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Bouse of Commons Pebates

-

THIRD SESSION, FIFTH PARLIAMENT.—48 VIC.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Fripay, 27th March, 1885,
The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o’clock.

PrAYERSs.
COURT OF CLAIMS FOR CANADA.

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

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

Motion agreed to.

COMMISSIONERS REPORT—REVISION OF CANADA
STATUTES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved :

That this House do concur with the Messaga from the Senate request-
ing this House to unite with them in the formation of a Joint Committee
of both Houses, to examine and report upon the report of the Commis-
sioners appointed to consolidate and revise the Statutes of Canada, and
that Messrs. Abbott, Beaty, Davies, Edgar, Girouard, Landry (Kent),
Laurier, Royal, Shakespeare, Tupper, Weldon and Wood (Brockville),
be appointed to act on behalf of this House as members of the said Joint
Committee ; and that a Message be sent to the Seaate to acquaint their
Honours therewitn.

He said: As this.commission for the consolidation of the
Statutes is under the direction of ‘he Minister of Justice,
naturally, and as he has taken great personal interest in
this very important work, he has thought it well, after con-
sidering the matter, to move for this joint committee. The
Jjoint committee is formed for the purpose of looking over
the work and seeing that the work is really and bond jfide a
coneolidation of the Statutes—that is to say, a rearrange-
ment of the Statutes, altering no matter of consequence and
only matters of form. The intention of the Minister of
Justice is to expedite the measure in both Houses and to
prevent the necessity of having a special committee sitting
in either House, if possible, upon the report of this joint
committee, It is the intention of the Government to intro-
duce a Bill on this matter in the House. The committee
can sit and consider and look- over the report, and if it be
98

satisfactory to both Houses they can adopt it; or, if not,
take the usual course. But, in order to prevent delay in
this most important matter, it is thought if both Houses be
satisfied with this joint report, the measure after
passing the second reading, could be considered in
Committee of the Whole and be adopted em bloc,
The Minister thought that, perhaps, he might introduce the
Bill in the Upper Chamber. I am not sure that, coustitu-
tionally, he could not do so, because, although it deals with
all matters of legislation—revenue, tariff and others—yet it
is & mere consolidation of the Statutes, a mere readjust-
ment, and does not impose any new burdens on the people.
But, lest there might be any mistake in the matter, and in
order to avoid any question arising as to the privileges of
this House being interfered with, he came to the conclu-
gion, with myself, that the better plan would be to intro-
duce the measure here, and only to use the report as a
means of information to this Chamber as well as to the
other.

Mr. BLAKE. I am unable to assent to the view of the
hon, gentleman, that this is a fit course to be taken in refer-
ence to this measure. The hon. gentleman has not cited
any precedent for a joint committee of both Houses being
appointed upon any subject of this description, nor is there
to my knowledge any such precedent.  When the hon.
gentleman himeelf was charged with the duty of bringing
under the consideration of the Legislature of the old Prov-
ince of Canada & measure for the consolidation of the
Statutes, this step was not taken, but the Government took
the course of introducing a Bill for the consolidation of the
Statutes of Canada and for the consolidation of the Statutes
of Upper and Lower Canada, and that Bill, being introduced
upon the responsibility of the Government, was after the
second reading submitted to a select committee, which
investigated the procedure. We have appointed joint com-
mittees of both Houses for particular purposes. We appoint a
Joint Committee, under our regulations, to conduct the print-
ing of Parliament, which is managed thus in order to avoid
duplicating the printing and provide the utmost efficiency
for the service of both Houses at the least cost. We also
appoint a joint committee to assist you, Mr. Speaker, in the
direction of the Library, which is & matter in which the
Houses are jointly interested, the Library of Parliament
belonging to one House as much as to the other. But, when
an offort was made some years ago to carry out further the
notion of joint action and to bring it into the domain of
legislation by establishing a joint law department, there
was & conference or a committee to consider that suabject,
and, after full consideration, it was agreed, I believe by the
majority from each House of those who were mpon it, that
it was not well to make the attempt, and we have a separate
law department, which had always existed heretofore and
has been continued by the approval and assent of both
Houses, after enquiry based, I have no doubt, on
the notion that the independent action, the separate
action, the separate responsibility of each Hounse with refer-
ence 1o the legislation of the country required that each
House should have its permanent law department under its
own control. Now, the hon. gentleman proposes at one
stroke to go further, and, not content with dealing with
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that which is involved in this proposition—for this propo-
sition cannot properly be applied to this exceptional case,
it must stand as a precedent cf much wider and more
general application than one might at first suppose—pro-
poses, I say, not merely a joint preparation of legislation,
but a joint consideration of those matters which are of pure
legislation. 1f you turn to the precedents of the Imperial
Parliament, you will find that, up to a comparative recent
period, there were very few joint committees, and that the
joint committees which have been appointed of late
years, when they have been more numerous, although
still very few, have been based upon the same general
principle which I have already indicated. There has been a
joint committee, for example, with reference to the station-
ery office, there has been a joint committee with reference
to the conduct of business in both Houses of Parliament,
with a view to a more satisfactory distribution and a more
eflicient regulation of the conduct of the business. There
have been several joint committees dealing with the ques-
tion of certain classes of private Bills legislation, which, in
England, more fortunately than with us, is based upon the
principle of hearing much more evidence and requiring
much more evidence as to the propriety of legislation—par-
ticularly legislation granting railway charters—than we
require. Well, obviously, where the solution of the question
is one dependent upon evidence, and evidence is to be
taken twice over unless there be some arrangement,
that is & good reason for a joint committee to arrange
in some way or the other for the regulation of
that class of business in such a manner as shall
not necessitate the double taking of evidence. And so with
regard to some questions of policy in relation to private
Bills, which are matters of permanent and business regula-
tion more than of legislation, matters of private right more
than ot legislation; as, for example, as to the system and
plan of amalgamating railways and the arrangements with
reference to the metropolitan railways, there have been joint
committees, Now, I have given instances of what I under-
stand are the principal examples of joint committees of
recent years in England, and I have indicated the principle
upon which they are appointed, namely, something con-
nected with the efficient discharge of the business of legis-
lation in general, or something connected with the taking
of evidence which would have to be taken twice if
some arrangement were not made between the Houses, or
something connected with the establishment of the prin-
ciples of legislation in matters of private right in which the
House is sitting not in a purely legislative capacity. But
here this is legislation of the most important character. It
is nothing less than to propose the comsolidation of the
whole body of the law of Parliament for seventeen or
eighteen Sessions, ever since Confederation. It is a legisla-
tive act of the highest importance, a legislative act, having
regard to the circumstances of this Confederation, and the
fact that this is the body of law passed since the Confedera-
tion was inaugurated, of the highest sort. I see no reason
why such legislation should be proposed to be initiated by
a joint committee of both Houses. 1t is not a question of
evidence—it is a question of the opinion of legislators as to
whether this important function which the hon, gentleman
has referred to, of consolidating these Statutes truly, has
taken place. Now Isay that the precedent to which I alluded
in Capada is a sound one, tgat the Government ought
themselves to propose—if they are satisfied with the
action of this commission, which I presume they are,
a8, in the discharge of its later functions, at any
rate, it was a Government commission presided over
by one of the Ministers—the necessary legislation to
carry it out, and such legislation ought to proceed
as other legislation proceeds, each of the two Houses of
Parliament discharging its appropriate and independent
function with reference to this as with reference to all other
Mr. Brake,

matters of public legislation. We are responsible, if this
Bill is introduced here, for the manner and form and shape
in which it leaves this House ; the Senate will be responsible
for the manner in which they remit it to us, and, if there
be a difference, then that will have to be settled ; but are
we now going to lay down the rule that our independent
right of action with reference to Bills is to be complicated
by the formation of a joint committee which is
to report upon a subject of general legislation ?
Sir, the hon, gentleman has indicated the reason. The
reason is because the one Minister who has taken part in
this matter, the Minister of Justice, happens to be a mem-
ber of the Senate, not of the House of Commons; and he
says'it was thought convenient, as that Minister had taken
a great personal interest in this matter, that a joint com-
mittee should be formed so that he might attend io the
deliberations of that cowaxmittee upon the consolidation of
the Statutes. Well, when the hon. gentleman arranged that
the Minister of Justice should be a member of the Senate
instead of a member of the House of (ommons, I ventured
to object to that arrangement, I conceived that as the
great bulk and burthen of the legislation heretofore has
fallen, and, so far as we can see, will continue to fall, on
this House, it was very important that the legal officer—I
regret to say the sole legal officer—of the Government
should be a member of the House of Commons. But the
hon. gentleman said no, that it was not inconvenient, it was
all right ; and we have for some years been deprived of
the assistance of the responsible legal officer of the Govern-
ment in this House in which the great bulk of the legislation
has, after all, to be effectually done. And because he is not
here the hon. gentleman proposes that we should inaugurate
this precedent, and establish a joint committee of both Houses
to decide upon important questions of general legislation,
I say then that if this was only an ordinary consolidation
Bill dealing with one class of our Statutes, without any of
the peculiar questions which must arise upon this consoli-
dation, I should object to this procedure of the hon. gentle-
man. But this is & very special procedure. In the first place,
and so far as I can judge from a very cursory perusal of a
few of these Statutes, important changes are proposed.
Indeed if you look at the preface, or the preliminary
remarks, you will see a statement that where important—
I forget the precise words, but they are something like this
—that where important changes are proposed they are either
italicised in the body of the Statute, or there is & note indi-
cating it; and yet the hon. gentleman says the object is to
find out if there are any changes, while the consolidators
state that there are material changes suggested for the con-
sideration of Parliament. In the second place it is not a
consolidation of one class of Statutes in respect of which
it would be possible to perform the work well without a
very considerable amount of change, requiring & very care-
ful investigation ; but a body of all our laws for 17 or 18
years goes over such a wide range of subjects, and is com-
posed of Statutes go variously framed, that it would not be
a good consolidation if there are not in point of form, at least,
as well as in substance, 2 very considerable change so as to
mould into one harmonious whole, so far, at any rate, as
the form of tho Statutes is concerned, the proposals for that
law. Batin the third and most material place in the
old Province of Canada, practically, and in the Imperial
Parliament for all practical purposes, there was the absolute
non-demission of power, and the questions which would
arise upon consolidation were different from those which
must arise in the consolidation of our Statutes—which must
certainly arise on the first consolidation of our Statutes. Our
constitution is a constitution of divided powers, and it is
now proposed to issue to the people of Canada, as in their
settled view the body of the law of the Parliament of
Canada, all those Statutes which we have passed here from
the day of Confederation was inaugurated. Now, daring
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these 17 or 18 years, many constitutional questions, as
to the division of powers between this Parliament and
the Local Legislatures, have been raised. A good many
have been settled, and several are under advisement to-day ;
and [ maintain that we would do less than our duty if we
issue, after 18 years, the body of the Statutes without
taking heed to these questions which, at any rate,
have been settled as to the relative jurisdiction of
the two Legislatures. I maintain it would be doing a
wrong to issue Statutes anew as the consolidated body
of the law to the people of the land, when we know as to
some, and believe as to others, that they are void laws, that
they are laws which have no binding validity. Amongst
these laws, for example, is the license law, which, so far
as judicial anthority at present goes, is held to be in all its
most material effects, inoperative and void. We are to
issue it at this Session &s a go»d law, and the Government
at this moment, with the assent, presumably, of the House,
is appealing to us in order that the question may be tested
whether it is a good law or not, but for the moment it is a law
which has no validity. Now, Sir, these are questions which
ought to be grappled with upon the first consolidation of the
Statutes, We ought to deal, so far as we can, with the
questions, at any rate, which have been settled with refer-
ence to the division of powers, and as I have said, this raises
a new and a high legislative question which could not be
raised effectually in the Imperial Parliament upon consoli-
dation there, and which could not be effectually raised in
the Canadian Parliament with reference to those classes of
subjects involving almost all upon which that Parliament
could legislate. Now I maintain that in this point of view,
and in all points of view, it is fitting that this consolidation
should lie over for a recess. I believe it is our duty to read
this body of Statutes before we pass it into a law; but I
believe it is utterly impossible for members of this House
to examine this body of laws, these two thick volumes
that have been presented to us, after the Session has
advanced a certain stage, at any rate while we are busily
engaged in the discharge of our other legislative duties. I
am not at all argning that weé ought not to take consolida-
tion, to a large extent, upon trust. 1 quite admit that yoa
have to take many consolidations very largely upon trust,
but I say that as to the consolidation of this body of law,
involving these questions to which I have referred, that at
any rate the members ought to have an opporiunity of
looking at it, and the country ought to have an opportunity
of looking at it, as well as the profession throughout the
country, and those who are interested in the legislation,
before it is proposed to pass it into law. And when [ found
the hon. gentleman, for many weeks after the opening of
the Session, making no sign, taking no step, not inviting
our consideration to this subject during the comparatively
slack season of the Session, I felt quite satisfied that
he was about to adopt that reasonable course, and
I said to myself : The hon. gentleman and myself
agree for a wonder; it cannot be that he is to push
consolidation through Parliament or else he would,
at the very instant heglaid the Statutes on the Table, have
taken the first step in order to this enquiry, Why, Sir, if
the plan of a joint committee to investigate this matter was
the plan of the Government, why was not that committee
moved immediately after these books were placed upon the
Table ? Why was it not moved early in the Session when a
committee could have an opportunity to act? Why is it
delayed until it is plain and obvious that except at the
sacrifice of other and important legislative duties, the duties
of this eommittee must be perfunctorily and unsatisfactorily
discharged. We are now, I hope, in the thick of the Session,
in the stress of business; in two days we shall have been
sitting here for two months—two-thirds of the normal period
of a Bession ; and we know very well that we have got to
pay in this last period for the idleness of the preceding

period of the Session. But it is just at that time that the
hon. gentleman proposes to throw these functions upon a
number of important and active members of the House who
have other duties to discharge. I say, therefore, that there
is not now time to discharge these duties in the way in
which the hon. gentleman proposes. I want torefer you to
some observations which were made not long since by those
who were engaged in the consolidation of the Statute law
in England, In 187+ the Statute Law Committee, a com-
mittee of very experienced men, some experienced in Par-
liament, including the Clerk of Parliament, Sir Thos. Erskine
May, and the well known draughtsman, Hon, Sir H. Thring ;
Sir J. Lefevre, Mr. Reilly, with Mr. Picard and Mr. Wood,
met, they being called to give advice at the request of the
Lord Chancellor. A memorandum given to the Lord
Chancellor pointed out that there were several classes of
Statutes requiring consolidation :

% The easiest Statutes to consolidate are those in which the subsequent
amending enactments can be inserted without alteration, or nearly
without alteration, into the framework of the original Statute. The
committee propose that this class should form the first subject of con-
solidation. The committee are prepared to undertake the duty of super-
intending the consolidation of this first class of Statutes. he second
class of Statutes will be Acts principally departmental, raising no ques-
tion of law, but requiring to be redrawn, either wholly or partially.
The committee would proceed with this class as with the fiist, beq‘m-
ning with the report and then superintending the consolidation. The
third class consists of Statutes which would raise no political questions,
but which require to be reconstructed and amended on a new or par-
tially new basis. The committee are of opinion that this class of Stat-
utes can scarcely be consolidated except under the superintendence of a
Minister charged with the duty of settling their provisions, and of pass-
ing them, when gettled, through Parliament. The committee will
readily give any assistance in their power in dealing with this class of
Statutes, but they could not undertake the entire superintendence of the
work of consolidation with & due regard to the occupations in which
they are individually, The fourth and last class of Statntes are those
which involve legal and political questions of gravity. Any attempt
to deal with such Acts can only bemade by gradual instalments, and
they may be left out of consideration in connection with & scheme of
systematic consolidation.”

We have to deal with all of these classes. We have to deal
with the four classes, the easy one, subjects which do not
involve high political questions, but which involve recon--
struction, and also those classes which involve constitutional
and political questions of great gravity. Pointing to the
third class the committee suggests that this is a class of
Statutes which can scarcely be consolidated except under
the superintendence of a Minister charged with the duty of
passing them through Parliament. It being necessary to
introduce a Bill. which the hon. gentleman says he intends
to introduce, he proposes to have it supervised by the Sen-
ate; it has got to be carried on under the ®zis of the Min-
ister of Justice, who is not a member of this House, and
therefore the hon. gentleman proposes this extraordinary
proceeding, The suggestions given by the Statute Law
Committee are suggestions which are also important as to
method ; and they indicate the propriety of proceeding by
Bill, as I have stated. The hon. gentleman has told us
to-day that he does intend to proceed by Bill. He is going
to proceed two ways at once; he is going to have a
committee to consider the subject and concurrently with
the consideration of that committee he i8 going to introdnce
a Bill in this House. He is going to adopt two methods at
once of dealing with this question, the truth being that the
hon. gentleman is now attempting to make up by haste the
delays which have already occurred in this matter., He
says: We must go on at once with the Bill—I will give
notice to.day; and we will proceed with the committee to
prevent delay in regard to this important measure. Why
did pot the hon. gentleman, six weeks ago, if he thought
delay might occur, move for a committee or bring in a Bill,
whichever might be the proper way; but after waiting six
weeks he comes forward and says it is very important to
prevent delay, and in order to prevent delay we must now
go on post-haste, we have delayed so long already; we must
appoint a committee of both Houses to prevent separate
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consideration by each House, and while the committee are
deliberating we will introduce a Bill, in anticipation of the
result of their labors, in order to avoid delay. On the
whole the hon. gentleman’s procedure is highly objection.
able, and I cannot, for my part, assent to his motion,

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

Mr. BLAKE,

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

Mr. BLAKE. And the solicitor.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is true.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). But mneither the Attorney
Greneral nor the Solicitor is a member of the Cabinet,

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD, No, they are subordinate
officers. But I have no doubt-if we proposed to have an
Attorney-General, in addition to the g[inister of Justice,
that every Grit paper from one end of the Dominion to the
other, would charge us with extravagance in making another
officer. I have no doubt of it. The hon. gentleman speaks
of precedents. I adhere, as a Conservative, as strongly to
precedents as he does, and I think a little more strongly,
but I do it on principle and not on mere incidents. It hap-
pens that there is a precedent for the consolidation of the
Statutes, and it happens that there may be joint commit-
tees of the two Houses, acting on such a report in the man-
ner we propose. The hon. gentleman says there is an
attempt to give up the responsibility of the Government by
the fact of the Minister of Justice moving the committee
first, because he was in the Upper House. Well, if the
Minister of Justice had been here, and not in the Upper
House, the only consequence would have been that it would
have been moved in the Lower House and a Message would
have been sent to the Upper Chamber, instead of its
being moved in the Upper Chamber and a Message
sent to the Lower. In either case a joint committee
would be of great value, The Government assumes the
whole responsibility ; they know their responsibility as
well as the hon. gentleman can puint it out. I was in the
Government at the time, as Attorney-General for Upper
Canada, when the consolidation of the Statutes for Upper
Canada took place, and on the responsibility of the Govern-
ment I carried through that great measure then; and
holding the position I do now I intend to take the respon-
sibility ; the whole responsibility will rest on the Govern-
ment, The Bill, if it receives the sanction of the House,
will get 8 second reading, and then it is for the House to
say whether they will go into Committee of the Whole or
send it to a select committee. If this committee makes a
report and the House thinks it will do away with the
necessity of having a special, or rather two special com-
mittees, one first in this House and the other in the other
House, that joint committee will look through the whole
Act and settle its terms, and if the House thinks we should
have a special committee the House will grant it, and there
is an end of it. In the meantime there is no more harm
but great use in the committee sitting and looking over
the report—there is no more harm than in the original
commissioners making a report. They made a report, the
purpose being that experts should be chusen to consolidate
the Statutes. The hon. gentleman might as well say that
the issuing of the commission at all was a shirking of the
responsibility of the Government. He might say it was the
Government’s business, that the Government should have
consolidated them, that they should have prepared a measure,
that they should not have handed it over to & commission,
The absurdity of that proposition will address itself to every
mind in the Honse. So in the same way, this joint com-
mission, carefully selected, composed of gentlemen who are
experts, who are experienced, intelligent, and who repre-
sent legal opinion—men who have been selected from the
various Provinces of the Dominion—if they mske a report
we will have that report before us, it does not bind this
House. They may set it aside, they may disagree with it
altogether, they may insist on appointing a special
committee of their own to look into the matter,
but in the meantime it would be no harm to have
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that report and to have these various Acts looked over.
It will be a great assistance to kon. members in this House.
The hon. gentleman says that it is introduced too late. But
if the House thinks so it will say so and throw it over to
another year. But all this is wide of the mark, We have
been requested to appoint a certain number of members to
consider and look over and report upon this report; and
unless there is a constitutional objection—and there can be
no constitutional objection, because if it is unconstitutional
to have a joint committee on the subjeet of legislation it
must be unconstitutional to have it on any subject of legis-
lation—this invitation being given I think it would be
churlish and wrong, and certainly without precedent, to
refuse to have this committee for the parpose of reporting
and assisting this House in their deliberations.

Mr, MILLS, The hon, gentlemsan says there are pre-
cedents for the course he is about to take, or at all events
that there is no precedent against it. These instances he
gives of considering railway legislation in England, the hon,
gentleman will see, are precedents not to comsider Bills
brought before Parliament, but the principles on which
legislation should proceed. Now that is a wholly different
grinciple from the one involved in the proposition before us.

"hen, Mr. Speaker, we have here a certain mode of pro-
ceeding. We read in each House every Bill brought before
us for consideration, a certain number of times. Those pre-
cedents in procedure are strictly adhered to, in all cases
of ordinary legislation coming before ms. The hon. gentle-
man proposes not to take an ordinary Bill, where if a mis-
take were made it might be reconsidered at another Session,
but he proposes to take the legislation of seventeen years
on every possible subject, and instead of exercising the usual
care of & certain number of readings, and of certain proceed-
ings in the two Houses, acting separately and independently
of each other, he proposes that those two Houses shall
practically divest themselves of their responsibility
and hand over to a joint committee the most
important matters that could possibly be brought before
either House, for its consideration. That is practically
what the houn. gentleman proposes, Now it does seem
to me it i8 of great consequence that not only the members
of this House but the people of the country should have the
opportunity of reading these volumes and considering the
legislation which is proposed, and the changes in the legis-
lation which are proposed. There is no doubt whatever
that many very important and valuable suggestions would
be received by the representatives of the people of Parlia-
ment during the recess. It does seem to me a mcst extra-
ordinary proposition that the Government should at the end
of two months propose that it should divest itself of its
responsibility and abandon the usual care it exercises in
legislation brought before us, and hand over to & joint
committee of the two Houses the consideration of those two
large octavo volumes, I have looked at these volumes

and I dare say those men have dome fairly well the task |P:

assigned to them, I do not know what the nature of the
commission was, but assuming that it was simply with a
view of incorporating the different measures of the same
subject into one Bill I think they have dome their work

fairly well. But there is no proper consolidation of the {8

law in these volumes before us. 1 take as an instance the
provisions in this consolidation relating to the Department
of the Interior, over which the hon. gentleman for
several years presided. I find here in the first volume,
chapter 21, an Act respecting the Department of the
Interior. I look to see what were the purposes for which
the Department was created, what the functions of the
Minister presiding over the Department are, and I find
scarcely anything with regard to the Department. It is
stated the Minister shall have charge of the public lands
and 50 on, I turn to another Statute, that zelating to the

Greologiocal Department, in another part of this volume, and
I find in it this clause :

#The Minigter of the Interior shall have the control and manage-
ment of the Geological Survey of Canada.”

In another part of the volume, relating to Indian affairs, I
find a clause providing that certain functions shall be dis-
charged by the Minister of the Interior or some other
Minister who has control of Indian affairs, Now, here are
different provisions on what might be called departmental
law, relating to the constitution of Government itself, stating,
who the officers of the Government are to be, and what the
duties of those officers are; and I find with regard to one
important office—and precisely the same observation would
apply to others — that you are obliged to look through several
Statutes in order to find what duties are imposed upon a
Minister of the Crown. It is perfectly obvious that any-
thing like a proper classification of our law has not been for
one moment’ considered by the commission appointed to
consolidate the laws of Canada ; and it is clear, that being
the cage, that if 4 committee is to discharge its duty in this
matter efficiently, it has almost as great a task before it as
if this work of consolidation had not been undertaken by a
commission at all. Now, Sir, there has been nothing done
in the way of consolidation in these volumes, so far as I
have been able to examine them, except what might be
done by an ordinary clerk with a pair of scissors. There
have been certain sections picked out of one Statute and
incorporated in another, and any amendment that has been
incidentally made in some particular Statute, relating to any
public department, or creating some new duty or function,
has been allowed to stand in the position in which it stood
in the Statute in which it was introduced. It is perfectly
clear, therefore, that this whole work has to be done anew,
a8 if nothing had been actually done by the commissioners,
and it requires the most careful consideration of Parliament
if there is any case in which it is important that Parliament
should not abdicate its functions, and hand over to a
committee work that properly belongs to itself under the
constitution, it is in the matter of the consolidation of the
Statutes. We are entitled 1o know, and the public are
entitled to have an opportunity of knowing, what is con-
tained in these volumes. The public are entitled to have
an opportunity of considering their contents, and discussing
them; and Parliament has a right to the advantage of that
consideration and discussion, which would place us in a
better position to consider the contents of these volumes
than any committee could be in at the fag end of the
Session,

Mr. DAVIZES. Before the motion ie adopted I just want
to say & word or two, not as to the question or precedent,
but more particularly as to the result that would follow
from the appointment of this joint committee. It must be
perfectly evident to anyone who has had anything to do
with drafting or consolidating Statutes, that if the committee
retend to do their work this Session, they must abandon
all other legislative fanctions. As my hon. triend has just
remarked, to do their work other than perfanctorily, they
must make up their minds to go through every chapter and
every section. That is out of the question, The hon.
entleman knows he cannot take fourteen or fifteen lawyers
out of this House and ask them to give up all their other
legislative functions for the rest of the Session. The
advantage of allowing this work to lie over for a year
would be very great. I have not been able myself to look
through the volumes at all yet ; and I do not know whether
the work is done well or badly. I understood
the right hon. gentleman to state, as one reason
for the appointment of this joint committee, that
the Minister of Justice In the other House could
Ereside over it, and that the very great knowledge which

ad been gained by him in the compilation of this report
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would be of very great advantage to the committee.
Well, that may be so; but I have had the advantage
of reading the very elaborate speech which the Minister of
Justice made when he moved for the appointment of the
committee in the other House, and I find that so far from
that being the case he stated that his functions were merely
formal, that he took no practical part in the compilation of
this report whatever, and that he was merely fplace}d at the
head of that commission for the purpose of acting asa
medium between the Government and the commission from
time to time. I may as well read his own language :

I may observe that the part that I took in the commission was not
of an active character, and [ am free to speak of the work which they
did in the terms of praise which it deserves. My name was placed on
the commission simply that there might be some means of intercourse
between the commission and the Government, and that we might keep

control, so far as necessary, of the commission, and not that [ could
myself give time to assist them in their labors.”

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD: Well, what of that ?

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

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

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

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, I did not.

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

8ir JOHN A. MACDONALD, That is not the question
now, .

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

REPORTS ON PRIVATE BILLS.
Mr. ABBOTT moved ;

That, as the time for the reception of reports from Comuittees on
Private Bills will expire on Thuraday next, the 2nd of April, the same be
extended until Wednesday, the 15th of April.

Motion agreed to.

LAND GRANTS TO RAILWAY COMPANIES IN THE
NORTH-WEST.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the House
resolve iteelf into Committee on Wednesday next to consider
the following resolutions :

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

3. That it is expedient to authorise the Governor in Oouncil to grant
to the Manitoba South-Western Colofization Railway Company Dom-
inion lands to an extent not exceeding six thousand four hundred acres
for each mile of the company’s railway from its commencement at Win-
nipeg to ita terminus at White Water Lake, about 150 miles.

Mr, Davies,

3. That it is expedient to authorise the Governor in Council to t
to the Manitoba and North-Western Railway Company Dominion launds
to the extent of six thousand four hundred acres for each mile of the
company’s railway for the whole distance from Portage la Prairie to the
crossing at the south branch of the River Saskatchewan, twenty miles
from Prince Albert, about 430 miles,

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

8. That it is expedient to provide that the said grants shall be free
grants, subject only to the payment by the grantees respectively of the
cost of survey of the lands and incidental expenses at the rate of 10
cents per acre in cash on the issue of the patent ther:for.

He said: I will bring down the Orders in Council accom-

panying these resolutions.

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

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

Motion agreed to.

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

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will give the hon.
gentleman the answer to his question of yesterday. ~The
total area of land situated in the 48 mile belt of the Canadian
Pacific Railway examined between Winnipeg and Calgary,
also that portion allotted to the said company between Red
River and the Dirt Hills up to the 29th December is
7,315,200 acres, out of which the company has accepted
6,561,920, equal to 88;% per cent of the total area examined,
and proposes to reject 104%; per cent. of such area, namely,
763,280 acres as shown below :

Lands Ares accepted, Area rejected,

Where situated. in acres. in acres.
West of the 1st meridian... 795,840 285,440
“ 2pd 3,063,440 191,360

“o Bd 624,160 126,720

¢ 4th u 1,072,640 145,920

i 5th B ven e wessr 115,840 3,840
Totals. sersevencens +6,561,920 753,280

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

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

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

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY RETURNS—THE
DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST,

Mr. BLAKE. There are a considerable number of Canse
dian Pacific Railway returns which have not been presented ;
and in view of the present presumed condition of affairs, I
think it my duty to press the hon. gentleman for them.
There are also colonisation companies papers, and papers
with reference to the boundary and the disputed title which
ought to be down. I would also like the hon. gentleman to
give us information, if he has any, about the North-West
affairs. Is there any truth in the statement published that
negotiations are being made with Batteries “ A" and  B,”
to prepare for active service, that sleighs and supplies aré
being collected at the western end of the Canadian Pacific
Railway track north of Lake Superior, for the purpose of
carrying 400 more men over the 42 miles in which the
track is not laid ? ©
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, arrangements are
being made that,in case of necessity, the gaps, 70 miles
north ‘of Lake Supeérior, which are not fit for railway travel,
shall be made available for the transport of a forece by means
of sleighs, Everything is being made ready in case of
necessity. The “ B” Battery at Kingston has been warned
that their services may be wanted, and there may be
arrangements proposed, as a matter of regimental detail, by
which a portion of “A” Battery may join “B” Battery.
There are some telegrams now being deciphered and I will
be glad to give the House any information in my power
before it rises.

HUDSON BAY EXPEDITION SUPPLIES.

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

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

FIRST READING.

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

WAYS AND MEANS-THE TARIFF.

House again resolved itself into Committee of Ways and
Means.

(In the Committee.)

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

“ Free list—Gas coke.” :

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

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

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

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

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

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. How much does that
cover ?

.Mr. BOWELL. It has been on the free list since June,
1877. I am not aware just now how much has been
imported.

8ir RICHARD CARTWIGHT. These are all apparently
sinoe 1883. The words are: “ By adding to the free list

the following articles now admitted free by Order in Coun-
cil, under authority of sub section 12 of section 230 of the
Customs Act, 1883.”

% Woollen rags.”

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

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

Mr, BLAKE. I remember to have been encountered on
many occasions at public meetings by orators of the opposite
persuasion who pointed out the %rievance the people of
Canada were laboring under in having cheap Yorkshire
goods, cheap shoddy goods, composed of devil’s dust,
brought into the market, and yet it is to encourage this
improper, this unclean practice that the hon. gentleman
proposes to introdnce the raw material of shoddy free. He
says woollen rags were put on the free list because cotton
rags were on the free list I suppose cotton rags are wanted

-generally to make paper, but woollen rags are used almost

entirely to make shoddy. Is that in furtherance of the
National Policy ?

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

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

Mr, BOWELL. I cannot say.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT, T observe that the free
importation now is 179,000 pounds, which is a respectable
growth of shoddy manufacture. I do not know how much
was imported paying duty, if any.

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

Mr. BOWELL. No. :

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman has not received the
information that there is any deterioration in the character
of woollen goods ?

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

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

Mr, O'BRIEN. As a matter of fact he is.

Mr. IRVINE. Then all I can say is that if he is a prac-
tical farmer he has certainly shown to me that he knows
very little about sheep-raising. There is nothing to pre-
vent the Canadian farmer from raising the finer wool sheep;
there is nothing to prevent the Spanish merino from coming
into competition with the long wool Lincoln or Cotswold.
The finer wool sheep are the hardiest, and there is nothing
to prevent any class of wool being grown in this country.
1t 18 well known thatthe Government put forth the plea that
this change is to benefit the Canadian farmer. But it does
not benefit the laboring man, it does not benefit the poor
man, it benefits only therich man who wants a fine garment
made ont of fine wool, and, therefore he has fine wool
brought into this country free of duty. We find that prac-
tical men have given up sheep-raising from the fact that
there is no profit in raising sheep at the present time.

Mr. O'Baign.

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

Mr. IVES.
Opposition.

Mr, IRVINE. Ifyou want to find a man of common
sense you have got to go outside the legal profession, But
the hon. gentleman—I have forgotten his constituency—
stated that the farmer had protection upon barley. Well,
Sir, the people of this country exported last year 5,000,000 or
6,000,000 bushels of barley—I speak from memory—and:
there are a few bushels of barley imported into British Co-
lumbia; and I ask him how the Canadian farmer gets pro-
tection on his barley ? The Government gives the farmer
protestion upon an article that he is exporting. Why, it
18 the greatest piece of folly. No person but a lawyer would
be g0 lost to shame as to make such a statement. And now,
Mr. Chairman, to help the farmer, the Government are going
to put woollen rags on the free list.

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

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman says that by-and bye
the time may come when it may be proper, in grder to carry
out the National Policy, to impose a daty upon fine wool.
His statement is practically this, that fine wool sheep may
be raised by the farmers of Canada. After they have gone
into fine wool growing and it has become an important
industry of the country, and has grown up without any pro-
teetion, then it will be the duty of the Government to give
it protection. When it shows it can subsist alone, then itis
to receive protection, Well, Sir, these hon. gentlemen stated
that their object was to give better prices to the agricultaral
population for all the artieles which they can produce. Now
it will be quite possible, if these gentlemen were to put a

That is pretty hard on the leader of the
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sufficient duty upon wool, to induce the farmers to go into
raising fine wool sheep at the present time. The hon.
member for Muskoka (Mr. O’Brien) said that it does not pay
as well as the coarse wool, but that is simply because the fine
wool sheep do not exist in Canada at the present moment in
any great numbers; and if the hon, gemtleman believes
that it is & good thing for the people of this country
to adopt a protective policy, wo can have fine wool grow-
ing made profitable if he ¢an induce his leaders before him
to impose a sufficient duty and give protection to fine wool.
Then the agricultural population of Canada would no
doubt go into raising fine wool sheep instead of the coarse
wool sheep, as they are doing now. Sir, I was reminded of
a fact which, perbaps, may not be known to every hon.
gentleman in the House, and that is that at the time a
committee sat for the purpose of taking evidence upon the
causes of the depression of trade in 1878, that committee
had before it several gentlemen who were engaged in the
business of woollen manufacture, and a few asked to have a
higher duty imposed upon importations of heavy woollen
goods into Canada, They said that was specially to keep
out shoddy cloths, that it came into competition with the
valuable article which they were producing in their mills. We
had a prominent supporter of the hon. gentleman opposite,
who, I believe, is engaged extensively in the production ot
woollen goods at Almonte, not far from this city, who
asked to have a higher duty imposed upon heavy woollen
goods with the special object of keeping out shoddy cloths,
This gentleman told the committee that it would not pay to
engage in the manufacture of shoddy goods in this country ;
in fact, that it was not an honest pursuit and a proper thing
to do. You were cheating the poor man, it was said; you
were giving him a good-looking article, a cheap article,
which was really a very poor article,and he got very much
less for his money than if he had purchased an article made of
Canadian wool. Now the hon. gentleman proposes to bring
shoddy rags into competition with the combing wools of
Canada. He proposes that rags be admitted free of duty
to encourage the manufacture of shoddy goods in this coun-
try. At whose expense? At the expense of the farmers,
at the expense of those who are raising Leicester and Cots-
wold sheep. The hon. gentleman is not salisfied with the
injury done to the farming population by the heavy duties
imposed under the National Policy, but he proposes to

rind them down and interfere with them still further.
%‘he hon. gentleman has reduced the price of wool from 38
cents per lb. to 15 cents or 16 cents, and he now proposes
to reduce it still further in value by bringing into competi-
tion with it woollen rags that are produced abroad. He is
perfectly ready to pay something to the beggars in foreign
countries in order that he may still further injure the
farmers in his own country.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The hon. member for Carle-
ton (Mr. Irvine) paid a very high compliment to the farmers,
and not a very high compliment to the members of the
legal profession. 1 do not know but that I agree to some
extent with the opinion he entertains.

Mr. MILLS. That refers, of course, to your leader.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I am taking lawyers asa
whole. There are some prominent gentlemen who stand
head and shoulders above others of the profession. I might
point to the leader of the Opposition, who is considered by
his friends head and shoulders above every other legal man
in the country; but it does not follow that every other
lawyer possesses his astuteness and ability. Iwill give one
of the reasons why I concur in that opinion with respect to
the farmers. They showed intelligence and good judgment
in 1878 by sending a majority to Parliament in favor of the
National Policy. In 1882 it was endorsed by the farmers
of the country, so the farmers in 1878 and 1882 have sustained
the p;;l‘i;sy, and I am disposed to acoept the statement of my

hon, friend that the farmers are very intelligent. Great zeal
has been manifested by the hon. member for Bothwell with
respect to the farmers and that hon. gentleman declared that
we were destroying their market for wool. I visited the
county of Lennox two years since, and when the people
recently endorsed the National Policy.

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

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

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

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. They are in some cases.

Mr. BLAKE. I have seen the cheap blankets submitted
to the chemical test that eliminates all the wool and leaves
the strips of other articles not wool, the vegetable matter.
I have seen the different grades and an actual application
of the test, and although I do not desire to say but that
there may be some blankets made of a mixture partly of
long wool and Fartly of wool shoddy, so far as I am
informed the bulk of the heavy blankets are made of a mix-
ture of wools and vegetable matter, not of different classes
of wool shoddy and wool. With respect to the hon, gentle-
man’s statement I would say that the hon. member for
Muskoka (Mr. O’Brien) has pointed out that a time may
come and will come soon,and is coming presently when the
farmors will be in a position to claim a duty on fine wool.
Is tho hon, gentleman’s policy net to protect the infant
industries of this country ? We thought it was because the
industries were weak and struggling and puny, and because
they were young that they were to be supported; and yet
hon, gentlemen say, let them struggle along through their
weakness and infancy till they attain strength withont
protection, and when they begin to be strong and powerful
and of proved ability to stand alone, then they are entitled
to demand protection. Then they will not need it. The
hon. Minister has brought down Session after Ses-
gion proposals to increase the duties because new
industries were about to be started. The duty
on prints was increased from 20 to 27 per cent.
because there was a factory in Magog going to be started.
It was not in operation, it was to be in operation by the
1st of January, and so in anticipation, before the factory
wheels began to revolve, the protection was applied. Why,
I recollect the hon. gentleman coming down with an
increased duty oun clocks. He said, I did not bring it in in
the first tarift, because we did not know that there were any
clocks manufactured in the country, but I have found since
that there is a manufactory at Hamilton, where they make
a very nice article in, I think, he said, maple cases, which
they sell at seventy or eighty cents, and they are exporting
them to England, and so we must increase the duty on
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olocks, and so the duty was increased. There was ore print
factory, and the duties had to be increased on prints; there
was only ome clock factory, and the duties had to be
incressed on clocks; but the hon. gentleman refuses to
increase the duty on fine wools, because there are not
enough farmers who are raising that kind of wool. It
must be conceded that if they are able by artificial
means to increase the price to the farmer, that
price will make up to him for the unprofitableness
of the operation, Although we on this side may
have something to say on the question of who pays the
duty in that and other cases, though we may discuss what
the practical operation of the increased duty would be yet,
applying the hon. gentleman’s own policy, applying it to
their own tariff, it is clear that the course .proposed to us
to-day is entirely inconsistent with that policy, It may be
said that it has been on the free list for some time—I do
not know how long before it was buried under an Order in
in Couneil, and I dare say the hon. gentleman is sorry that
he has disentombed it and dragged it out to the light of
day.

Mr. BOWELL, It was brought out before.

Mr. BLAKE. It was not fairly broaght before us till
now. May I ask the hon. gentleman what date it was.

Mr. BOWELL. It was the 17th of June, 1879—1 cannot
give the exact hour of the day.

Mr. BLAKE. 1 did not ask for the hour of the day, and
the hon, gentleman knew 1 did not ask, but I suppose he
intends his remark as a joke, and from him [ will accept it
as & very admirable joke, Under the hon. gentleman’s

licy we are obliged to accept inferior home-made goods,
and 1 will accept this inferior home-made joke from the
hon. gentleman. In June, 1879, shortly after the close of
the Session, in order to carry out the great policy of giving
us good, pure, honest, home-made Canadian goods, instead
of that wretched Yorkshire shoddy, the hon. gentleman put
on the free list woollen rags, which he now proposes that
Parliament should assent to bis continuing on the list.

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

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

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

Mr, BLAKE,

When they went to the people of this country the first time
the people were humbugged, and when they went the second
time the Finance Minister told us with all his cunning and
suavity that there were millions of money ready to be
invested the mowment this policy was ready to be carried in
the country. That was the way he helped the farmers, and
I would ask him if those millions have been invested in our
mines and minerals as he promised. I ask him if he put
the question fairly to the farmers? I ask him if in
my county, where oats are 25 cents per bushel would
we have only been getting 22 cents except for this
National Policy, the national humbug? They deceived
the people, but, if I mistake not the farmers of the country
have had their eyes opened, and I doubt if the hon. gentle-
man with all his suavity can draw the wool over their
oyes the next time. It will be shoddy the next time, a
cheap article of wool. What a comfort it is to the
farmer to find that wool is being imported into the country
and that the price for which wool is selling in competition
with the imported article is 20 cents per pound. It is said
the cause is that the wools we raise here are not fine
enough, but we have the very best authority for saying that
a large portion of the wool which is imported is of the very
class which is raised in this country. We raise every class
of wool here ; we have Leicesters, Lincolns, Spanish mer-
ino, Cotswold, South Downs and other kinds. But what can
you expect 10 do for the farmer; 20 cents is enough for
him., He will get to be too independent if you give him
any protection. The best way is to brush him out altogether:
1 was gitting in my seat the other day when the hon.
member for Hamilton (Mr. Robertson), who is a lawyer, I
believe, was speaking ; he was the gentlemar who was
speaking when a very prominent lady was in the gallery.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

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

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

Mr. BOWELL. I am.much cbliged to the leader of the
:Opposition for the compliment he paid to me for the little
'foke, as he called it, that he said I made at his expense. If
It gave any pleasure to him and to those who applauded
him, I am gratified. 1 was somewhat amused at his dis-
sertation on shoddy, and the effect which chemicals have
upon wool. I agree with him that ther¢ are chemical pre-
parations which will dissolve the wool from the cotton; but
if there be blankets made from shoddy in this country,
composed partially of woollen rags, the chemicals that would
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dissolve the wool would have precisely the samc effect on
the shoddy.

Mr. BLAKE. No doubt.

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

M:. BLAKE. It was the wool.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon, gentleman is very logical on
most questions that he attempts to discuss, but any person
who listened to him could draw no other deduction from
what he stated, than that he either intended to mislead the
House, or was not aware of the article called shoddy. With
regard to what the hon. gentleman says about the inferior-
ity of shoddy, I quite agree with him; but when he says
the people argued that shoddy should not be worn because
it is cf inferior quality and brought from the Old Country,
the only answer I have to make is that shoddy is made in
this_couatry, and if that class of goods is brought into the
market it is much better that it should be manufactured here
than that an inferior quality should be brought from the Old
Country, on which a heavy duty is paid. I was surprised to
hear my hon. friend from Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien) make the
statement that there was no daty on wool. I am not sur-
prised at anything that might be said by the “common sense”
gentloman who hails from Carleton (Mr. Irvine) because I
have no doubt he knows all about farming. Iamnota
farmer, but I have paid considerable attention to farming
operations in the neighborhood where I have lived, having
been connected with agricultural societies, not only there but
in other parts of Ontario; and I know that 20 years ago the
farmers in my section of the country attempted to raise
Merino sheep, and they gave up the attempt simply because
1t was not profitable. If the hon. gentleman turns to the
the tariff, he will find that there is & duty on some classes of
wool—on the wool produced from the South Down sheep,
which, T think I am safe in saying, is about the only kind of
sheep raised in this Dominicn to any extent that produces a
fine wool. '

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

Mr. BOWELL. South Downeombing woolis South Down
wool, The combing wool is generally from South Dowas,

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.

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

Mr, GUNN. South Down wool is & fine, short wool:

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

My, MILLS. There is nosuch wonl as South Down comb-
ing wool,

Mr. BOWELL. Iwill not discuss that with the hon.
gentleman who may be better informed about wool than
about some other matters. I think the tariff covers every
class of wool grown in Canada. Before this paragraph was
placed in the tariff, the fullest investigation was made as to
the different classes of sheep raised in this country. 1If, as
the hon. member for Carleton, N.B., says, he has good reason
to know that the wool which is covered by this tarift is
brought into the country without paying duty, I supposs it
is brought in in the same manner as he told us a couple of
years ago a large quantity of cotton and other goods were
brought into his county, that is by smuggling.

Mr IRVINE. The National Policy brought them in.

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

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

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

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

Mr. ORTON. I concur in the opinion that it is not
desirable to encourage the wuse of shoddy to
the detriment of Canadian wool. I reecollect
very well the reason why a duty was not Elﬂced
on all-wool coming into Canada. It was represented by the
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manufacturers of woollen goods that it would prevent their
manufacturing the ordinary blanket so much required in
this country, and it was decided by the Government to
place the duty only upon those wools which came into this
country, that came into competition with our Cotswold,
Lincoln and Leicesters. The duty was placed, in fact, on
wool that is notjimported to any extent at all, and virtually
was no protection to our farmers. The object of the Govern-
ment was to enable the manufacturers of woollen goods in

this country to obtain short wool at a lower price, for|p

short wool was not then raised to any great extent in this
country ; the wool chiefly raised was the Cotswold and
Leicesters in consequence of the carcase of the sheep being
much more valuable. By admitting short wool free, the
Government enabled the manufacturers of blankets and
other woollen goods to use up a large quantity of our own
combing wool, mixing it with the short wool; it was thought
perbaps best in the interests of the farmers themselves that
for a time at least, until the woollen manufacturers had
become firmly established, short wool should be admitted
free, and the daty placed only on wool brought into direct
competition with our long combing wool; but I think if the
Government go still farther and admit an article that will
come in direct competition with the wools of this country,
they will injure the farmers. Shoddy is an article
that ought not to be admitted free of duty, because it
encourages the manufacture of goods that are sold to the
people fo;'ogrices the goods are not worth ; the people will
not get good value for their money. The encouragement of
such manufactures is not in the interest of the people at
large,.

Mr. IVES. The difficulty is that in the manufacture of
blankets they must have a certain thickness and body in
order to be saleable. To provide cheap blankets for the uses
for which cheap blankets are required and to give them the
necessary heaviness and body, it is found impossible, even
at the low price at which wool now sells, to use all wool,
and compete successfully with the imported shoddy blanket.
The result is that unless the duty is increased upon the
imported article, tho long wools of this country will not
be wused to the same extent in the manufacture of cheap
blankets that they would be if the raw material or shoddy
is allowed to come in free of duty, My impression is that if
you allow the importation of rags tree of duty, you will
actually bring about a larger consumption of cheap wool in
the manufacture of these blankets. The position is actually
this: We have a blanket manufactory in Sherbrooke, the
firm of A. G. Lomas & Co.; Mr, Lomas is a most intelligent
man who says what he thinks and means, and he told me
that he found it impossible to make an all-wool blanket,
with wool at its present prices, to compete with the shoddy
blanket. He said he could not give it the body and the
weight necessary, and the result was he was obliged to
alter his mavnufactory altogether and make a different
blanket. To do that, he has to do as the foreign manafac-

turer does, put in a lot of stuff which makes thickness and | P

body without much cost, and therefore I undertake 1o say
that the admission of rags free of daty, will
actnally create a larger consumption of our coarse wool. I
am not prepared to say but what the increase of duty upon
the shoddy blankets would not make it possible to
make an all-wool OCanadian blanket out of cheap
wool with body enough to answer the purpose.
With the present rate of duty on the imported blanket, you
will bring about a larger use of our long wool by importing
shoddy free than by putting a duty on it. As to the cheap-
ness of wool, that is & matter entirely beyond eur control.
The growth of immense herds of sheep running out of doors
the whole year round, summer and winter, in portions of
the United States, and in South America to an enormous
Mr, Orron.

extent, and in South Africa and Australia to an enormous
extent, has entirely revolutionised the product of wool and
mutton, and it is very questionable whether it will ever be
possible for the farmers here or in New England, where
forage has to be cut and the sheep have to be housed for
four or five months in the year, to compete in the article of
wool or in mutton with those countries where sheep are
raised in enormous herds without any care, in fact where
they raise themselves. I do not think, therefore, it is
ossible for us, without very largely increasing the cost of
the manufactured article, to raise the price of wool or the
price of mutton.

Mr. CASEY, I hardly know which of the two last
specches has done more good to our side of the case in this
argument.

Mr. McCALLUM, Will the hon, gentleman tell us which
is his side ?

Mr. CASEY. The hon. member forWellington (Mr. Orton)
supported the farmers’ view of the case ably and clearly. The
hon. member for Richmond and Woife (Mr. Ives) stated the
manafacturers’ case strongly and cloarly, and his speech is
perhaps the more damaging to the Government of the two.
He says the maker of shoddy blankets cannot make as good
profits out of them now as he wants to, even at the absurdly
low price, the unprecedentedly low price of wool in Canada
to-day, The mauufacturers in his own town have told him
that they cannot compete with the foreign blanket. When
we have 60 per cent. duty on the imported shoddy blanket
and the price of wool is 16 or 18 cents a pound, surely they
have a chance to make a profit. But even then they are not
satisfied., Either they must have the shoddy brought in
free to be “tied together,” as the hon. gentleman says, with a
little Canadian wool, to bold it together long enough to be
sold, or they must have a further increase in the already
enormously high duty on the poor man’s blanket. Neither
of these things is necessary in the interest of the manufac-
turer. The Cornwall factory was making excellent blankets
with as much body in them as anyone could desire, and
with more of the spirit of honesty too than they are made
with nowadays, before the National Policy was heard of—as
good and better blankets than now. And what was the price
of wool then ? Was it 16 or 18 cents a pound. I remember
that in 1872, while the elections were going on,
wool was as high as 60 cents a pound, and yet the Cornwall
factory went on and made excellent blankets, and did not
complain 8o much of foreign competition as thoy are doing
now when they have a duty of 60 por cent. on the foreign
shoddy and ave allowed to import shoddy free to put into
their own blankets, while the price of wool is at the same
time absurdly low. I agree with the statement of my hon,
friend from Huntingdon (Mr. Scriver) that this proposition
is adding insult to the injury already done to the farmer.
The Minister of Gustoms has tried to leave the impression
on our minds that the Canadian home grown wool is really
rotected to some noticeable degree. IHe read from tho
tariff that Leicester, Cotswold, Lincolnshire, Down combing
wools, or wools known as lustre wools and other like comb-
ing wools such as are grown in Canada shall pay a certain
duty. Whoever made up that tariff must have been fami-
liar with a different kind of South Downs or any other
Downs from those grown in Canada. I have seen a great
many Down sheep, aod I do not think I ever saw one that
had anything like combing wool on its back.-

Mr. McNEILL. Oxford Downs have.

Mr. CASEY. The wool may be a little longer on them
than on the South Downs, but I do not think it is used as
combing wool,

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

Mr. BOWELL. Not grown here.

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

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

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

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

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

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

Y | something of his intentions in regard to it, that he shall tell

us whether he intends to continue this insulting and injuri-
ous treatment towards the farmers of this country from
whom, after all, he draws the whole of his revenue in the
last resort.

Mr. ORTON. I think I can point out to the hon. gentle-
man how.the National Policy has benefited the farmer on
the wool question. He stated just now that the price of
short wool was higher than the prise of long wool, and if
he knew anything about the wool trade he would koow
that previous to the introduction of the National Policy
short wool and long wool broaght the same price. In con-
sequence of the increase in the number of woollen manutac-
tories in Canada and increased demand for wool, he would
know that the value of short wool had increased until it is
at least ten cents higher than the prioce of long wool. The
reason is that in former times, though the intrinsic value of
short wool was always higher, buyers of wool did not give
the farmers any more for it than for Jong wool. The quan-
tity of short wool raised at the time was small, it was
classed with the long wool, and bought at the same price.
But now, in consequence of the increase of the woollen
manufactures in this country, the demand for short wool
has rapidly increased, so that farmers have found it to

their ~advantage—as I had the honor of pointing
out at the time the former Government were
in power—to go more largely iniw the raising

of the various Downs, because short wool was valuable for
manufacturing purposes, I am happy to say to-day that
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the farmers of Canada have gone largely into the raising of
the various Downs. Wool is more valuable, and its increased
price is largely due to the operation of the tariff. At the
same time, I do think that the introduction of this shoddy
is going to have an injurious effect upon the wool market.

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

After Recess.

THE DISTURBANCE IN THE NCRTH-WEST.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have to announce that
I received a telegram this afternoon from Col. Irvine who
had arrived at Carleton, His telegram is not dated, but it
bears the date to-day of Winnipeg, go that I cannot exactly

say when it was written,
# CarLron, N.W.T.

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

¢ RILLED.

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

Civilians : Captain Moore, leg broken; A. MacNab; W. R. Markley?
Alex. Stewart. Police: Ins%ector J. Howe, N.B,, Corporal Gilchrist,
Sotlxstables G. K. Garrett, 8. F. Gordon, A. M. Smith, J. J. Moore, A.

iller.

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

That is the telegram from Colonel Irvine, The telegram |

that I mentioned as being under cipher was one from Gen-
eral Middleton to the Minister of Militia, merely conveyiog
the rumor and asking that the battery be sent forward.
I take this occasion to say that yesterday while the trouble
was localised, I thought that reticence was the proper and
politic course; bul now that it has assumed the propor-
tions it has assumed, the fullest information will be given to
the House from time to time.

Mr, BLAKE, Ifit be atall consistent with the public
interest I think it is important that the hon, gentleman
should make now, or at a later hour this evening, a state-
ment, if he has the information at hand, as to what is the
condition of the food supplies at the various places where
food is collected for the purpose of the police or for feeding
the Indians. It is very obvious that the possibility of the
Indians taking an effective partin this unhappy business
must greatly depend on their food supply, and if the food
supplies are in positions in which they cannot get access to
them, if they are so situated, I fancy the anxiety with
respect to that point will be very much diminished.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The food supply over that
vast country is like such a supply being spread over Ontario
and Quebec, as the hon. gentleman knows. 1 received a
telegraphic message from the Lieutenant Governor of the
North-West, he being then at Regina, stating that the
Indians and every one else were quiet along the line. There
was a telegram received from Mr, Egan, who is in charge
of the traffic arrangements of the Canadian Pacific Railway,
which says that at Oak Lake, a place on the line, a half-breed
was arrested while attempting to place an obstruction on
the railway—I presume for the purpose of preventing the
90th regiment going to Qu'Appelle. And he stated that
Riel had 1,500 men under him and six cannon—Amnerican
cannon was the expression nsed. That was the statement
of this man, and it must be iaken guantum valeat. Iam not
ina gfrsition to-night to say where the different quantities

» OBRTON,

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

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

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

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

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I shall be very glad to
give full information as 1o the past, so far as it does not shed
too strong a light on the future.

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

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Steps were taken some
days ago to communicate with Mr. Harry Abbott, & brother
of the hon. member for Argenteuil, who is in charge as
engineer, and he has made all preparations to forward any
troops that may go by that route. The troops must go by
that route; and they will go quicker by that route than by
any other route, after communieating with Washington,
And, moreover, it is much better that they should go by
that route. There are some 70 miles in all that will have
to be travelled by other mears than by rail. To the mnorth
of Lake Superior we may rely on the snow lying, as long
as we have it here, and sleighs and teams will be got
without difficulty on that line, and there is a large body of
men employed on the railway who can be used. The
military will be carried across ‘the %a.ps and no material
delay will be occasioned. They will be carried in sleighs
across the gaps until they come to the place where they can
be carried safely by rail to Winnipeg. Then they can go
on by rail without interruption to the foot of the Rocky
Mountains. So far as we know, the whole hostile force is
concentrated in the vicinity of Prince Albert and Duck
Lake, and thereabouts.

Mr. BLAKE. When do you exzpect “B” Battery to
leave ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is ordered to go at
once.

Mr, CARON. I may state that, after receiving the news
which the leader of the Government has just communicated,
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and in fact previous to the time when the news was commu-
nicated, the Department had taken precautions to provide
for the transport and for the subsistence of about 500 men
to be sent into the North-West. It is intended that 100 men
of “B" Battery and 100 men of *“ A ” Battery shall be
conveyed immediately over the Canadian Pacific Railway,
north of Lake Superior, and provision has been made so
that no delay will occur in the transport, The batcery has
been under moving orders for the last three days, and
orders have been given now that they shall leave imme-
diately; and I expect the detachment of “ A" Battery
will leave Quebec to-night or to-morrow morning at the
latest, and “ B” Battery will meet them to-morrow night
or the morning after,

Mr. BLAKE. Where is General Middleton just now?

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. At Winnipeg, but he
telegraphed that he was going to move west to-morrow
morning.

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

Mr. MILES. 1 desire to enquire whether it is intended
that the commission, to which the hon. gentleman has
reforred, should at once undertake their duties; or is it
_proposed that the commission should be held in abeyance
until the present difficulties are disposed of.

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

Mr, BLAKE, Is the formal commission issued ?

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD, That I really cannot say,

Mr. BLAKE. I suppose the hon. gentleman will bring
down a copy.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
‘ THIRD READING.

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

CONSIDERED IN COMMITTEE.,

Bill (No.%3) to incorporate the Alberta and Athabaska
Railway Company.—(Mr, Williams.)

Bill (No. 43) to authorize the Royal Canadian Insurance
Company to reduce its capital stock, and for other purposes.
—(Mr, Curran.)

WAYS AND MEANS—THE TARIFF.

House again resolved itself into Committee of Ways and | Y

Means,
(In the Committee.)

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

day, of coming home at night with his knees through his
pants. Now, it seems to me that in the abstract thatisa
sound principle, and I regret very much that it is being
departed from and that encouragement is being given to
the introduction of a low grade material. Looking at the
matter from an agricultural standpoint, the sheep industry
is  depressed enough in its present circumstances
without having this additional burden imposed upon
it. At no time in the history of agriculture in the world
have the prices of wool and the other products of sheep been
atso low a price as at present. In the Province of Ontario
the majority of our farmers last season did not realise over
17 cents a pound for their wool. If it had been from 30 to
35 cents a pound, as in old times, when there was an active
demand from the American side for our long wools, there
might have been some plea for encouraging the introduc-
tion of the cheaper article, for the purpose of mixing it with
our high priced wools, to produce a moderate priced article
for consumption. But, as a matter of fact, the world’s sup-
ply of wool seems to be excecdingly abundant. T cannot
understand on what principle the Finance Minister can
encourage the deterioration of all woollen goods by allowing
woollen rags to come in duty free. I can understand from
the standpoint of the hon. member for Richmond and
Wolfe (Mr. Ives), who told us that a cheap grade of
blankets could not be made to competle with the Jow grade
of English manufacture made for exporting to this country.
If we consider tbat the low priced English goods have to
pay aduty of 74 cents a pound and 20 per cent, addi-
tional ad wvalorem, it does seem to mc that with
Canadian washed wool, costing only 17 cents a pound,
the Canadian manufacturer who cannot stand up in faco of
that competition deserves to go under. If the truth were
told, I think the hon. gentleman is anxious, not 8o much to
enable the manufacturers to furnish cheap goods, as to
put a little more money into their pockets at the expense of
the Canadian consumers. When the hon. gentleman tells
us, 80 far as cultivation and stimulus of the wool production
of this country is concerned, that we cannot hope to com-
pete with those countries where they do not require to feed
their flocks during winter, I would like to remind him of
the large number of sheep that have found their way to the
ranches at the foot-hills of the Rocky Mountains, where they
expect to be able to produce wool ag cheaply as anywhero
else on the face of the earth ; and I would like to ask him,
as an expounder of the National Policy, whether he con-
siders it equitable to those parties who are starting that
industry to give them this kind of competition with the
first wool of their stock that they put on the market. It
appears to me that the hon. gentleman had an eye rather to
the interests of the manufacturers of his district than to the
production of wool in our new and growing western
territory. I wculd like also to draw the attention
of the Minister of Finance to the present condition
of the sheep industry in this country. Incommon with the
development of the cattle shipping trade, for a number of
ears we did a growing and profitable business in mutton
with the old country markets. The industry of shipping mut-
ton to the English and Scotoh markets had steadily grown,
until two years ago our shipments reached 114,000 sheep.
But last season, through the competition of the Australian
colonies, and through various other causes, our shipments
of mutton sheep to the old country had shrunk io some
67,000, a decrease of almost $300,000 of clear receipts to the
farmers of this country. Now, Sir, with the fact that our
mutton is thus facing a keen and active competition from
the other British colonies in the market that we have here-
tofore successfully occupied, and with the fact that our
wools are at present at the lowest prices that they have
touched for at least fifty years, it does seem to me that it
is not a favorable time to place in competition with this
depressed industry woollen rags imported duty free for the
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purpose of still farther depreciating the value of these
products. Ifthe woollen industries are still claiming to be
infant, and not able to stand on their own feet, I think it is
time for us to ask whether the great farming industry of this
country has not some rights as well as the woollen manu-
facturers. In the interest of the consuming population of
this country, as well as the agricultural population, we
should be content to grind up rags only produced at home
and not encourage the importation of woollen rags, for the
purpose of protecting a few manufacturers at the expense
of the great consuming population of this country.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentlemsn has taken the same
line of argument in reference to this question as that pur-
sued by those that preceded him, namely, that this is an
inopportune time to place upon the free list an article
which has absolutely been free ever since June, 1879.
It may be, from the arguments of hon. gentlcmen, a
reason for striking it out of the free list; and after con-
sultation with my colleagues, having discovered that hon.
gentlemen opposite have turned protectionists, more parti.
cularly upon this particular question, and as it meets the
approbation of the majority of those who represent farming
constituencies who are supporting the Government, we have
decided to strike it out. Il is peculiarly gratifying to the
Government, and must be to those who have supported its
policy ever since it has been inaugurated, to know that we
are gradually bringing into the fold hon. gentlemen opposite.
Let me only hope they may continue in their conversion,
and if possible that all of the other articles on ithe free ligt
may be added to the protected list. Under the peculiar
circumstances mentioned by the hon. member for North
Wentworth (Mr. Bain), we will be only too glad, in the
interest of protection itself and of the farming community,
1o strike this out and add to the protected list such other
articles as may be necessary in their interest. That is the
policy, and has been the policy of the Government ever since
f1878. The Government are particularly delighted at the

act—

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. You do not look very
happy.

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

Mr. BLAKE. The fact of the matter is, we have been
able to convict the Government of being inconsistent with
themselves; we have been able to prove that since 1879, by
-the operation of Orders in Council, they have been false to
their own policy ; we have been judging them in their
gcales, weighing them in their own balance, testing them
by their own utterances, pointing out to them their own
views, and have shown that they have been false to them
all, from 1879 until to-day. The Administration has been
touched in such a tender point, of which woe bave entered
ouly the outer fringe yet, that the hon. gentleman has
thought, in the interests of his clients, the woollen manu-
facturers, it expedient to throw a sprat to catch a whale,
and is willing to give up the woollen goods in order to save
the wool. All that is wanted to make this item correétand
eonsigtent with the hon. gentieman’s policy; all that is
wanted to make perfectly clear the principle upon which he
is acting, is that we should add the words: In order to
encourage the producer of Canadian wool and to secure
good woollens to the Canadian consumer.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman, like all Chancery
lawyers,.is very fond of splitting hairs,
Mr. BLAKE. Splitting wool,
Mr. Baiy (Wentworth,)

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

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

Mr. IRVINE. In making my remarks before recess, I
stated that a large quantity of the wool imported into this
country was said to be a wool similar to that raised in this
country, I did not mean to convey the impression that
that wool was smuggled into the country, but I meant to
say that it was mnot correctly classified. If any doubt
exists in the mind of any hon. gentleman, he would, after
he heard the Minister give his explanation of the various
clasges of wool, be satisfied that it is not a very easy matter
to classify the wool correctly, The hon. Minister tried to
enlighten this House,by stating that Down wool was combing
wool. The hon. member for North Bruce (Mr.McNeill) said
that Oxford Down wool, 4 and 5 inches long, was combing
wool. Allow me to say that none of the Down wool, either the
Ozford, Shropshire, or South Down, are combing wools,
The hon, Minister stated that the Oxford Down was 4
or 5 inches long; well, that which we call combing wool
or Leicester wool, is 9, 10 or 11 inches long. If the
hon. Minister of Customs is so ignorant of this, what can
we expect of his officers at the port of entry. I am not
particular how the matter is dealt with, All'T have got to
gay is that we have to give up the raising of sheep at present,
for wool is worth comparatively nothing, An hon, gentle-
man opposite said he could buy Canadian wool at 20 cents
per pound; is there any man in the country who will
attempt to raise wool for that figure? I think this is the
fourth time which the hon. Minister of Customs has referred
toastatement of mine, that there was considerable smuggling
done in my country, in a way worthy or unworthy of the hon,
gentleman. I am reminded in this of what Mr, Mill, in Eng-
land, said at an election meeting once, when, standing before
an audience of laborers, he was asked by one of them: ¢ Sir,
did not you state once that the laboring men were liars ?”’ The
hon, gentleman was not afraid to state again what he once
stated, and he said: “1I did, Sir.” I stated that there was a
vast amount of smuggling done. I never conveyed the impres-
sion that my people were worse or better than those in other

arts of the l?ominion in that resgmct. I state now that I be-
ieve there is a good deal of smuggling done, but it is done by a
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very small portion of the community ; and I state now, as I
stated then, that a high tariff produces smuggling, encour-
ages smuggling. I amquite willing to acknowledge that
an amount of smuggling is done, but by a very small frac-
tion of the community, that is, the men who do professional
smuggling, who follow it for a business. I have taken the
trouble to look at a return which was moved for by an hon.
member on this side. I will read a fow items, to show that
we are no worse than our neighbors, that we are not sinners
aboveall in Canada. This does not give the amount of
goods seized or confiscated under the law, but the amount of
fines imposed under the law, We canrnot arrive at a very
correct conclusion as to the amount of smuggling done, as
to the amount of sin perpetrated in this way by the various
portions of this Dominion; but, as to the fines, I will read
the following figures to show that they are not much better
in Ontario than they are in New Brunswick. These are
the numbers and the amount of fines imposed during the
past year at the places named :

Number. Amount.
Brockville weueeess soernenes sovnee a0s srenssane 26 $ 978
CornWall .ccorvees cerrinnnnrinninnes essnnnne 14 392
Fort Erie i veenee conee 29 2,967
Hamilton ....veee vererr sorsrnecanuuees sovane s 13 3,390
OUEAWR .cuverons soniss cesres reevrrare sasessnns s 19 228
Toronto ... 26 1,554
Windsor . 26 7,064
Starstead . 27 1,480

‘Woodstock..

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

The item of “ woollen rags ” was dropped.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. The Minister of Customs professes
to be very much rejoiced that he has been the means of
converting members of this side of the House to his views
on protection. I am sorry to dispel the illusion, but I have
to inform him that there has been no conversion made. Hon.
gentlemen on this side pointed out the hollow pretences
made by the hon. gentlemen acd his colleagnes when they
pretended to protect the farmers, Wool was one of the fow
things which they could prote:t so as to afford protection
to the farmers. [ peed not state to the committee what has
been so often proved, that it is impossible to protect articles
of which we export a surpius, If we take grain, for instance,
of which the farmers of Canada have a large amount to
export,  over and above what they consume, it is utterly
impossible to afford that protection. But there is the article
of wool, of which wo do not raise a sufficient quantity,
which they could protect and failed to protect, and not
only so, but they had not the manliness to avow it.
While pretending to protect the farmers they had not
the manliness to say they were going to put shoddy on the
free list, but they brought it in by a side wind, by Order
in Council, to compete with the wool the farmer raised. It
was another case in which they promised tho farmer bread
andgave him a stone. Theydamaged the farmer in another
way. Iread the speech of the Finance Minister in intro-
ducing this very tariff, in which he describes tho wearer of
shoddy cloth, which he was going to protsct the people of
the country against; how, when he got into a shower of
rain, he would have his knees through his pants and his
elbows through the slzeves of bis coat; and the hon, gentie-
man was going to protect the people of Canada against
anything of that kind in future. How has he kopt his
promige? I believe thoy were ashamed to piace choddy on
the free list, but after passing the tarii, they placed it
there by an Order in Council.  There has not been much
objection made to it, and now they thought it would ke an
opportane {ime to bring it in and make it free by Act of
Parli;;x;ent. As a measure of protection to the consumers

00

of the country, there ought to have been a high tariff placed
upon it, to keep it from competing with the wool raised by
the farmers ; and, as has been pointed out to-night, that
industry is getting into & worse and worse condition,
The part of the country I live in was a large
wool and mutton producing -district, but owin,
to the competition of foreign wool and shoddy,
the farmers are going out of the business, and
what was a source of revenue is being lost to the country.
The farmers were injured by it in another way. It is
within my recollection that agents of these shoddy manu-
facturers and dealers in shoddy cloth went around, pretend-
iog to sell the cloth at half price to the farmers, taking their
notes as the price of good cloth, selling the notes to the
note brokers, pocketing the money, and leaving the Emople
with the poor cloth and the debts to pay. I am glad to
think that the Government have been forced by pub'ic
opinion, if not by the arguments used on this side of the
House, to change their policy on this question,

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

Mr. FAIRBANK. I wish to know whether I am under
an erroneous impression in relation to the working of the
tariff upon wool. By the returns, I find that there is an
importation of something over 6,000,000 lbs. of free
wool, end an importation of a little over 6,000 lbs. of
duty-paying wool; hence, as I read it, the practical
operation of the tariff is, that of 1,000 lbs. of wool
imported, one pound pays duty and 999 lbs. come in
free of duty. I notice further, that the duty-paying wool
belongs to a class which we certainly do not raise. I find
that the average price of that wool is 5 cents per pound.
In regard to foreign rags, I would simply remark that I am
no friend to them. We will take care of our own rags. I
am neither a friend to rags nor to those who use them for
shoddy. I am perfectly willing that other countries should
keep their rags and their paupers as well; and I am very
glad to know that we are not going to spend miore
mouney in fetching them here, and consequently shall not
need the rags. The hon, member for Richmond and Wolfe
(Mr. Ives) stated that it was his belief that the exclusion of
rags would tend ¢ lessen the consumption of wool, by our
being unable to manufacture that class of shoddy blankets
into the manufacture of which they enter. For the sake of
the argument, we will suppose it will have that effect to the
extent of the importation of blankets. I find that the entire
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importation of blankets amounts to 364,000 lbs, I pre-
sume that it would do to introduce one-ha!f shoddy into the
blanket ; henceit reduces the quantity of wool used to a very
small amount indeed, and if we entirely excluded blankets
now imported we should add to the consumption of our wool
but a few thousand pounds.

Mr. ALLEN. T am interested in this wool question, for
I have been engaged in the wool trade for the past twenty
gears ; and, Sir, prior to the introduction of the National

olicy, the price of wool was from 30 to 40 cents, and
sometimes as high as 50 or 60. Since its introduction the
price has fallen until the present season. I have sold several
thousand pounds of wool at very low prices. The highest
price I got for the finest clean wool, free of burrs, was 18
cents per pound. The recond grade, good wool, suitable for
blankets or carpets, brought from 15 to 16 cents; and the
unwashed wool of all kinds sold for 10 cents per pound.
Now, Sir, I believe while the farmers are paying duties
of from 25 to 50 per cent, on the goods required by
them, wool ought not to be allowed to come in free
from foreign countries. We have the very same
class of wool here in Canada that they have in KEngland,
‘Wool that we sell at 18 cents per pound is quite equal to the
wool imported from England; and it is not fair treatment

that the farmers should be obliged to submit to the com-

petition of this free wool. Iknow for a fact that during
the past season large quantities of Cauadian wool have been
stored, and still remain in store, while wools imported from
foreign countries are sold to the manufactarers. 1 bolieve
that this is not carrying out the principle of the National
Policy. The farmers have a right to expect and to receive
a share of the protection which is being aceorded to others.
I hope, Mr. Chairman, that rags and shoddy will be
excluded. We have too much of that commodity already ;
we do not require any more of them while we have wool at
from 10 to 15 cents per pound, that can be manufactured in
Canada so cheaply into blankets, tweeds and other products,
‘We have no need of shoddy, and I hope the Government
will exclude it from this list of imports.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). I would not like the
impression to go to the country that we import either Eng-
lish or American wools into this country to manufacture.
The wools that are imported from England are brought
from South Africa, Australia and other places. The large
im]éorters bring them to England, and they are purchased
in Englgnd by our importers, but there are no English
wools brought to this country for the purpose of manufac-
ture, and none from the Unitcd States. The wools that are
broaght from the United States are purchased from large
importers, who bring them from the southern latitudes.
They ars bought sometimes on commission, and sémetimes
imported and sold to manufacturers in this country. Now,
none of jthis wool comes into competition with Canadian
grown wool. Canadian grown wool and imported wool are
used for two distinct purposes. 1f you were to put 10 cents
a pound upor wool imported into this ccuniry you could
not increase the price of Canadian wool at all by it, for the
reason that no tweed goods, which is the largest product
of the woollen manufacture in this country, could be pro-
duced out of Canadian grown wool, except, perhaps, from
& very small quantity of wool from the Down sheep; and
the South Down wool is too coarse for the use of our manu-
facturers of tweed goods, except in small quantities, We
must have Merino wools and the finer wools that are brought
from these southern countries. Another reason why these
foreign wools do not come into competition with Canadian
wools is this: These wools are purchased at 18 or 20 cents
per pound, and are bought in a filthy, dirty condition, full of
sand, grease, and every other kind of filth, which when
these are cleansed out give us about 40 lbs. of clean
wool out of 100 1bs. as purchased, and sometimes

Mr, FAIBBANK.

no more than 36 pounds of clean wool ; so that when we
purchase it at 20 cents we only get 40 per cent. of wool ount
of the original quantity that we can use in manufacture, or
45 to 55 cents per pound for clean wool. Manufacturers pay
sometimes 20 or 22 cents for these imported wools, so that
they do not come into competition at all with our Canadian
wools. Now, there is one point I wish to be understood,
and it is this, that, so far as I know, and [ think I am well
informed on this subject, we do not import English grown
wools into this country for the purpose of manufacture, nor
do we import American grown wools for this purpose, they
.%ll come from Australia, Africa, South America and New
ealand.

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

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

Mr, O’BRIEN. I do not think either the Minister of
Firance or the Minister of Customs will allow hon, gentle-
men opposite to put statements in their mouths which no
man of common gense ever would make. Hon, gentlemen
opposite have been continually putting into our mouths the
statement that we said the tariff would regulate the price
of wheat. No man in his senses would state that the tariff
would affect the ordinary prices of wheat. But what we
do say and what we have always said is, that under cortain
conditions, such conditions as prevailed during last year,
and prevail now, the tariff does cause higher prices for our
wheat, I am certain that neither the Finance Minister nor
any hon. member on this side of the House stated that the
tariff was going to regulate the price of wheat. But hon.
gentlemen know well that when it was proposed last year
to take the duty off wheat in order to equalise the duty on
flour, there was a great outery, because the duty had been
found to be a great benefit to our wheat growers. The
same thing occurs with respect to the prices of wool,
Speaking from my own knowledge, I find that the National
Policy has had a very beneficial influence on the price of
wool, as it has created a demand for certain classes, for
which previously there was no demand. A few years ago
there was no demand for South Down wool, or at least very
little, The National Poliey has promoted the woollen manu-
facture- which has used that particular class, and daring the
last few years the prices of South Down wool, as compared
with the coarse wools, has advanced, and it is relatively
higher than in 1878, That is due to the National Policy,
because it has led {0 the manufacture of cloths in which this
class of wool i3 used. What I particularly want to say is
this: That the Finance Minister and the Minister of Cas-
toms would do well to look into the regulations of the tariff
on wool. I think the classification, as it now stands, is
altogether an erroneous one. Wool should be divided into
three qualities—fine, medium and coarse., We only prodace
the two latter, medium and coarse ; and as we are never likely
to grow the higher class, it might be admitted free of duty,
a8 & raw material, because it wounld not come into competi-.
tion with onr wool. On the other hand, as regards coarse
wool, as the hon, member for Welland (Mr. Ferguson) said,
it would not matter if we put 10 or 20 per cent. duty on it,
because we export it and do not import it, and so it would
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make no difference what amount of duty was imposed on it.
But there should be a duty imposed on megium wool,
because that is a quality we produce and which to some
extent we import, Therefore, the true principle in dealing
with the wool duties on tho principle of the National Policy
is to admit the higher classes, which we do not grow, froe
of duty ; to imposo a duty on the medium class, because it
is a olass we grow for home consumption ; and as to the
coarge wool, it makes no difference what duty is imposed.

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

An hon. MEMBER. Because it will not pay.

Mr. MILLS. Yes; because it will not pay so long as we
admit the fine Cape wools and the Australian wools free of
duty. Let the Government impose a duty and they will
produce precisely the same conditions as prevail in Michi-
gan and Ohio, and they will produce exactly the change in
sheep growing in Canada as has been produced in those
States. I am not saying that that is the best course in the
gyblic interest; I do not say so. I believe that if the

ational Policy was in the public interest, it would be the
best course to follow. But hon. gentlemen opposite are not
dealing candidly with the people when they pretend to say
that the Government do not impose a duty on fine wools
because they are not produced in Canada. The very
moment you impose a duty they will be produced, and if
it is in the public interest you can produce the same change
in sheep growing, by imposing a duty on fine wools, as has
been produced in Michigan and Ohio. Besides, we manufac-
tured a few years ago tweed goods in which the coarser class
of wools were largely used. These are produced no longer.
Why ? Becanse fine wools are introduced ; a handsomer arti-
cle is manufactured, and our Canadian wools have ceased to
be worked up to the same extent in our Canadian
manufactures as formerly, The hon. gentleman who
has just addressed the House says we should
not impose any duty on fine wool, because
they do not come into competition with our wools. I say
they do, and that they have driven the coarser wools out of
the establishments of the country and the finer classes have
taken their place. From my point of view, I admit it is
not in the public interest to impose a duty on wools; but I
say if the National Policy was in the public interest and if
hon. gentlemen opposite were as anxious t0 maiutain the
home market for Canadian farmers as they profess to be,
they would impose a duty on fine wools, and the sheep on
which fine wools are grown would be raised in Canada
instead of coarse wool sheep, for whose product no market
can be found in this country.

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

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon., gentleman
who spoke recently (Mr. McNeill) was good enough to say,
if I understood him rightly, that the present National Policy
had greatly increased woollen manufacture in Canada, Of
all the false charges brought against the Mackenzie Admin-
istration there was none, perhaps, more false than the
charge that they had injured the woollen manufactures of
Canada, although that charge was repeated from husting to
husting and from Province to Province. As good a test as
wo possess of the way in which the woollen manufactures
grow, is found in the amount of wool imported into this

country. I want to call the attention of those hon. gentle-
men who boast that they have increased the woollen manu-
factures of Canada, and that the policy of the Mackenzie
Administration injured it, to these simple facts. In 1874
the woollen manufacturers of Canada imported 3,756,000 1bs.
of wool, In 1878, the last year of the Mackenzie Adminis-
tration, they imported 6,230,000 1bs. In 1884 they imported
5,182,000 lbs. of wool—50,000 lbs, less than they imported
in 1878, whereas in 1878 they imported 2,500,000 1bs, more
than they imported in 1874. ~

Mr. WIGLE. I notice, Sir, that two or three years ago
hon. gentlemen were the champions of the manufacturers,
but to-day “they are the champions of the farmers. I am
surprised to hear hon. gentlemen speaking about the
farmers not getting what their wool is worth. I know that
between 1873 and 1878 I bought wool for less than 25 cents
a pound, and at that time the farmers were paying from 75
to 85 cents for the same kind of cloth which they now get
for 50 to 60 cents a yard; so that in reality the farmers are
getting their cloth cheaper in proportion now than they
were when hon. gentlemen opposite were in power., The
hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), when he spoke a
few minutes ago, referred to Michigan and Ohio, and he
said why do not weo grow short wool as they do? The
reason is that the carcases of these Merino sheep are no
good, and that is one reason why sheep are scarce in Ontario
to-day, and the farmers are taking sheep from this ceuntry
into the United States. Take the case of the Ontario Agri-
cultural Colloge. We find that the people of this country
are finding fault because they are selling sheep to people in
the United States instead of keeping ~these finely
bred sheep in the country., I was surprised to
hear these hon. gentlemen speak about the differ-
ence between shoddy now and shoddy a few years ago. I
have statistics here about the shoddy made in one
institution in this country, and there are many others of the
same kind, I refer to the Weston Woollen Mills, about seven
miles west of Toronto. This institution commenced in 1879;
it employs in the neighborhood of 300 hands, and manufac-
tures tweeds, blankets, linings, etc., all the products of rags.
In 1879 they did import rags from other countries, but
sinco that time they have not imported them; and they are
not importing a single pound to day. More than that, they
are doing more than $300,600 worth of business yearly,
from rags which they buy from poor people at from 2 to 8
cents per pound. In addition, I find that there are peddlers
going throagh the country buying rags and cast-off cloth-
ing; and this same factory, in addition to the 300 hands I
mentioned, employ 70 or 80 women and girls in Toronto—
girls who, when the hon. gentlemen were in power, were to
be found in the soup kitchens instead of earning rogular
wages. They use from eight to ten car loads of wool oil in
this country; 600 to 700 barrels, manufactured in London
and Petrolia. This work was formerly dope in
England, and shipped to this country. The shoddy
of England is mnot better than the shoddy of this
country, because the rags are not picked so close here:
More than that; outside of the il which is used, they use
from six to seven thousand dollars worth of soap yearly,
manufactured in this country. I would like to know where
all these hands which I have mentioned are boarding, if
not on the farmers of this country. Before the National
Policy this money was cpllected from the farmers of this
country and sent to other countries to pay the board of
laborers among the farmers of other countries, so that I say
that it is an advantage to the farmers of this country, and
the hon, gentlemen cannot get over it. The hon. member
for Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor), was making a comparison the
other day between the condition of things under the National
Policy and under the tariff of hon., gentlemen opposite. He
said on account of the National Policy this was a dear
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country to live in, and he gaid he was reading ahout a poor
little child whose mother had covered it over, and then put
a door cr a board upon it to keep it warm. I have reason
to believe that that case occurred when the Grit Govern-
ment wae in power, and not since this National Policy came
into effect, because we now find that these girls can earn
blankets to keep themselves warm., Before 1879 42 cents
per pound was the price of the blankets, but since

that time, since these establishments were started at
‘Weston, they are sgelling at 27 cents per pound,
or little more than hulf the price they were

when hon. gentlemen were in power. Still, because
farmers are only getting 2 cents per pound less for
their wool, and are getting their cloth 25 cents a
yard cheaper, they are finding fault, Why are they
getting their cloth cheaper? Because there are more
manufacturers, and the competition of the manufacturers
brings the price down. When I hear hon. gentlemen
making statements like these in this House, I look upon
their statements with suspicion. The other night one hon.
gentleman was hunting in London for an oil cloth factory
which was in Kingston, and because 'he did not find it in
London, when it was in Kingston, he found fault with the
policy and said that the Blue Book could not be depended
upon. I have no doubt he gets most of his facts 300 or 400
miles from where ihey are. That is all I have to say on
this question, :

Mr. CHARLTON. I judge that the hon. member for
EBssex (Mr. Wigle) is somewhat at variance with hon, gen-
tlemen opposite, sitting on the front benches, with refer-
ence to placing rags on the frec list. I inofer that he con-
siders a shoddy blanket at 27 cents a pound better value
than a good all-wool blanket at 45 cents a pound, and that
he considers that the country will suffer a serious loss if
the policy of admitting rags free of duty is not persevered
in. I rose, however, to say a few words with regard to the
remarks which were made by the hon. member for Muskoka
(Mr. O'Brien). He gravely informed us, and in doing so he
1ook a position directly at issue with ihe position of his
leaders some years ago—he informed us that common sense
taught us that Governments could do nothing to affect the
price of grain, or produce, or the condition of trade in the
country. Now, we have an explicit declaration on the part
of the leaders of the party now in power, in the elections
of 1878, that the Government could affect the prosperity of
the country, that the Government could affect prices. The
farmers were assured ihat the duty on grain would result
.in enhancing the price of grain; the Government assured
them that they would have a home market as the result of
this policy ; they assured them that the prices they were
receiving for the various productions of the soil were to be
Jargely increased, in consequence of the adoption of this
policy. Sir Charles Tupper, in 1878, stated:

‘Hon. gentlemen ought to kacw that if Govercmsnts are good fer
anything they are good to increase the prosperity of the country by

Acts of Parliement, and to meet the difficulties in wkich the country
may be placed by legislative iuterference.””

That was a declaration made in 18.8, and the same gentle-
rean declared that it was possible that the taxation of the
country could be so arranged as to increase the prosperity
of the country 1o an extent sufficient to give the people the
funds necessary to pay the taxation, by arranging the tax-
ation drawn from their pockets.

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

Mr. CHARLTON. He asserted that the tariff had been
instrumental in increasing the price of wheat, and I infer
ferom his remarks that he considers that at the present
moment wheat is higher in Canada in consequence of the

Mr, WiGLE,

duty than it would be without it, I turn to the market
reports of yesterday, and I venture to say the story
they tell will be told by the market reports of any
day since 1879, when the tariff went into operation.
What do the market reports chow with regard to wheat?
They show that yesterday No. 1 spring wheat was worth 92
cents in Buffalo, the corresponding market to Toronto, while
it was worth 83 cents in Toronto, 9 cents less thanin
Buffalo; and they show that No. 2 spring wheat was worth
84 cents upon call in Chicago, 1 cent higher than in
Toronto, although Chicago is hundreds of miles farther west.
1hat is the story the market quotations today tell with
regard to the price of wheat, and that is tho story they will
tell for any day in the last four or five years—that the
National Policy has had no effect whatever on the price of
wheat, which has been relatively lower in (anada than in
the corresponding markets of the United States, during the
time that policy has been inoperation. We find that yester-
day oats sold for 36 cents for 34 pounds in Toronto, and for
35 cents for 32 pounds in Buffalo, or 1 cent a
bushel higher in Buffalo than in Toronto. No. 2
barley was 67 cents in Toronto and 87 cents in Oswego,
or 20 cents higher immediately across the lake. Yet
the hon. gentleman promised that the duty of 15 cenis a
bushel on barley would make it 15 cents a bushel dearer in
Canzda than in the United States. If the duty was not
imposed in order that the price the Canadian farmer was to
receive for his barley should be increased by the extent of
the duty, why was it imposed ? Ifthe duty is useless and
absurd, as every one of the grain duties is, except that on
corn, why put it there, as a false promise, a delusivo light to
the farmer, to persuade him that he is to receive some advan-
tage from this policy of humbug ?

Mr. WALLACE (York)., The hon. member for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) has just repeated the statement
to-night that he made some time before. The hon. gentle-
man states that to-day in Chicago No. 1 spring wheat is
quoted at 84 cents. Well, T hold in my hand the Mail of
to-day, which hss the following : — '

¢ Chicago, March 26.—Wheat opened at 76, closed at 77§; the
P £y
highest price, 77§,

And yet the hon. gentleman has the effrontery to get up in
this House and quote the price at 84 cents, What does he
do? He takes the quotation of wheat in Chicago for next
June, and he tells us that is the price in Chicago, and then
compares the June price in Chicago with the Toronto price
to-day in order to mislead this House, If that is not a
specimen of political dishonesty I do not know what is. He
tells us, further, that this policy is a fraud and a delusion to
the farmers, and that the farmers have never received any
benefit from the duty. Well, Sir, we know that large quan-
tities of flour have been brought into this country during
the last year, a larger quantity than I would like to say;
but what does that prove ? 1t proves that American flour
has been selling at a lower figure in the Lower Provinces.
When Ontario millers want to sell flour to the dealers in the
Province of Quebec they tell us: We can buy American
flour cheaper than yours. If that duty was not on fiour, we
would bave 1o sell our flour 50 cents per barrel cheaper,which
amounts to 11 cents a bushel on wheat; so that the farmers
received at least an advantage of 11 cents a bushel from this

1 policy. Now, the hon, member for North Grey (Mr. Allen)

told us, that, from his experience, the price of wool
was lower to day than it was during the time the Mackenzie
Government was in power, There is a difference, but
very little. South Down wool will sell tc-day at from 27 to
28 cents a pound ; Cotswold wool and othur ccarser wools
are somewhat cheaper. These hon. gentlemen tell us that
during the time the Mackenzie Government was in power
these wools were very much higher in price, but they do
not tell the reason they have gone do#n in price, The
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hon. gentleman for North Grey could have told you if he | under the régime of my hon. friend (Mr. Mackenzie) for 25

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

Mr, CASEY, The hon. gentleman (Mr. Wigle) began with
a perfectly correct statement of facts, and wound up with a
very inconclusive deduction from them. It is quite truethat
the reduction in the price of long wools is due to the fact
that they have gome out of fashion; but when he says the
National Policy has prevented them from going still lower
in Capada, I cannot agree with him. When we consider
that long wool is not imported, his conclusion from the
facts ho stated appear absurd. He says that South Down
wool is from 27 to 80 cents a pound. Well, it has bcen up
to that price during the last year, but itis quoted in to-day’s
Mail at 22 cents. But if it was 30 cents to-day, and we did
not grow enough short wool to supply the home market,
whatever duty the Government put on it would raise the
price so much per pound, and the farmer would gain
80 much benefit from it. Hon. gentlemen opposite say that-
we have become converted to their views, becausc we arc
urging that the farmer should have as much protection as
everybody else. That is absurd, All that we ask is that
they should carry out the scheme they promised in 1878,
and make this protection fair all round. We know that if
they did all prices would be raised equally and nobody
would be better off, and that would only show the
absurdity of the policy they have embarked in. They
have entered on the absurd task of helping everybody
by increasing the price of what everybody has to sell
but they stop short with increasing the price of goods to
some classes to the disadvantage of the rest, The hon.
member for South Essex (Mr. Wigle) has a crushing proof
of the correctness of our views. Ie has told us that the
Weston Miils near Toronto had formerly to import shoddy
from England. There was not any shoddy to be had in
Canada in the days of the revenue tariff; rags
were mnot plentiful enough; but now, he says, we
use home made rags. They keep thirty or forty
girls and acountless number of men employed collecting
these rags throughout the country. The hon. gentleman
has proved that the most flourishing industry in Canada
to-day is the rag and shoddy industry. That is just the con-
clusion to which we thought this policy weuld come, and I
am glad to hear a frank admission of it from the hon, and
hunorous gentleman, If this great increase in the production
and consumption of Canadian rags has taken place in the
absence of any duty on the imported article, what will be the
result when these rags are placed on the duty list? My
heart swells with pride when I think of the tremendous
choddy industry that will grow up in Canada in a year or
iwo, through the operation of this duty! My hon. friend
showed that the people were not fairiy dealt with in the
price of rags ; that they are only paid 2 cents per pound,while,
according to the Trade Returns, the average price of imported
rags is something like 12 cents, so that the woollen manu-
facturer gives ihe Canadian only a sixth of the price for his
rags that he gives the outsider. .

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds and Grenville).
unsorted rags.

Mr. CASEY. I do not understand anything about
assorted rags; that is a part of the National Policy [ have
not gone into, The hon. gentleman told us he bovght wool

These are

cents per pound. I do not remember, in my own
neighborhood, any year when we could get wool as
low as that—that is washed wool--which is the standard
we ought to take; but I remember several years when
we got 40, 50 and 60 cents a pound for it. The hon,
geutleman says that although wool is much cheaper ; cloth
is also much cheaper. Yes; shoddy cloth. The importation
of shoddy has increased the production of Canadian shoddy,
and very cheap clothing can now be produced and sold to
the farmers; but the farmer is sold as well as the cloth.
The hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives)
told us how shoddy cloth is made—tied together with &
little Canadian wool. In concluding, I want to call atten-
tion to the fact that the price of wool was thought to be a
grievance as long ago as 1878, On the 2und of July of that
year, during the elections, the Mail took the following
extract from the Sarnia Canadian :—

“ The price of wool this year is one of the farmers' tribulations. Fer
the very best wool he only gets 22 cents, while across the river the price
is 32 cents. Our wool growers are entirely at the mercy of the
Yankees, and our Government does not protect our farmers, and wool
isallowed to come into Uanads free of duty. A Government that
Woulld ngmitto such injustice does not deserve the coufidence of the
people,

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

the confidence of the people.”

Mr, CHARLTON, The quotations I gave were called in
question by the hon. member for West York (Mr. Wallace).
Well, tho tollowing appears in the Chicago report of the
Globe to-day :

% Forbes & Co. received the following dispatch to-day from Chicago
over their private wires ; thereis no perceptible change in the freight
rates although it is reported that they are firmer, because of a scarcity
of cars. Wheat—puts 804 ; calis 84} cents.

Mr. DUNDAS. What term of delivery ?

Mr. CHARLTON. I am not familiar with the terms of
the stock market to say, but when I gave quotations I stated
that wheaton call was 84}. If the statement of the hon. gen-
tleman was correct, and wheat was worth 77 cents in
Chicago and 83 in Toronto, the difference would not pay
half the freight; consequently, even at that price wheat was
higher in Chicago than in Toronto.

Mr. WALLACE (York). In the same paragraph that
the hon. member read from the report of Forbes & Co.,
received by private wire, he will see that wheat, on March
the 26th, was 77§ ; lowest, 76;. When the hon. gentleman
stated the prices in the papers to-day, he gave this House
most distinetly to understand that they were the prices
selling in Chicago to-day. If not, what point was there in
his comparison of Toronto and Chieago prices, the one of
March and the other in June. The hon. gentleman would
ask us to believe he does not know the meaning of puts and
calls ; but if not, he shouald not have quoted the paragraph.
Calls may give the selling price monthshence; we all know
the quotations in Chicago are given months in advance, and
that wheat delivered next May is higher than to-day’s
delivery ; that June is higher still, and July still higher.
The hon. gentleman, when he quoted, should have given
quotations for to-day’s sales.

Mr, CHARLTON. Whether I understand ihe meaning
of puts and calls or not, [stated,when I made the quotations,
that the prico was 84} cents in Chicago on call. 1fIdid
not understand that, the hon. member for York did. I
repeat the price of 77 conts in Chicago is relatively higher
than 77 cents in Toronto.

Mr. WALLACE. I do not agree that the price in
Chicago of 77 cents is as high as the price in Toronto at
83 cents, It has been repeatedly stated that the freight
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rates from Chicago to the seaboard to-day are less than
from Toronto to the seaboard; and if the Liverpool prices
rule the market, the Chicago prices should be higher than
the Toronto prices. You will find that Torounto prices are
higher by 6 cents; acd we find, further, that Chicago No.
1 wheat ig different from Toronto No. 1. Chicago hard
spring wheat is not grown in the vicinity of Toronto, and
not quoted. What is quoted in Toronto is Ontario spring
whest, and that is not worth as much in Toronto by 6 cents
a8 the Chicago wheat; so that there is 13 cents ofdifference
in the comparative value at the two places.

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

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

Mr, CASEY. No.

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

Mr. CASEY. That is not what I said.

Mr. McNEILL. I mean that prior to the National
Policy there was no trade in the importation of rags.

Mr. CASEY. No; I was quoting from the hon, member
for South Essex (Mr. Wigle), who said that prior to
the introduction of the National Policy there was no trade
in the manufacture of rags into shoddy at the Weston
Mills. I did not say there was no importation,

Mr, WaLLACE,

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

Some hon. MEMBERS. Rags.

Mr. MoNEILL, I would not refer toa prior debate, but
this matter has come up at this moment, and I suppose you
will allow me to refer to it. I would call the hon. gentle-
man’s attention to the price of oats in Chicago to-day. I
find that to-day the price of oats at Chicago is, for March,
28} cents and 28 cents, Ths price of oats in Toronto is
quoted thus :

 Qats quiet, Sold one at 37 cents on the track, but held steady and
offered slowly.”

So that 37 cents on the track represents the price of oats
to the Canadian farmer to-day, whereas in Chicago they are
worth only 281 cents,

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

Mr. McNEILL, Thedifference in the weight is, I believe,
2 pounds to the bushel, which isa mere fraction of the weight,
and woald be a very small fraction indeed of the price. It
is clear that there is an enormous difference in the price of
oats in Toronto and in Chicago to-day.

Mr, CHARLTON. Will the differenco pay the freight
between the two points ?

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

Mr., CHARLTON. The hon. gentleman evades my
question. I ask whether tho difference will pay the
freight ?

Mr. BOWELL. It has nothing to do with it.

Mr. McNEILL. The cost of the freight from Chicago to
Toronto has surely nothing to do with the price that oats may
be in other parts of Canada for the farmer. The prico of oats
in Toronto has been, prior to the National Policy, very much
the same as the price of oats in Chicago. Since the National
Policy was introduced, except in one year, when there was
a failure in the crop of oats 1a the United States, we have
had a very large advantage in Canada over the American
producer.

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

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

rotection to the farmer for his pork, and incidentally for

is eggs, his butter and his cheese—I say incidentally,
because there has becn a much greater demand for these
eommodities in our own markets, and the consequence is
that we have higher pric-s.

d_}g?r. IRVINE. Do we not export more cheese than we
i

Mr. MoNEILL. I dare say we do, but that is no reason
why we do rot get a higher price for checse at our own
doors. The hon. gentlemen go upon theory. They say we
export 50 and so, and therefore it must be 8o and so. Bat
we refer them to the facts. The whole of their contention
proceeds upon theory, from beginning to end, and they
refuse 10 look facts in the face., They assume a certain
theory, and, like the school men of old, they twist the facts
into conformity with this theory. If they would look
abroad, and see what the facts were, they would
know that this free trade, as they call it, is a dead
issue almost everywhere. They would know that
there is no great country in the world which follows that
policy, with the exception of England, and in England there
18 an enormous reaction against it. They would know that
there is ne country in the world, as I have stated before,
which has ever succeeded in building up its industries with-
out having recourse to protection. Notwithstanding that
hon, gentlemen know, or ought to know, that to be a fact,
they ask us to turn round and introduce into this country
a policy directly the reverse of that which bas proved to be
successful all over the world. Not only so, but they ask us
to adopt a policy which is now pursned by England as the
only great country that adopts it. Eogland is the one coun-
try which to-day pursues that policy at all. Formerly she
was a protective country, just as much as Canada; and,
therefore, it is impossible to deny that every great country,
England being no exception, has succeeded in building up
its industries under a policy of protection. It is also a facl
that the greatest thinker on their own side of the question
that has been preduced during this generation, John Stuart
Mill, admits, though he was a great free trader, that in such
circumstances as ours we would probably be justified in
adopting a policy of protection. Yet in spite of all these
facts, hon. gentlemen would do just the opposite for Canada
to that which has been successful everywhere else, they
say; pursue the very opposite of the successful policy and
then you will be all right.

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

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

‘Mr. MILLS. New South Wales.

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

in New South Wales in the form of great freight rates, that
we have not got here at all, and if that country is an exce

tion, it is an exception which proves the rule. I would
like the hon. gentleman who first interrupted me, to men-
tion a country that has adopted the policy of free trade
that is in & more prosperous condition than Canada. Not
only is there no such country, but the one country which
has pursued a poliay of free trade—of course it is not
free trade. But they call it so; it is a policy of free
imports, because free trade means free selling as well as free
buying—but the country that has pursued the policy of
free imports is the one great couantry which did
not benefit to any considerable extent by the
great wave of prosperity of hon. gentlemen were so fond
of talking about a short time ago. Not only do they ask us
to adopt a policy the reverse of that which has been suc-
cessful in France, in Auitria, in Germany, in Italy, in
Russia and in the United States, but they ask us to pursue
a policy which has resulted, in the case of England, in
placing her at a disadvantage during the last few years, as
compared with every other country in the world. I make
that statement upon the authority of Mr. Gladstone and Mr.,
Childers, the Chancellors of the Exchequer of England. At
the time when the Finance Minister of Canada was able to
declare enormous surpluses, these gentlemen who had charge
of the finances in England were obliged to admit that the
finances of that country were in a very unfortunate con-
dition, and that its trade and industries were depressed.
Now, with regard to this matter of wool, I have understood,
from the observations of the Minister of Customs, that he
intended to protect the Capadian farmer on his wool.
I have understood that it was the bsliof of the Finanoce
Minister himself that the tariff had been so framed.
There is some ambiguity with regard to the wording
of that clause in the tariff, and I am sure the hon. gentle-
man will take care that that ambigunity is removed in
future and that the farmers shall have the protection they
require. I may remark also that I do not think any Govern-
ment can be supposed to be omniscient, and if these matters
are not pointed out to them by the farmers in the House,
like myself, for example, and others, why I think that upon
us should be the blame. I confess that if there has been a
mistake of that kind in this tariff for some time past, and if
we, the farmers in this House, had not called the attention
of the hon. gentleman to it, I think upon us should be the
blame. I am glad attention has been called to the mutter,
and that this discussion has arisen, because; although at the
time this tariff was first framed it would have been absurd
to place a protective duty upon fine wools, when they were
not being produced in the country, now that we have had time
to make a start in raising fine wools, I think there ought cer-
tainly to be some protection upon them. As regards the
question of shoddy, I must say that it seems to me a very
difficult question; but, on the whole, I should much prefer
to see the tariff altered in that respect, and the farmers
protected. I think the question just resolves itself into
this: Whether it is better that we should supply
a cheap blanket with the shoddy, or make the
consumer pay for a dearer blanket without the shoddy.
I think there are certain classes of consumers who should
be regarded in this matter, and if it were possible to supply
them with very cheap blankets, without doing the others
injury, it would be very desirable that it should be done,
But the difficulty with respect to that is, that if you allow
ehoddy to be used in one class of goods and to be imported
into the country, it will be very likely to be used for other
classes, and it will be very difficult to prevent fraud to con-
sumers, So that, so far as shoddy is concerned, T should like,
speaking as a farmer, if the Finance Miuister ¢.uld see his
way {0 make an alteration in the tariff in regard toit. So
far as the question of benefit of the National Policy is con-
cerned, I am satisfied, from all I have seen and know, that
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it has been of incalculable benefit to the farmers of this
country.

Mr. FOSTER. Since we have got back to the question
of wool, there is one point to which I wish to call the atten-
tion of the House and also of the member for South Huron
(8Bir Richard Cartwright). Itis a peculiar method of reason-
ing that he seems to indulge in, and it is not altogether
conclusive. The hon. member for South Huron said : What
has your policy done for wool? And he proved to his own
satisfaction, no doubt, that it had done nothing for wool ;
and this was his method of proof: In 1874 there were
imported 3,756,556 lbs. of wool; in 1878 there wero
imported 6,230,084 lbs.—that was at a time when there
was no National Policy. Seethe great increase! Butin 1841
there were imported only 6,182,000 lbs., against 6,230,084
in 1878, See the decrease! That is what your policy has
done. Now if we are to take that as a conclusive method
of reasoning, which selects two single years and compares
them, and from that deduces what we must adopt as
8 truth, we shall bs landed in difficulty almost every
time. Suppose, for instance, 1 should adopt the same course
of reasoning as that of my hon. friend. Suppose I had
been in this Hounse in 1877, I would have said to my friend :
See what your policy has done for wool? In 1875 there
were imported 7,947,879 lbs, of wool; but in 1877 there
were imported only 4,608,825 lbs.,, & decrease of pretty
nearly 3,600,000 of lbs, Sce what your policy is
doing for the wool business. Now what I wish to call the
attention of the Houste to is this: If the hon. gentleman
had wished to give a fair statoment for the House to make
a deduction from, he would have said this: That the average
imports of wool, from 1874 to 1878, inclusive, were 5,232,928
lbs, and that the average imports from 1819 to 1884
were 17,753,211 1bs, that 1is 2,620,283 Ibs. on an
average per year greater in the latter than in the former
period, [ am not saying whether we are to draw the con-
clusion from this that the policy has been successful or not;
I am simply pointing out that such reasoning is very incon-
clusive; and as the hon. member is not correct in regard to
his quotations, I think we may weil be excused, if we
are asked, from the tigures given, to arrive at the conclu-
sion that the policy has not veen succesrful,

Mr, BOWELL. I desire to refer to one or two remarks
made by the hon. member for Carleton (Mr, Irvine), 1
shonld be very sorry to misrepresent the hon, gentleman.
As to whether his remarks are worthy or ucworthy of
being quoted, I leave that to himself as the best judge.
What 1 did state was, that he had called the attention of the
House on a previous occasion to the fact that a large pro-
portion of certain goods imported into his county was
smoggled from the United States. I have no desire to
misrepresent him, and in order that there may be no mie-
take in regard to the hon. gentleman’s utterances, I will
read a short paragraph from his speech, delivered in 1882,
when he enlightened the House with a very long speech,
on the grievances of his own particular county and Pre-
vince. The hon, gentleman discussed the question of cotton
and other goods that were imported into his county, and in
replying to the Finance Minister, he said:

¢ Why, I live within four miles of the American boundary, and I have
a8 good & right to know what the retail prices of goods are as any other
man in Canada. We are told ttat our ¢ottons are as cheap as those of
the United States markets ; but I say, Sir, there is more Yankee cotton
used, a Jarge gart of it smuggled into Carleton county, than there is of
Canadian, and [ am willing to let the statement go back to my con-
stituents,”!
1 do not desire to add one single word -to that statement.
The hon. gentleman having called the attention of the Gov-
ernment to that fact, I, administering one of the Depart-
ments whose duty it is to look after these matters, accepted
the hon. gentleman’s statement, that the largest proportion
of the cottons consumed in Carleton was smuggled from the
United States.

Mr, MoNEiL.

Mr, BLAKE. A large proportion.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes, alarge part of what is consumed is
smuggled into the county. I am always glad to receive
information, particularly in a public manner, from hon,
gentlemen opposite, that smuggling to any extent is going
on in any portion of the country ; and when hon. gentlemen
give me such information I deem it my duty to use it, just
the same as I use any information given, either privately
or in any other way, by instructing collectors of Customs
and those whose duty it is to look "after and protect
the revenue, to see that the practice of smuggling a large
portion of any particular fabric or article is not continued,
If a large quantity of goods imported by the hon. gentle-
man's constituents has been seized, 1 have to thank
him for the information he gave me; and I can
assure him that so long as 1 ocecupy my present
position I shall be very glad to receive any information on
that point, either privately, or publicly in this House, and
I can assure the hon. gentleman 1 will act upon. that infor-
mation immediately. The hon. gentleman is quite right in
his statement that the return moved for by the leader of
the Opposition does not convey a correct idea of the num-
ber of seizures made, either in his county or anywhere else.
The return gave the information asked for by that hon,
gentleman; and I will add here, parenthetically, that I
would be very glad, on any future occasion, when motions
are made in regard to smuggling, that such motion
should be so worded as to cover all the cases and
penalties, whether by confiscation of goods or fines
imposed, or enclosures, or undervaluation, or anything else,
and I will bring the return down. I throw out this hint
because I hope that any member who moves for such a
return in foture will ask for the causes of the imposition of
any fines, more particularly if names are to be given. For
this reason. A merchant may have enclosures of which
heis altogether ignorant and for which no possible blame can
attach to him ; and yet, ifa return is brought down to the
House, simply setting forth that a certain merchant had his
goods seized, without giving reasons why they were seized, it
might mislead those who read the statement, and it would
appear that an honest man had been guilty of wrong, when
such was not really the fact. I have made this explanation,
and will be more cautious, if the hon. gentleman thinks it
necessary, in future, to quote his exuct words. I desire
briefly to reply to the hon. member for Bothwell, who asked
me the question as to what position wocllen rags would be
in when the items were struck out of the list. They will be
placed then among the unenumerated articles, and conse-
quently will bear 20 per cent., unless we should specially
place them in another class. There is another question,
however. The question has been raised, as to whether an
article having been placed on the free list by an Order in
Council, the Governor in Council has power to repeal it,
and in conversation with my colleagues on that question,
I said it was my intention to introduce a short Bill
in reference to the Customs Act, in which I should take
power to remove any doubt upon that point. Iremember
that my hon, friend, the ex-Finance Minister, called our
attention to that point.

Mr. IRVINE. The Minister of Customs is well aware
that the smuggling of cotton goods is but a small propor-
tion of the smuggling that is going on in the various parts
of Canada. I say there is & portion of the community who
make a living by smuggling, and that does not apply to.the
inhabitants of my own county more than to the inhabitants
of other counties in Canada, Iam glad to find that for
once the Minigter of Customs pays so much attention to my
remonstrances and advice. I have remonstrated with him
on another matter, when he did not pay so much attention
to me, A few years ago I asked information from the
Department as to the appointment of a seizing officer in my
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own 400unty, and informed the Department that he was a
merchant, and asked who recommended him.

Some hon, MEMBERS. Order, order.

Mr. IRVINE. And the hon. gentleman expressed sur-
prise—

The CHAIRMAN, The hon. gentleman must confine
himself to the subject before the committee.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Rags.

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

Mr. BOWELL. Ishe smuggling?

Mr. IRVINE. You would not have me give you the
proofs. It is you who ought to know; and I ask you if he
1s smuggling ?

Mr. BOWELL. 1Isay thatif I {knew he was smuggling
I would dismiss him.

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

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

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

The CHAIRMAN, The hon., gentleman must confine
himself to the question of woollen rags.

Mr. IRVINE. Torags?
The CHAIRMAN, Yes.

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

Mr, McCALLUM. The hon. gentleman says we should
confine ourselves to rags, and I shall try to confine myself
to that question. I notice that hon. gentlemen opposite are
coming over to our policy; they are urging that we should
put & duty on rags, Why, Sir, during the time hon. gen-
tlemen opposite were in power, from 1874 to 1878, there
were no rags to be manufactured ; the people had to wear
them. I would say to the Minister of Customs that as this
question is closely connected with wool, in my opinion—and
1 am a farmer—the farmers of this couniry do not get the

rice for wool that they think they should have for it.
believe that if the Government were to pus a duty
on fine wool coming into the country, as well 83 coarse wool,
it would be an advantage. At the time of the organisation
of this policy it was necessary that fine wool should come
into the country free, as it was the raw material for the
manufacturers, Well, Sir, I contend that if there isa daty
put on fine wool comieg into this coustry there will be
more coarse wool used. Then, of course, the manufacturers
would say, these Scotch tweeds and fine tweeds come into
the country, and that would not be fair to the manufac-
turers. T would say to the Minister of Castoms and the
Finance Minister, that if they put aduty on fine wool, and
also increase the duty on fine twesds coming into this
country in competition with our manufactarers, then I
think the farmers would get a better price for their wools,
as the coarse wools would be mixed with the fine and make
clo'ch;,l :;ﬁbable for use by the majorily of the people of this

1

country ; and if the people want to wear finer gualities of
cloth let those do so who can afford to pay for them. An
hon, member smiled when it was mentioned in the House
that no country in the world had free trade except Eng-
land, and England itself has not got free trade if you have,
Where are you going to get the revenue ==

Some hon. MEMBERS. Rags.

Mr. McCALLUM. We want & revenue to oarry om
improvements——

Some hon. MEMBERS. Rags, rags.

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

Mr. FARROW. 1 want tosay two or three words on
behalf of the farmers.

Mr. MILLS. On behalf of the hens.

Mr, FARROW. I want tosay a few words, but Isee
that even a philosopher does not know how to bshave
himself.

An hon. MEMBER. He is notso wise as he looks.

Mr. FARROW. No; and he is not 8o wise as he thinks
himself to be. If he had a little more knowledge it would
help him a great deal. I wish, Mr. Chairman, to say, as &
farmer, that the farmers would like very much to have the
price of wool incressed. I have paid a great deal of atten-
tion to the raising of wool. I have tried the coarse wool
sheep and I have tried the finer kinds—not the finest—and
I think we are probably raising sufficient of the fine
wool now, in the shape of the Downs and the South
Downs especially, that it would be wise for the Gov-
ernment to put & duty on fine wools, But I have
come to this conclusion, along with the farmers in
my necighborhood, that there is just one way by which
the price of wool can be increased to the farmers; and I
wish the Finance Minister would pay particular attention
to this. My hon. friend from Moack (Mr. McCallum) has,
no doubt, touched the sore spot. If you examine the
returns, you will find that & vast amount of shoddy cloth
and shoddy blankets come into this country from the old
country, Now, what the Minister ought to do is to double
the duty on these goods—to make it a prohibitive duty.
We do not want shoddy cloth or shoddy blankets in this
country; and by keeping them out, our own wool, especially
as our farmers are growing it now, will become quite ser-
viceable for these very purposes. That, I believe, would
ran up the price to the farmers.

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

Some hon. MEMBERS, Order—rags, rags.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I am coming to rags, and if this
policy lasts much longer you wiil all come to rags. The
hon. member for North Braee tclls us that ke is & farmer,
but when I look at him he does not look like a farmer; he
really has not got the airs of & farmer; he appears to be
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altogether different from me, who was born and brought up
on & farm;

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

Mr. LANDERKIN. Hedoes notlook likea farmer. He
appears to be one of these white kid-glove farmers, But
when he talks of the prosperous tinres, I am reminded of &
little event that occurred at my place just before I came
down. A young man who was a sawyer in a mill in the
riding the hon. gentleman represents —I think it is owned
by Mr. McVicker—came to my bhouse, and he said:
«“Can I get a job of cutting wood from you?” 1
asked him: “Why do you waunt a job of cutting wood ?”
He said : I have been working in the mill at Wiarton, and
it has been closed down, and I have nothing to do,” Now,
we have the statement made by a politician that things are
prosperous; and he ought to know that his riding is coming
to rags, for the mills there are closed. Now, I am going to
read to you what a farmer writes {0 me from the county of
Bruce, also. He has been trying to get a situation, and in
his letter he says:

“1 have had no offers yet for my farm, but I must find something to
work at, as stopping here on my farm is not going to put bread and
butter in my mouth. At present, the outlook seems rather blue; still,
feople seem 1o live in hopes of better times, myself among the number.

have been to Qollingwood searching for employment, aud I saw the
manager of Mr. Dodge’s mill—I was book-keeper there &t one time—and
found”thst times were bad with them, and very little hope of improve-
ment.

Now, there is the testimony of one who is not a politician
but & farmer, and he is & gentleman whose word I would
rely upon. It is most extraordinary that gentlemen will
get up here and try to paint the condition of this country
differently from what it really is. It is very much to be
regretted that it becomes necessary, in the interest of any
party in this country, for gentlemen to get up and misre-
present the actual condition of the country. There is not a
member of this House who does not know that wheat was
never so low in this country as it is now, as well as all other

rains that the farmer produces. Now, the subject of wheat
is quite pertinent to the question under discassion, because
if wheat continues as low as it ig, the country will soon go
to rags. The hon. member for North Bruce gannot have
been farming long. The more I look at the-hon. member,
the more I am impressed with the idea that he is not a far-
mer. He is living on a farm; perhaps he has a mansion or
a palace ; but he does not go down, like the rest of us, into
the fields, and work and dig and cultivate his farm ; but per-
haps ho goes around with a whip or cane, or something of
that kind, and looks after his men, and then he comes and
tells us that he does not know that in his own riding
the mills are closed up, and the farmers are getting
less for their wheat than they have got at any
time during the last twenty or thirly years. A
number of friends called on me before I came away from
home, and they wanted me to speak to Sir John. They
were supporters of his, although friends of mine. Many
supporters of his are friends of mine, and I am glad they
are, and I hope they will continue to be frierds of mine,
They said to me: “ Will you go, doctor, and ack Sir John
if he cannot do something to raise the price of wheat for us.
‘Wheat has never been so low since we have lived in the
Queen’s bush, as it is now, and we want you to go Sir John
and tell him that we want him to carry out his promise and
raise the price of wheat.” Well, I did not go to see him—
our relations are somewhat strained—and I thought I would
take this opportunity to ask him, for the sake of these men
who trusted and supported him, if he cannot get them a
higher price for their wheat. Will not the hon. member
for North Bruce and the hon. Minister of Customs ask him
to do so ? The Minister of Castoms sits there as happy as a
clam since he has got into office. We remember when he

Mr, LANDERKIN,

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

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

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

The CHAIRMAN. Woollen rags.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Just what I thought; and my obser-
vations were all tending to show that the policy of the
Government is going to bring us all to rags, and this House
has now come to woolen rags. And aboutrags: I remember
the time when the Minister ot Customs used to come into the
House and speak of the Government, which then admini-
stered affairs, as a starvationist Government. He said they
were starving the people; and how did they doit? At
that time the farmer used to get $1.50 a bushel for his
wheat; at present, I know lots of people who have sold
their wheat at 70 cents, but the Minister of Customs is
happy to-night; he has come out all right, and he has not a
word to say about the bad times. He used to have tronble
getting through the corridors of the House from the great
crowd of officials; but how does he get through now with
g0 many more in it.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

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

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

. Mr. LANDERKIN. I am much obliged to you, Sir, but
I will not take any urdue liberty. Hon. gentlemen: were
very much astonished to hear the hon. member for North
Bruce (Mr. McNeill) talk in the manner he did, because that
hon, gentleman knows that in his own riding the mills are
closed and the people seeking employment all over, withoot
being able to get it. 1 hope the Government will give
serious consideration to this matter. If discontent has
arisen, it is owing to their policy all over the country. I
hope the Governmont will look into the interests of the
country, and see that peace, prosperity, order and harmony
are restored.

Mr, McNEILL. Ifmy hon. friend opposite had addressed
one eolitary argument in reply to what 1 advanced, Ishould
bave been most happy to have replied to him. He has
only argued as 1o whether I look like a farmer or not, If
I do not look like a farmer I am very sorry, for I like to
look like a farmer ; but I will not pronounce an opiaion a8
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to whether my hon. friend looks like a medical man or not
I would only say this: that Ido sincerely hope, for the
bencfit of his patients, that he knows a little more about
medicine than he knows about farming.

8teel, imported in the use of the manufacture of skates.

Mr. BLAKE, Perhaps the hon. gentleman will state if
he knows how many houses import steel for the manufac-
iure of skates.

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

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

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

ree list,

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

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

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

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

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

Mr. BOWELL. No; not now.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I suppose the hon.
gentleman can easily find out, when this comes up in the
usual course, how much was imported last year for the pur-
pose. I take it that the principle the hon. gentleman
adopts is this, that it is all entered through the Customs, and

he requires proof of some sort from the manufacturer that|

this goes actually into the manufacture of skates.

Mr. BOWELL. It would be impossible to obtain the
information the hon. gentleman asked for umless I
wrote to the different ports at which it is imported, that is,
Halifax and 8t. John, for the reason that the returns kept
in the Department here are, as he knows, aggregated at

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

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

‘“ Was it not of importance to the pzople that suchan industr{ should
be started, and he might say that he was only one out of two hundred
companies ready to be floated by American ca.Pitalista if the Government
wag returned and the National Policy upheld.”’

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

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

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Who said that ?

Mr. BLAKE. The First Minister, in the town of York-
ville, now part of the city of Toronto, referring to the meet-
ing &t which the chairman had stated a few days before
that three millions were to bo invested in the town of
Niagara, if only the Government obtained a verdict: Of
course I have no doubt—1I have not heard of it, I have not
seen it in the newspapers, I have not visited Niagara since,
but I have no doubt, of course—that, after those positive
assurances, the steel mills are in full blast at Niagara, and
that they are producing a superfine quality of steel, emi-
nently suitable for the manufacture of skates,and 1 want
to know why the hon. gentleman is proposing to continue
the free importation of this steel, when he told the people
he would ﬁgve a fresh manufactory of steel, if only they
would give him & verdict at the polls. Why is it not pro-
tected ; why does he not propose that they should be left
without a rag of protection ?

Mr, STAIRS. I think I can answer one or two points
raised by the hon. gentlemar. He fell into & certain error
a8 to the manutacture of steel at Londonderry. There has
been no steel manufactured at the Londonderry steel works
for many years, but steel is made at New Glasgow. I do
not wonder at his falling into that error. The Londonderry
steel works, when they were started many years ago, manu-
factured charcoal pig iron principally. Afterwards it was
intended to enlarge them and to manufacture steel. They
intended to adopt the Siemens-Martin process, which was a
very complicaled and, at that time, a new process. They
expended a great deal of money in the outlay, and I am
sorry to say it failed. When it failed they gave up the
manufacture of steel altogether and went into the manu-
facture of pig iron, by the ordinary blast furnace and the
puddling principle, which is as old as the manufacture of
iron, but they never changed the name of the Londonderry
steel works. Itis not to be wondered at, therefore, that
many should fall into this error. There are steel works at
New Glasgow which are manufacturing a large quantity of
steel, but they are not yet manufacturing steel of a class
suitable for the manufacture of skates,

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

Mr. STAIRS. The reason is, I think, that they are manu-
facturing by the open earth process and have not yet arrived
at the mapufacture of crucible steel, which is the steel
largely used for skates. I have no doubt they will reach it
sometimo, but it takes a good while to inaugurato and carry
on works of this kind. The manufacture of steel is a com-
plicated manufacture, and they have not arrived at this
point yet, thongh I have no doubt they will in time, I
think I can relieve the hon. gentleman’s mind as to this
skate steel being entered for other purposes. That is not
likely to occur. Most of the stecl is imported in a bevelled
section, suitable to cut into runners, and ean be used for noth-
ing elee. More than that, a large portion of this runner
steel is a compound article, and that is why it is not made
in the Dominion. It is a combiration of steel and irom.
It is steel manufactured for the runners of skates, with a
steel front and an iron back; it is welded by some peculiar
process, and then rolled into shape; and it is a singular
thing that the finest quality of skates aremade from a com-
bination of iron and steel together. The cheapest skates
are made from an entirely steel runner, the iron and steel
runner together being very much better. Steel of this
peculiar section, and of this peculiar combination of iron
#nd steel together, can be used for nothing else but for
ekate runnors, So that the largest proportion of steel im-
ported for the manufacture of skates is not likely to be
diverted to any other use, Now, with reference to the

Mr, BLAkE,

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

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

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

Mr, BLAKE. Or anybody else.

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

Mr. BOWELL. I do not propose to enter into the discus-
sion of that question now, although the leader of Opposition
and the hon. member for Brant (Mr. Paterson) desire to lead
me into such discussion. I have been anxious, so far as I
can, to explain the reason why this article has been put
upon the tree list. I commenced my observations by stat-
ing that one of the reasons was that this quality of steel was
not manufactured in Canada, and if that statement were
correct, then the question put by tho leader of the Opposi-
tion 10 the member for Halifax (Mr. Stairs) was
altogether irrelevant and unnecessary. The question
has been so well answered as to the reason why
this article was put upon the free list instead of
giving a drawback, by my hon. friend from Halifax,
that 1 do not think it necessary to enter any further into
that discussion, I am convinced thatthe explanations of
the hon. member for Halifax were quite satisfactory to the
leader of the Opposition, and all I could do, if I were to
enter into further discussion, would be to repeat what he
said. Anyone who has paid any attention to the question
of drawbacks—and no man in the House, I think, has done
80, except those who are charged with carrying out the
law—knows very well the difficulties that present them-
selves in arriving at a correct and honest conclusion
as to what should be paid to the persons asking the
drawback. As this steel, I repeat again, did not come into
competition with any article manufactured in Canada, and
in order to rolieve the Department from entering into an
abstruse calculation as to how much steel was waste when it
was cut to fit it to the wood or iron to which it was attached,
it was deemed advirable to put the manufacturers in the best
possible position they could be in, and if there was any
advantage in giving them free steel, that they should have it,
Now, in coming to the conclusion as to the amount that should
be paid to manufacturer as a drawback, and what
articles should be included in the list s0 manufactured, we
must consider that there are many things brought into this
country, small in thomselves, but amounting to a good deal
in the aggregate. There are other articles which are per-
feet in themselves that come to the country and go inwo the
completion of an article exported from the countr]y. Under
the revised system that we have adopted we allow them,
providing tho article is not manufactured in the country, to
receive a drawback of duty paid upon such articles. It
may be a small screw, a tack, or some other small article,
that do not amount to more than a very few cents—all
these have to be taken into the caloulation, But in case
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of an article like steel, which is not manufacured in the
country, but is used exclusively by the manufaeturer, it is
deemed advisable to put it on the free list, I am quitesure
that the leader of the Opposition and the House will justify
that policy and will further admit that it should be carried
out to the fullest possible extent where it does not interfere
with the industries of the country.

Mr. PLATT. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will tell us if
he despairs of securing the manufactare of steel from the
iron ore of his own county. In 1882 we were almost made
to believe that the smoke of the blast furnaces was already
visible ; that s farther preduct of iron in his own county,
which was calculated for the manufacture of steel, would
take place.

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

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

Mr. BOWELL. If we followed the footsteps of our
neighbors across the border, and put about §7.a ton on pig
iron and $28 on steel, perhaps the hon. gentleman’s happy
dream might be realised,

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

Me, BOWELL. Noj; I thank you.

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

Mr, BOWELL. I will call the Premier'’s attention to
the question of the hon. gentleman. Nodoubt he will satisfy
him,

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

Mr. BOWELL, Oh, no.
Mr. BLAKE. I am speaking of Londondorry.,
‘Mr, BOWELL, They never manufactured it,

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

Mr. BLAKE. Londonderry never got into operation,
aud the Crucible Steel Works of Ontario are closed. So the
hon, gentleman cannot expect much when these disasters
have attended the attempts to manufactare stecl., The
closing of the Crucible Steel Works of Ontario is one of the
bappy events which have occurred within a short time
under the National Policy.

Mr. MoLELAN. Thero is a mistake a3 to the date at
which the Londonderry company attemptod to make steel.
It was in 1875 or 1876 that they attempted to make steel,
and they ceased operations in 1876 or 1877.

Mr. McDOUGALD. I cannot understand why hon. gen.
tlemen opposite should oppose the placing of steel for skates
on the free list, for it is within the distinct recollection of
membors of this House that when the Administration sub-
mitted a proposal to place a duty on steel, for the purpose of
protecting that industry, it was strongly opposed by the
Opposition of that day. This change is not required for
protective purposes. Steel for skates is not made in this
country, and is not lilkely to be made for a good many years
to come. [t has been stated that under the operation of the
National Policy very little result has been obtained in the
way of promoting the steel industry. Reading the statis-
tical reports with respect to the manufacturing industries
of the country, I find that one industry, the New Glasgow
stoel works, which was brought into existence under the
National Policy, at the present timo employs 100 hands and
has a weekly wago-bill of $750. That i3 a manufacture that
has been brought into existence, I ropeat, entirely by the
operation of the National Policy. The Steel Company of
Londonderry was a company that carried on business
entirely in iron. it has been a failure in regard to pro-
ducing stoel; and il certainly was a failure under the
Administration of hon. gentlemen opposite, as the company
went out of business, as regards making steel, before the
National Policy came into existence, In relation to the
steel works at New Glasgow, I will read a short extract
from the Eastern Chronicle, published in Pictou county, a

aper which hon. gentlemen will not repudiate, and the
Eon. member for Brant (Mr. Paterson) who visited the con-
stituency, last year, will corroborate the statements pub-
lished. On March 12th, the Eastern Chronicle says :

¢ We note that Messrs. Jas. D. McGregor and Andrew Walker, the
respoctive presidents of the Nova Ssotia Steel and Glass Comnanies,
have recently returned from the Upper Provinces, which they visited in
the inter=sts of their companies. e understand that Mr. McGregor
made contracts for some 1,500 tons of steel nail plate in Montreal, and
that orders for some 500 tons of other qualities bave been secured by the
company. This insures constant work for the company for the next six
or eight months. Mr. MeGregor says that the prices at which the large
contracts have been made are exceedingly low, and were only possible
because of the excellence of the steel made by the Nova Scotia Company
and of the fact that steel nails are evidently forcing iron nails out of
competition. Over 1,000 tons of these same goods were sold last year to
one Montreal firm, who showed their satisfaction with their quality by
duplicating the contract for this year Probably a good portion of
these heavy goodi will be shipped by schooner to Montreal direct from
the company’s wharf, as the freight i3 somewhat cheaper by that method
of carriage than by rail. Mr. Walker’s visit, we understand, was rather
to see the customers of the company than to sell goods. He found that
in all cages the goods gave excellent satisfaction. He reports busivess
very dull in the Upper Provinces, but the Nova Scotia Glass Company
are able to hold their own in the western market, and are receinnﬁ
orders about sufficient to keep them running without accumulating mue
stock. Their table glass is to be found on the tables of almost all the
hotels and restaurants between here and Ottawa. The prospects of both
these works are very encouraging, under their pregent excellent manage-
ment, and with their unsurpassed facilities, both for obtaining coal and
for making shipment by water or rail.”’

Mr. BOWELL, I was in error in regard to the quan-
tity of steel imported for skates, I find, according to
the Trade and Navigation Returns, that in 1883 there were
imported 180 owt., of the value of $1,495. This year the

quantity was 2,418 owt., of the value of $12,783.
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Mr. BLAKE. Iam very glad to know of the progress
which those two industries have been making, and I am
sorry the hon. gentleman did not add, whatI am sure
would have completed the picture, information that the
companies are paying good dividends and that there are
brilliant prospects in that regard.

Mr. MoDOUGALD. I am nota stockbroker.
Musk, in pods or in grains.

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

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

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

White shellac, for manufacturing purposes.

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

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

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

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

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

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

Jute clotk, when imported to be manufactured into bags only.

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

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

Mr., BOWELL. No.

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

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

r, BowzLL,

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

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

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

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

Mr. BOWELL, It says that.

Mr. BLAKE. Noj; it says “when imported by mauu-
facturers of glass and soap,” plainly indicating that when
imported for other purposes it is dutiable, and the hon,
gentleman says it was not the intention to make it dutiable
at all, in that case.

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

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

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

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

1:oot grease, the refuse of the cotton seed after the oil is pressed
out.

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

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

Taggiog metal, plain, japanned, or coa.t;e(%2 in coils not over 1% inches
in wid:h, when imported by manufacturers of shoe and corset laces for
use in their factories.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would just say, with
respect to a good many of these things—I make the remark
a8 to the whole of these various articles, in the way of iron
and steel—that it appears to me that there are a consider-
able number of other manufacturers who use articles closely
similar to those, Take, for example, the cace of manufac-
turers of agricultural implements in general—not confined
1o shovels and spades, and those kinds of things—it seems to
me they have at least an equal claim with the others to
whom the hon. gentleman is making these reductions.

Mr, GLEN. I would like to ask the hon. gentleman why
the men who make scythes, rakes, hoes and forks should
not have free steel as well as the man who makes spades
and shovels, Why should not the steel used by agricultural
implement makers be allowed to come in free as well as
that used by other manufactures? I do not think we
should make fish of one and flesh of the other. 1 do not
object to making the raw material free, but I think all
should be served alike,

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

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

Mr. BOWELL. No; that does not follow. There are
many things asked for that are not given. We are not in
the habit of making concessions of thiskind if the article be
made in the country, and in no case are they made when the
article can be procured in the country. The general principle
referred to by the hon. member for South Ontario (Mr.
Glen) opens up a wide door, and it is perhaps as well that
we should not disouss it at this hour of the
night, though I have no objection to the hon. gentle-

man discussing it at any time or at any length.

The rule we follow is this: When we find that an indastry
can be aided, by allowing articles to be imported free which
are not made in the country, and cannot by any possibility
come into competition with articles made in Canada, we do
80, thus carrying out the Policy of hon. gentlemen opposite
of admitting raw material free of duty.

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

taxed when used for reaper knives ?

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

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

Mr. BLAKE. I think these observations indicate
the propriety of the Government considering, as far as
practicable, the adoption of some general principle regulat-
ing the placing of articles on thefree list. The hon. gentle-
man lays down one rule, which, of course, is a sound one,
having regard to the fiscal policy he is endeavoring to carry
out, namely, that the article is admitted free when it cannot
be manufactured in the country, and when it is the raw
material of something that is. Now, I maintain that if you
find an article is not manafactured in the country and is the
raw material of various manufactures, you ought to admit
it for all-th8 various manufactures in the country without
limitation, or prescribe the classes of manufactures in which
it is to be used.

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

Buckram, for the manufacture of hat and bonnet shapes.
Mr. BLAKE, Isbuckram used for any other manufaoture ?

Mr. BOWELL. It is not made in this country. I fancy
it is used for a number of things. It comes, I think, in &
balf finished state, and is then completed by the hat and
bounet makers.

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

Mr. BOWELL. Well, we will consider it.

% Re-covered rubber and rubber substitute.

Mr. BLAKE. Would the hon. gentleman explain what
re-covered rubber is?

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

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

Mr, BOWELL, I think you may fairly call them rubber
rags.

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

Mr. CAMERON (Middiesex). And much more expen-
sive than they used to be some years ago,
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Mr. BOWELL. No, no.

Mr. CAMERON. I beg your pardon. The price has
advanced something like 30 per cent. since 1878,

Mr. McLELAN, That is, the advance in rabber.

Mr. CAMERON, The advance in rubber has not been
more than 20 per cent. At thesame time, the product has
very materially deteriorated.

Silver and German silver, in sheets, for manufacturing purposes.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What particular manu-
factures are aflected by this?

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

8teel, of No. 20 gauge and thinner, but not thinner than No. 30 gange,
to be used in the manufacture of corset steels, clock springs and shoe
shanks, whea imported by the manufacturers of such articles for use in
their manufactories.

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

Mr, GLEN.
free?

Cotton yarns, thinner than No. 40, unbleached, bleached or dyed, and
not finer than No. 60, for the manufacture of ltalian cloths or fabrics.

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

Mr. BLAKE, 1Isit a fact that they make no finer cotton
yarn than No. 407

Mr. BOWELL. No.

Mr. BLAKE. What sense is there in putting in a second
limitation, unless it be, although we do not make them 40 or
60, we do make them finer than 60, which is hardly likoly ?

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

Btee), in cheets, of not leas than 112 or over 18 wire gauge, and costing
not less than $75 per ton of 2,240 lbs., when imported by manufactarers
of shovels and spades for use exclusively in such manufacture in their
own faotories.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It appears to me there
arc & considerable number of other manufacturers engaged
in the manufacture of agricultural implements besides
shovels and spades, who, on every reasonable principle,
should have the benefit of this clause. Why grant a
premium to the manufacturer of shovels and spades that is
not given 1o the manufacturer of other implements ?

Mr. BOWELL. Making the value at $75 per ton was to
confine the importation of that article to that particular
kind of steel which is made in this country at the present
time, and to encourage these special industries. The hon.
gentleman will recollect that & year or two ago we had no

uty on steel of any kind. On the Government being
assured that these steel works were going into operation, a
duty was placed upon this article; but the better class of
steel not being made in the country, we have, so far as that
is concerned, placed it on the free list, in order to encourage
industries.

Red liguor, a crude acetate of klumina, prepared from pyroligneous
acig, for dyeing and calico printing.

Mr. BOWELL. The acetate of alumina, & solution of iron,
is used exclusively in the dyeing works, particularly to calico
printing, and, a8 the hon, gentleman knows, the policy of

Mr. BoweLL,

Why not let thinner steel than 30 gauge in

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

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Although 1 have no
particular objection to the admission of these things, these
precious stones and paintings, free of duty, into the
country, it seems to me that when the Government taxes
flour and coal, this looks very much like giving the people
a stone when they ask for bread.

Mr. BOWELL. All these precious stones have been, in
the past, on the free list, and are only named now in order
that there may be no clashing in the rulings at the different
ports. I propose to strike out the first item of bolting
cloths, of silk worsted, not made up The bolting cloths
are now free, and it was thought advisable to confine it to
silk or worsted ; but we find, on investigation, that 2 very
fine bolting cloth, of a very fine wire, is made for the use
of mills, and it is deemed advisable to allow the item to
remain, a8 it now is, on the free list.

Borax, not grouad or otherwise manufactured.

Mr. BOWELL. That I propose to strike out also. Borax
is free now and is imported largely by the packers of meat,

Duck,forbelting and hose.

Mr, BOWELL. That is now upon the freelist. 'We pro-
pose to add the words ‘¢ when imported by manufacturers of
rubber goods for use in their factories,”” It is now confined
to & great extent to that class of manufactures, but it was
deemed proper to restrict it to that.

Mineral waters, natural, not in bottle.

Mr, BOWELL. Great difficulties are found to ascertain
whether the waters are from the spring or are manufactured
or ®rated, and it is thought better to cgnfine the free impor-
tation to mineral waters when in their natural state. [}
have now, when they are imported, to calculate the duty
upon the bottles, and it is thought better to take the ad
valorem value of the waters when in bottle.

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

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

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

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

Mr. GLEN. Yes; the grain belt.

Mr. BOWELL. Thatis after it is manufactured as belt-
ing. But it is not used for belting purposes until it has gone
through some other process.

Mr. BLAKE. Is not duck manufactured in the country ?

Mr. BOWELL, Not this kind of duck, that I am
aware of,

Mr, BLAKE. In the various multiplicity of our ootton
manufactures they have not gone into this kind of duck ?

Mr, BOWELL, No.
Mr, GUNN. Is it not made at Yarmouth?
Mr. BOWELL, No; that is for sail purposes only.

Mr. BLAKE. Ido not object to adding restrictions to
the free importation, to make more plain the purpose for
which the importation free is admitted, but I think we
ought to be very careful, if it be the case that belting or
hose is manuafactured in the country, in which there is not
the constituent of rubber, that we do not give the manufac-
turers «f rabber belting or hose an advantage over ihe
other manufacturers of belting or hose.

Mr, GLEN. There is a cotton hose made.

Mr. BLAKE, Yes; I have seen it. This is practically
discriminating. If there is a cotton hose made and a rubber
hose made, and in both cotton duck is the raw material, and
you say to onoe: You shall have your raw material free, and
to the other: You shall pay a duty; you are making the
law an instrument of injustice.

Mr. BOWELL. Baut the hose is never used withoutsome
other manufacture than that of the cotton itself. There
must be some substitate, and there must be the rubber added
to it, but this is intended exclusively for use in this particu-
lar manufacture, and I do not know that it discriminates
against any other class of manufactures, though cotton
duck is used for a variety of purposes.

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

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

Mr. BLAKE, I could not say.

Mr, STAIRS. I think it is a woven hose, I think a
pure cotton hose is not made from cotton duck, but is
woven into the hose at once.

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

Mr. BLAKE. I judge there must be something in this,
because I suspect it 1s the manufacturers of rubber goods
who have been talking about it a little, perhaps. I know
there has been some approach to the hon. gentleman by the
manufacturers of rubber goods, ‘

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

Mr. BLAKE. Yes; he has been invited to give them
further protection. You oan protect them in two ways.
You can protect them by higher duties against imports, or
you can protect them inst the domestic manufacture of
another article, by discriminating between them. I do not
k’fmwl that this cotton hose is manufactured here, but I have

02 '

seen it here, and if it is the case that it is being manufac-
tured here, it is obvious that there would be an unjust
diserimination created by the hon. gentleman’s proposed
addition ; and, if not, I fail to see the use of the addition.
If the only use of this duck is made by the manufacturers
of rubber hose, there can be no harm in leaving the law as
it is.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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