. (vol. iv).

Summary Proceedings before Magistrates B. 128 (Mr.
Caron) in Com., 2829 (vol. iv).

StrPPLY:
Civil Government (Fisheries, Dept. of) 911; (Railways and

Canals, Dept. of) 913 (vol. ii).
Collection of Revenues (Public Works) 3307; (Customs) 3233-

3235, 3240 (vol. iv).
Fisheries (Fishery protection Steamers) 2956 (vol. iv).
Immigration, 2833 (vol. iv).
Legislation: Miscellaneous (Library, Salaries, &c.) 2796 (vol.

iv).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Lighthouses and Fog.alarms, con-

struction) 2952; (Maintenance and Repairs, &o. ) 2951 (vol. 1v).

Weldon, Mr. C. W.-Continued.
SUPPLY-Continued.

Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions (Campbellton and
Gaspé) 2942 ; (France and Quebec, fortnightly line) 2938;
(P. E. I. and G. B., &c.) 2942 (vol. iv).

Militia (A, B and C Batteries) 2915 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Fiehery Commission, increased remuneration to

Counsel) 3388 (vol. iv).
Ocean and River Service (Canadian registration of Shipping)

2950; (Govt. Steamers) 2945; (Life-boats and Stations, &c.)
2950 (vol. iv).

Public Works-Income : Buildings (P. E. .) 2918 (vol. iv).
Railway-Capital:1. C. R., 3384; (miscellaneous works) 3298;

Short Line Ry. (Oxford and New Glasgow) 3414 (iv).
Sientißlc Institutions (Meteorological Observatories) 2956,

conc., 2958 (vol. iv).

Telegraph and Signal Serv., in Com. of Sup., 3307 (iv).
Three Rivers Harbor Commissioners' B. 150 (Sir Hector

Langevin) in Com., 2935 (vol. iv).
Washington Treaty, Termination of Fishery Clauses,

Cor. and papers (Ques.) 3249; on M. for Com. of
Sup., 3322-3330 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-in Com. (partridge, prairie fowl, &c.)
858 (vol. ii).

Wharves and Docks in Navigable Waters, B. 18 (Mr.
Tupper) on M. for 2°, 217 (vol. i),

Wells, Mr. R. M., East Bruce.
Brewers and Distillers, compensation to, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Kranz) 236 (vol. i).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com., on Amt. (Mr. Ives) 2168; (Amts.)
2432-2439 (vol. iii).

Consolid. Ry. Act Amt. (B. 30, 1°) 101 (vol. i).

White, Mr. J., East Hastings.
Administration of Justice in the N.W. B. 141 (Mr.

Caron) on Amt. (Mr. Mills) to M. for 38, 3001 (iv).
Bonuses to Rys. in Ont., Pets. for relief of, on M. for

copies, 361 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Armt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 956, 958; on Amt. (Mr. Burpee) 1049 (vol. ii).
C. P. R., Rets. ordered by House since date of Contract,

on M. for Stmnt., 483 (vol. i).
Carleton Branch Ry., in Com. of Sup., 3417 (vol. iv).
Debates, Official Rep. of, on M. to conc. in Third Rep. of

Com., 3359; on Amt. (Mr. Tassé) 3369; Fourth Rep.,
3458; remuneration of amanuensis (remarks) 3474
(vol. iv).

Dom. License Act, working of, on M. for Cor., 308 (i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir:John A. Macdonald) in Com., "per-

son " (Indian) 1492; "qualifications, &o." "rman.
hood suffrage " and (Indians) 1983, 2008; "quali-
fications in counties," 2067 ; "who shall not vote,"
2088, 2092, (Indians) 2155-2157 (vol. iii); (explana-
tions) 1494, 1527; on Ms. that Com. rise, 1497;
(remarks) 1652, 1701 (ii), 2151, 2214,2203, 2206 (iii)

Scarcity of copies (remarks) 1131 (vol. ii).
--- Pets. on genuineness of Signatures (remaarks)
2027 (vol. iii).
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INDEX.
White, Mr. J.-Continued.

Govt. Business, on M. to take in Thursdays, 452 (vol. i).
Indemnity to Members, in Com. of Sup., 3451 (vol. iv).
Insolvent Debtors, distribution of Assets provision B. 4,

on M. (Sir John A Macdonald) to transfer to Govt.
Orders, 1281 (vol. ii).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W. B. 147 (SirH ector
Langevin) in Con. on Res., 2511 (vol. iii).

Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. 134 (Sir John A.
Macdonald) on Amt. (Mr. Mulock) to M. for 30, 2960
(vol. iv).

Man. Claims Settlement B. 155, on M. for Com. on Res.
(personal explanation) 2786 (vol. iv).

Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. 64 (Mr. .McCarthy) on M.
for 2°, 625 (vol. i).

Privilege, Ques. of, on paragraph in Ottawa Free Press
(remarks) 3162 (vol. iv).

Printing, printing paper, in Coi. of Sup., 2806 (iv).
Superintendent of Letter Carriers, in Com. on Res.

(.Mr. Chapleau) 273 (vol. i).
SUPPLY :

Legislation: H. of 0. (Increased Indemnity to Members) 3451.
Miscellaneous (Printing and printing paper, &c.) 2806 (iv).

Liguor License Act (Administration of) 3421 (vol. iv).
Public Works-Consolidated Fund (Telegraphs) 3420 (vol. iv).
Ry.-Capital: Carleton Branch Ry. (purchase of) 3117 (iv).

Telegraphs, in Com. of Sup., 3420 (vol. iv).

White, Mr. P., North Renfrew.
CUlling and Measuring Timber Acts Amt. B. 154 (Mr.

Co8tigan) on M. for 20 and in Com., 3043 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"Iqualifications in cities and towns," 1996 (vol. iii).
G. T. R. Mail Trains, Brockville and Toronto, arrival

and departure of, on M. for Ret., 818 (vol. ii).
Guerin, Lister, Rep. of Survey of Improvements on

Ottawa River (Ques.) 1040 (vol. ii).
Indemnity to Members, in Com. of Sup., 3451 (vol. iv).
Infeotious and Contagious Diseases affecting Animals B.

44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1084; on Amt. (Mr. Suthe r
land, Oxford) to M. for 31 , 1322 (vol. ii).

Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making, in Com. of Sap.,
3456 (vol. iv).

Mattawa, Mountain Rapids and Long Sault, Improve-
ments (Ques.) 1040 (vol. ii).

Ottawa River Ship Canal, prop. IRes., 1211 (reply) 1225
(vol. ii).

Ottawa River Survey and Exploration (Ques.) 131 (i).
Patent Act, 1872, Ant. (B. 25, 1°*) 67; 2° m., 266;

(reply) 268; 21 neg. (Y. 57, N. 70) 269 (vol. i).
Printing done outside of Contract (M. for Ret.) 860 (ii).
Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, Memor-

als respecting, on M. for copy, 581; (explanations)
588, 591, 593 (vol. i).

Subsidies to Rys. B. 164 (Mr. Pope) on M. for Com. on
Res., 3471 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY:
Legislation : H. tof . (Increased Indemnity to Members) 3451

(vol. iv).
NiaceRlaneous (Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making) 3456 (vol. iv).

White, Mr. T., Cardwell.
Annuity and Guarantee Fund of the Bank of Montreal

(B. 48, 1°*) 170 (vol. i).

C.P.R., Resolutions respecting further Loan, in Com,,
2726-2729 (vol. iv).

Trestles and Bridges, number of, on Amt. (Mr.
McLelan) to M. for Stmnt., 108 (vol. i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, voting on the, on M. for Stmnt.,
121 (vol. i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) on
M. for 2°, 950; on Amt. (Mr, Ives) 951, 953; in Com.,
958, 963, 1056; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 1059 ; neg. (Y.
39, N. 78) 10C)2 (vol. ii) ; on Sen. .Amts., 2650, 2663
(vol. iv).

Canned Goods B. 142 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 2539 (iii).
Consolid. Insurance Act, 1877, Amt. B. 20 (Sir Leonard

Tilley) in Com, 2432, 2438 (vol. iii); on Amt. (Mr,
Ives) 2769 (vol. iv).

Davis Divorce (B. 84, 10 on a div.) 426; M. to appoint
day for 2° agreed to (Y. 86, N. 61) 426; 20 on a div.,
567 (vol. i).

Debate8, Official Rop. of, First Rop. (presented) 32;
(remarks) 33; (M. to conc. in Second Rep.) 40; on
Delay in distributing Daily Issue (remarks) 595; on
delay in distributing French Translation (remarks)
746 (vol. i) ; Ms. to conc. in Third Rep.2168 (vol. iii),
3359; on Amt. (Mr. Tassé) 3367; on omissions, 3249,
3474 ; M. to conc. in Fourth Rop., 3458 ; on cone.,
3372; (vol. iv).

Disturbance in the N. W., Indemnity to Members in
the Field (prop. M.) 812 (vol. ii).

Dom. Grango Mutual Firo Ins. Association (B. 55, 10*)
170 (vol. i).

Dom. License Act, working of, on M. for Cor., 310 (i).
Evangelical Lutheran Church of Canada (B. 60) in

Com., 693 (vol. i).
Exchange Bank, Govt. Advances to, on proposed Res.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 380 (vol. i).
Factory B. 85 (Mr. Bergin) on Amnt. to substitute Can.

Tomp. Act to M. forrsmng. adjd. deb. for 2", 946 (ii).
Flag Treaty botwoen U.S. and Spain, on M. for copies

of Cor., &c., 223 (vol. i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on Amt.

(Mr. Laurier) to M. for 21, 1192-1197 (vol. ii) ;
"qualifications in cities and towns " (manhood suff-
rage) 1945, 1996, (remarks).22015, (Indian) 2019;
"registration of voters," 2245, 2283, (remarks) 2261
(vol, iii); on M. that Com. rise, 1498, 1529; on Ques.
of Order, 1620 (vol. ii), 1921 ; on ruling of Chairman,
1798 (vol. iii).

Govt. Printing and Advertising, on Res. (Mr. Boner-
ville, Brant) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 3039-3041 (iv).

Inland Rev. Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Costigan) on M. for
Com. on Res., 2528 (vol. iii).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Hector
Langevin) on prop. Res., 2452 (vol. iii).

Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M.
for Com. on Res., 2783 (vol. iv).
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INDEX.
White, Mr. T.-Continued.

Man. South-Western Col. Ry. Co., Land Grants to, in
Com. on Res., 2511 (vol. iii).

Pension Fund Society of the Bank of Montroal (B. 49,
10*) 170 (vol. i).

Printing Com., Second Rep. (M. to conc. in) 149 (vol.
i); Seventh Rep., 1822 (vol. iii); 9th Rep., 3293;
Tenth Rep., 3393 (vol. iv).

Printing, printing paper, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2802,
2805 (vol. iv).

Refund of Ry. Bonuses to Ont. municipalities, Memo-
rials respecting, on M. for copies, 573 (vol. i).

]Returns, preparation of, in Com. of Sup., 3388 (vol. iv).
Scott Act Pets., on M. to erase name, 2320 (vol. iii).
Sessional Clerks, extra, &c., in Com. of Sup., 2896 (iv).
Sugar, in Com. on Ways and Means, 3223 (vol iv).
SUPPLY:

Immigration, 2814 (vol. iv).
Legislation: H. of 0. (Committees, extra Sessional Clerke,

&o.) 2896. Miscullaneous (Priating and printing paper, &c.)
2802, 2805 (vol. iv).

Miscellaneous (Rets., preparation of) 3388 (vol. iv).

Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leonard
Tilley) for Com., 394-412; in Com., 774 (vol. i);
(sugar) 3223 (vol. iv).

Wigle, Mr. L., South Essex.
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. that

Com. rise, 1501 (vol. ii).
Mail Service on Can. Southern Ry. (M. for Rot.) 120 (i).
Ways and Means-in Com. (woollen fabries) 795 (ii).

Williams, Mr. A. T. H., East Durham.
Calgary, Edmonton and Athabasca Ry. Co.'s incorp.

(B. 73, 1°*) 313 (vol. i).
Wood'Mountain and Qu'Appelle Ry. Co.'s (B. 23, 10*) 67

(vol. i).

Wilson, Mr. J. H., East Elgin.
Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. 143 (Mr, Costigan)

in Com., 2474 (vol. iii).
Adulteration of Food, in Com. of Sup., 3242 (vol. iv).
Agriculture, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 905 (vol. ii).
Analysts, Public, remuneration of, in Com. on Res.,

2548 (vol. iii).
Bonuses to Rys. in Ont., Pets. for relief of (M. for

copies) 356 (vol. i).
Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) in

Com., 957, 1058 (vol. ii); on Sen. Amts., 2656 (iv).
Commercial Agencies, in Com. of Sup., 3245 (vol. iv).
Deputy Speaker's Salary, in Com. of Sup., 3351 (iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"woman suffrage," 1417; "occupant," 1484; "per-
son " (Indian) 1515, 1536; "qualifications in cities
and towns," 1723-1727 (vol. ii) 1901; " manhood
suffrage," 1960, 1986, 1989; "qualifications in coun-
ties," 2060, 2068, 2073, 2077; "who shall not vote "
(Indians) 2120-2122; "registration of voters," 2205-
2207, 2265, 2287; "appeal," 2362, 2367 (vol. iii).

Wilson, Mr. 3. E.-Continued.
Health Statistics, conc., 2766 (vol. iv).
IH[ughes, D. J., Charges against (Ques.) 77; (M. for

copies of Papers and Cor.) 98 (vol. i).
Infections and Contagions Diseases affecting Animals B.

44 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 1065, 1091; on Amt. (Mr.
Sutherland, Oxford) to M. for 3°, 1322 (vol. ii).

Mortuary Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1027-1030 (vol. ii).
O'Malley, Lient Col., Charges against and suspension

(M. for copy) 101 (vol. i).
Ports Stanley and Burwell Iarbors of Refuge (M. for

Ret.) 62 (vol. i).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 3309 (vol. iv).
Public Works, Dept. of, in Com. of Sup., 911 (vol. ii).
Rideau Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3313 (vol. iv).
St. Thomas Public Buildings, amount expended on

(M. for Ret.) 79 (vol. i).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture andStatistics (Health Statistics) cone., 2766
(vol. iv); (Mortuary Statistics) 1027-1030 (vol. il).

Canals-Income : Rideau Canal (water supply) 3313 (vol. iv).
Civil Government (Agriculture, Dept. of) 905; (Public Worlk,

Dept. of) 911 (vol. ii).

Collection of Revenues (Adulteration of Food) 3242; (Post
Office) 3309 (vol. iv).

Immigration, 2833, 2842 (vol. iv).
Miscellaneous (Commercial Agencies) 3245; (Dep. Speaker's

Salary) 3351 (vol iv).
Pe*titentiaries (Man., payment to Dr. Sutherland) 3350 (vol. lv).
Public Works : Consolidated Fund: (Ont.) 3385 (vol. iv).

Refund of Ry. Bonusus to Ont. municipalities,
Memorials respecting, on M. for copies, 589, 618 (i).

Sutherland, Dr., payment to, in Com. of Sup., 3350 (iv).

Wood, Mr. J. F., Brockville.
Criminal Law Amt., openings, &c., eut in the Ice B. 22

(Mr. Robertson, Hamilton) on Amt. (Mr. Hall) 151 (i).
Debates, Official Rep. of, on M. to conc. in Third Rep. of

Com. (Amt.) 3361; neg. (Y. 63, N.82) 3369 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

" actual value," 1600 (vol. ii); (remarks) 2203;
"registration of voters," 2317 (vol, iii).

Islands in River St. Lawrence, Lease of, &c. (M. for
Ret.*) 147 (vol. i).

Narrows, Erection of a Lighthouse at (Ques.) 112 (i).
Squatters in Qu'Appelle Valley, on M. for Rot., 205 (i).
Subsidies to Rys. B. 164 (Mr. Pope) in Com., 3472 (iv).
Ways and Means-The Tarif : on M. (Sir Leonard Til-

ley) for Com., 656-661 (vol. i).

Wood, Mr. J., Westmoreland.
Amherst and P. E. I. Ry. Co's. incorp. B., on M. te

introd., 349 (vol. i).
Debates, Official Rep. of, on Amt. (Mr. Tassé) on M. to

conc. in Third Rep. of Com., 3365 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"qualifications in cities and towns," 1731 (vol. i).
Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. (B. 58, 1°) 170 (vol. i).
Return Tickets on Govt. Rys., on M. for Ret., 707 (i).
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INDEX.
Wood, Mr. J.-Continued.

Subsidies, further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Bector Langepin)
in Com. on Res., 2982 ; on Amt. (1fr. Langelier) on
M. to cono. in Res., 3269-3271 (vol. iv).

SUPPLY :
Jmmigration, 2845 (vol. iv).

Winter Crossing from P.E.L, on M. for copies of Cor.,
63 (vol. i).

Woodworth, Mr. D. B., King'a, N.S.
C.P.R., Rets. ordered by House since date of Contract,

on M. for Stmnt., 483 (vol. i).
Civil Service Acte Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1126 (vol. ii).
Debates, publishing of, in Com. of Sup., 2765 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N. W., Half-breed grievances (re-

marks) 2045 (vol. iii); on M. to adjn. deb. on Mr.
Blake's Res. (want of confidence) 3212 (vol. iv).

Transport of Troops (remarks) 887 (vol. ii).
Vote of Thanks to Genl. Middleton and Volun-

teers, 3467 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 20,

1228-1234; in Com., "person " (Chinese) 1584 ; on M.
that Com., rite, 1422; (Ques. of Order) 1467; read-
ing extracts, 1464; unparliamentary language, 1540;
(explanation) 1561 (vol. ii); (remarks) 2023 (iii).

Glucose Syrup, in Com. on Ways and Means, 854 (ii).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 2848 (vol. iv).
Land Grants to iRys. in the N. W. B. 147 (Sir Bector

Langevin) on Amt. (Mr. Blake) to M. for 2', 2892 (iv).
Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases Amt. B. 6 (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) on Amt. (,Mr. Tupper) 6 m. h., to
M. for 2°, 182; in Com., 501 (vol. i).

Man. Claims Settlement B. 155 (Mr. Bowell) on M. for
Com. on ]Res., 2787 (vol. iv).

Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., in Com. of Sup., 3414 (iv).
Reciprocity with the U.S., on Res. (Mr. Davies) in Amt.

to Com. of Sup., 1010 (vol. ii).

Woodworth, Mr. D. B.-oninued.
Sale of Ry. Passenger Tickets (B. 121, 1°*) 921 (vol. ii).
SUPPLY:

immigration, 2848 (vol. Ir).
Legifation: B. of 0. (Publishing Debate) 2785 (vol. lv).
Penson (Veteranà of War of 1812) 993 (vol. 11).
Railway&-Capital: Short Line Ry. (Oxford and New Olasgow)

3414 (vol. 1v).
Veterans of 1812, in Com. of Sup., 993 (vol. ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff: on M. (Sir Leomard

Tilley) for Com., 555-561 (vol. i); in Com. (glucose
syrup) 854 (vol. ii).

Weights and Measures Inspection Acta Amt. B. 118(Mr.
Costigan) on prop. Res., 835 (vol. ii).

Wharves and Docks in Navigable Waters B. 18 (Mr.
Tupper) on M, for 20, 217 (vol. i).

Wright, Mr. A., Ottawa County.
C. P. R. Co.'s Acts Amt. B. 153 (Mr. Pope) on M. for

2°, 3026-3031 (vol. iv).
Debates, Official Rep. of, on Aint. (Mr. Rickey) to E.

to conc. in Third Rep. of Com., 3370 (vol. iv).
Disturbance in the N.W., on Vote of Thanks to Genl.

Middleton and Volunteers, 3466 (vol. iv).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A Macdonald) on Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2°, 1143 (vol. ii).

Yeo, Mr. J., Prince, P.E.I.
Cape Traverse Branch Ry., payment to Contractors for

construction (Ques.) 694 (vol. i).
Cascumpec Harbor Improvements (Ques.) 479 (vol. i).
Customs Appraiser at Summerside, (Ques.) 350 (i).
Franchise B. 103 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in Com.,

"Iqualifications in cities and towns," 1647 (vol, ii).
Inland Rev. Collector at Summerside (Ques.) 850 (i).
Reciprocity with the U. S., on Res. (Mr. Davies) in

&mt. to Com. of sup., 1004 (vol. ii).
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SUBJECTS.

A, B AND C BATTERIES, OFFICERS AND MEN, pay and aliow.
ances: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Cameron, Middlesex) 313 (i).

ABOLITION OF DUTY ON GRAIN. &e 4lCusToMs."

ACOIDENTS. See "CA SUALTIES."
ACCOMMODATION FOR MEMBERS: Remarks (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 49 (i).
ACTIVE MILITIA, NUMBER, &a.: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Mulock)

533 (i).
ACTS, CONTINUED. See "EXPIRING LAWS."

ADDRE8S, ANS. TO: Mess. from His Ex., 113 (i).
ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTIoE: in Com. of Sup., 985 (ii),

3448 (iv).
Administration of Justice, &c., in the N. W. T.

B. No,141 (Sir John A. Macdonald). 1°*, 2345; Res.
prop., 2531 (iii); Res. in Com., 2926; 20 of B.,2934;
M. to conc. in Res., Amt. (Mr. Blahe) neg. (Y. 37, N. 67)
2957; in Oom. on B., 2961 ; M. for consdn. of B., Amt.
(Mr. Mills) neg. (Y. 37, N. 79) 2968; 3° m., Amt. (Mr.
Mills) 3000; deb. adjd., 3002; Order for rsmng. adjd.
deb., 3427; Amt. neg. (Y. 35, N. 89) 3433 (iv).
49 Vic., o. 51.)

Administration of Oaths of Office B. No. 1 (Sir
John A. Macdonald). 1°*, 1 pro forma (i).

ADJOURNMENTS:
ANNU K IOlor DAY. M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 714 (i).
AscuszIow DAY: M. (Sir Hector Iangevin) 1822 (iii).
As WlbaNUDAY : M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 125 (i).
CoarUs CHRISTI: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 2301 (iii).
DOMINION DAY : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2773 (iv).
EÂsTaaR: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 713 (i); M. (Sir Ifector Langevin) 888 (ii).
QrEIa's BIRTHDAY : M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 2030 (iii).
ST. GEOHGS'S DAY: M. (Mr. Bhakespeare) 1305 (ii).
ST. PATRIOK's DAY: M. (Kr. Curran) 593 (i).
ST. PZTSR AW ST. PAUL : M. (Sir Hector Langevin) 2889 (iv).

Adulteration of Food, Drugs, &c., B. No. 143
(Mr. Costigan). 1°*, 2356; °, 2466; in C.m., 2467-
2541; Res. (remuneration of AnalystS) prop., 2497;
in Com., 2541, 2542 (iii), 2751 ; on M. to conC. in
Amts., Amt. (Mr. Blake) neg. (Y, 42, N. 60) 2751 ; 30
of B., 2751 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 67.)

ADVANCES TO LOCAL GOVTS.: M. for Cor., &c. (Mr. Blake)
45 (i).

ADVANCES TO C.P.R. BT GoVT.: Qnes. (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) 1305 (ii).

-Advances to Provinces B. No. 7 (Sir Leonard
Tilley). 10, 32; 2°, 102 (i); in Com. and 30*, 1064
(ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 4.)

ADVERTISING AND PRINTING, GOVT.: Remarks (Mr. Somer-
ville, Brant) on M. for Com. of Snp., 3033 (iv).

AGUEEENT BT 0.P.R. 00, TO TERNS O7 R3&.; Qa8. (Mr.
Blake) 1915 (iii).

AGRICULTURAL INS. 00. OF CAN., INCOMPLETE RET.: Romarks
(Mr. Blondeau) 1386 (ii).

AGRICULTURAL, &C., STATISTICS, COMPILATION: in CoM. Of

Sup., 1036 (ii).
Agricultural Fertilizers B. No. 122 (Mr. Ferguson,

Welland). Res. prop., 936; in (>m. and 1°*, 939; M.
to transfer to Govt. Orders, 1320 (ii) ; 20, 2476 ; in
Com., 2478-; 30*, 2497 (iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 68.)

AGRICULTURAL, TIMBER, PASTURE, ANI) MINERAL LANDS AND

TowN SITES : M. for Rot. (Mr. Charlton) 209 (i).
AGRICULTURE, BUREAU oF, ESTABLISHMENT ;Quo. (Mr.

Gigault) 76 (i).
AGRICULTURE, DEPT. OF : in Com. Of Sup., 904, 921 (i).

Agriculturiste. See "BANKINl."
AID TO Rys. See "LAND GRANTS " ANI)"8UBBDIES.Ù

AmR BRAKES, 1.C.R.: in CJn. of Sup., 3 . (iv).

ALASKA ANiD B. C. BOuNDARY LINE: M. for copios of Cor.,, o.
(Mr. Gordon) 705 (i).

ALBANY, DUKE OF, TiiANKS oF QUEEN FOR CONDOLENCE

Mess. from His Ex., 32 (i).

Alberta and Athabaska Ry. Co.'s Incorp. B. No.
73 (Mr. Williams). 1°*, 313; 2°*, 405 (i) ; in Com.,
791 ; 3°*, 816 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 88.)

Albion Mines Savings Banik B. No. 15 (&ir. ÀV1c.
Dougald). 1l*, 46; 2*, 113; in Com. and 30*, 616
(i). (48-49 Vic., c. 14.)

ALGOMA, CUSTOMS COLLECTIONS. See "CUSTOMS."

ALLAN LINE, PAYMIENTS To, for assisted pasmages: Que8.
(Sir Richard Cartwright) 567 (i) ; M. for Ret.* (Mr.
Blake) 1443 (ii).

ALLAN STEAMSHIP CO. AND CLAIM OF GOVT. re Yewfeld and
Moravian: QueS. (Mr. Forbes) 148, 312 (j).

ALLISON, Ma. D. W.: Election declared null and void on
Judges' Rep. on Controvorted Election, 1 (i).

ALLOWANCES TO CANADIAN MANUFACTURER8: M. for Rot.
(Mfr. Blake) 44 (i).

AMERICAN ENGINEERS' VISIT TO N.S.: in Com. of Sup.,

3457 (iv).
AMERICAN GOLD, SUBSTITUTION O, FOR SOVEREIGNé: Ques.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 505 (i).
AMOUNTS COLLECTED IN WESTERN ONTARIo. See " DOMIN·

ION LANDS."

AMOUNTS DUE CONTRACTORS ON C.P.R.: M. for ict.* (Ur.
Charlton) 533 ().

ANDRÉ,FATHER, LETTE FROM, IN JAN., 1883: Ques. (3fr.

Blake) 3425 (iv).
ANIMAL CHARCOAL, IMPORTATIONS O: M. fOr Rot.* (Mr.

Ut aira) 533 (i).

I I.
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A nimals, Cruelty to, Prevention B. No. 47 (Mr.

Charlton) 10*, 147 (i).

Animals, Infectious or Contagious Diseases
affecting, B. No. 44 (Mr. Pape). 10, 125 (i); 20,
892; in Com., 1064-1094; 30 m., 1321; Amt. (Mr.
Sutherland, Oxford) to recom., 1321; agreed to (Y, 131,
N. 16) 1324; Amt. (Mr. Mulock) to recom., 1324; neg.
(Y. 54, N. 90) 1327; Amt. (Mr. Catudal) to recom.,
1327; neg. (Y. 58, N. 89) 1328; Amt. (Mr. Casey) to
recom., 1328; neg. (Y. 54, N. 94) 1332; Amt. (Mr.
Armstrong) to recom., 1332; neg. (Y. 50, N. 88) 1334;
Amt. (Mr. Scriver) to recom., neg. on a div., 1334;
Amt. (Mr. Davies) to recom., neg (Y. 50, N. 84) 1334;
3°, 1335 (ii); Son. Amts. cono. in, 2397 (iv). (48-49
Vic., c. 70.)

ANNUAL REGISTER. See 4lDOMINION."

Annuity and Guarantee Funds Society of
Bank of Montreal B. No. 48 (Mr. White, Card-
well). 1°*, 170; 2°*, 245; in Com. and 3°* 693 (i).
(48-49 Vic., c. 12.)

ANNtTNCIATION DAY, ADJMT. FoR: M. (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) 714 (i).

ANTWEBP AND COLONIAL EXHIBITION: conc., 2766 (iv).
ANTWERP INTERNATIONAL EXaIBITION : M. for copy of Cor.

botween Govt. and High Com. (Mr. Bergeron) 305 (i).
APPRAISER AT SUMMERSIDE, P.E.I: Ques. (Mr. Yeo) 350 (i).
ARBITRATORS. See "OFFICIAL."

ARCHIVES, CARE 0F: in Com. of Snp., 1023, 1025 (ii).
ARGYLE HIGHLANDERS, PAYMENT OF ARREARS DUE : Ques.

(Mr. Campbell, Victoria) 888; (M. for Ret.*) 1444 (ii).
ARMOUR, Mr. JUSTICE : Rep. on Lennox Controverted Elec-

tion, I1 (i).
ABUS, DESCRIPTION 0F: Ques. (Mr. Gault) 814 (ii).
ARTILLERY ASSOCIATION, DOM.: in Com. of Sup. 2913 (iv).
ASBESToS: in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (ii).

ASCENSION DAY, ADJMT. FOR : M. (Sir Hector Langevin)
1822 (iii).

ASCETIC ACID: in Com. on Ways and Means, 819 (i).
ABH WEDNESDAY, ADJMT. FOR: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald)

125 (i).
ASSETS, DISTRIBUTION OF INSOLVENT DEBTOTRS. See B. 4.
ASSIGNEES. ee "OFF1CIAL ASSIGNEES."

ASSISTED PASSAGES: See "ALLAN LINE."

ABSISTANCE TO SETTLERS, &C., THROUGHI REBELLION: See
"DISTURBANCE IN THE N.W."

ASSISTANT POSTMASTER OF OTTAWA: in Com. of SUp., 3393;

cone., 3398 (iv).

ASSISTANT REO. GEN., MONTREAL, &C.: in Com. of SUp.,895,

896 (ii).

ASSOCIATIONS, &c.:
ANNUITY AND GUARANTIE FUNDS SOCIETY OF BANK OF MONTREAL. &6e

B. 48.
CANADA CO-OPERATIVE SUPPLY ASSOOIATION. See B. 81.
CANADIAN PACIFIC EXPLOYÉS RELIEF ASSOCIATION. Se B. 75.
CONGREGATIONAL MISSIONARY SOCIETY. Se B. 54.

HAMILTON PROVIDENT AND LOAN SOCIITY. BSe B. 114.
LUTRERAN 0URCH 0F CANADA. Sec B. 60.
PUsIoN FUND SOoIrY Or TUI BAIE OrI MONTSU. Be B. 49.

"A TRIP To DoM. 0F CAN.," PAMPHLET: M. for copies (Mr.
Robertson, Shelburne) 533 (i).

AUDITOR GENL. AND DEPT. OF MARINE, RENTAL OF RIVERS:

M. for Rot. (Mr. McMullen) 448 (i).
AUDITOR AND REC. GENL. OF ST. JOHN AND WINNIPEG: in

Com. of Sup. 895 (ii).
AUDITOR GENL.'S REP. : presented (Sir Leonard Tilley) 28;

M. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to ref. to Public Accounts
Com., 76 (i).

AUSTRALIAN AND TAsMANIAN COLONIES, TRADE WITH: M.
for copies of Cor., &c. (Mr. Mitchell) 36 (i).

AUTOMATIC Buoy, LIVERPOOL RARBOR, N.S.: Ques. (Mr.

Forbes) 479 (i), 1914 (iii).
AVALANCHES IN THE SELKIRK RANGE: Ques. (Mr. Blake)

694 (i).
AXLE GREASE: in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (ii).
BAIN, MR. J. W.: Election declared null and void on Judge's

Rep. on Controverted Election, 1; re-elected 113 (i).
BANK ADVANCES TO GOVT.: M. for Rets. of amounts (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 37; (Ques.) 113 (i).

Banking and Loan Facilities to Agriculturists
B. No. 36 (Mr. Orton). Res. prop., 115; in Com.
and 1°¥ of B., 120 (i).

Bank of British Columbia B. No. 105 (Sir Rector
Langevin). 1°, 631; 20, 894 (ii); in Çom. and 30*,
2396 (iii). (48-49 Tic., c. 83.)

Bank of Montreal Annuity and Guarantee
Funds Society B. No. 48 (Mr. White, Cardwell).
1°*, 170; 2°*, 245; in Com. and 30*, 03 (i). (48-49)

Vic., c. 12.)
Bank of Montreal Pension Fund Incorp. B. No.

49 (Mr. White, Cardwell). 1°*, 170; 2°*, 245; in
Com. and 3°¥y, 693 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 13.)

BANK OF UPPER CANADA, STMNTS. RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr.
Mackenzie) 112 (i).

Bank of Winnipeg Act Amt. B. No. 62 (Mr.
Watson). 1°*, 210; 20*, 281 (i); in Com. and 30*

1007 (ii). (48-49 Tic., c. 10.)
BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald)

for Sp. Com. 47; Mess. from uis Ex., 101; ref. to
Com., 102; M. to ref. Petitions to Com., 125 (i).

BANKRUPT ESTATES AND OFFICIAL ASSIGNEES: M. for ROt.
(NMr. Macmillan, Middlesex) 303 (i).

BANKS AND BANKING:
ALBION MINES SAvINoS BANK. Sec B. 15.
BANE oF WINNIPEG. Sec B. 62.
BANK OF BRITISH COLUBIA. See B. 105.
BANKING AND LOAN FACILITIES TO AcRicULTURISTS. See B 36.
BILLS OF EXCHANGE AND PROmIssORY NOTES. Sec BS. 16, 46 and 100.
BANK ADVANCES TO GOvT.: M. for Ret. (Sir Richard Garewright)

37; Que. 113, 743 (i).
BANK oF LTPPER CANADA, STMNTS: Ques. (Mr. Mackenzie) 112 (i).
CENTRAL BANK OF NEW BRUNSWICK. Se B. 40.
COMMERCIAL BANK OF WINDSOR. See B. 117.
DEPOSITS, GOVT., in BANKS: M. for Stmnt. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

29 (i).
ExinANGE BANK, ADVANOES TO: prOp. Reo. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) censuring Govt., 295 (i).
FEDERAL BANK 0F CANADA. Sec B. 10.
GOVT. NOTES IN CIRCULATION: qu8e. (Mr. Ckvriton) 2465 (iii).
IaNoQ&YuT Bnxu. Sec Bs. 68 and 127.
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BANKS AND BANKING-Continued.

INUPECTION AND SUPERVIIsON or BAKs : Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 51;
prop. Reg., 81 (i).

LA BANQUI DU PEUPLI. S# B. 53.
POBT OICu SAVINeS BANKS DPoSTromas: M. for Ret. (Mr. Fairbank)

819 (u).
POST Oprion SvzNGs BANs DEPOSITS : Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 2359,

2485, 2559 (iii).
POST OwriC SAVINeS BANKS IN THE MA. Paova. : Queo. (Mr. Staira)

148 (i); in Com. of Sup., 896 (ii).
PUIVAT& BANKS AND BRoKIuS-: Ques. (Mr. Cameron, AMiddlesex) 51 (i).
SAVINGs BANKS (P. O. ou OTHzrwIss) DIPoSIous: M. for Ret.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 533 (i).
TRuao BANK. Seo B. 78.

BARRAÂcCs AT LONDON: in Com. of Sup., 3412 (iv).
BARRCK HUTs, BC. : in Com. of Sup., 3412 (iv).
BAaELS OoNTAINING PETROLEUM OU ITS PRODUCTS: in Com-

on Ways and Means, 843 (ii).

BATocuE, BATTLE or: Despatch respeoting first Engage.
ment, 1380; telegram from Gen. Middleton giving
details of second fight, 1822; second despatch, 1835 (iii).

BA TOCHE, CAPTURE Or: Ramored indignities committed by
Volunteers : Ques. (Mr. Royal) 2999, 3425 (iv).

BATTERIES, A, B AND C. See "MILITIA."

BAYFIELD, N.S., BaEAiWATER, EXTENSION oF : Ques. (Mr.

McIsaac) 77 (i).
BEAucE: Vacancy in the Representation, Warrant issued and

Ret. of Member to represent, 1 (i).
BEAvia LINE oF STEAMERS AND 1.C.R., FREIGHT RATE : M.

for Ret. (Mr. Blake) 144 (i).
BUET-BOOT SUGAR, IMPORTATION Or: Ques. (Mr. Fail) 744 (i).
BELL AND KAVANAGH, LAND CLAIMS : M. for copies Of O.C.,

&c. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 479 (i).
BELLEVILLE AND NORTIH HASTINGS BY. Co.'s SUBSIDY: prop.

Res. (Mr. Pope) 3458 ; in Com., 3473 (iv).
BENsoN, MR., M.P., DEATH OF : Remarks (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) 2357 (iii).
BERGIN, SURGEON-GENERAL, SERvIcES oFr: Q1e13. (Mr. Mc

Mullen) 1914 (iii).
Bi BEAR. SeI "DISTURBANCE IN THE N.W."
BILL (No. 1) Respecting tbe Administration of Oaths of

Office.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)
1°*, 1 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 2) To regulate the Employment of children and
young persons and women in the Workshops, Mills and
Factories of the Dominion of Canada.-(Mr. Bergin.)

1°*, 29; Order for 20 dschgd., 362 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 3) To limit the Appellate Jurisdiction of the

Supreme Court.-(hir. Landry, Montmagny.)
10, 28; Order for 2° read., 102; 2° m., 151; Amt. (Mr.

Ouimet) 165; neg., 167; 2° neg. (Y. 34, N. 125) 169
(vol. i).

BILL (No. 4) To provide for the distribution of Assets of
Insolvent Debtors.-(Mr. Curran.)

10, 29; 20*, 619 (vol. i); M. to transfer to Govt. Orders,

1280; agreed to, 1281 (vol. ii); Order dschgd. and
B. wthdn., 3375 (vol. iii).

BILL (No. 5) Respecting the liability of Carriors by
Land.-(Mr. Coughlin.)

1°*, 29; 211m., 102 (vol. i).
le

BILL (No. 6) To further amend the Law of Bvidence in
Criminal Caaes.--(Mr. Cameron, Huron.)

lO*, 29; 2° m., 176; consdn. resmd., 180; Amt. (Mr.
Tupper) 6 m. h., 182; neg. (Y. 55, N. 87) 187; 2
and ref. to Sel. Com., 187 ; in Com., 496 ; Amt (Mr.
Amyot) to recom. neg. (Y. 34, N. 76) 504; 3°*, 616
(vol. i).

BILL (No. 7) To amend the Act 37 Victoria, Chapter 17,
intituled: "An Act to authorize the advance of a oer.
tain sum of monoy to the Province of British Columbia
for the construction of a Graving Dock at Esquimalt,
and for other purposes."-(Sir Leonard Tilley.)

1°, 32; 20, 102 (vol. i); in Com. and 30*, 1064 (vol. ii).

(48-49 Vic., c. 4.)
BILL (No. 8) Respecting the River St. Clair Railway Bridge

and Tunnel Company.-(Mr. Bergin.)
10* 40; 20*, 57; in Com. and 3°*, 245 (vol. i). (48-49

Vic., c. 25.)
BILL (No. 9) Respecting the Canada Southern Railway Com.

pany and the Erie and Niagara Railway Company.--
(Mr. Bergin.)

1°*, 40; 2Q*, 57; in Com., 245; 8°19, 281 (vol. i). (48-49
Vic., c. 15.)

BILL (No. 10) To reduce the Capital Stock of the Federal
Bank of Canada, and for other purposes.-(Mr. SmaL)

1°*, 40; 2°*, 57; in Com. and 30*, 428 (vol. i). (48-49
Vic., c. 9.)

BILL (No. 11) To extend the Jurisdiction of the Maritime
Court of Ontario.-(Mr. Allen.)

10*, 40; 2° m., 127; 2°*, 131 ; Order for Com. read, 215;
in Com; 496; 3°*, 616 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 12) For constituting a Court of Railway Com.
missioners for Canada, and to amend the Consolidated
Railway Act, 1879.-(I&r. McCartlty.)

10, 40 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 13) Respecting Carriers by Land.-(àfr. Mc.

Carthy.)
10*, 40; 2> m., 254-282; Amt. (Mr. Curran) 6 m. b.,

285; neg. (Y. 64, N. 74) and 20*, 289 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 14) To consolidate and amend the Acts respecting
the Election of Members of the liouse of Conmons.-
(Mr. Cameron, Euron.)

1J, 41 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 15) To continue an Act respecting the Albion

Mines Savings Bank.-(Mr. McDougald.)
10*, 46; 2°*, 113; in Com. and 3°*, 616 (vol. 1). (48-49

VC.,yc. 14.)
BILL (No. 16) To amend the Law relating to Bills of Ex.

change and Promissory Note.-(Mr. Bmyth.)
1°*, 46 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 17) Respecting International Ferries.-(àfr. Pat-
terson, Essex.)

1°*, 46; 2° m., 254; 2°*, 256 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 18) Respecting Wharves, Docks and Piers con-

structed in navigable waters.-(hr. Tupper.)
1°, 46; 2 m., 215; 20* and ref. to Sol. Cam., 218

(vol i).
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BILL (No. 19) To provide for the better observance of the

Lord's Day, commonly called Snnday, by prohibiting
Sunday Excursions of certain kinds.-(Mr. Charlton.)

1°*, 46; 2? m., 256; neg. on a div., 266 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 20) To modify the application of " The Consoli.

dated Insurance Act, 1877."-(Sir Leonard TWey.)
1°, 46; 20, 126 (vol. i); in Com., 2430; Order for 30,

2532; deb. adjd., 2533 (vol. iii); ref. back to Com.,
2768; 3°, 2770 (vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 49.)

BILL (No. 21) To provide for the taking of a Census in the
Province of Manitoba, the North-West Territories and
the District of Keewatin.-(Kr. Pope.)

JO of 13. and Res. prop., 46; M. for Com. on Res., 74; in
Com., 75; M. to receive Rep. of Com., 125; Res.
agreed to and 2° of B., 126; in Com., 171; consdn. m.
and Amt. (Sir Richard Carttoright) to recom., 212 ;
neg. on a div., 212; Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to
recom., 213; neg. (Y. 62 N. 120) 215; Amt. (Mr.
Mills) to recom., 215; neg. on a div., 215; 30*, 215
(vol. i). (48-49 Vic., c. 3.)

BILL (No. 22) To amend the Criminal Law, to declare it a
misdemeanor to leave unguarded and exposed holes cut
in the Ice on any navigable or frequented waters.-(Mr.
Robertson, Hamilton.)

1°*, 57; 2°, 131; in Com., 150 ; Order dschgd. and ref. to
Sel. Com., 496 (vol. i).

.B4LL (No. 23) To amend the Act to incorporate the Wood
Mountain and Qu'Appelle Railway Company.-(Mr.
Williams.)

1J*, 67; 20*, 118; in Com. and 3 Q*, 490 (vol. i). (48-49
Vic., c. 16.)

BILL (No. 24) To incorporate the Lake Erie, Essex and
Detroit iRailway Company.-(Mr. Patterson, Essex.)

1J*, 67; 2°*, 113; in Com. and 30*, 490 (vol. i). (48-49
Vic., c. 21.)

BILL (No. 25) Farther to amend "The Patent Act of 1872."
-(Mr. White, Renfrew.)

1?, 67; 2° m., 266; neg. (Y. 57, N. 70) 269 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 26) To provide for the appointment of a Deputy

Speaker.-(Sir John A. MacdonaUl)
Res. prop., 67; Amt. (Mr. Blake) to refer to Sel. Com.,

70; neg. (Y. 59, N. 121) 72; 1°* of B., 74; 2°* and
in Com., 175; M. for 30 agreed to on a div. and 30*,
212 (vol. i). (48-49 Vic., c. 1.)

BILL (No. 27) To provide for the punishment of Seduction,
and like offences.-(Mr. Charlton.)

1°*, 76; 2, 619 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 28) To incorporate the Dominion Drainage Com-

pany.-(Mr. laggart.)
1°*, 88; 20*, 113 (vol. i); M. for Com., 1007 ; deb.

adjd., 1008; M. for Com., 1386 (vol. ii); in Com.
and 3°*, 3053 (vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 95.)

BILL (No. 29) To amend the Act respecting Patents of
Inventions.-(Mr. Smyth.)

1°*, 88 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 30) To amend and consolidate "The Consolidated

Rlailway Act, 1879," and the Acts amending it.-(Mr.
Wells.)

18, 101 (vol. j).

BILL (No. 31) To amend and c:nsolidate the Canada Civil
Service Acts of 1882, 1883 and 1884.-<Mr. Chapleau.)

10, 101; Res. prop., 210; lRes. (letter carriers) in Com.,
270; Res. (0. S. Examiners, &c.) in Com., 273, 281
(vol i) ; conc. m., 889 ; conc. in, 892; 20 of B. m.,

1095; 20 and in Com., 1097-1130, 1281; 3 m.,
1282; Amt. (Mr. Mitchell) 3 m. h., 1282; neg. (Y.
67, N. 112) 1286; Amt. (Mr. Casey) to recom., 1291;
neg. (Y. 59, N. 107) 1293; Amt. (Mr. Blake) to
recoin., 1294; neg. (Y. 58, N. 104) 1296; Amt. (Mr.
Davies) to recom., 1297; neg. (Y. 57, N. 103) 1301;
Amt. (Mr. Lister) to recom., neg. on same div.,
1303; Amt. (Mir. Mulock) to recom., 1303; neg. on
same div., 1304; 30 on a div., 1304 (vol. ii) ; M. to
conc. in Senate .Amts., 1823, 2396 (vol. iii). (48-49
Vic., c. 46.)

BILL (No. 32) Respecting Insolvency.-(Mr. Billy.)
10, 101 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 33) For the equitable distribution of Insolvents'
Estates.-(Mr. Beaty.)

1°*, 113 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 34) For the discharge of past Insolvents.-(Mr.
Beaty.)

1°*, 113 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 35) Further to amend the Consolidated Railway

Act, 1879.-(Mr. Bergeron.)
10*, 113 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 36) To provide Banking and Loan facilities to
those engaged in Agricultural pursuits.-(Mr. Orton.)

Res. prop., 115; in Com. and 1°* of B., 120 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 37) Further to amend the Act to incorporate the

South Saskatchewan Valley Railway Company.-(Mr.
Robertson, Hamilton.)

1°*, 125; 20*, 179; in Com. and 3°*, 672 (vol. i). (48-

49 Vic., c. 17.)
BILL (No. 38) To amend the Acts relating to The Gre'at

Western and Lake Ontario Shore Junction Railway
Company.-(Mr. Ferguson, Welland.)

JO*, 125; 2°*, 179; in Com. and %°*, 490 (vol. i). (48-
49 vicc. 18.)

BILL (No. 39) To incorporate the Synod of the Diocese of
Qu'Appelle, and for other purposes connected there-
with.-(Mr. Mulock.)

JO*, 125; 2Q, 180; in Com. and 3°*, 490 (vol. i). (48-
49 Vic., c. 33.)

BILL (No. 40) Farther relating to The Central Bank of New
iBrunswick.-(lMr. Temple.)

1°*, 125; 2°*, 180 (vol. i) ; in Com. and 3 *. 939 (vol. ii).
(48-49 Vic., c,. 11.)

BILL (No. 41) To amend the Act respecting duties of Jus-
tices of the Peace in relation to Smimmary Convictions.-
(M1r. Tupper).

10, 125; 2°, 892 (vol. ii).
BILL (No. 42) To amend the'Act respecting Offences against

the person.-(Mr. Tupper.)
1°*, 125; 2° m., 218 deb. adjd., 219 (vol. i).
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BILL (No. 43) To authorize the Royal Canadian Insurance

Company to reduce its Capital Stock, and for other
purposes.-(Mr. Curran.)

10*, 125; 2°*, 188 (vol. i); in Oom. and 30, 791 (vol. ii).
(48-49 Vic., c. 28.)

BILL (No. 44) Respecting Infectious or Contagious Diseases
affecting Animals.-(Mr. Pope.)

10, 125 (vol. i); 2°, 892; in Com., 1064-1094; 30 m.,
1321; Amt. (Mr.Sutherland, Oxford) to recom., 1321;
agreed to (Y. 131, N. 16) 1324; Amt. (Mr. Mulock)
to recom., 1324; neg. (Y. 54, N. 90) 1327; Amt. (Mr.
Catudal) to recom., 1327; neg. (Y. 58, N. 89) 1328;
Amt. (Mr. Casey) to recom., 1328; neg. (Y. 54, N. 94)
1332; Armt. (Mr. Armstrong) to recom., 1332; neg.
(Y. 50, N. 88) 1334; Amt. (Mr. Scriver) to recom.,
neg. on a div., 1334; Amt. (Mr. Davies) to recom.,
neg. (Y. 50, N. 81) 1334; 30, 1335 (vol. ii) ; Son.
AMtS conc. in, 2397 (vol. iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 70.)

BILL (No. 45) Respecting the representation of the Terri.
tories in the House of Commons.-(Mr. Cameron,
Huron.)

1°*, 147; 20 m., 362, 490; deb. adjd., 495 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 46) Further to amend the Law relating to Bills of

Exchange and Promissory Notes.-(Mr. Gigault.)
1°, 147 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 47) For the more effectual prevention of Çruelty
to Animals.-(Mr. Charlton.)

1°*, 147 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 48) Respecting the Annuity and Guarantee Funds

Society of the Bank of Montral.-(Mr. White, Cardwell.)
1°*, 170; 20*, 245; in Corn. and 30*, 693 (vol. i). (48-

49 Vc., c. 12.)
BILL (No. 49) To incorporate the Pension Fund of the Bank

of Montreal.-(KMr. White, Cardwell.)
1°*, 170; 20*, 245; in Con. and 30*, 693 (vol i). (48-49

Vic. c. 13.)
B3ILL (No. 50) To incorporate the Fredericton and St. Mary's

Railway Bridge Company.-(Mr. Temple )
10*, 170; 20*1 289 (vol. i); in Com. and 3°*, 873; Sen.

Amts. conc.in, 1386 (vol. ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 26.)
BILL (No. 51) For granting certain powers to the Interna.

tional Coal Company (Limited).-(lir. Desjardins.)
1°*, 170; 2°*, 245; in Com. and 30*, 567 (vol. Î). (48-49

Vic., c. 29.)
BILL (No. 52) Respecting the Sault Ste. Marie Bridge Com.

pany.-(Mr. Dawson.)
1°*, 170; 2°*, 245; in C3m. and 30*, 490 (vol. i). (48-49

Vic., c. 24.)
BILL (No. 53) Respecting La Banque du Peuple.-(Mr.

Girouard.)
1°*, 170; 20*, 245; in Com. and 30*, 693 (vol. i). (48-49

vic., c. 8.)
BILL (No. 54) To confirm the Union of the Canada Congre-

gational Missionary Society, and the Congregational
Union of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick.-(Mr.
Abbott.)

1°* 170; 20*, 259; in Com. and 30*, 490 (vol. i). (48-49

*ic., c, 34.)

BILL (No. 55) To authorize the Dominion Grange Mutual
Fire Insurance Association to insure against fire the
property of the Patrons of Husbandry wheresoever
situate in Canada.-(Mr. White, Cardwell.)

1°*, 170 ; 2°*, 246 (vol. i); in Com. and 3°*, 1210 (vol. ii).
(48-49 Vic., c. 93.)

BILL (No. 56) Respecting Disorderly Houses.-(Mr. Ouimet.)
10, 170 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 57) To amend the Criminal Law of Canada.-
(Mr. Ouimet.)

10, 170 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 58) To amrend the Liquor License Act of 1883.

-(Mr. Foster.)
10, 170-; 2 m., 620; deb. adjd., 623 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 59) To inoorporate the Brantford, Waterloo and
Lake Erie Railway Company.-(Mr. Paterson, Brant.)

1°* 170 ; 2°*, 281 ; in Com. and 3°*, 567 (vol. i). (48-49
Ve., c. 20.)

BILL (No. 60) To incorporate the Synod of the Evangelical
Lutheran Church of Canada.-(Mr. McCarthy.)

10*p 180; 20*, 246; in Com., 693; 3°*, 791 (vol. ii).
(48-49 Vic., c. 32.)

BILL (No. 61) Further to amend the Act incorporating the
Richelieu Navigation Company, and the Richelieu and
Ontario Navigation Company.-(Mr. Desjardins.)

1°*, 188; 2°*, 246 (vol. i); Notice of an Amt., 1210; in

Corn., 1347; 30, 1352 (vol. ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 91.)
BILL (No. 62) To amend the Ac to incorporate the Bank of

Winnipeg.-(Krr. Watson.)
10*, 210; 20*, 281 (vol. i);-in Com. and 3°*, 1007 (vol.

il). (48-49 Vic., c. 10.)
BILL (No. 63) To incorporate the Portage la Prairie and

Lake of the Woods Rgilway and Navigation Company.
-(Mr. Watson.)

Io*> 210; 20*, 289 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 64) Further to amend the Patent Act of 1872.-

(Mr. McCarthy.)

10, 234; 2° m., 622; Order for 20 dschgd. 629 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 65) To amend "The Canada Temporance Act of

1878."-(Ur. McCarthy.)
1", 235 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 66) Further to amend an Act respecting Insol.
vent Banks, Insurance Companies, Loan Companies,
Building Societies and Trading Corporations.-(Kr.
Edgar.)

10, 235 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 67) Further to amend "The Canada Temperance

Act, 1878."-(Mr. Baker, Victoria.)
10, 246 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 63) To limit the Appellate Jurisdiction of the
Supreme Court, as respects matters of a purely local
nature in the Province of Quebec.-(hLr. Landry, Mont.
magny.)

10, 270 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 69) Respecting the Huron and Ontario Ship

Canal Company.-(hMr. Tyrwhitt.)
1°*, 269; 2°*, 428 (vol. i); in Com. and 30*, 1007; Son.

Amts, cono. in, 1386 (vol. ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 27.)
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BILL (No. 70) To make further provision respecting the
traffl in Intoxicating Liquors.-(hfr. Small.)

10, 270 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 71) To amend the Criminal Law.-(Mr. Robert.

son, Eastings.)
1Q, 270 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 72) Respecting the Ontario Pacifie Railway Com-
pany.-(Mr. Bergin.)

1°*, 213; 20*, 405 (vol. i); in Com. and 30*, 1007 (vol.
ii). (48-49 Tic., c. 19.)

BILL (No. 73) To incorporate the Alberta and Athabasca
Railway Company.-(Mr. Williams.)

10*, 313; 2°*, 405 (vol. i); in Com., 791; 3°*, 816 (vol.

ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 88.)
BILL (No. 74) Respecting the Manitoba and North-Western

Railway Company of Canada.-(Mr. Royal.)
1°*, 313; 2°*, 405, (vol. i); in Com. and 30*, 1180 (vol. ii).

(48-49 Vic., c. 86.)
BILL (No. 75) To incorporate the Canadian Pacifie

Bmployés Relief Association.-(Mr. Gault.)
10*, 313; 2°*, 490 (vol. i); in Com. and 3°*, 1007 (vol.

ii). (48-49 JVic., c. 23.)
BILL (No. 76) To amend the Act respecting the London

Life Insurance Company.-(Mr. Macmillan, Middlesex.)
1°*, 313; 2°*, 405 (vol. i); in Com. and 3°, 1723 (vol. ii),

(48-49 Vic., c. 94.)
BILL (No. 77) To incorporate the Hamilton, Guelph and

Buffalo Railway Company.-(Mr. Eilvert.)
1°*, 313; 2°*, 405 (vol. i); in Com. and 3?*, 1007 (vol.

ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 22.)
BILL (No. 78) To incorporate the Truro Bank.-(Mr.

Tupper.)
10*, 313; 2°*, 405 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 79) To incorporate the Rush Lake and Saskatche-
wan Railway and Navigation Company.-(Mr. Tupper.)

10*, 313; 2°*, 490 (vol. i); in Com. and 3°*, 1180 (vol.
ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 90.)

BILL (No. 80) To incorporate the Fort Macleod Ranch
Telegraph Company.-(Mr. Ives.)

10*, 349; 2°*, 428 (vol. i); in Com. and 3°*, 1723 (ii);
Son. Amts. conc. in, 2357 (iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 92.)

BILL (No. 81) Respecting the Canada Co-operative Supply
Association (Limited).-(Mr. Ourran.)

1°*,349; 2°*, 428; in Com. and 3°*, 693 (vol. i). (48-49
Tic., c. 31.)

BILL (No. 82) To incorporate the Winnipeg and Prince
Albert Railway Company.-(Mr. Cameron, Victoria.)

1°*, 349; 2° m., 428; Order dschgd. and B. wthdn., 428
(vol. i).

BILL (No. 83) To incorporate the Kootenay Railway Com-
pany, British Columbia.-(Mr. Small.)

1°*, 349 ; 29*, 545 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 84) For the relief of AmandaiEsther Davis.-(C)

from the Senate.-(Mr. White, Cardwell.)
1° on a div., 226; M. to fix day for 2° agreed to (Y. 86,

N. 61) 226; 2° on a div., 567; in Com. and 3°*, 693.
(48-49 Pic., c. 37.)

BILL (No. 85) Respecting Factories.-(Mr. Bergin.)
1°*, 362 (vol. i); 20 m., 873; deb. adjd., 886; M. to

resume adjd. deb., 940; Amt. (Mr. Jamieson) to
substitute B. (No. 94) Canada Temperance Act, 940;
Amt. agreed to (Y. 86, N. 62) 948 (vol. ii).

BILL (No. 86) To amend the Act respecting the Sale of
Railway Passenger Tickets.-(Mr. McCarthy.)

10, 362 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 87) To amend the Act 40 Victoria, Chapter 36,

intituled: "An Act to provide for the employment,
without the walls of Common Gaols, of Prisoners
sentenced to imprisonment therein."-(Mr. Sutherland,
Oxford.)

10*, 362 (vol. i); 29, in Com., and 3°*, 1658 (vol. ii),
(48-49 Vic., c. 81.)

BILL (No. 88) Further to amend " The Canada Temperance
Act, 1878."-(Mr. Townshend.)

10*, 362 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 89) Farther to amend "The Patent Act of

1872."-(Mr. Hay.)
1C*, 362 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 90) To amend "The Fisheries Act."-(Mr.
Mulock.)

10, 426 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 91) To incorporate the Winnipeg and Prince

Albert Railway Company.-(Mr. Cameron, Victoria.)
1J*, 428; 2', 567 (vol. i); in Com. and 304-, 1180 (vol.

ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 89.)
BILL (No. 92) Further to amend "The Canada Temperance

Act, 1878."-(Kir. Jamieson.)
10, 448; Ques. and M. to fix day for 2°, 713 (vol. i) ; 21

m., 949; Amt. (Mr. Les) 951; neg. (Y. 17, N. 109)
954; 29 agreed to (Y. 108, N. 15) 954; in Com.,
954; 30 m., 1045; Amt. (Mr. JWeldon) to recom.,
1045; in Com., 1046; Amt. (Mr. Bourbeau) to recom.,
1047; in Com., 1047; on M. to conc., Amt. (Mr.
Burpee) 1047; neg. (Y. 49, N. 86) 1050; on M. for
30, Amt. (Mr. Townskend) to recom., 1050; in Com.,
1050; Amt. (Mr. Bickey) to recom., 1051; agreed to
(Y. 68, N. 64) 1054; Amt. (Kr. White, Cardwell) to
recom., 1059; neg. (Y. 39, N. 78) 1062; Amt. (Mr.
.Macdonald, King's) to recom., neg., 1062; Amt. (Mr.
Gigault) to recom., neg., 1062; 3°, 1063 (vol. ii);
M. (Sir Bector Langevin) to consdr. Sen. Amts.,
2600; consda. of Sen. Amts., 2644; (Amt) 2645;
neg. (Y. 75, N. 84) 2647; (Amt.) 2648; neg. (Y. 54,
N. 108) 2651; (Amt.) neg. (Y. 75, N. 90) 2552;
Amts., 2653-2657; Amt. (Mr. Small) 2660; neg. (Y.
78, N. 86) 2670; Amt. (Mr. Cameron, Victoria) 2674;

neg., 2675 (vol. iv).
BILL (No. 93) To establish a Court of Claims for Canada.

(Sir ffector Langevin.)
1°, 449 (vol. i); prop. Res., 777 (vol. ii); Order for 2°

dscbgd. and B. wthdn., 2439 (vol. iii).
BILL (No. 94) To incorporate the Western Ontario Pacifie

Railway Company.-(Mr. MfCallum.)
1°*, 534; 2°*, 616 (vol. i); in Com. and 3"*, 1288 (vol.

ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 87.)
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BILL (No. 95) Respecting Explosive Substances.-(K) from

the Senate.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)
1O*, 545 (vol. i); 20, 893; in Com., 1167 ; 30, 1335 (vol. ii).

(48-49 Vic., e. 7.)
BILL (No. 96) Statutes of Canada Consolidation.-(Sir John

A. Macdonald.)
Not introduced. See B. 130.

BILL (No. 97) For the relief of Fairy Emily Jane Terry.-
(E) from the Senate.-(Mr. Taylor.)

10 on a div., 605; 2 on a div., 672 (vol. i); in Com. and
3° on a div., 873 (vol. ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 36.)

BILL (No. 98) To amend the Acta respecting Controverted
Elections.-(Mr. Mulock.)

10, 605 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 99) To amend "The Canada Temperance Act,

1878."-(Mr. Bourbeau.)
10, 605 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 101) To amend the Law respecting Bridges,
Booms and other works, constructed over or in
navigable waters under the authority of Provincial
Acts.-(Sir Hector Langevin.)

1Q, 605 (vol. i); 2° m., 893; 2°* and in Com., 894; 3°*,

895 (voL ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 6.)
BILL (No. 102) To amend the Acts respecting the Depart-

ment ofthe Secretary of State.--(Mr. Chapleau.)
1°, 629 (vol. i) ; 20 and in Com., 894; 3°*, 895 (vol. ii).

(48-49 Vic., c. 2.)
BILL (No. 103) Respecting the Electoral Franchise.-(Sir

John À. Macdonald.)
1°, 629 (vol. i); Order for 2° postponed, 1095; 20 m.,

1133; Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 1137 ; neg. (Y.
59, N. 104) and deb. adjd., 1166 ; deb. rsmd., 1167 ;
Amt. (Mr. Laurier) 1171 ; neg. (Y. 54, N. 86) 1204;
deb. adjd., 1204; deb. rsmd., 1226; 2° agreed to (Y.
111, N. 63) 1277; M. for Com., 1336; in Com., 1385,
1388,1444, 1475,1568,1608, 1646, 1680, 1712,1745,
1782, 1824, 1856, 1895, 1915, 1956, 1983, 2052, 2065,
2086, 2104, 2139, 2172, 2210, 2241, 2274, 2301, 2321,
2345,2360,2393 (vol.iii), 2757,3052,3062; on consdn.
of B., Amt. (Mr. Charlton) neg. (Y. 51, N. 96)
3053; Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) 3053; Amt. to Amt. (Mr.
.McIntyre) 3056; neg. (Y. 50, N. 95) 3058; Amt. to
Amt. (Mr. Weldon) 3058; neg. (Y. 46, N. 96) 3060 ;
Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Watson) neg. (Y. 46, N. 96) 3061 ;
Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Mulock) neg. (Y. 46, N. 96) 3061;
Amt. to Amt (Mr. Langelier) neg. (Y. 44, N. 95)
3062; Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) agreed to (Y. 114, N. 17)
3062; Ant. (Mr. Langelier) neg. (Y. 41, N. 92) 3063;
Amt. (Mr. Burpee) neg. (Y. 37, N. 89) 3063; Amt.
(Mr. Trow) 3063; neg. (Y. 36, N. 88) 3064; Amt.
(Mr. Armstrong) neg. (Y. 37, N. 87) 3064 ; Amt. (Mir.
Somerville, Brant) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3065; Amte.

(Messrs. -McCraney and lanes) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87)
3065; AInts. (Mesars. Cameron [Middlesex] and Lange-
lier) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3066 ; Amts. (Mes8rs. Lister

and Cameron, Huron) nog, (Y. 88, N.87) 3067 ; Amts.

(Mesrs. Weldon and Fairbank) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87)
3068; Amts. (Miessrs. Paterson [Brant] and Gilimor)
neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3069; Anmts. (Messrs. Holton and

isher) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3070; on M. for 3°, Amt.
(Mr. Mills) 3 m. h., 3071; neg. (Y. 37, N. 88) 3072;
3° of B., 3072 (vol. iv). (48-49 Tic., c. 40.)

BILL (No. 104) To amend the sections of Acts therein
mentioned relating to the constitution of the Treasury
Board.-(Sir Leonard Tilley.)

10, 630 (vol. i) ; 20, in Com., and 3°*, 1670 (vol. ii). (48-
49 Vic., c. 47.)

BILL (No. 105) Respecting the Bank of British Columbia.
-(Sir Hector Langevin.)

1°, 63 1 ; 20 894 (vol. ii) ; in Com. and 30*, 2396 (vol.
iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 83.)

BILL (No. 106) For the relief of Alice Elvira Evans.-(G)
from the Senate.-(Mr. Edgar.)

10 on a div., 672; 2° (Y. 87, N. 40) 694 (vol. i) ; in Com.
and 3° on a div., 873 (vol. ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 39.)

BILL (No. 107) For the relief of George Louis Emil Hats-
feld.-(D) from the Senate.-(àMr. Kilvert.)

10 on a div., 672; 2° (Y. 87, N. 40) 694 (vol. i); in Com.
and 30 on a div., 873 (vol. ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 38.)

BILL (No. 108) To amend the Act to encourage the con.
struction of Dry Docks, by granting astièanco on cer-
tain conditions to Companies constructing them.-(Sir
Bector Langevin.)

1°, 693 (vol. i); 20 and in Com., 894; 3°*, 895 (vol. ii).
(48-49 Vic., c. 5.)

BILL (No. 109) Respecting Real Proporty in the North.
West Territories.-(A) from the Senate.-(Sir Hector
Langevin.)

1*, 742 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 110) To incorporate the Rock Lake and Souris

and Brandon Railway Company.-(Mr. McDougald,
Pictou.)

1J*, 742 (vol. i); 2°*, 873 (vol. ii).
BILL (No. 111) To amend the Consolidated Railway Act,

1879, and amendments thereto.-(Mr. -Mulock.)
10, 742 (vol. i).

BILL (No. 112) Further to amend "Tho Canada Temperý
ance Act, 1878."-(Mr. Gigault.)

10, 743 (vol. i).
BILL (No. 113) Respecting Proof of Entries in Books of

Account kept by Officers of the Crown.-(M) from the
Senate.-(Mr. Chapleau.)

1°*, 964 (vol. ii); 20, 2397; wthdn., 2398; 2°, 2465 ; in
Com., 2466 ; 30*, 2497 (vol. iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 48.)

BILL (No. 114) To comprise in one Act a limitation of the
Share and Loan Capital of the Hamilton Provident and
Loan Society.-(J) from the Senate.-(Mlr. Kilvert.)

1°*, 783; 2°*, 816; in Com. and 3, 1352 (vol. ii). (48-
49 Vic., c. 30.)

BILL (No. 115) To amend an Act to incorporate the SiEters
of Charity of the North-West Territories.-(1) from the
Senate).-(Kr. Desjardins.)

10*, 832; 2°*, 873; in Com. and 30*, 1007 (vol. iii). (48-
49 Tic., c. 35.)
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BILL (No. 116) To amend the Act respecting the Indemnity

to the Members of both Houses of Parliament.-(Mr.
Farrowo.)

1°, 813 (vol. ii).
BILL (No. 117) Respecting the Commercial Bank of Wind-

sor.-(Sir Leonard Tilley.)
1°*, 832; 2°, 1671; Order dsohgd. and B. ref. to Com. on

Banking and Commerce, 1677 (vol. ii); in Com. and
30*, 2396 (vol. iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 84.)

BILL (No. 118) Farther to amend the Acts relating to
Weights and Measures.-(Mr. Costigan.)

Res. prop., 832; in Com. and 1°* of B., 837; 2° and in
Com., 1672; 3°*, 1680 (vol. ii). (48-49 Tc., c. 64.)

BILL (No. 119) Farther to amend the Acts respecting the
Inspection of Gas and GasMeters.-(Mr. Costigan.)

iRes. prop., in Com. and 1' of B., 837 (vol. ii); 20, 2419;
in Com. and 3°¥, 2439 (vol. iii). (48-49 ic., c. 69.)

B3ILL (No. 120) To give effect to an Agreement made by
the Department of Publie Works for the Sale and trans-
fer of the Dandas and Waterloo Road.-(Sir Hector
Langevin.)

Res. prop., 451 (vol. i); cono. in and 10* of B., 892 (vol.
ii); Order dschgd. and B. wthdn., 2396 (voL iii).

BILL (No. 121) To amend the Act 45 Vic., chap. 41, respect-
ing the Sale of Railway Passenger Tickets.-(Mr. Pat.
terson, E&sex.)

1°*, 927 (vol. ii).

BILL (No. 122) Respecting Agricultural Fertilizers.-(Mr.

Ferguson, Welland.)
IRes. prop., 936; in Com. and 10*, 939; M. to transfer to

Govt. Orders, 1320 (vol. ii); 2°, 2476; in Com.,
2178; 30*, 2497 (vol. iii). (48-49 ic., c. 68.)

BILL (No. 123) Further to amend an Act intituled: "An Act
respecting offences against the person."-(S) from the
Senate.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

1J*, 1037 (vol. ii) ; 2° and in Com., 2767; 3° m., Amt.
(Mr. Charlton) neg. (Y. 58, N. 72) 2767; 30*, 2768
(vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 82.)

BILL (No. 124) To restrict and regulate Chinese Immigra.
tion into the Dominion of Canada.-(Mr. Chapleau.)

10, 1037 (vol. ii); wthdn., 3023 (vol. iv).
BILL (No. 125) For the Prohibition of Spirituous Liquors.-

(Mr. Beaty.)
IRes. prop., 1040; 1°* of B., 1063 (vol. ii).

BILL (No. 126) To provide for the fitting representation of
Canada at the Colonial and Indian Exhibition to be held
in London in the year 1886.-(Mr. Pope.)

Res. prop., 451 (vol. i); in Com., 892; Res. conc. in and
1°* ol B., 1064 (vol. ii) ; 2°, in Com. and 3°¥, 2399
(vol. iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 44.)

BIL (No. 127) Further to amend "An Act respecting In-
solvent Banks, Insurance Companies, Loan Companies,
Building Societies and Trading Corporations.-(N) from
th- Senate.-(Mr. Edgar.)

1°, 1094 (vol. ii).

BILL (No. 128) To make further provision respecting sum.
mary proceedings before Justices and other Magis-
trates.-(L) from the Senate.-(MIr. Small.)

1°*, 1130 (vol. ii); Order for 20 transferred to Govt.
Orders, 2420 vol. iii; 2° m., 2827; 2° and in Com.,
2829 (vol. iv).

BILL (No. 129) To amend an Act respeeting "The Central
Prison for the Province of Ontario."-(P) from the
Senate.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

1°*, 1226 (vol. ii); 20, in Com. and 3°*, 2402 (vol. iii).
(48-49 Vic., c. 79.)

BILL (No. 130) Respecting the Revised Statutes of Canada.-
(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

1g, 1226 (vol. ii); Order for 2° dschgd., and B. wthdn.,
2402 (vol. iii),

BILL (No. 131) "For the botter Preservation of the Peace
in the vicinity of Public Works," and the Acts in
amendment thereof.-(O) from the Senate.-(Sir John A.
Macdonald.)

1°*, 1278 (vol. ii); 2° m. and in Con., 2824; 3°*, 2851
(vol. iv). (48-49 ic., c. 80.)

BILL (No. 132) To amend the Act 43 Vic., chap. 29, respect.
ing the navigation of Canadian Waters, and to enable the
Governor in Council to suspend from time to time cer-
tain provisions of the said Act.-(Mr. McLelan.)

Res. prop. and in Com., 1278; 10* of B., 1279 (vol. ii);
Order for 2° dschgd. and B. wthdn., 2899 (vol. iv).

BILL (No. 133) Further to amend "The Steamboat Inspec
tion Act, 1882."-(Mr. .McLelan.)

Res. prop., 1279; in Com. and, 10* of B., 1280 (vol. i);
2 and in Com., 2399; 30*, 2421 (vol. iii). (48-49
Vic., c. 75.)

BILL (No. 134) Respecting "The Liquor License Act,
1883."-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

10, 1281 (vol. ii) ; 2° m., 2400 ; 2°*, 2402 (vol. iii) ; in
Con, 2768, 2894; 3 m., Amt. (Mr. Mulock) 2958;
30*, 2961 (vol. iv). (48-49 ic., c. 74.)

BILL (No. 135) Further to amend "The General Inspection
Act, 1874."- (Mr. Costigan.)

Res. (Chief Inspector) prop., 1306; in Com., 1307; cone.
in and 1°* of B., 1320 (vol. ii); 20 and in Coe.,
2548; 3°, 2555 (vol. iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 66.)

BILL (No. 136) To amend the Criminal Law of Canada.-
(Mr. Robertson, Nastings.)

10, 1335 (vol. ii).
BILL (No. 137) To make further provision respecting

Pawnbrokers.-(R) from the Senate.-(Mr. Small.)
10*, 1474 (vol. ii).

BILL (No. 138) For the relief of George Branford Cox.-
(El) from the Senate.-(Mr. Cameron, Buron.)

1° on a div., 1473; 2° on a div., 1566; in Con. and 30 on à
div., 1723 (vol. il). (48-19 Tic., c. 85.)

BILL (No. 139) To amend the Act in relation to the Library
of Parliament.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

Res. prop., 1658; in Com., 1666; 10* of B., 1670 (vol.
il); 2°, 2402 (vol. iii); in Com., 2759; 3° m, Amt.
(Mr. Laurier) neg. (Y. 51, N, 65) 2763; 30 on same
div. reversed, 2763 (vol. iv). (48-49 ic., c. 45.)
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BJLL (No. 140) Respecting the North-West Mounted Police

Force.-(T) from the Senate.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)
1°*, 1670 (vol. ii) ; 20 -and in Com., 2772 ; 3° m., 2832;

30 2833 (vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 54.)
BILL (No. 141) Respecting the Administration of Justice,

and other matters, in the North-West Territories.-(V)
from the Senate.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

1°*, 2345; Res. prop., 2531 (vol. iii); Res. in Com., 2926;
20 of B., 2934 ; M. to conc. in Res., Amt. (Mr•
Blake) neg. (Y. 37, N. 67) 2957 ; in Com. on B., 2961;
If. for consdn. of B., Amt. (Mr. Mills) neg. (Y. 37,
N. 79) 2968; 3 m., Amt. (Mr. Mills) 3000; deb.
adjd., 3002; Order for rsmng. adjd. deb., 3427; Amt.
neg. (Y. 35, N. 89) 3433 (vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 51.)

BILL (No. 142) Respecting Canned Good.-(U) from the
Senate.-(hMr. Costigan.)

1°*, 2345; 20, 2489; in Com., 2534 (vol. iii), 2767; 3°*,
2767 (vol. iv). (48-49 Tic., c. 63.)

BILL (No. 143) Respecting the Adulteration of Food, Drugs,
and Agricultural Fertilizers.-(W) from the Senate.-
(Mr. Bowell.)

1°*, 235q3; 20, 2466; in Com., 2467, 2541; Res. (remunera-
lion of AnalyEts) prop., 2497; in Com., 2541, 2542
(vol. iii), 2751; on M. to conc. in Amts., Amt. (Mr.
Blake) neg. (Y. 42, N. 60) 2751; 3> of B., 2751 (vol.
iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 67.)

Bn (No. 144) To authorize the augmentation of the North-
West Monnted Police.- (Sir John A. Macdonald.)

.Res, prop., 994 (vol. ii); M. for Com. on Res., 2402; in
Com., 2415; M. to receive Rep. of Com., 2421; 1°*
of B., 2430 (vol. iii); 2° and in Com., 2770; 3° m.,
2820; 30 on a div., 2822 (vol. iv). (48-49 Vie., c. 53.)

BILL (No. 145) To authorize the raising, by way of Loan, of
certain sums of money for the Public Service.-(Mr.
Bowell.)

Res. prop., 2391 ; M. for Com. on Res., 2461 ; in Com., 2463;
M. to receive Rep. of Com., 2523; 10* of B., 20*, in
Com. and 30*, 2526 (vol. iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 43.)

BILL (No. 146) To amend "The Consolidated Inland
Revenue Act, 1883."-(Mr. Costigan.)

Res. prop., 2421; M. for Com. on Res., 2526; in Com.,
2528; 10* of B., 2529 ; 20 m., 2935; 2°*, 2536 (vol.
iii); in Com., 2968; 30, 3002; M. to conc. in Sen.

Amts., 3435 (vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 62.)
BILL (No. 147) To authorize the grant of certain subsidies

in land for the construction of the Railways therein

mentioned.-(Sir Hector Langevin.)
Res. prop., 782 (vol. ii) ; M. for Com. on Res., 2440 ; in

Com., 2461, 2483, 2497 ; M. to conc. in Res., 2533 ;
10* of B., 2534 (vol. iii) ; 20 m., 2770, 2854; in

Com., 2855 ; Order for 3° read, Amits. (Mr. Blake)
2890; neg. (Y. 46, N. 86) 2893 ; Amts. (Mr. Blake)
neg. on same div., 2894 ; 30*, 2894 (vol. iv). (48-
49 Vic., c. 60.)

BILL (No. 118) To amend the Act respecting the appoint-
ment of a Harbor Master at the Port of Halifax.-

(Mr. McLelan.)

Res. prop., 2431 ; in Com., 2522; 1Res. on, in and 1*
of B., 2534 (vol. iii) ; 20*, in Oom. and 8°*, 2772
(vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 78.)

BILL (No. 149) For granting to Her Majesty the suin of
&1,700,000 reqnired for defraying certain Expenses now
being incurred in connoction with the Troubles in the
North-West Territories.-(Mr. Bowell.)

Res. and 1°*%, 2559; 20 and in Com., 2855; 3°*, 2894 (vol.
iv). (48-49 ViIc., c. 42.)

BILL (No. 150) To authorize the advance of a certain oum
to the Harbor Commissioners of the Harbor of Three
Rivers.-(f r. Bowell.)

Res. prop., 2497 ; Res. in Com., 2555 (vul. iii) ; 1°* of
B., 2751; 2° m., 2934; in Com., 2935; 30*, 2957
(vol. iv). (48-49 Vie, c. 76.)

BILL (No. 151) Respecting the Oceun Mail Service.-(lfr.
Oarling.)

Res. prop., 2440; Res. in Com., ?555 (vol. iii) ; M. to
rec. Rop. of Com., 2751 ; M. to conc. in Res., 2754 ;
10 of B., 2757; Order for 20 dschgd. and B. wthdn.,
3375 (vol. iv).

BILL (No. 152) To amend the Consolidated Militia Act,
1883.-(Mr. Caron.)

1°, 2853 ; 2° m., 3045 ; 20 and in Com., 3046 ; 30*, 3075
(vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 72.)

BILL (No. 153) Further to arrend the Aots respocLing the
Candian Pacifie Railway, and to provide for the coin-
pletion and succeseful operation thereof.-(Mr. Pope.)

Res. prop., 2420 (vol. iii); M. for Com., 2559; Amt. (Mr.
Cameron, Huron) 2643; neg. (Y. 51, N. 100) 2723 ;
in Com., 2724; M. to roc. Rep. of Com., 2858; Aimt.
(Mr. Cameron, Huron) 2858; Amt. (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) 2859; in Com., 2859; on M. to conc. in Reg,
Aimt. (Mr. Charlton) 2860; neg. (Y. 53, N. 91) 2i61;
Amt. (ifr. Vail) 2861; in Com., 2862; on M. to conoe
inu Res., Amat. (Mr. Casey) 2862; neg. (Y. 55, N. 91)
2863 ; Ami. (Mr. Davies) 2863 ; Amt. (Mr. Laurier)
2863; neg. (Y. 55, N. 89) 2864; Amt. (Mr. M ill/)
2864; Amt. (Mfr. Weldon) 2864; neg. (Y. 53, N. b9)
2865; Amt. (Mr. Watson) 2865; neg. (Y. 51, N. 93)
2868; 11 of B., 2868; 20 m., 3024; 20 and in Com.,
3031; 3° m., 3293; agreed to (Y. 77, N. 45) 8294
(vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 57.)

BILL (No. 154) Further to amend the Act relating to the
Culling and Measurement of Timber in the Provinces of
Ontario and Quebec.-(Mr. Costigan.)

Res. prop., 2419 ; 'M. for Com. on Res,, 2475 (vol. iii) ; 1°,
2° and in Com., 3043; 30*, 3075 (vol. iv). (48-49

Vic., c. 65.)
BILL (No. 155) For increasing the yearly subsidy to the

Province of Manitoba, and for other purposes therein
mentioned.-(Mr. Bowell.)

Res. prop., 2420 (vol. iii); M. for Com., 2775; in Com.,
2789, 2823; further Res., 2889 ; in Cin., 2924; 1°*
of B., 2926; 2° and in Com., 3047; 3°,3075 (vol. iv).

(48-49.Vic., c. 50.)
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BZLZ (No. 156) To restrict and rogulate Chinese Immigra-

tion into the Dominion of Canada.-(Mr. Chapleau.)
Res. (Chinese interpreter) prop., 2421 (vol. iii); ln Com.

on Res., 3023; prop. Res. (poll tax &o.) 2497; M.
for Com. on Res., 3002 ; in Com., 3023; 1* of B.,
3323; 2° and in Com., 3050; 3°, 3075 (vol. iv). (48-
49 Vic., c. 71.)

BILL (No. 157) To amend the several Acts relating to Duties
of Customs and Excise,-(Mr. Bowell.)

10, 3250; 29*, 3434; in Com. and 3°*, 3435 (vol. iv).

(48-49 Vic., c. 61.)
BII (No. 158) To authorize .the granting of further subsi.

dies to and making further provision for the construc-
tion and efficient operation of the Railways therein
described -(Sir Hector Langevin.)

Res. prop., 2531 (vol. iii); M. for Com. on Res., 2971;
in Com., 2974; M. to conc. in Res., 3250; 1°* of B.,
3293; 2° m., 3380; in Com., 3380-3399; on M. to
conc. in Amts., Amt. (Mr. Kirk) 3401; neg. (Y. 40,
N. 83) 3403; Atmt. (Mr. Blake) neg. (Y. 43, N. 79)
3404; 30*, 3404 (vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 58.)

BILL (No. 159) For facilitating the navigation of the River
St. Lawrence, in and near the harbor of Quebec.-(Mr.
Mclielan)

1*, 3293 ; Order for 20 read., 3436; 20 m., Amt. (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 6 m. h., neg., 3470; 2°*, in
Com. and 3°*, 3470 (vol. iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 77.)

BILL (No. 160) Respecting a grant of land to the Militia on
service in Manitoba and the North-West.-(Mr. Caron.)

Res. prop., 3321; M. for Com., 3376 ; in Com., 3377; 10*
of B., 3380 ; 2°*, in Com. and 3°*, 3470 (vol. iv).
(48-49 Fic., c. 73.)

BILL (No. 161) To provide for the salaries and superannua-
tion and travelling allowances of certain Judges of
certain Provincial Courts.-(Sir Rector Langevin.)

Re. prop., 3293; M. for Com. on Res., 3375; in Com. and
1°* of R,,3395; 2°¥, in Com. and 3°*, 3436 (vol. iv).
(48-49 Tic., c. 56.)

BILL (No. 162) To provide a Salary for an additional County
Court Judge in the Province of Manitoba.-(Sir John
A. Mxacdonald.)

Bes. prop., 3395 ; in Coin. on Res., 3435; 1°* of B.,
3436; 20*, in Com. and 3°*, 3470 (vol. iv). (48-49
Vic., C. 55.)

BiLL (No. 163) For granting te Rer Majesty certain sums of
money required for defraying certain expenses of the
Public Service, for the years ending respectively the
30th June, 1885, and the 30th June, 1886 ; and for
other purposes relating to the Public Service.-(Mr.
Bowetl.)

10*, 20, 3*, 3470 (vol. iv). (48-49 Tic., c. 41.)
BILL (No. 164) To authorize the granting of the subsidies

therein mentioned in aid of the construction of certain
Railways.-(Mr. Pope.)

Res. prop., 3457; M. for Com., 3470; in Com., 3472;
1°*, 2°*, in Com. and 30*, 3473 (vol. iv). (48-49

Vic., C. 59.)

BILL (No. 165) To continue for a limited time the Act
therein mentioned.-(Sir Tiector Langevin.)

1°*, 2*, in Com. and 3°*, 3458 (vol. iv). (48-49 Vic.
c. 52.)

BILLS ASSENTED TO, 1516 (ii), 3475 (iv).
Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes Acts

Amt. B. No. 16 (Mr. Smyth). 10*, 46 (i).
Bils of Exchange and Promissory Notes Acts.

Amt. B. No. 46 (Mr. Gigault). 1°. 147 (i).
BILL, ME. S. J. R., AND SAWDUST LAW: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Forbea) 14 (i).
BiRD ISLAND LIGHTHOUSE, N.S., MANAGEMENT oP: M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Campbell, Victoria) 1443 (ii).
BINoHAM, LIEUT.-COL., DEPRIVATIoN or CoMMAND: M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Campbell, Tictoria) 1444 (ii).
BLACI Ro», GENTLEMAN USER: Messages summoniDg (Com

mons to Senate, 1 (i), 1516 (ii), 3475 (iv).
BOLDUC, CAPT. LUDGRe, RESIGNATION OP: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Landry, Montmagny) 29 (i).
BOLTON, STAFF COMMANDER, AND DEPT. OP MARINE AND

FIsHEIEs: M. for Rep. of Auditor-General, &o. (Mr.

.McMullen) 135; DispuTE WITH MR. TILToN: M. for
Ret.,* 312 (i).

BONDED MACHINERY IN UTSE: Ques. (Mr. .McMullen) 3320

(iv).
BONDS GOVu., ISAPPARANOE pRoM DEPT. : Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 3371 (iv).
BoNusEs GRANTED TO RYs., MEMORIALS, &o., Es8PTING:

M. for copies* (Mr. Fleming) 1443 (ii).
BoNUSEs To RYs. IN ONT., PETS. FOR RELIEF or': M. for

copies (Mr. Wilson) 356 (i).

Books of Account. Sec "P eor o0 ENTEIES."
BooTs PoR TE TonoNTo MILITIA CORPs: Ques. (Mr. Blake)

1744 (iii).
BoRAx: in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (ii).

BOUNDARIES:
ALASKA AND B. 0. : M. for copies of Cor., &c. (Mr. Gordon) 705().
BRITISH OOLUMEIÂ's EAITURN: M. for Copies of Cor.* (gr. iis)

533 (i).
ONTARIO's NORTHERLY AND WasTaEnY: M. for Ret. (Kr. L8iser) 210.

-- CLAIES TO 0OUNTEY NORTE oR HalGuT or LAND: Ques. (Mr.
Mils) 51(i).

- IMPERil LIEGIsLATION REBPECTING: Queg. (Mr. ile) 51,
115 (1), 2854, 2998, 3321; (remarks) on M. for Com. of Sup.,
3437 (iv).

- NOaTHERI, RIs. or GOVT. : Ques. (Mr. MiUs) 1132 (11).
- PEOPOSiLS TO PARLT.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 567 (i).

- WESTERN BOUNDARY, ARGUMENT BnFoRa P. 0.: M. for copies
(Mr. Rykert) 430 (i).

BoUNTY ON MANUFACTURES oP IRON: M. for copies Of 0. 0C.,
&o.* (Kr. Blake) 100 (i).

BOUNTY TO ISHERMEN, PAYMENT OP, IN GUYsBoSoUGH, N.S.:
Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 2751 (iv).

BOUNTY To FISHING EVsELs: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Welkon)
98 (i).

BouRINoT's, ME., Wou: Scarcity of copies in Library

(remarks) 40 (i).
BRADLEY, W. INGLES, SERVICES oP: M. for Rot. (Mr. Soin-

erville, Brant) 479 (i).
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BRAN0M LINEB, C.P.R., EXPENDITURR ON: M. for Stmnta.*

(Mr. Blake) 147; Ques., 694 (i).
BRANDON, POSTMA.STER AT, SALARY AND ALLOWANOIS: Ques,

(Mr. .ister) 2029 (iii).
B3RANDON TOMooSE JAW, C.P.R.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Watson)

964 (ii).
Brantford, Waterloo and Lake Erie Ry. Co.'s

Incorp. B. No. 59 (Mr. Paterson, Brant). 10*, 170;
20*, 281; in Com. and 30*, 567 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 20.)

BRAS D'Olt LAKES, F18u CAUGHT AND BOUNTY PAID: M. for
Ret.* (Mir. McDougal, Cape Breton) 1443 (il).

BRAS ST. NICHOLAS, DEEPENING oF: M. for copies of Pet.*
(Mr. Langelier) 312 (i).

BR&VERY, iDISTINCTIVE, REWARDS FOR: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain)
2359 (iii).

3REAKWATERS. See "MARaNE " and "PUBLIC WoRKS."
BREWERS AND DISTILLERS, COMPENSATION TO: prop. Res. (Mr.

Kranz) 236; Deb. (Mr. Wells) 236; (Mr. Orton) 238;
(Mr. Sproule) 241; (1fr. Fisher) 242; on Amt.: (Mr.
Poster) 243, 247; (1fr. Jamieson) 252; (1fr. Fairbank)
253 (i).

BRIDGES AND TRESTLES ON C.P.R.: M. for Stmnt. (Dir. Edgar)
100 (i).

Bridges, Booms, &c., in Nav. Waters Act Amt.
B. No. 101 (Sir Rector Langevin). 1°, 605 (i); 2'
m., 893; 2°* and in Com., 894; 3°*, 895 (ii). (48-49
Vic., c. 6.)

Bridge, Fredericton. See "ST. JOHN RIVER BRIDGE.'

BRITISH COLUMBIA :
AGENTA AD CONTINGENCIES, B.<.: In <o30. of Sup., 3308 (iT).
ALASKA AND B. 0. BOUNDARY: M. for copies of Cor., ke. (Mr.

Gordon) 705 (1).
BARRAC RHUTS, E ctIoN For: in Com. of Sup., 3412 (iv).
BUoYS IN VICTORIA AND NANAIMO HARBORS: Qiueu. (Mr. Baker,

Victoria) 479 (i).
OANADIAN PAciFIC Ry. See "GENERAL HEADING."
CmNESE CoMMIssIoNas' RREP.: Ques. (Mr. Shakespeare) 29, 211 (1).
O1NuISE IMIGRATION. See general heading and B. 156.
CIVIL SERvIc» EMPLorfis IN B.L.: M. for Ret.* (1fr. Baker, Vic.

toria) 1442 (Ui).
DEIP-WATEB FISHERIES OFF CoAST: Quoi. (Mr. Baker, Victoria)

3073 (iv).
DISovEaT IStLAnD LIGHTHUoUSu: Ques. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 479 (i).
EASTERN BOUNDARY, COR. : M. for copies* (Mr. Mills) 538 (i).
EsQUIMALT GivINa DocK: Que. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 743 (j);

in Com. of Sup., 2916 (iv). Ses B. 7.
ExpNDITUR FOR RAiLWAYS IN B.C.: M. for Stmnt." (àfr. Vana83e)

964 (ii).
FIsIMIES INSPE0TOR, APPOINTMENT O7: Que. (Kr. Baker, Victoria)

694 (i).
IMMIGRANTS BETTLED IN B.J. : Quo8. (Mr. Baker, Vitoria) 189 ().
INDIAN REsERvE LANDS: M. for copies of Cor., &c.* (Nr. Baker,

Victoria) 1443 (ii).
MANUFAoTUraING INDUSTRIES Rzr.: Remarks (Mr. Shakespeare) 594 (i).

METLAKATLA INDIAN TROUBLES: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr, Shake-

apeare) 304 (i).
PENITINTIARY, SUSPENSION oF RULEs: M. for Cor. (Mr. Shakespeare)

823 (ii).
PORT MoDY AND SAvoNA'S FERRY: Ques. (Mr. Ilomer) 146 (i).
PORT MooDy Doox, TENDERS FoR REPAIR: Que». (Mr. CaeY) 816(il).
PUBLIC REuESs AID ''FORE-HOE" RIGOTS: M. for Ret. (bfr.

Baker, Victoria) 703 (i).
BATUMA IsLANID LIGnTmoUsB: Ques. (r. Baker, Victoria) 479 (1).

Ry. BELr ON VAcoUVER IBLAND Ques. (r. Gordon) 290 (i).

13

BRIiTISH COLUMBIÂ-Continued.
Ry. LAxu IN B.O.: M. for Rot." (Mr. B"aà.) 144s (il).
"SIR JAMES DoUGLAS," STEAMER: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Bakep,

Victoria) 831 (ii).
TELuGRAPN AND SIGNAL Sauîeou: Quo8. (Ur. Baker, Viooria) 48

(i); in Com. of Sup., 3307 (iv).
TELUGiUpH CALE ACROISs JUAN DI FUCA STRAiTa: M. for >0

(Ur. Baker, Victorsa) 1443 (il).
U.S. AND VICTORIA MAIL SUII9D: n InoOM. of sup., 2938 (IV).

[See also "DoMINIoN LÂANDB INDIAN," &o.]

BRITI8n MEDICAL ACT AND AMTa.: M. for opiee of Cor., &c.*
(Bir. Bergin) 33 (i) ; Rets. re8pooting (remarks);939 (ii).

BROCKVILLE, WESTPORT AND SAULT STE. M&RE vR. 00.'1
SuBsIDT : prop. Res. (hîr. Pope) 3457 ; in Com, 8472

BROKERAGE AND COmmISSION : in Com. of Sup., 896 (ii).
BROOKLYN, N.S., BREAKWATER, WHARFAGE COLLIUCTONI:

Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 478 (i).
BROssEAU & LISAB ELLE, C'sTOM BBOKERa, fRAUDS, &o., B'r:

Ques. (Mr. Langelier) 1387 (ii).
BUCKRAM ; in Com. on Ways and Means, 807 (il).
BUDGET, THE: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 76, 149,

211; Remarks (SirbLeonard Tilley) 211; (Annual SLmnt.)
313. [For Deb. see "WAYS AND MIEANS."]

Building Societies. See " INSOLVENT BANK8."
BUOyS IN LIVERPOOL HARBOR, N. S. : Ques. (Ur. Forbes)

479 (i), 1914 (iii).
BuoYs IN VICTORIA AND NANAIMo HARBaBo: Que8. (Ur.

Baker, Victoria) 479 (i).
BUREAU OF AGRICULTURE, ESTABLISHMENT OF Aà Que. (Mr.

Gigault) 76 (i).
BURLINGTON BAY CANAL, SOUNDINGS, &o.: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Robertson, Rastings) 533 (i).
BURGESs, A. M. Se "DOMINIoN LANDS.

BURGLARY, &C. ÀSýee Bs. 71 and 136.
BUSINESS OF THE flOUSE. See "GOVT. BUSINESS."
BYE-ELETIONS SINCE 1878: M. for Ret. (1fr. Blake) 210 (i).
CABINET REPRESENTATION FOR B.G.: Que. (1fr. Shakes.

peare) 235 (i).
CALGARY AND FORT MACLEOD STAGE LINE: Quo. (11r.

Watson) 351 (i).
CAL GARY AND ROCKY MOUNTAINS, COST or C. P. R. BETWEE N:

M. for Stmut. (Mr. Blalce) 145 (i).
CALLANDER AND PoRT ARTHUR, C0ST OF C. P. R. BETWEEN:

M. for Stmnt. (Ur. Blake) 145 (i).
CALLANDEEb AND PORT ARTHUR, COST OP CONSTRUCTION AND

EQUIPMENT : M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 145 (i).
CAMERON, Mr. D. M.: Election sutained on Judge's Rep.

on Controverted Election, 1 (i).

CANADA AGRICULTURAL INSURANCE CO., REQEIPTB AND BX.

PENDITURES OP LIQUIDATORS, &C.: M. for Stmnt. (1r.

Amyot) 303 (i).
CANADA AND ANTWERP STgAMSHIP SUBVENTION: in COm. Of

Sup., 2943 (iv).

CANADA AND GERMANY STEAMSIIP SUBVENTION: i 001m. Of

Sap., 2945 (iv).

CANADA AND JAMAIcA CONFEDERATION : M. for c0pie Of

Cor. (Mr. Burpee) 505 (i).

xmvi
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CANADA ATLAXTIo Rr. Co.'s SUIsIDT: prop. Re,. (Mr.

Pope) 8458 (iv).
CANADA CENTRAL Ry., BoWUsES TO: M. for Ret. (Mr. Lan-

derkin) 86 (i).
Canada Co-operative Supply Association B.

No. 81 (Mr. Curran). 10*, 349; 20*, 428; in Com.
and 3°*, 693 (i). (48-49 Tc., c. 31.)

CANADA N.W. LAND CO., STooK INVESTED IN BY C.P.I.: M.
for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 145 (i).

CANADA SUIPPING Co. AND I.C.R. PREIGHT RATES: M. for
Ret. (Mr. Blake) 144 (i).

Oauada Southern Ry. Co. and Erie and Niagara
Uy. Co.'s B. No. 9 (Mr. Bergin). 1°*, 40; 2°*, 57; in
Coi. 245; 30*, 281 (i). (48-49 Yic., c. 15.)

CANADA SoUTHERN RY. MAIL SERViCE: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Wigle) 120 (i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. No. 65 (Mr. Mc-
Carthy). 10, 235 (i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. No. 67 (Mr.
Baker, Victoria). 10, 246 (i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. No. 88 (Mr. Towns.
hend), 10*, 362 (i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. No. 92(Mr. Jamieson).
1°, 448; Ques. and M. to fix a day for 2°, 713 (i); 2°
m., 949; Amt. (Mr. Ives) 951; neg. (Y. 17, N. 109)
954; 20 agreed to (Y. 108, N. 15) 954; in Com., 954;
30 m., 1045; Amt. (Mr. Weldon) to recom., 1045; in
Com., 1046; Amt. (Mr. Bourbeau) to recom., 1047; in
Com., 1047; on M. to conc., Amt. (Mr. Burpee) 1047;
neg. (Y. 49, N. 86) 1050; on M. for 3°, Amt. (Mr.
Townshend) to recom., 1050; in Com., 1050; .Amt.
(Mr. Bickey) to recom., 1051; agreed to (Y. 68, N. 64)
1054; Amt. (Mr. White, Cardwell) to recom., 1059;
neg. (Y. 39, N. 78) 1062; Amt. (Mr. -Macdonald, King's)
to recoi., neg., 1062; Amt. (Mr. Gligault) to recoi.,

neg., 1062; 30, 1063 (ii) ; M. (Sir Hector Langevin) to
consdr. Sen. Amts., 2600; consdn. of Sen. Amts.,
2644; (Amt.) 2645; neg. (Y. 75, 1. 84) 2647; (Amt.)
2648; neg. (Y. 54, N. 108) 2651; (Amt.) neg. (Y. 75,
N. 90) 2552; Amts., 2653-2657; Amt. (Mr. Snall)
2660; neg. (Y. 78, N. 86) 2670; Amt. (Mr. Cameron,
Tictoria) 2674; neg., 2675 (iv).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. No. 99 (Mr.
Bourbeau). 10, 605 (i).

Can. Temp. Act, 1878, Amt. B. No. 112 (Mr.
Gigault). 10, 743 (i).

CAN. TEMP. ACT, 1878:
COmTIFICATg8 oF LIQUOB SOLD UNDER IN N.S.: M. for Ret, (Mr.

Kirk) 147 (i).
Liquoi ERTIIcÂs8 HGRANTED UNDER IN HALTON: M. for Ret.*

(Mr. cCratney) 67; PaOsoUTIONES UNDIR AND DRUG8ISTS'
LIouNsuu: Que&., 1306 (ii), 3320 (iv).

Mg oIms, &o., REarzTIG : M . for copies (Mr. Kranz) 448 (i).
PETITIONs RSPOTING: M. for Ret.4 (Mr. Foster) 533 (i).
QUUSC AcT, WOaRNMG OF UNDR: M. for COr. (Mr. Bergeron) 307 (1).
Quus. (Mr. Robertaon, Shelburne) 363 ().
Barueu Dmarva» nom SALI oF LIQUOR : M. for Stmnt. (Ur.

Rykert) 313 ().
BSPUI COURT cAsE: M. for Ret. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 45 (i).
VOTTKe UNlisa: X. or et. (Mr. Pisher) 121 (i).

1

zovii

CANADIAN AGENT AT PAMIS, APPOINTMENT OF, &o.: M. for
Papers (Mr. Bergeron) 92S (ii).

[See "FABRE, MR."]
CANADIAN CONTINGENT FOR THE SoUDAN: Ques. (Mr. Blake)

563 (i).
CANADIAN FIsHERIEs: M. for copies of 0.0., &c. (Mr. Mu.

lock) 55 (i).
C. P. R. Co's. Acts Amt. B. No. 153 (Mr. Pope). Res.

prop., 2420 (iii); M. for Com., 2559; Amt. (Mr. Cam-
eron, Huron) 2643 ; neg. (Y. 51, N. 100) 2723; in Com.,
2724; M. to rec. Rep. of Com., 2858 ; Amt. (Mr. Cam.
eron, Huron) 2858; Amt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 2859;
in Com., 2859 ; on M.to conc. in Res., Amt. (Mr. Charl.
ton) 2860; neg. (Y. 53, N. 91) 2861; Amt. (Mr. Vail)
2861 ; in Com., 2862; on M. to cono. in Res., Amt.
(Mr. Casey) 2862 ; neg. (Y. 55, N. 91) 2863; Amt.
(Mr. Davies) 2863 ; Amt. (Mr. Laurier) 2863; neg.
(Y. 55, N. 89) 2864; Amt. (Mr. Mills) 2864; Amt.
(Mr. Weldon) 2864; neg. (Y. 53, N. 89) 2865; Amt.
(hfr. Watson) 2865 ; neg. (Y. 51, N. 93) 2868 ; 1° of
B., 2868; 20 m., 3024; 2" and in Com., 3081; 30 m.,
3293; agreed to (Y. 77, N. 45) 3291 (iv). (48-19 Vic.,
c. 57.)

Canadian Pacifie Employôs Relief Association
Incorp. B. No 75 (Mr. Gault). 1*, 313 ; 2°*,
490 (i) ; in Com. and 3°* , 1007 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c.23.)

CANADIAN PACIFIC RY. LoAN B. 153 (Mr. Pope): prop.
Res,, 2420; M. for Com. (Annual Stmnt.) 2559 ; Deb.
(Mr. Chapleau) 2565 ; (Mr. Blake) 2586 ; (Mr. Ives)
2622; (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 2630; Amt. 2643; (Mr.
Charlton) 2676; (Mr. McCarthy) 2688; (Mr. Davies)
2692; (Er. Poster) 2702; (Mr. McMullen) 2708; (Mr.
Ros) 2712; (Ur. Dawson) 2719; (Mr. Paterson, Brant)
2720; Amt. (1fr. Cameron, Huron) neg. (Y. 51, N. 100)
2723; on M. for 2° of B. (Mr. Edgar) 2024 (iii).

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY:
ADVANCES TO 00. BY GOVT.: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartoright) 1305(ii).
AGREIxENT BY 00. TO TERSi oF REs. : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1915 (iii).
ALLOWANC1E TO CANADIAN MANUFACTURERS: M. for COpies of COr.,

&o. (Mr. Blake) 44 (i).
AXENDED PLANS AND PROFILES, B.C.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 362 (i).
Ax0UNTS DUE TO CONTRACTORS AND NON-PAYMIENT BY 00.. M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Charlton) 533.
AVALANCUHE IN TRI SELIRK RANGI : Qe. (Mr. Blake) 394 (i).
BRANcH LINES : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 694 (1).

BRANDON TO Moos JAW : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Watson) 964 (ii).
B. 0. SECTIONs, WORK ON: M. for Rep., &c. (Mr. Blake) 201 (i).
CALLANDER AND PORT ARTHUR, 0OST AND EQUIPMENT M. for St1But.

Mr. Blake) 145 (i).
CASUAI.TIES ON MAIN LINE AND BRANCHES: M. for Stmnt. (1r.

Mitchell) 226 (i).
CHANGE IN ARRANGEMENTS, COR. BETWBEN CO. AND GOT.: Quel.

(Mr. Blake) 695 (i), 1744, 1913, 2029 (iii).
COMPLETION oF LINe WEST OF WINIPEG, DATES, &C. : M. for Ret.*

(Ur. Watson) 964 (ii).
CONNECTION WITH ONTARIO SYSTsM, OFFERS TO CONSTRUOT LINS:

for copies* (Mr. Mulock) 532* (i), 1444 (ài); Ques., 569 (i).
CONNECTION WITH QUEBECO: Que@. (Mr. Edgar) (iii).
CONsTRUCTION FAON WINNIPEG TO 615 MILES WZST, GosT: M. fOr

Stnt. (Mr. Blake) 226.
00NSTRUCTION NUAR LYTTON, BO. : M. for Ret. (Ur. Blake) 225 (i).
OONsrceTIo ON TER FRASa: M for StInti (Mr. Blake) 204 (1).
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ÛANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-Continue.

CONSTRUCTION, PORT ARTHUR AND WINNIPEG-e M. for Stmrt. of mo
paid tO CO. (Mr. Casey) 123 (i).

CONTRAOTORS, &C., NON-PAYMENT Or iY Co. : M. for Ret.* (Mr.
Charlton) 533 (i).

CURVES, GRADES AND TANGENTS : M. for Ret. , 67; QUeS. (Mr.
Blake) 632, 694, 744 (), 888 (ii), 2239 (iii).

DET, FLOATING AND UNSECURED : Ques. (hir. Charlton) 219 (i)y
1677 (il).

EAREINGS AN) WORKING EXPENSES-: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 816 (i).
EARNINGS, GROSS AND NET, AND RXPENSES: M. for Stmnt. (éfr. Blake)

61 (i).

EASTERN SECTION, ESTIMATED COsT : Ms. for copies of Estimate (Mr.
Edgar) 299, 300, 302 (i).

EASTERN SECTION, WESTERN DIVISION, ESTIMATES: M. for copies
(Mr. Edgar) 299 (i).

EMPLOYkS, NAES OF, SALAR, FE, &c.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Xc-
Mullen) 56 (i).

EMPLOYiS RELIEF ASSOCIATION. See B. 75.
ENGINEERS' SALARIES: in Com. of Sup., 3417 (iv).
EXPENDITURE, COST OF EQUIPMENT, SUES PAID FOR EXTENSION, &C.:

M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 147 (i).
EXPENDITURE TO COMPLETE GOVT. CONSTRUCTION : Que8. (Sir

Richard Cart'wright) 1130 (ii).
EXTENSION TO QUEBEC, PAPERS, &C.: Remarks (Mr. Blake) 1677 (ii),

2239 (iii).
FORTY-MILE BELT IN B.C.: Memo. road (Sir John A. Macdonald)

1983 (iii).
GAPS ON, NORTI oF LRiE SUPERiIOR: iExplanation (Mr. Bowell)

838 (il).
GvOT. MORTGAGE, CHANGES IN RELATION TO : QueS. (Mr. Blake)

36 (i).
GOVT. SECTIONS IN B. 0., WORKING OF, BY CONTRACTORS : Qui.

(Mr. Blake) 632 (i).
HOXESTEADS WITHIN Ry. BELT: Quo. (Bir. Blake) 567 (i).
IMMIGRATION TO MAN. AND N.W., COR. BETWEEN GOVT. AND Go.O

M. for copies* (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 147 (i).
INTEREST PAID TO GOTT. BY Co. ON LOANS: Ques. (Mr. B4ake)

350 (), 1677 (ii), 1955 (iii).
INTEREST, PAYMENT oF BY Co. : Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 1677 (ii).
L ARORERS' WAGES, PAYMENT OF, ON CONSTRUCTION : Ques. (Mr.

Charlton) 290 (i).
LAND AREA IN 48-MILE BELT ACCEPTED BY CO.: StMnt. (Sir John

A. Macdonald) 782 (il).
LAND GRANT ACCEPTED BY C., AORES: Ques. (1fr. Blake) 568,

744 (); Simnt. (Bir Hector Langevin) 862.
LAND GRANT AND LAND GRANT BONDS.: MS. for Stmnt. (Ifr. Blake)

92, 100 (i).
LANDS BEZE lTED BY 00. OUTIIDE RY. BELT: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 927 (i).
LEGISLATION RESPECTING: Ques. (Nir. Blake) 57 (i).

LOAN : QUeo. (Mr. Charlton) 29 (i); payment of Interest on, 1131 (ii).

LOAN $30,000,000, PAYMENT ON ACCOUNT : Que. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) 1130 (ii).

LOCATION AND LANDS SET APART, &C.: M. for M
aps* (1fr. Blake) 46(i).

LOCATION OF LINE IN B. C. : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2239 (ii).
NORTH AMERICAN CONTRACTING O., POSITION OF: M. for Stmut. (Mr.

Blake) 145 ().
NORTH SHORE LINRE SUBsIDY: M. for Cor. (Mr. Laurier) 41 (i).

PLANS AND PROFILES, AMENDED : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 362 (i).

PORT MOODY ANID SAVON's FERRY, EXTENSION OF TIRE: Ques. (Mr.

Homer) 146 (i).
PORT MOODY WHARF AND FREIGUT SaSD : M. for plans, &c. (Mr.

Blake) 295 (i).
POSTAL AND TRANSPORT SERVICE : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1744 (iii).
PROGRESS ESTIMATES: Ques. (Mr. Edgar) 235; Ques. (Mr. Blake)

188 ; Jor Feb., 429 (i).
RAILS FOR GOVT. SECTION, B. C. : Que. (Mr. Blake) 1914 (iii).

RECEIPTs AND EXPENDITURES : M. for Stmnts.' (Mr. Blake) 100 (i).

ENLIEF OF CO. BY GOVTr.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 350 (i).

RSERyE 0F $960,000 FOR EXTENSION TO QUEBZCo: M. fOr copie Ot

Cor.* (Mr. Laurier) 533 (i).

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY-Conued.
RETURNS E»SPECTI1O, NURRUR ANîD CÔSt :M. for Brînt. (Nt. fedfOn)

481 (i) ; Remarks (Kr. Blake) 782, 155 (11), 3371 (1v).
ROLLING STOCK ON WUSrTRN DIvIsION, CANGE IN : M. for $t. (r.

Edgar) 302 (i).
ROLLING STOCK, PAYMENT oF DrTIEs oN: Que. (Mr. Blake) 88 (i).
ROUNDHOUSu ON PRIVATE PROPERTY : Que. (Mr. Blake) 2030 (Iii).
ROUTE, ROLLING STOCK, RECEirTs : M. for Stmut. (Kr. Blake) 44 (1).
SECTION B., AWARD OF $34,179.17 CIRDITS IN PUBLIC ACOTS. : QuoS.

(Kr. Edgar) 114 (i).
SECTION B., AWARP TO CONTRACTORS: M. for copy of Case submitted

to Aibitrators (Mr. Casey) 131 (1).
SECTION B., AWARD TO CONTRACTORS: (Ur. CasMe) Que., 78; M, for

copy of Rep. of Judge Clark, 132 (i).
SECTION B., ARBITRATION,:EVIDENCE TAKEN : Quoi. (Mr. Casey) 112;

M. for copies, 206 (i).
SECTION B., CASE SURMITTEI TO ARBITRATION: M. for Copy (Ur.

Oasty) 206 (i).
SECTION B., COPY OF CLAIN PUT IN BY CONTRACTORS : M. for Rot.

(Mr. Casey) 134 (i).
SECTION B., ENlINEERa' REPORT ON RU-MUASUREMxUT, &C. ; M. for

Ret. (Mr. Casey) 121 (i).
SECTION B., OPINION OF COUNSEL AS TO INDINS CHARACTES Or AWARE:

Ques. (Ur. Casey) 77 (i).
9EAREHOLDERS AND STOCEK: M. for Stmnt." (Kr. Blake) 503 (1).

SHORT LiNE ROUTE TO MARITIME PROVINCES: M. for Rot. (Kr.

Landry, Ilontmagny) 33 (i).
ST. MARTIN'S JUNCTION TO QUEsuC: M. for copies of Cor.* (Mr.

Laurier) 533 (i).
STOCK SOLD FORMERLY PLEDGED FOR A LOAN: M. for Stmnt. (Kr:

Blake) 45 (i).
SUBsIDY: in Com. of Sup., 3296 (iv).
SUBSIDY TO TinE NORTH BRORE LINE: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr.

Laurier> 41 (i).
SUMS PAlD OR ADVANCED TO GCO. AS INTERDîT OR SUBSIDT Que. (Mr.

Charlton) 1677 (ii).
TARIFF RATES FOR PASSENGRS, &C., WEST OF WINXII'Ea: M. for

Ret.' (Mr. Watson) 961 (i).
TERMINUS ON ATLANTIC OCEAN, SURVETS OF SEVERAL PROIOSED LINEs:

M. for Reps. of Engineers (Mr. Legage) 38 (1).

TIMeaER DUES TO GOVT. sv GO. : Que. (Mr. Casey) 479 (i),

TOWN SITES, SALES OF: M. for Stmnt.* (àfr. Blaie) 67 (i).

TRAIN SERVICE : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Blake) 67 (i).

TRESTLES AND BRIDGES: M. for Stint. (Mr. Edgar) 100, 105 (i).

VAN HORNE, MR., REPORT OF: M. for copy (Mr. Blake) 208 (i).

VERNON SMITH'S REP. OF SURVEY:; M. for copies (Mr. Leage) 294(i).
WESTERN TERMINUS, PLAN OF PROPOSED ROUTE : M. for COpy (Ur.

Blake) 145 (i).
WINNxîIEG T.> BRANDON, &C., COMPLETION OF MAIN LINE : M. for Rot.'

(Mr. Watson) 964 (i).

CANADIAN VOYAGEURS, NAME8, &C.: M. for StMnt. (Sir
Richar Cartwright) 210 (i).

CANAL FRO31 GRAVENIIURST BAY TO RIVER SEVERN: M. for
copies of Cor. (Mr. Cockburn) 202 (i).

CANALS. See " SUPPLY," &C.

Canned Goods B. No. 142 (Ur. Costigan). 1°*, 2345;
2Q, 2439; in Com., 2534 (iii), 2767; 3'rf, 2767 (iv).
(48-49 Vie., c. 63.)

CANNED GOODS, LAW RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr. Gault) 57 (i).
CAPE BRETON:

BOUETY PAID ON Fisu CAUGIIT IN BRAS D'OS LAIES: M. for Stmnt.*
(Kr. McDougall) 1443 (i).

CAPE BRETON RY..: Que. (Mr. Blake) 2239 (iii); il COM. Of SPn.,
3418 (iv).

CLAinS UiNDER TEImoS 0F CONFEDERATIONx: prOp. RB. (Mr. oamefoN,
InAerness) 607 (i).

LIr>-SAvING A PPARATUS :- QUO#. (Mr. Dodd) 289 (1).

9ei
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CJAPE BRETON-Continued.
Roi cau, M., AND P.OTGiE COMMISSION: Ques. (Mir. Blake) 3427 (iv).
TUL.GRAPH SYSTEN ON ISLAWND: Ques. (Mr. Cameron, Inverne ) 78(i).
VÂGAONC 1U THU REPRSENTATION AND RUT. OF MumBmR, I (i).

CAPE ST. IGNACE, STATION AT; Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 246 (i).
CAPE ToRMENTINE RAILWAY, CONNECTION WITH : Ques. (Mr.

Davies) 2997 (iv).
CAPE TRAVERsE BRANcH Ry., PAYMENT TO ÇONTRACTORS

POR CONSTRUCTION: Ques. (Mr. Yeo) 694 (i).
CAPITAL ACCOUNT, ExPENDITURE oN: M. for Stmnt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 45 (i).
CARLTON, EVACUATION OF, REP.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1567 (ii).
Carriers by Land B. No. 5 (Mr. Coughlin). 1°*, 29;

20 m., 102 (i).
Carriers by Land B. No. 13 (Mr. McCarthy). 1°*,

40; 2° m., 254, 282; Amt. (Mr. Curran) 6 m. h., 285;
neg. (Y. 64, N. 74) and 2°*, 289 (i).

CARON, CLoVIs, SALARY AND ExPENsEs As FIsHERY OVER-
sm: Ques. (Mr. Blondeau) 290; M. for copies of Rep.,*

' 532 (i).
CARPET MATS: in Com. on Ways and Means, 856 (ii).
CAsOUMPE A ÂRBOR IMPROVEMENTS: Ques. (Mr. Yeo) 479 (i).

CASUArTIEs oN G. T. R. AND C. P. R. AND BRANCREs: M. for

Stmnt. (Mr. Mitchell) 226; on I. C. R. (Mr. Weldon)

100 (i).
CAUGENAWAGA INDIAN AGENCY: M. for copy of Rep. (Mr.

Bolton) 1443 (ii).
CAVALR SCHooLs. See " MILITIA."

ÇENSUs IN MANITOBA AND NORTH-WEST: Ques. (Mr. Far-

row) 149 (i).
Census, Man., N.W.T., &c., B. No. 21 (Mr. Pope).

19 of B. and Res. prop., 46; M. for Com. on Res., 74;
in Com. 75 ; M. to receive Rep. of Com., 125; Res.
agreed to and 20 of B., 126; in Com., 171; consdn. m.
and Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to recom., 212 ; neg.
on a div., 212; Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to recom.,
213 ; neg. (Y. 62, N. 120) 215; Amt. (Mr. Mills) to
recom., 215 ; neg. on a div., 215; 39*, 215 (i). (48-49
Vie., c. 3.)

Central Bank of N.B. B. No. 40 (Mr. Temple).
1*, 125 ; 29*, 180 (i) ; in Com. and 30*, 939 (i).
(48-49 Vic., c. 11.)

CENTRAL ONT. RY. Co's. SUBsIDY: prop. Bes. (Mr. Pope)
3458 ; in Com., 3473 (iv).

Central Prison of Ont. Act Amt. B. No. 129 (Sir
John A. Macdonald). 1°*, 1226 (ii) ; 2°, in Com. and
30* 2402 (iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 79.)

CERTIFIcATEs oF LIQUoR GRANTED IN Co. OF HALTON: M.
for Ret.* (Mr. McCraney) 67 (i).

CHAINS, IRON OR STEEL : in Com. on Ways and Means, 849
(ii).

COANGE 0 NAMES IN N.W.T. : Ques. (Mr. Tassé) 2359 (iii).
CRAPLEAU, SHERIFF, COMMUNICATIONS FROM, re OUTBREAK:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
CHARLINCH POST OFFICE, APPOINTMENT OR REMOVAL OF

PosTmASTER, &c. : M. for Papers (Mr. Blake) 708 (i).
CHARLOTTETOWN PUBLIc BUILDINGS, CONSTRUCTION OF: Ques.

(Hr. W.ldon) 2359 (iii).

CHENEVERT, J. A., EMPLOYMENT OF BY PUB. WoRKS DEPT.

Ques. (Mr. Laurier) 429 (i).
CHERRIER, GEo. E., INDIAN AGENT AT CAUGHNAWAGA, DIsMIS-

SAL OF: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Bolton) 1443 (ii).
OHINA AND PORCELAIN WARE : in Com. on Ways and Means

847 (ii).
CHINESE COMMISSIONERS' REP. : Ques. (Mr. Shakespeare) 29,

211 ; presented (Mr. Chapleau) 234 (i).

CHINESE COMMISSION, ROOMS RENTED AND PAYMENT OF SECRE.
TARY: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 567 (i).

CHINEsE CoMMIssioN: M. for copy of Commission, Naines
of Commissioners, salary, &c. (Mr. McMullen) 56 (i).

CINESE IMMIGRATION, LEGISLATION RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr.
Blake) 505, 632 (i).

CHINESE IMMIGRATION: Deb. on prop. Res. (Mr. Chapleau)
3002; (M r. Shakespeare) 3011; (Mr. Baker, Victoria)
3013; (Mr. Gordon) 3022; (Mr. Homer) 3022 (iv).

Chinese Immigration Restriction B. No. 124
(Mr. Chapleau). 1°, 1037 (ii); wthdn., 3023 (iv).

Chinese Immigration Restriction B. No. 156 (Mr.
Chapleau). Res. (Chinese Interpreter) prop., 2421 (iii);
in Com. on Res., 3023; prop. Res. (Poll Tax, &o.) 2497;
M. for Com. on Res., 3002; in Com., 3023; 1°* of B.,
3323; 2° ard in Com., 3050; 30, 3075 (iv). (48-49
Vic., c. 71.)

Civil Service Acts Amt. B. No. 31 (Mr. Chapleau).
10, 101; Res. prop., 210; Res. (Letter Carriers) in Com.,
270; IRes. (C. S. Examiners, &o.) in Com., 273, 281
(i); cono. m., 889; conc. in, 892; 2° of B. m., 1095;
20 and in Com., 1097-1130, 1281; 3° M., 1282; Amt.
(Mr. Mitchell) 3 m. h., 1282; neg. (Y. 67, N. 112) 1286;
Amt. (Hr. Casey) to recom., 1291 ; neg. (Y. 59, N. 107)
1293; Amt. (Mr. Blake) to recom., 1294; neg. (Y. 58,

N. 104) 1296; Amt. (Mr. Davies) to recom., 1297; neg.
(Y. 57, N. 103) 1301; Amt. (Mr. Lister) to recom.,
neg. on saine div., 1303; Amt. (Mr. Mulock) to recom.,

1303; neg. on same div., 1304; 30 on a div., 1304 (i);
M. to conc. in Senate Amts., 1823, 2396 (iii). (48-49
Vic., c. 46.)

CIVIL SERVICE VOLUNTEERS: Remarks (Sir John A. àfac-

donald) 3053 (iv).

CHOLERA, PRECAUTIONS AGAINST: Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 568 (i).
CHURCH POINT AND TROUT COVE PIERS, ENGINEERS REP.:

M. for copy (Mr. Vail) 54 (i).
CIVIL SERVIcE ACTS AMT. B.: Ques. (Mr. Casey) 28 (i).
CIVIL SERVICE EMPLOYÉS IN B.C., NAMEs, &C.: M. for Ret.

(Mr. Baker, Victoria) 1442 (ii).
CLAIMS OF CONTRACTORS oF SEo. B. See IlC. P. R."
CLAIMS, &C., OF HALF-BREEDs (Mr. Blake). Be "HALF-

BREEDs."

CLAIM OF STAFF COMMANDER BOLTON. See " BOLTON."

CLAIMS OF MAN.: Mess. from Ris Ex., 202 (i). See B. 155.
CLARK, G. M. K. (JuDGE) SUMs PAiD TO FRoM 1879 TO '84:

M. for Rot. (Sir Richard Cartioright) 697 ; Ques., 235 (i).
CLARK, JUDGE, REP. re AWARD SEC. B. See ".P.R."
CLARKE's CROSSING, ARRIVAL oF TRooPIs AT: Tolegrama

read (fr Caron) 1206 (ii).



INDEX. ci
CLEARING VESSELS WITOUT HARBOR MABTER'8 CERTIFI-

CATE: Ques. (Mr.Paint) 862 (ii).
CLERK OPF THi CROWN IN CH&NCRRY -,Lista of Vacancies

Writs issued, and New Members returned, 1, 113 (i),
1192, 1385 (ii), 3072 (iv).

CLERKS OF WORKs. S6e "PUBLIC WORKS."
CLOTHING AND GREAT COATS: in COm. of Sap, 2906 (iv).
CLOYER POINT, B.C., TELEGRAPH CABLE: M. for Rot.* (Mr.

Baker, Victoria) 1443 (ii):
COAL ENTERED EX-WAREHOUSE, PREE, OR FOR EXPORTATION:

M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Weldon) 100 (i).
COAL, SPRING HILL MINES: M. for Ret.(Mr.McMullen) 533(i).
COAL LANDs, SALES AND LEA.SES: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr.

Charlton) 209 (i). Sec "DoMINION LANDS."
COAL, PURCHASE OF FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS, QUANTITY AND

VALUE: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Kirk) 313 (i).
GOAL, TENDERS TO SUPPLY FOG-WHISTLES, &C., IN BAY OF

FUNDY: M. for copies (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 533 (i).
COFIN'S ISLAND LIGHTHOUBE, PROTECTION OF: Ques. (Mr.

Forbes) 1915 (iii).
COLLINS, J. E., SUMS PAID TO FOR sERVICES : M. for Ret.,

(Mr. McMullen) 699 (i).

Colonial and Indian Exhibition B. No. 126 (Mr.
Pope). Res. prop., 451 (i); in Com., 892; Res. cone.
in and 1®*1 of B., 1064 (ii); 2°, in Com. and 30*, 2399
(iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 44.)

COLONIZATION CO.'s MODIFICATION OF AGREEMENTS: QuOS.

(Mr. Edgar) 2241 (iii).
COLORED LABELS FOR FRUIT: in Com. on Ways and

Means, 857 (ii).

Commercial Bank of Windsor B. No. 117 (Sir
Leonard Tilley). 1"*, 832; 29, 1671; Order dschgd.
and B. ref. to Com. on Banking and Commerce, 1677
(ii); in Com. and 30*, 2396 (iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 84.)

COMMERCIAL TREATY WITH JAMAICA': Ques. (Mr. Laurier)

2854 (iv).
COMMITTEES:

BANKRUPTOT; M. for Sp. Oom. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 47; Mess.
from His Ex. referred to Com , 102 (1).

DEBATUS, OFFICIAL REP. : M. for Com. to supervise, 28 (i).
LIBBARY: M. for joint Com. of both Bouses, 36 (i).
SZLEcT STANDING: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 2; M. for Com. to

prepare lista, 27 ; Lista presented, 30 ; conc. in, 32; Remarks

(Mr. Blake) 67 (i).

COMMISSIONERS ON CHINESE DIFFICULTY IN B. C.: M. for
Ret. (Mr. McMuuten) 56 (i). See "CHINESE."

COMMISSIONER TO ENGLAND. See "1IGH COMMISSIONER."

COMMISSION, I. C. R. See "ROBERTSON, J. D."

COMMISSION ON HALF-BREED CLAIMS. See "HALF.BREEDS.

COMMONS. See "lOUSE OF COMMONS."

COMMUNICATION WITHIMP.G0VT.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1744 (iii).

COMMUNICATION WITH P. E. 1. (Str. Lansdowne): in Com.

of Sap., 927.
COMPENSATION FOR LOSSES: Ques (Mr. Roa) 3321 (iv).

COMPANIES:
AusES A:n P. E. I. Ry. Co.'s B.: M. to introd. (Mr. Townuhend)

349 (i).
BRANTFORD, WATERLOO AND LAxu Enu RT. Co. See B. 59.

QALQAT, EDMONTON &MD ArBAIA oe B ,B73.

COMPANI1ES-Continuu.
CANADA AGRICULTURAL INsURANCE 00.'s LIQUIDATIONi: l. for StmnDt

(Mr. Amyot) 303 (1).
CAxADA OO-OPURATIrV SiPPLY ASSOCIATION. 8eI B. 81.
CANADA SoUTamzRs RY. Co,, &c. Se B. 9.
CANADIAN PACIFIc EXPLOYs RELizr AssoCIATION. Se0 B. 75.

OOLONIZATION Oo.'u AGREEMENTS, PXTITIONS, &c.; M. for coplu
(Mr. Blake) 92 (i); Ques., 1678 (h), 2241 (iii).

DoMINION GRANGE MUTUAL FIRE INSURANos AsIoCIATION. See B. 58.
DouINIoN DiRAIN(Es Co. Se B. 28.
BRIs AND NIAGARA RY. Co. See B. 9.
FORT MACLEOD RANciE TELsoRAP Co. Sec B. 80.
PUIDERICTON AND &r. MAR's RY. BRIDGE 00. Se. B, 50.
GREAT WESTERN AND LAKE ONT. SHORE JUNCTION RY. 00. Sec B. 8.
BALIPAX STEAx NAv. Co., MONETS PAID To •ZM. for copies of Reps ,

&c. (Mr. Blake) 210 (i).
HAMILTON, GUELPH AND BUFFALO Ry. Co. Se. B. 77.
HAMILTON PROVIDENT AND LoAN SocINTY. See B. 114.
BURON AND ONT. SIP CANAL 00. S#6 B 69.
INsURANCE Co.'s, LoAN CO.'s AND B13LDING SocTIss. $s. B. 66.
INTERNATIONAL COAL 00. Se B. 51.
INTERNATIONAL FaRuIEs. Se. B. 17.
KOOTENAY Ry. Co. or B.C. Sec B. 83.
LAKE ERIE, Essx AND DETROIT RIVER RY. Co. Se B. 24.
LONDON LIPE INsURANsc Co. Se B. 76.
MANITOBA CENTRAL RY. Go.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 862 (ii).
MANITOBA AND NoRTJI-WZSTERN RY. 00. or CANADA. 4 B4. 74

and 147.
ONT. PACIFIo RY. CO. Sec B. 72.
PORT CRIEDIT HARBO o00., REPORTs MADE TO GOVT. : M. for copies

(Mr. Plait) 124 (i).
PORTAGE LA PRAIRIE AiND LAi OF' TuE WooDs RY. AND NAv. Co.

See B. 63.
QU'APPELLE AND LONG L AKE AND SASKATCHEWAN RY. ANDSTMBT. Go.

Sec B. 147,
RICHELIEU AND ONT. NAviG ATION Co. See B. 61.
RIVER ST. CLAIR RY., BRIDGE AND TUNNEL (o. S.. B. 8.
RoCK LAE, SoURIs AND BRANDON RY. Co. Se B. 110.
ROYAL CANADIAN INSURANCE Go. See 13. 43.
RUsH LAKE AND SASKATCHEWAN Ry. AND NAv. Co. Ses B. 79.
SAULT STE. MARIE' BRIDGE Co. Sec B. 52.

SOUTH SASKATCHEWAN VALLET Ry. Go. See B. 37.
WEST ONT. PACIFIc Ry. Co. &e B. 94.
WINNIPEG AND PRINCE ALBERT RY. Co. Sec Bs. 82 and 91.
WooD MOUNTAIN AND Qu'A PPELLE Ry. Co. Sec B. 23.

[Sec Ba. 147, 158 and 164.]

CONALLY, CAPT. See "DUMMY LIGHTHOUSE."
CONCURRENCE. See " SUIPLY."
CONSOLIDATED FIvE PER CENT. LOAN : M. for et. (Sir

Richard Cartwriqht) 484 (i).
CONSOLIDATED FUND, RECEIITS AND EXPENDITURE: M. for

Ret.* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 30 (i).

Congregational Missionary Societies' Confirm-
ation B. No. 54 (Mr. Abbott). 1Q*, 170; 2°*, 259;
in Com. and 3°*, 490 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 34.)

Consolid. Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 146
(Mr. Costigan). Res. prop., 2421; M. for Com. on Res.,
2526; in Com., 2528; 1°* of B., 2529 ; 2° m., 2935;
20*, 2536 (iii) ; in Com., 2968; 30, 3002; M, to conc.
in Sen. Amts., 3435 (iv). (48-49 Vic, c. 62.)

Consolid. Insurance Act Amt. B. No. 20 (Sir
Leonard Tilley). 1', 46; 20, 126 (); in Com., 2430;
Order for 3, 2532; deb. adjd., 2533 (iii) ; ref. back to
Com., 2768; 30, 2770 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 49.)

Consolid. Militia Act Amt. B. No. 152 (fr. Caron).
1%, 2853; 2° m., 3045; 2° and in Com., 8046; 3°*,

3075 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c, 72.)
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Consolid. Ry. Act, 1879j Ait. È. No. 30 (Mr.
Wells). 1°, 101 (i).

Consolid, Ry. Act, 1879, Amt. B. No. 35 (Kr.
Bergeron). 1°*, 113 (i).

Consolid. Ry. Act, 1879, Amt. B. No. 111 (r.
Mulock). 10, 742, (i).

CONBoLID. OF THE STATUTES, REP. oP CoMMISSIONERs: pre-
sented (Sir John A. Macdonald) 32 (i).

CONSTITUTIONALITY OF CAN. TEMP. ACT.,See "LUGuRIN."

CONTRACTS FoR PRiNTING SINCE 1867: M. for copies* (Mr.
(Rykert) 246 (i).

ÇONTINGENCIES, DEPTL.: in Com. of Sup., 914, 916,921, 923,
925, 927 (ii).

Controverted Elections Acts Amt. Bil No. 98
(Mr. Mulock). 19, 605 (i).

CONTROVIRTED ELECTIONs. Se "ELECTIONS" and re8peotive
fistricts; also "lOUSE OF CoMMONS."

CoPYRiGmT, LAW oF: prop. Res. respecting (Mr. Edgar)

708 (i).
CORRESPONDENTS DISMISSED FROX CAMP 6Sec IDISTUR-

BANcg IN THE N. W."
CORNWALL CANAL: in Com. of SUp., 3301 (iv).

CORNWALL PUBLIC BUILDINGS: Qies. (Mr. Lister) 2997 (iv).

CourUs CHRIsTI, AD.MT. FOR: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald)
2301 (iii).

CosTE, LoUIS AND EuGÉNE, EMPLOYMENT OF: Ques. (Mr.

Lister) 1131 (ii)
COTTON BED-QUILTS: in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (ii).
CoTToN YARNS: in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (ii).

COUNTY COURT JUDaEB' SALARIES: QueS. (Mr. Bolton) 3075

(iv).

County Court Judge, Man., Salary Provision B.
No. 162 (Sir John A. Macdonald). Res. prop., 3395 ;
in Com. on Res., 3435 ; 10* of B., 3436 ; 2°* in Com.

and 30*, 3470 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 55.)
Court of Claims for Canada B. No. 93 (Sir Hctor

Langevin). 1°, 449 (i); prop. Res., 777 (ii); Order
for 2° dschgd. and B. wthdn., 2439 (iii).

Court of Ry. Commissioners B. No. 12 (Mr. McCar-
thy). 1°, 40 (i).

Cox, Geo. Branford, Relief B. No. 188 (Mr. Cam.
eron, Buron). 1° on a div., 1473; 2> on a div., 1566;
in Com. and 3°, on a div., 1723 (ii). (48-19 Vic., c. 85.)

Criminal Law Amt. B. No. 57 (Mr. Ouimet). lO,
170 (i).

Criminal Law Amt. (Assault and Battery) B.
No. 42 (Mr. Tupper). 1°*, 125; 20 m.,218; deb. adjd.,
219 (i).

Criminal Law Amt. (Burglary, &c.) B. No. 71
(Mr. Robinson, Bastings). 1°, 270 (i).

Criminal Law Amt. (Burglary, &c) B. No. 136
(Mr. Robertson, Bastings). 10, 1335 (ii).

Criminal Law Amt. (Disorderly Houses) B. No.
56 (Kr. Ouimet). 10, 170 (i).

Criminal Law Amt. (Law of Evidenoe) B. No. 6
(Eir. Cameron, Huron). 1°*, 29; 2° m., 176; consdn,

resmd., 180; Amt. (Mr. Tupper) 6 m. h., 182; neg.
(Y. 55, N. 87) 187; 2Q and ref. to Sel. Com., 187; in
Com., 496; Amt. (Mr. Amyot) to recom., neg. (Y. 34,

'N. 76) 504; 30*, 616 (i).

Criminal Law Amt. (Seduction, &c.) B. No. 18
(Sir John A. Macdonald). 10*, 1037 (ii); 2° and in

Com., 2767; 30 m., Amt. (Mr. Charlton) neg. (Y. 58, N.
72) 2767; 30*, 2768 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 82.)

Criminal Law Amt . (Seduction, &c.) B. No. 27
(Mr. Charlton). 1°, 76; 20 m., 619 (i).

Criminal Law Amt. (Summary Convictions) B.
No. 41 (Mr. Tupper). 10, 125; 20, 892 (ii).

Criminal Law Amt. (Summary Proceedings)
B. 1ào. 128 (Mr Small). 1°*, 1130 (ii) ; Order for
20 transferred to Govt. Orders, 2420 (iii); 20 m., 2827;

29 and in Com., 2829 (iv).

Oriminal Law Amt. (unguarded Holes in the
Ice) B. No. 22 (Mr. Robertson, Ramülton). 1°*, 57;
2°, 131 ; in Com., 150; Order dschgd. and ref. to Sel.

Com., 496 (i).
CRIMINAL LAWS OF CANADA, 1869-1871, PUBLICATION OF IN

FRENCH : Ques. (Mr. Gigault) 246 (i).

CRIMINAL LIBEL. " See SAUNDERS AND WoOD."

CRIMNAL STATISTICS: in Com. of Sup., 1026 (it).

CRITICIBMS OF PRESS AS TO CAUsE oF DISTURBANCES IN THE

NORTH-WEST, AND SLUR IIPON FRENCH MEMBIERS CoM-

MANDING BATTALIONS: Remarks (Mr. Landry, Mont-
magny) 887 (ii)

CRO7IER, SUPT., REP. OF re INDIAN SnIPATHY WITH HALl'-
BRIREDS: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).

Cruelty to Animals Prevention B. No. 47 (Mr.
Charlton). 1°*, 147 (i).

CULLERS, SUPERVISoR OF. See " SÜPERRvISoR OF CULLERS."
Culling and Measuring Timber Acts Amt, B.

No. 154 (Mr. Costigan). Res. prop., 2419; M. for
Com. on Res., 2475 (iii); 1', 20 and in Com., 3043;
30*, 3075 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 65.)

CUMBERLAND: Vacancy in the Representation, Warrant

issued and Return of Member to represent, 1 (i).

Customs and Excise Duties Acts Amt. B. No.
157 (Mr. Bowell). 1>, 3250; 2°*, 3434; in Com. and
30*, 3435 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c 61.)

CSTOMS AND EXCISE:
ANIMAL CHARCOAL, IMPORTATIONM: M. for Rt.* (Mr. Staira) 533 (i).
APPRAISER AND INLAND REV. COLLCoTOR AT SUMMERSIDE.: Quel.

(Mr. Yeo) 350 ().
BEET-ROOT SUGAR, IMPORTATIONS : Ques. (hir. Vail) 744 (i).

BONDED MACINERY IN USE: Ques. (Mr. fcMullen) 3320 (iv).

BROU8EAU & LISABELLE, FaAUDS BY: Ques. (Mr. Langelier) 1887 (ii).
COLLECTIONS IN ALGOMA: M. for Ret. (Mr. Dawaon) 39 (i).
OUSTOMS AND ExcisE DUTIES. See B. 157.
CUSTOMS AND EXCISE RECEIPTS FOR JUNE: Ques. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 3073 (IV).
DTIEoT1vEs OR POLICE IN N S.: Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 889 (ii).

DRAWBACKS ON MANUFACTURED ExPoRTS : M. for Ret. (Mr. Paterson,
Brant) 139 (i).

DUTIES, COLLECTION OF UNAUTHORISED ; Remarku (Mr. Blake) 427 (i).
DuTiEs, IMPOSITION oF: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Waton) 1443 (ii).
DUTT ON GRAI, ABOLITION or; M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Caneron,

Micdlme) 54 (1).

diu
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CUSTOMS AND EXCISE-Continwd.

ExcISE DUTIES: in Com. on Ways and Means, 8294; conc., 3470 (iv).
ExcISE REvMNUE FOR 6 MaNTES, 1884-85: Ques. (Sir RicAard Cart-

wright) 290 (i).
EXCISE REVENUE FOR MAY, 1884 AND 1885: Ques. (Sir Rieard Car-

wright) 2531 (iii).
EXPORT DuTY ON OAK, PINE, &o.: M. for Ret.' (Mr. Edgar) 1442 (11).
FINES EXACTED, &C. : M. for Stmnt. (Kr. Blake) 56 (i).
FLOUR AND CORNMEAL, INCREASED DUTIES: Ques. (Kr. Forb#s) 148 (i).
FLOUR, CORS, A., IMPORTnD: M. for Rot. (Mr. Ogiron, ViddJa)

56(i).
PRENCH CANADiAN EMPLOYIS In DIPT.: Ques. (Mr. De 8$. Georges)

1914; (Mr. Catudal) 2171 (iii).
IMPORTs VOR ONSUMPTION: f. for Stmnt. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

30 (i).
MACKENZIE, J. L., VIOLATION OF CUsTo0s LAws : M for Rot.* (Mr.

Moffat) 1442 (il).
MACRINLEY, A. & W., ScHOOL BOOKS UNTERUD UNDER VALUE : M. fOr

Ret.* (Mr. Rykert) 1443 (il).
MONTREAL, SEIZURES AT : Ques. (Wr. Langelier) 1387 (ii).
PORT MULGRAVE AS A SUB-PORT: M. for Papers (Mr. Kirk) 2750 (Iv).
PRISON MANUFACTURES, IMPORTATION OF: Ques. (Mr. Platt) 2169 (iii).

RAILS, IMPORTATION OF BY G.T.R. : Ques. (Mr. Mitchell) 1566 (il).
BICE, INCREASED DUTIES ON: Ques. (Mr. Shakespeare) 695 (i).
RICHIBUCTO AND KINGSTON PoRTS, CUSTOxS BUSINESS: M. for Rot.'

(Mr. Landry, Kent) 1442 (ii).
RIDGETOWN AS A PORT oF ENTRY, PETS., &.: M. for copies* (Mr.

Casey) 532 (ii).
ScHOOL Boors CONSIGNED BY NELSON & SON: M. for Rot.' (1r.

Wallace) 1443 (il).
SE19URES AT N.S. PORTS OF ENTr.: M. for Stnnt.* (Mr. Stairs)

532 ().
SPIaITS TAKEN OUT OF BOND: Queg. (Mr. Blake) 3371; Stmnt. (Mr.

Costigan) 3395 (Iv).
ST. CROIX COTTON MILLS, PAYMENT Or DUTIE: Ques. (Kr. Edgar)

632 (i).
TORONTO, SEIZURE Or SCHOOL Boois AT : M. for Rot,* (Mr. Rykert)

1443 (ii).
WHEAT AND FLOUR DUTIES, MEMORIALS : M. for 00pies" (Mr. Pater-

son, Brant) 532 (1).
WHEAT AND FLOUR IMPORTS AND EXPORTSE: M. for Rot. (1fr. Pater.

son, Brant) 138 (i).
WHEAT, FLOUR, CORNMEAL AND CORN, DUTIES IN N.8. : M. for Rot."

(Mr. Vail) 533 (i).
WINES, SPIRITE, ALE, C&., IxIPORTED: M. for Rot.* (Mr. Rykert)

313 (i).
WINNIPEG, SEIZURES AT: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 293

(i) ; M. for Rot.,* 1443 (ii).
[See "WAYS ANID MEANS.")

CUTLERY: in Com. on Ways and Means, 845 (ii).
DmAsmK oF COTTON: in Com. on Ways and Means, 858 (ii).

DAms AT LAKEFIELD AND YOUNG's POINT : QuOS. (Mr. Blake)
1130 (ii).

Davis, Amanda Esther, Relief B. No. 84 (Mr.
White, Cardwell). 10 on a div., 226; M. to fix day for

2° agreed to (Y. 86, N. 61) 226; 20 on a div., 567; in
Com. and 3Q*, 693 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 37.)

DEBATES, OFFICIAL REP: M. (Mr. Bowell) for Sel. Com.,
28; First Rep. presented (Mr. White, Cardwell) 32; M.
to conc. in Second Rep., 40; Delay in distributing
Daily Issue to Newspapers, 595; Delay in distributing

French Translation, 746 (ii); Ms. to conc. in Third

Rep., 2168 (iii), 3359 ; Omissions from, 3249, 3474 ; M.
to conc. in Fourth Rep., 3458; in Com. of Sup., 2765,
cono., 3372 (iv).

DEBT OF THE DOMINION. Bée " CAPITAL &C0UNT."

DEBT OF CANADA, F LATING AND UNPUNDIID: Q. (Wr,
Charlton) 2465 (iii).

DEBT, FLOATING AND UNSECURED, O? O.P. R.: Qu. (Mr.
Charlton) 219 (i), 1677 (ii).

DEBT OF NoiTH AmERIoAN CONTRAcTING o0. ToOC.P.R. 1
M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 145.

DE CHINE, CAPT. A. M., ENQUIRT RESPETING: M for
opies of Complaint* (M r. Jasgrain) 30 (1).

DEEPENING oF BRAs ST. NIOHOLÂAS: M. for oopieseof Pets.,
(Mr. Langelier) 312 (i).

DEEP-WATER FISIIERIES OFF COAST oF B.O.: Ques. (Mr.
Baker, Victoria) 3073 (iv).

DELANET, GOWANLOOK AND OTHER PRISONERS, REOoUE Or 1
Telegram from Gen. Middleton (read) 2357 (iii).

DEPTL. CLEEKS, DELAY IN PAYMENT OF: Que&. (Mr. Blake)
2170 (iii).

DEPTL. CONTINGENCIEM: in Com. of Sup., 914-927 (il).
DEPOSITE, GOVT. See 4lBANS AND BANKINo."

DEPUTY SPEAKER: M. appointing Malachy Daly, Esq., (Sir
John A. Macdonald) 72 (i); SALARY: in Oom. of Sap.,
3351, 3353 (iv). Set B. 26.

DESAULNIERS, MR. A. L.: Certificate of Eleotion Ad Re.
turn of, 1 (i).

DESPATOHEB. OFFICIAL, RESPECTINo ENGAGEMENTS IN TOI

N.W., 2169, 2199 (iii).
DESPATCHES. See " MIDDLETON, GENL."
DETEOTIVES, CUSTOMS, IN N.S.: Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 889 (ii),
DEWDNEY, LIEUT..GOV., COMMUNIOATIONS WITH G0VT.: Qoei,

(Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
DIGBY PIER, WHARFAGE COLLECTIONS FOR 1884: M. for

Ret.* (fr. Vail) 532 (i).
DINGMAN, M. A. See "INDIANI."
DISALLOWANCE OF PROVINCIAL ACTS: M. for copie& of

O.C., &o. (Mr. Blake) 52 (i).
DIsovzRY ISLAND, B.C., LIGHTHoUsE ON; Ques. (Kr.

Baker, Victoria) 479 (i).
Disorderly Houses, B. No. 56 (Mr. Ouimet). 1°*,

170 (i).
DIsPUTES BETWEEN MR. TILTON AND STAFF COMMANDER

BOLTON: M. for Rep. of Anditor Geni. (Kr. McMUllen)
135; M. for Ret.,* 312 (i).

DISPUTED IBOUNDARIES OF ONT., IMPERIAL LEGIBLATION:

Ques. (Mr. Mills) 51, 115 (i); 2854, 2998, 3321 ; on M.
for Com. of Sup., 3437 (iv).

DIsPUTED Tz., INDIAN TITLE TO, INFORMATION RESPECTING:

Ques. (Mr. Mills) 594 (j).
DISTURBANCE IN THE N.W:

ANDR FATmm, LETTR PROU, IN JAN., 1883: Ques. (Kr, Blake)
3425 (iv).

ARX1, DEIRIPTION or : Ques. (Mr. Gault) 814 (i).
ASBJSTANOE TO ANILES or M I axITIA :Remarks (Sir Riohard

Cart,igkt) 894 (Hi).
AB&aaTIOE To SETTLERS TIEROUGE RBEELLION & Que.. (Kr. oast)

2854 (iv),
BATOCHE, CAPTURa OP, RUNORUD IsnuîINXlNS COMMTD ET VOLUN-

Ta : Remarks (Nr. De#6ardina) 2998; Ques. (Mr. Royal)
3425 (1v).

BArcCHu, ExAex<ENT A, DNupAcN asspeCN: Rnad (Mr.

Speaker) 1380 (U).

oUi



INDEXe
DISTUEBANCE IN TEE N.W.-Continoed.

BATTLE o BATOCJNE, TELEORAN PROM UENL. MIDDLETON, GIVING

DETALs: Read (Mr. Caron) 1822; second despatoh, 1835 (iii).
BIG BEAU, RELEASE oF PRIsONERs 1y: Tel.read (Mr. Caron) 2750 (iv),

CARRIAGU OF WAR SUPPLIES BY AMERICAN RAILWAYS, 839 (i).

COAPLEAU, SHERIFF, COMMUNICATIONS PROM, rd OUTBREAK : Queo.

(Mr. Blake) 3426 (iv).
CIVIL SERVICE VOLUNTEERS : Remarks (Mr. Ndgar) 3043 (iv).
CLAREE'S CosxGe, ARRIVAL or TRooPS AT : Telegrama read (Mr.

Caron) 1205 (il).
COMPENSATION FOR LossEs: Queo. (Mr. Rose) 3321 (iv).
CORRESPONDENTS, DISMISSAL OF PRoM CAMP: Ques. (Sir Richard

Cartwrright) 1608 (ii).
CoST oF EXPEDITION : Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 1678 (ii).
CRoWFOOT, COMMUNICATION PROM: Read (Sir John A. Macdonald)

1038 (il).
CRo1ze, SUPT., REP. OF, re INDIAN SYMPATHY WITH HALF-BREEDs :

Ques. (Mr. Blake), 3425 (iv).
DEWDNEY, Gov. COMMUNICATIONS WITH GoVT.: Queo. (Mr. Blake)

3425 (iv).
DuAs, MIcEEL, APPOINTMENT OF AS FARM INSTRUCTOR: Queo. (Mr.

Blake) 3425 (iv).
DUMONT, GABRIEL : EXTRADITION oF: Ques. (Mr. McMullen) 2358;

FERRY LicEsE GRANTED To : QueB. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (Iv).
DUcK LAKE, ENGAGEMENT AT: Telegram read and Despatoh of

Troops, 790 (ii).
DUcE LAKE, REP. or FIGHT AT : Ques. (Mr. Trotw) 1743 (iii).
EXPENSES. Sec B. 149.
FORT PrT, DîSASTER AT t Confirmation of Newo (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) 1281: Tel., 1301 (ii).
FRi TRANSPORT OF BODIES OF VOLUNTEERS KILLED: Queo. (Mr.

Blake) 2029 (iii).
FRoG LAKi, MAssACRE AT: Stimnt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 994 (ii).
PUNERAL ExPENSES oF ACHILLE BLAIs: Que. (Mr. Langlier) 2169 (iii).

GATLING GUNS FOR USE oF TRooP : Ques. (Mr. Roberteon, Hastinge)
813 (ii).

GOVT. OFFICIALS IN THE N.W., COMMUNICATIONS WIT : Queo. (Mr.

Blake) 3425 (iv).
GRANDiN, BISOP, COMMUNICATION FROM : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3321,

3423 (iv).
HALF-BREED CoMMISSION: Letter read from Mr. Street (Sir John

A. Macdonald) 1607 ; work of (remarks) 1566 (ii).
HOUGHTON, COL., MISSION IV 1884 : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).

IMP. GOvT., COMMUNICATION WITH : Que. (Mr. Blake) 1744 (ii).
INDEMNITT TO MRMBERS IN TEE FIELD: Prop. M. (Mr. White, Cardwell)

812 (ii).
INDIANS AT PT. QU'APPELLE, LOYALTY oF .Telegram read (Sir John

A. Macdonald) 1320 (ii).
INDIANS AT ToUcHWOOD: Telegram read (Mr. Caron)1566 (ii).

INSURGENTS, DISPOSITION OF, BY GENL. MIDDLDTON-: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 2169 (iii).
ISEESTER, JAMES, APPOINTMENT AS FARM INSTRUCTOR : Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 3425 (iv).
LEDUc, FATHER, AND MiR. MALONEY, COMMUNICATIONS WITHGoVIRN-

MENT : Ques. (tir. Blake) 3424 (iv).
LUxURIES FOR THE VOLUNTEERS, FoRWARDING O;: Remarks, 968 (ii).

MEMORIALS, &C., RESPECTING GRIEVANCESJ ANsWERS To: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 3124 (iv).

MIDDLETON, GENL., INSTRUCTIONS ISSUED TO, RESPECTING INSURGENTS:
Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2169 (iii). Sec "MIDDLETON" for DESPATCHIt..

MONTREAL GARRISoN ARTILLERY: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1566 (ii).
MOUNTED POLICE OFFICRS, REPS. PROM OF ENGAGEMENTS: QueS.

(Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
NORTH-WEST COURCIL, RES. re EALF-BREED CLAIMS- Ques. (Kr.

Blake) 3425 (iv).

OFFICIAL DESPATCHES RESPECTING ENGAGEMENTS, 2169 (iii), 2999 (iv),
PRINCE ALBERT AND ST. LAURENT SETTLEMENTs, REPS. op MEsSRS.

RUSSELL AND ALDOUS: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3426 (iv).

PRINCE ALEER? 0oLoxIzATIOiN Co.'m LAND, SUTTLERS A»D SQUATTERS

IMPROVEMENTS: Que. (Mr. Blake) 3426 (iv).

DISTURBANCE IN THE N.W.-Continued.
OReANIZATIoN or CoxPANIiu IN TE N.W.: Quoi. (Er. Blae) 1474;

Remarks (Mr. Wateon) 816 (ii).

OTTER's, COL., MARCH To BLTTLE1ORD: Remarkî (Mr. Caro*)
1386 (il).

OUIRET's, COL., ABsENCE Piom DUTY: Remarku (Mr. Caron)
1167, 1205 (ii).

PILLAGE 0 HOUsES o HALP-BRUEDS BT VOLUNTRua8: Quei. (Mr.

Langelier) 2169 (iii).
PERaONAL EXPLANATION (r. Caron) 966; Remarks, 968 (il).
PETITIONS AND RES., &C., HALY-BREUDi AND SETTLERS CLAIMS: Quoi.

(Kr. Blake) 3426 (iv).
POUNDMAKER AND OTHER INDIANS, DESPATOR PRoM GuNL. MIDDLETON

ANNouNeING CAPTURE: Read (Mr. Caron) 2139 (iii).
POUNDMAKER, SIRMISH WITH : Ques. (Mr. Mitchell) 1646; Telegram

from Herchmer: Read (Sir John A. Mfacdonald) 1649 (ii).
PRIBoNERS, SURRENDER OFe BY POUNDMAKER: Ques. (Mr. Edgar)

2065 (iii).
PRisouis HELD FOR TRIAL, Remarka (Mr. Laurier) 3443 (iv).
QU'APPELLE HALF-BREEDB, Rip. oF MI. WALSH: Ques. (Mr. Blake)

3426 (iv).
RAID ON HoUSES AT BATTLEFORD : Remarks (Sir John A. Macdonald)

889 (ii).
RELIEF or DESTITUTE FAMILlES (remarks) 3321.
RELIGIOUS RITES REFUSED PRISONERS : Remarks (Mr. Blake)

2998 (iv).

RESOuE oF MRS. DELANEY, GoWANLoCK AND OTHER PRisoyN: Tele-

gram from Genl. Middleton read (Kr. Caron) 2357 (iii).
REWARDS FoR BRAVERYU: Ques. (Mr. Caegrain) 2359 (iii).
RIEL, CAPTURE 0F, TELEGRA PROM GENERAL MIDDLETON : Read (Mr.

Caron) 1895 (vol. iii).
RIEL's PROPOSAL TO ACCEPT MONEY: Ques. (Ur. Blake) 3426 (iv).
RIEL, TRIAL OF: Ques. (Mr. McMullen) 2358 (iii).
RIvER LOT OLAIMS, SETTLEMENT or, MR. PEARCE'S LUTTER RESPECTING:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv).
ST. LAURENT, LAND AND SURvEYS oF: QuOS. (Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv).
ST. Louisi Di LANoYI, PET. ROM SETTLERS8: Ques. (Kr. Blake)

3424 (iv).
SCHMIDT, ANSWER To LETTER OFr: Queo. (Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv).
ScoTT's, COL., BATTALION : Ques. (Ur. Watson) 1064 (ii).
STONEY INDIAN RISING : Stunt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 883 (ii).

SUREvYS oF RIVER LOTS AT ST. ALEERT, &C. : Ques. (Ur. Blake)
3424 ; mode of (Ques.) 3124 (iv).

TA0iE, ARCHBISEoP, OOMMUNICATION PRoM re HALF-BREEDS : Quei.

(Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
TRIAL OF PRIsoNURS : Remarks (Mr. Laurier) 3440 (iv).

TRoops, MovvENTS oF, 838, 872, 887; Telegram from Col.

AMYOT, 1328 (ii).
ViGIETILLE, FATHER, COR. WITH MR. DEVILLE : Ques. (Mr. Blake)

3424 (iv).

VICTORIA RIFLES, MONTREAL: Queo. (Mr. Curran) 1983 (iii).
VOLUNTEERS, RECoGNITION OP SERVICES.; Quoi. (Mr. Blake) 2029,

2170 (iii); in Com. on Res., 3370 (iv).
VOTE oF TEANKS TO GEEL. MIDDLETON AND VOLUNTERS: (Mr.

Caron) 3459; Res., 3463 (iv).
WANT OF CONFIDENCE RB. See "WAYS AND MEANI."
WAR SUPPLIES, CARRIAGE OF, NY AMEBRICAN RAILWAYS: Quoi. (Kr.

Blake) 836 (i).
WILLIAMS, COL., DEATH oFr: Remarks (Mr. Caron) and Tel. read

from Genl. Middleton, 3073 (iv).

[ee " HALF-BREEDS," "DoxiNIon LANDS, " &C.]

DIVISIONS:
ADMINISTRAT1ON 0OF JUSTICE IN TE N.W.T. B. 141 (Sir John A.

Maedonald): on M. to cono. in Res., Amt. (Kr. Blake) neg.
(Y. 37, N. 67) 2957; on M. for consda. of B., Amt. (Mr. Mille)

neg. (Y. 37, N. 79) 2968 ; on M. for 30, Amt. (Kr. Mille) 3000;

neg. (Y. 35, N. 89) 3433 (iv).
ADULTERATION oF FooD, DRues, &c. B. 143 (Mr. Costigan): on M.

to cone. in Amts. from Com. of W., Amt. (Mr. Blake)neg. (Y.

42, N. 60) 2751 (iv).
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DIVISIONS-Continued.

ANIMALS, INFEOTIOtrB, &C., DIRRSaS ArWECTING B. 44 (Mr. Pope):On M. for 30, Amts. to recom. (Mr. Sutherland, Oxford) 1321;
agreed to (Y. 131, N. 16) 1324; (Mr. Mulock) 1324; neg. (Y.
54, N. 90) 1327; (Hr. Catudl) 1327; neg. (Y. 58, N. 89) 1328 ;
(Ur. Casey) 1328; neg. (Y. 54, N. 94) 1332; (fr. Armstrong)
1332; neg. (Y. 50, N. 88) 1334; (Mr. Davies) neg. (Y. 50, N,
84) 1334 (ii).

BREWNRs AND DISTILLERS, COMPENSATION TO: Prop. Res. (Mr.
Kranz) 236; Amt. (Mr. Fisher) agreed to (Y. 105, N. 74) 253 (i),CANADA TEmP. ACT, 1878, Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Jamieson) : on M. for 2",
Amat. (Ur. Ives) 951 ; neg.I(Y. 17, N. 109) 954 ; 20 agreed to (Y.
108, N, 15) 934; on M. to conc. in Amts. from Com., Amt. (Ur.
Burpee) 1047; neg. (Y. 49, N. 86) 1050 ; on M, for 30, Amte. to
recom. (Mfr. Hickey) 1051; agreed to (Y. 68, N. 64) 1054 ; (Mr.
White, Cardwell) 1059; neg. (Y. 39, N. 78) 1062 (ii); on
consdn. of Sen. Amts., Amt. (Mr. Jamieson) 2645; neg, (Y. 75,
N. 84) 2647 ; Amt., 2648; neg."(Y. 54, N. 108) 2651; Aunt. neg.
(Y. 75, N. 90) 2552; Amt. (Mr. Small) 2660; neg. (Y. 78, N. 86)
2670 (iv),

0. P. R. Co.'s ACTS AMT. B. 153 (Mr. Pope): on M. for Com. on
Res., Amt. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 2643; neg. ý(Y. 51, N. 160)
2723; on M. to rec. Rep. of Com. on Res., Amta. (Mr. Charlton)
2860; neg. (Y. 53, N. 91) 2861 (Mn. Casey) 2862; neg (Y. 55>
N. 91) 2863; (Mr. Laurier) 2863; neg. Y. 55, N. 89) 2864; (Mr.
Weldon) 2864; neg. (Y. 53, N. 89) 2865 ; (Mr. Watson) 2865,
neg. (Y. 51, N. 93) 2868; 30 agreed to (Y. 77, N. 45) 3294 (iv).

0. P. R. TREsTLES AND BRIDGES t M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Edgar) 100;]
Amt. (Mr. McLelan) agreed to (Y. 101, N. 54) 112 (i).

COzNsus or MAN., N.W.T., &c., B. 21 (Mr. Pope): on consdn. of B,
Amt. to recom. (Sir Richard Cartwright), 213; neg. (Y. 62, N.
120) 215 (i).

CHAaXRAN or COMMITTEM's RULING: Appeal (Mr. JLdgar) from deci-
sion to House; Ruling sustained (Y. 76, N. 46) 1513 (ii); (Mr.

Cameron, huron) Ruling ustained (Y. 67, N. 41) 1924 (iii).
UrmuL SERVICE ACTS AET. B. 31 (Mr. Chapleau) : on, M. for 30 ,

Armt. 3 m.h. (Mr. Mitchell) 1282; neg. (Y. 67, N. 112) 1286 ;
Amto. to recom. (Mr. Casey) 1291 ; neg. (Y. 59, N. 107) 1293;
(Mr Blake) 1294; neg. (Y. 58, N. 104) 1296; (Mr. .Davies)
1297; neg (Y. 57, N. 103) 1301 ; (Messrs. Lister and Pulock)
1303; neg. on saune div. (ii).

CRIMINAL LAw AMT. (LAw or EVIDENCE) B. 6 (Mr. Cameron'
Buron): on M. for 2, Amt. 6 m. b. (Mr-. Tupper) 182 ; neg.
(Y. 55, N. 87) 187; on M. for 30, Amt. to recoin. (Mr. Amyot)
neg. (Y. 34, N. 76) 504 (i).B

ORInINÂL LAw ANT. (OFFENCES AGAINET TUE PERSON) B. 123 (Sr

John A. Macdonald): on àf. for So, Amt. (Mr. Charlton) raie-
ing age of consent in girls, neg. (Y. 58, N. 72) 2767 (iv).

DAIs, AMANDA ESTHER, RELIEF B. 84 (1fr. White, Cardwell): M.
to fix day for 20 agreed to (Y. 86, N. 61) 226 (i).

DEiATEs, OFFICIAL REPs.: on M. (Mr. Whitc, COrdwell) to conc. in

Third Rep., Amit. (Mr. T,1asé) 3665; neg. (Y. 18, N. 127) 3369 ;
Amt. (Mr. Wooj, Brockville) 3361; neg. (Y. 63, N. 82) 3369;
Aumt. (Mr. fickey) neg. (Y. 53, N. 91) 3370 (iv).

EXOUANGE BANK, GoVT. ADVANCES TO: Res. (SirBichard Cartwright)

censuring Govt., 363; neg. (Y. 59, N. 118) 394 (i).
FACTRlia REGULATION, &C., oF LABoR B. 85 (Mr. Bergin): on M.

to rame. adjd. deb., Amut. to substitute B. 92 (Can. Temp. Act)

940; agreed to (Y. 86, N. 62) 948 (ii).A

FRANCHISE, BLECTORAL, B. 103 (Sir John A. facdonald) on M. for
2% Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 1137; neg. (Y. 59, N. 104)

1166; Aunt. (Mr. Laurier) 1171 ; neg. (Y. 51, N. 86) 1204 ; 2'

agreed to (Y. 111, N. 63) 1277 ; on conada. of B., Amt. (Mr.
Charlton) neg. (Y. 51, N. 96) 3053; Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) 3053

Aumts. to Amt. (Mr. McIntyre) 3056 ; neg. (Y. 50, N. 95) 3058;
(3fr. Weldon) 3038; neg. (Y. 46, N. >6) 3060; (Mr. Watson)

neg. (Y. 46, N. 96) 3061 ; (Mr. Muilock) neg. (Y. 46, N. 96)

3061; (Mr. Langelier) neg. (Y. 44, N, 95) 3062 ; Amt. (r.

Jenkins) agreed to (Y. 114, N. 17) 3062; Amts. (Ur. Langelier)
neg. (Y. 41, N. 92) 3063 ; (Hr. Burpee) neg. (Y. 37, N. 89)

3063; (Mr. frow) 3063; reg. (Y. 36, N. 88) 3064 ; (fr.
strong) neg. (Y. 37, N. 87) 3064; (Ur. Somerville, Brant) neg.

14

DIVISIONS-ContinudL
(Y. 38, N. 87) 3065; (Mesrs. McCraney and Inne.) neg. (Y. 88,
N. 87) 3065; (Messts. Cameron [Middlesex] and Langelùr) neg,
(Y. 38, N. 87) 2066 ; (Messrs. Lister and Camerons, iluro.) neg.
(Y. 38, N. 87) 3067; (Messrs. Wldon and fairbank) neg.
(Y. 38, N. 87) 3068; (Mesers. Paterson [Brant] and GiUmor)
neg. (Y. 88, N. 87) 3069 ; (Messrs. Bot on and Fisher) neg.
(Y. 38, N. 87) 3070 ; on M. for 30, Amt. 3 m. h. (Mr. ill)
3071 ; neg. (Y. 37, N. 88) 3072 (iv).

HAL-BREE>D GRIEVANVEs: Res. (Mr. Blake) in Amt. to Com. on
Ways and Means, 756; (Y. 57, N. 122) 771 (1) ; Re&. (Mr. Bilake)
censuring Govt., 3110 ; neg. (Y. 49, N. 105) 3213 (Iv)

H &TZFELD, GEo. Loris EMIL, DivoRCtE B, 107 (Mr. Kilvert) t2
agreed to (Y. 87, N. .40) 694 (i).

LAND GRANTs To Rys. B. 147 (Sir Ieefor LangeWn) on Order for
Sn, Amts. (Mr. Blake) 2890 ; neg. (Y. 46, N. 86) 2893 ; farther
AInts. (Mr. Blake) neg. on same div., 2894 (iv).

L1BR Anyo.r P AnLIAMET B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for
30, Amt. (Mr. Laurier) neg. (Y. 51, N. 65) 2763 ; 3 on uame
div. reversed, 2763 (iv).

PATENT ACT, 1872, AMT. B. 25 (Mr. Whte, Renfrew) 20 i., 266;
neg. (Y. 57, N. 70) 269 (i).

PUuc ExPENDITURE : Res. (Sir Nichard Cartwright) in Amt. to
Coin. of Sup., 2868 ; neg. (Y. 42, N. 79) 2889 (iv).

REPRESENTATION OP THE N. W. T. iN PARLT.: Res. (Mr. Camron,
Buron) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 3404; neg (Y. 35, N. 77)
3408 (iv).

SnoT LiNE RY., MONTREAL To ATLANTIC: Prop. Res. (Mr. Laurier)

189; M. to adjn. deb. agreed to (Y. 104, N. 49) 200 (1).
SPEAKEn, DEPUTY, APPOINTMENT B. 26 (Sir John A. Madonald) : on

Prop. Res., Amt. to ref. to Sel. Com. (Mr. Blake) 70; neg (Y.

59, N. 121) 72 (i).
SUBsIDIEs, FURTHER, TO RYS. B. 158 (Sir ector Langevin): on M. to

cono. in Aits. from Com. of W., Aints. (Mr. Kirk) 3401; neg.
(Y. 40, N. 83) 3403; (Mr. Blake) neg. (Y. 43, N. 79) 8404 ;
Ant. (Mr. Laurier) 3057 ; Aita. to Amt. (Mr. Langelier) 3266;
neg. (Y. 39, N. 101) 3292; (Mr. Lesage) 3292; neg. (Y. 36, N.
101) 3292; Amt. (Mr. Langelier) neg. (Y. P35. N. 101) 2202.
(iv).

SUPREME COURT APPELLATE JURISDICTioN LIMITATION B. 3 (MV.
Landry, Eon tmagny): 20 m., 151; neg. (Y. 34, N. 125) 169 (1).

WABiiia oiN TiREATY AND RE0CIPROCITT: ReS. (Mr. Pavies) in Amt.

to Coin. of Sup., 995; neg. (Y. 58, N. 98) 1023 (ii).

DIVORCE :
COURT, CasATIoN or A: Q ues. (Mr. Parrow) 77 (i).
Cox, GEoRGE BRAINORD. See B. No. 142.
DAVIs, AMANDA EST UER. See B. No. 84.

EvÂNs, ALICE ELVIRA. See B. No. 106.

EvînENcE ni CAsEs: IRemarks (Mr. Jackson) 428 (i).
HATZPELD, GEonîoE Loris EMIL. Ses B. No. 107.

TERRY, FAIr EMILY JANE. 8e B. No. 97.
DODGE, BRENTHON, OF KENTVILLE, N.S., DISuISAL O: M.

for IRot.* (Mr. Moftat) )442 (ii).
DOMINION AND PROVINCIAL FRANCHISES, DESPAToC FROM

MR. FIELDING: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2170 (iii).
"DOMINION ANNUAL REISTER," IPAYMENTS ON ACCOUNT OF«*

M. for Stmnit.* (Mr. McCraney) 1443 (ii).

DOMINION UILDINOS IN CIARLOTTETOWN, CONSTRUCTION 07:

Ques. (Mr. Davies) 1039 (i).
DOMINION DAY, SITTINGoOF TUE HOU8E 1 ON:Quo. (Mr.

Blake) 2773 (iv).

Dominion Drainage Co.'s incorp. B. No. 28 (Mr.
ffaggart). 1°*, 8; 2°*, 113 (i); M. for Comn., 1007;
deb. adjd., 1008; M. for Com., 1386 (ii); in Com. and
go*, 3053 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 95.)

DOMINION EXHIBITION ; in Com. of Sup., 1026 (ii).
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INDEX.
Dominion Grange Mutual Pire Insurance Asso-

ciation B. No. 55 (Mr. White, Cardwell). 1°-y, 170;
20*, 246 (i); in Com. and 30*, 1210 (ii). (48-49 Vic.,
c. 93.)

DOMINION LANDS:
AolrNCIEB: in COm. of Sup., 3346 (iv).

AGRICULTURAL, TImEuR, PASTURE AND MINREAL LANDS AND TowN

SITES: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Charlton) 209 (i).
BuLL & KAVANAGH LAND CLAINS: M. for copies of 0. C. (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) 479 (i).
COAL LANDS, SALES AND LEASEs: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Charlton)

209 (i).
DUiONT'S LOT ON THE BASKATCHEWAN : Ques.(Mr. Blake) 2029 (iii).
YORESTS, PROTECTION OF, J. H. MORGAN'S REP.: M. for copies (Mr.

Cockburn) 202 (i).
FRAUD, &o., IN DEPT. Q: 9ue. (Mr. Blake) 1915, 2170 (iii).

FRAUD8 AND IRREGULARITIES IN DEPT.: Ques. (lir. Blake) 1915,
2170 (iii).

GRAgING LAND LEASES : M. for Ret. (Mr. Charlton) 209 (i).
HOMESTEADS WITHIN EY. BELT: Ques. (Ur. Blake) 479 (i).

INDIAN LANDS ACQUIRED BY GOVT. IN ONT.': Ques. (Mr. Mills) 632 (i).

INDIAN LANDS SOLD IN VIGER AGENCT: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. De St.
Georges) 1443 (ii).

INDIAi LANDS UNSOLD IN GO. OP PEEL: M. for List (Mr. Paterson,

Brant) 147 (i).
INDIN LANES UNSOLD IN Tp. oF TORONTO : M. for List* (Mr. Fleming)

147 (i).
IxDIAN LANDS UNsOLD IN TRAFALGAR: M. for List* (Mr. McCraney)

533 (i).
INDIAN RUSERVS IN B.C. : M. for Ret. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 703 (i);

Purchase of by Govt.: M. for copies of Cor., &o.,* 1443 (ii).

ISLANDS IN THE ST. LAWRENCE, LEAsE or, &o. : M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Wood, Brockville) 147 (i).
LAND GRANTS TO Rys. IN MAN. AND N.W.T.: M. for copies of Cor.

(Ur. Blake) 92. See B. 147.
LANDS IN Ry. BELT, B.C., AND HOMESTEAD ACT : Ques. (Mr. Hesson)

289 (i).
LAND SALES, RNCEIPTS ON ACCOUNT OF: Ques. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 2854 (iv).
LAND SALES, &0., SOUTH OF 24.MILE BELT: Ques. (lir. Cameron,

Huron) 2530 (iii).
LANDS SOLD oR LEASED FOR TimiE, LOGs, &c.: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr.

Mackenzie) 40 (i).
MINING AND TImEiR LANDS NORTE or LAKE SUPERIOR: M. for 0.0.,

&c. (Mr. lills) 66 (i).
MORGAN, J. H., APPOINTUENT AS FORESTRY COMMISSIONER: M. for

0.0., &c. (1Mr. Paterson, iBrant) 147 (i).
PATENTS ISSUED TO SETTLERS IN PRINCE ALBERT: QueB. (Ur. Blake)

964 (ii).
PLANS AND SURVEYS or ST. LAURENT: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2358 (iii).
PRINCE ALBERT COLON. o.'s TOWNSHIP SURVEYs: Ques. (Mr Blake)

2170 (iii).
PRINCE ALBERT, CLAIMS Or SETTLERS : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1567 (ii),

2358 (iv).
QU'APPELLE VALLEY FARMING Co.'S AGREEMENT.: Ques. (Mr. Blake)

816 (ii).
RY. LANDS IN B.C.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Blake) 1443.
REVENUE FOR SEVEN MONTHs, 1884-85: Ques. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 299 (i).
RIcmELIEU COUNTY, Dox, PROPERTIES: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Massue)

147 (i).
EiR LOT CLAIMS, N.W.T.: Ques. (Mr. Bake) 3424 (iv).
SALES FOR 1884-85: Ques. (Ur. Trow) 3072 (iv).
SETTLEES' OR SQUATTERS' IMPROVEMENTS : Ques. (Mr. Blake)

3426 (iv).
8ImpSoN, G. A., GOVT. LAND AGENT : Ques. (Ur. Blake) 57 (i).
SQUATTERS i QU'APPELLE VALLEY: M. for Ret. (Mr. Lister) 205 (i).
SURvuYS AND PLANS, BATTLEFORD AND EDMONTON : Ques. (Mr. Blake)

2357 (iii).
SURVETS AND ExAMINATION Or RETURNS: in COm. of Sup., 3344 (iv).

DOMINION LANDS-Continued.
ST. ALBERT RIVER LOTS, SURVEYS 1 Ques. (Kr. Blake) 3424 (iV).
ST. L AUREN, SURvEYS oF: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv).
TIMBnER DUES IN B.C. : Ques. (Kr. Blake) 2240.

TImBER LICENSES OR BERTES IN B.0.: M. for Ret. (1Mr. Charlton)
210 (i).

TImER LICENSES OR PERMITs: M. for Rets.* (Kr. Charlton) 30, 121
(i), 863 (ii).

[See also " HALF-RREFDs " and " INDIANS.")

DOMINION LICENsE ACT, WORKING OFr: M. for Cor. (Mr. Ber-
geron) 307 (i).

DOMINION NOTES, ISSUE AND REDEMPTION: in Com. of Su p.,
897 (ii).

DOMINION RIFLE ASSOCIATION : in Com. of Sup., 2913 (iv).
DONINION PROPERTIES IN COUNTY Or RICHELIEU : M. for

Stmut.* (Mr. Massue) 147.
DOMINION STEAMERS. See " MARINE," IlSUPPLY," &0.

DoMINIoN SUBSIDEsS TO THE PRoVs.: M. for copies of Cor.
(Mr. Aymot) 303 (i). See "SuBsIDIEs."

DOUTRE, J., re HALIPAX COMMISSION: in Com. of Sap.,

3392 (iv).
DRAWBACKS ON MANUFACTURED EXPORTS: M. for Ret. (Kr.

Paterson, Brant) 139 (i).
DRAWBACK ON SHIPBUILDING MATERIALS: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Weldon) 100 (i).
DREDGES, Tuas, AND Scows, BUILDING OF: M. for Rot. (Mr.

Jackson) 53 (i).
DREDGEs, TUGs, BARGEs, &C., ON RED RIVER: M. for Ret.*

(Mr. Watson) 964 (ii).
DRILL PAY, &o.: in Com. of Sup., 2910 (iv).
DRILL SHED AT QUEBEC, TENDERS FOR CONSTRUCTION Or: M.

for Ret.* (Mr. Landry, Montmagny) 533 (i).
DRUGGISTS' LIcENsEs UNDER CAN. TEMP. A CT: Ques. (Mr.

.McCraney) 1306 (ii).

Dry Docks, Encouragement of Construction,
B. No. 108 (Sir Bector Langevin). 11, 693 (i); 2°
and in Com., 894; 30*, 895 (ii). (48-49 T/ic., c. 5).
See B. 7.

DRUGs. See " ADULTERATION."

DUcK: in Com. on Ways and Means, 808 (ii).
DUcK LAKE, ENGAGEMENT AT, REP. or: Telegrams read

(Sir John A. Macdonald) 790; Ques. (Mr. Royal) 1567
(ii); (Mr. Trow) 1743 (iii).

DUMAS, MICHEL, APPOINTMENT OF AS FARM INSTRUCTOR:

Ques. (NMr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
DUMMY LIGHTIIOUsE FO.G-HoRN: M. for oopies of Cor. (Mr.

Jackson) 293 (i).
DUMONT, EXTRADITION OF: Ques. (Mr. Lister) 2358 (iii).
DUMONT, GABRIEL, FERRY LICENSE GRANTED TO: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 8425 (iv).
DUNDAS AND WATERLOO MAOADAMIZED ROAD, SALE OF BY

GOVT.: M. for copies of Popers, &c. (Mr. .Paterson,
Brant) 147 Ci).

Dundas and Waterloo Road Sale and Transfer
B. No. 120 (Sir -Hector Langevin). Res. prop., 451 (i);
conc. in and 1°* of B., 892 (ii); Order dschgd. and B.

wthdn, 2396 (iii).
DUNDAs PUBLIC BUILDINGS, ERECTION OF: Ques.(Mr. Bain,

Wentworth) 290 (i).
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INDEX.
DUIES, COLLECTION OF UNAUTHORIZED : Remarks (Mr.

Blake) 427 (i).
DUTIES,IMPOSITION OF, IN OLD Paov. oF CANADA: M. for

Ret. tMr. Watson) 1443 (ii).
DUTIES OF CUSTOMS AND EXCISE. Se "CUSTOMS."
DUTY ON GRAIN, ABOLITION OF: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr.

Caneron, Middlesex) 54 (i).
DUTIES ON PisHi EXPORTED TO THE U.S.: M. for Rot. (Mr.

Davies) 831 (i).
DUTIES ON IAY, COR. BETWEEN CANADA AND U.S. : M. for

copies (Mr. Irvine) 443 (i).
DUTIES COLLECTED ON WHEAT, FLOUR, &C., in N.S.: M.

for Ret.* (Mr. Vail) 533 (i).
DYNAMITE, LEGISLATION RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr. Farrow)

57 (i).
EARNINGS AND WORKING EXPENSES, C.P.R.: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 816 (ii).
EARTHENWARE AND STONEWARE: in COm. On WayS and

MeanS, 847 (ii).
ARNINGS, C. P.R., MAIN LINE AND LEASED LINESX: M. for

Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 61 (i).
EASTER, ADJMT. FOR: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 713 (i); M. (Sir

.Hector Langevin) 888 (ii).
EASTERN EXTENSION RY.,EARNINGS AND WORKINo EXPENSES:

Ques. (Mr. Cameron, Inverness) 148; M. FOR STMNT.*,
313 (i) ; in Com. of Sup., 3300, 3384 (iv).

EASTERN SECTION C.P.R., QUANTITIES, &C., ENGINEERS'

ESTIMATES : M. for copies (Mr. Blake) 299, 302 (i).
EDGAR, MR. J. D.: Certificate and Election and Return of, 1.
EDUCATION OF INDIANS AND IIALF-BiREEDS IN MAN. AND

N.W.T. : M. for Ret.Y (Mr. Eirk) 1443 (ii).
EDMONTON AND SASKATOHEWAN LAND Co.'s AGENT: M. for

Ret.-' (Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii) ; Tp. Surveys, 2171 (iii)
EGYPT. See 4 VOYA GETRS."
ELECTION EXPENSES : in Com. of Sup., 3451 (iv).

Election of Members Acts Amt. B. No. 14 (Mr.
Cameron, Euron). 10, 41 (i).

ELECT1ONS, CONTROVERTED:
LENNox: Judge's Rep. and Certilicate, 1.
LEVIs : Judgment of Supreme Court, 593 (i).
NORTHUMBERLAND: Judgment of Supreme Court, 593 (i).
SoULANQES: Judgment of SuDreme Court, 1.
WEsT MIDDLESEX: Judge's Rep. and Judgment, 1.

ELECTIONS SINCE GENERAL ELECTION, 1878: Date of certifi-
cates, date of receipt, issue of Speaker's warrants,
receipt, &c., M. for SLmnt (Mr. Blake) 210 (i).

Electoral Franchise. See "FRANCIISE."
ELGIN COUNTY JUDGE, CASE OF : M. for Ret. (Mr. Wilson)

98 (i).
ELGIN STATION, L'ISLET, ERECTION OF. Ques. (Mr. Casgrain)

148 (i).
ELGIN. Sec "IREFUND OF BONUSES."

EMERSON, TOWN OF, GOVT. AID TO: Ques. (Mr. Cameron,
Buron) 148 ; M. for copies of Claims, &c.,* 448 (i).

Employment of Prisoners. See " PRISoN LABOR."

Employment of Women and Children in Fac-
tories B. No. 2 (Mr. Bergin). 10*, 29; Order for 21

d8chgd, 362 (i). See B. 85.

EQUIPMENT OF THE 9OTH BATTALION: Qule8. (Mr. Boas)
2854 (iv).

Erie and Niagara Ry. Co. See "CANADA SouTHrN."
ESQUIMALT GRAVING DOCK, LENGTH OF: Qo. (Mr. Baker,

Victoria) 743; SUBSTITUTION OF GRANITE FOU SAND.
STONE: Ques., 743 (i). See B. 7.

EssEx CENTRE TO KINasVILLE HARBOR Ry. SUBSIDY-: prop.
Res. (Mr. Pope) 3458 (iv).

ESTIMATES, THE, for 1885-86, prosented: (Mr. Bowell
289 (i); Suppl., 3359; Further Suppl., 3423; Suppi. for
1884 85, 2820 (iv).

ETCHEMIN RIVER LINE, SURVEY OF.: Ques. (Mr. Lesage)
350 (i).

Evans, Alice Elvira Relief B. No. 106 (Mr. Edgar).
1'>on a div., 672; 2° (Y. 87, N. 40) 694 (i) ; in Com.
and 3°on adiv., 873 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 39).

EXCHANGE EANK, GOVT. ADVANCES: Res. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) censuring Govt., 295, deb. r8md., 363;
(Sir Leonard Tilley) 367, 391; (Mr. Ilolton) 368; (Mr.
Casgrain) 369; (Mr. Mulock) 370; (Mr. lves) 372; (Mr.
Blake) 373 ; (Mr. White, Cardall) 380; (Mr. Davies)
384; (Mr. Macrnaster) 387; (Messrs. Lister and Mc.
Mullen) 390; (Sir Richard Cartwright) 392; (Sir John
A. Macdonald); 393 (i).

EXCIIANGE BANK Or CANADA, GOVT. CLAI AGAINST: Quo.
(Mr. Blolton) 89 (i).

EXCISE DUTIES: in Com. on Ways and Means, 3294; conc.

3470 (iv).
EXCISE. See 4CUSTOMS."

ExmTIONS. See 4IANTWERP," "COLONIAL " and "DOM-

INION."

EV1DENCE IN CRIMINAL CASES: Deb. on M. for 2' of B. 6
(Mr. Cameron, Buron) 176; (Mr. Tupper) 180; on Amt.
6 m. h. (Mr. Woodworth) 182; (Mr. Lister) 184; (Mr,
Beaty) 185; (Mr. Fleming) 186 (i). &e B. 6.

EVIDENCE IN DIVORCE CASES: Remarks (Mr. Jackson) 428 (i).
EXPENDITURE FOR RY8., CANA.LS, &C., IN B. C., N. W. T. AND

OTIIER PROVINCES: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Vanasse) 964 (ii).
EXPENDITURE ON ACCOUNT OF C. P. R.: M. for Stmnt. (Mr.

Blake) 145 (i).
EXPENDITURE ON CAPITAL ACCOUNT: M. for Stmnt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 145 (i).
EXPENDITURE ON BRANCH LINES 0F C. P. R., &C., COsT OP

EQUIPMENT, &C.: M. for Stmn1s. (Mr. Blake) 147 (i).
EXPENDITURE ON MAIN LINE BETWEEN CAL LANDER AND PORT

ARTHUR AND SELKIRK AN) KAMLOOPS: M. for Stmnt.*
(Mr, Blakce) 100 (i).

EXPENDITURE TO COMPLETE GOVERNMENT CONsTRUCTION ON

C. P. R,: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 1130 (ii).
EXTENSION OF C. P. R. TO CANADIAN PORTS ON ATLANTIC,

VERNON SMITH'S REP.: M. for copie8 (Mr. Lesage)
294 (i).

EXTENSION OF C. P. R. TO QUEREC, PAPERS, &C,: M. for
Ret. (Mr. Blake) 1677 (ii). B. 2239 (iii).

Expense B. Sec "N. W. T."
EXPENSES OF ELECTION UNDER CAN. TzMP. ACT: in COm. Of

Sup., 3388 (iv).
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INDEX.
EXPENSES OF MEMBERS OP THE GOVT., &C., IN ENGLAND OR

iLSEWHERE : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Somerville, Brant),
124 (i).

Epiring Laws continuation B. No. 165 (Sir
Bector langevin). 1°*, 20*, in Com. and 3°*, 3458 (iv).
(48-49 Vic., c. 52).

Explosive Substances B. No. 95 (Sir John A. Mac-
donald). l'*, 545 (i); 2, 893; in Com., 1167; 3°,
1335 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 7).

ExPORT DUTY ON OAK, PINE AND SPRUCE LoGs: M. for Ret.*
(Mr. Edgar) 1442 (ii).

EXTRAOT OF FLUID BEEF: in Com. on Ways and Means,
857 (ii).

EXTRADITION ARRANGEMENT, COR. IBETWEEN GOVT. OF CAN.
AND AMBASSADOR AT WASHINGTON: M. for copies of
O. C., &c. (Mr. Blake) 147 (i).

EXTRADITION OF DTUMONT: Ques. (Mr. Mc Mullen) 2358 (iv).
EXTRADITION, DEMANDS FOR, AND PROCEEDINGS TAKEN: M.

for Stmnt.* (Mr. Blake) 67 (i).
EXTRA-MURAL EMPLOYMENT. See " PRISON LABOR."

FABRE, fMR., AGENT IN PARIS, REP. oF: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain)
290 (i) ; SALARY AND CONTINGENCIES: in COm. Of Sup.,
8245 (iv).

Factories B. No. 85 (Mr. Bergin). 10*, 362 (i); 20 m.,

873; deb. adjd., 886; M. to rsme. adjd. deb., 940; Amt.
(Mr. amieson) to substitute B. (No. 94) Cana Temp.
Act, 940; Amt. agreed to (Y. 86, N. 62) 948 (ii). Sée
B. 2.

FACTORY COMMISSION REP. (Mr. Blahe) : RemarkS, 455,
478 (i).

FAcTORY LABOR REGULATION: Deb. on M. for 2' of B.
85 (Mr. Bergin) 873; (Mr. Sproule) 881; (Mr. Mills)
882; Amt. (Mr. Jamieson) to substitute Can. Temp.
Act, 940; (Messrs. Bergin and Ives) 940; (Mr.Cameron,
Victoria) 941; (Mr. Sriver) 943; (Mr. Poster) 944;
(Mr. White, Cardwell) 946; (Mr. Landry, Kent) 946;
(Mr. Fisher) 947; (Mr. McNeill) 948 (ii).

Pactory Labor, Regulation of, B. No. 2 (Mr. Ber-
gin). 10*, 29; Order for 2° dschgd., 362 (i). See B. 85.

FÂCTORY OPERATIVES, NUMBER EMPLOYED: M. for Stmnt.
(Sir Richard Cartwright) 37 (i).

Federal Bank of Canada Capital Stock, B. No.
10 (Mr. Small). 1*, 40; 2°*, 57; in0Com. and 3Q*,
428 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 9.)

FEDERATION OF THE EMPIRE, PROPOSALS FOR: Ques. (Mr.

Edgar) 51 (i).
FES FROM SETTLERS IN THE N. W. T.: Ques. (Mr. Blake)

2170 (iii).

Ferries, International, B. No. 17 (Mir. Patterson,
Essex). 1°*, 46; 2° m., 254; 2°*, 256 (i).

FERTILIZERS. See IlAGRICULTURAL FERTILIZERS."

FINAnCE AND TREASURY BOARD : in Com. of Sup., 01,
915 (ii).

FINANCE MINISTER, iFEALTH OP: QUes. (Mr. McGreevy)
2497 (iii).

FINANCES OF TRE COUNTRY, CONDUCT 0Fo: Remarks (Mr.
Blake and Others) on M. for 00m. of Sap., 3442 (iv).

FINANCIAL COMMISSIONER IN ENG.: in COm. Of SUp.,~896 (fi).
FINANCIAL INSPECTOR : in Com. of Sup., 895 (ii).
FINES, CUSTOMs, EXACTED AND DISPOSITION 0F SAXE, &C.:

M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 56 (i).

Fisheries Act Amt. B. No. 90 (Mr. Mulock) 1,
426 (i).

FISHERIES, DEPARTMENT OF: in COM. Of SUp., 910 (ii).
FISHERIES:

ARRANGEMENTS WITH THE U.S. : Remarks (Mr. Mitchell) 2980 (iv).
BOUNTIES, CLAIMS PAID : M. for StmUt. (Mr. Fortin) 56 (i).
BOUNTY TO FISHING VESSELS: M. for Stmnt. (gr. Burpee) 98 (i).
BOUNTY DISTRIBUTION: iD Co. Of SUp., 2956 (iv).
BOUNTY PAID IN GUYSBOROUGH GO.: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 2751 (iv).

BOUNTY PAID ON FISH CAUGET IN BRAS D'OR LAKES : M. for Stmnt.'

(Mr. MeDougall) 1443 (ii).
CANADIAN FISHERIES, O.C., &C., RESPECTING: M. for copies (Air,

Mulock) 56 (i).
CARON, G., FISHERY OTERSEER, SALARY, &C, : Ques. (Mr. Blondeau)

290; M. for copies of Rep.,* 532 (i).

COMMISSION, INCREASED REMUNERATION TO COUNSEL: in COM. Of
Sup., 3391 ; cono., 3396 (iv).

DEEP-WATER FISeERIES OFF COAST oF B..: Ques. (Mr. Baker,
Vctoria) 3073 (iii).

EXTENSION OF ACT TO THE N.W. : Ques. (Kr. Hesnon) 51 (i).
FIs-BREEDING: in Com. of Sup., 2953 (iv).
FISH CAUGHT IN BRAS D'OR LARES, BOWNTY PAID : M. for Stmnt.' (Mr.

McDougall Cape Breton) 1443 (ii).
FISeERIES ExmIT: in Com. of Sup., 2956 (iv).
FIsH : oin Co. OR Way8 and Means, 859 (il).
FISEING LICENSES IN LAKE ERIE : M. for Ret. (Mr. Li8ter) 964 (ii).

FISE INSPECTOR IN CITY OP 8T. JOHN: Ques. (Mr. Weldon) 2997 (iv).
FISH LADDERS IN Là HAVE RIVER, N.S.: Ques (Kr. Forbes) 2239 (iii).
FISH TAKEN IN THE MIRAMICI : M. for Ret. (Mr. Mitchell) 295 (i).

FISH WEIRS IN GO. OP CHARLOTTE, LICENSESI: M. for R8t.' (1r.

Gillmor) 1444 (ii).
FREE FISHING ALLOWED AMERIOANS : Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 3321 (iv).

GAIUvREAU, J., FISHERY OVERSEER, SALARY, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Blon-
deau) 290; M. for copies of Rep.,' 532 (i).

GREGORY, J. U., REP. OF ENQUIRY: M. for copies* (Mr. Blondeau)

532 (i).
HALIFAX COMMISSION, INCREASED REMUNKRATION TO COUNSEL-: i

Com. of Sup., 3390-3392 ; conc., 3396 (iv).
INLAND FISHERIES OF ONT. : M. for Ret. (Mr. Vail) 229 (i).

INSPECTOR FOR B.C., APPOINTMENT OF: Ques. (Mr. Baker, Victoria)
694 (i).

LARE SIxCoE FISEERIES : M. for Ret.,* 1444 (ii); Queo. (Mr. Mulock)
3073 (iv).

LEASES AND LICENSES : M. for Ret.' (Mr. Weldon) 533 (i).
LONG POINT FISIIING GROUNDS : Queo. (Mr. Jackson) 289 (i).
MILLARD, COLLECTION o? FINES FRoM: Ques. (Kr. Forbea) 1211 (i).
NEGOTIATIONS-: Remarks (Mr. Vail) 3074 (iv),
PROTECTION AFTEUR JULY : Ques. (Mr. Vail) 2359 (iii).
PROTECTION IN TEE N.W.: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Hesson) 700 (i).

PROTECTION STEAMERS: in Com. of Sup., 2955 (iv).

RIVERS AND STREAmS, RENTAL OF: M. for Ret.* (Kr. fcfullen) 448
(1) ; Ques., 2359 (iii).

ROOERS' FIsH LADDER, PURCHASE OR Us or: Ques. (Mr. Forbes)
3073 (iv).

ROGERSW. H., BREACE 0F SAWDUST LAW : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Forbes)

147 (i).
SALMON FISHING iN BATHURST HARBOR : Queo. (Mr. Blake) 2359 (iii).
STARR, J. E., REMOvAL oF: M. for Ret.' (Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii).

[SeC alSO " WASHINGTON TREATY."]

FLAGI TREATY BETWEEN U. S. AND SPAIN: M. for copie$ Of

Cor. (Mr. Vail) 219; deb. (Sir Leonard Tilley) 220;
(Mr. Blake and Sir John A. Macdonald) 221 ; (Mesars.
Cartwright, Weldon and Daviea) 222; (Kr. White, Card-
well) 223; (1fr. Mitchel) 224; (fr. Millh) 225.
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INDEX.
FIVE PER CENT. CONSOLID. LoANs: M. for Ret, (Sir Ricigrd

Cartwright) 484 (i).
FLANNEL SHIRTS POR THE MILITIA, CONTRACT FOR: Ques.

(Mr. Rinfret) 1306 (il).
FLoUaR AND CORNMEAL, INCREASE OF DUTY ON: Ques. (! r.

Forbes) 148 (i).
FLOUE, CoRN AND CORNMEAL IMPORTED AND EXPORTED: M.

for Ret. (Mr. Cameron, Middlesex) 56 (i).
FOG HoRN oN DUMMY LIGHTHOUsz: M. for Cor. (Mr. Jack.

son) 293 (i).
FoG HoRNs AND LETTER.BOX FRONTS, TENDERS FOR: M. for

copies of advertisements, &c.* (Mr. Langelier) 313 (i).
FOOT AND CARRIAGE BRIDoE ON THE ST. JOHN RIVER : M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Landry, Kent) 1443 (ii).
FOOT GREASE': in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (ii).
FOREsTRY COMMISSIONERs, APPOINTMENT: M. for Rot. (Mr.

Paterson, Brant) 187 (i).
FORESTS, PROTECTION OP, J. H. MORGAN's REP.: M. for copies

(Mr. Cockburn) 202 (i).
FORT FRANCIS CANAL: in Com. of Sup., 3385 (iv).
Fort Macleod Ranche Telegraph Co.'s incorp.

B. No. 80 (Mr. Ives). 1Q*, 349; 20*, 428 (i); in
Com. and 30*, 1723 (ii); Son. Amts. conc. in, 2357 (iii)
(48-49 Tic., c. 92.)

FORT WILLIAM, ONT., INDIAN RESERVE, ROAD ON: M. for
copies of Cor.* (Mr. Blake) 533 (i).

FORT WILLIAM INDIAN REsERVE, TIMBER LICENSES: M. for
Ret.* (Mr. Blake) 1442 (iii).

FORTY MILE BELT IN B.C.: Memo. read (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) 1983 (iii).

FRANCE AND CANADA, COMMERCIAL RELATIONS BETWEEN: M.
for copies of Cor. (Mr. Amyot) 825 (ii).

FRANCE AND QUEBEC, STEAMSHIP SUBVENTIONS: in Com.
of Sup., 2938 (iv).

FRANCE AND QUEBEc, FORTNIGHTLY LINE, STEAmSISIP SUB-

VENTIONS: in Com. of Sup., 2936, 2912, 3041 (iv).

FRANCE, COMMERCIAL RELATIONS. Seec" N1IGH COMMIssIONER."

FRANCHISE 13. PET1TIoNs. See "PETITIONS."

Franchise, Electoral B. No. 103 (Sir John A. Mac-
donald). 1°, 629 (i); Order for 20 postponed, 1095; 2° m.,
1133; Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 1137; neg. (Y.
59, N. 104) and deb. adjd., 1166 ; deb. rsmd., 1167 ; Amt.
(Mr. Laurier) 1171; neg. (Y. 54, N. 86) 1204; deb,
adjd., 1204; deb. rsmd., 1226; 20 agreed to (Y. 111, N.
63) 1277; M. for Com., 1336; in Com., 1385, 1388,
1444> 1475, 1568, 1608, 1646, 1680, 1712, 1745 (ii),
1782, 1824, 1856, 1895, 1915, 1956, 1983, 2052, 2065,
2086, 2104, 2139, 2172, 2210, 2241, 2274, 2301, 2321,
2345,2360,2393 (iii), 2757,3052,3062; on consdn. of B.,
Amt. (Mr. Charlton) neg. (Y. 51, N. 96) 3053; Amt.
(Mr. Jenkin) 3053; Amt, to Amt. (Mr. McIntyre)
3056; neg. (Y. 50, N. 95) 3058; Amts. to Amt. (Mr.
Weldon) 3058; neg. (Y. 46, N. 96) 3060; (Mr. Watson)
neg. (Y. 46, N. 96) 3061; (Mr. Mulock) neg. (Y. 46,
N. 96) 3061; (Mr. Langelier) neg. (Y. 44, N. 95) 3062;
Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) agreed to (Y. 114, N. 17) 3062;

Amt, (Mr. Langelier) neg. (Y. 41, N. 92) 306e; Amtsi

(Mr. Burpee) neg. (Y. 37, N. 89) 3063; (Mr. Troo)
3063; neg. (Y. 36, N. 88) 3064; (Mr. Armstrong) neg.
(Y. 37, N. 87) 3064 ; (Mr. Somerville, Brant) neg.
(Y. 38, N. 87) 3065; Amtt. (Messrs. McCraney and
bInes) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3065; Amts. (Messrs•
Caneron [Middlesex ] and Langelier) nog. (Y. 38, N. 87)
3066; Amts. (Messrs. Lister and Cameron, Huron) nog.
(Y. 38, N. 87) 3067; Am ts. (Messrs. Weldon and Pair-
bank) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87) 3068; Amts. (Mossrs. Pater.
son [Brant] and Gillmor) neg. (Y. 38, N. b7) 3069;
Amts. (Messrs. Bolton and Fisher) neg. (Y. 38, N. 87)
3070 ; on M. for 30, Amt. (Mr. 3Mills) 3 m. h., 3071;
neg. (Y. 37, N. 88) 3072; 3° of B., 3072 (iv). (48-49

'ic., c. 40.)
FRANCELSE, ELECTORAL B., DanATZ:

ABBOTT,U r.-: in Com., "usufructuary," 1416 (ii); "revislon
of lista," 2315, 2350 (iii); "general provisions," 1448 (ii), 2352,
2355 ; "appeal,' 2363 (iii).

ALLEN, Mr. : in Com., "person " (Indian) 1493 (ii); "qualifica-
tions," &c , 1853; "who shall not vote," 2166 (iii).

ARNMSTR ONG, Mr.: on M. for 29, 1272-1274; in Com., (woman
suffrage) 1469; "tenant " (Amit.) 1481 ; "person " (Indian)
1492, 1506, 154; "actual value," 1598; "qualifications, &0.,"
1643 (ii), 1880-1882; (maanhood suffrage) 1970; (Amt.) 2001 ;
"lregistratio:," 2247, 2318 ;"Ilrevision of lista," 2433 (iii); on
M for consdn. of B. ( Amt ) 3061 (iv).

AUGER, M4r.: on M. for 20, 1238-1241; iin Com , "usufruîctuary,"

1452, 1456, 1158 ; " tenant " (Amt.) 1482; " perdon " (Indian)
1543; "ctual value," 1597, 1606 (ii); "qualificatious, &c.,"
1937, 1995, 2068 ; "iregistration," 229G (iii).

BAIN, Mr. ( Wentworth): in C om., "person " (Indian) *1535;
"qualifications, &c.," 1709-1712 (ii), 1776-1779; (manhood
suffrage) 1952-1954; (Amt.) 1993, 2052, 2062 (iii), 2758 (iv) ;
"registration," 2252, 2280, 2289; "oflicers and duties,'' 2356
(iii).

BAKER, Mr. (Victoria): in Com., "person " (Chinese) 1587 (ii).
BEA7, Mr., junr.: in Com., "qualifications, &c ," 1874-1880 (iii).
BERGI, Mr.:in Com. (remarks) 2203; "qualifications," &*c.,

2085 (iii).
BLAKE, Mr..:'on 11), 629 (i); on Order for 2' being called (re.

marks) 1095; on Ant. (Mr. Laurier) to M. for 2,1177-1192;
in Com., " usufructuary," 1448, 1450, 1452, 1456, 1457 ; "per-
son " (Indian) 1487, 1565; "tarm,'' 1591 (ii); on disqualifying
revising barrister, 2086; "who shall not vote" (Indians)
2104-2111, 2161, 2163i; "registration, " 2173, 2177, 2180, 2231,
2312; "revision of lista,'' 2346; "qualifications, &c.," 2395;
"appeal," 2395 (iii); "preamble," 2759; on Amt. (Mr.
Weldon) 3059 (iv).

BOWELL, Mr.: in Con, "actual value," 1596-1607; "occu-
pant," 1483; "tenant,'' 1478-1480 (ii); "qualifications,&c.,"
1995, 2061 ; "revision of liste," 2348; "appeal," 2361; "gen-
eral provisions," 2344 (iii).

BURNS, Mr. : in Ocm., "qualifications, &c,," 1809 (iii).
BURPEE, Mr.: in Com., " person " (Indian) 1522 (il); "quali.

fications, &c.," 1810, 1987, 1991, 2001, (mnanhood suffrage)
1959, 2004, 2058, (Ant.) 2060, 2073, 2079; "who shall not
vote " (Indians) (Amt.) 2120; "registration," 2251 (iii); on
Amt, (Ur. Weldon) 3058; on M. for consdn of B. (Amt.)
3e63 (iv).

CAMERON, Mr. (liddlesex): on M. for Com., 1373-1379 (ii); la
Com., (wonan suffrage) 1440 ; "person'" ([ndian) 1493;
" qualifications, &c.," 1699-1707, 1890, 1895-1900, 1994, (Amt.)

1999, 2002, (manhood suffrage) 1973, 2061, (Amt.) 2071, 2073,
2077, 2084, 2085, 2395; "registration," 2193-2197, 2263; " who
shall not vote," 2l',2, (Indians) 2149-2152, (AMt.) 2274, (Amt.)
2285, 2289, 2291 ; "appeal," 2395 (iii); on M. for oouwda. of B,
(Amt.) 3066 (iv).
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CAMERON, Mr. (Victoria): in Oom. (woman suffrage) 1393;
"tenant," 1477 ; Ilregistration, " 2180, 2230, 2233 (iii).

CAMERON, Mr. (Inverness): in Com. (woman suffrage) (cor-
rection re Indians) 1419; "qualifications, &c.," 1629-1632,
1836 (ii), 2395; "registration," 2278, 2283 (iii).

CAMER ON, Mr. (Huron): on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M.
for 20, 1138-1143; in Com. (woman suffrage) 1394, 1438;
"owner," 1472; "tenant" (Amt.) 1475, 1478; "occupant,"
1483; " personl" (Indian) 1502, 1527, 1580; "farm," 1591,
1592; "farmers' Bonsi" (Amt.) 1594; "qualifications, &c.,"
1692-1699 (ii), 1924-1931, 2074; " regi stration," 2216-2220,
(Amt.) 2227, 2241, 2274-2277, 2281-2284, (Amt.) 2286, 2300,
2302-2305, 2313, 2317, 2319; " revision of liste," 2321, 2326-
2329, 2332, 2345-23484; "general provisions," 2344, 2345, 2351-
2354; " oficers and duties," 2356, 2389; " appeal," 2360-
2366; "offences," 2390 (iii).

CARTWRIGHT, Sir Richard: on M. for 20, 1131; (Amt.)
1137, neg. (Y. 59, N. 104) 1166; on M. for Com. (remarks)
1385; in Com. (woman suffrage) 1459; "tenant," 1479;
" person" (Indian) 1573 (-i); "qualifications, &c.," 1817,
1915-1918, 1988, 1992, 1995, 2068, 2071, 2073, 2079, 2032, (Amt.)
2085; "registration," 2220-2223, 2232, 2279, 2281, 2285, 2288,
2297, 2299, 2300; " revision of lists," 2326, 2338, 2340, 2349;
"tgeneral provisions," 2344, 2355; "officers and duties" (In-
dians) 2382 (ii).

CASEY, Mr.: on M. for 2, 1263-1266; in Com. (woman suf-
rage) 1401-1408, 1459; "usufructuary,' 1452, 1458; "owner,"
1470; "tenant," 1477; "person" (Indian) 1496, 1528-1530,
1578, (Chinese) 1582, 1590 ; "farm," 1592; "actual value,"
1596, 1604; "qualifications, &c.," 1739-1743 (ii), 1828: (In-
dians) 1837, (Amt.) 1815; (manhood suffrage) 1956-1959,
1988, 2052, 2061; (Amts.) 2064, 2070, 2079, 2080, 2394; on
disqualifying barristers, 2086; " who shall not vote," 2086,
2093; "registration, " 2254-2258, 2270, 2272, 2282, 2283, (Amt.)
2288, 2290, 2308-2310; " revision of list s," 2321, 2323, 2325,
2333, 2343; "general provisions," 2344, 2347, 2350; "offlcers
and duties" (In dians) 2383-2385 (iii).

CASGRAIN, Mr. : on M. for Com., 1384 ; (woman suffrage)
1395I: " usufructuary," 1447 ; "person " (Indian) 1516, 1519,
1538, (Chinese) 1588; "farm," 1591; "qualifications, &c.,"
1690-1692 (ii), ( Amt.) 1791 ; "who shall not vote, " 2099 (iii).

COlAPLEAU, Mr.: on Amt. (gr. Laurier) to M. for 20, 1171-
1177; in Com., "person " (Chinese) 1590 (ii).

CHtARL TON, Mr.: on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 20,
1158-1160 ; in Com. (woman suffrage) 1390, 1439; "1person "
(Indian) 1503, 1523, (Chinese) 1587; "qualifications, kc.,"
1608, (Ant.) 1623 (i), 1770-1773, (Indians) 1850, 1861-1871,
(manhood suffrage) 1917-1952; "registration," 2279, 2282,
2286, 2287, (Amt.) 2288, 2289, 2306-2308, (Amt.) 2317; "re-
vision of lists," 2340, 2350; "general provisions," 2341,
(Amt.) 2344; " appeal," 2363; "officers and duties " (Indi-
ans) 2377; "offences," 2390 (iii); on M. for 3° (Amt.) 3053
(iv).

COCKBURN, Mr.: on M. for 20, 1258; in Com. (woman suf-
rage) 1438 (ii).

COOK, Mr.: in Com., "persaon" (Chinese) 1590 (ii); "registra-
tion," 2213-2216 (iii).

COSTIGAN, Mr.: in Com., "qualifications, &c.," 1990; "revision
of listeI" 2343 (iii).

COURSOL, Mr. : on M. for 20, 1248; in Com. (woman suffrage)
1389 (il).

CURRAN, Mr.: in Com. (woman suffrage) 1408; "qualifications,
Ac.,'' 1623-1626 (il).

DAVIES, Mr.: on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2o,
1153-1155; in Com. (woman suffrage) 1418, 1458; "tenant,"
1476, 1478; "occupant," 1483; "person " (Indians) 1576,
(chinee) 1583; "farim," 1592; "farmers' sons," 1594;
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"qualifications, &c.," 1638-1643 (il), 1824-1828, 1939-1.945;
(manhood suffrage) 1987, 1991, 1992, 1996, 2054, 2058, 2066-
2069, 2071, (Amt.) 2072-2074, 2077 ; "who shall not vote,"
2090, 2096, (Indians) 2157-2160, (Amt.) 2160; "registration,"
2210, (Amt.) 2211, 2229, 2230, (Amnt.) 2234, 2269, 2271-2273,
2280, (Amt.) 2281, 2286, 2287, 2289, 2291, (Amt.) 2292, 2301,
2313, 2316, (Amt.) 2318; "revision of liste," 2326, 2329, 2331,
2347; "general provisions," 2353; "appeal," 2361; "officers
and duties " (Indians) 2378, 2389 (iii).

DAWSON, Mr.: on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2%,
1160; in Com. (woman suffrage) 1408; "owner," 1473;
"1person" (Indian) 1486, 1491, 1492, 1521, 1569, (explanation)
1503 (ii)I; "qualifications, &c.," 1775, (manhood suffrage)
1979, (Indians) 2006-2008, 2012, 2078 ; ''who shal not vote "
(Indians) 2122, 2149; "registration," 2248-2268, 2298; "1officers
and duties " (Indians) 2369, 2387 (iii); "preamble," 2758 (iv).

DE ST. GEORGES, Mr. : in Com., "person " (Indian) 1533 (il).
DESJARDINS, Mr. : in Com.," usufructuary, " 1451, 1455 (ii).
DUPONT, Mr.: on M. for 20, 1234 (ii).
EDGAR, Mr.: on Amt. (Mr. Laurier) to M. for 20, 1197-1200;lin

Con., (woman suffrage) 1399; "owner," 1473; "occupant,"
1484; "person'" (Indian) 1553, (Chinese) 1582, 1584 (ii);
"farm," 2393; "qualifications, &c. " (manhood suffrage)
1968-1970, 1993, 2001, (Amt.) 2003, (Indian) 2022, 2053, 2066,
2080, 2394; "1registration," 2282, 2289, 2305, 2312, 2316-2319;
"revision of lists," 2330, 2331, 2334, 2337 (iii); on M. to
refer back to Com, 3052; on Amt. (Mr. McIntyre) to M. for
39, 3057 (iv).

FA RBANK, Mr. : on M. for 2o, 1226 ; (woman suffrage) 1415;
" person" (Indian) 1519, 1531; "actual value," 1605; (ii);
" qualifications, &c.," 1779, 1784 ; (manhood suffrage) 1971-
1973, 1993, 1997, 2082; "who shall not vote " (Indians) 2152 ;
"revision of lista," 2338, 2342, 2348 (iii); on consdn. of B.
(Amt.) 3068 (iv).

FARROW, Mr. : in Com., "tenant," 1482 (ii).
FISBER, Mr.: cn M. for 2, 1254-1258; "usufructuary," 1455;

"tenant," 1479, 1482; " person" (Indian) 1504, 1538;
"actual value," 1595, 1599, 1602, 1604, (Amt.) 1595; "quali-
fications, &c.," 1647-1654 (il), 1804, 1994, 1996, 2080, (manhood
suffrage) 1967; '•who shall not vote," 2098, (Indians) 2116-
2119; "registration," 2211, 2294 (iii); on consdn. ot B.
(Amt.) 3070, (iv).

FLEMING, Mr.: on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 20,
1146-1149; in Com. (woman suffrage) 1410; "usufructu-
ary," 1457; "owner," 1473; "tenant" (Amt) 1476, 1477,
1479; "personl" (Indian) 1545 (i); "qualifications, &c.,"
1994, (Amt.) 1997, 2062, 2080; "who shall not vote " (Indiana)
2164; "registration," 2197-2199, 2298; "revision of lists,"
2341 (iii).

FOSTER, Mr. : on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 2e,
1156-1158; in Com., "person" (Indian) 1558 (ii); "qualifi-
cations, &c.," 1819, 1822, 2001, 2055, 2057; "who shall not
vote, " 2089, 2098 (iii).

GAULT, Mr. : in Com., "person " (Chinese) 1582; "qualifica-
tions, &C.," 1638 (ii).

GIGAULT, Mr.: on M. for 20, 1245-1248 (il); "qualifications, &O.,"'
1789 (iii).

GILLMOR, Mr.: on M. for 20, 1226, 1269; "person" (Indians)
1534, (Chinese) 1585; "qualifications," 1707-1709 (ii), 1807,
1984, 1990, 1997, 2054, 2060, 2072, 2074; "who shall not vote "
(Indians) 2114-2116; " registration," 2258 (iii); on Amt. (Mr.
Weldon) 3059; on consdn. of B. (Amt.) 3069 (iv).

GIROUARD, Mr.: in Com., "usufructuary," 1446; "tenant,"
1480 (i).

BALCKEI T, Mr. : in Com., "qualifications, &c ," 1654-1657 (ii);
"who shall not vote," 2095 (iii); on Amt. (Mr. ITnkins) to
M. for BQ, 305-3056 (iv).
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H>ÇSSON, Mr.: ln Com., "farmers' sons," 1595; actual value,"
1599, 1605 (ii), (explanation) 1752; "qualifications, &c," 1987,
2059, 2081, 2082, 2084, 2085 ; "who shall not vote " (Indians)
2133 ; "registration," 2246, 2283, 2295, 2305 (iii).

BICKEY, Mr.: "actual value," 1600 (ii); "qualifleations, &c.,"
1887-1890, 1989; "revision of liste," 2330; "registration
(Amt.) 2279 (iii).

IOL TON, Mr. : on M. for conadn. of B.(Amt.) 3070 (iv).
ROMER, Mr. : in Com., "personI" (Chinese) 1582 (il).
INNES, Mr.: in com., "qualificationg, &c.," 1736-1739 (ii);"registration " (Amt ) 2279 (iii); on M. for consdn. of B.

(Amt.) 3065 (iv).
IRVINE, Mr.: in Com, "perion" (Indian) 1544 (ii); "qualifica-

tions, &c., "1814-1817; "who shall not vote," 2097 (iii).
IVES, Mr.: in Com., "qualifications, &c., " 1986-1988 (iii).
JA CKSON, Mr.-: on M. for Com., 1342 ; "perion " (Indian) 1538;

"qualifications, &c.," 1712-1715 (ii).
JENEINS, Mr. : on M. for Com., 1344 (il); in Com. (manhood

suffrage) 1981 (iii); on M. for 30 (Amt.) 3053 (iv).
KING, Mr. : on M. for 20, 1261-1263; in Com., "personI" (Indian)

1524 (il) ; "qualifications, &c.," 1806; ''who shall not vote'
(Indian) 2164 ; "registration " 2266, 2285, (Amt.) 2285 (iii).

XI'RK, Mr. : on M. for 2Q, 1259-1261 (ii) ; "qualifications, &c.,"
1834, 2067, 2072, 2078; "who shall not vote" (Indians) 2168
(iii).

LANDERKIN, Mr. : on M.for Com., 1353-1360; " tenant, " 1482;
"person1" (Indian) 1520, 1539; "actual value, " 1602 (ii);
"qualifications, &c." (Indians) 1845-1849, 1985, 1997, (Amt.)
2000, 2021, 2074I; "registration of votera, " 2267, 2301; "offi-
cers and duties " (Indians) 2385.

LANDRY, Mr. (Kent): in Com., " usufructuary," 1449; "person"
(Indians) 1554; (Chinese) 1584, 1588 (ii); "qualifications,&c.,"
1812, 2057 ccwho shall not vote, " 2100 ; "registration, " 2230,
2232, 2260 (iii); on (Amt.) (Mr. Weldon) to M. for 30, 3058 (iv).

LANDRY, Mr., (Montmagny) : in Com., "qualifications, &c" 1635,
1637 (ii).

LANGELIER, Mr.: on M. for Com., 1364-1373; in Com.,
(woman suffrage) 1388; " usufructuary," 1444, 1446, 1448,
1451, 1452, 1454, 1455, 1457; "tenant," 1475, (Ant.) 1476,
1480; "qualifications," 1632-1638 (ii), 1903-1908, 1984, 1996,
2064, 2067, 2070, 2394; "registration," 2185-2190, (Amt.) 2228;
"Irevision of lists," 2331, 2333, 2342; "appeal," 2365 ;" officers
and duties," 2388; "offences," 2390 (iii); on Amt. (Mr. Jenkins)
to M. for 3o (Amt.) 3062; on M. for consdn. of B. (Amti.)
3063, 3066 (iv).

LANGEVIN, Sir Hector: on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright)
to M. for 20, 1137; in Com., "qualifications, &c.," 2085;
"registration of voters," 2299 (iii).

LAURIER, Mr. : on M. for 2, 1167, (Amt.) 1171; in Com.,
"usufructuary," 1415, 1446, 1448, 1451, 1454, 1455, 1456;

"tenant," 1480 ; "actual value," 1596, 1604 ; " parish, " 1593 ;
"qualifications, &c.," 1626-1629 (ii), 1984 (iii) ; on Amt. (Mr.
McIntyre) to M. for 30, 3057; on Amt. (Mr. Fisher) to M. for

conedn. of B., 3070 (iv).
LISTER, Mr. : on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 20,

1150-1153; on M. for Com., 1344-1347, 1352; " qualifications,

&c.," 1732-1736 (ii), 1860-1864,(Indians) 2009-2012, 2066, 2070,

2075; "iwho shall not vote, " 2088, (Indians) 2153 - 2155

"registration," 2264, 2283, 2286, 2316; "revision of lista,"

2324, 2338, 2343; general provisions," 2344; appeal," 2364;

"officers and duties'' (Indians) 2371 (il); on consdn. of B.

(Amt.) 3066 (iv).
2IACDONALD, Sir John A.: 2 m., 1133; in Com., 1385;

(woman suffrage), 1388, 1458; "owner," 1444, 1445, 1449,

1452, 1453, 1457; "&tenant," 1475, 1481; " occupant," 1483;

"&person " (Indians) 1484, 1486, 1487, 1489, 1563, 1574 (ii),

2023 (iii); (Clinee) 1582, 1558; "far>," 1591; "parish,
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1593; "farmer' ions," 1594; "actual vaine," 159, 1600 (11),
"qualifications, &c ," 1937, 1983-1988, 1992-2003, 2053, 2060,
2062, 2064, 2065, 2079, 2080, 2394 (iii), 2757-2759 (v); "dis-
qualifying revising barrister.," 2086; "who sball not vote "
(Indians) 2104, (Amt.) 2139; "registration, " 2172, 2177-2180,
2228, 2231, 2241, 2244, 2269, 2273, 2279-2294, 2300, 2310-2319;
"revision of liste," 2321, 2326-2335, 2339-2345; "general
provisions," 2314, 2351, 2353-2356; "appeal," 2360-2365, 2395;
"officers and duties" (Indians) 2370, 2373, 2388, 2389;
"offences," 2390; "farm," 2393 (iii); "Ipreamble," 2758; M. to
refer back to Com., 3051; in Com., 3052; on Amt.(Idr.
MoIntyre) to M. for 30, 3056 (iv).

NACKINT'OSH, Mr. : on M. for 20, 1241-1245 (11).
MACIASTER, Mr.-: ln Com., "revision of lista," 2824, 2343;

" general provisions," 2352; "officers and duties" (lIndians)
2380-2382, 2386 (ii).

McCALLUN, Mr.: In Com, "qualifications, &c.," 1871, 1994
1996; "registration," 2258, 2272, 2283, 2284; "ofoiors and
duties " (Indians) 2373, 2383 (iii).

McCRANEF, Mr.: In Com. (womaan suffrage) 1410; "person "
(Indian) 1541 (Il); "qualifications, &c ," 1773-1775 (111); on
M. for conudn. of B. (Amt.) 3065 (iv).

McINTYRE, Mr.: ln Com., "qualifications, &c.," 1790 (111); on
Amt. (Mr. Jenkins) to M. for 30(Amt.) 3056; neg. (Y. 50, N,
95) 3058 (iv).

McMULLEN, Mr.: on Amt. (iîr. Laurier) to M. for 20, 1200-1204;
in Com. (womau suffrage) 1395; "tenant," 1476, 1477,
1479; "qualifications, &c.," 1685-1690 (ii), 1853, 1854, 18680,
(manhood suffrage) 1961-1964, 1992, 1995, 2000, (Amnt.) 2052,
2059, 2063, 2067, 2070, 2075, 2080, 2082; " who shall Dot vote,"
2100, (Indians) 2135-2137; "registratioui," 2190-2193; fi re-
vision of lists," 2396; "officers and duties" (Indiana) 2386;
"farm," 2393 (iii).

McNEILL, Mr.: in Com. (woman suffrage) 1412 (ii); "qul1.
fications, &o." 2073 (iii).

MILLS, Mr.: on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M for 20, 1181-
1166; in Com., 1388, (woman suffrage) 1391, 1458; "usu.
fructuary," 1449, 1453, 1454, 1455; " owner," 1472; letenant,"
1477; "occupant," 1483; " farm," 1591 (ii), 2393 (111) ; "per.
son " (Indians) 1484, (Amt.) 1485, 1507, 1568, (Chinese) 1583,
1589; "city," 1593; "farmera' sons," 1594; "actual value,"
1599, 1605 (il); " qualifications, &c.," 1747, 1761, (Indians)
1849, 1910-1913, 1934-1937; (manhood suffrage) 1964-1967,
(Indians) 1976, 1988, 1991-2003, 2004-2006, 2053, 2056, 2060,
2063, 2065-2069, 2072, 2075, 2078-2083, 2085, 2394 (III), 2758
(iv); "disqualifying revising barrister," 2086; "who shall
not vote" (Amt.) 2087, (Indians) 2149, 2160; "registration,"
2181-2185, 2229, 2233, (Amt.) 2227, 2243, 2266, 2270, 2273, 2280,
(Amt.) 2282, 2285, 2287, 2288, 2293, 2300, 2315, 2316, 2318 ;
" revipion of lista," 2322, 2325, 2332, 2336, 2340-2343, 2345-
2349; "general provisions," 2353, 2354; "officers and duties,"
2356, (Indians) 2373-2376, 2387, 2388, 2389; "offenoes," 2390 ;
"appeal," 2361, 2364, 2366, 2396; "preamble," 2759 (iii); on
M. to refer back to Com., 3051; in Com., 3052, 8062; on M. for
30 (Amt) 3052; on Amt. (Mr. ,Jenkins) 3054; on Amt. (Mr.
Wldon) 3059; on M. for consda, of B., on Amt. (Mr. Holton)

3070; (Amt.) 3 m. h., 3071 (Iv).
MITCHELL, Mr.: on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartoright) to M. for 2,

1145, (explanation) 1149; in Com., "person (Indians) 1577,
(Chinese) 1582 (ii); "qualifications, tc.," 1807, (Amt.) 1938;
(manhood suffrage) 1959, 1980, (Amt.) 1987, 1991, 2069, 2072
(iii).

MULOCK, Mr.: on M. for Com., 1379, 1384, (woman suffrage)
1421, 1426-1430; "owner," 1473; "tenant," 1482; "occu-
pant," 1484; "personI" (Indian) 1520, 15'P: "Inctual value,"
1607; "qnalifications, &c.," 1715-1723 (1.) .892, 1887; (man-
hood suffrage) 1978, (Amt.) 1985, 1992, 2000, 2053, (Amt )
2054, 2059, 2064, 2070, (Amt.) 2072, 2073, 2076; "who shall

1
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not vote" (Indians) 2137; "registration," 2223-2227, 2248,
2272, 2286, 2287, 2291, 2300, 2302, 2317; "revision of liste,"
2322, 2327, 2329, 2331, 2335, 2340, 2349; "general provisions,"
2354; " appeal," 2360, 2363 ; "officers and duties " (Indians)
2372 (iii); "preamble," 2758; on Amt. (Mr. Jenkina) to M.
for 3°1(Amt.) 3061; on M. to refer back to Com., 3052; in
Com., 3052; on M. for 39 (Amt.) 3052 (IV).

'AINT, Mr.: in Comi., "qualifications, &c.," 1991, 2072, 2077,
2078 ; "who shall not vote " (Indians) 2166 (iii).

PLA7TT, Mr. : on M. for Com., 1336-1341, (woman suffrage)
1439; "person " (Indian) 1525; "actual value," 1606 (ii) ;
"qualifications, &c.," 1784-1789; (manhood suffrage and
Indians) 1977; " revision of lista," 2343; " who shall not
vote" (Indians) 2127-2129 (iii).

PA2TERSON, Mr. (Brant): on M. for Com., 1360-1364; in Com.,
"persoa" (Indian) 1489, 1492, 1571, 1574 (ii); "qualifications,
&c.," 1793-1798, 1800-1804, 1931,' (manhood suffrage) 1981,
2004, (Indian) 2013-2019, 2056, 2059, 2074, 2079, 2084; "1who
shall not vote " (Indians) 2123-2127, 2162 ; "registration,"
2259-2263, 2199-2205, 2269, 2273, 2279, 2283, 2285, 2291, 2298,
2300, 2315, 2318; "revision of listse," 2337; " officers and
duties," 2356, (Indian) 2367-2369, 2376, 2387; "appeal,"
2367 ; "offences, 2391 (iii); on M. to refer back to Com., 3052;
on M. for consdn. of B. (Amt.) 3068; on M. to conc. in Amts.,
3071 (iv).

PA7TTERSON, Mr. (Esex): in Coma., "qualifications, &c.," 1986
(iii).

RJNPRE, Mr.: in Com., "person " (Indian) 1506, 1538; "qua-
lifications, &c.," 1680-1683 (ii).

ROYAL, Mr.: in Com. (woman suffrage) 1390 (ii).
RYKERT, Mr. : in Comn., I usafructuary," 1450; "tenant," 1477

(ii); "qualifications, &c.," 1761-1770, 2002, 2058; "revision
of list," 2342 (iii).

SHAKESPEA RE, Mr.: in Com. (woman suffrage) 1391; "per-
son" (Chinese) 1583, 1591 (ii); "qualifications, &c." (Indians
and Chinese) 1974 (iii).

BOMERVIL LE, Mr. (Brant): on M. for 20, 1269-1272; in Com.,
" woman suffrage," 1441; " person" (Indian) 1549 (ii);
"who shall net vote" (Indians) 2129-2133; " registration,"
2276, 2291, 2296 (iii); on M, for consdn. of B. (Amt.) 3065 (iv).

SPROULE, Mr.: in Com., "person" (Indian) 1492, 1551;
"actual value," 1598: "qualifications, &c." (Indians) 1850,
2012, 2073; "registration," 2248; "appeal," 2361, 2366;
"officers and duties," 2388, 2389 ; "offences," 2390 (iii).

BTAIRS, Mr. : on Amt. (fr. McIntyre) to M. for 30, 3057 (iv).
TASCREREAU, Mr.: on M. for 2e, 1236; in ComI., "usufructu-

ary," 1447 (ii).
TASS, Mr. : in Com., "who shall not vote, " 2093, 2097 (iii).
TAYLOR, Mr.: in Com., "qualifications, &c.," 2061 (iii).
TEMPLE, Mr.: in Com., "qualifications, &c.," 2054, 2058, 2084;

"revision of liste," 2341 (iii).
TRO W, Mr.: in Com. (woman suffrage). 1460 ; "farmera' sons,"'

1594; "actual value,' 1596 (ii) ; "qualifications, &c.," 1908,
2056, 2073, 2076; "1who shall not voteI" (Indians) 2133, (Amt.)
2163; " registration," 2240, 2280; " revision of list," 2343
(iii) ; on M. for consdn. of B. (Aimt.) 3063 (iv).

TOWNSHEND, Mr.: on M. for 2, 1249-1254; in Com. (Amt.)
(woman suffrage) 1388; agreed to, 1442 (vol. ii),

TOPPER, Mr.: in Com., "lqualifications, &c.," 1643, 1832,
2250 (iii).

VAIL, Mr. : on M. for 20, 1274-1277; in Com., "farmers' sons,"
1594; "actual value," 1606 (il); "1qualifications, &c." (&mt.)
1829-1832, 1990, 1994, 1999-2002, 208i, 2085, 2394;; "lwho shall
not vote " (Indians) 2165; "registration," 2190, 2249, 2278,
(Amt.) 2280, 2288, 2294, 2316 (iii).

WALLACE, Mr.: on M. for Com., 1341; in Com., "tenait,"
1477, 1478; "personI" (Indian) 1491 ; "actual value," 1602,
1604 (ii); "qualifications, &c.," 2002, 2066, 2083 (iii).

1

cxïi
FRANKCHISE, ELECTORAL, B.-ontinued.

WArSON, Mr.: on M. for 20, 1274; in Comn. (woman snfrage)
1468; "person " (Indian) 1492, 1522, 1542; "occupant," 1484;
" actual value," 1606 (ii); "qualifications, &o." (Indians)
1853, (Amts.) 1933, 1990, 1992, 2008, (Indian) 2058 ; "registra-
tion," 2268, 2295; "revision of lista," 2344 (iii); on Amt. (Ur.
Jenkinm) to M. for 3° (Amt.) 3061 (iv).

WELDON, Mr.: on Amt. (Sir Richard Caritright) to M. for 2',
1149; in Com., " nsufructuary," 1452; " owner," 1472;
"tenant," 1478; "person " (Indian) 1493, (Chinese) Ilfarm,"
1592; "parish," 1593; "farmera' sons," 1595; "actual
value " (Amt.) 1596, 1600 ; "qualifications, &o.," 1727-1731
(h), (Amt.) 1805; "registration," 2253, 2277, (Amta.) 2278,
2282, 2283, 2286, 2288, 2289, 2291, 2297, 2310, 2316; "revision
of lista," 2323, 328, 2339, 2341, 2343, 2349 (iii); on Amt. (i[r.
Jenkins) to M. for 30 (Amt.) 3058; on consda. of B. (Amt.)
3068 (iv).

WHITE, Mr. (CardJwell): on Amt. (Ifr. Laurier) to K. for 21, 1192-
1197 (ii); "qualifications, &o.," (manhood suffrage) 1945,
1996, (Indian) 2Ô19; " registration," 2245, 2283 (iii).

WHITE, Mr. (Hastings): in Com., "peirson" (Indian) 1492 (ii);
"qualifications, &o." (manhood suffrage and Indians) 1983,
2008, 2067; "who shall not vote," 2088, 2092, (Indians) 2155-
2157 (iii).

WHITE, Mr. (Renfreow): in Com., "qualifications, &c.," 1996 (iii).
WILSON, Mr. : in Com. (woman suffrage) 1417; "occupant,"

1484; "person'' (Indian) 1515, 1536; "qualifications, &c.,"
1723-1727 (ii), 1901, (manhood suffrage) 1960, 1986, 1989, 2060,
2068, 2073, 2077; "who shall not vote" (Indians) 2120-2122 ;
"registration," 2205-2207, 2265, 2287; "'appeal," 2362, 2367
(iii).

WOOD, Mr. (WestmorelandJ): in Com , "qualifications, &c.,"
1731 (i).

WOODWORTH, Mr.: on M. for 20, 1228-1234; in Com., "persn"
(Chinese) 1584 (ii).

WRIGHT, Ur.: on Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) to M. for 20,
1143 (ii).

TEO, Mr. : in Com, "qualifications, &c.,I" 1847 (il).
[For Quzs. cr ORDER, &c., &c., See "ORDER," "PRIYituGu," and

" PaoCnDuna."j

FRivsEa, D. M., AN DEPT. OF AGRICULTURE, CoR. BETWIEN:

M. for copies* (Mr. Robertson Shelburne) 533 (i).
Fredericton and St. Mary's Ry. Bridge Co.'s

incorp. B. No. 50 (Mr. Temple). 1°*, 170; 2°*,
289 (i); in Com. and 30*, 873; Sen. Amts. cono. in,
1386 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 26.)

FREE FISHING ALLOWED AMERICAN FSHEMEN: Ques. (Mr.
Vail) 3321 (iv).

FREEMAN, J. N., AND SAWDUST LAW IN N.S.: M. for Rot,
(Mr. Forbe.) 147 (i).

FREE TRANSPORT OF BODIES OF VOLUNTIERS KILLED: QUOS.
(Mr. Blake) 2029 (iii).

FRENCII CANADIANS IN CUSTOMs DEPT.: Ques. (Mr. De St.
George8) 1914; (Mr. Catudal) 2171 (iii).

FRENCH CANADIANS, REPATRIATION Op, SOHEME : M. for Rot.*
(Mr. Blake) 533 (i).

FUEL FOR SETTLERS INi TRE N.W.: M. for copies of Cor., &o.
(M.r. Blake) 61 (i).

FUNERAL EXPENSES OF AOMLLE BLAIS : QUeS. (lir.
Langelier) 2169 (iii).

Gas and Ga Neters Inspection Acts Amt. B.
No. 119 (Mr. Costigan). Res. prop., in Com. and 1°
of B., 837 (i); 2°, 2419; in Coin; and 3 9*, 2439 (iii).
(48-49 Tic., c. 69.)



INDEX%
GAS COKE: in Com. ou Ways and Means, 783 (ii).
GATINEAU RY. 00.' SUBSIDY : prop. Res. (Mr. Pope) 3458 (iv).
GATLING GUNS FOR USE oF TRooPs IN N.W.: Ques. (Mir.

Robertson, Hastings) 813 (ii).
GAUDET, MR. A.: Oertificate of Election and Roturn of, 1.
GAUVREAU, JULES, SALARY AND EXPENSES As FIsiiERiY

OVERSEER : Ques. (Mr. Blondeau) 290-; M. for copies of
Rep.,* 532 (i).

General Inspection Act, 1874, Amt. B. 135 (Mr.
Costigan). Res. (ChiefInspector) prop., 1306); in Com.,
1307; cone. in and 1* of B., 1320 (ii); 2° and in Coin.,
2548; 30, 2555 (iii). (48-49 Vie., c. 66.)

GENEVA GIN AND BRANDY: in Com on Ways and Means,
3224, 3229 (iv).

GEoLOGICAL SURVEY: in Coin. of SUp., 3346 (iv).
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OP THE DoM., MANAGEMENT OF: Ques.

(Mr. Hall) 114 (i).
GLAMIS POST OFFICE, ENQUIRY IESPECTING: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 1131 (ii).
GLUCOSE SYRUP : in Com. on Ways and Means, 849 (ii).

GOLD RESERVE, GovT.: M. for copies of Cor. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 351; Stmnt. (Sir Leonard Tilley) 361 (i).
GOODS IMPORTED FOR CONSUMPTION : M. for Stmnt. (Sir

Richard Cartiright) 30 (i).
GoODWIN, GEORGE: See "ITUENT VALLEY CANAL."

GoSSELIN, EUaÈNE, RECORD IN TIIE MATTER OP : M. for copy

(Mr. Amyot) 703, 704 (i).
GoVT. AGENTS IN THE N.W.T., FERS i'RoM SETTLERS: Ques.

(Mr. Blake) 2170 (iii).
GOvT. BONDS, DISAPPEARANCE OF, FROM VAULTS : QuOS. (Mr.

Blake) 3371 (iv).
GOVT. BUSINESS: RemarkS, 211, 595 (i), 1741 (ii), 2996,

3293, 3427, 3444 (vi).
GOVT. DEPOSITS IN BANKS: M. for Stm nît. (Sir Lichard

Cartwright ) 29 (i).
GOVT. EMPLOYÉS ALONG LINE OF C.P. R,-: M. for names, &c.*

(Mrl. McMullen) 56 (i).
GOVT. RMPLOYÉS IN B. C.: M. for Rot. (NIr. Baker, Victoria)

1442 (ii).
GOVT. LOANS: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 2465 (iii).

GOVT. MEASURES, PRECEDENCE: on Thursdays after Que'.

by Members, 451; on Wednesdays after Routine, 965;
on Mondays aftor Ques. by Members, 1336; Ms. to take
in Saturdays, 1824 (iii), 3246, 3459 (iv).

GOVT. MORTGAGE ON C.P.R., CHANGES IN RELATION TO.: Quei.

(Mr. Blake) 36 (i).
GOVT. NOTES IN CIRCULATION: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 2465

(iii).
GOvT. OFFICIALS IN THE N. W., COMMUNICATIONS W(TII: Ques.

(Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
GoVT. OF PTE N.W.T.: in Com0. ofSup., 3213 (iv).
GOVT. PROPERTIES INC Co. or RICELIEU: M. for Stmnt.*

(à&r. Massue) 147 (i).
GovT. PRINTING AND ADVIERTISING: Remarks (Mr. Soner-

ville, Brant) on M. for Coin. of Sup., 3033-3039 (iv).
GovT. RYs., RETURiN TICKETS oN: M. for Rat. (Mr. Weldon)

706 (i).
15

GOVT. RIGHTS TO WATERt LOTS ON RivEas: Ques. (hfr.
fanasse) 2238 (iii).

GOVT. SECTIONS OF C. P. R. IN B. C., WORIZ[NG OP, nY CoN-
TRACTORS: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 632 (i).

GoVT. STEAMERS. See "MARINE " and "SUPPLY."
GOVT. YARDS IN MONTREAL: Quo8. (Ur. Gault) 57 (i).
GOVERNOR GENERAL:

COMMONSSJUMONINa Or, TO SENATE, 2 (i), 3475 (iv).
SrEcu RoM TuRoNE 6N OPENio or PAÎILT., 2; Roply to Address,

113 (i).
SPEECH FRoM TuRoNE PRoROGUrmI PARLT., 3475 (iv).

Gov. GENL.'s SECRETARY, LETTER FROM, re Royal ARsont to
Bills, 1514 (ii); from Deputy, reProrogation, 3473 (iv).

Gov. GENL.'8 SECRETARY's OFFICE: in COm. Of Sup., 88 (ii).
GRADES AND CURVES ON C.P.R. AS FAR AS CONSTRUCTED,

EXCLUSIvE oF LINE FROM FOOT OF ROCKY MTS. TO
KAMLooPs: M. for Stinnt.* (Mr. Blake) 145 (i).

GRADES AND CURVES ON LINE FROM FOOT OF ROCKY MTS.,
&c.: M. for Stmnt. and Plan* (Mr. Blake) 67 (i).

GRADES, CURVES AND TANGENTS ON C.P.R.: Quo. (Ur.
Blake) 632, 694, 744 (i), 888 (ii), 2239 (iii).

GRANDIN, BisiioP, COMMUNICATIONS WITHi GOVT.: Ques. (Mr.
Blake) 3423 (iv).

GRANT, ALIIN, POSITION OF, UNDER GOVT.: Qus. (Mir.

Forbes) 429 (i).
GRANT, G. (MIL1TIA DEPT.) SUPERANNUATION OF: QU08. (Mr.

MeMullen) 2531 (iii).

GRANT Or $1,700,000 FOR N. W. EXPENSES: in COm. On
Ways and Means, 2532, 2559 (iii).

GRAND PILES To LAKE ST. JOHN RY. SBBIDY: prop. Ros.
(Mr. Pope) 3458 (iv).

GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY:
ACCIDENTS AND CABUALTIES : M. for Rot. (Mr. Mitchell) 226 (i).
DoUntE TRÀOK DSTWUNN MONTRIRAIL AND TORONTO, ASSURANC11, &C.,

aIVN T>, GovT.: M. for copy, &c. (Mr. Mitchell) 143 (i).
IMPORTATION OF RAILS: Ques. (Mr. Mitchell) 1566 (i).
MAi. SERvicz, TOvO AND OTTAWA: M. for Stmat. (Mr. Cameron,

Middtesex) 816 (ii).
RETUN, IMliFrECT, RiRsENTED iY Mi. IlioK oN: Romarks (Mr.

Mitchell) 860, 862; Ques. 1278 (ii).
P.RTURtNS REQUIlED UNDER AOT Or 1879, &C., MILES or MAIN LiNI, &C.

M. for Ret. (Mrr. Mitchell) 229 ().
RETRNS, ENQUIRIES 1poi: (Mr. Mitchell) 566, 662 (i), 860, 964,

1278 (ji), 2393 (iii), 3000, 3395 (iv).

STOoKIOLDERs LiST, RET. RESPECTINCI: QueS. (Mr. ell)-
101, 350 ; Remarks, 113 (i), 2210 (iii). a

-- M. for Ret. (Mr. Mitchell) 234.

ANSWER OP MR. HICKE0N : QueS. (br. Mtitclll) 927 (ii).
AcrIN Or MiR. HICKSON: Ques. (Mr. lilchell) 1094 (I).

-- ENFOECEMENT OF ORDERî or h8or: Quo8. (Mr. Mitcell)
3426 (iv).

GRADUATES oF ROYAL MIL. COL.: M. for Ret. (SirRichard
Cartwright) 313 (i).

GRAIN, &c , ABOLITION OF DUTY ON: M. for Rot. (Mr. Cam-

eron, Middlesex) 54 (i).
GRANTS OF DOMINION LANDS. See "LAND GRANTS," &0.

GRAVENHURST BAY AND RIVER SEVERN CANAL : M. for Cor.

(Mr. Cochburn) 56, 202 (i).
GRAviNG DOCK, ESQUINALT, B.C. Sec "ADvANCES To PRO.

VINCES."

GRAzINo LAND LEABS, GEOuAPHICAL POSITION, AC.: M. for

Ret.* (Uir. Charlton) 209 (1).
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INDEX,
GREAT AMERICAN AND EUROPEAN SHORT LINE RY.: M. for

Ret. (Mr. Paint) 78 (i).
GREAT VILLAGE RIVER IMPROVEMENTS, COLCIIESTER, N. S.:

M. for Stmnt. in detail*(Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 67 (i).

Great Western and Lake Ont. Shore Junction
Ry. Co.'s B. No. 38 (Mr. Ferguson, Welland). 1°*,
125; 2°*, 179; in Com. and 30*, 490 (i). (48-49 Vic.,
c. 18.)

GREGORY, J. U., REP. OF ENQUIRY MADE BY, re P1SnERIES: M.
for copies* (Mr. Blondeau) 532 (i).

GRENVILLE CANAL: in Com. of Sup., 3418 (iv),

GRENVILLE, SOUTHI, ELECTION: Ret. of Member, 3072 (iv).
GREY. See "REFUND oF Ry. BON USES."

GUAr, MR.: Returned as Member elect for Levis, 1385 (ii).
GUERIN, LISTER, REP. OF SURVEY OF IMPROVEMENTS ON TIHE

OTTAWA RIVER: Ques. (Mr.. White, Renfrew) 1040 (ii).
GUNS USED IN THE FIGTIT WITII POUNDMAKER: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 2170 (iii).
GUILLET, MR.: unseated on judgment of Supreme Court,

593 (i); Returned and took seat 1192 (ii).
HIALF-BIRE EDS:

CLAIMS OF FRENCHT AT ST. LAURENT: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2353 (iii).
CLAIMS OF UNENUMERATED (MAN.) : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1743, 3428 (iv).
CLAIMS RECOGNIZED AND REJECTED BY CoMMIssIoN ; Ques. (Mr. Blake)

2169 (iii).
CLAIMS, &C., IN N.W.T. : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1474 (ii).
CoMusioN: Ques. (tir. Royal) 1566; sittings of: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 1567; claims recognized and rejected by : Ques. (Mr.
Blake) 2169 (Iii).

DUMAs, M., APPOINTMENT As FARM INSTRUCTOR : Ques. (Mr. Blake)
3t25 (iv).

DUMOE T, G., AND FERRY LICENsE ; Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).

GRIEvANCEs, DUTY OF GOVT. : M. for adjrnnt. (Mr. Blake) 2030
(iii) ; Memorials, Answers to: Q ues (Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv) Se
"IWAYS AND MEANS."

INDIAN SYMPATHY WITH : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
IsBESTER, APPOINTMENT AS FARM INSTRUCTOR : Ques. (Mr. Blake)

3425 (iv).
MINORS (MAN.) CLAIMS PREFERRED AND REJECTED ; Ques. (Mr. Blake)

2169; temporarily absent : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1743; unenumer-
ated, 1743 (iii), 3126, 3428 (iv).

NORTH-WEST COUNCIL, RES. re CLAIMS: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3125 (iv).
PETITIONS, &C., ON HALF.BREEDS AND SETTLERS' CLAIMS : Ques.

(Mr. Blake) 3426 (iv).
PLOTS ON THE SASKATCHEWAN : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1567 (ii).
QU'APPELLE, REP. OF MR. WALSH : QUeS. (Ur. Blake) 3426 (iv).
REsERvEs AND HIOMESTEADS: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1567 (ii).
REsUMÉ OF EVENTS sINCE 1878 : Res. in Arnt. to Com. on Ways

and Means (Ur. Blake) 3075 (iv).
SCHMIDT, L., ANSWER TO LETTER OF: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv)

Employment by Govt. : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1915 (iii).
ScRIP : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1567, 1914 (iii).
SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS AND UNDISTURBED OCCUPATION : Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 1567 (ii).
[See " DISTURBANCE IN THIE N,W."]

HALIFAX STEAM NAVIGATION Co,, MONEYS PAID BY GOVT.
TO : M. for copies of Reps., &o. (Mr. Blake) 210 (i).

HALTON. See "CAN. TEMP. ACT," "INDIANS, &c.

Hamilton, Guelph and Buffalo Ry. Co.'s incorp.
B. No. 77 (Mr. Eilvert). 1°*, 313 : 2°*, 405 (i);
in Com. and 3'*, 1007 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 22.)

Hamilton Provident and Loan Society B. No.
114 (Mr. Kilvert). 1°*, 783; 2°*, 816 ; in Com. and
30, 1352 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 30.)

HlARBORS IN GUYSBOROUGH COUNTY, RE-SURVEY OF: Ques.

(Mr. Eirk) 51 (i).
Harbor Commissioners of Three Rivers, Ad-

vance to, authorization B. No. 150 (Mr.
Bowell). Res. prop., 2497; Res. in Com., 2555 (iii) ;
1°* of B., 2751; 20 m., 2934; in Com., 2935; 30*,

2957 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 76.)

Harbor Master, Halifax, Appointment of, Act
Amt. B. No. 148 (Mr. McLelan). Res. prop,, 2421;
in COm., 2522; Res. conc. in and 10* of B., 2534 (iii);
2°*, in Com. and 30*, 2772 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 78.)

IAIiBORS. See "MARINE " and " PUBLIC WORKS."

HARDWARE AND SUPPLIES FURNISiiED DEPT. MARINE AND

FISHERIES AT HALIFAX : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Forbes)

533 (i); Ques., 1914 (iii).
HARDWARE AND RY. SUPPLIES, PURCIHASE OF BY DEPT. OF

RYS. AND CANAL s: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Forbes) 1442 (ii);
Ques, 1915 (iii).

Hatzfeld, Geo. L. E., Relief B. No. 107 (Mr.
Kilvert). 1° on a div., 672; 2Q (Y. 87, N. 40) 691 (i);
in Com. and 30 on a div., 873 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 38.)

IIAY DUTIES, See " DUTIES."

HEALTIH OFFICERS. See "INSTRUCTIONS."

HEALTIH STATISTICS: in COm. Of Sup., 2766 (iV).

HEATING PUBLIC BUILDINGS, COST OF: M. for Stmnt. (Mr.
Blake) 90 (i).

HENEY, JOHN, GOVT. PROPERTY OCCUPIED BY: Ques. (Mir.

ilolton) 3126 (iv).

HIGH COMMISSIONER:
AMOUNTS PAID ON ACCOUNT; M. fOr Ret. (Mr. Mcullen) 210 (i).
COMMERCIAL RELATIOXS BETWEEN FRANCE AND CANADA: M. for Cor.

(Mr. Amyot) 825 (ii).
COR. re ANTWERP INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION: M. for copies (Me.

Bergeron) 305 (i).
IMPERIAL FEDERATION, COR. BETWEEN AND GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Edgar)

51 (i).
IN Com. or Scp.: 3386 (iv).
INSTRUCTIONS TO, RESPECTINGIMMIGRATION: Ques. (Mr. Mackintosh)

290 (i).
OFICE 0Fo: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Blake) 44 (i).

PAYMENTS, CLAIMS, &C. : M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 44 (i).
REP. AiD DESPATCHES TO GOvT.: M. for copies (&fr. Blake) 56 (i).
SALARY AND POsITION: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Blake) 210 (i).

HOLLAND, GEO. AND ANDREW, SERVICES As REPORTERS AND

SIIORT-IIAND WRITERS: M. for Stmnt.*(Mr.Auger)147 (i).
HOMESTEADS WITHIN THE RY. BELT: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 479,

567 (i).
HOOP IRON: in Com. on Ways and Means, 807 (ii).

HlOUGHTON, COL., MISSION TO N. W. IN 1884: Ques. (Mr.
Blake) 3425 (iv).

HORSES FOR TRooPs IN N. W., PURCHASE 0Fo: Ques. (Mr.
Trow) 1306 (ii).

HOUsE FURNISuING HARDWARE: in Com.' on Ways and

Means, 848 (ii).
liOUSE OF COMMONS:

ACCOMMODATON FOR MEMBERS : Remarks (Sir Rickard Oartwright)
49 (i).

ANNUAL REGISTER, MORGAN's: in COM. Of Sup., 3351 (iv).

BLACK RoD: Mess. from Gov. Geni., 2 (i), 1516 (ii), 2475 (iii).
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HOUSE OF COMMONS-Continued.

CoMMISSIONERS, REP. re STAFF : presented (Mr. Spea ker) 2497: Ques.
(Mr. Fisher) 2750; increased expenditure under: in Com. of
Sup., 3449 ; conc., 3470 (iv).

COMMITTEES, EXTRA EXPENSES : in Com. of Sup., 2795 (iv).
CONTINGENCIES: in Com. of Sup., 2796 (iv).
DEBATES, OFFICIAIL REP.: M. for Com. to supervise, 28 (i). See

general beading.
ELECTION ExPENSiS, RETURNING OFFICERS, MONTREAL: in COIn. of

Sup., 3151 (iv).
FRANCHISE, ELECTORAL. See "FRANCiiISE.
GRENVILLE, SOUTr, ELECTION: Ret. of Member elect, 3072 (iv).
HACHÉ, JACQUES, GRATUITY TO: in oM of SUp , 3450 (iv).
INCREASED INDEMNITY TO MEMBERS: in Com. of Sup., 3470 (iv).
INDEMN1TY TO MEMBURS ABSENT THROUGH SICKNESS: QueS. (Mr. irow)

3473 (iv). See B. 116.
INDEMNITY TO MEMBEIRS ON ACTIVE SERvICE: prop. M. (Mr. White,

Cardwell) 812 (i).
INTERNAL ECONOMY COMMISSION: Mess. from. His EX., 40 (i).
LENNOx ELECTION: Judge's Rep. read (Mr. Speaker) 1 (i).
LÉvis ELECTION: Judgment of Supreme Court read (Mr. Speaker)

593 (i).
LIBRAREy: M for Joint Com., 36; Mr. Bo2rinot's work : scarcity of

cOpiei, 40; Office of Librarian : Remarks (Mr. Blake) 41 (i).
MEMIERS' INDEMNITY ACT AMT. See B. 116.
MEMBERS INTRODUOED, 1, 133 (i), 1192, 1385 (ii), 3072 (iv).
NEw MEBERS, RETURN OF, 1, 1192, 1385 (ii), 3072 (iv).
NORTHUMBERLAND ELECTION: Judgment of Supreme Court read (Mr.

Speaker) 593 (i).
OFFICIAL REP. Se6 1'DEiITES."
OPENING: Communication from Gov. Gen. by Black Rod, 1

Speech from the Throne, 2 (i).
PRINTING COM.'s SECOND REP.: M. to cOnc. in (Mr. White, Card-

well) 149 (i) ; SEVENT H REP., 1822 (iii) ; NINTII REP., 3293;
TENTIH REP., 3393 (iv).

PRINTING, PAPER AND BOOKBINDING: in Com. of Sup., 991 (ii), 2793
(iv).

PROROGATION: Communication from Deputy of Gov. Genl.' Scc.,

3473; Speech from the Throne, 3475 (iv).

ROYAL AsSENT TO BILLS, 1516 (ii), 2475 (iv).

SALARIES, &C.: in Com. of Sup., 991 (ii).
SELECT STANDING COMS.: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 2; M. for

Com. to prepare Liste, 27; Lista presented, 30; coac. in, 32;
Remarks (Mr. Blake) 67 (i).

SENATE, COMMONS SUMMONED TO BY MESS, 1 (i), 3475 (iv).

SESSIONAL CLERKS, EXiTRA EXPENSES: in Com. of Sup., 2795 (iv).

SITTINGS OF THE OUSE : Irregulatity in meeting: Remarkg, 2996
(iv); M. to meet at 1 o'clock, 1744 (iii); M. for two sittings

each day, 3459 (iv)
SoULANGEs ELECTION: Judgment of Suprem3 Court read (Mr.

Speaker) 1 (i).
SPEAKER, DEPUTY, SALARY: in Com. of Sup., 3351 (iv).

STAFF, CoMMISSION ON REORGANISATIoN: Rep. presented (11r.

Speaker) 2497 (iii) ; Ques. (Mr. Fisher) 2750 ; increased

expenditure under: in Com. of Sup., 3149; conc., 3170 (iv).

STATIONERY, &C., USED: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 290 (Î).

VACANCIES, NOTIFICATION OF (Mr. Speaker) 1 (i).
VENTILATION OF THE CRAMsER: Remarks (Sir Richard Cartwright)

2676 (iv).

WEST MIDDLESEx ELECTION: Judge's certificite and Rep. read (Mr.

Speaker) 1 (1).
WRITS OF ELECTION: Warrants issued for, 1, 519 (i).

HUDSON BAY EXPEDITION, SUPPLIES FURNISIIED TO: QUOS.

(Mr. Vail) 783 (ii); in Com. of Sap., 3245 (iv).
HUGHES, D. J. CHARGES AGAINST: QueS. (Mr. WilSon) 77;

M. for copies of Papers and Cor., 98 (i).
HURON AND ONT. SHIP CANAL Co.'s B. No. 69 (Mr.

Tyrwhitt). 10*, 269 ; 20*, 428 (i) ; in Com. and 3°*,

1007; Sen. Amta. cone. in, 1386 (ii). (48-49 Vic.,

c. 27.)

HURON AND SUPERIORi, iAK-EsP, SURYEys op: in Com. of
Sup., 3244 (iv).

Ice, Unguarded Openings, &c. ec B. 22.
IMMIGRATION:

ALLAN LiNE, PAYMENlTS FOR ASSISTED PASSAGES : Ques (Sir ichsrd
Cartwright) 567 (i) ; M. for Ret.' (Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii).

BIUILDINOS AT LEvIs : Ques. (Mr. Belleau) 89 (i).
CHINESE, Eir. 0F CoiMMissIoNERs: presonted (Mr. Chapleau).
MAN. AND N. W., CoR. BETWEEN C.P.R. Co. AND )GOvT. : M. for

copies' (Mr. Blake) 147 (i).
OFFICE AT QUEREC, EMîLOYvs: M. for Ret. (Mr. Landry, Mont.

magny).

PA ur aaLAIMMI(iIIANTs, TtyR%>isis: Ques. (Sir. Trow) 3475 (iv).

PRINTING AND ADVERTISIN(G: M. for Rot.* (Sir Richard Cartwrigh)
202 ().

REPATRIATION or FiENCIH CANAI)AN, ScuEsE: M. for Cor. (Mr.

Blake) 533 (i).
SETTLERS IN B. C. - Ques. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 189 (i).

DoM. DUaINU 1881: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 113 (i).
MAN. A ND N. W. T. : Ques. (Sir Richard Carteright) 113 (i).
MAIR. PRovs: Ques. (Mr. Gillmor) 148 (i).

N. W.:- M. for Stmut. (Mr. Blake) 45 (i).
SHEns AT MEDICINE HAT: Ques. (MIr. latson) 350 (i).

IMMIGRANT PATIENTS IN QUARANTINE: in COM. Of SUp.,
3358 (iv).

IMITATION PRECIOUS STONES: in Com On Ways and Moans,
846 (ii).

IMPERIAL GOVT., VOMMUNICATION W[ITi, rC DISTUIBANCE IN

TIIE N. W.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1744 (iii).
1IMPEIUAL FEDERATION, CoR. BETWEEN IGuH COMMISSIONER

ANID GOVT. : Ques. (Mr. Edgar) 51 (i).
IMPORTATION OF PRISON MANUFACTURES: Ques. (Mr. Platt)

2169 (iii).

IMPORTS AND EXPORTS, DISTINGUISHIINO PRODUoTSO F CAN-
ADA: M. for Rep.* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 30 (i).

IMPORTS VOR CONSUMPTION: M. for Stmnt. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 30 (i).
IMPROVED RIFLED ORDNANCE : il] CJm Of Sup., 2915 (iv).

INDIAN AFFAIS, DEPT Or., REP.: prcsonted (Sir John A.
3acdonald) 28 (i); in Com. of Sup., 901 (ii), 3410 (iv).

INCREASED DUTY ON ILOUR: Qu0s. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

744 (i).
INDIANTOWN ANID BOYSTOWN RY. SUBSIY: prop. Ros. (Mr.

Pope) 3458 (iv).

Indemnity to Members Act. Amt. B. No. 116
(Mr. Farrow). 10, 813 (ii).

INDEMNITY TO MEMBERS. Sec " u110UE OF COMMONs.
INDIAINS:

ADVANCEMENT ACT OF 1884, APPLICATION OF : Ques. (Mfr. Cockurn)
77 (i).

B. C., CoR. BETWEEN GOVT, OF CAN. AND B. C.: M. for copie (Mr.

Mille)83(i)
CHERRIER, G. E., AGENT AT CAUGIINAWAGA : M. for Ret.* (Mr. lol-

ton) 1443 (i).
EDUCATION OF, IN MAN. ANI N. W.T. : M. for Ret.* (Mr.Jirk) 1443 (i).

FoRT WILLIAM RESERVE: M. for copies of Cor.* (Mr. Blake) 1442 (ii).

IN CoU. oF SUP. Sece "SUPPLY."

INDUSTRIAL SCIIOOLS AT QU'APPELLE, -C.: in Com. of Sup., 2922 (ii).

LANDs In Tp. oF ToRoNTo: M. for List' (Mr. Fleming) 147 (i).

LANDS INViGER AGINCY: M.for Stmnt.* (Mr. De St.Georges) 1443 (ii).

LEBEL, A., AGENT ACTING WITHOUT SuRZTIas: Ques. (Mr. De St.

Georges) 1211 (ii).
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INDIANS-Cntinued.
MANITOBA AGENCY, MANAGEMENT, COIMMISSIONERS' REP. t M. for copy

(Mr. Charlton) 61 (i).

METLAKATL&, TROUBLES AT: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Shakespeare)
304 (i).

REsERVE LANDS IN B. C., PUICRASE OF, DY GOVT.: M. for Copies Of

Cor., &c.* (Mr. Baker, V'icorii) 1443 (i).
RESERVES AND HOMESTEADS: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1567 (i).
RESERVE, VICTOIA ARM, B.U.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1211 (i).
RISING OF THE STONIES: Ques. (1r. Blake) 863 (ii).
SCROOLS IN B. C., ESTABLISHMENT OF: M. for copies of Cor.* (Mr.

Baker, Victoria) 1413 (ii).
SCHOOLS IN MAN. AND N.W.T.: Quýs. (Ur. Kirk) 568 (i).
SUPERINTENDENTS, OFFICE OF : Ques. (Mr. Lister) 88 (i).
SUPPLIES IN TuE N.W., TENDERS : M. for Rets.* (Mr. Paterson, Branti

533 (i).
SYMPATEYrWITH HALE.BREEDSIN N.W.T. : Ques.(Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
TITLES IN ONT. ACQUIRED BY GOVT. : Ques. (Mr. Mills) 632 (i).
TITLE TO DISPUTED TERRITORY: Ques. (Mr. Mille) 594 (i).
TRAFALGAR, LANDS UNSOLD: M. for List* (Mr. McCraney) ,33 (i).

(Sec "DoM. LANDS," "DISTuRANCE IN THS N.W.," &c.

INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS AT QU'APPELLE AND IiH RIVER :

conc., 2922.
INDUSTRIES OF CANADA, COMMISSION RESPECTING : M. for

copy of Com., O. C., Cor., &c., and also Rep., &e. (Mr.

Blake) 56 (i).

Infectious or Contagious Diseases. See "ANIMALS."
INLAND FISIIERIES OF THE Dom., QUEEN VS. ROBINSON :

M. for copy of Judgment of Supreme Court (Mr.

O'Brien) 229 (i).
INLANID REVENUE, DEPT. OF: iRep. presented (Mr. Costigan)

28; in Com. of Sup., 901, 916 (ii).

INLAND REVENUE COLLECTOR AT SUMMERSIDE, P.E.I.:
Ques. (Mr. Yeo) 350 (i).

Inland Revenue. See "CONSOLIDATED."
INSOLVENCY AND BANKRUPTCY: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald)

for Soi. Com., 47; Mess. from lis Ex., 101; M. to ref.

Pets. t Sel. Com., 125 (i).

Insolvency B. No. 32 (Mr. Billy). 1°, 101 (i).
Insolvent Banks, Insurance Co.'s, Loan Co.'s,

&c., B. No. 66 (Mr. Edyar). 1°, 235 (i).

Insolvent Banks, Insurance Co.'s, Loan Co.'s,
&c., B. No. 127 (Mr. Edgar). 1°, 1094 (ii).

Insolvent Debtors, Distribution of Assets B.
No. 4(Mir.Curran). 1°, 29; 20* 619 (i); M. to tiansfer
to Govt. Orders, 1280; agreed to, 1281 (ii); Order
dschgd. and B. wthdn., 3375 (iii).

Insolvents, Discharge of past, B. No. 34 (Mr.
Beaty). 1°*, 113 (i).

Insolvents' Estates Equitable Distribution B.
No. 33 (Mr. Beaty). 1*, 113 (i).

Inspection Act. See " GENERA L."

INSPECTION OF BANKS, LEGISLATION RESPECTING: Ques.

(Kr. Casgrain) 51 (i); prop. Res., 81 (i).
INSPECTION 0OF FACTORIES, RES. RESPECTING, ON ORDER

FoR CoM : Remarks (Mr. Bergin) 606 ().

INSPECTORS OF PUn1C WORKs, RET. RESPECTINGU: Q1es.

(Mlr. Mackenzie) 606 (i).
INSPECTOR8 OR CLERKS OF WORKS, PERSONS EMPLOYED AS:

M. for Stmnt. (Sir Richard Cartwriqht) 139 (i).

INSTRUCTIONS TO GENL. MIDDLETON RESPECTING INSURGENTS:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2169 (iii).
INSTRUCTIONS TO HEALTII OFFICERS IN N.B., AND QUARAN.

TINE REGS.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Weldon) 1443 (ii).

INSURANCE:
CANADA AGRICULTURAL : M. for Ret. (Mr. Amnyot) 303 (i).
CONSOLIDATED INSURANCE ACT, 1877. See B. 20.

DOMINION GRANGE MUTUAL FIRS. Sec B. 55.

INSOLVENT CO'S. See Bs. 66 and 127.

LONDON LIFE INsURACE o. See B. 76.
ROYAL CANADIAN INSURANCE 00. See B. 43.
SUPERINTENDENCE OF.: in Com. of Sup., 2957; conc. 2958 (iv).

INSURRECTION. See "DISTURBANCE IN THE N.W." &c.
INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY:

CASUALTIES TO TRAINS FROm COLLISIONS, &C. : M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Burpee, Sunbury) 100 (i).
COAL CARRIED FROM SPRING HILL MINES"': M. for Ret. (Mr. McMullen)

533 (i).
COMMISSION RESPECTING CLAIMS AGAINST: M. for copies of 0. C., &c.*

(Mr. Burpee, Sunbury) 100 (i).
COMMISSION, SECRETARY TO, APPOINTMENT: M. for copy of 0. C.*

(Mr. Rykert) 187 ().
CONSTRUCTION TO INDIANTOWN: QueS. (Mr. Weldon) 744 (i), 816 (ii).

COST OF EQUIPMENT: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 816 (ii).
COST Or WORKING: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 202 (i).
EARNINGS AND WORKING EXPENSES: Quos. (1fr. Blake) 3073 (iv).

EQUIPMENT, VALUATION or: Qus. (Mr. Blake) 889 (ii).
FREE PASSES AND REDUCED PARE TICKETS: Ms. for Ret. (Mr. Gillmor)

234; (Mr. McMallen) 505 (i).
FRElGET AND PASSENGER EARNINGS, &C.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Davies)

1442 (ii).
FREIGHT RATE ARRANGEMENTS BETWEEN CAN. SHIPPING CO. AND TH§

SEAVER LINE : M. for Cor. (Mr. Blake) 144 (i).
PLANTE, J. B., CLAIM OF, FOR BOUSES KILLED: M. for copies (Mr.

Landry, Montmagny) 147 (i).
PULLMAN CARS, COR. RESPEcTI.NG: M. for copies (Mr. Welcdon).

RECEIPTS AND EXPENSES : QuneS. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 1744 (iii).
RECEIPTS AND EXPENSES: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 1744, 1914

(iii).
REVENUE AND WORKING EXPENSES: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Burpee, Sun-

bury) 101 (i).
ROBERTSON, J. D., CLAIM OF, re EXPROPRIATION OF FACTORY, &C. : M.

for Papers, &c.* (Mr. Mille) 1443 (ii).
ROLLING STOCK, PURCHASE, &o.: M. for Ret.*(Mr. Barpee, Sunbury)

101 ().
RY. CROSSING ON MILL ST. : MEMORIALS, &C. .* M. for copies (Ur.

Weldon) 1442 (û).
RY. SUPPLIES PURCHASED IN HALIFAX: M. fOr Stmt.* (Mr. Forbes)

1442 (i).
SALE OF TICKETS ON CHATHAM BRANCI: Ques. (Mr. Blgar) 2238 (iii).
SIMARD, M, J., RIP. RECOMMENDING PAYMENT TO G. LAVOIN FOR LAND

DAMAGRS : M. for copies (Mr. Langelier) 1443 (ii).
WIRE FENCES, CONTRACTS MADE EY GOVT. : M. for copies* (Mr. Wel-

don) 532 (i).

INTEREST PAID TO GOYT. BY C.P.R. Co. ON LOANS: Ques.
(Mr. Blake) 350 (i), 1677 (ii), 1955 (iii).

INTERIOR DEPTL. REP.: Appoal t IMeombers to Speak 1oudor

(Mr. Mitchell) 49 (i).
INTERIOR, DEPT. or, REP.: presented (Sir John A. Macdon-

ald) 28 (i); in Com. of Sup., 915, 968 (ii), 2764, 3408;
cor C., 3433 (iv).

INTERIOR, DEPT. OF, RECEIPTS: M. for StmDt. (Mr. Blake)
54 (i).

INTEIOR, ALLEGED FRAUDS AND IRREGULARITIES IN DEPT.
Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1915, 2170 (iii).
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INTZR1oR, MINISTER OF, ABSENCE OF: Remarks (Mr. Blake)

1131 (ii).
INTERNAL EOONOMY COMMISSION: Me0,s. fromn lis Ex., 40 (i).
International Coal Co.'s B. No. 51 (Mr. Desjardins).

1°*, 170; 2°*, 245; in Coin. and 3°*, 567 (i). (48-49
Vic., c. 29.)

INTERNATIONAL EXIHIBITION. See " ANTWERP."

International Ferries B. No. 17 (Mr. Patterson,
Essex). 10*, 46; 2° m., 254; 2°*, 256 (i).

Intoxicating Liquors, Traffl in, B. No. 70 (Mr.
Small). 1o, 270 (i).

INTOXICATING LIQuons. See "CAN. TEMp. ACT," and
"LIQUOR LICENSE ACT."

IRON, BOUNTIES ON MANUFACTURES oF: M. for copies of O.C.,
&c.* (Mr. Blake) 100 (i).

1SBESTER, J., APPOINTMENT AS FARM INSTRUCTOR : Ques.

(Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
ISLANDS IN RIVER ST. LAWRENCE, IïEASE OF, &c.: M. for

]Ret.* (Vlr. Wood, Brockville) 147 (i).
ISSUE AND REDEMPTION OF DOî. NOTES: in Com. Of Sup.,

897 (ii).
JACKSON. &eI "MIALF-BREEDS."

JENKINS, MR.: Certificate of Election and Return of, 1 (i).
JOINT COMMISSION, SURVEYS BETWEEN B.C. AND ALASKA : M.

for copies of Cor. (Mr. Gordon) 705 (i).
JONES, L. K., APPOINTMENT AS SEC. TO 1. C. R. CoMIssIoN :

M. for copies of 0.0. (Mr. Rykert) 187 (i).
JONES, W. H. (SEC. OF STATE'S DEPT.) SUPERANNUATION OF:

Quos. (Mr. .icMullen) 2530 (iii).
JUAN DE FUCA STRAITS, CABLE ACROSS, CosT: M. for

Stmnt. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 1443 (ii).
JUDGE CLARK, REP. OF, re CLAIMS SECTION B.: Ques. (Mr

Casey) 78; M. for copy, 132 (i).
JUDGE HUGHES, OFFICIAL CONDUCT OF: Quei. (Mr. Wlson)

77; M. for Rot., 98 (i).
JUDGE MEREDITII, RESIGNATION OP: M. flr COpy (Mr.

Laurier) 43 (i).
JUDGES IN N. B., APPOINTMENT FjR YEAR'S CIRCUIT: QueS.

(Mr. .Davies) 568 (i).
JUDGES OF PROVINCIAL COURTS. 6Se B. 161.
JUDICIAL REFORM IN THE N.W.T., PETITIONS, &c.: Ques.

(Mr. Blake) 1306 (ii).
JUDICIARY OF MAN. See B. 162.
JUDICIARY OF QUEBEC. See "SUPERIOR COUJRT."
JUDGMENTS RENDERED BY SUPREME COURT: M. for COpie8,

&C. (Mr. Landry, Montnagny) 533 (i).
JUSTICE, ADMINISTRATION OF: in COM. of Sap., 985 (ii).
JUSTICES OF THE PEACE. Sec 4lCRIMINAL LJAW."
JUSTICES OF THE PEACE, SUMMARY PROCEEDINGS BEFORE:

Ques. (Mr. Blake 1211 (ii). See 13. 128.
JUTE CLOTIH: in COm. on Ways and Means, 806 (ii).

JUSTICE, DEPT. OF: in Com. Of Sup, 893, 914 (ii).

KAVANAGII, J. C. See "DOMINION LANDS."
KEEWATIN DISTRICT: EXPENSES OF GOVT.: in Com. Of StP.,

3244 (iv).
KENTVILLE, N.S., DISMISSAL OF COLLECTOR: M. for Ret.

(Mr. Moffatt) 1442 (ii).
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KIMBER, R. E. See "BLAOK1 ROD."
KINGSTON liARBOR PREVENIVE OFFICERS' CLAIMS : M. for

Rot.* (Mr. Landry, Kent) 1442 (ii).
KINGSTON PENITENTIARY : in COM. Of Sup., 985 (ii).
KINGSTON. SCC " MARKET BATTERT and 4IlTE DU lONT."
KITS SERVED OUT TO TUE MILITIA : Ques. (Mr. Blake)

1568 (ii).

Kootenay Ry. Co., B. C., incorp. B. No. 83 (Mr.
Small). 1°*, 3419; 2°*, 5415 (i).

La Banque du Peuple B. No. 53 (Ur. Girouard).
10*, 170; 2°, 245; in Com. and 3°*, 693 (i). (48-49
Vic., c.8.)

LABORERS' WAGES, PAYMENT OF, ON C.P. R.: Ques. (UIr.Charl.
ton) 290 (i).

Lake Erie, Essex and Detroit Riv. Ry. Co.'s B.
No. 24 (Mr. Patterson, Essex). 1°*, 67; 2*, 113
in Com. and 3°*, 490 (i). (48-19 Vic., c. 21.)

LAKEFIELD AND YOUNO'S POINT DAMS: Qu s. (Mr. Blake)
1130 (ii).

LAKE SIMCOE FISIIERIES, PERMITS GRANTED : M. for Rot.*
(Mr. Mulocc) 1444 (ii); legislation respectiig ((Q1oS.)
3073 (iv).

LAKE Ti:MSCAMINGUE, MESSRs. PERLEY & GURN'S UEPS.

M. for copios (Mr. Whcite, Renfrew). 1010 (ii).
LAND AND SURVEYS OF ST. LAiURENT : Q0U0. (M '. Îia /C)

3424 (iv).
LAND AREA IN TIIE 48-MIL E BELT ACCEPTED BY C. .R. Co.:

Stmnt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 782 ; Stmuit. (Sir
Riector Langevin) 862 (ii).

LAND BOARDAT WINNIPEO: in Coin. ofSup., 3345 (iv).

LAND CLAIMS IN N.W.T., DUTIES OF MR. JUSSELL : Qu08.

(Mr. Blake) 2358 (iii).
LAND COMPANY AoENT. SeC "EDMONTON."

LAND GRANT ACCEPTED BY C.P.R. CO., NUMEUR OF ACREs:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 568, 744 (i).

LAND GRANT AND LAND) GRANT BONDB C.>. ., PRESENT

POSITION OF: M. for Snt.* (Mr. Blace) 100 (i).
LAND> GRANTS AND LAND GRANT BONDS TO RAILWAYS IN

MAN. ANI) N. W.: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Blake)

92 (i).

Land Grants to Rys. in the N.W.T. B. No. 147
(Sir Hector Langevin). Res. prop., 782 (ii); M. for

COm. on Les, 2440; in Com., 2401;, 2483, 2497; M. to
conc. in Res., 2533; 1°* of B., 2534 (iii); 20 m., 2770,

2854 ; in Com, 2855; Ordor for 3° road, Amts. (bfr.

Blake) 2890; neg. (Y. 46, N. 8p) 2893; Aits. (Mr.
Blake) neg. on same div., 2894 ; 3°*, 2894 (iv). (48-49

fic., c. 60.)
LAND IMPIROVEMENT FUND SETTLEMENT: QueS. (Mr-. Sproule)

1039 (ii).

LAND RESERVES OF B.C.: M. for Rot. (Ur. Baker, Victoria)
703 (i).

LAND SALES OR SETTLEMENT IN N.W., SOUTII OF 24.MILE
BELT: Ques. (Mr. Cameron, Buron) 2530 (iii).

LANDS IN RY. BELT IN B.C. AND JIOMEsTEAD ACT.: QfeB.
(Mr. ll'eson) 289 (i).
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LANDS NORTH AND WEST OF LAKE SUPERIOR: M. for Ret.
(Mr. Mills) 66 (i).

LANDS. See 4"DOMINION."

LANDS REJECTED BY C.P.R. CO. IN Ry. BELT: Stmnt. (Sir
John A. Macdonald) 965; outside Ry. Bolt, Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 927 (ii).
"LANSDOWNE," STEAMER, ENGINES AND BOILER: QuOs.

(Mr. Vail) 189 (i) ; COMMUNICATION WITII P.E.I.:
Quos. (Mr. Jenkins) 927 (ii).

LANGELIER, MR. F.: Cortificate of Election and Re-

turn of, 1 (i).
LAURIE, MAJ. GENL., MISSI)N OF, TO THE N.W.: Ques. (Mr.

Kirk) 2997 (iv).'
LAVIS's PATENT POLE AND MILITIA TENTS: Ques. (Mr.

Langelier) 2029 (iii).
LAVOIE, GEo. See "I.C.R."

Law of Evidence. See " CRIMINAL LAW."
LAW REPORTS, ONT.: in COm Of Sup., 3351 (iv).

LEDUC, FA.THER, AND MR. MALONEY, COMMUNICATIONS WITH

GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv).
LE FONDS POsT OFFICE, ESTABLISHMENT OF': Ques. (Bir.

Binfret) 816 (ii).
LEBEL, ANTOINE, INDIAN AGENT ACTING WITIIOUT SURETIES:

Ques. (Mr. De St. Georges) 1211 (ii).
LENNOX CONTROVERTED ELECTION: JudgOS Rep., warrant

issued and return of Member, 1.

LETTER CARRIERS. See "CIVIL SERVICE" . 31.
LETTER POSTAGE iREDUCTION: Ques. (Mr. Besson) 33; M.

for copies of Car., &,. (Mr. Charlton) 291 (i).
LETTER POSTAGE> REDUCTION OF: M. for copies of Cor., &e.,

(Mr. Charlton) 291 (i).
LEVELS, GRADES, TANGENTS, &C., FROM SUMMIT OF ROCKIES

TO MOODrY: Ques. (Hr. Blake) 888 (ii).
LEVIS CONTROVERTED ELECTION: Judgrment of Supreme

Court, 593 (i); Retarn of Member elect, 1385 (ii).

Library of Parliament Act Amt. B. 139 (Sir John
A. Macdonald). Res. prop., 1658; in Co m, 1666; 1°*
of B., 1670 (ii); 20, 2402 (iii); in Com., 2759; 30 m.,
Amt. (Mr. Laurier) neg. (Y. 51, N. 65) 2763; 3° on1

same div. reversed, 2763 (iv). (18-19 Vic., c. 45.)
LIBIARY OF PARLIAMENT: M. for Joint Com., 36; Mr.

Bourinot's Work: scarcity of copies, 40; Office of
Librarian: Remarks (&Ir. Blake) 41 (i); in Com. of
Sup., 2796 (iv).

LICENSE ACT, 1883, DECISION OF SUPREME COURT re : M. for
Ret.* (Kr. Blake) 533 (i).

LICENSE ACT, DoM., COMMISSIONERS UNDER: M. for Rot.

LICENSES OR PERMITS TO OUT TIMBER, &C., APPLICATIONS FOR

AND NOT GRANTED : M. for Rets.* ( Mr. Charlton) 209 (i).
LICENSES. See " DOMINION LANDS."

LIEUT..GOV. oF N.B.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 362 (i).
LIEUT.-GOV. OF QUEBEC, OATH OF OFFICE: Ques. (Mr. Cas-

grain) 479 (i).
LIFE-BOATS AND STATIONS : in Com. of Sup., 2947 (iv).
LIFE SAVING APPARITUS 1N C.B.: Ques. (àir. Dodd) 289 (i).
LIFE-SAVING SERVICE AT PORT IROWAN: M. fOr COpies Of

Cor. (Mr. Jackson) 142 (i).

LIGmousEs, &C. See "MARINE " and " PUBLIC WORtKs."

LIGHTHOUSE AND COAST SERVICE: in COm. Of Sup., 2951,

3250 (iv).
LiGHTHOUSE AND FOG-ALARMS, CONSTRUCTION OF: in COM.

of Sup., 2952 (iv).
LiGHTHOUSE AT QUACO, MEMORIALS OR COR: M. for copies*

(Mr. Weldon) 1442 (ii).
LiGHTSHIP AT LOWER TRAVERSE, WOOD SUPPLIES: M. for

Ret. (Mr. Casgrain) 30 (i).
LINDSAY, D., DEPUTY COLLECTOR OF INLAND REVENUE,

SUPERANNUATION OF: Ques. (Mr, McMullen) 2531 (iii).
LINGAN MINES, C.B., AIDING CIVIL POwER AT: in Comi. Of

Sup., 3452 (iv).
"LION," SEIZURE oF SCHOONER, IN N.S.: M. for copies of

Rep., &c.* (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 533 (i).
LIQuOR CERTIFICATES IN CO. oF HALTON: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

31cCraney) 67 (i).
LiQuOR LICENSE ACT, 1883, APPLICATION FOR AND LICENSES

GRANTED, &C.: M. forTRet. (Mr. Landerkin) 46 (i).

Liquor License Act, 1883, Amt. B. No. 58 (Mr.
Foster). 1°, 170; 2° m., 620; deb. adjd., 622 (i).

Liquor License Act, 1883, B. No. 134 (Sir John A.
Macdonald). 11, 1281 (ii) ; 2Q m., 2400; 2°*, 2402 (iii) ;
in Com., 2768, 2894; 30 M., Amt. (Mr. Mulock) 2958;
30*, 2961 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 74.)

LIQUOR LICENSE ACT, 1883, BOARDS OF CO3IMISSIONERS
UNDER : Ques. (Mr. Foster) 77 (i).

LIQUOa LICENSE AOT, 1883, CONSTITUTIONALITY OF: QuOs.

(Mr. Blake) 429 (i).
LiQUOR LICENSE ACT, IREGULATIONS DIRECTINo LICENSE

FUND UNDER: QueS. (Mr. Auqer) 76 (i).

LIQUOiR LICENSE ACT, PUTTING IN FORCE OF: in Coui. of

Sup., 3244 (iv).
LiQuoR. See "CAN. TEMP. ACT," &c.
LIQuoRs, REVENUE DERIVED PROM IMPORTATION, &C.: M.

for Stmnt. (Mr. Rykert) 313 (i).
LIQuOR LICENSE ACT, 1883, SUPREME COURT JUDGMENT:

Ques. (Mr. Desjardins) 29 (i).
(Bir. isergif ou¶J . LIVERPâOL HARBOR, N.S., AUTOMATIC BUOYS: Ques. (Mr.

LICENSE ACT, QUEBEC, WORKING OF: M. for Cor. (Mr. Forbes) 479 (i), 1914 (iii).
Bergeron) 307 (i). LIVERPOOL OR LONDON, AND ST. JoHN, N.B., OR HALIFAX

LICENSE COMMISSIONES IN ESSEX: Ques. (Mr. Lister) 606 (i). STEAMSHIP SUBVENTION : in Com. of Sp.,2942 (iv).

LICENSE COMMISSIONERS, BOARD OF, UNDER ACT OF 1888: M. LOANS:
for Ret.* (Ar. Cameron, Huron) 46 (i). ADVANCE8 To LOOAL GovTs.: M. for copies of Cor., &c. (Mr. Blake)

LICENSE INSPECTORS, PAY 0F, UNDER ACT OF 1883: Ques. 45(i).
(Mr. Gunn) 1568 (ii). ADVÂNOUS TO PROVINCES. Bee B. 7.

BANK ADVANCES TO GovT. : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 113, 743 (i).
L .Efor ne. (Mr. N, AE ESOS(ii)E: COONTRACTED 1Y GOV T.: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 1744, 1914
M. for Ret. (Mfr. Lister) 964 (hi). (iii).
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LOANS-Continued.

o.P.R. : $30,000,000, PAYMENTS ON ACCOUNT Of: Ques. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) 1130; payment ofinterest on: Ques. (Mr. Charlton)1131 (fi). See B. 153.

DRY DoCEs, ENCOURAGEMENT. See B. 108.
ESQUtMALT GRAVING DOCK. See B. 7.
FIVE PE CENT. CONSOLID., RETIREMENT : M. for copies Of o. C., &C.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 484 (i).
FIVE PER CENT. LOAN SINKiNG FUND: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwriyght)

2465 (iii).
GOVT. LoANs: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 2465 (iii).
HARBOii MASTER oF HmrAx. See B. 48.
LOAN, REIENT, PROSPECTUS, ADVERTISEMENTS, &c.: M. for copies

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 37 (i).
LocArL GoVTS.: APPLICATIONs FOR ADVANCE3: M. for Cor. (Mr.

Blake) 45 (i).
MONEY BORROWED BI GOVT. IN CANADA;: Ques. (Sir Richard Cart-wright) 743 (1) ; (Mr. Charlton) 1305 (ii).
PUBLIC SERVICE. See B. 145.
QUEBSc, ADVANCEs ON ACCOUNT oF SUBSIY,: Ques. (Mr. Langelier)

235 (i).
TEMPORARY LOANS To Govr.: Ques. (11r. Charlton) 350 (i), 2530 (iii).
THREE RIVERS HARBOR COMMIssIONERs. See B. 150.
£4,000,000 REOENTLY EFFECTED : Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 2998 (iv).

Loans for the Public Service authorization B.
No. 145 (Mr. Bowell). Res. prop., 2391; M. for Com.
on Res., 2461; in Com, 2463; M. to receive Rep. of
Com., 2523; 1°* of B., 2°*, in Com. and 30*, 2526 (iii),
(48-49 Vic,, c. 43.)

LOBSTER TRAPs AND SEA LOTS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Blake) 61 (i).
LOCAL GoVTs. Ir N. W, T.: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) 292 (i).
LoCATION, &C., C.P.R, LAND SET APART, -GRANTED, &c.: M.

for Map (Mr. Blake) 46 (i).
LOCATION OF Ç. P. R. IN B. C.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2239 (iii).

London Life Insurance Co.'s Amt. B. No. 76 (Mr.
Macmillan, Middlesex). 1W*, 313 ; 2°>, 405 (i); in
Com. and 30, 1723 (ii). (48-49 Vic., C. 94.)

LONGLEY, G. C., COLLECTOR oF INLAND REV., SUPERANNUA-

TION OF : Ques. (Mr. Mc3zfullen) 2530 (iii).
LONG SAULT AND LAKE T[MISCAMINGUE Rr. SuBSIDY: prop.

IRes. (Mr. Pope) 3458.
LONG POINT FISHING GROUNDS: Ques. (Mr. JaCkson) 289 (i).
LONGUEUIL AND LÉVIS RY., SURVEY OF: Quos. (Mr. Vanasse)

429 (i).
Lord's Day Observance. See "SUNDAY EXCURSIONS.
LoSSES AND EXPENSES THROUGH TROUBLES IN THE N.W.T.:

in Com. of Sup., 3451 (iv).
LOWER TRAVERSE LIGIITHOUSE, SUPPLY OF WOOD TO: M.

for Ret.* (Mr. Casgrain) 30 (i).
LUGERIN, CHARLES 1., AND SEC. oF STATE, COR. ETWEEN,

re CANADA TEMP, ACT: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Burpee)
1443 (ii).

Lutheran Church. See "SYNOD."
LYNCH's TREATISE ON BUTTER: in Co. Of Sup., 3456 (iv).
LYTToN, B.C., WORK ON C. P.R., NEAR: M. for information

(Mr. Blake).
MADUXNAKIK RIVER OBSTRUCTIONS: M. for Ret. (Mr Irine)

443 (i).
MACKINLEY, A. & W., oF RALIFAx, ENTRY 0F SCHooL BOOKB

AT UNDERVALUATION: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Bykert) 1443

(ii).

MAIL AOS, FURNISHING OF : Que8. (Mr. Jachson) 964 (ii).
MAIL ROBBERIES IN MAN. AN) N.W.T.: M. for copies of

Cor. (Mr. Blake) 91 (i).
MAIL SERVIcE. See " POST OFFICE."
MAIL SUBSIDIES. See " SUPPLY."
MAIL TRAINS ON G.T.I., BROCKVILLE, ARIVAL ANID

DEPARTURE: M. for Rot. (Mfr. (aXmeron, Middlesex) 816
(ii).

MANILA MATS; in Com. on Ways and Means, 817 (ii).
MANITOBA.:

BRANDON, POSTUASTER AT, SALAnY, &c.: Ques.(Mr. Liter)2029 (iii),
CANADIAN PacFio RY. See general heading.
CENsts: Ques. (àfr. FarroW) 149 (i). Sre B. 21.
CLAIRS FOR A SUDSIDY : Ques. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 188 (i).
CLAIRS SETTLEMIENT. See B. 155.
CoUNTT CoURT JUDaEs: prop. Res. (Sir ileetor Langevin) 3395 (iv).
CUSTOS SEIzUREs AT WINNIPrO: M. for StuInt. (Mr. Paterson, Brant)

293 (i); M. for Ret ,* 1443 (ii).
EMERSON, TowN op, GOVT. AID TO : Ques. (Mr. Cameronhuron)

148; M. for copies of Olaims, &c.,* 448 (i).
EXPENDITURE FOR RT,, &o.: M. for Btmnt. (Mr. Vanasse)9G4 (ii).
INDIAN AOENCY, MANAQEMENT OP: M. for copy or Rep. of ComDis-

sion (Mr. Charlton) 61 ; missing Ret. produced (Mr. Speaker)
67 (i).

LAND BOARD AT WINNIPEo: in Com. Of Sup., 3315 (iv).

MAIL RonnErs: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Blake) 91 (i).
MAN, ANI) NoRTI-WESTERN RY. (O. See B. 147.
MAN. CENTRAL RY. CO.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 862 (i).
MAN, SOUTIL-WESTERN COLONIZATIoN RY. Co. See B. 147.
PEUITZTIARY: in COm. of Sup., '389 (1), 3351 (iv).
ROUNDHOUsE AT SELEIBIZ: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2171 (iii).
SEsSION oF LEOisLATURE, 1884: Ques. (Ur. Blake) 862 (ii).
SETTLERS: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartîuright) 113 (i).
TuG-BARGEs, DREDGES, &C., ON -RED RIVER: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Watson) 964 (ii).
[See also "DoMINIoN LAND.9," "HALF-BiREEDq," "INDANS, ko.>

Manitoba and North-Western Ry. Co. of
Canada B. No. 74 (9fr. Royal). 1<*, 313; 2 *,
405 (i) ; in Coin. and 30*, 118() (ii). (48-49 Vic.,
c. 86.)

MANITOBA CLAIMS SETTLEMENT: DOb. On M. for Com, on

Ros. (Mr. Bowell) 2775; (Mr. Watson) 2776; (Mr.
Ross) 2777; (Mr. Blake) 2778; (Sir John A. Mac.
donald) 2780; (Mr. Mulock) 2783; (Mr. Whitc, Card-
weU) z783; (Mr. Mills) 2784; (Mr. W/ite, Eastinys)
2786; (Messrs. Trow and Woodwor/h) 2787 ; (Mr.
Fairbank) 2789 (iv). See B. 155.

Manitoba, Subsidy to, increased, B. No. 155 (Mr.
Bowell). Res. prop., 2420 (iii); M. for Com., 2775 ;
in Com., 2789, 2823; further Res., 2889 ; ii Com.,
2924; 1°* of B., 2926; 20 and in Com., 3047; 30,
3075 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 50.)

MANUFACTURED EXPORTS, DRAWBACKs ON: M. for Rot. (Mr.
Paterson, Brant) 139 (i).

MANUFACTURING INDUSTRIES REP.: I nformation rospecting

B. C. (Mr. Shakespeare) 594.
MARINE AND FISIERIES DEPTL. REP.: prOsOntcd (Mr.

McLelan) 113 (i) ; in Com, of Sup., 906, 922 (ii).
MARINE :

ALLAN STEAMSHIP 00. AND CLAIR O p(OVT. : Ques. (Mr. Forbes)
148 (l).

AUTOMATIO Buoya iN LIVERPOOL HARBO: Que.. (Mr. forlea) 479

(1), 1914 (iii).
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MÂARINE-Continued.

BAYFIELD BREAKWATER, EXTENSION : Ques. (Mr. Mclsaac) 77 (i).
BIRD ISLAND LIGHTHOUSE, MANAGEMENT : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Camp-

bell, Victoria) 1443 (ii).
BROOKLYN BREAKWATER, WHARFAGE COLLECTIONS : Ques. (Mr.

Forbes) 478 (i).
BUoYS IN VICTORIA AND NANAIMO HARBORS: QueS. (Mr. Baker,

Victoria) 479 ().
BURLINGTON BAY CANAL, SoUNDINGS: M. for copy of Rep. (Mr.

Robertson, Hamilton) 1533 (ii).
CAPE RACE LIGHT ; in Oom. of Sup., 2953 (iv).

CASCUMPEC HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS : Ques. (Mr. Yeo) 479 (i).

CoFFIN'S ISLAND LIGHTHOUSE, PROTECTION: Ques. (Mr. Forbes)

1915 (iii).
DIGBY PIER, WHARFAGE COLLECTIONS FOR 1884: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Vail) 532 (i).
DISCOVERY ISLAND, B.C., LiGrfousE: Ques. (Mr. Baker, Victoria)

479 (i).
DREDGES, TUGS AND SCoWS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Jackson) 53 ; remarks

(Sir Hector Langevin) 56 (i).
DUMmy LIGHTHOUSE FOG-HORN : M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Jackson)

293 (i).
FOG-WHISTLES IN BAY OF FUNDY, TENDERS FOR COAL : M. fer copies*

(Mr. Robertson, Shelburne ) 533 (i).
GREAT VILLAGE RIVER IMPRoVEMENTS : M. for StmUt." (Mr. Robert-

son, Shelburne) 67 (i).
HOSPITALS : in Com. of Sup., 2956 (iv)

HUDSON BAY EXPEDITION, SUPPLIES : Ques. (Mr. lail) 783 ; in Com.
of Sup., 3245 (iv).

"L.ASDoWNE," STEAMER, ENGINE AND BoILuRR: Ques. (Mr. Vail)
189 (i); COMMUNICATION WITH P. E. I.: Ques. (Mr. Jenkins)

927 (ii).
LIFE-BOATS AND STATIONS : in Com. of Sap., 2947 (iv).

LIFU-SAVING APPARATUS IN C.B. : Ques. (Mr. Dodd) 289 (i).

LIFE-SAVING SERVICE AT PORT RowAN : M. for copieS of Cor. (Mr.

Jackson) 142 (i).
LI1HTHOUSE AND CoAST SERVICE : in Com. of Sup., 2950-2952,

3250 (iv).
" LION," SCHOONER, SEIZURE OF: M. for Copies of Rep.* (Mr.

Robe rtson, Shelburne) 533 (i).
LowER TRAVERSE LIGHITIoIUSE, WooD, SUPPLIES : M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Casgrain) 30 (i).
MASTRES AND MATES' EXAMINATION : in Com. of SUp., 2916 (iv).

MCISAAC'S POND AS A HARBOR oF REFUGE : Que3. (àfr. Cameron,

Inverness) 36; ENGINEERS' REPS. : M. for copies, 60 (i).

METAGHAN RIVER PIER, WHARFAGE COLLECTIONS FoR 1884 : M. for

Ret. (Mr. Vail) 532 (i).
NARROWS, ST. L AwRENCE, LIGirHouSE : QueS. (Mr. Wood, Brock-

Ville) 112 (i).

NAVIGATION OF CA.NDIAN WATERS. See B. 132.

" NEPTUNE," STEAMER, SUPPLIES : M. for copies of Accts. (Mr. Vail)

229 (i).
NEw HARBOR AND INDIAN HARBoR BREAKWATERS : M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Kirk) 147 (i).

OESTRUCTIoMS IN NAvIGABLE WATERS : in Com. of Sup , 2950 (iv).

0CEAM AND RIVER SEavIcE : iin Com. of Sup., 2915 (iv).

PAURBOROUGH BREAKWATER, TENDERS : M. for copies (Mr. Robert-

son, Shelburne) 66 ().
PORT ARTHUR HARBOR-: in Com. of Sup., 2916 (iv).

PORT Moo»Y DoCK, TENDERS FoR REPAIR: Ques. (Mr. Casey) 816 (ii).
PORT ROWAN AS A HARBOR oF REFUGE : M. for Ret. (Mr. Jackson)

297 (i).
PORTS STANLET AND BURWELL, HARBoRS OF REFUGE I M. for Ret. (Mr

Wilson) 631(i).
" QUNN OF THE IBLES," STEAMER, EMPLOYMENT OF: QueS. (Mr,

meMullen) 1131 (i).
RED POINT HARBOR BREAKWATER : QueS. (Mr. Macdonald, King's)

1039 (ii).
RIVER ST. LAwRENcE NAVIGATION. See B. 159.

SALMON POINT BREAxWATBr: M. for Cor. (Mr. Platt) 210 (i).
SATUKA IILAND LIQHTuoUSE,: Ques. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 479 (i).

M ARINE- Continued.
SAWDUST IN LA HAVE RIVER: Que. (fMr. Forbes) 2239 (iii).

SHINGLE SEAVINGS IN TIE MERSEY RIVER : Ques. (Mr. Forbea) 1039 (ii).
SHIPPING, REGISTRATION: in Com. of Sup., 2950 (iv).

" SIR JAImES DOUGL AS," STEAMER : M. for Cor. (Mr. Baker, Victoria)
831 (ii).

SOMERVILLE BREAKWATER, REPAIRS: Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 57 (i).
STEAMBOAT INSPECTION ACT AMT. See B. 133.
STORES PURCHASED IN HALIFAX: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Forbes) 533 (i)

Ques., 1914 (iii).
TRACADIE BREAKWATER, EXPENDITURE: M. for Stmnt. (àfr. elsaac)

147 (i).
TUG-BARGES, DREDGE, &C., oN RED RIVER : M. for Ret.* (fr.

Watson) 964 (ii).
WATER AND RIVER POLICE: in Com. of Sup., 295) (iv).

WELLER'S BAY "I RANGE LIGHTS " : M. for Cor. (Mr. Plati) 210 (i).

WRITE POINT BREAK WATER : Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 52 (i).

WRITE POINT BREAKWATER, R9PAIRS : Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 52 (i)
WRECKS AND <ASUALTIES : in Com. of Sup., 2950 (iv).

Maritime Court of Ontario Jurisdiction B. No.
11 (Mr. Allen). 10*, 40; 20 m., 127; 24*, 131 ; Order

for Com. read, 215; in Com., 496; 3°*, 616 (i).

MARKET BATTERY, KINGsTON, LEASE OF PROPERTY : M. for
cOpies of O. C., &c. (Mr. .Flatt) 210 (i).

MARTIN, JOHN, CONTINUATION OF PENSION TO WIDOW OF: M.
for copies of Pets.* (Mr. Ourran) 201 (i).

MASKINONGÉ, VACANCY IN THE REPRESENTATION : Warrant
issued and Rot. of member, 1 (i).

MASTERS AND MATES, EXAMINATION OF : in Com. Of Sup.,
2946 (iv).

MATTAWA, MOUNTAIN RAPIDS, AND LONG SAULT, IMPROVE-

MENTS AT: Ques. (Mr. WVite, Renfrew) 1040 (ii).

MEDALS FOR VOLUNTEERS WHO SERVED IN TUE iN.W.: Ques.

(Mr. .McNeill) 2274 (iii).
MEDICINE MIAT AND FORT MACLEOD STAGE LINE: Ques. (1fr.

Watson) 351 (i).
MEETING OF THE fOUSE, IRREGULAR TIMEI: Remarks (Mr.

Blake) 2996 (iv).
MEGANTIC: Return of Member to represent, 1 (i).
MEMBERS, ACCOMMODATION FOR: Remarks (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 49 (i).
MEMBERS' INDEMNITY, PAYMENT TO THOSE ABSENT THROUGH

SICKNESS : Ques. (Mr. Trow) 3473 (iv).

MEMBERS INTRODUCED, 1,133 (i), 1192, 1385 (ii), 3150 (iv).
MEMORIALS, &C., RESPECTING GRIEVANCES, ANSWERS TO:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv).

MEREDITH, CIIEF JUSTICE, RESIGNATION OF: M, for COpy

(Mr. Laurier) 43 (i).

MESSAGES FROM fiIS EXCELLENCY:
ADDRESS, ANS. TO, 113 (i).

CLAIES OF MANITOBA, 202 (i).
CHINESE CoMMISSIoNERS' REP., 234 (i).

ESTIMATES, THE, 289 (i); Suppl. for 1884-85, 2820; Suppl. for 1885-
86, 3359; Further Suppl. for 1885-86, 3423 (iv).

BANKRUPTCY PETS., RES., &C., 101 (i).

INTERNAL RoNoMY CoMMISSioN, 40 (i).

ALBANY, DOKE OF, DEATH op, THANKS op QUEEN, 32 (i).

GRANT oF $700, 005 FoR N.W. TROUBLES, 1061 (ii).

GRANT OF $1,000,000 FOR EXPENDITURI IN N.W., 2234 (iii).
MIDDLETON, GENL., VOTE TO, 3470 (iv).
PARLIAMENT: OPENING, 1 ; PROROGATION, 3475.
WASIIINGTON TREATY, COR. AND PAPERS, 3232 (iv).

METAGIAN RIVER PIER, WHARFAGE COLLECTIONS FOR 1884:

M. for Ret.* (Mr. Vail) 532 (i).
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METLAKATLA INDIAN TROUBLES: M. for Cor. (Mr. Shakes.

peare) 304 (i).
METEOROLOGICAL OBSERVATORIES: in Com. of Sup., 2956 (iv.)
MDDLETON, GENL., DESPATCHES FROM : 1822, 1835 1895>

2139 2357 (iii), 2750, 3073 (iv); Instructions to: Ques.
(Mr. Blake) 1306 (ii), 2169 (iii); Thanks of Parlt., 3457;
Voteof $20,000, 3470 (iv).

M[LITlA:
A, B AND 0 BATTERIES: in Com. of Sup., 2914 (iv).
ACTIVE MEMiBERS, NUmBiER: MX. for Ret.* (Mr. 3 fulock) 533 (i).
AMMUNITION: in o. of Sip., 2903 (iv).
ÂRMS, DESCRIPTION OF: Ques. (Mr. Gault) 814.
ARGYLE BIGHLANDERS, PAYMENT OF ARREARS : Ques. (Ir. Campbell,

Victoria) 883; M. for Ret.,* 1444 (il).
BARRACKS AT LONDON : in Com. Of Sup., 3412 (iV).
BARRACK HUTS, B.C. : in Coin. of Sup., 3412 (iv).
BATTERIES, TRANSFER OF: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwr:ght) 235 (i).
BERGIN, SURGEON-GENL., SERVICES : Ques. (Mr. AfcMullen) 1914 (iii).
BLAIS, AcHmLLE, FUNERAL EXPENSES: Ques. (Mr. Langelier) 2169 (iii).
BOOTS FOR THE TORONTO CORPS: QueS. (Mr. Blake) 1744 (il).
BRIGADE MAJORS' SALARIES, &o. : in COM. of SUp., 2903 (iV).
CANADIAN CONTINGENT FOR THE SOUDAN : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 568 (i).
CLOTHING AND GREAT COATS: in Com. of Sup., 2908 (iv).
Dom. ARTILLERY ASSOCIATION: in Com. of Sup., 2913 (iv).
DoM. RIFLE ASSOCIATION. ia Com. Of Sup., 2913 (iV).
DRILL PAY, &C. ; in Com. of Sup., 2910 (iv).
EQUIPMENT OF THE 90TH BATT. : QueS. (Mr. Ross) 2851 (iv).
EXPEDITION TO THE l.W., COST OF: Q!es. (Mr. Charlton) 1678 (if).
FLANNEL SHIRTS, CONTRACT FOR : QueS. (Ilr. injret) 1306 (ii).
GATLING GUNS FOR USE OF TRoops: Ques. (,Ur. Robertson, Ilastings)

813 (ii).
GRANT, G., SUPERANNUATION: Ques. (Mr. zVclullen) 2531 (iii).
GUNS IN ACTION IN THE N.W.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2170 (iii).
HOUGHTON, COL., MIsSIoN TO THE N.W. : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).

IMPROVED RIFLED ORDNANCE: in Com. of Sup., 2915 (iv).

RITS SERVED OUT : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1568 (ii).

LArIn, MAJOR GENL., MISSION TO THE N. W.: Ques. (Mr. Kirk)
2997 (ii).

LAvIS' PATENT POLE AND MILITIA TENTs: Ques. (Mr. Lanyelier)
2029 (iii).

MARTIN, J., PENSION TO WIDOW OF : M. for copies of Pet.* (Mr.
Curran) 201 (i).

MEDALS FOR VOLUNTEERS: Ques. (Mr. McNeili) 2274 (iii).
MIDDLETON, GENL., DESPATCHES FROM, 1822, 1835, 1895, 2139,

2357 (iii), 2750, 3073 (iv).
MIDDLETON, GENL, INSTRUCTIONS: QueS. (Nir. Blake) 1306 (ii),

2169 (iii).
MILITARY COLLEGE GRADUATES, NUMBER, &c.: M. for Ret.* (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 313 (i).
MILITARY COLLEGE GRADUATES IN THE MILITIA : Ques. (Mr. Kirk)

1040 (ii).
MILITARY BRANCH, &C. : in Com. Of Sup., 2889, 2893, 2903 (iv).

MILITARY COLLEGE : a Com. of Sup., 2913; coC., 2932 (iv).

MILITARY MAGAZINE AT ST. JONN: M. for Ret. (Mr, Weldon) 603 (j).
MILITARY ORGANIZATIONS IN MAN. AND N.W.T.: Ques. (Mr. Blake)

862, 1474 (ii).
MILITARY PRoPERTIES, CARE OF: in C0m. Sup., 2916 (iv)•
MILITARY STOREHOUSE, QUEBEC: Ques. (Mr. Langelier) 1039 (if).

MONTREAL GARRISON ARTILLERY : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1566 (il).

MOUNTED INFANTRY, WINNIPEG: in Co. of Sup., 3411 (iv).

OFFICERS AND MEN, PAY, &c.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Cameron, Egfiddlesex)

313 (i).
O'MALLEY, LIEUT -COL., CHARGES AGAINST: M. for COp of Rep. of

Major-Geni. (Ur. Casey) 45 (i).

OTTRa's, COLe, MARCE TO BATTLEFORD : Remarki, 1386 (if).

OUmMET'S, COL., ABSENCE FROM DUTY: RemarkS, 1167, 1205 (ii).

PENSIONS TO MILITIAMEN OF 1812: M. for Stmut. (Mr. Bourassa)
101 (i).

PENSIONS: in Com. Of Sup., 992 (ii).
Powf MAGAZINES AT FORT HOWE : Ques. (Mr. Weldon) 246 (fi).
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-- RECOGNITION OF SERVICES : Ques. (Mr. Small) 1563 (ii).
VOTE OF TiHANKS, EN. MIDDLETON AND VOLUNTEilts, 3159; Res.,

31G3 (iv).
WAR SUPPLIEss, CARRIAGYE n A MERWIAN RYS. : Renarks, 839 (Il).
WATERI'ROOF BLANKETS, PURCHASE OF: Que. (Xr. Catudal) 2171

(iii).
WILLIAMS, COL , DEATi oF: Romarks and Telegram, 3073 (iv).

[See alSO general healing " DISTDRBANCE."'

Militia Acts. See " CONSOLIDATED."
MILITIA AND DEFENCE, ANNUAL REP.: protonted (Mr.

Caroa) 40 (i).
MILITIA, DEPT. OF : in Com. of Sup., 898, 914 (ii), 2913 (iv),

Militia, Recognition of Services in the N. W. B.
160 (Mr. Caron). Ros. prop., 3321; M. for Çom.,
3376 ; in Com., 3377 ; 1°* of B., 3380; 2°*, in Com.
and 30*, 3470 (iv). (4-19 Vic., c. 73)

MILLARD, MR., FINES IMPOSED, COLLECTION OF: Ques. (Mr.
Forbes) 1211 (ii).

MILL ST , ST. JOHN, liY. CROSSING ON, MEMORIAL AND CoR.
M. for copies* (Mr. Veldon) 1442 (ii).

MINERIL WATERS : in Corn. on Ways and Means, 808 (ii).
MINING AND TIMBER LANDS, NOITH F" LAKES SUPERIOR ANID

HURON, OWNERSHIP OF : M. for 0.0., &o. (Ur. .Aill)
66 (i).

MINISTER OF RYS., 0FFICE oF': Quos. (Mr. Blake) 41 (i).

MINISTER OF INT., ABSENCE OF : Quos. (Ur. Blake) 964 (ii).
M1RAMicIL RiVER, FIsHt CAUGIT IN: M. for REt. (Mr. Mit-

chll) 295 (i).
MIESION oF MlON. MR. ROYAL: AttentiOn of Govt. elJod to

newspaper paragraph (Ur. Blake) 889 (ii).
MISSION OF MAJOR GENL. LAURIE TO THE N. W.: Quo. (Mr.

Kirk) 2 97 (iv).
MODEL FARx, ESTABLISHMENT: in Com. of Sup., 3453 (iv).
MONEY JIORROWED BY GOVT. IN CANADA: Que. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 743 (i).
MONTREAL AND CHAMPLAIN JUNCTION RY. Co.'s SUIDY :

prop. Res. (Mr. Pope) 3458; in Com., 3472 (iv).

MONTREAL AND SOREL RY. Co.'s SUBS[DY: prop. Res. (Kr.

Pope) 3457 (iv).
MONTREAL GARRISON ARTILLERY. SU 4 MILITIA."

cxxi
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PROTEETANT VOLUNTIRIS IN O0TH1 BATTALION; Remarks, 2998; Tel.,
3094 (iv).

REUBLLION. Se general heading " DISTURBANCE. »
REwARDS FOR BRAVERY: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 2359.
SCHOOL OF CAVALRY AT QUEaEc: M. tor Papers (Mr. Lngelier)

88 (i).
BOOTT'S, COL., BATT. : Ques. (Mr. Watson) 1064 (ii).
TRoOPS AT CLARKE'S CRoSsiNG : Telegram, 1205 (ii).
Taoops, MOVEMENTS OF: Ques. (Mr. Biake) 838, 872; Tel., 1328(11).
VETERANS OF WAR 1812: in COM. Of Sup., 992 (il).
- - EXTENSION OF PENSIONS TO WrOows: Ques. (Mr. Robertson,

IHastings) 36 (i).
VICTORIA RIFLES, MONTREAL : Ques. (Mr. Curran) 1983 (iii).
VOLUNTEERS OF MIL. DiST. No. 9 : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Campbel,

Victoria) 1443 (ii).
-- TREATMENT OF HALF-BREEDSDny: RemarkS, 2169 (iii).

---- KILLED, TRANSPOIT 0F BODIES : Ques. (gr. Blake) 2029(111).
-- IN THE N.W. AND INTOXICATING LiQuoi: Queo. (Mr. Fostr)

1131 (ii).
----- 001's IN TE N. W. IN 1879: Remarkm (Mr. Watson) 816;

Ques. (34r. Blake) 1474 (ii).
- - oF 1837-38, RECOGNITION OF SNRŸICES: Rea. (Mr. Iliekey)

37 (i).
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MONTREAL TURNPIKE TRUST DEBENTURES : 91j0S. ()Ir

Amyot) 567 (i).
MOODY, JOHN, EMPLOYMENT OF: Ques. (Mr. Lister) 148 (i).
MOODY. See " PORT MOODY."
" MoRAVIAN." See " ALLA.N LINE."
MORGAN, H. J., PAYMENTS TO: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. McCraney)

1443 (ii). See " DOMINION ANNUAL REGISTER."

MORGAN, J. -H., SERVICES As FORESTRY COMMISSIONER: QueS.
(Mr. Cockburn) 77; APPOINTMENT: M. for O. C. (Mr.
Paterson, Brant) 147 (i).

MOULDINGS AND PICTURE PRAMES : in Com. on Ways and
Means, 846 (ii).

MORTON DAIRYING AND FARMING CO. See " SQUATTERS."
MOUNTED INFANTRY. See "MILITIA."

Mounted Police Augmentation B. No. 144 (Sir
John A. Macdonald). Res. prop., 994 (ii); M. for Com.
on ReS., 2402; in Com., 2415 ; M. to receive Rep. of
COm., 2421; 1°* of B., 2430 (iii) ; 2> and in Com.,
2770 ; 3° m., 2820 ; 30 on a div., 2822 (iv). (48-49
Vic., C. 53.)

MOUNTED POLICE BARRACKS, TENDERS FOR: Ques. (Mr.
Watson) 351 (i).

MOUNTED POLICE, COMMISSIoNERS' REP.: Ques. (Mr, Blake)
2359 (iii).

MOUNTED POLICE, COMPENSATION FOR INJURIES: M. for
Ret.* (Mr. Somerville, Brant) 505 (i).

Mounted Police Force B. No. 140 (Sir John A.
Macdonald). 11t*, 1670 (ii); 2° and in Com., 2772;
3° m., 2S32 ; 3°, 2833 (iv), (48-19 Tic., c. 54.)

MOUNTED POLICE : in Com. of Sup., 3243, 3392, 3421 (iv).
MOUNTED POLICE, INCREASE oF FORCE : Ques. (Mr. Blake)

2169 (i).
MOUNTED POLICE OFEICERS, iREPS. FaOM, re ENGAGEMENTS:

Ques. (Mir. Blake) 3435 (iv).
MOUNTED POLICE RECRUITS: Remarks (Mr. Blake) 1566

(ii).
MURRAY CANAL : in Com. Of Sup., 3303, 3307 (iv).
MURRAY CANAL ROUTE, COR. AND PETS.: M. for Ret.*

(Mr. Cockburn) 1442 (ii).
MUSK: in Com on Ways and Means, 806 (ii).
MusKoKA LAKES AND RIVER SZVERN CANAL SYSTEM: QueS.

(Mr. Bain, Wentworth) 289 (i).
MoCARTHY, C. (PUBLIC WORKS DEPT.) SUPERANNUATION OF:

Ques. (Mr. McMullen) 2530 (iii).
MCDOUGALL, Ma. H. F.: Certificate of Election and Return

Of, 1(i).
MCISAAC'S POND, INVERNESS, N.S., AS A HARBOR OF REFUGE

(QueS.) 36; ENGINEERS' REPS. RESPECTING : M. for
copies (Mr. Camieron, Inverness) 60 (i).

McLEODS, N., (INDIAN AFFAIRS) SUPERANNUATION OF: QueS.
(Mr. McMullen) 2530 (iii).

MCMANUS, GRATUtTY TO WIDOW OF: in COm. Of Sap., 3350;
conc., 3374 (iv).

NAPANEE, CONSTRUCTION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT: QueS.
(Mr. Pruyn) 77 (i).

NAPANEE, TAMWOP.TH AND QUEBEC RY, Co.'s SUBSIDY: prop.
Res. (Mr. Pope) 3458.

NARROwS, ERECTION OF A LIGHTHOUSE AT: Ques. (Nîr. Wood,
Brockville) 112 (i).

cxxii

" NATIONAL POLICY" PAMPHLET: M. for copy* (Mr. charl-
ton) 124 (i).

Navigation of Canadian Waters Act Amt. B.
No. 132 (Mr. McLelan). Res. prop. and in Com.,
1278; 10* of B., 1279 (ii): Order for 2* d8chgd. and B.
wthdn., 2899 (iv), Bee B. 159.

NELSON & SON'S SCHOOL BooKs. See "CUSTOMS."
" NEWFIELD." See " ALLAN LINE."
NEW HARBOR AND INDIAN HARBOR, N.S., BREAKWATERS,

ENGINEERS' REPS.: M. for copies, &c.* (Mr. Kirk)
117 (i).

NEw MEMiBERS, RET. OF (ANNOUNCEMENT) 1, 113 (i), 1192,
1385 (ii), 3072 (iv).

Nzw MILITIA PENSIONs : cOnC., 2765 (iv).
NEW BRUNSWICK:

CARLTON BRANCH RY., PURCHASE OF: in COm. of Sup., 3415 (iv).
DODGE, BRENTON, DIsMIssAL op : M. for Ret.' (Mr. Jlofat) 1442 (if).
DORCHESTER PENITENTIARY: in COm. Of SUp., 989 (ii).

EXPENDITURE FOR Rvs., &c. : M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Vanasse) 964 (ii).
FISH INSPECTOR IN CITY 0F ST. JOHN: Ques. (Mr. Weldon) 2997 (iv).
FIsrH TAKEN IN THE MIRAMICHI : M. for Ret. (Mr. Mitchell) 295 (i).
FOOT AND CARRIAGE BRIDGE AT ST. JOHN : M. for Ret.' (Mr. Landry,

Kent) 1443 (il).
INTERCOLONIAL Ry. See general heading.
JUDGES, APPOINTMENT FOR YEAR'S CIRCUIT: Ques. (Mr. Davies)

568 (i).
LIEU r.-GOVERNOR : Ques (Mr. Blake) 362 (i).

MILITARY PROPERTIES AT ST. JOHN : M. for Ret. (Mr. Weldon) 606 (i)-
MILL ST., ST. JOHN, Ry. CROSSING, MEMORIALS, &C.:- M. for COpies*

(Mr. Weldon) 1442 (ii).

NORTHERN AND WESTERN RY. CO. : M. for copies' (Mr. Temple)
533 ().

POWDER MAGAZINES AT FORT HOWE, ST. JOHN : QueB. (Mr. WeldOn)
246 (i).

RICHIBUCTO AND KINGSTON PORTS, CUSTOMs BUSINESS: M. for Ret."
(Bir. Landry, Kent) 1442 (ii).

SALMON FISHING IN BATHURST HARBOR: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2359 (iii).
ST. JOHN BRIDGE AND RY. EXTENSION Co. : Ques. (Mr. Weldon)

569 (i).
ST. JOHN CITY AND COUNTY, VACANCY IN THE REPRESENTATION : Que.

(Mr. Weldon) 3127 (iv).
ST. STEPHEN'S POST OFFICE, RECEIPTS, &c. : M. for Stmnt. (Mr.

Burpee) 1100 (ii).
ST. STEPHEN'S PUBLIC BUILDINGS, CONSTRUCTION: QueS. (Mr. Gillmor)

1148 (ii).
SUPREME COURT, CAUSES ENTERED : M. for number (Mr. Po8ter) 294

(i).
WOODSTOCE PUBLIC BUILDINGS : Que.. (Mr. Irvine) 606 (i).

NEPTUNE," See "HUDSON BAY."
NEw BauNswIcK AND P.E.I. RY. CO.'S SUBSIDY : prOp. Re.

(Mr. Pope) 3457 ; in Com., 3472 (iv).
NEWFOUNDLAND AND THE DoM., TRADE RELATIONS BETWEEN:

Quos. (Mr. Mitchell) 3042 (iv).
NIcOLET: Roturn of Momber to represent, 1.
NORTH AMERICAN CONTRACTING CO., POSITION OF DEBT OF

8600,000: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 145 (i).
NORTHERLY AND WESTERLY BOUNDARIES OF ONT., PRO-

CEEDINGS, MONEYS PAID, &C. : M. for Ret. (Mr. Lister)
210 (i).

NORTHERN AND PACIFIC JU7NCTION RY. AND THE C.P.R.:
Ques. (Mr. Edqar) 57 (i).

NORTHERN AND PACIFIC JUNCTION Ry. LEASE : M. for opy
(Mr. Mulock) 56 (i),
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NORTHERN AND WESTERN IRY., CoR, BETWEEN DoM. AND

LocAL GOVT. oF N.B.: M. for copies (Mr. Temple)
533 (i).

NORTHERN AND- WESTERN RY. Co.'% SUBSIDY: prop. Res.
(Mr. Pope) 3457 (iv).

NORTH SASKATOHEWAN RIVER IMPROVEMENTS: M. for oopy
of Reps., &c. (Mr. McCallum) 615, 695 (i).

NoRTH SHaRE LINE, SUBSIDY To : M. for copie3 of Cor., &c.
(Mr. Laurier) 41 (i).

NORTH SUoRE iRy., PURCIIASE 0F, Bop GDoVT.: Ques. (Kr.
Laurier) 189 (i).

NoRTH SHORE RY., USE oF iY C. P.R.: Ques. (Mr. Blake)
1915 (iii).

NORTHUMBERLAND CONTROVERTED ELECTION: Judgment of
Supreme Court, 593 (i); iReturn of Membor, 1192 (ii).

NORT1-WESTERN COAL AND NAv. Co. See B. 147.
NORTH-WEST CENTRAL RY. : Remarks (Mxr. Watson) on M.

for Com. of Sup., 3380 (iv).

N.W. COUNCIL REs. re IIALF-BREED CLAIMS: QuOS. (MIr.
Blake) 3420i(iv).

N.W. CoUNCIL, SALARIEs: in Com. of Sap., 3392 (iv).
N.W.T. Expenses B. No. 149 (Mr. Bowell). Res., 2532,

1°* of B., 2559 ; 2° and in Com., 2855 ; 3Q*, 2894 (iv).
(48-19 Ve., c. 42.)

NORTfI-WEST TERRLEORIES:
ADMINrSrRATION OF JUSTICE. See B. 141.

BELL AND KAVANIGH LAND CLAIMS: M. for copies of 0. 0. (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) 479 (i).
CALGARY AND FORT MACLEOD STAGE LINE: Qnes. (Mr. Watson) 351 (i).
CANADIAN PAciFic RY. See general heading.
CENSUS: Ques. (Mr. Farrow) 149 (i). See B. 21.
CHANGE OF NAEs OF LOCALITES : Ques. (Mr. Tassé) 2359 (iii).
EXPEND.TURE FOR RIYS., &C. : M. for Stmat * (Mr. 'naS(e) 9G (ii).
FEES Fo'noU SErTLERS BY QOVT. AGENTS : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2170 (iii).
FisuERiES ACT REXTENSION T: Qs. (Mr. Ileson) 51 (i).
FIsiEIEs PRoTECiroNc -: M. for cOpie3 Of Cor. (5fr. IP'son) 700 (i),
FoRT MACLEOD BARRACKS: in Com. of Sup., 3387 (iv).

FORT MACLEOD RANCH TEL. Co. Sec B. 80.
FUEL FOR SETTLERS: M. for copies of Cor. (4r. Blake) 61 (i).
GoVT. OFFICIALS, NAsES, &C.: M. for Ret. (Mr. Mc (;len) 66 (i).
GRANDIN, BISHoP, CoMMUNICATIoNS PROM : Ques. (Mr. Blake)

3423 (iv.)
HALF-BREED GRIEVANCES: ReS. (Mr. Blake) in Amt to Com. on

Ways and Means, 761 ; neg. (Y. 57, N. 122) 771 (i); Speech,
2030; Resumô of Events: Res. (Mr. Blake) in Amt. to Com.
on Ways and Meas, 3075; deb. (Sir John A.'Macdonald) 3110;
(Mr. Laurier) 3119 ; (Mr. Girouard) 3128 ; (Mr. Cameron,

Huron) 3154, 3163; (Mr. Mackintosh) 3175; (gr. Mills) 3190;
(Mr. Royal) 3199.

HoUGsToN, COL., MIssIoN IN 1884: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
IMMIGRANT SHEDS AT MEDICINE HAT: Ques. (Mr. Watson) 350 (i).

IMMIGRANTS: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 45 (i).
INDIANS. See general heading.
INDIAN SUPPLIES, TENDERS FOR : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Paterson, Brant)

532 (i).
INDUSTRIAL SCUOOLS AT QU'APPELLE, &C.: ConC., 2922 (iv).

JUDICIAL REFORsM, PE'ITIONS&, -C. QueS. (Mr. Blake) 1306 (ii).

LAND GRANTS To RYS. See B. 147.

LANDS. Sec "DoMINION LANDS."

LAURIE, MAJOR GENL., Mission to N.W. : Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 2997 (iv).

LossEs AND EXPENSES THROUGH TRoUBLES :-in Com. of Sup., 3454 (iV).

MAIL ROBBERIES: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Blake) 91 (W)
MEDIOINE HAT AND FORT MACLEOD STAGE LIes: Que3, (Mr. Wataon)

351 (1).
ILITARY ORGANISATIONS in TE N.W.: QuO. (Mr, Troiw) 862 (ii).

E L exxiii

NORTH-WEST TERRITOR[ES-Continued.
MoRc.AN, J. R., APPOINTUENT AS FOREsTRY CoUMISaSONI4R : M. to

0.0., &c.1 (Mr. Caieron, MiddleseZ) 147 (1).
MOUNTED PoLICE BARuACKS: Ques. (Mr. Watson) 351 (i).
N.W. COUNSCIL, SALARIES: in Com. of Sup., 3392 (iv).
OFFICIALS, COMMUNICATIONS WITSII Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).
REAL PRtOiERTYIN TtIE N.W,T. See B. 109.
REBELLION. See general heading ilDISTURIBANCE."
REPRESENTATION IN PANLT.: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Cameron'

]luron) 292 (i); Rm. in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 3404.
ROtAL, HON. MR., ISIT TO N.W. : attention cf Govt. called to (Mr.

Blake) 889 (ii.)
RUSSELL, Mt., DUTIES OF : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2358 (iv).
SASKATCHEWAN RIVER IMPROVEMENTS: M. for Rot. (Mr. AeOallum)

615, 695 (i).
SAUNDERS AND Woot>, TRIAL FOR Liaut : M. for. Rot.* (Mr. Blake)

1443 (ii).
SErTLERS DURINO CALENOAR YEAR 1884: Ques. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 113 (i).
SqUATTERS IN QU'APPELLIC VALLEY : M. for Rot. (Mr. Lister) 205 (i).
'SUATTERS IN TP. 3, RANors 23 AND 24 WEST : M. for Rot. (Mr.

Cameron, IIuron) 231 (i).
ST. CLAIR RANCIS Co.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2240 (iii).
SURIVEYS AND EXPLORATIONS : Ques. (Mr. Mills) 2029 (iii).
SYNo» o TiSE DiooESE or QI'APELE. See B. 39.
VOLUNTEER CoRPS, ORGANIZATION : RomarkB (Mr. Wason) 816

Ques. (Mlr. Blake) 1474 (ii).
Vor FoR RLIIIF or SETTI.EtS: QueS. (Mr Waison) 1741 (iii).

[See alo "DisTURiANCE," ' DoMINioN LANDS," '' JALF-BREES, &C.
NOVA SCOL'TA:

ANTIbooNISn AND SaEînîRoox MAIL SEavIeE: QuoI. (Mr. MIcIsaac)
568 (Î).

AUTOMATnc BUoviSIN LIVERPOOL HARRoR : Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 479
(i), 1914 (iii).

BAYFiELD HARBOR BREAKWATER, EXTENStON : Ques. (Ms.. ela/aac)
77 (i).

BIMn. iSLAND LonIrTscîmE, MANAGEMENT : M. for Rot., (M r. Canipbell,
Victoria) 1443 (ii).

IRookLYN BREARWATER, WiARFAigE COLLECTIONS:' Que.(Hr. Forbes)
478 (i).

CLAIIMS FOR A SUSloY : Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 189 (i).
CoFIN'S ISLAND LIGIITUsE 8, PROTECTION : QueS. (Nfr. Forbes) 1915

(iii).

OUMSERLAND, VAOANCY IN THIE RPI'RESESNTATION, 1 (i).

CusToMs DETECTIVES OR POLICE IN N.8. : Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 889 (il).
DiosY' PIER, WHSARFAaS'. COLLECTIONS FoR 1884 : M. for Rot.' (1fr.

Vail) 532 (i).
EASTCRN EXTENSION RY., EAIRNINos, &C. :-Quoi. (Mr. Cameron,

Inverness) 148 ; M. for Stænt.,* 313 (1) ; in Oom. of Sup., 3300,
3384 (iv).

EXPENDITURE FoR RYS , &C. : M. for Stmnt.* (MSr. Vanasse) 964 (il).
FISERMEN, PAYMENT OF BOUNTY, IN GUYaoR)oUoH Co. : Ques. (Ur.

Kirk) 2751 (iv).
FiSH LADDERS IN LA HAvI RIVER : Queo. (Ur. Forbes) 2239 (iii).

GREAT VILLAGE RIVER IMPRoVEMENTS : M. for 8tmnnt.* (Ur. Robert.
son, Sielburne) 67 (i).

HARRoRS IN GuYsnoRouuH o., RE-suRvEY : Ques (Mr. Kirk) 51 ().

"LIoN," ScrSooNEa, SEIZURiE oF : M. for copies of Rtep. (Mr. Robert,
son, Shelburne) 533 (i).

MCISAAC's POND AS A HARBOR OF REFUGEx: Quie. (Mr. Cameron,
Inverness) 3G ; Engineers' Reps.: M. for copies, 0 (i).

METAarAN RIVER PIER, WHARFAGE CoLLECTIONS oit 1884 : M, for
Ret.' (Mr. Vail) 531 (i).

OXFORD AND NEw GLASgow RY., PaojiECTED LINE : M. for copie% of

Cor., &C. (Ur. Blake) 145 (i) ; in Com. of Sup., 3413 (iv).
PARSnOROUG5 BREAKWATER, TENDERS: M. for copies (Mr. Roerlson,

Shelburne) 66 (i).
PORT MULGRÂVE AND GUYSBoROUGH, ku., OoMMUNIOATION: Quoi.

(Mr. Kirk) 114 (i).
PORT MULRivE AS A SUR-PoRT : M. for papers (Mr. Kirk) 445 (1).
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RYs., CONSOLIDATION AND COMPLETION : Ques. (Mr. Staire) 2530 (ir).
SAWDUsT LAw, BREACH O : M. for Ret. (Mr. Forbes) 147; Ques.,

1039, 1211 (ii), 2239 (iii).
SHINGLE SHAVINGS IN THE MERsEY RIVER : Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 1039

(ii).
SOMERVILLE BREAKWATIR REPAIRS : Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 57 (i).
STARR, J. E., FISHERY OVERSEER, REMOVAL OF : M. for Ret* (fr.

Blake) 1443 (ii).

SPPAIES PURCHASED IN HALiFAx: Ms. for Rets." (fr. Forbes) 533
(i), 1442 ; Ques., 1914, 1915 (iii).

TRACADIE BREAxWATER, EXPENDITURE: M. for Stmnt.0 (Mr. Mclsaac)
147 (i).

VACANCY IN A JUDICIAL DISTRICT : Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 2150 (iv).
WATER LOTS, APPLICATIONS FOR: Ques. (Mr. Tupper) 429 (i).
WHITE POINT BREIAKWATER, REPAIRS : Ques (Mr. Forbes) 52 (i).
WINDSOR BRANCH RY., 0.0., AGREEMENTS, &C. : M. for copies* (Mr.

Kinney) 533 (i).

Oaths of Office. See " ADMINISTRATIoN."

OBSTRUCTIONS IN NAVIGABLE WATERS : in Com. of Sup.,
2950 (iv).

OAK, PINE AND SPRucE Loos, EXPORT DuTY: M. for Ret.*
(Mr. Edqar) 1142 (ii).

OBSTRUCTIONS IN RIVERS, CoR. BETWEEN CANADA AND U.S.
M. for copies (Mr. Irvine) 443 ; wthdn., 445 (i).

OCEAN AND RIVER SERVICE. See " MARINE " and "SUPPLY."

OCEAN NIAIL SERVICE, ANNUAL CoST, &C.: M. for Stmnt.,
(UMr. Blake) 201A (1).

Oceau Mail Service, Renewal of Contract B.
No. 151 (Ur. Carling). Res. prop., 2440; Res. in
Com., 2555 (iii) ; M. to rec. Rep. of Com., 2751 ; M. to
conc. in Res., 2754; 1° of B., 2757 ; Order for 2°
dschgd. and B. wthdn., 3375 (iv).

O'CONNOR, IoN. JIOHN, SUMs PAID TO, re ONT. BOUNDARY:

M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Lister) 210 (i).

Offences Against the Person. See " CRIMINAL

LAW."

OFFICIAL ARBITRATORS, LEGISLATION RESPECTING: Ques.

(Mr. Belleau) 88 (i).
OFFIcIALA SSIGNEES UNDER BANKRUPT ACT, 1869: M. for

Ret. of Estates, &c.* (Mr. Mitchell) 303, 533 (i).
OFFICIAL DESPATORES RESPECTINe ENGAGEMENTS IN N.W.:

Remarks (Mr. Blake) 2999 (iv); Ques., 2169 (iii).
OFFICIALS, GoVT., IN THE N.W., NAMEs, &C. : M. for Rot.

(Mr. McMullen) 66 (i).
OFFICIAL REPORTERs oF DEBATES, EMPLOYMENT OF, DURING

REcEs8: Ques. (Mr. Auger) 76 (i).
O'MaLLEY, LIEUT..COL., CHARGES AGAINST : M. for copy of

Rep. of Maj.-Genl. (Mr. Casey) 45 (i).
O'MALLEY, LIEUT.-CoL., CHARGES AGAINST AND SUSPEN8IoN

oF: M. for copy (Mr. Wilson) 101; (i).
ONTARIO AND QUEBEC IRY. Co's. BONDS: M. for copy of Pro.

spectus, &c. (Mr. Blake) 145 (i); Stockholders: M.
for Stmnt.,* 1443 (ii).

Ontario Pacifie Ry. Co.'s B. No. 72 (Mr. Bergin).
1°*, 213; 2°*, 405 (i); in Com. and 34*, 1007 (ii).
(48-49 Vic., c. 19.)

ONTARIO:
Bou»â.ms. Se general heading.
CEARuxo, PoSTM4BTzR AT-: M. for Papers (Mr. Blake) 708 (i).

ONTARIO-Continued.
CORNWALL CANAL : in COm. of Sup., 3301 (iv).
CORNWALL PUBLI0 BUILDINGS: Ques. (Mr. Lister) 2997 (iv).
DAMS AT LAKEFIELD AND YOUNG's POINT : QueS. (Mr.

DUmmy LIGHTHOUSE FOG-HORN : M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Jackson)
293 (i),

DUNDAS AND WATERLOO ROAD, SALE OF: M. for Papers, &c. (Mr.
Bain, Wentworth) 147; prop. Res. (Sir Hector Langevin)
451 (i). See B. 120.

DUNDAS PUBLIC BUILDINGs, ERECTION OF: Ques. (Mr. Bain, Went-
worth) 290 (i).

EXPENDITURE FOR RYS., &o. : M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Vanasse) 964 (ii).
FOR? FRANCIS CANAL: in Com. of Sup., 3385 (iv).
GLAMMIS POST OFFIcE, ENQUIuY : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1131 (ii).
GRENVILLE, SOUTH, RETURN OF MEMBER, 3072 (iv).
HENEY, J., GOVT. PROPERTY OCCUPIED BY : Ques. (Mr. fBolton) 3426

(iv).

HUGHES, D. J., CHARGES AGAINST: M. for Rot. (Mr. Wilson) 98;
Ques, 77 (i). +

INDIAN TITLES ACQUIRED BY GOVT. : Ques. (Mr. Mills) 632 (i).
KINGSTON PENITENTIARY: in COM. Of SUp., 985 (i), 3350 (iV).
LAKE SImeCOE FisHRiEs : M. for Ret* •(gr. Mulock) 1444 (ii); Ques.,

3073 (iv).

LAND IMPROVEMENT FUND SETTLEMENT : Ques. (Mr. Sproule) 1039 (ii).
LENNOX CONTROVERTED ELECTION, JUDGE'S CERTIFICATE, &C., 1 (i).

LIFE-SAVING SERVICE AT PORT ROWAN: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr.

Jackson) 142 (i).
LONG POINT FISHING GROUNDS: Ques. (Ur. Jaccson) 289 (i).
MAIL SERVICE ON CAN. SOUTHERN RY. : M. for Ret. (Mr. Wigle) 120 (i).
MAITLAND, POSTMASTER AT: Ques. (Mr. Maslock) 1743 (iii).

MARITIME COURT, EXTENSION OF JURISDICTION. See B. 11.

MIDDLESEX, WEST, CONTROVERTED ELECTION, JUDGE'S REP., 1 (i).

MILITIA BARRACKS AT LONDON : in Com. of Sup , 3412 (iv)
MINING AND TIMBER LANDS NORTH oF LARE SUPERIOR: M. for 0.0.,

&c. (Mr. Mills) 66 (i).
MURRAY CANAL : in Com. of Sup., 3303 (iv).

MURRAY CANAL ROUTE: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Cockburn) 1442 (ii).

MUSKOrA LAKES AND RIVER SEVERN CANAL SYSTEM: Ques. (Kr. Bain,
Ventworth) 289 (i).

NAPANEE PUBLIC BUILDINGS: Ques. (Mr. Pruyn) 77 (i).

NORTHUMBERLAND CONTROVERTED ELECTION, JUDGE'S REP., 593 (i);

Ret. of Member, 192 (ii).
O'MALLET, LIEUT.-COL., CHARGES AGAINST: M. for copies (Kr. Caàes,)

45; (Mr. Wilson) 101 (i).
ONTARIO AND QUEIcO Ry. Co.'s BONDS: M. for copy of Prospectus

(Mr. Blake) 145 (i); Stockholders: M. for Stmnt." (Mr. Blake)
1443 (ii).

ONTARIO, WEST, VACANCY IN THE REPRESENTATION, 1 (i).

OTTAWA, ALLOWANCE TO ASSISTANT POSTMASTER: iD COm. Of Sup.,
3393; cone., 3398 (iV).

OTTAWA RIVER 8HIr CANAL: prop. Res. (Mr. White, Renfrew) 1211

(ii).
OTTAWA RIVERSURVEY AND EXPLORATIONS: Ques. (1r. White, Ren-

/rew) 131 (i), 1040 (ii).
PORT ARTHUR HARBOR: ia COM. OfSup., 2916 (iV).

PORT CREDIT HARBOR CO., REPS. MADE TO GOVT. : M. for copies (Mr.

Platt) 124 (i).
PORT ROWAN AS A HARBOR OF REFUGE: M. for Ret. (Mr. Jackson)

297 (i).
PORTS STANLEY AND BURWELL, HARBORS oF REFUGE: M. for Rot. (1r.

Wilson) 62 (i).
REFUND OP RY. BONUSES TO MUNICIPALITIES, MEMORIALS, &C. : M. for

copies (Mr. Cook) 569 (i).
RIDEAU CANAL: in Com. ofSup., 3312, 3418 (iv).

RIDGETOWN AS A PORT OF ENTRY, PETS., &C.: M. for copies* (Mr.

Casey) 532 (i).
RYs. CENTREING IN OTTAWA, BONUBES: M. for Ret. (Mr. Landerkin)

86 (i).
RYs. IN CO. OP GREY, REPUND OP BONUSES: M. for Ret. (Ur. Lander-

kin) 58 (i).
SALMON POINT BREAKWATEBR: M. for 0or. (Mfr. Platt) 210 (i).
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81ILON AND FERGus MAIL SERVICE: QuOS, (.Ir. Innes) 1211 (ii).
ST. THoMAs PUnLio BUILDING: M. for Ret. (Mr. Wilson) 79 (i).
TarNT RIVER NAVIGATION : in CiI . of SUp., 3311 (iv).
TIMmin PERMITS GRANTED IN TERRITORY AWARDED ONT. : Quel. (Mr.

Mills) 114,115 ; M. for Ret., 115; M. for copies,* 124, 210 (i).
WELLAND AND WILLIAMSBURG CANALS: in Com. of Sup., 3301, 3418

(iv).
WELLER'S BAY " RANGE LiGeTs:" M. for Cor. (Mr. Plait) 210 (i).
WILKINsoN, J. A., SUMS PAID: Ques. (Mr. Mcifullen) 51 (i).
WOOD AND WILKINsoN, SUMs PAIn: M. for Ret.* (Mr. MeMullen)

147 (i).

Woon SUPPLY TO PUBLIC BUILDINGS, OTTAWA: Ques. (Mr. Bain,
Wentworth) 1387 (ii).

OPERATIVES IN FACTORIES: M. for Rets., Stiints. (Sir Rich-
ard Cartwright) 37 (i).

ORDER PAPER, OMISSION FROM, OF A QUESTION: Remarks
(Mr. Charlton) 2774; explanat*on, 2854 (iv).

ORDER, PRIVILEGE ANi PROCEDURE:
ORDER:

ADMINISTRATION OF' JUSTICE IN THE N.W. B. 141: Interruption by
Members not in Order (Mr. Speaker) 3430 (iv)

CENsUS OF THE N.W., &C., B. 21 : Member called to Order for
imputing motives (Mr. Speaker) 213 (i).

CIVIL SERvICE ACT AMT, B. 31. On Ant. to 30: full discussion of
principles of B. objected to by Mr, Bowell ; Ruling (Sir Deputy
Speaker) competent for members to enter largely into discus-
sion of B, but should confine their remarks to Resolution in
Amt., 1300 (ii).

DIsTURRANCE IN T-E N.W. Remarks (Mr. Giroairrd) on newspaper
paragraph : Ruling (Mr. Speaker) Ques. of Privi'ege should
conclude with a motion, and member cannot correct a speaker
until conclusion of speech, 3161 (iv).

FRANC]ISE B. 103. Calling across floor not in Order (Mr. Chair-
man) 1432 (il), 1733.

- Irrelevancy of deb., 1431, 1494, 1509, 1619, 1793, 2242, 1733
1800, 1923, 1964, 2146 (iii).

-- Member called to Order for drawing a comparison : Ruled

in Order (Mr. Chairman) 1857 (iii).
-- Member called to Order for reading extracts': Ruling (Mr.

Chairman) readingextracts continuously an abuse ot Privilege,

1461, 1465, 1467, 1496 (ii) ; Remarks (Mr. Oron) 3161 (iv).

-- Members wearying Rouse with repetitions : Authorities

quoted (Mr. Chairman) 1804 (iii).
- Objection (Mr. Davies) to member imputing statements,

1974; (Mr. Poster) 1825 (iii).
- Objection (Sir Richard Cartwright) to Member calling

"cOrder " from his seat : Ruled (Mr. Chairman) in Order ; but

if a Member wants to raise a point of Order he must rise and

state it, 1975 (iii).
- On discussion of financial condition of the country: objec-

tion (Mr. AcCallum) 1919; Ruling (Mr. Chairman) an elabora-

tion of financial condition cf the country not in Order, 1922;

appeal from decision of Chair to House (Mr. Cameron, Huron)

1923; Ruling sustained (Y. 67, N. 41) 1924 (iii).

- On enfranchisement of Indians: objection (Mr. Dawson)

taken to discussing proprietory rights of Indians: Ruling (Mr.

Chairman) objection sustained, 2144 (iii).

- On Member keeping floor and not speaking, and disorderly

interruptions: Remarks (Sir John A. Macdonald and others)

1969 (iii).
- On M. to adjn.: Member called to order for irrelevancy of

remarks, 1509: Ruled out of Order (Mr. Chairman) 1510;

appeal from decision of Chair toE House (Mr. Edgar) 1510 ;

authorities quoted, 1510, 1511; ruling sustained (Y. 76, N. 46)

151Ruling (M. Chairman) deb. must be confined to clause

before Com., 1800 (iii).

cxx
ORDER, PRIVILEGE AND PROCEDURE-Continued.

ORDER-Contined,
F&iANCmsiIE B. 103. Unparliamentary language, withdrawal re-

quested (Mr. Chairm2n)1424; (Mr. Casey) 1435,1436,1466, 1680
(ii), 18m5 (iii)

FRANCIsE B. PîTITIoNSî: Genuinenoas of Signatures questioned by
Mr. Woodworth, and "May" quoted, 2034; Remark (M(r.
Speaker) as to duties of Clerk and otimcers, 2027 (iii).

INFEcToUS oU CONTAoIoUs »IISEASES AFFECTINo &NiMAis5 B. 44: Full
discussion of B. not in Order on an Amt. (Mr. Depulty Speaker)
1330 (ii).

LAND GRANTS TO RYs. IN TIIE N. W. IL. 147: Remarks (Mr. Mitchll)
on article in Toronto Mail re frosits in Manitaba, 2459; dis-
cussion on C. P. R. Contract declared net in Order (Mr.
Speaker) 2460 (iv).

MANITOBA CLAIMs SETTLEMUNT: on Re., Mem ber called te Order
(Mr. Speaker) for referring to what took place in Com., 2783;
reference to whb.t took place in Com. of W. not in Order,
2786 (iv).

ToRosTo "NEws," ARTIOLE oN FIRENCI A ooREssIoN: Objection taken
by Mr. Charlton to an hon. Meinber naming another by soins
other name than his own or constituency ; objection sustained
by Mr. Speaker and exprossion withdrawn, 1680 (ii),

VOLUNTEERS, RECOOIZITION oF SERVICEs B. 160 : On alteration of
Res. without consent of the Crown ; Ruling (Mr. Speaker)
3380 (iv).

WASIIINGTON TREATY, TERMINATION OP FIsHERY CLAUsEs': RulIng
(Mr. Speaker) allusion to previous deb. not in Order, 2899 (iv).

WAys AND MEANs : Übjctionà taken hy Mr. B)wolI to Member
entering into fiui ldiscuon of sugar dutis, simpiy on a
change ; Riling (Mlr. Ch tirman&') 852 (i).

PRIVILEGE :
BoNUsEs TO RYs. BY ONT. GovT. : Personal explanation (Mr, Blake)

3445 (iv).
CANADA TEmp. AoT : Explanation (Mr. Orton) on article in News

Record, re vote, 3,000 ; explanation (Mr. Kaulbach) 3073 (iv.)
C.P.R. BETWEEN EMERCoN AND WEiNhI'EO : Remarks (Ur. Lister) on

Stmnt. of Minister of Marina, 693 (i).
- Remark3 (Mr. Mitchell) re charge of being the defender of

the Co., 2460 (iv).
- REsoLUTIoNs: PUBLICATIoN IN NEWsIAl'su sEFOi( PREsuiN-

TA TIONO Tu o rS: R lemniarks (Mr. Blake) 1712 (ii).
CoRRESPoNsNNCE iN t'ORT ARTUIt - RAitA&l : Remarks (Mr.

Dawson) and repudiation (lir. Macmaster) 3162 (iv).
DEBATES, OIPFICIAL RE' : Interpolation of remarks in Speech

remarks and repudiation (Ur. Blake) 2511 ; correction (1fr.
Macmnaster) 2619 (iv).

DIsTUANCE IN Tec IE N.W. : Article in the Electeur; personal expia-
nation (Mr. Caron) 967 (ii).

- Denial of Stmat. in Montreal Post (Mr. Girouard) 3161 (iv).
- RUemarks (fr. Cook) on newspaper paragraph re Col.

Amyot's Battalion, 1336 (ii).
- Repudiation of charge contained in article In Hamilton

Spectator (Mr. Blake) 813 (ii).
DoMINIoN AND ONTARIo PoLITIcs: Personal explanation (Mr. Bliski)

1837 (iii)
FRANCH1sE B. PETITIONS AND TE CLERGY: Explanation (Ur. Sproule)

re paragraph in Canada Presbgterian and Meaford Monitor
2772 (iv).

FRANCHisE B. PETITIONS, GENUINE Ess of SIONATUaES ; Remarks (Ur.
Elgar) on article in Ottawa Citizen, 1935, 2103i (Mr. A1llen)
2209 (iii).

FIRANCHIsE B : Report of speech in Globe newspaper: Remarka (Mr.
Wallace) 1824 (iii).

FRENciH AGGREsSIoN : Article in Toronto News, Remarks (Ur.
Bergeron) 1678 (ii).

GOVERNMENT PRINTING, &C. : Remarks (Vrl. SoMervill, Brant) on
paragraph in Ottawa Citizen, 3162, 3213 ; personal allusions
(Mr. fackintosh) 3247 (iv).

GRAND TaUNK RY. AND CONDUCT O? ME. Hics'soN : Renarks (Kr.
McMfullen) on paragraph in Montreal Herald, 1131 (ii).
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PRIVILEGE-Continued.
HALF-BREED GRIEVANCES IN THE N.W.: Explanation (Hr. Blake) re

J. E. Brown's correspondence, 3246 (iv).
HYDRArLIC PowER ON CORNWALL CANAL : Explanation (Mr. Gault)

of paragraph'in Globe newspaper, 49 (i).
INTERPOLATION OF WORD3 IN A DESPATCH : Remarks (Mr. Mill)

3247 (iv).
LABoRERs ON C.P.R. : Explanation (Mr. Dawson) of paragraph in

Globe newspaper, 247 (i).
LAND GRANTS AN LAND GRANT BoNDs, &C., RETURN : Personal

explanation (Mr. Mitchell) 94 (i).
MESSAGES FROU RIs EX., MEMBERS RISING AND UNCOVERING ON

DELIVERY : Contradiction of Stmnt. in Ottawa Free Press
(Messrs. Royal and Girouard) 170 (i).

NOVA ScOTIA VOLUNTEERS: Remarks (Ur. Kaulbach) on paragraph
in Ottawa Free Press, 1094 (i).

PRINCE ALBERT COLONIZATION Co. : Explanation (Mr., White,
Eastings) re paragraph in Ottawa Free Press, 3162 (iv).

TIMBER LIMITs IN THE N.W.: Denial (Mir. Sproule) of Statements
published in Ottawa Free Press, 566 (i).

TImBER REGULATIONSi N B. 0.: Remarks (Mr. Ferguson, Welland)
on paragraph in Ottawa Free Press, 2240 (iii).

VERACITY QURSTIONED: Remarks (Mr. Curran) 725 (i).
WATER PoWER ON WILLIAMSBURG CANAL: Expianation (Mr' Benson)

of paragraph in Globe newspaper, 48 ().
WAYS AND MEANS: Rernarks (Sir John A. JMacdonall) re working-

men of Montreal, 521 (i).
PROCE:DURE:

CiAs. TEMP. ACT AMT. B. 92: 01 Amt. (Mr. White, Ciriwell) to M.
for 20: objection taken by Mr. Blake that a moticu in amend-

ment to 29 shonld be made as a substantive motion: Ruling
(Mr. Deputy Speaker) Amt. in Order, as it contradicts the prin-
ciple of the B., and "May" quoted in snpport of same, 952 (ii).

CAN. TEmp. ACT: On M. to place B. Second Order on Pub, Bills
and Orders: Ruling (Mlr. Speaker) Order of proceedings regu-
lated by the Rules; items standing on Order Paper taken up
according to precedence; Order cannot be changel without
notice, 714 (i).

CAN. TEMP. ACT: On Mr. Ilickey's Amt. to M. to conc. in Sen.
Amts., relevancy of Amt. questiaed : Ruling (r. Spei7ker)
that Amt. is consequential to or relevant upon the Amt. adopted
by the Senate, and Speaker Brand quoted, 2556 (iv).

DIvIsIoNs IN COMMITTEE, OBJECTION TO CHAIRMAN'S RULING

Practice stated (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1470 (il).
DUNDAs AND WATERLOO ROAD : On M. for Com. on Res. legalising

sale ; object of Rule stated to be that full time should be
given for consideration of all Bills, Motions or Resolutions
which may result in a charge on the Treasury, &c. (Mr.
Speaker) 451 (i;1

FACTORIES, REGULATION or L ABOR B. 85 : On M. for ramng. adjd.
deb. for 2° ; Objection taken by Mr. Bergin to Amt. (Mr.
Jamieson) substituting Can. Temp. Act, 944 ; Ruling (Mr.
Speaker) that the House may proceed to other Orders of the
Day in discussing an Order, or a partieular Order may be
superseded by the House agreeing to an Amt. and "May"
quoted to sustain same, 944 (ii).

INSOLVENT DEBToRs' AssETs B. 4 : On M. to transfer to Govt.
Orders : Votes and Proceeding quoted (Mr. Speaker) 1281 (ii).

INSPECTION 0F FACTORIES REs : Suggestion (Mr. Speaker) that same
stand first on Pub. Bills and Orders, 607 (i).

MILILIA AcT, 1883, AMT. B. 152: On Res. increasing number of
men : Exception taken by Mr. Blake as to whether B. ought
not to have been initiated by preliminary Res., 3045 ; Ruling
(Mr. Speaker) not necessary that Amt. should be founded on a

Res., and Journals of 1883 quoted, 3046 (iv).
PETITIONS, PRESENTATION : Signatures signed by proxy : Reception

objected to by Mr. Woodworth and "May "quoted, 2024.
Remarks (Kr. Speaker) and practice stated, 2027, 2029; Names

ORDER, PRIVILEGE AND PROCEDURE-Continued.
PROCEDURE-Coutinued.

obtained by fraud : discussion to take place on M. to read
and receive same (Mr. Speaker) 2274; Petition having no
signatures not in Order and cannot be received (Mr. Speaker)
2319 (iii).

PETITIONs, READING AND RECEIVING : Objection taken by Mr. Edgar:
Cushing's practice quoted in support of same, 2319, 2320 (iii).

PETITIONs, READING: Irregular for Member to read a Petition on
presentation, but if required it may be read by the Clerk at the
Table: Rule read (Mr. Speaker) 1891, and authorities quotede
1893 (iii).

PROHIBITION OF SPIRITuous LIQuoRs : Ruling (Mr. Speaker) in Order
to move the Previous Question, &c., 1045 (ii).

PRIVILEGE, QUis. OF : Ruling (Mr. Speaker) should conclude with
a motion, 3161 (iv).

SCOTT AcT PITITIoNs AND FORGED SIGNATURES: On M. (Mr.

Poster) to erase name : Ruling (Mr. Speaker) no practice to
warrant such a motion ; English practice stated, 2320 (iv).

SPEAKER, DEPUTY, APPOINTMENT OF MALACHY DALY, Esq: On Res.
objection on consent of Crown not having been signified (Mr.
Blake) and B.N.A. Act quoted, 73 (i).

SUPREME COURT APPELLATE JURIsDICTION B. 68: On M. to intro-

duce : Right to introduce questioned, because Bill of same

nature is before the House (Mr. Casgrain), and remarks (Mr.

Speaker) 240; Ruled (Mr. Speaker) in Order to introduce Bill,

270 (i).

WAYs AND MEANS: Objection taken by Mr. Blake to Res. before
Com., a Res. on same subject having been already passed
upon : Ruled (Mr. Chairman) in Order, and authorities quoted

to sustain same, 325 (iv).

WINNIPEG AND PRINCE ALBERT RY. B. 82: On m. for 20 : sugges-

tion (Mr. Speaker) that Order be discharged, 428 (i).

OSSLER, MR. JUsTICE: Rep. on West Middlesex Contro-
verted Election, 1 (i).

OTTER's, COL., M&RCH TO BATTLEFORD : Remarks, 1386 (ii).
OTTAwA, RY. CONNECTION WITH : M. for Rot. (Mir. Lander-

kin) 86 (i).
OTTAWA RIVER SURVEY AND EXPLORATION: Ques. (Kr.

White, Renfrew) 131 (i).
OTTAWA RIVER SHIP CANAL: Res. (Mr. White, )Renfrew)

1211; Deb. (Mr. Bryson) 1215 ; (Mr. Cockburn) 1217;
(Mr. Dawson) 1218 ; (Messrs. Caneron [Victoria] and
Tassé) 1219 ; (Mr. BRilliard) 1224 ; (Sir Hector Langevin
and Messrs. Blake and White, Renfrew) 1225 (ii).

OTTAWA, WADDINGTON AND NEW YORK Ry. AND BRIDGE
Co.'s SaJsIDY : prop. Res. (Mr. Pope) 3457; in Com.
3472 (iv).

OUIMET's, COL., ABSENCE PROM DUTY: Remarks (Mr, Cas-
grain) 1167, 1205 (ii).

OUTBREAK. See "DISTURBANCE."

OXFORD AND NEw GLASaoW RY., N. S., PROJECTED LINE: M.
for copies of Cor., &c. (Mr. Blake) 145 (i); in Com. of
Sup., 3414 (iv).

PACIFIc RY. See " CANADIAN PACIFIC."
PAPERs IN RESPECT OF THE N. W. : Ques. (Mr. Blake)

2358 (iii),
PARLIAMENT, 5Tui, TinRD SEssION, 1885, 48 YwToR:

Opening, 1; Speech from the Throne, 2 (i); Bill$
assented to, 1516 (i), 3475 ; Prorogation, 3475 (iv).
See "HOUSE OF COMMONS."

PARSBOROUGH BREAKWATER, CONSTRUCTION Op : M. for
copies of Tenders (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 66 (i).
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MRTRIDGE P58iiE FOWLS, &C: in Co no Way8 and PLANTE, J. B., oF ST. CHARLES, CLAIM OF: M. for copies*Mean, 858 (ii). (lr. Landry, lontmagny) 147 (i).PASSENGER, FREIGHT AND MIXED TRAINS, C. P. R., RUNNING POINTE AUX TREMBLES, CONSTRUCTION OF WHARF : M. foroF: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 67 (i). copies of Cor. (Mr. De St. Georges) 234 (i).

Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. No. 25 (Ur. White, Ren- POLARIsCoPIc TEST FOR SUo A R : Quos. (gr. Vait) 479 (i).
frew). 10, 67; 2° m., 266; neg. (Y. 57, N. 70) 269 (i). PorolsE FsIIiNG, REP. oF J. U. GREGORY: M. for copy

Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. No. 64 (Mr. McCarthy) (Mr. Blondeau) 532 (i).
10, 234; 2 m., 622; Order for 2° dschgd., 629 (i). Portage la Prairie and Lake of the Woods Ry.

Patent Act, 1872, Amt. B. No. 89 (Mr. JIay). 10*, Nav. Co.'s incorp. B. 63 (Mir. Watson). 1°*,
362 (i). 210; 2°*, 289 (i).

PATENTS ISSUED TO SETTLERS IN PRINCE ALBERT: Ques. PORT ARTILUR AND WINNIPEG, CONSTRUCTION OF C. P. Ré
(Mr. Blake) 964 (ii). BETWEEN, SUMS PAID: M. for Stmnts. (Mr. Oasey)

Patents of Invention Act Amt. B. No. 29 (Mr. 123 (i).
Smyt/). 10*, 88 (i). PORT CREDIT HARBOR CO., REPORTS MADE TO (4OVT.) &a.

PAuPER TURKISH IMMIGRANTS: Ques. (11r. Trowv) 3475 (iv). M. for cOpioý (Mr. Plait) 124 ; REPAIS to: Quos.

Pawnbrokers' further Provision B. No. 137 (Mr.ORMr.Dlemn A AER XN(0F.

Small). 1°*, 1474 (ii).
PAYNE AND APPLEGARTH, MURDER OF, BY INDIANS IN N.W., P ORT M r.t lOCer) 146 ()o

859 (ii).(Mr.asey) 816 (ii).
>EACHY, J. W., SUPERANNUATION OF: QuO. (Mr. Rinfret) PORT MOODn WHARF AND FREIMIT SIIED:-M. for 0cpies Of

1743 (iii).,(Leps., Plans, te. (Mr. Blake) 295 (i).
>ENITENTIARIES, REP.: preSented (Sir Hector Langevin) 28PORTULORAVE ANI) ATAC.B., STE P SUVE-

(i).rTION: b CM. of
ENITENTIARY RULES, SUSPENSION : M. for Rot. (Ur. Shakes PüR MGRAVL AN)rCANO AND AîUAr,

peare) 823 (i). COMHUNICATION IIETWEEN: Ques. (Mr. 1<rI) 114 (Î).
ENITENTIARIES. SeeC "SUPPLY." PORT MULGRAVE, N.8., AS A SUB-PORT: M. fur 1aporm, &o.

ENSION, CONTINUATION OF, TO WIDOW OF JoHN MARTIN: M. (U. 1rk) 445 (i).
for Ret. (Mr. Curran) 201 (i). PORT ROWAN ASA IIARiIor'REFuoo, CONSTRUCTION 01:

Pension Fund of Bank of Montreal B. No. 49 M. fbr ROt. (Mr. Jackson) 297 (i).
(Mr. White, Cardwell). 10*, 170; 2Q*, 245; in Com. PORT STANLEY AND BuRWVLL RARIORS 0FREFUGE: M. for

and 3 C*, 693 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 13)t(
ENSIONS: in Com. of Sup., 992 (ii). PoLITWî îxAî-ý FîIH Iaxt M.o'ZOL)
ETITIONS, FRANCHISE B. : Bem ks (Ir. cIOrltOi) on ST ANI) F1N.\NC EI INTFILEST 11

reception, 1856 ; on genuineness of Signatures (Mr. Com. of Sup., 927 (i).

Woodworth and other3) 2023 ; (Mr. McNeill) 2L71 ; POST OFFICE
(Mr. Allen) 2209 ; (Mr. Bykert) 2274; (Mr. Edgar) ANTIGON181I AND SHERBROKE MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (Ur. fclaaac)

2319 ; (Mr. Sproule) 2392 (iii), 2772 (iv) ; (Mr. Mc 4 AT OTTAWA, AILOWANOE TO: in COM. Of

Neill) 2495 (iii). Sup., 3393; conc., 3398 (iv).

ETITIONS, SCOTT ACT : M. (Mr. Poster) to erase name, BRANDON, I>STMASTER AT, SALAIY, .tC.:Quos. (Ar. Lixter) 2029 (il!).
232 (Iii). CALGART AND FORT MACLEOD) STAoE LImE: Qîîe. (Mr. Waton)2320 (iii). 31()

'ETITIONS, ON PRESENTATION OF:: Remarks, 1891 (iii). Cii&BLINCH, PONTMÂSTNII AT: M. fur Papera, &c. (Mr. Blake)

'ETITIONS, RESOLUTIoNS, &C., ON 3ANKRUPTCY: presonted j (i).

(SirIoh A..Maconal) 10 (QDRITL. REP.: presented (Mr. Carling) 76; in Cern. of' Sup., 902
(Sir John A. Macdonald) 101 (i). oc. 74 i)

E!TITIONS, RESOLUTIONS, &C., ON HALF-BREEDS' AND SETTLERS' (il), CCUINP2764 (Iv(2

CLAIMS: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3426 (iv). 2559(iii).

ICKLES AND SAUCES in Co. on Ways and Mans, 843 (ii). DPOSTOS IN. for Re (Sir Richard

ICTURE FRAMES,&C.: in Com. on Ways and Means, 846 (ii). Cartwrht) 533; (Mr. Farank) 819 ().

IERS AN] WHARVES I P.F. I., EPENDITURE ON MANTEN- GLAMIS POT OFFICENuiy: Qu. (r. Blake) 1131 (il).
LETTER PONTAGEPREDUCTIONQuea. (Mr. Ileîson) 33; Mr. for copies

ANCE, &C.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Davies) 533 of Cor., &. (Mr. Charlon 291 ()

'IERS. See "MARINE." Lx FONDS POST Osïîcz: Quoi. (Jir. Rin/ret) 816 (il).

ILLAGE OF MloUsES AND IALF BREEDS BY YOLUNTEEBS- MAIL TRAIs cETw£Ey BîîccKV:LLE AND Touoyro:.

Ques. (Mr. Langelier) 2169 (iii), 2990 (iv).aI, 8(

ITCH PINE : in Com. on Ways and Means, 810 (ii). MAILBSRIN II».0: UeZ. ( If.cor) 964 (U).

LANS AN]) SURVEYS oF ST. LAURENT SETTLEMENT, REEIPT120

Or: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2358 (iii). MAIL ROnnalUS I. M. for copies of Qor. <Ur.

LAT. GLASS: in Coi. on WayS and M ns(856MrFlemnke) 918(i).



INDEX,
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MAIL SUBsiDiEs. SeC "SUPPLY."
MAITLAND, POSTMASTER AT-, Ques. (Mr. >ulock) 1743 (iii).
MEDICINE HAT AND FORT MACLIOD MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (Vr.

Watson) 351 (i).
ocuAN MAIL SERVICE, ANNUAL COST, AC.: M. for Stmnt. (Mr.

Blake) 204 (i). See B. 151.
POST OFFICE AT MONTPAGNY: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 246 (i).
PoSTAL PRIVILEGES, EXTENSION To LOCAL GoVTS.: QUeS. (Mr.

Amyot) 289 (1).
POSTAL AND TRANSPORT SERVICE ON C.P.R.: Ques. (Mr. Blake)

1744 (iii).
POSTAL REVENUE AT VICTORIA, B. C.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Baker,

Victoria) 1442 (il).
SAVINGS BANKS IN THE MAR. PROVS.: Ques. (gr. Stairi) 148 (i).
BRIuon AND PERGUS MAIL SERVICE : QueB. (Mr. Innes) 1211 (ii).
SXALL SAVINGS, ENCOURAGEMENT OF: M. for Ret. (Mr. Blake) 90 (i).
SUPERINTENDENTS oF LETTER CARRIERs: prop. Res. (Mr. Chapleau)

218 (i).
U. S. ANDV ICTORIA, B.C., MAIL SUBSIDY: in Com. of Sup., 293 6(iv).

POUNDMAKEEa. See " DISTURBANCE."

POWDER MAGAZINES AT FORT HOWE, ST. JOHN, N.B. : Ques.
(Mr. We!don) 246 (i).

PREBQU'ISLE AND WELLER's BAY HARBORS: M. for Ret.*
(Mr. Cockburn) 1442 (ii).

PRINCE ALBERT AND ST. LAURENT SETTLEMENTS; REPS. OF

MESSRS. RUSSEL AND ALDOUS: Ques. (Mr. Blake)
3426 (iv).

PRINCE ALBEaTa CLoN.Co.'s LAND, SETTLERS' OR SQUATTERS'

IMPROVEMENTS: Ques. (Ur. Blake) 3426 (iv).
PRINcE ALBERLT COLON. Co's TowxsEip SURVEYS : Ques.

(Mr. Blake) 2170 (iii).
PRINCE LEOPOLD. See "ALBANY, DURE 0F."

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND:
CAPE ToRaNTINE HARBOR: in Com. of Sup., 2917 (iv).
CAPE ToRMENTIKE RY. CONNECTION1- Ques. (Mr. Davies) 2997 (iv).
CAPE TRAVERSE BRANCU RY., PAYvnT OP LAB-nERS AND COTrAC-

TORS: 31. for copies of Pets., &c. (Mr. lIac.cit) 142; Ques. (Mr.
Ye0) 691 (i).

CASCUMPEC HARsoR IMPROVEMENTS: Ques. (Mr. Feo) 479 (i).
CHARLOTTETOWN PUBLIC BUILDINGS: Ques (Mr. Davies) 1039 (ii);

(Mr. Burpee) 2359 (iii).
CUSTOMs APPRAISER AT SUMMERSIDE : Ques. (Mr. Teo) 350 (j).

EXPENDITURE FoR RYs., &c. : M. for Stnut. (Mr. Van«sse) 964 (i).
FREIenST AND PASSENGER EARNINGS ON P. E.1. R T : M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Davies) 1442 (ii).
INLAND REVENUE COLLECTOR AT SUMMERS-9DE: Queg. (Mr. l'eo) 350 (i).
"LADsDowN," STEAMER, COMMUNICATION WITI ISLAND: QueS.

(Mr. Jenkin.) 927 (i).
PMUaR AND WARVEB, EXPENDITURE, &C. : M. for Ret. (Mr. Davie)

533 (i).

QUEuN'S CO., VACANCY IN THE REPRESENTATION, 1(i),

RED POINT HARBOR BREAKWATER.: QueS. (Mr. Macdonald, King's)
1039 (ii).

REFUND TO MERCHANTS AND OTHERS, COMMISSONER's REP.: M. for
copy (Kr. Davies) 831 (ii).

s&A LOTs, DEPTL. INSTRUCTIONS RESPECTING: M. for copies (Mr.
Blake) 61 (i).

WHAREts oN P.E.I, GRANT FOR CONSTRUCTION : Ques. (Mr. Davies)
351 (i).

WINTIR CaossINo: M. for copies of Cor. (1fr. Macdonald, King's)
62 (i).

PRINGLE, i. IL, OF COBOURO, EMPLOYMENT OF, BY GOVT.:
Ques. (Mr. Casey) 743 (i).

PRINTING AND ADVERTISING, GOVT.: Remarks (hîr. Somer
ville, Brant) on M. for Oom. of Sup., 3033 (iv).

PRINTING AND ADVERTISING, IMMIGRATION : M. tO rOfOr
charges to Public Accounts Com. (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) 202 (i).

PRINTING AND ADVERTISING, RET. RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr.
Mc Mullen) 28 (i).

PRINTING AND PUBLISHING CO.'s, SUMS PAID TO AND SERVICES

RENDERED: M. for Rets.* (Mr. McMullen) 147 (i).
PRINTING COMMISSION: in Com. of Sup., 3392 (iv).
PirNTING DOMINION NOTES: in COm. Of Sup., 898 (ii).
PRINTING DONE OUTSIDE OF CONTRACT: M. for Rot. (Mr.

White, Renfrew) 860 (ii).
PRINTING OF PARLT.: M. (Mr. White, Cardwell) to conc. in

Second Rep., 149 (i); Seventh Rep., 1882 (iii) ; Ninth
Rep., 3293; Tenth Rep., 3393 (iv).

PRINTING, PUBLIC, CHANGES IN CONTRACT: M. for COpieS Of

O.C. (Ur. Rykert) 246 (i).
PRISONERS. See "DISTURBANCE IN N.W."

Prison Labor without the walls of Gaols Act
Amt. B. No. 87 (Mr. Sutherland, Oxford). 10¥,
362 (i) ; 2>, in Com., and 30*, 1658 (ii). (48-49 Tic.,
c. 81.)

PRIVATE BANKS AND BROKERS, LEGISLATION RESPECTING:

Ques. (Mr. Cameron, Middlesex) 51 (i).
PRIVATE BILLS, RECEPTION OF : Ms. to oxtend time (Mr.

Kranz) 88; (Mr. Abbott) 505, 182 (i) ; (Sir Hector
La-ngevin) 1094 (ii).

PRIVATE BILLS, PETITIONS FORL: M. to extend time for
receiving (Mr. Beaty) 40 (i).

PRIVY COUNCIL OFFICE : in Com. of Sup., 899, 914 (ii).
PROGRESS ESTIMATES. See "C.P.R."
Prohibition. See "SPIRITuous LIQuoRs."

PROHIBITORY LIQUOR LAW OF THE N. W. T., RELAXATION OF

PROVISIONS : M. for COr. (Mir. oster) 101 (:). See
"CAN. TEMP. ACT."

Proof of Entries in Books of Account B. No.
113 (Mr. Chapleau). 1°*, 964 (ii) ; 2°, 2397; wthdn.,
2398; 2°, 2465; in Com., 2466; 3°4*, 2497 (iii). (48-
49 Vic., c. 48.)

PROROGATION, LETTER FROM ACTING GOV. GEN.'S SEC., 3473;
Mess. from His Ex., 3475 (iv).

PROSECUTIONS UNDER CAN. TEMP. ACT: Ques. (Mr. Mc
Craney) 1306 (ii), 3320 (iv).

PROSSER, MR., FISHERY WARDEN, LAKE RaIE : M. for Ret.*
(Mr. Lister) 964 (ii).

PROvINCES, ADVANCES TO. See B. 7.
PROVINCIAL ACTS, DISALLOWANCE OF : M. for copies of

0. C., &c. (Mr. Blake) 52 (i).
Provincial Courts Judges, Salaries, &c., B. No.

161 (Sir Hector Langevin). Res. prop., 3293 ; M. for
Com. on Res., 3375; in Com and 1°* of B., 3395; 2°,
in Com. and S°, 3436 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 56.)

PROVINCIA; LEGIFLATION, COMPILATION OF COR., &C.: CORO.,

3434 (iv).
PROVINCIAL RYS. TAKEN OVER BY GOVT. : Ques. (&[r, Sproule)

188 (i).
PROVINCIAL SUBSIDIE1, S.e "SUBSIDIES."
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PRODUCE, EXPORTS OF: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

606 (i).
PRUSSIATE OF POTA.sH: in Com. on Ways and Means 846 (ii).
PRUYN, MR. M. W.: Certificate of Election and Return of, 1.
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS: presented (Sir Leonard Tilley) 28; M.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) to refer to Public Acounts
Com., 76 (i).

PUBLIC BUILDINGS. Bee "PUBLIC WORKS."
PUBLIC DEBT OF CANADA.: Ques. (Mir. Charlton) 29, 76 (i),

927 (ii), 2465 (iv).
PUBLIC EXPENDITURE: ROS. (Sir Richard Cartwright) in

Amt. to Com. of Sup., 2869; (Mr. McLelan) 2878;
(Mr. Charlton) 2883; neg. (Y. 42, N. 79) 2889 (iv).

PUBLIC RESERVES IN B.C. AND " FORE-SHORE " RIGHTS: M.
for Ret. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 703 (i).

PUBLIC SERVICE, RoOMs, &C., RENTED FOR, 1N OTTAWA: M.
for Ret. (Mr. Somerville, Brant) 533 (i).

PUBLIC WORKS DEPTL. REP.: preEented (Sir Hector Lange-
vin) 28 (i).

Publie Works, preservation of Peace in vicinity,
Acts Amt. B. No. 131. (Sir John A. Macdonald).
1°*, 1278 (ii) ; 20 m. and in Com., 2824; 3°*, 2854
(iv). (48-49 Fic., c. 80.)

PUBLIC WORKS:
AGENT AND CONTINGENCIES, B.C. : in COM. of Sup., 3308 (iv).
8ARRACK HUTS IN B. C. : in Com. of Sup., 3412 (iv).
BARRACKS AT FORT MACLEOD: in COM. of Sup., 3387 (iv).
BAYFIELD HARBOR BREAKWATER: Ques. (Mr. Mclgaac) 77 (i).
BUILDINGS: in Com. of Sup., 2916-2919, 3385, 3452 (iv).
CAPE TORMENTINE HARBOR : in COM. Of Sup., 2917 (iV).

CASCUMPEC HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS: Ques. (Mr. Yeo) 479 (i).
CHARLOTTETOWN PUBLIC BUILDINGS: QueS. (Mr. Davie8) 1039 (ii);

(Mr. Burpee) 2359 (iii).
CIIURCH POINT AND TROUT COVE PIERS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Vail) 54 (i).
COAL, PURCHASE OF, FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr.

Kirk) 313 (i).
CORNWALL PUBLIC BUILDINGS : Ques. (Mr. Lister) 2997 (iv).
DREDGES, TUGS AND SCOWS : M. for Ret. (Mr. Jackson) 53 (i).
DREDGING: in Co. of Sup., 2921; CODC., 2923 (iv).

DRY DOCKS, ENCOURAGEMENT 0F CONSTRUCTION. See B. 108.
DUNDAS PUBLIC BUILDINGS; Ques. (Mr. Bain, Wentworth) 290 (i).
.SQUIMAULT GRAVING DOCK: Que,. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 743(i); in

Com. of Sup., 2916 (iv). See B. 7.
FOG-ilORNS AND LETTER-BOx FRONTS, TENDERS: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Langelier) 313 (i).
GOVT. YARDS IN MONTREAL; Ques. (Mr. Gault) 57 i).

IIARBORS AND RIVERS: in Com. of Sup., 2920-2923, 3385, 3386, 3409,
3419, 3420, 3433 (iv).

HAUBORS IN GUYSBOROUGII Co., RE-SURVEY: QueS. (Mr. Kirk) 51 (i).

BEATING PUBLIC BUILDINGS, COST OF: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake)
90 (i).

ImG COMMISSIONER : in Com. of Sup., 3386 (iv).

IMMIGRANT BUILDINGS AT LÉvis: Ques. (Mr. Belleau) 89 (i).
IMMIGRANT SHEDS AT MEDICINE HAT: Ques. (Mr. Watson) 350 (i).
INSPECTORS OR.CLERKS OF WORKS: M. for Stmnt. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 139; QueS. (Mr. Alackenzie) 606 (i).
INSPECTORS, RET. RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr. Mackenzie) 606 (i).
MATTAWA, MOUNTAIN RAPIDS, &C., INFROVEMENTS: QuoS. (Mr. White,

Renrew) 1040 (ii).
NAPANEE PUBLIC BUILDINGS: Ques. (Mr. Pruyn) 77 (i).

NORTH SASKATCHEWAN RIVER IMPROVEMENTS : M. for Ret. (Mr. Mc
Callum) 615, 695 (i).

OTTAWA, ADDITIONAL BUILDINGS: in COM. Of Sup., 2916 (iV).
OTTAWA RIVER SHIP CANAL : prop. Reo. (Mr. White, Renfrew)1211 (il).
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PUBLIC WORKS-Continued.
OTTAWA RIVER SURVEYS AND IMPROVEMENTS : Ques. (Mr. White,

Renjrew) 131 (i), 1040 (ii).
PORT ARTHUR HAREOR: in COm. Of Sup., 2916 (iv).
PORT CREDIT HARBOR, REPAIRS: Ques. (Mr. Fleming) 188 (i).
PORT MOODY DOCK, TENDERS FOR REPAIR: Que.. (1fr. Casey) 816 (ii).
BOADS AND BRIDGES: in Oom. of Sup., 3420.
SABLE ISLAND TELEGRAPIO COMMUNICATION: QueS. (Mr. Daly) 57 (i).
SALMON POINT BREAKWATER: M. for Cor. (Mr. Plati) 210 (i).
SOMERVILLE BREAKWATER, REPAIRS: Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 57 (1).
STOREHOUSES IN QUEBR, LEASE 0F: Ques. (1r. Langelier) 1039 (ii).
ST. STEPHEN'S PUBLIC BUILDINGS: Ques. (Mr. Gillmor) 1148 (ii).
ST. THOMAS PUBLIC BUILDINGS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Wileon) 79 (i).
TELEGRAPH AND SIGNAL SERVICE, B. C. : Ques. (Mr. Baker, Victoria)

743 (i); in Com. of Sup., 3307 (iv).
TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION WEST OF WINNIPEG: RemRrkS, 839 (i).
TELEGRAPHS in Com. of Sup., 2922, 3307, 3386, 3420 (iv).
TELEGRAPH SYSTEM IN CAPE BRETON: Que,. (Mr. Cameron, Inverne)

78 (i).
THREE RIVERS HARBOR COMMISSIONERS. See B. 150.
TRACADIE BREAKWATER, EXPENDITURE : M. for Stmut.* (Mr. Nclgaac)

147 (i).
TUG-BARGES, DREDGE, &C., ON RED RIVER : M. for Ret. (Mr. Watson)

964 (ii).
VENTILATION OF HOUSE oF COMMONS: Remarks, 2676 (iv).
WATERt LOTS, APPLICATIONS FOR: Ques. (Mr. Tupper) 429 (i).
WATER LOTS ON RIVERS, GOvT. RIGHTS: Ques. (àfr. Fanasse) 2138

(iii).
WHARVES ON P. E. I.: Ques. (Mr. Davies) 351 (i).
WHITE POINT BREAKWATER, REPAIRS: Ques. (fr. Forbes) 52 (i).
WOODSTOCK, N.B., PUBLIC BUILDINGS: Ques. (Mr, Irvine) 606 (i).

WOOD SUPPLT: Ques. (Mr. McCraney) 429 (i); (Mr. Bain, Went-
wortk) 1387 (ii).

[See different PROVINCES; aiso "lMARINE."]

PULLMAN PALACE CAR Co. See "I.C.R."

PUMICE AND PUMICE STONE : in Com. on Ways and Means,

810 (ii).
PURCELL & RYAN, PAYMENT TO, FOR SUPPLIES FURNISHIED

LORD LORNE AND PARTY: in Com. of Sap., 3 152 (iv).
Qu'APPELLE HALF-BREEDS, REP. OF MR. WALSH: QUe8.

(Mr. Blake) 3426 (iv).
QU'APPELLE, LONG LAKE AND SASKATCHEWAN RAILROAD

AND STMBT. CO. See B. 147.
QU'APPELLE VALLEY FARMING Co.'S AGREEMENT : Qle8.

(Mr. Blake) 816 (ii).
QUACo LiHTIOUSE, MEMORIALS, &C., RESPECTING: M. for

Rot. (Mr. Weldon) 1442 (ii).
QUARANTINE, APPOINTMENT OF PHYSICIANS TO ACCOMPANY

STEAMSIIIPS: Ques. (Mr. Taschereau) 2169 (iii).
QUARANTINE. See 4"INSTRUCTIONS " and 4lSUPPLY."
QUEBEC AND LAKE ST. JIOHN RY. CO.'S SUBSIDY: prop.

Res. (Mr, Pope) 3457; in Com., 3472 (iv).
QUEBEC:

BEAUCE: Vacaucy in the representation, 1 (i).

BOLDUC, CAPT., RESIGNATION OF: M. for Ret. (Mr. Landry, Mont-
magny) 29 (i).

BRAS ST. NICIIOLAS, DEEPENING oF: M. for copies of Pets.* (1fr.
Langelier) 312 (i).

BROUSSEAU .& LISABELLE, FRAUDS BY: Ques. (Mr. Langelier) 1387 (ii).
CAPE ST. IGNACE STATION: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 246 (i).
CARON AND GAUVREAU, FISHER OVERSEERS, SALARY, &C. : Ques.

(Mr. Blondeau) 290; M. for copies of Rep.,* 532 (i).
CATHOLI- POPULATION OF PROVINCE: QueS. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

363 (j).
CHEVRIER, G. E., DISMISSAL OP: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Holion) 1443 (ii).
CHIEF JUSTICE MEREDITH, RESIGNATION OF: M. for Rot. (Mr. Laurier)

43 (i).
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QUEBEC-Continued.

CUSTOMS BEIZURES AT MONTREAL: Qaes. (Mr. Langelier) 1387 (il).
DECHENE, CAPT., COMPLAINTS AGAINST: M. for copies* (Mr. Cas-

grain' 30 (i).
DRILL SHED AT QUEBEC, TENDERS: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Landry, Mont-

magny) 533 (i).
ELGIN STATION, L'IsLET: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 148 (i).
ETCHEMIN RIVER LINE SuRVEYT: Ques. (Mr. Lesage) 350 (i).
EXPENDITURE FOR RYS., AC.: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Vana8se) 964 (ii).
GOSSELIN, E., RECORD IN THE MATTER OF: M. for copy (Mr. Amyot)

703 (i).
GREGORY, J. N., RiP. of ENQuIaY: M. for copies* (Mr. Blondeau)

532 (i).
GRENvILLE CANAL : in Com. of Sup., 3418 (iv).
IMMIGRATION OFFICE, EMPLOYtS: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Landry, Mont-

magny) 30 (i).
LACiiE CANAL: in Co0. of Sup., 330: (iv).
LE FONDS POST OFFICE: Ques. (Mr. Rinfret) 816 (ii).
Liv1s, IMMIGRANT BUILDINGS AT: Ques. (Mr. Belleau) 89 (i).
LavIS, ISSUE OF WRIT: Ques. (Mr. Blace) 633 ().
LIEUT. Gov.'S OATH OF OFFICE: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 479 (i).
LONGUEUIL AND LÉvis R. SURyEy: Ques. (Mr. Vanasse) 429 (i).
Lowîi TRAvERSE LIGaTHOUSE WOOD SUPPLIES; M. for Ret, (Mr.

Casgrain) 30 (i).
MASsKINONGÀ: Vacancy in the Representation, 1 (i).
MEDICINE HAT, IMMIGRANT BUILDINGS: QueS, (Mr. Watson) 350 (i).
MEGANTIC: Ret. of Member, 1 (i).
MONTMAGNY VILLAGE POsT OFFICE: Ques. (31r. Casgrain) 246 (i).
MONTREAL TURNPIKE TRUST DRBENTURES: Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 567 (i).
NICOLET-: Ret. of Member, 1 (i).

NORTH SHORE RY., SUBSIDY TO: M. for copies of Cor. (1fr. Laurier)
41; Parchase of: Qiaes., 189 (i).

PLANTE, J. B., CLAIM OF: M. for copies (Mr. Amyot) 147 (i).
POINTE AUx TREMBLrS WH&RF: M. for copies of Cor. (Hr. De St.

Georges) 231 (i).
REBELLION IN THE N.W. See general heading "DISTURBANCE."
RicrELiEU RivER FLOODs, MEMORIALS, AC..: Ques. (Mr. Bechard)

606 (i).
SCnOOL OF CATALRY AT QUEEECO: M. for Papers, (Mr. Langelier) 88 (i).
ScIOOL OF NAVIGATION AT QUEBEC; Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 743 (i).
SHORT LINE Ry. See general heading; also "SUBSIDIES."
BIMARD, J., Rzr. OF: M. for copies* (Mr. Langelier) 1443 (i,).
BOULANGES CONTROVERTED ELECTION : Judge's Rep. 1; RUet. of

Member, 113 (i).
ST. ROMUALD D'ETCHEMIN STATION: Ques. (Mr. Guay) 1567 (ii).
BT. VINCENT DE PAUL PENITENTIARY: in COm of Sup., 986 (i), 3350

(iV).
SUPERIOR COURT, CHIEF JUSTICE : Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 429 (i).
SUPERIOR COURT JUDGES. See B. 161.
SOPERVISOR OF CULLERS, AcCUNTS DUE: M. for Ret.* (Mr. De Se

Georgea) 1413 (ii).
TRREE RîVIES, HARBGR COMMISSIONERS OF. See B. 150.
VICTORIA RIFLEs, MOETRIAL: Ques. (Mr. Curran) 1983 (iii). R

u QUEEN OF THE 1LES," STEAMER, EMPLOYMENT OF : QUes. ]
(Mr. McMullen) 1131 (ii). R

QUEEN's BIRTHDAY, ADJMT. FOR: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald)
2030 (iii).

QUEEN'S COUNTY, P. E. I., VACANCY IN FHE REPRESENTA-

TION: Warrant issued and return of Member, 1 (i).
QUEEN vs. ROBINsON. See "JINLAND FisHERIEs."

QtERCITRON OR OAK BARK: in COm. On Ways and Meanis,
810 (ii).

RAILS FOR GOVT. SECTION IN B.C. : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1914
(¡¡i).

RY. ACCIDENTS. See " CASUALTIEs."
Ry. Act. See "CONSOLIDATED."
Rs. AND CANALS, DEPTL. REP. : presented

76 (i); in Com. of Sup., 914 (ii); Remarks
on M. for Com. of Sup., 3436 (iv).

(Mr. Pope)

(Mr. Mills)

Rr. BONUsES. See "IREFUND."

Rv. BELT ON VANCOUVER ISLAND : Ques. (Mr.Gordon) 290 (i).
Ry. COMMISSIONERS. See "COURT."

Ry. COMMIsSIONERS AND DOMINION ARBITRATORS : Ques. (Mr.

McMullen) 114 (i).
RYS. CENTREING IN OTTAWA, BONUSES GRANTED TO : M. for

Rot. (Mr. Landerkin) 86 (i).
RY. FROM MONTREAL TO THE S£A BOARD: Res. (Mr. Laurier)

189 (i).
RrS., REFUND OF R . BONUSES TO COUNTY COUNCIL OF GRE Y:

M. for copy of Memorial (Mr. Lanlerkin) 58 (i).
Ry. LANDS IN 13. C., CLAIMS 0F CANADA UPON : M. for Ret.*

(Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii).
Rys. OUTSIDE OF MAN. AND N. W. T., AID TO : M. for

copies of Cor. (Mr. Blake) 92 (i).
RAILWAYS. See respective headings.
Rl. SUPPLIES, PURCHASE OF, IN HALIFAX: M. for Ret.

Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 1915 (iii).
RY. TICKETS. See "SALE."

RANGE LIGoTS. See " WELLER's BAY."
RAND'S MICMAC INDIAN DICTIONARr: in COm. of Sup.,

3420 (iv).

Real Property in the N.W.T. B. 109 (Sir iector

L,,ngevin). 10*, 742 (i).

REBELLION. See " DISTURBANCE IN THE N. W."
RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES, CONSOLIDATED FUND: Ques.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 1677 (ii).
RECEIPTS OF DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR: M. for Stmnt. (Mr.

Blake) 54 (i).
RECIPROCITY wiTH FOREIGN COUNTRIES: Ques. (Mr.

Burpee) 78; with JAMAICA: Ques. (Mr. Burpee) 429
(i); (Mr. Laurier) 2854 (iv); with MEXICO: Ques.
(.r. Paterson, Brant) 632 (1); with the U S.: Deb. on
Res. (Mr. Davies) in Amt to COm. of Sup., 995; (Mr.
Backett) 1001; (Mr. Yeo) 1004; (Mr. Burpee) 1004,
1008; (Mr. Woodworth) 1010; (Mr. Kirk) 1011; (gr.
Cameron, Inverness) 1015; (Mr. Weldon) 1016; (Mr.
Jenkins) 1019; (Mr. Fisher) 1021; Ques. (Mr. Davies)
1387; M. for Ret.* (Mr. Charlton) 1444 (ii); Ques.
(Sir Richard Cartwright) 3163 (iv). See "TREATIES."

RUBBER, RE-COVERED: in Com.n on Ways and Means, 807 (ii).
RED IQUOR: in Coin. on Ways and Means, 808 (ii).
RED POINT HARBOR, P.E.I., BREAKWATER AT: Ques (Mr.

Macdonald, King's) 1039 (il).
REFUND OF BANK IMPOSTS: in Com. of Sup., 3387; cono.,

3396 (iv).
REFUND OF IR. BONUSES TO 00. COUNCIL OF GREY, MEM.

ORitsL, &C.: M. for copies (Mr. Landerkin) 58 ; Co. of
Elgin (Mr. Wilson) 356 (i).

EFUND OF RY. BONUSES TO ONT. MUNICIPALITIES: M. for
copies of Momorials, &c. (Mr. Cook) 569; Deb. (Messrs.
McCallum and Mills) 570; Messrs. O'Brien and Fleming)
571; (gr. White. Cardwell) 573; (gr. Casey) 576
(Messrs. Wallace and McMullen) 578; (Mr. White,
Renfrew) 581, 588; (Mr. Sproule) 583; (Mr. Lister)
585; (Messrs. Dawson and Desjardins) 587; (Mr.
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Armstrong) 588; (Mr. Wilson) 589; (Mr. Allen) 590;
(Mr. Fairbank) 591; (Messrs. Trow and Coo.k) 592;
(Mr. Pope) 593 (i).

REFUND oF DUTIES TO MERCHIANTS AND FISiiERMEN IN P.E.L,
CommiSsioNERS' REP.: M. for copy (Mr. Davies) 831
(ii) ; in Com. of Sup., 3455; conc., 3470 (iv).

RELIEF op DISTRESSED IN N.W.T.: Ques. (Mr. Ross) 3321;
in Com. of Sup., 3454 (iv).

REMOVAL oF PRISONERS: in Com. of Sup., 3411 (iv).
RENTAL OF OFFICES FOR USE OF GOVT. IN OTTAWA: M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Somerville, Brant) 533 (i).
IREPATRIATION OF PRENCH CANADIANS, CoR., REPS., O. C., &c.,

RELATING TO: M. for copies* (Mr. Blake) 533 (i).
REPORTS PRESENTED:

AUDITOR GENERAL (Sir Leonard Tilley) 28 (i),
CiNESE CoMMISSIoN (by Me3s. from His Ex.) 234 (i).
INDIAN AFFAIRS (Sir John A. Macdonald) 28 (i).
INLAND REVENUE (Mr. Costigan) 28 (i).
INTERIOR (Sir John A. Macdonald) 28 (i).
MARINE AND FISHERES (Mr. cLelan) 113 (i).
MILITIA AND L)EFZNCE (Sr. Caron) 40 ().
PENITENTIARIES (Sir iector Langevin) 28 (t).
POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Carling) 76 (i).
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS (Sir Leonard illey) 28 (i).
PUnLIC WORKS (Sir Hector Langevin) 28 (i).
RAILWAYS AND CANALS (11r. Pope) 76 (i).

SECRETARY OF STATE (Uir. Chapleau) 127 (i).

STATCTE3, CONsOImDrIoN, COMISSIONEaS' REP. (S:r John A Mac-
donald) 32 (i).

TRADE AND NAVIGATION RETURNS (Mr. Bowell) 28 (1).

REPRESENTATION OF N.W.T. IN PARLT.: M. for copies of

Cor., &c. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 292 (i) ; Res. in Amt.
to Com. of Sup., 3404; neg. (Y. 35, N. 77) 3408 (iv).

Representation of the N.W.T. in Parliament
B. No. 45 (Mr. Cameron, Huron), 1°*, 147; 2° m.,
362, 490; debt. adjd., 495 (i).

RETUrNS, ENQUIRIES FOR: 183, 211, 2S9, 363, 437, 455, 490,

501, 534, 566, 662, 715, 746 (i), 782, 895, 966, 1038,
1063, 1132,.1167, 1206 (ii), 1608, 1913, 2392 (iii), 2854,
2936, 3000, 3395 (iv).

RETURNS, INCOMPLETE : Remarks, 67, 101, 534 (i), 860,
1064, 1209, 1278 (ii).

RETURNS, C.P.R., ORDERLED BY HOUSE SINCE DATE OF CON-

TRACT: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Hesson) 481 (i).

RETURNS, PREPARATION o': in Com. of Sap., 3245 (iv).

RETURN TICKETS ON GOVT. RYS : M. for Rot. (Mr. Weldon)
706 (i).

RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &C., MOTIONS FOR:

A, B AND 0 BATTERIES, Officers, &C. (Mr. Camerron,Middlesex) 313(i).
ABOLITION oF DUTY on Grain, &c. (Mr. Cameron, Middlesex) 54 (i).

ACTIVE MILITIA,Number and Annual Drill, &c.* (Mr.Mulock) 533(i).
ADVANCES TO GOVERNMENT B Y BANKS (Sir Richard Cartwright) 37 (i).

ADVANCES TO LOCAL GOVERNMUNTS (Mr. Blake) 45 (i).

ADVERTISEMENTS FOR LOAN (Sir Richard Cartwright) 37 (i).
AID TO RYS. OUTBIDE Man and N.W. (Mr. Blake) 92 (i).
ALASKA AND B0.C. BOUNDARY LINE (Mr. Gordon) 705 (i).
ALGOMA, CUSTOMS COLLECTIONS IN (Mr. Dawson) 39 (i),

ALLAN STEAMSHIP Co., Claim of GOVt. against* (Mr. Forbes) 312 (i).

Ses "ASSISTED PASSAGES."

ANIMAL CHARCOAL Imported and Duties collected* (Mr. Stairs)
533 (i).

"ANNUAL REGISTE".' See 4lDOMINION."

RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &c.-Continued.
ANTWERP INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION (Mr. Bergeron) 305 (i).
ARGYLE HIGIILANDEIRS, Payment of Arrears due" (Mr. Campbell,

Victoria) 1444 (i).
ASSISTED PASSAGES, &C., Sums paid Allan Line*(Mr.Blakeî1443 (ii).
"A ?.DIP TO THE DOM. oF CAN." Pamphlet* (Mr. Robertson,Shelburne)

533 (i).
AUDITOR GENERAL and Dept. of Marine ani Fisheries re Rental of

Rivers and Streams* (Mr. McMullen) 448 (i).
AUSTaALIAN COLONIES, Trade with (Mr. Mitchell) 36 (i).
BANK ADVANCES TO GOVT. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 37 (i).
BANKRUPT ESTATES and Official Assignees'(Mr. Mitchell) 303, 533 (i).
BAY O FUNDY FOG-WHISTLES, Coal Supply, Tenders" (r.Robertson,

Shelburne) 533 (i).
BEAVER LINE oF STEAMERS, Intercol. Ry. Freight Rates (Mr. Blake)

144 (i).
BELL & KAVANAGII, Land Claims of (Mr. Cameron, Haron) 479 (i).
BILL, S.J.R., and Breach of Sawdust Law in N.S.* (Mr. Forbes)

147 (i).
BINGHAM, LT. COL., deprivation of Command while on Duty* (Mr.

Campbell, Victoria) 1444 (ii).
BIRD ISLAND LIGHT, N. S., Management of* (Mr. Campbell, Victoria)

1443 (ii).
BOLDUC, CAPT., Resignation (Mr. Landry, Montmagny) 29 (i).
BOLTON, STAFF COMMANDER, Dept. of Marine and Fisheries in

account with (Mr. McfIullen) 135 (i).
BOLTON, STAFF COMMANDER, v8. Mr. Tilton' (Mr. Mcfullen) 312 (i.l
BONUSES GRANTED TO RYS., Memorials, &c.* (Mr. Fleming) 1443 (ii).

BONUSES, Ry., REFUND to County Couneil of Grey (Kr. Lander-

kin) 58 (i).
BONUSES TO RYS. in Ont., Refund (Mr. Wilson) 356, 616 (); (Mr,

Cook) 569.
BOUNDARIES. See general heading. -

BOUNTIES TO FISHERMEN, Sums paid under (Mr. Fortin) 56 (i).

BOUNTY TO FISHING VESSELS (Kr. Burpee, Sunbury) 98 (i).
BOUNTIES TO MANUFACTURERS O?IRON (Mr. Blake) 100 (i).
BRADLEY, W. INGLES, Clerk, Ry. Dept. (Mr. Someroille, Brant)

479 (i).
BRAS DOR LAKES, Bounty paid on Fish caught* (Mr. HcDougall,

Cape Breton) 1443 (ii).
BRAS ST. NICHOLAS, Deepening of" (Mr. Langelier) 312 (i).
BRITISH MEDICAL ACT and Amt. (Mr. Bergin) 33 (i).

BURLINGTON BAY CANAL, Soundings, &c. (Mr. Robertson, Hamilton)

533 (i).
BYE-ELECTIONS SINE 1878 (Mr. Blake) 210 (i).
CANADA AGRICULTURAL INSURANCE CO. (Bir. Amyot) 303 (i).

CANADA AND JAMAICA, Confederation (Kr. Burpee) 505 (i).

CANADA CENTRAL RY., Bonuses to (Kr. Landerkin) 86, 89 (i).
CANADA SHIPPING Co. and Intercol. Ry. Freight Rates (Mr. Blake)

144 (1).
CANADA SOUTHERN RY. Mail Service (Mr. Wigle) 120 (i).
CANADA TEMP. ACT, Constitutionality of. Bee ILUGRIN, O. H.
CANADA TEMPERANOE ACT, Memorials, &c., respecting (Air. Kranz)

448 (i).
CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT, 1878, Voting on (Mr. Fiher) 121 (i).
CANADIAN AGENT AT PARIS (Mr. Bergeron) 928 (ii).

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY. See general heading.

CANADIAN VOYAGEURS, Names, &c.* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 210 (i),

CAPE TRAVERSE BRANcH, P.E.. Ry., Payment of laborers (Mr

Backett) 142 (i).
CAPITAL ACCOUNT, Expenditure on (Sir Richard Cartwright) 45 (i).

CARON, CLOVIS, Fishery Overseer, Rep. of, &.* (Mr. Blondeau)

532 (i).
CAUGHNAWAGA INDIAN AGENCY INVESTIGATION* (Mr. Holton) 1443 (ii).

CAVALRY AND INFANTRY SCHOOLs* (Mr. Cameron, Middlesez) 313 (i).

CAVALRY, SCHooL OF, at Quebec* (Mr. Landerkin) 88 (i).
CERTIFCATES TO BELL LIQUOR granted in County of Halton* (Mr.

McUraney) 67; (Mr. Kirk) 147 (i).
CHARCOAL, AxIx&L, imported and Dutie collected* (Kr. Stair8)

533 ().
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INDEX.
RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &.- Continued.

CHARLINCH POST OFFICE CHANGEs (Mr. Blake) 708 (i).
CHaRERI, G. E., INDIAN AGENT at Caughnawaga, Dismissal of*

(Ur. Holton) 1443 (ii).
Cmzu3 omssION, Date of Appointment, &c.* (Mr. MeMullen)

56 (i).
CHuRcu POINT and Trout Cove Piers, N.S. (Mr. Vail) 54 (i).
CivIL SURVICE EMPLOY1:S IN B.C.' (Kr. Baker, Victoria) 1442 (ii).
CLAIMS Or CANADA TO RY. LANDS IN B.C.* (Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii).
CLARx, G. M. K., Sums paid to (Sir Richard Cartwright) 697 (i).
OLNaxK or WoRxs or Inspectors (Sir Richard Cartwright) 139 (i).
GOAL, CARRIAGE by I.C.R. from Spring Hill Mines* (Mr. Micfullen)

533 (i).
0oAL ENTERED Ex-warehouse, &c. (Mr. Burpee) 100 (i).
COAL LANDs, Sales and Leases* (Mr. Charlton) 209 (j).
0OAL, PURcHAsE or, for Public Buildings, Ottawa* (Mr. Kirk)

313 (i).

COAL SUPPLY to FOg-whistles, &c., Tenders* (Mr. Robertson, Shel-
burne) 533 (i).

COLLINS, J. E., EmplOyment Of (Mr. McMullen) 699 (i).
COLONIZATION COMPANIE s and modified Agreements (Ur. Blake) 92 (i).
COMPTON, Ma., Evidence taken re J. D. Robertsons's claim* (Kr.

Mills) 1443 (ii).
OONSOLIDATED FIv'r PER CENT. LoANi (Sir Richard Cartwright)484 (i).
CONsOLIDATED FUND, Receipts and Expenditure* (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 30 (i).
CoNTRAcTs FOR PRNTING since 1867* (Mr. Rykert) 246 (i).
CULLERs, StPERvIsOR or, Amounts due' (Mr. De St. Georges) 1443

(ii).
CuSTOMs COLLECTIONs in Algoma (Mr. Dawson) 39 ().
CUsTOus LAws, Violation of by John Leander McKe:zie* (Mr.

Moffat) 1442 (ii).
CUsTOs SEIZURE OF SCROOL-ROOES AT TORONTO* (Mr. Rykert) 1443

(ii).
CUSTOMS SIzURE9s AT WINNIPEG (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 1443 (ii).
CusToNs 8sZUREs IN N.'.* (Mr. Staira) 532 (i).
CUsTOlS ISiZUREs made at different Ports* (Mr. Blake) 56 (i).
DE CHiNE, CAPT. A. M., Enquiry respecting* (Mr. Casgrain) 30 (i).
DEPOsITs, GOVERNMENT, in Banks (Sir Richard Cartwright) 29 ().

DIGBY PIER, Wha&fage Collections at * (Mr. Vail) 532 (i).

DIsALLOwANcE of Provincial Acts (Mr. Blake) 52 (i).
DODGE, B., Dismissal from office of Collector* (Mr. Mofjat) 1442 (ii).
DoinrmoN " Annual Register," Payments on account of* (Mr. Mc-

Craney) 1443 (ii).

DomuioN LANDs. Bee general heading.
DomINiN LicuNE COxxiss1oNRs (Mr. Bergeron) 307 (i).
DOMINION SusDnEs to Provinces (Mr. Amyot) 303 (i).

"DOM. or CAN., A TRIP TO THE," Pamphlet* (Ur. Robertson, Shel-
burne) 533 (i).

DRAwEAcKB on Manufactured Exports (Ur. Paterson,Brant) 139 (i).
DRAwRAKcr on Shipbuilding Materials (Mr.Burpee,Sunbury) 100 (i).
DREDaES, TUGs and Scows Built (Mr. Jackson) 53 (i).
DREDGING ON RED RIVER' (Mr. Watson) 964 (ii).
DRILL SHED AT QUEBEc, Tenderers and Securities* (Mr. Landry,

Montmagny) 533 (i).
Duxxv LIGHTROUsE Fog Horn (Mr. Jackson) 293 (1).

DUNDAs AND WATRzOo Macadamized Road, Sale of" (Mr. Paterson,
Brant) 147 (i).

Driusimposed under Old Prov. of Oan ,&c.* (Mr. Watson) 1443 (ii).
DuTIus ON HAï exported to the U.S. (Mr. Irvine) 443 (i).

DUTiUs ON FISe exported to the U.S. (Mr. Davies) 831 (i).
DUTIES ON WHEAT AND FLOU£, Memorials, &c.* (Mr. Paterson,

Brant) 532 (i).
EASTERN EXTENsION RY., Earninga"(Ur. Cameron, Inverness) 313.(i).
EDXONTON AD SASKATcHEwAN Land Co.'s Agent* (Mr. Blake)

1443 (ii).
EDUCATION or INDIANs and Half-breeds in Man. and N.W.T.' (Mr.

Kirk) 1443 (ii).
EsucTion, BrN, since 1878' (Ur. Blake) 210 (i).
Enex, onnty Judge, Case of (Ur. Wilson) 98 (i).

RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &c.-Continued.
EMERsON, Claim of Town on GoYL.* (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 448 (i).
EXHIBITION AT ANTWEIIP (Mr. Bergeron) 3)5 (i).
EXPENDITURE On Capital Account (Sir Richard Cartwright) 45 (i).
EXPENDITURE ON PuR. WoRKs in the different Provs.' (31r. Vanasse)

964 (ii).
EXPENSEsOOP GOVT. OFFICIAL in England" (Mr. Somerville, Brant)

124 (i).

EXPORT DUTY;ON OAK, PINE, &c., Receiptes (Mr. Edgar)'1442 (ii).
EXPORTS AND IMPORTs, distinguishing Produts of Canada from

other countries' (Sir Richard Cartwright) 30 (i).
EXTRADITION, Demande for, &c.* (Mr. Blake) 67 (i).

EXTRADITION* (Mr. Blake) 147 (i).
FABRE, MR., Appointment as Canadian Agent at Paris (Mr. Ber-

geron) 928 (ii).
FACTORY OPERAIIVEs, number employed (Sir Richard Cartwright)

37 (i).
FisH CAUGHT IN BRAs D'OR LAKEs, Bounty paid' (Mr. McDougall,

Cape Breton) 1443 (il).
FIs, EXPORT OF, FROm P.E.I., Refund of Duties (Mr. Davies)831 (ii).
FIsH TAKEN in the Miramichi (Mr. Mitchell) 295 ().

FIsH WEIRS IN 00. OF CHARLOTTE, Licenses, &c.* (Mr. Gillmor)

1444 (ii).

FISERIEs 0F ONT., Inlani (Mr. Vail) 229 (i).
FisHEriEs, CANADIAN (Mr. Mulock) 55 (i).

FisHERY BOUNTIES, Sums paid (Mr. Fortin) 56 (i)
FISHERY PROTECTION in the N. W. (Mr. Hesson) 700 (i).
FisHERy OvERsEERs in N.S. and breach of Sawdust'Law*(Ur. Forbes)

147 (i).

FIsaiNG LEASES, &c., in non-tidal Waters in N.B.* (Mr. Weldon) 533
(i).

FISHING LICENSES granted for Lake Erie* (Mr. Lister) 964 (ii).
FISHING VESSELS, BOunty to (Mr. Burpee, Sunbury) 98 (i).

FIVE PER CENT. CONSOLIDATED LOAN (Sir Richard Cartwright) 484(i).
FLAG TREATY between U. B. and Spain (Mr. Vail) 219.
FLOUR AND WHSAT DuTiEs, Memorials, &c.* (Mr. Paterson, Brant)

532 (i).
FLOUR, COlIN AND CORNMEAL, ImpOrtS and Exports f rom Provinces"

(Mr. Cameron, Middlesx) 56 (i).
FOG-HoN on Dummy Lighthonse (Ur. Jackson) 293 (i).

FOG. fORNS and Letter-Box Fronts* (Mr. Langelier) 312 (i).
FOOT AND CARRIAGE BRIDGE On St. JOhn River* (Mr. Landry, Kent)

1443 (il).
FORESTRY COMMIssIONER, Appointment of (Ur. Paterson, Brant) 147;

(Mr. Rykeri) 187 (i).
FOREsTS, PROTECTION OF, Rep. of Commissioner (Mr. Cockburn) 202

(i).
FORT WILLIAN INDIAN REsERvE, ROad On* (Mr. Blake) 533 (i).

FORT WILLIAM INDIAN RESERVE, Timber Licenses* (Mr. Blake) 1442

(ii).
FRANcE AND CANADA, Commercial Relations (Mr. Amyot) 825 (ii).

FRAsER, D. M. AND HuGHE, payments to* (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne)
533 (i).

FREEMAN, J. N., and breach of Sawdust Law in N.S.* (Mr. Forbea)
147 (i).

FRENcH CANADIANs, Repatriation of, Scheme of Immigration* (Ur.

Blake) 533 (i).
FUEL OF NoRTH-WEsT SETTLERs (Mr. Blake) 61 (i).
GAuvivEAU, J., FisheryOverseer, Rep. of' (1fr. Blondeau) 532 (1).
GOLD REsERvE, GOvT. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 351 (i).

GOODs IMPORTED FOR CONSUMPTION (Sir Richard Cartwright) 30 (i).
GOODWIN, GEto., Contract, Trent Valley Canal (Mr. Blake) 823(i).

GOssELIN, EUGitNE, Vs. THE QUEEN, RECORD OF (Mr. Amyot) 703 (i).
GOVERNMENT DEPOSITs IN BANKs (Sir Richard Cartwright) 29 (i).
GOVERUMENT EXPENsEs OF VIsITs TO ENGLAND* (Mr. Somerville,

Brant) 124 (i).
GOVsUNMENT OFIICIALs IN THx N W. (Mr. ifMullen) 66(i).

GOVERNUENT EXPLOYts IN B 0. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 1442 (ii).

GOVERNiENT Rve., Return Tickets on (Mr. Weldon) 706 (i).
GRADUATES OF ROYAL MIrITART COLLEGE* (Sir Richard Cartwright)

313 (i).
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INDEX.
RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &o.-Continued.

GRAND TRUNK Ry. See general heading.

GRAIN, &C , Abolition of Duty on (Mr. Cameron, idllesex) 54 (i).

GREAT AMERICAN AND EUROPEAN 8H >RT LINE 1Y. (Sir. l'aijt) 78 (i).
GREAT VILLAGE RIvER, N. S, IMPROVEMENTS' (Mr. Robertson, Shel-

burne) 67 (i).
GREGORY, J. U., Rep. of Enquiry, &c.* (Mr. Blondeau) 532 (i).
GREY, COUMTY oF, Rys. in, Refund of Bonuses (Mr. Landerkin)

58 (i).

HALtFÂX STEAm NAVIGATION Co., Moneys paid to by Govt.* (Mr.
Blake) 210 (i).

HALTON, COUNTY ON, Liquor Certificates granted' (Mr. McCraney)
67; (Mr. Kirk) 147 ().

HARBoRS ON REFUGE, Ports Burwell and Stanley (Mr. Wilson) 62 (i).
HARDWARE AND RY. Supplies purchased in Halifax (Mr. Forbes)

1442 (ii).

HARDWARE SUPPLIES purchased by Marine Dept. at Halifax" (Mr.

Forbes) 533 (i).
HEALTH OFFICERs IN N. B., Instructions to*(Mr. Weldon) 1443 (ii).
HEATING PUBLIC BUILDINGS, Cost (Mr. Blake) 90 (i).
HIGH CoMMIsSIoNER. See general heading.

IOLLAND, G. & A., Payments to for Short-hand work* (Mr. Auger)

147 (i).
HUDSON BAY STEAMER Neptune, Supplies for (Mr. Vail) 229 (i).

HUGHEs, D. J. (County Judge of Elgin) Case of (Mr. Wilson) 98 (i).

IMMIGRANTS into the N. W. (Mr. Blake) 45 (i).
IMMIGRATION OFFICE, QuebeC, Employéa* (Mr. Landry, Montmagny)

30 (i).
IMMIGRATION, SCEME FOR, mentioned by Sir Hector Langevin in

a speech at Montreal* (Mr. Blake) 533 (i).

IMPORTS AND EXPORTS, distiDguishing products of Canada from

other Countries* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 30 (i).
IMPoRTs AND EXPORTS Of Wheat, Flour, &c. (Mr. Paterson, Brant)

138 (i).

IMPORTS FOR CoNSUMPTION (Sir Richard Cartwright) 30 (i).
IMPORTS oF SUGAR at Halifax from Jamaica* (Mr. Vail) 40 (i).
IMPROVEMENTS oN NAVIGATION in the North Baskatchewan (Mr. Mc

Callum) 615, 695 (i).
INDIAN AFFAIRs IN B. C. (Mr. Mills) 863 (ii).

INDIAN AGENCY, Man. (Mr. Charlton) 61 (i).

INDIAN HARBoR, N. S., Rep. of Engineer* (Mr. Kirk) 147 (i)

INDIAN LANDS in Township of Toronto unsold (Mr. IPaterson, Brant)

147 (i).
INDIAN LANDS sold in the Viger Agency* (Mr. De St. Georges)

1443 (ii).
INDIAN LANDS unsold in Tp. of Trafalgar* (Mr. Mc Craney) 533 (i)

INDIAN REsERvE, Fort William, Road on* (Mr. Blake) 533 (i).
INDIAN RESERvE Lands in B. C., Purchase of* (Mr. Baker, Victoria)

1443 (i).

INDIAN SCHOOLS IN B. 0., Establilhment* (Mr. Baker, Victoria)
1443 (ii).

INDIANS of Fort William Reserve* (Mr. Blake) 1442 (i).

INDIAN SUPPLIES for the N. W.* (Mr. Paterson, Branw) 532 (i).

INDIAN TROUBLES at Metlakatla (Mr. SAakespeare) 304 (i).

INDUSTRIAL SCHooLs for Indians and Half-breeds in Man. and

N.W.T.* (Mr. Kirk) 1443 (fi).
INDUSTRIES OF CANADA, Commission respecting' (Mr. Blake) 56. (i).

INLAND FisHERIEs of Ont. (Mr. O'Brien) 229 (i).

INTERCOLONIAL RY. See general heading.

INTERIOR DEPT., Receipts, &c., (Mr. Blake) 55 (i).

INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION at Antwerp (Mr. Bergeron) 305 (i).

INSPECTORS OR CLERKS OF WoRKs (Sir Richard Cartwright) 139 (i).

IRON, BOUNTIEs to Manufacturers' (Mr. Blake) 100 (i),

ISLANDS LEASED in River St. Lawrence* (Mr. Wood, Brockville)

147 (i).
JoNàs, L. K., Appointment of, as Secretary to Intercolonial Ry.

Commission* (Mr. Rykert) 187 (i).
JUAN DE FUCA STRAITs, Tel. Cable across, Cost' (1r. Baker, Victoria)

1443 (if).

KAVANAea & BEL&, Land Claims by (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 479 (i).

RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &c.-Continued.
KENTVILLE, N. S., Dismissal of Collector* (Mr. Mofat) 1442 (ii).
KINGSTON HARBoR Preventive Officers Claims* (Mr. Landry, Kdnt)

1442 (ii).

LAKE SiMcoE FIsHERiEs, Applications and Permits granted*(Mr.
Mulock) 1444 (ii).

LAND RESERVES OF B.C. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 703 (i).
LANDS NORTH AND WEST of Lake Superior (Mr. Milis) 66 (i).
LEASEs OR LIcENsEs to Fish in non-tidal Waters of N.B. (Mr. Weldon)

533 (i).
LETTER POSTAGE, Reduction on (Mr. Charlton) 291 (i).
LICENsE ACT and decision of Supreme Court* (Mr. Blake) 533 ().
LICENsE A CT, DoM, Commissioners under (Ur. Bergin) 307 (i).
LIcENsE CoMMISsIoNERs, Board of, under &ct of 1883* (Mr. Cameron,

Euron) 46 (i).
LICENsES OR PEEMITs to cut Timber (Mr. Charlton) 30 (i).
LIFE-SAVING SERVICE at Port Rowan (Mr. Jackson) 142 <i).
LINGAN, Cape Breton, Services of Argyle Highlanders* (Mr. Camp-

bell, Victoria) 1444 (ii).
"LIoN" SCHOONER, Seizure of, at Barrington, N.S. (Mr. Robertson,

Shelburne) 533 (i).
LiqUoR CERTIFICATES in County of Halton granted under Canada

Temperance Act, 1878" (Mr. McCraney) 67 (i).

LIQuoR LICErs ACT, 1883, Factum, Arguments and Short-hand

Writers' Notes (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 45 (i).
LIQuoR LICENSE ACT, 1883, Licenses granted under' (Ur. Landerkin)

46 (i).
LIQuoRs, REVENUE derived from Importation and Manufacture (Mr.

Rykert) 313 (i).
LOAN, FIVE PER CENT. CONSOLIDATED (Sir Richard Cartwright) 484

(i).
LOAN iSSLED iN LONDON (1834) Amounts subscribzd and Advertise-

ments for same (Sir Richard Cartwright) 37 (i).
LOCAL GoVTS., Advances to (Mr. Blake) 45 (i).
LoCAL GOVTS. in N.W.T. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 292 (i).
LowER TRAVERSE LIGHTSHIP, Supplying of Wood to* (Mr. Caagrain)

30 (i).
LUGRIN, C. H., and Sec. of State, Cor. re Can. Temp. Act* (1r.

Burpee) 1443 (il).
MACKINLEY, A. &. W., Entry by of School Books at undervaluation*

(Mr Rykert) 1443 (if).
MCIsAAC's POND, Iuvernesq, N.S., Improvements (Mr. Cameron,

Inverness) 60 (i).
MOKENZIE, J. L., Violation of Customs Laws' (Mr. Mofat) 1442 (il).
MAIL ROBBERIES in Man. and N. W. (Mr. Blake) 91 (i).

MAIL SERvICE on the Canada Southern Ry. (1r. Wigle) 120 (i).
MANUFAC rURED EXPORTS, Drawbacks (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 139 (i).
MARINE AND FISHERIES and Quaco Lighthouse Site* (Mr. Weldon)

1412 (ii).

MARINE STORES, Purchase of, at Halifax* (Mr. Forbes) 533 (i).
MARINE. See general heading.
MARKET BATTERY, Kingston, Lease of* (Mr. Platt) 210 (i).
MARTIN, JOHN, Widow of, continuation of Pension to (Mr. Curran)

201 (i).
MEREDITH, CHIEF JUSTICE, Resignation of (Mr. Laurier) 43 (i).
METAGHAN PIER, Wharfage Collections" (Mr.Vail) 532 ().
METLAKATLA INDIAIN TRoUBLES (Mr. Shakespeare) 304 (i).

MILITIAMEN, Names and Places of Residence* (Mr. Bourassa) 101 (i).

MILITIA RESERVE, Enrolments in Military Dis. No. 9*(Mr. Campbel,
Victoria) 1443 (ii).

MILITIA. See general heading.
MILLARD, JOHN, and breach of Sawdunt Laws in N. S.* (Kr. Forbes)

147 (i).
MILL ST. RY. CRossiNG, St. John* (Mr. Weldon) 1442 (ii).

MIRAMICi RIVER, Fish taken in (Mr. Mitchell) 295 (i).

MoRGAN, H. J., Payments to (Mr. McCraney) 120 (i).

MoRGAN, J. H., Forestry Commissioner* (Ur. Paterson, Brant)
147; (Mr. Rykert) 187; Report of (Mr. Cockburn) 202 (J).

KOUNTED POLICE, Amounts paid for Injuries* (Mr. SomrsiUe,Brant)
565 (i),

en.cxxxiii



INDEXe
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MURRAT CANAL, Moneys paid for Valuation* (Mr. McMullen) 147 (i).
MURRAY CANAL, Selection of Route, &c.'* (Kr. Cockburn) 1442 (il).
NATIONAL POLICY PAMPHLET* (Mr, Gharlton) 124 (i).
NELsoN & SoN's, Consignments of School Books* (Mr. Wallace,

Tork) 1443 (ii).
"NEPTUNE," STEAMER, Supplies for (Mr. Vail) 229 (i).
NEW HARBoR, Rep. of Engineer (1r. Kirk) 147 (i),
NORTHERN AND PAcIFic JUNCTION RY. Co., Lease of* (Mr.

Mulock) 56 ().
NORTHIRN AND WESTERN RY., N.B.* (Kr. Temple) 533 (i).
NoRTH SASKATCHEWAN RIVER Navigation, Improvements (Mr.

McCallum) 615, 695 (i).
NORTH SRoRE LINE, SBsiDY (Mr. Laurier) 41 (i).
OAx, PINE AND SPRUcE LoGs, Export Duty* (Mr. Edgar) 1442 (ii).
OBSTRUCTIONS IN RIVERs IN N.B. (Kr. Irvine) 443 (i).
OCRAN MAIL SERVICE (Mr. Blake) 20 1 (i).
O'CoNNOR, HoN. JoHN, Sums paid to, in connection with Ontario

Bondary* (Mr. Lister) 210 (i).
OFFICIAL AssIGNEEs under Bankrupt Act* (Mr. Mitchell) 533 (i).
OrFICIAL1s iN THE N.W. (Mr. Mc ullen) 66 (i).
O'MALLEY, LIEUT.-COL., Charges against (Kr. Cauey) 45; (Mr.

Wilson) 101 (i).
ONT. AND QUE. RY., Original Stockholders' (Kr. Blake) 1443(il).
ONTARIo BOUNDARIES, See genral heading.
OPERATIVES IN FAcToRIES, Number employed (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 37 (i).
OTTAWA, Premises leased or rented for the Public Service* (Mr.

Somerville, Brant) 503 (i).
OTTAWA, RY. COMMUNICATION WITH (M1r. Landerkin) 8G, 89 (i).
OXFoRD AND NEW GL AsGow Ry., N.S. (Mr. Blake) 145 (i).

PARasBOaO' BREAKWATER (Mr. Robertson, Shetiburne) 63 (i).
PAYMEN Ts, CLAIns, &c, to High Commissioner (Mr. Blake) 44 (i).
PENITENTIARY RULES, Suspension of, in B. C. (Mr. Shakespeare) 823

(ii).
PENSION, Continuation of, to widow of John Martin (Kr. Curran)

201 (i).
PIERs AN: WHARVEs IN P.E.., Construction and Maintenance* (Mr.

Davies) 533 (i).
PLANTE, J. B., CLAIM OF' (11r. Lancdy, Montmagny) 147 (i).
PoINTE AUX TREMELES WHARF4 (Mr. De St. George3) 231 (1).
PoRPoIsE FISiiERY of St. Anne la Po'atière* (Mc. Blondeau) 532 (i).
PORT CREDIT HARBOR CoMPANY* (Mr. Platt) 121 (j).
PORT MooDY Wharf and Freight Shed (Mr. Blake) 295 (i).

PORT MULGRAVE, N.S., as a Sub-port (Mr. Kirk) 445 (i)
PORT ROWAN Harbor of Refuge (Mr. Jackson) 297 (i).
PORT RowAN LIFE-sAVING STATION (Mr. Jackson) 142 (i).
PORT STANLEY and Port Burwell Harbors of Refuge (Kr. Wilson)

62 (i).
PORT WILLIAMS, N.B., Fishery Overseer* (Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii).
POSTAGE ON LETTERs, Reduction of (Kr. Charlton) 291 (i).
POSTAL REVENUE AT Ic., B.C., for eight month* (1r. Baker, Vic.

toria) 1442 (ii).
POST OFFIcE SAVINes BANKs and small Savings (Kr. Blake) 90 (i).
---- Receipts at Stephen's, N.B. (Mr. Burpee, Sunbury) 100 (i).

SAVINGs BAiNKs DEPOSITORS* (Sir Richard Cartwright)
533 (i).

SAvINGs BANKS (Mr. Fairbank) 819 (ii).
PREsQU'IsLE and Weller's Bay Harbors' (Mr. Cockburn) 1442 (ii).
PRINTING AND PUBLISHING Co.'s, SumS paid to" (Mr. MeMallen) 147

(i).
PRINTING CONTRACTS ince 1867' (Mr. Rykert) 246 (i).
PROHIBIToRY LiQuoR LAw of the N.W.T.* (Mr. Foster) 101 (i).
PROHIBIToRY LIQUoR LAw, Petitions praying for* (Mr. Poster) 533

(i).
PRossER, Mr., Fishery Warden, Lake Erie* (Mr. Lister) 964 (il),
PROTECTION to the Fisheries in the N.W. (Mr. Hesson) 700 (i).
PROVINCIAL AcTs, Disallowance of (Mr. Blake) 52 (i).

PUBLIC BUILDINGS at St. Thomas (Mr. Wilson) 79 (i).
Oost of heating (Mr. Blake) 90 (i).

PusLXO RENsRVES 0F B.O. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 703 (i).

RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &c.-Continwed-
PUBLIC WoRKs in different Provs., Expenditure on (Mr. Vansaa.)

964 (ii).
PUBLIC WORs. See general heading.
QUAco LIGHTHoUsE SITE, Purchase, &c.* (1r. Weldon) 1442 (ii).
QU'APPELLE VALLEY, Squatters in (Mr. Lister) 205 (i).
QUARANTINE REGULATIONS issued to Ports in N.B.* (Mr. Weldon) 1443

(ii).
QUEBEc DRILL SHED, Tenderers and Securities' (Mr. Landry, Mont-

magny) 533 (ii).
'RANGE LIGHTS " at Weller's Bay'(Mr. Platt) 210 (i).
RECEIPTS, &C., of Interior Department (Mr. Blake) 55 (i).
RECIPROCAL TRADE RELATIONS with the U. S.* (Mr. Charlton) 1444

(ii).
REFUND oF DUTIES to P. E 1. Fishermen (Mr. Davies) 831 (il).
REFUND OF RAY DUTIES (Kr. Irvine) 443 (i).
RENTAL OR LEASE OF ROOMS, &c., in Ottawa for the Public Service*

(Mr. Somnerville, Brant) 503 (i).
REPATRIATION 0F FRENCH CANADIANS, Scheme of Immigration* (Mr.

Blake) 533 (ii).
REPRESENTATION Or N.W.T. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 292 (i).
RESERVES, PUBLIC, oF B.C. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 703 (i).
RESIGNATION of Capt. Bolduc (Mr. Landry, Montmagny) 29 (i).
RESIGNATION of Chief Justice Meredith (Mr. Laurier) 43 (i)
RETURN TICKETS on GoVt. Rys. (Kr. Weldon) 706 (i).
REvENUE from Imported and Manufactured Liquors* (Mr. Rykert)

313 (i).
RICHELIEU COUNTY, Dom. Lands in* (Kr. Massue) 147 (i).
RICEIBUCTO HARBOR,CUstOms business' (Mr. Landry, Kent) 1442 (ii).
RIDGETowN as a Port of Entry' (Mr. Casey) 532 (ii).

RIFLE AssoCIATIoNs, Nunber, Annual Grant and Names of Members*
(31r. BVergin) 46 (i).

RIVERS AND STREAMS, Rental of* (Mr. AfcMullen) 448 (i).
RoBBING MAILS in Man. and N.W. (Mr. Blake) 91 (i).
ROBERTSON, J. D., Claim re Intercol. Ry.* (Mr. Mill.) 1443 (ii).
ROGERS' FISI-LADDER (Kr. Robertson, Shelburne) 870 (ii).

RoGERs, W. H., and Sawdust Law in N. S.* (Mr. Forbes) 147 (i).
RooTS, WEIGHT AND MEASUREMENT oF* (Mr. McDonald, King's) 20 (i).
ROYAL MiLITARY CoL. GRADUATES* (SirRichard Cartwright) 313 (i).
RY. BONUSES IN ONT,, Refund (Mr. Wilson) 356, 616 ; (Mr. Cook)

569; (Mr. Landerkin) 58 (); (Mr. Fleming) 1443 (ii).
Ry. CCMMUNicAr:oN with Ottawa (à1r. Landerlein) 86, 89 (i).
RY. COMPANIESs PCANADA* (Mr. Cameron, Middlesex) 312 (i).
RY. LANDS IN B.C , Claims of Can.* (Mr. Blake) 1443 (il).
RYs., AID To, outside Man. and N.W. (Kr. Blake) 92 (i).
Ry. SUBsIDIEs in N. S. and Cape Breton (Mr. McDougall) 140 (i).
RY. SUPPLIES purchased in Halifax* (Kr. Forbes) 1442 (ii).
ST. JOHN, N.B., Military Properties (Mr. Weldon) 606 (i).
ST. LAwRENcE RIVER, Islands ileased in* (Mr. Wood, Brockeil.)

147 (i).
ST. LAwRENcE Rr., Bonuses to (Mr. Landerkin) 86, 89 (i).
ST. ROCH DES AULNETS, ENQUIaY REsPECTING CAPT. A. l. DEOHEx2*

(Mr. Casgrain) 30 (i).
ST. STEPHENS, N. B., Post Office Receipts* (Mr. Burpee, Bunbury)

100 (i).
ST. TIIomAs PUBLIC BUILDINGS (Mr. Wilson) 79 (i).
SALMoN POINT (Ont.) Breakwater at* (Mr. Platt) 210 (i).
SAVINGs BANKs, DEPosITORS* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 533 (i).
SAvINGs BANs, PORT OFFIcE (Ur. Fairbank) 819 (ii).
SAUNDERS & WooD, Criminal Libel against* (Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii).
SAWDUST LAw, Breach of, in N.S.* (Mr. Forbes) 147 (i).
SCHOOL BOos, Consignment by Nelson & Sons* (Mr. Wallaee,

York) 1443 (ii).
SCHOOL BooKs, Seizure of, at Toronto (1Mr. Rykert) 1443 (il).
&CHOOL OF CAVALRY AT QUEBEc' (Mr. Landerkin) 88 (i).
SEA LOTS OF PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND (Ur. Blake) 62 (i).

SECTION B. See "CANADIAN PACIPIC Ry."
SEIZURE OF ScHOoNER Lion* (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 533 (i).
SEIZURES AT DIFFERENT PORTs* (Ur. Blake) 56 (i).
SEIZUREs, CUSTOMS, at Winnipeg (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 293 (1);

1443 (ii).
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RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &o.-Continued.
SEIZURES, CUSTOMS, in N.S.* (Mr. Stairs) 532. (i)
SELLON, MR., and breach of Sawdust Law in N. 8.* (Mr. Forbes)

147 (i).
SETTLERS, FUEL FOR, in the N.W. (Mr. Blake) 61 (i).
SHIPBUILDING MATERIALS, Drawbacks on (Mr. Burpee, Sunbury)

100 (i).
SHORTHAND WRITING, payment to G. and A. Bolland* (Mr. Auger)

147 (i).
SHORT LINE ROUTE TO MARITIME PROVINCES (Mr. Landry. Mont-

magny) 33 (i).
SIMARD, M. J., Rep. recommending payment to G. Lavoie* (Mr.

Langelier) 1443 (ii).
"SIR HECTOR," TUG, Depth of water drawn* ('Mr. Watson) 964 (il).
"SIR JAMES DOUGLAS," Repaire, &c., to Steamer (Mr. Baker,

Victoria) 831 (ii).
SMALL SAVINGS AND P.O. Savings Banks (Mr. Blake) 90 (i).

SQUATTERS in the Qu'Appelle Valley (Mr. Lister) 205 (i).
SQUATTERS IN TOwNsHIP 3, Ranges 23 and 24 west (Mr. Cameron,

Huron) 231 (i).
STARE, J. E., Removal of, as Fishery Overseer* (Mr. Blake)

1443 (ii).
SOUNDINGS, &c., Burlington Bay Canal* (Mr. Robertson, Hamilton)

533 (i).
SURSIDIES, DOMINION, TO PROVINCES (Mr. Amyot) 303 (i).
SUBSIDIES TO RAILWAYS AND PAYMENTS* (Mr. Blake) 56 (i).
SUBSIDIES TO RYs. in N.S. and Cape Breton (Mr. McDougall)

140 (i).
SUBSIDY TO THE NORTH SHORE LINE (Mr. Laurier) 41 (i).
SUGARS IMPORTED AT aAL'FAX FROM JAMAICA* (Ilr. Vail) 40 (i).
SUPERANNUATION FUND* (Mr. Blake) 56; (Mr. McMallen) 56 (i).
SUPERVISOR OF CULLERS, Amounts due* (Mr. De St. George) 1443 (ii).
SUPREME COURT, Contested Cases, &c.* (Mr. Curran) 210 (i).
SUPREME COURT Decision re License Act (Mr. Blake) 533 (i).

SUPREME COURT JUDGMENTS and Queen's Bench, Quebec* (Mr.
Landry, Montmagny) 533 (i).

SUPREME COURT oF NEW BRUNSWICK (Mr. Foster) 294 (i).

TARIFF under Old Prov. of Can., &c.* (Mr. Watson) 1443 (i).

TELEGRAPH GABLE across Juan de Fuca Straits, Co3t* (àfr. Baker,

Victoria) 1443 (ii).
TEMP. Acr, 1878, PETITIONS, Number presente1* (Mr. Poster) 533 (i).
TENDERS FOR COAL SUPPLY to FOg-whistles, &c.* (Mr. Rober tIon,

Bhelburne) 533 (i).
TENDERS FOR INDIAN SUPPLIES for the N. W.* (Mr. Paterson, Brant)

532 (i).
TÉITE DU PONT BARRACKS, Lease of* (Ur. Platt) 210 (i).

TILTON, Mr., ve. Staff Commander Bolton* (r. Mckfullen) 312 (i).
TIMBER LiANDS sold or leased in Ont." (r. Mackenzie) 40 (i).

TIMBER LICENSES, Fort William Reserve* (Mr. Blake) 1442 (ii).

TIMBER LICENSES GRANTED in diSputed Territory and applications

not granted" (Mr. Charlton) 209 (i).

TIMBER LICENSES IN B. G., Applications for* (Mr. Charlton) 210(i).
TimiER LICENSES OR PERMITS in N. W. (Mr. Charlton) 121 (i).

TIMBER LIcENSES OR PERMITS (Mr. Charlton) 30 (i).
TIMBER LICENSES OR PERMITS to eut in new Territory of Ont.* (Mr.

Mills) 124 (i).
TiMBR PERMITS to eut in disputed Territory* (Mr. Mills) 210 (i).

TOLLS ON CERTAIN RAILWAT COMPANIES (Mr. Mulock) 54 (i).

TRACADIE BREAKWATER, Expenditure for Repairs* (Mr. >cIsaac)
147 (i).

TRAIE WITH THE AUSTRALIAN COLONIES (Mr. Mitchell) 36.

TRAFALGAR, TOWNSHIP, Indian Lands in* (Mr. McCraney) 533 (i).

TREATY BETWEEN U. 8. AND SPAIN (Mr. Vail) 219 (i).
TRENT VALLEY CANAL, Goodwin's Contract (Mr. Blake) 823 (ii).
TRENT VALLEY CANAL (Ma, Cockburn) 202 (i).
TRENT YALLEY CANAL, Rent, &c., of building occupied by Engineer*

(Mr. Cockburn) 56 (i).
TRENT VALLEY CANAL, Reps. to Gouncil, &c. (Mr. Blake) 144 (i).
TUS-BARGES, Dredge, &o., on Red River* (Mr. Watson) 964 (iLI).

U.S. AND CAN., Reciprocal Trade Relations« (Mr. Charlton) 1444 (ii).

VERNON SMIT's REP. op SuavEY ( Kr. Lesage) 294 (i).

RETURNS, STATEMFNTS, &o.-Continued.
VICTORIA, B.C., POStal Revenue for eight months' (Mr. Baker,

Victoria) 1442 (ii).
VIGER INDIAN AGENCY, Lands sold* (Mr. De St. Georgea) 1443 (il).
VOLUNTEER COMPANIES DISBANDED in Mil. Dist. No. 9* (Mr. Camp-

bell, Victoria) 1443 (i).
VOLUNTEERS OF 1837-38 (Mr. Hickey) 37 (i).
VOYAGEURS TO EGYPT, NameS, &c.* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 210 (i).
WEIGHT AND MEASUREMENT OF ROOTS (Mr. McDonald, King's) 201 (i).

WEIRS IN THE CO. O CHARLOTTE* (Mr. Gilîmor) 1444 (ii).
WELLER'S BAY, Ont., "Range Lights"* (Mr. Platt) 210 (i).
WHEAT AND FLOUR DUTIES, Memorials, &oC* (Mr. Paterson, Brant)

532 (i).
WHEAT AND FLOUR, Importa and Exports (Mr. Paterson, Brant)

138 (i).
WHEAT, FLOUR, CORNMEAL AND CORN, Duties collected (Mr. Vail)

533 (i).
WHITE HAVEN BOAT CANAL, Rep. of Engineer* (Mr. Kirk) 147 (i).

WILKINSON, J. A., Moneys paid to* (Mr. McMullen) 147 (i).

WINDSOR BRANCH Ry., Pleadings and Verdicts* (Mr. Kinney) 532 (i).
WINNIPEG, CUSTOMS SEIZURES AT* (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 1443 (ii).

WINTER GROSSING FROM P.E. I. (Mr. McDonald, King's) 62 (i).
WIRE FENcES, I. G. R, Contracts made by Govt.* (Mr. Wldon)

532 (i).
WOOD, A. F., Moneys paid tO* (Mr. Mclcullen) 147 (i).

WOOD, SUPPLYING OF, to Lower Traverse Lightship*(Mr. Casgrain)
30 (i).

RICE, INCREASED DUTY ON: Ques. (Mr. Shakespeare) 695 (i).

Richelieu and Ont. Nav. Co.'s B. 61 (Mr.
Desjardins). 1®*, 188; 20*, 246 (i); Notice of an Amt.,
1210; in Com., 1347; 3', 1352 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 91.)

RICHELIEU CO. LANDS. See 4"DOMINION LANDS."
RICHELIEU RIVER PLOODS, MEMORIAL FROM RIPARIAN

OWNERS : Ques. (Mr. Bechard) 606 (i).

RICHIBUCTO AND KINGSTON PORTS, CUSTOMS BUSINESS: M.
for Ret.*" (Mr. Landry, Kent) 1412 (ii).

RICHIBUCTO H]RARBOR. Séee "CUSTOMS."

RIDEAU CANAL, INCREiSE 0F WATER SUPPLY : in COm. of

sup, 33!3 (iv).

RIDGETOWN AS A PORT op ENTRY, PETS., &C.: M. for
copies* (Mr. Casey) 532 (i).

RIEL, CAPTURE oF, TEL. FROM GENL. MIDDLETON, 1895 (iii).
RIEL, EMPLOYMENT OF, BY GovT. : Ques. (Mr. Casey)

743 (i).
RIEL'S PROPOSAL TO ACCEPT MONEY: Ques. (Mr. Blake)

3426 (iv).

RIEL, TREATMENT OF IN PRISON : Remarks - (Mr. Laurier)
2357 (iii).

RIEL, TRIAL OF: Ques. (Mr. Lister) 2358 (iii).

RIFLE ASSOCIATIONS, BEADQUARTERS, ANNUAL GRANT, &C.:

M. for Rot.* (Mr. Bergin) 46 (i).

"RIMOUSKI " STEAMER, SUBSIDY TO: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 114 (i).
RITES OP RELIGION REFUSED PRISONERS IN THE N.W.

Remarks (Mr. Blake) 2998 (iv).

RIVER LOTS, N.W., SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS, MR. PEAROE'S
LETTER RESPECTING : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3424 (iV.)

RIVERS AND STREAMS, RENTAL OF, SUMS RECEIVED BY DEPT.
oF FISHERIES: M, for Rot. (ar. McMullen) 448 (i)

Ques., 2359 (iii).
RIVIÈRE DU Loup BRANCH, SALE OF: Ques. (Mr. McMullen)

1039 (ii).
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River St. Clair Ry. See "ST. CLAIR."

ROACHE, MATTHEW, AND PILOTAGE COMMISSION: Ques. (Mr.
Blake) 3427 (iv).

]ROBERTSON, JOHN D., COMPENSATION TO, FOR PREMISES AND

LAND TAKEN FOR I.C.R.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Mills)

1443 (ii).
ROBINSON AN» QUEEN. See " INLAND FISHERIES."

Rock Lake, Brandon and Souris Ry. Co.'s in-
corp. B. No. 100 (Mr. McDougald, Pictou). 1°*,
742 (i); 2°*, 873 (ii).

ROGERs, W. H., FISHERY INSPECTOR FOR N.S., BREACH 0F

SAWDUST LAW: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Forbes) 147 (i).

ROGERS' FISH LADDERS, PURCIASE AND USE OF: Ques. (Mr.

Forbes) 8073 (iv).
RoGERs' PATENT FISH LADDER, COR. AND REPS.: M. for

copies (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 870 (ii).
ROLLING STOCK ON EASTERN SECTION, G.P.R.: M. for ]Ret.

(Mr. Edgar) 302 (1).
ROLLING STOCK ON C.P.R, PAYMENT oF DUTIES ON, BY CO.:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 888 (ii).
RO3s, N. N., OF QUEBEC, NAME AND SALARY OF SUCCESSOR

TO: Ques. (Mir. Mc Mullen) 862 (ii).
ROUNDHOUSE AND BUILDINGS IN MAN. ON PRIVATE PROPERTY:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2030, 2171 (iii).
ROYAL ABSENT TO BILLS, 1516 (hi), 3V675 (iv).

Royal Canadian Insurance Co 's B. No. 43 (Mr.
Curran). 1l, 125; °*, 188 (i); in Com. and 3°*,

791 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 28.)
ROYAL MILITARY COLLEGE. See "MILITIA."

Rush Lake and Saskatchewan Ry. and Nav. Co.'s
incorp. B. No. 79 (Mr. Pupper). 1°*, 313; 2ý*,
490 (i); in Com. and 30*, 1180 (ii). (48-49 ic., c.
90.)

RUSSELL, A. (DEPT. OF INTERIOR) SUPERANNUATION OF:

Ques. (Mr. McMullen) 2530; RUSSELL, L., 2531 (iii).

SABLE IBLAND, TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION WITH: Ques.
(Mr. Daly) 57 (i).

ST. ANNE LA POCATIÈRE PoRPoIsE FISHERY. Se "POR.

POIsE."

ST. CROIX COTTON MIL LS, PAYMENT oF DUTrES: Ques. (Mr.
Edgar) 632 (i).

ST. CLAIR RANCHE CO., RENT PAID, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Edgar)
2240 (iii).

St. Clair Riv. Ry. Bridge and Tunnel Co.'s B.
No. 8 (Mr. Bergin). 1 *4, 40 ; 2°*, 57 ; in Com. and

30*, 245 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 25.)
ST. GEORGE'S DAY, ADJT. FOR : M. (Mr. Slakespeare) 1305

(ii).
ST. JOHN AND PORTLAND, MILL ST. RY. CROSSING. See

"I. C. R."
St. JOHN BRIDGE AND RY. EXTENSION CO.: QueS. (Mr.

Weldon) 569 (i).
ST. JOHN, N.B., CITY AND COUNTY, ISSUE OF WRIT FOR ELEC-

TION: Ques. (Mr. Weldon) 3427 (iv).

ST. JOHN, N. B., MILITARY PROPERTIES: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Weldon) 606 (i).

ST. LAURENT, LAND AND SURVEYS OFP: Ques. (Mr. Blake)
3424 (iv).

ST. LAWRENCE CANAL S. See "lSUPPLY," &o.

St. Lawrence River Nav. B. No. 159 (Mr. McLelan).
1°*, 3293; Order for 2° read, 3436; 2° m., Amt. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 6 m. h., neg., 3470; 2°*, in Com.
and 30*, 3470 (iv). (48-49 Tic., c. 77.)

ST. LAWRENCE RY., BONUSES TO: M. for Rot. (Mr. Landerkin)
86 (i).

ST. LOUIS DE LANGEVIN, PETITION FROM SETTLERS: QuOS.

(Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv).
ST. LAWRENCE RIVER, ISLANDS LEASED IN: M. for Rot.* (Mr.

Wood, Brockville) 147 (i).
ST. MARTIN'S JUNCTION TO QUEBEC : M. for copies of Cor.

(Mr. Laurier) 533 (i).
ST. PATRICK'S DAY: M. for adjmt. (Mr. Curran) 593 (i).
ST. PETER AND ST. PAUL: M. for adjmt. (Sir Hector Lange-

vin) 2889 (iv).

ST. ROCH DES AULNETS, ENQUIRY re CAPT. DE CHENE: M.
for copy (Mr. Casgrain) 30 (i).

ST. ROMUALD D'ETCHEMIN, STATION AT: Ques. (Mr. Guay)

1567 (ii).
ST. STEPHEN'S, N. B., POST OFFICE, RECEIPTS, &C. : M. for

Stmnt.* (Mr. Burpee) 100 (i).
ST. STEPHEN'S, N.B., PUBLIC BUILDINGS, CONSTRUCTION OF:

Ques. (Mr. Gillmor) 148 (i).
ST. THOMAs, PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT, AMOUNT EXPENDeD ON:

M. for Rot. (Mr. Wilson) 79 (i).
ST. VINCENT DE PAUL PENITENTIARY : in Com. Of Sup.,

986 (ii).
SALARIES OF MINISTERS : Ques. (Mr. Somerville, Brant)

3073 (iv).

Sale of Ry. Passenger Tickets Act Amt. B. No.
86 (Nr. McCarthy). 1°, 362 (i).

Sale of Ry. Passenger Tickets. Acts Amt. B. No.
121 (Mr. Patterson, Essex). 1°*, 927 (ii).

SALES AND RECEIPTS ON ACCOUNT OF DOMINION LANDS:

Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 2854; Sales for 1884-85,
2997 (iv).

SALMON FISHING IN BATHURST HARBOR, REGULAT(ONS, &C.:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2359 (iii).

SALMON POINT BREAKWATER, CONSTRUCTION OF: M. for Cor.,
&c. (Mr. Platt) 210 (i).

SALT CAKE: in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (ii).

SASKATCHEWAN RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. See "N.W.T."

SATUMA ISLAND, B.C., LIGHTHOUSE: Ques. (Mr. Baker, Vic-
toria) 479 (i).

Sault St. Marie Bridge Co.'s B. No. 52 (Mr..Dawson).
1°*, 170; 2°*, 245; in Com. and 3°*, 490 (i). (48-49

Vie., c. 24.)
SAUNDERS AND WOOD, TRIAL OF, FOR CRIMINAL LIBEL IN N.

W.T.: M. for cOpies* (Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii).

SAVINGS BANKS, POST OFFICE, IN THE MAR. PROVS.: Ques.

(Mr. Stairs) 148 (i); in Com. of Sap., 896 (ii).

SAVINGS BANKS, POST OFFICE, DEPOSITORS IN: M. for Ret.
(Mr. Fairbank) 819, 823 (ii).
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SAVINGS BANKS, POST OFFICE,DEPoS1TS: Ques. (Mr. Charlton)

2359, 2465, 2559 (iii)i
SAVINGS BANKS (POST OFFICE OR OTHERWISE) DEPOSITORS IN.-

M. for Ret.* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 533 (i).
SAWDUST IN LA IIAVE RIVER, N.S.: Ques. (Mr. Forbe8) 2239

(iii).
SCHMIDT, LOUis, AND OTHERS, OF PRINCE ALBERT DISTRICT,

EMPLOYMENT OF BY GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1915 (iii);
ANSWER TO LETTER OF, 3424 (iv).

SCHOOL BOOKS, CONSIGNMENT OF BY NELSON & SONS: M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Wallace, York) 1443 (ii). See " CUSTOMS."
SOHOOL OF CAVALRY AT QUEBEC: M. for copies of papers,

&o. (Mr. Langelier) 88 (i).
SCHOOL OF NAVIGATION AT QUEBEC : Ques. (Mr. Amyot)

743 (i).
SCOTT ACT PETS.: M. to Erase name (Mr. Foster) 2320 (iii).
SCOTT ACT, PROSECUTIONS UNDER: Ques. (Mr. Tupper)

41 (i).
SE LOTS OF P.E.I., DEPTL. INSTRUCTIONS, &C.: M. for

copies (Mr. Blake) 61 (i).

Secretary of State, Dept. of, Acts Amt. B. No.
102 (Mr. Chapleau). 10, 629 (i); 2° and in Com.,
89 1 ; 30*, 895 (ii). "(48-49 Vic., c. 2.)

SEC. oF STATE'S REPORT: presented (Mr. Chapleau) 127 (i).
SECTION B. See "C. P. R."

Seduction, &c., Punishment B. No. 27 (Mr.
Charlton). 1°*, 76; 20, 619 (i). See B. 123.

SEIZURES. See 4lCUSTOMS."

SEIZURES BY CUsTOMs DEPT. AT MONTREAL: Ques. (Mr.
Langelier) 1387 (ii).

SESSIONAL CLERKS, EXTRA: in Com. of Sup., 2796,3448 (iv).
SETTLEMENT oF SETTLERS' CLAIMS AT PRINCE ALBERT, &C.:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 2358 (iii).
SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS OF MAN. IALF-BREED MINORS:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1743 (iii). See "HALF BREEDs."

SETTLERS' CLAIMS, PRINCE ALBERT DISTRICT: Ques. (Mr.
Blake) 1567 (ii).

SETTLERS IN MAN. AND N. W. T.: Ques. (Sir Richard Cart.
wright) 113 (i).

SETTLERS IN THE DOM. DURING CALENDAR YEAR 1884: Ques.
(Sir Richard Cartwright) 113 (i).

SETTLERS IN THE MAR, PROVS.: Ques. (Mr. Gillmor) 148 (i).
SHAREHOLDERS. Sec "C. P. R." and "G. T. R."
SHEET IRON HOLLOWWARE: in Com. on Ways and Means,

857 (ii).
SHINGLE SHAVINGs IN THE MERSEY RIV.: Ques. (Mr. Forbes)

1039 (ii).
SIIIPBUILDING MATERIALS, DRAWBACK ON: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Burpee) 100 (i).
SHORT INE Ry.: Deb. on Res. (Mr. Laurier) 189; (Sir

Hector Langevin and Mr. Langelier) 193; (Mr. De St.
Georges) 195; (Messrs. Casgrain and Blake) 198; (Sir

John A. Macdonald) 199: (Mr. Mills) 200 (i).
SHORT LINE RY.: prop. Res. (Sir -Hector Langevin) 2531; M.

for Com., 2971; in Com., 2975; Deb. on 2nd Res. (Sir

John A. Macdonald and Messrs. Dodd, Vail and Blake)
2977; (Messrs. Gillmor and Landry) 2978; (Mr. Hall)

2979; (Mr. Langelier) 2982; (Mr. Colby) 2982, 2987;
18

(Mr. Burpee) 2986; (Mr. Laurier) 2987; (Mr. Blake)
2988; (Sir Hector Langevin) 2989, 3250; (Mr. Stairs)
2990; (Mr. Lesage) 2992 ; (Mr. Desaulniers, Maskin-
ongé) 2995; on M. to conc. in Res. (Mr. Laurier) 3250;
Amt., 3257; (Sir Tector Langevin) 3257; (Mr. Lan-
gelier) 3259; A.mt. to Amt., 3'65; (Mr. Shanly) 3266;
(Mr. Weldon) 3266; (Mr. Girouard) 3267; (Mr. Tas-
chereau) 3268; (Mr. Wood, Westmoreland) 3269; (Mr.
Temple) 3271; (Mr. Landry, Montmagny) 3273; (Messrs.
Rall and Foster) 3274; (Mr. Landry, Kent) 3276; (Mr.
Colby) 3277; (Mr. Gillmor) 3281; (Mr. Bossé) 3282;
(Mr. Pisher) 3284; (Mr. Mitchell) 3287; Amt. to Amt.
neg. (Y. 39, N. 107) 3289; Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Lesage)
3289; neg. (Y. 36, N. 101) 3292; Amt. neg. (Y. 35,
N. 101) 3292 (iv).

SHORT LINE Ry.: M. for copies of 0. C., instructions
given, Reports, &c., of Engineers (Mr. Landry, Mont.
magny) 33 (i); SURVEY FROM ST. CHARLES : Ques, 350;
SECoND REP. or MR. LIGHT: Ques., 1744 (iii).

SHORT LINE RY. FROM MONTREAL TO THE ATLANTIC : M. for
copies of Reps. of Govt. E ogineers, &c. (Mr. Lesage)
38 (i); REPORT OF MR. WICKSTEED : Ques., 1744 (iii).

SHORT LINE RY., PLANS AND REPs.: Ques. (Mr. Casey)
567 (i).

SHORT LINE RY. TO THE MAR. PROVS : Ques. (Mr. Edgar)
2239 (iii).

SILVER AND GERMAN SILvER : in Com. on Ways and Means,
808.(ii).

SIMARD, JOSEPH, REP. RECOMMENDING PAYMENT TO GEORGE

LAvoIE : M. for copies* (Mr. Langelier) 1443 (ii).
SIMpSON, G. A., GOVT. LAND AGENT: QUes (Mr. Blake)

57 (i).
SINKING FUND, FIVE PER CENT. LOAN: Ques. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 2465 (iii).
"SIR JAMES DOUGLAS," STEAMER, REPAIRS TO, &C.: M. for

copies of Cor. (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 831 (ii).

Sisters of Charity of the N.W. incorp. Act
Amt. B. No. 115 (Mr. Desjardins). 10*, 882; 20*,
873 ; in Com. and 3°*, 1007 (iii). (48-49 TJic., c. 35.)

SKIRMISH WITH POUNDMAKER: Ques. (Mr. Mitchell) 1646 (ii).
SMALL SAVINGs. See "POST OFFICE."

SMITH, VERNON. See "SHORT LINE RY."
SOMERVILLE, N.S., BREAKWATER, REPAIR OF: Ques. (Mr.

Forbes) 57 (i).
SOULANGES ELECTION, JUDGMENT OF SUPREME COURT, 1 (i).
SOUNDINGS TAKEN IN BURLINGTON BAY CANAL, REP. op

SUPT.: M. for copies* (Mr. Robertson, Hamilton)
533 (i).

SOUTH GRENVILLE ELECTION: Return of Mr. Shauly,
3072 (iv).

South Saskatchewan Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. No.
37 (Mr. Robertson, Hamilton). 1l*, 125; 20*, 179; in
Com. and 3°*, 672 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 17.)

Speaker, Deputy, and Chairman of Committees
B. No. 26 (Sir John A. Macdonald). Res. prop., 67;
Amt. (Mr. Blake) to refer to Sel. Com., 70; nog. (Y.
59, N. 121) 72; 1°* of B., 74; 20* and in Com., 175;
M. for 30 agreed to on a div. and 30*, 212 (i). (48-49

Vic., c. 1.)
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cxxx-vII INDEX.
SPxE PR Om TanE TmoNX: Opening of Part.,.2 (i);

Prorogation, 3476 (iv).
SPIRITs AND ToEAo0: in Com, on Ways and Means, 3212

(iv).
SPIRITs TAKEN OUT oF bowD: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3371;

Stmnt. (Mr. Costigan) 3395 (iv).
Spirituous Liquors Prohibition B. No. 125 (Kr.

Beaty). Res. prop., 1040; 1°* of B., 1063 (ii).
SPRING ILL MINEs. Se " COAL."
SQUATT.1s OR OCcUPANTs, &c.: M. for Rot. (Mr. Cameron,

Hron) 231 (i).
SQUATTERS, QU'APPELLE VALLEY, ARBITRATION : M. for ROt.

(Mr. Lister) 205 (i).
STAFF oF THE HOUsE, RES. AND 8HEDULES ADOPTED BY

CoxmMssIONER.s, 2497 (iii).
STAM DUTY, COMMUTATION OF: in Com. of Sap., 897 (ii).
STANDING CoMITTEEs, NON-MEETING OF, FOR ORGANIZATION:

Remarks (Mr. Blake) 57, 67 (i).
STANDING COU. ON COLONIZATION AND IMMIGRATION: M. to

add Messrs. Baker, Vie., and Jackson, to Com. (Sir John
A. Macdonald) 299 (i).

STANDING COM. ON RAILWAYs, CANALs AND TELEGRAPH
LiNzs: M. to add name Of Mr. Bain (Sir Hector
Langevin) 125 (i).

STARR, J. E., FISHERY OVER8EEa 0F PORT WILLiAms, N.S.,
REMOVAL OF: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Blake) 1443 (ii).

STATIONERY USED IN fi. OF C., EXPENsE oF: Ques. (Mr.
Casgrain) 290 (i).

STATISTICs RELATING TO THE PUBLIC SERVICE:

Tassd) 2531 (iii), 2854 (iv).
Ques. (Mr.

STATUTEs, DISTRIBUTION OF: Ques. (Mr. Trow) 568 (i).
Statutes of Canada Consolidation B. No. 96

(Sir John A. Macdonald). Not introduced. See B. 130.
Statutes of Canada, Revised, B. No. 130 (Sir John

A. Mcadonald). 10, 1-26 (ii); Order for 20 dschgd.
and B. wthdn., 2402 (iii).

Steamboat Inspection Act, 1882, Amt. B. No.
133 (Mr. McLelan). Res. prop., 1279; in Com. and
10* of B., 1280 (ii); 2° aLd in Com., 2399; 3°*, 2421
(iii). (48-49 Vic., c. 75.)

STEAM COMMUNICATLON NWITH RF NC: Ques. (Mr. Amyot)
567 (i).

STEAMSBIIP SUBVENTIONS:
OAxPELLTON AND GASPU: in Oom. of Sup., 2942 (iv).
CANADA AID ANTWREP : in Com. of Sup., 2912; conc., 2596 (iv).
UVAADA AID GMRANr: in Com. of Sup., 2915 (iv).
FaNXCB AND QUEBECe: in Com. of Sup., 2936, 3041 (iv).
LivaEPooL OR LONDON AD ST. JOHN, N.B., OR ALIiFix: in Com. of

Sup., 2942 (iv).
N.B. AND P.E.I. TO GaZAT BRITAIN: in CoM. of Bnp., 3457 (iy).
P.E.I. AND DGaÂT BaITAIN: in Com. of Sup., 2942 (iv).
PORT MULGRtAvE AND EAT BAY, C.B : in Com. of Sup., 2942 (!Y>
U. 8. AND VICTORIA, B.O. : in Com. of SUp., 2936; conc., 2958 (iv).

STEEL: in Com. on Ways and Means, 805 (ii).
STIPENDIARY MAGISTRATE IN N.W.T.: in Com. of Sup.,

3448 (iv).
rNEY INDIAN-RisING, FuRTER INFORMATION AsKED, 863;

stmnt. (8ir Bector Langevnn) 886 (ii).

Subsidies, Further, to Rys. B. 158 (Sir Rector L.
Langevin). Res. prop., 2531 (iii); M. for Com. on Res.,
2971; in Com., 2974; M. to conc. in Res., 3250; 1°* of
B., 3293; 2° 1m., 3380; in Com., 3380; on M. to

conO. in Amts., Ant. (Mr. Kirk) 3401; neg. (Y. 40,
N. 83) 3403; Amt. (Mr. Blake) neg. (Y. 43, N. 79)
3404; 30*, 3404; Amt. (Mr. Laurier) 3057; Amts. to

Amt. (Mr. Langelier) 3266; neg. (Y. 39, N. 101) 3292;
(Mr. Lesage) 3292; neg. (Y. 36, N. 101) 3292; Amt.
(Mr. Langelier) neg. (Y. 35, N. 101) 3292 (iv). (48-49
Vie., c. 58.)

Subsidies to Rys. B. No. 164 (Mr. Pope). Res. prop.,
3457; M. for Com., 3470; in Com., 3472; l*, 2°*, in
Com. and 3°*, 3473 (iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 59.)

Subsidies to Rys. See " LAND GRANTS."

SUBSIDIES:
Câu.»uI PAoiio RY.: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 1677 (ii); in Com. of

Sup 3295.
FURTRE, TO RTs. Se B. 158.

L&ID GANTs TO Ris. See B. 147.
MANITOBA : prop. Res. (Mr. Bowell) 2889. (iv).
Nuw BauNswICK AND P.E 1. RY. Co.'s sUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Mr.

Pop.) 3457; in Com., 3472 (iv).
NoTH SonsO RY. : M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Laurier) 41 (i).
N.S. INoRUAszD: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 189, 567 (i).
PEoRIxAL: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Amyot) 303 (i).
Quzao, ADVANCES TO, ON ACCOUNT: Ques. (Ur. Langelser) 235 (i).

Ris.: Remarks (Mr. Blake) and others, on M. for Com. of Sup.,
3442 (iv). Se Bs. 147, 158 and 164.

Rimouski, STEAMER: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 114 ().

RYs. I N.S. AND CAPE BRETON: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. IfDougall)
140 (i).

RY. Co.'s, NAXEs 0F OFICoRs, &c. : M. for Ret.6 (Mr. Cameron,
Middlesez) 312 (i).

SUGARS, IMPORTATION OF, AT HALIFAX, FRoM JAMIîoA: M. for
Ret. (Mr. fail) 40 (i).

SuGAR : in Com. on Ways and Means, 3319 (iv).
SUGAR: POLARIscoPIC TEsT: Ques. (Ur. rail) 479 (i).
Snmmary Convictions. See "CRIMINAL LAw."
SUMs PAID oR ADVANOED To C. P. R AS INTEREST OR SUB-

S1nY: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 1677 (ii).
Sunday Excursions Prohibition B. No. 19 (Ur.

Charlton). 10*, 46; 20 m., 256; neg. on a div., 266 (i).
SUPERIOR COURT OF QUEBE0, CHIEF JUSTIOE OF THE: Ques.

(Mr. Casgrain) 429 (i).
SUPERIOR COURT OF QUEBEC: prop. Res. (Sir Mctor

Langevin) 3293 (iv).
SUPERANNUATION FUND, NUMBER ON LIST, &c.: M. for Ret.

(Mr. McMullen) 56 (i).
SUPERVIsoR 0F CULLEI, AMOUNTS DUE TO: M. for Ret.*

(Ur. De St. Georges) 1443 (i).
SUPPLIEs FOR TuE HIUDsoN's BAY STR. " NEPTUNE ": M. for

copies of Acots., &o. (Mr. Tail) 229 (i).

Supply B. No. 163 (Mr. Bowell). 1°*, 2°, 30*, 3470
(iv). (48-49 Vic., c. 41.)

SUPPLY:
[Only subjects which caused remark or discussion noted

under this head.]
Amts. to Ms. for Com.: Washington Treaty and

Reciprocity (Kr. Davies) 995; Public Expenditure
(Sir Richard Cartwright) 2868; Representation of
the N. W. Territories (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 3404.



INDEX.
SUPPLY-Continued.

Mess. from Ris Ex., transmitting Bethnates frt85-86,
289; Mess. from Ris Ex., transmitting suppl. Esti-
mates for 1884-85, 2820; Mess. from Ris Ex., trans-
mitting Suppl. Estimates for 1885-86, 3359; Mess.
from Ris Ex., transmitting further Suppl.&timates
for 1885-86, 3415.

Res. (Sir Leonard Tilley) for Com., 27; in Com., 895,
968, 1023, 1304, 2795, 2830, 2889,2903, 2936, 3041,
3232, 3295,3339,3383, 3408.

COMMITTEEB:
Administration of Justice:

General Vote, 985.
N. W. T. (re Trials in connection with Rebellion)

3411; conc., 3433; (Pourth Stipendiary Magis-
trate) 3448.

Adulteration of Food. See "lCollection of Revenues."
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics:

Archives, Care of, 1023.
Antwerp and Colonial Exhibition, 1032; conc.,

2766.
Agricultural, Industrial, and other Statistics in

Man. and N. W. T., 1035.
Criminal Statistics, Preparation of, 1026.
Dominion Exhibition, 1026.
IHIealth Statistics: conc., 2766.
Indian and Colonial Exhibition, 3152.
Mortuary Statistics, 2027.

Canals. See "Railways and Canals."
Charges of Management :

Assistant Receivers General's Offices, Montreal, St.
John, Winnipeg, 895.

Brokerage, Commission, &c., on Loans, 1874 to
1879, inclusive, 896.

Brokerage, Commission, &c., on Loan of 1884, 896.
Co .nty Safings Banks, N.B., N.S., and B.C., 896.
Country Savings Banks: printing, &c., 897.
Dominion Notes: issue and redemption, 897.
Dominion Notes, printing, &c., 89î.
Financial Inspector, 895.
Financial Commissioner in England, 896 ; cone.,

2763.
Civil Government:

Agriculture, Dept. of, 904; contingencies, 921.
Auditor General's Office, 901.
Civil Service Board of Examinera, 973.
Contingencies, Departmental:

ligh Commissioner, 925.
Post Office and Finance Depts., 927.
Travelling Expenses, 923.

Customs, Dept. of, 901; contingencies, 916.
Finance, Dept. of, and Treasury Board, 891; suppl.,

3411 ; contingencies, 915.
Fisheries, Dept. of, 910.
Governor General's Secretary's Office, 832, 898.
Indian Affairs, Dept, of, 901; suppl. (increase and

arrears of salaries) 3410,3411.

SUPPLY-Continued.
CoMUnTIu-Cntinued.

Civil Government-Continued.
Inland Revenue, Dept. of, 901 ; contingencies, 916.
Interior, Dept. of, 968, contingencies, 915; suppl.

(Geological Survey Branch) 3408; conc., 2764,
3433 (iv).

Justice, Dept. of, 898.
Penitentiaries Branch, 914.

Marine, Dept. of, 906 ; contingencies, 922; suppl.
3411.

Militia and Defence, Dept. of, 898; contingencies,
914.

Postmaster-General's Dept., 902; suppl., 3411;
conc., 2764.

Privy Council Office, 899; contingencies, 914.
Public Works, Dept. of, 911 ; suppl., 3448 ; con-

tingencies, 921.
Railways and Canals, Dept of, 973; contingencies,

923.
Secretary of State, Dept. of, 900 ; suppl., 3350,

3411.
Stationery Office: contingencies, 914.

Collection of Revenues:
Adulteration of Food, 3242.
Calling Timber, 3241.
Customs, 3232; suppl. (Extra for miscellaneous

Services), 3393.
Excise, 3241.
Inspection of Staples, 3241.
Liquor License Act, conc., 3398; suppl., 8421.
Post Office, 3308; suppl. (Assistant Postmaster,

Ottawa) 3393; conc., 3397.
Public Works-Repairs and Working Expenses:

Agent and Contingencies, B.C., 3308.
Harbors and Slides, Repairs, 3307.
Telegraph and Signal Service generally, 3307.
Telegraph Unes, P.E.I., and Mainland, 3307.

Railways-Repairs and Working Expenses:
Eastern Extension Railway, 3300.
Intercolonial, 3299.
Prince Edward Island Railway, 3301.
Windsor Branch Railway, 3301.

Weights and Measures and Gas, 3241.
Kinnee, Daniel (increase of Salary) 3457.

ulling TiZmber. See "lCollection of Revenues."
cugstoms. See "lCollection of Revenues."
Dominion Lands-Capital :

Surveys, Examination of Survey Returns, &c., 3344.
Dominion Lands-Income:

Agencies, 3346.
Land Board at Winnipeg, 3344.

Dominion Police :
General Vote, 985; suppl., 3350.

Dominion Steamers. See "Ocean and River Service."
Excise. See "Collection of Revenues."
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SUPPLY-Continued.

CommT TuZ-Continued.
Fisheries:

Canadian Fisheries Exhibit, 2956.
Fishing Bounty, expenses in connection with dis-

tribution, 2956; suppl., 3387.
Protection Steamers and Vessels, maintenance and

repairs, 2955; conc., 2958.
Geological Survey :

General Vote, 3346; suppl., 3408; conc., 3433.
Government Steamers. See "lOcean and River Service."

Immigration :
General Vote, 2809, 2830.

lnfdians :
Assistance to Institutions, 3392.
Grant to supplement Indian Fund, 3242.
--- British Columbia generally, 3313.

Manitoba and N. W. T., 3314,3339; suppl.,
3393 ; conc., 3373.

- - New Brunswick, 3243.

-- Nova Scotia generally, 3243.
Industrial Schools at Qu'Appelle and High River.:

conc., 2922.
Oka Indians, Removal of, 3457.

Inspection of Staples. See "lCollection of Revenues."
Insurance, Superintendence of:

Expenses in connection with service, 2957 ; conc.,
2958.

Justice, Administration of, 985.
Legislation:;

House of Commons:
Contingencies, 2796.
Debates, publishing of, 991; conc., 2765, 3371.
Expenses of Committees, Extra Sessional Clerks,

&c., 2795.
Haché, Jacques, Gratuity to, 3450.
Internal Economy, Commissioners' Report, in-

creased expenditure under, 3449; conc., 3470.
Printing, paper and bookbinding, 992, 2798.
Salaries, &c., 991.

Miscellaneous:
Deputy Speaker's Salary, 3351.
Election expenses, Returning Officers, Montreal,

345L
Library-Salaries, &c., 2796.
Morgan's "Annual Register," 3351.
Sessional Indemnity, Increased, 3450.

Sonate:
Extra Expenses, including Debates and Short.

hand Writers, 3448.
Salaries and Contingent Expenses, 990; conc.,

2765.
Lighthouse and Coast Service:

Agencies, rents and contingencies, 2951.
Cape Race Light, 2952.
Fog-Whistles, Buoys and Beacons, maintenance

and repairs, 2951. j

SUPPLY-Continued.
COMUITTEE -Çontinued.

Lighthouse and Coast Service-Continued.
Lighthouse and Fog-Alarms, 2952.
Lighthouse Keepers, Salaries, &c., 2950.

Liguor License Act. See IlCollection of Revenues."

Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions:
Campbellton and Gaspé, 2942.
Canada and Antwerp, 2942 ; conc., 2958.
Canada and Germany, 2945.
France and Quebec, 2936, 3041.
Liverpool or London and St. John, N. B., or

Halifax, N.S., 2942.
N.B. and P.E.I. to Great Britain and continental

ports, 3457.
Port Mnlgrave and East Bay, C.B., 2942.
·Prince Edward Island and Great Britain, 2942.
United States and Victoria, B.C., 2936; conc., 2958.

Marine Hospitals :
General Vote, 2957.

Militia :
A, B and C Batteries, Pay and maintenance, 2914.
Ammunition, 2903.
Barrack Hiuts, B.C., 3412.
Barracks at London, 3412.
Brigade Majors' Salaries, transport, &c., 2903.
Cavalry and Infantry Schools, Pay and mainten-

ance, 2915.
Clothing and Great Coats, 2906.
Contingencies, 2913.
Dominion Artillery Association, 2913.
Dominion Rifle Association, 2913,
Drill Pay, &o., 2910.
Drill Sheds and Rifle Rarges, 2915.
Middleton, General, Grant to, 3470.
Military Branch and District Staff, Salaries, 2889,

2903.
Military Properties, Care and maintenance, 2916.
Mounted Infantry at Winnipeg, 3411.
New Militia Pensions,' conc., 2765.
Ordnance, Improved Rifled, 2915.
Pay and transport, &o., of Force aiding civil

power at Lingan Mines, C.B., 3452.
Public Armories, Care of Arms, &o., 2910.
Royal Military College, 2913 ; cono., 2922.
Veterans of War of 1812, Pensions, cone., 2765.

Miscellaneous:
American Institute of Mining Engineers' visit to

N.S., 3456.
Bank Imposts, Refund of, 3387; conc., 3396.
Canada Temperance Act, Expenses of Elections

under, 3387.
Chinese Commission, Expenses, &c., 3387; conc.,

3396.
Chinese Commissioners' Report, Printing, &c.,

3421.
Commercial Agencies,&3245.

cil
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CouITTEEs-Continued.
Miscellaneous-Continued.

District of Keewatin, Expenses of Govt., 3244.
Doutre, ., Settlement of Claim against Govt. re

Fishery Commission, 3392.
Fabre, Mr., Salary and contingencies of office, 4244.
Halifax Fishery Commission, Settlement of Legal

Claims, 3388, 3392; conc., 3396.
"Histoire Généalogique des Familles Françaises,"

3455.
Hudson Bay Expedition Expenses, 3245.
Intoxicating Liquors, Putting in force Act respect-

ing, 3244.
Lynch's Treatise on Butter-making, 3456.
Middleton, General, Grant to, 3470.
Model Farm, Establishment of, 3453.
Mounted Police Barracks, Erection of, 3244; suppl.

3387.
North-West Council, Salaries of Members for 1881

and 1883, 3392; cono., 3397.
North-West Disturbance, Expenses and losses,

arising out of, 3454.
North-West Territories, Expenses of Govt., &c.,

3243.
Printing Commission, Expenses, 3392.
Provincial Legislation, Compilation, &c., corres-

pondence, petitions, reports and O.C.'s respect-
ing, 3421; conc., 3434.

Purcell & Ryan, claim for transportation of sup-
plies, &c., furnished Marquis of Lorne, 3452.

Rand's Micmac Indian Dictionary, 3420.
Refund of Duties to Merchants in P.E.I., 3455;

conc., 3470.
Returns, Preparation of, Payment of Extra Clerks,

3245; suppl., 3388.
Surveys, Lakes Superior and Huron, 3244.

North-West .Mounted Police:
Equipment, pay and maintenance of additional

men, 3421
General Vote, 3243; suppl., 3392.

Ocean and River Service:
Canadian Registration of Shipping, 2950.
Government Steamers, maintenance, &c., 2945;

conc., 3396.
Life-boats, Stations and Life-preservers, &o., 2946.
Obstruction in Navigable Waters, Removal of 2950.
Water and River Police, Montreal and Quebec,

2950.
Wrecks and Casualties, investigation of, &c., 2950.

Penitentiaries :
British Columbia, 990.
Dorchester, 989.
Kingston, 985; suppl. (McManus' gratuity) 3350;

conc., 3374.
Manitoba, 989; suppl. (Sutherland, services) 3350.
Removal of Prisoners, 3411.

eg.li
SUPPLY-Continued.

CoMUTTEUz-Continued.
Penitentiaries-Continued.

St. Vincent de Paul, 986; suppl. (Baillairgé,
vices) 3350.

ser-

Pensions:
New Militia, cono., 2765.
Veterans of War of 1812, 992; conc., 2765.

Post Ofice. See "Collection of Revenues."
Public Works*-Capital.:

Public Buildings:
Additional Public Buildings, Ottawa, 2916.

Public Works:
Cape Tormentine Harbor, 2917.
Esquimalt Graving Dock, 2916.
Port Arthur and Kaministiquia Rivor, 2916.

Public Works-Consolidated Fund:
Harbors and Rivers:

Manitoba (River Saskatchewan) 3420.
Nova Scotia, 3419.
Ontario, 3386.
Quebec (River Yamaska) 3419.

Miscellaneous:
House and Furniture for High Commissioner,

balance, 3386.
Roads and Bridges (iron bridge across Rideau

River) 3420.
Public Buildings:

Armories, Montreal, 3385; suppl., 3419.
British Columbia, 3386.
Examining Warehouse, Toronto, 3385.
Newcastle, N.B., Post Office, 3385.

Telegraphs:
Amherst Island and Mainland, 3420.
Sub-marine Cable between B.C. and Washington

Territory, 3386.
Public Works-Income :

Dredging, 2921; conc., 2923.
Harbors and Rivers:

Manitoba, 2921.
Maritime Provinces-Repairs and Improvements

generally, 2920; conc., 2922.
New Brunswick, 2920.
Ontario, 2920.
Prince Edward Island, 2919.

Public Buildings:
Manitoba, 2919.
New Brunswick, 2918.
North-West Territories, 2919.
N. W. T. (Prince Albert Court House and Gaol)

3452.
Ontario, 2918.
Prince Edward Island, 2918.
Quebec, 2918.
Repairs, Furniture, Heating, &c., 2919.

Telegraphs, 2922.

*For Repairsd Working Expenses, me "diollection of Revenues."
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ComarTTE-Continued.
Quarantine:

General Vote, 2853.
Immigrant Patients, Winnipeg and St. Boniface

Hospitals, 3358.
Sheep Scab in Quebec, extirpating disease, 3358;

suppl., 3411.
Ralways* and Canals-Capital;

Canals :
Cornwall, 3301.
Fort Francis, Hugh Sutherland's Claim, 3385.
Lachine, 3301.
Murray 3303.
St. Peter's, 3312.
Trent River Nav. and Locks, 3311.
Welland, 3301, 3311.
Williamsburg, 3301.

Railways :
Canadian Pacifie Railway-

Inspecting Engineers' Expenses, 3417.
Pembina Branch (Award of Arbitrators) 3417.
Section B., 3383.
Subsidy, 3295 :

Carleton Branch Railway:
To purchase, with harbor frontage, town lots,

&c., 3415.
Eastern Extension Railway:

Steamer Norweqian, Repairs, 3384.
Intercolonial Railway :

Air Brakes to 100 engines, 3299.
Miacellaneous Works, 3296; suppl., 3383; cono.,

3395.
Sleeping Cars, Purchase of, 3417.

Short Line Railway, N.S. :
Settling unpaid Claims, &c., 3413.

Railways and Canals-Income:
Canals :

Grenville (J. Simard, for services) 3418.
Miscellaneous (Repairs to Road Dyke, Lake St.

Francis) 3418.
Rideau, 3312; (Land Damages, Township of

Pittsburg) 3418.
Welland (Land and Damages, Grand River, &c.)

3418; conc., 3433.
Railways:

Surveys and Inspections, 3313.
Surveys of Cape Breton and other Railways, 3118.

Scientifc Institutions:
Meteorological Observations, instruments &c., 2956.

Steamship Subventions. See "Mail Subsidies."
Weights and Measure and Ga&. Bee "Collection of

Revenues."
CONOURRENe0m:

Administration of Justice in the N.W.T. (Trials in
connection with Rebellion) 3433.

*For Repaire and Working Expenses, se "'Collection of Bevenues."

SUPPLY-Cmtùied.
CoNCURmRqE-ontinued.

Antwerp and Colonial Exhibition, Expenses, 2766.
Assistant Postmaster, Ottawa, Allowance to, 3397.
Bank Imposte, Refund of, 3396.
Canada and Antwerp, Steam communication, 2958.
Charges of Management, 2763.
Chinese Commission, Expenses, 3396.
Debates, House of Commons, 2765, 3371.
Dominion Steamers, 3396.
Dredging, 2923.
Fishery Protection Steamers and Vessels, 2958.
Halifax Fishery Commission, Legal Claims, 3396.
Harbors and Rivers, Maritime Provinces, Repairs, &c.,

2922.
Health Statisties, Expenses in connection with, 2766.
Indian Industrial Schools at Qu'Appelle and High

River, 2922.
Indians of Manitoba and the N. W, T., 3373.
Insurance, Superintendence of, 2958.
Intercolonial Railway (Capital) 3395.
Interior, Dept. of, 2764.
Internal Economy Commissioners' Report, Increased

Expenditure under, 3470.
Liquor License Act, Commissioners, Inspectors, &c.,

3398.
MeManus, C., Gratuity to Widow of, 3374.
Mining Geologists, 3433.
North-West Council, Salaries of Members, &c., 3396.
Pensions, New Militia, 2765.
Postmaster General's Office, 2764.
Provincial Legislation, Compilation, &c., of Documents

respecting, 3434.
Refund of Duties to Merchants in P.E.I., 3470.
Royal Military College of Canada, 2922.
Senate, Salaries and Contingencies, 2765.
U.S. and Victoria, B.C., Steam communication, 2958.
Veterans of War of 1812, Pensions, 2765.
Welland Canal (Land Damages, &c.) 3433.

Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction Limita-
tion B. No. 3 (Mr. Landry, Montmagny). 1°, 28;
Order for 2° read, 102; 2° m., 151; Amt. (Mr. Ouimet)
165; neg., 167; 2Q neg. (Y. 34, N. 125) 169 (i). See
R 68.

Supreme Court Appellate Jurisdiction Limita-
tion B. No. 68 (Mr. Landry, Montmagny). 1°, 270
(i). Bes B. 3.

SUPraMZ CoUaT, CONTEOTaD CAsEs BFOR, AND yUDGMENTS1

M. for Rat. (Mr. Curran) 210 (i).
SUPRZ= CoURT: Deb. on M. for 2° of B. 3 (Mr. Landry,

Montmagny) 151, 167; (Mr. Tupper) 156; (Messrs.
Girouard, Beaty and Blake) 157; (ir. Macmaster) 160;
(Mr. Curran) 161; (Mr. Davies) 162; (Sir John A.
Macdonald) 163; (Mr. Ouimet) 164; on Amt. (Mr.
Poster) 165; (Mr. Amyot) 166; (Mr. Laurier) 167;
(Mesors. Royal and Belleau) 168; (Mr. Coursol) 169 (i).
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IND E X. exli
SUPREME COURT : JRdgmenta on Controverted Elections,

1, 593 (i).
SUPREME COURT, JUDGMENTS REND>E&ED SINCE RSTABLIBH-

MENT : M. for copies* (Mr. landry, Montmagny)

533 (i).
SUPREME COURT OF N.B., CAUSES ENTERED FOR ARGUMENT:

M. for Number, &o. (Mr. Foster) 294 (i).
SURVEYS AND EXAMTNATIONS OF SURVEY RETS.: in COm'. Of

Sap, 3344 (iv).
SURVEYS AND PLANS 0F BATTLEFORD AND] EDMONTON: QueS.

(Mr. Blake) 2357 (iii).
SURvEYS oF RIVER LOTS AT ST. ALBERT, &o.: Ques. (Mr.

Blake) 3424; Mode of: Ques., 3424 (iv).

SUTHERLAND, DR., PAYMENT TO: in Com. of Sap., 3351 (iv).
SMALL SAVINGS, ENCOURAGEMENT 0F: M. for copies of Cor.,

&c. (Mr. Blake) 90 (i).
SQUATTERS IN THE QU'APPELLE VALLEY: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Lister) 205 (i).
SQUATTERS IN TOWNSHIP 3, RANGES 23 AND 24, WEST: M. for

Ret. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 231 ().

Synod of the Diocese of Qu'Appelle incorp. B.
No. 39 (Mr. Mulock). 1°*, 125; 2°*, 180; in Com.
and 3°*, 490 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 33.)

Synod of Evangelical Lutheran Church of Can-
ada incorp. B. No. 60 (M&. McCarthy). l*, 180;
20*, 246; in Com., 693 (i) ; 30*, 791 (ii). (48-49 Vic.,
c. 32.)

TRACADIE BREAKWATER, N.S., EXPENDITURE ON: M. for
Stmnt.* (Mr. McIsaac) 147 (i).

TAcHÉ, ARCHBiSHOP, COMMUNICATION FROM, re HALF-BREEDS:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3425 (iv).

TAGGING METAL: in Com. on Ways arid Means, 806 (ii).

TANGENTS AND CURVES ON C.P.R., NUMBER AND AGGREGATE

LENGTH: Ques.: (Mr. Blake) 744 (i). See *-C P.R."

TARIFF, NOTICE OF CHANGES: Remarks (Mr. Blake) 714 (i).

TARIFF, THE. See " WAYS AND MEANS."

TAR, PINE: in Com. on Ways and Means, 810 (ii).

TASCHEREAU, MR. T. L. - Certificate of Election and Return

Of, 1 (i).

TELEGRAPI AND SIGNAL SERVICE IN B.C. : Ques. (Mr. BaAer,

Victoria) 743 (i).
TELEGRAPIH CABLE ACROSS JUAN DE FUCA STRAITS, COST OF:

M. for Ret.* (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 1443 (ii).
TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION WEST OF WINNIPEG: Remarks

(Mr. Blake) 839 (i).
TELEGRAPHS: in Com. of Sap., 3420 (iv).

TELEGRAPH SYSTEM IN CAPE BRETON, EXTENSION OP: QueS.

(Mi. Cameron, 1nverness) 78 (i).
TEMPORARY LOANS TO GOVERNMENT BY BANKS: Ques. (Mr.

Charlton) 350 (i), 2530 (iii).
TERRY, CHARLES RUNTER, GRATUITY TO: Ques. (Mr. Mc

Mullen) 632 (i).

Terry, Fairy Emily Jane, Relief of, B. No. 97
(Mr. Taylor). 1° on a div., 605; 2° on a div., 672 (i);
in Com. and 30 on a div., 873 (ii). (48-49 Vic., c. 36.)

TrE DU PONT BARRAcKS, LEASi or : M. for copies of 0.C.,
&c. (Mr. Platt) 210 (i).

THANKS OF QUEIN FOR CONDOLENCE ON DEATH OF DUKE oF

ALBANY : Mess. from Ris E. (Sir John A. Uac-
donald) 32 (i).

THANKS OF PARLT. TO VOLUNTEERS. See "V OTE."

Three Rivers. See " HARBOR COmmssIONERs."
THUNDER BAY COLONISATION RY. CO.'s SUBSIDY: prop Res.

(Mr. Pope) 3458; in Com., 3473 (iv).
TILTON, MR., AND STAFF COMMANDER BOLTON, DISPUTE

BETWEEN: M. for Ret.* (Mr. McMullen) 312 (i).

TIMBER DUES TO GOVT. EY C.P.R. CO.: QueS. (Mr. Casy)
479 (i).

TDmBER LICENSES AND PERMITS GRANTED ON LANDS OUTSIDE

OF DISPUTED TERRITORY: M. for Rets.* (Mr. Chariton)
209 (i).

TiMBER LICENSES AND PERMITS IN THE N.W.: M. for Ret.
(Mr. Charlton) 121 (i).

TD&BIR LIcENSES ISSUED SINCE JAN., 1882, IN N.W.T., &w.:
Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 863 (ii).

TIMBER LICENSES OR BERTHS IN B.C., TOTAL APPLICATIONS,

DATE, NAMES AND ADDRESSES, &o., &o.: M. for Ret.*
(Mr. Charlton) 210 (i).

TIMBER ON INDIAN LANDS, NON-PRINTING OF RETS., AS

ORDERED BY BOUSE: Remarks (Mr. Blake) 56 (i).

TIMBER PERMITS GRANTED IN TERRITORY AWARDED ONT.:
Ques, (Mr. Mills) 114, 115 ; M. for Ret., 115 ; M. for
copies, &o.,* 124, 210 (i).

Tissux PAPER : in Com. on Ways and Means, 849 (ii).

TOLLS ON CERTAIN RAILWAY COMPANIES: M. for Stmnt.,

&C. (Mr. Mulock) 54 (i).
BOOTS FOR Ti TORONTO MILITIA CORPS: Ques.(Mr. Cameron,

. Buron) 1744 (iii).

TOWELS: in Com. on Ways and Means, 857 (il).

TOWNSHEND, MR. C. J.: Certificate of Election and Ret. of, 1.
C. P. R. TOWN SITES, SALES OF, TRANSACTION ON JOINT

ACOOUNT: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Blake) 67 (i).
TRADE AND NAVIGATION RETS: presented (Mr. Bowell)

28 (i).
TRADE RELATIONS BETWEEN CANADA AND TRI U. S.: QuOS.

(Mr. Davies) 1387 (ii); (Sir Richard Cartwright)
3163 (iv).

TRADE RELATIONS WITH AUSTRALIAN COLONIES : M. for'Ret.

(Mr.Mitchell) 36; WITH FOREIGN COUNTRIES: Ques. (bEr.

Burpee) 78; WITH JAMAIcA, 429; WITH MEXIoO: Ques.

(Mr. Paterson, Brant) 632 (i).

Trading Corporations. See " INSOLVENT BANiS."

TRANSFER OF BATTERIES : Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwrigkt)

235 (i).
TRANSLATION OF ansard AN]) V OTES AND PROCEEDINGS:

Remarks (Mr. Casgrain) 594 (i).
TRANSPORTATION CHARGES: in Com. on Ways and Means,

3224 (iv).

Treasury Board, Constitution of, Act Amt B.
No.104 (Sir Leonard Tilley). 1°, 630 (i); 2°, in Corn

and 30*, 1670 (ii). (48-49 Vic. c. 47.)



IliDEX.
TIREATIES:

FLAG Taio&TY ETWUN U. S. AND SPAI: M. for copies of Cor. (1fr.
Vail) 219 (i).

NUQOTIÂtIONs BY BI AEROSE SHEA: Ques. (Mr. Davies) 1387 (i).
CommaOIL TREaTY wIrT JAmAicAÂ: Ques. (Mr. Laurier) 2854 (iv).
WsmNGToN TEEATY, TuRMINATIoN OF FISHEaT CLAUSUS: Remarks

(Mr. Mitchell) 2559, 2773, 2890; on M. for Oom. of Sup. (Mr.
Davies) 2897; Remarks (Mr. Vail) 3074; Cor. and Papers:
presented (Sir John A. Macdonald) 3232; QueE. (Mr. Weldon)
3249; Transport Regulations: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 3249; Deb.
on M. for Oom. of Sup. (Mr. Weldon) 3322; (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) 3330; (Mr. MiUl) 3333; (Messrs. McLelan and Mitchell)

3336; (Mr. Vail) 3338 (iv).

TRENT VALLET CANAL, PLANS AND ESTIMATES OF COST, &a.

M. for copies of Cor., &c. (Mr. Blake) 144 (i) ; CoN.
TRACTS: M. for 00pies, 823 (ii).

TRENT RIVER NAV. : in Com. of Sup., 3311 (iv).
TBESTLES AND BRIDGES, C.P.R., NUMBER 0F: M. for Stmnt

(Mr. Edgar) 100 (i).
TRoops, TRANSPoRT OF: Remarks (Mr. Dawson) 887 (ii).

TROUBLES AT PRINcE ALEERT: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 693 (i).

Trro Baink incorp. B. No. 78 (Mr. Tupper). 10*,
313; 2°*, 405 ().

TRUTCR, J. W., EMPLOYMENT OF, BY GOVT. : Ques. (gr. Lan-
derkin) 744 (i).

TU-BARGzs, DREDGE AND MACHINERY ON RED RIvER: M.
for Ret.* (Mr. Watson) 964 (ii).

TURKISU PAUPER ImaGRANTs: Remarks (Mr. Trow) 3475

(iv).
UMEBELLA OR PARASOL RIBS, &c. : in Com. on Ways and

Means, 847 (ii).
U. S. AND VICTORIA, B.C., MA SUBSIDY: in Com. of SUp.,

2936 (iv).
VACANCIES In THE IREPRESENTATION, 1, 593 (i).
VACANCY IN A JUDICIAL DISTRIo, N.S. ; Ques. (Mr. Krk)

2750 (iv).
VEGRETILLE, FATHUER, COR. WITH MR. DEVILLE : Ques.

(Mr. Blake) 3424 (iv).
VETERANS OF 1812, WIDows OF, EXTENSION 0F PENSIONS:

Ques. (Mr. Robertson, lastings) 36 (i).
V.LTERANs OF WAR 0F 1812 : in Com. of Sup., 992 (ii).
VICTORIA RIFLES. See " MILITIA."

VIOLATION OF CUsToMs LAw IN N. S., BY JoHN LEANDER

MgCKENZIE : M. for Ret.* (Mr. -Moffat) 1442 (ii).
VOLUNTEER CORPS ORGANIZED IN THE N.W. IN 1879 :

Remarks (Kr. Watson) 816; Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1474

(ii).
VOLUNTEERS DISBANDED IN MILITARY DISTRICT No. 9: M.

for Ret.* (Mr. Campbell, Victeria) 1443 (ii).

VOLUNTEERS IN THE N.W., AND INToxICATING LIQUoRS:

Ques. (Mr. Poster) 1131 (ii).
VOLUNTEERS IN THE N.W., RECOGNITION OF SERVICES:

Ques. (Mr. SmalU) 1566 (ii); (Mr. Blake) 2029 (iii);
prop. Res. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 3321 ; in Com. on
Res., 3370. See B. 160.

VOLUNTEERS OF 1837-38: Rs. recognising services (Mr.
Jlickey) 37 (i).

VOLUETEERs oN AcTIvE SERVICE, INCREASE oF PAY :Ques.

(Kr. Blake) 2170 (iii).

VOTE FOR RELIEF OF SETTLERS IN THE N.W.: Ques. (Mr.
Watson) 1744 (iii).

VOTE OF 1,000,000 FOR THE N.W. TRoUBLES : in Com. of
Sup., 2234 (iii).

VOTE oF THANKs oP PARLT. TO GENL. MIDDLEToN AND

VOLUNTEERS : prop. Res. (Mr. Caron) 3459; (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 3463; (Mr. Tassé) 3465 ; (Mr. Wright)
3466; (Mr. Woodworth) 3467; (Mr. Macmillan) 3468 (iv).

VOTE TO GENL. MIDDLETON : notice (Sir John A. Macdonald)
3457 ; Mess.-from Ris Ex., 3470 (iv).

VOYAGEURS TO EGYPT, NmBER, NAMEs, RESIDENCE, &C., OF

OFFICERS AND MEN: M. for Ret.* (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) 210 (i).

WARRANTS ISSUED FOR NEW ELEOTIONS, 1, 593 (i).
WAR SUPPLIES, CARRIAGE OF, BY AMERICAN RYs.: Ques.

(Mr. Blake) 838 (ii).
WASHINGTON TREATY. Se "TREATIES."

WATER AND RIVER POLI0E : in Com. of Sup., 2950 (iv).

WATER LOTS IN N.S., APPLICATION FOR: Ques. (Mr. Ttupper)

429 (i).
WATER LOTS ON RIVERS, GOVT. RIGHTS: Ques. (Mr. Van-

asse) 2238 (iii).
WATERPROOF BLANKETS FOR VOLUNTEERS, PURCHASE OF:

Ques. (Mr. Catudal) 2171 (iii).
WATSON, EBENEZEh, OF SARNIA, OFFICE oF: Ques. (Mr.

Lister) 188 (i).

WAYS AND MEANS: Res. for Com. (Sir Leonard Tilley)
27; on M. for Com., the Budget Speech, 313; reply (Sir
Richard Cartwright) 333 ; Deb. adjd., 348; resmd. (Mr.
White, Cardwell) 394; (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 412 ; (Mr.
Tupper) 455; (Mr. Charlton) 463; (Mr. McLelan) 505 ;
(Mr. Mills) 512; (Mr. Ourran) 521; (Mr. Binfret) 527;
(Mr. Poster) 535; (Mr. Davies) 545; (Mr. Woodworth)
555; (Mr. King) 561; (Mr. Burns) 595; (Mr. Casey)
599, 633; (Mr. Stairs) 641; (Mr. Gillmor) 648; (Mr.
Wood, Brockville) 656; (Mr. Jackson) 66 3 ; (Mr. rail)
666; (Mr. Allison) 676; (Mr. Tassé) 677; (Mr. Hackett)
687; (Mr. Cockburn) 715; (Mr. Robertson, Hamilton)
719; (lir. McMullen) 722; (Mr. Dickinson) 729; (Mr.
Sproule) 733; (Mr. Béchard) 739; (Mr IIesson) 747;
Res. (Mr. Blake) re Disturbance in the N.W., 756;
neg. (Y. 57, N. 129), and in Com., 771 (i) ; in Com.,
783, 791, 840 (ii); Res. (Mr. Blake) re Disturbance in
the N. W. (Resumé of Events) 3075; neg. (Y. 49, N.

105) 3213; in Com., 3214,3294; Res. cono. in, 3322 (iv).
WEIGHT AND MEASUREMENT OF ROOTS: M. for Copies of

Cor.q' (Mr. Macdonald, King's) 201 (i).
Weights and Measures Act Amt. B. No. 118 (Mr.

Costigan). Ree. prop., 832; in Com. and 1°* of B.
837; 2° and in Com., 1672; 30*, 1680 (ii). (48-49

Vic., c. 64.)
WEIRS IN THE COUNTY OF CHARLOTTE, N. B., LICENsES, &a.

M. for Ret.* (Mr. Gillmor) 1444 (ii).
WELLER'S BAY, "RANGE ULIGHTS" AT: M. for cor., &c. (Mr.

Platt) 210 (i).
Western Ont. Pacifie Ry. Co.'s B. ,No. 94 (Mr.

.McCallum). 10*, 534; 2°*, 616 (i); in Com. and 3°*,
1288 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 87.)
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IN D EX.
WESTERN TERMINUS C.P. R., ROUTE OR ROUTES FROM PORT

MOODY TO ENGLISH BAY: M. for Plan, &c. (Mr. Blake)
145 (i).

WEST MIDDLESEX CONTROVERTED ELECTION: Judge's Rep., 1.
WEST ONTARIO ELECTION;: Return of Member to rep>re-

sent, 1 (i).
WHARFAGE COLLECTIONS. See " MARINE."

Wharves, Docks and Piers in Nav. Waters B.
No. 18 (Mr. Tupper). 10, 46; 2° m., 215; 2°* and
ref. to Sel. Com., 218 (i).

WHARVES ON P.E.E, GvN.'T FOR CONSTRUCTION: Ques (Nifr.
Davies) 351 (i).

WHEAT, FLOUR, CORNMEAL AND CORN, DUTY COLLECTED ON,
IN N. S.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Vail) 533 (i).

WHEAT AND FLOUR DUTIES, ALTERATION OF: Ques. (.4r.
Bergeron) 148 (i).

WIIEAT AND FLOUR, DUTIES ON, MEMORIALS, &C.: M. 1Or

copies* (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 532 (i).
WHEAT AND FLOUR IMPORTS AND EXPORTS: M. for Ret.

(Mr. Paterson, Brant) 138 (i).
WHISKEY : in COm. on Ways and Means, 3225 (iv).

WHITE POINT, N. S., BREAKWATER, REPAIR OF: Ques. (Mr.
Forbes) 52 (i).

WHITE SIIELLAC: in Com. on Ways and Means, 806 (ii).
WILKINSON, J. A., SUMs PAID TO, AND FOR WHAT SERVICES:

Ques. (Mr. McMullen) 51 (i).
19

WINDSOR BRANci i R, 0.0, A<iRiEE-MENTS &C., RESP-ECTIN(O

M. for coie.* ( r. Kinney) 51 ()
Winnipeg and Prince Albert Ry. Co.'s incorp-

B. No. 82 (Vir. Cameron, Vtorwa). ie*, 49; :"
m1., 428; Order d-chgd anl B. wLhd , 428 (i).

Winnipeg and Prince Albert Ry. Co.'s incorp.
B. No. 9it ( 4r. Came~'ron. lictrs). ~ O1*, ;:
567 (i)i; nu o n. ani 3°, 18 (,i). (4s-49 1c., c,89.)

WINTER CROSSING FROM P. E. I. M. . Or c¾pie 0f COr. (Mr.
.Macdona'd, King's) 62 (1).

W.,OD A W icad.N, SUMS P ID TO, AND SERVjCE-s REN-

DERED: M. for Ret.* (Mr. McMullen) 147 (t).

Wood M.ountain and Qu'Appelle Ry. Co.'s Acts
Amt. B. No. 23 (Mr. Woillims). 1°*, 67; 2°*, 113;
il Corm. and SO*, 490 (i). (48-49 Vic., c. 16.)

WOODSTOCK, N. B., PUBLIC BUILDINGS, INSPECTOR OF: Ques.

(Mr. Irvîne) 606 (i).
W:>OD SUPPLIES FOR GOVT BUIL DINGS, OTTAWA: Ques. (Mr.

McCraney) 429 (i); (Mr. Bain, Wentworth) 1387 (ii).
WOOL LEN FABRI0S: in Com. on Ways and Means, 800, 84û

(ii).

WOOLLEN RAGS: in Com. of Ways and Means, 783; legisla-
tion respecting: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 1567 (ii).

WRIT FOR LÉvis COUNTY : Qaes. (Mr. B1akýe) 633; Remarks

661 (i).
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