OFFICIAL REPORT

OF THE

DEBATES

" OF THE

FTOUSE OF COMMONS

OF THE

DOMINION OF CANADA

SIXTH SESSION—SEVENTH PARLIAMENT

59 VICTORTIA, 1896

VOL. XLII.

COMPRISING THE PERIOD FROM THE SIXTEENTH DAY OF MARCH TO THE
TWENTY-THIRD DAY OF APRIL INCLUSIVE

OTTAWA

PRINTED BY S. E. DAWSON, PRINTER TO THE QUEEN’S MOST
EXCELLENT MAJESTY

1896



House of Commoeons Debatez

——

SIXTH SESSION—SEVENTH PARLIAMENT

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Moxnpay, 16th March, 1896.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

J’RAYERS.

WESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY—
DEATH OF PRINCE HENRY OF
BATTENBERG.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER presented a
Message from His Excellency the Governor
General.

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message, as fol-
lows :—

ABERDEEN.

The Governor General transmits to the House
of Commons, the accompanying copy of 2 de-
spatch dated 26th February, 1896, from the Right
Honourable the Secretary of State for the Col-
onies, in reply to the Addresses of the House of
Commons to Her Majesty the Queen, and Her
Royal Highness the Princess Beatrice, express-
ing sympathy on the death of His Royal High-
ness Prince Henry of Battenberg.

Government House,
Ottawa, 13th March, 1896.

Copy—Canada—No. £5.

(Mr. CHAMBERLAIN TO THE EARL OF
ABERDEEN.)

Downing Street,
26th February, 1858.

My Lord,—In accordance with the request cor-
tained in your despatch, No. 38, of the 1st in-
stant, I have the honour to inform you that the
Address of sympathy from the House of Com-
mons of Canada to Her Majesty the Queen has
been laid at the foot of the Thione, and that I
have forwarded to Princess Beatrice the Ad-
dress which you request may be submitted to
Her Royal Highness.

The purport of these Addresses was, a3 I bhad
the honour to inform Your Lordship by tele-
graph, communicated to Her Majesty and Her
Royal Highness on receipt of your teiegram of
the 28th ultimo.

I am now commanded tc express more fully
the value which Her Msajesty attaches to these
assurances of loval devotion and sympathy in
ber affliction, from the representatives of her
people in the Dominion of Conada. And Her
Majesty also commands me to say how deeply
touch2d Her Royal Highness Princess Beatrice
has been by the kind feelings expressed by them
for her in her berecavement.

I have, &c.,
(8d.) J. CHAMBERLAIN.
Governor General,

The Right Honourable,
The Earl of Aberdeen, P.C., G.C.M.G.,
&c., &c., &c.

DURATION OF PARLIAMENT.

Mr. EDGAR. Mr. Speaker, before the
Orders of the Day are called, I should like
to draw the attention of hon. members for a
short time to a subject of very considerable
importance to the House, and before 1 sit
down I propose to put myself in order by
a motion. It has been anncunced to the
House that the Government has under con-
sideration the reference of the duration of
the present Parliament to the Supreme
Court of Canada. I would very much like
to bring before the House what seems to

! me to be the extrarrdinary nature of that

suggested or contemyjlated reference. What,
Sir. is the statutory iife of this Parliament ?
This Parliament has a life clearly and dis-
tinctly defined by the section of the British
North America Act. Section 50 of that Act
has these words :

Every House of Commons shall continue for
five years from the day of the return of the
writs for choosing the House (subject to be
sconer dissolved by the Governor General), and
no longer.

Now, under that section, the simple ques-
tion which we have to ask ourselves is:
What was the day of the return of the writs?
If that question can be satisfactorily an-
swerea, i1t seems to me it ends ail contro-
versy on the subject. Now, surely the day
of the return of the writs is the day fixed
by Inw Yar the return of the writs. To find
what day was fixed by law for the return of
the writs in 1891, we have to look at the pro-
clamations which were issued by the Gover-
nor General, to be found in the Journals of
1891. There are four proclamations in those
Journals, and to these proclamations we
must go to justify the existence of the Par-
liament. One of these proclamations is a
dissolution of the last Parliament. Another,
which is also dated on the 3rd February,
1891, contains these specific words with re-
ference to the writs :

We have this day given orders for iasuing our
writs In due form for calling a Parliament in
our said Dominion, which said writs are to bear
date on the 4th day of February instant, to be
returnable on the 26th day of April next.

That then is clear enough, surely. Apother
proclameaicn of the same day cailg the new
Parliainent t0 meet on this same 25th day
of April. Another proclamation contained
in these Journals of a later dste prorogues
Parliameént from the 25th of April to the 20th
of April, and then to meet for the dedpaich
R
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of business. Now, the writs for the election

ldatos of the writs. Now, why has another

of this Parliament were issued pursuant to ' date for the expiration of this Parliament's

that proclamation, and Parliament did meet
on the 29th of April. pursuant to the other
proclamation. Surely the statutory life of

ilit:e been suggested than the 25th April ?
;“ell. Sir, for this reason, that on 3rd June,
1 1891, while Parliament was in session, when

this Parliament, therefore. expires in five | Parliament had been in session for some
years from the 25th day of April, 1891, the  thirty-nine or forty days. a return was pre-
date the writs were made returnable, and | sented by the returning officer of an election

four qQays before this Parliament actually
met and transacted business. Now, what
have bheen the Canadian Pprecedents in
this matter ? How have Parliaments been
called before ? Hoew has the return date
of the writs been fixed for the former
Parliaments of Canada since confedera-
tion ? I find that in 1867. the proeclamation
orders the writs returnable on the 24th Sep-
‘tember ; but it goes on and says. what
this proclamation of 1891 does not say:
“ axcept, however. the writs for Chicoutimi
and Saguenay. which writs will be return-
able on 24th October next.” The House met
on the 6th November. There was a special
provision by proclamation for a later ex-
ceptiongl date for the return of a certain
writ. But I find nothing of that kind in the
vear 1891. In 1872 there was an ordinary
proclamation, fixing the writs returnable on
3rd September, except, again, for Chicoutimi
and Saguenay, which were returnable on 12th
October fellowing, and that writ contained
the further exception of the writs for the
elections in Manitoba and British Colunbia.
which were also postponed, and only made
returnable on 12th October. Then, in 1874,
the proclamation issued making the writs
returnable on the 1st February, except for
Chicoutimi, Saguenay, Manitoba and Bri-
tish Columbia, which were made returnable
on 12th March. But., in order to cover
the case of Algoma, which was apparently
overlooked when the issue of the proclama-
tion in 1874 was made, on 2nd January, a
special proclamation was made on 8th day
of January, 1874. extending the time for the
return for the Algoma election, and making
the writ for that returnable on 12th March.
Now., there we have proclamations giving
gnecial dates for a return of the writs in
certain countles. If we were to be asked
te construe the 70th section of the British
North America Act in those cases, there
would be a good deal of argument in favour
of saying. that a8 date five years from the
date of the return of the writs meant the
date of the return of the last writs as fixed
by proclamation. I suppose, that would be
so. But here we have no proclamation for
any writ to be returnable after 25th April.
The proclamations of 1879, 1882 and 1887,
as well as the proclamation of 1891, contain-
ed no exceptional provisions for the return
dates of any writs, but I suppose they gave
what they considered would be ample time
for the return of the latest of the writs. They
gave ninety days in some cases, and eighty
in other cases., a great deal more than
was necessary for an ordinary return ; but
that does not matter 3 they fixed the return

of a member for Algoma.

- Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. What
is the date of the writ ?

Mr. EDGAR. The proclamation says that
all these writs shall be dated on 4th Feb-
ruary, 1891, which I am talking of now. 1
understood the hon. gentleman to ask, what
was the date of the issue of the writ of 1891.
The proclamation says, that the date shall
be 4th February.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. No
other writ being issued for that date.

Mr. EDGAR. 1 assume there was not ;
but I do not think it would make any differ-
ence, for, if it was not issued at that date,
it was a negligence.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. 1
thought my hon. friend might know.

Mr. EDGAR. 1 do not happen to know.
If it was Issued later on, it may be a nullity
altogether. If it was issued. for instance,
after the date of the return day of the
writs ordered by proclamation, I doubt
very much whether it would be a wvalid
writ. Now, it appears that there was a
neglect somewhere by an officer to have that
election held according to the proclamation,
and according to the writ, which recites
the day of the meeting of Parliament to be
25th Aprih. The Dominion Elections Act
specially provides for a case of accident or
of error. Section 15 of the Doininion Elee-
tions Act provides, that, if, from any unfore-
seen accident or error of the returning offi-
cer, j:he returning officer cannot fix the nom-
inapon day as ordered in the issue of the
writs by the Government, or as fixed by him-
self, as in the case of Algoma. then he can
extend the time, he can fix another day. But,
if he does that, he has to make a special re-
turn to Parliament. In this case no special
return was made ; but, if it was an error of
an official, as it must be, either at this end
or the other end of the writ, it was an error
of an officer, aind not in any shape or way
affecting the legal position of the life of this
pParliament. Now, surely nobody can con-
tend seriously, that any official, a returning
officer, or a Clerk of the Crown in Chan-
cery, or whoever is entrusted with the car-
rying out of the law laid down in that pro-
clamation, can for one moment slter the
life of this Parliament, can make another
date for the writ to be returnable, and can
absolutely ignore the directions of the pro-
ciamation, which, for the purposes of hold-
ing an election, are the absolute law whick
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is to guide him. Why, if a returning otﬁcerl
could hold the execution of a writ back until
3rd June, 1891, instead of having sent it
here by 25th April, he might hold it back
for one year, for two years, or ten years,
and the Parliament might last for five orl'
ten years, at the option of that individual.
If he can do it for a month and a half, he!
can do it for a year and a half ; therefore,
the thing is absclutely absurd. 1 would |
like tv kKnow if it can be seriously con-
tended, that the Governor General, in a. cuse
like that, where he found one of the writs
on 25th April had not been returned, if he
should keep on proroguing this Parliament
from time to time until that writ was sent
in by the returning officer. As my hon.
friend suggests, if he did prorogue Parlia-
ment for more than twelve months, it he
did not call a meeting of Parliament within
twelve months from the meeting of the last
session of the IIouse, he would be running
against another section of the British North
America Act; which would also be absurd.
Now, I do not know whether the House has
noticed it, but the Algoma return wuas not
the only one which was not before this
House on tie date this House met ; on 20th
April. the Chicoutimi return was not put in;
therefore, was the meeting of the 29th nuga-
tory by reasen of that. and was the meeting
of this House all the time a mere sham, be-
cause of another recurning officer’s delay ?

I have seen it stated in the press that the
position taken by the Ontario government
on a similar question was relied upon by
those who have argued that the duration of
this Parliament will not expire until 3rd
June. The position in that case was entirely
different from the present one. In the first
place. there was a special day fixed by pro-
clamation for holding the Algoma election
in August, whereas, the other elections were
to be held in February. It was contended
by Sir Oliver Mowat, and held by hor. mem-
bers of that legislature—I think preperly
held that in the case like that, from the
day of tbe return of the last writ. the
life of the legislature lasted for fou? years
under the special proclamation making the
Algoma writ returnible on a certain day
later than the other writs.

There is, Sir, another distinction betwepn
that case and this one. There was a special
Act of the Ontario legislature passed. pro-
viding specifically that no elections should
be held in Algoma at any time of the year
except between May and November. That
Act may, perhaps, have had the effect of ex-
tending the term of the icgislature beyot}d
four years, and if so, the provincial legis-
lature had a perfect right to do it. We have
no power to extend the life of this Parlia-
ment one day beyond the five years. The
provincial legislatures have power to do 8o :
they can alter, as we know, their constita-
tions in any matter except in regard to the
office of Lieutenant-Governor. They canr

abolish the Upper House, and extend th;

wa

term of the legislature, if they choose ; and
so the effect of the Ontario Act coupled
with the proclamation, was to do that
which they hgd the right to do. At all
events, the case of the provincial legislature
is entirely different from this case. Every
one in this country gives great weight to
the constitutional opinions held by Sir Oli-
ver Mowat. Only a few days ago, he was
asked by a member of the Ontario legisla-
ture a question which, if answered, com-
pelled him to give his opinion on the case
now before this House. and 1 think [ will
not weary the House if I read the remarks
which Sir Oliver Mowat is reported to have
made on that occasion. Sir Oliver Mowat,
in reply to the question asked, said :

His hon. frien1 must have had in hi§ mind the
time when he would occupy a position at Ottawa
similar to the one he now occupied. The gues-
ticn of privilege. which Mr. Whitney raised, was
one affecting the present House of (ommons,
and not the Ontario legislature. The question of
the duration of the Ontario legisiature in 1879
was not the same question as that effecting the
present House of Commoas, but the object of
Mr. Whitney was undoubtadly to get something
said here and now that would be of service to
his friends at Ottawa in their wish to make out
that the duration of the House of Commons did
not expire on the 26th of April ; but the two
cascs were entirely different as to the facts on
which they depended. The duration of either
body counted from the time of the writs being
returpable, not of their being actually returned.
The Ontario legislature sat within four years
after the last of the writs, nawmely, the writ for
Algoma, was returnable, and therefore within
tha time specified in the British North America
Act. On the other hand, the Dominion writs of
1891 were all returnable at the same time, and
five years from that time will expire, on the 26th
of April. That was not the only thing that
made the two casasg different. The Dominion
Parliament bhad no power to extend the term for
which the IHouse should endure, but the province
had power to extend the term for which the as-
sembly should endure, larger powers having
been granted to the provinces than to the Domi-
nion in that respect. There were severa! cther
material distinctions, but those mentioned showed
that the precedent of 1879 afforded no argument
for the House of Commons of the present year.
He had taken the opportunity of gtating this in
answer to Mr. Whitney, but the question was

not a matter of privilege in this House at the
present day.

What is the practical effect. of the conten-
tion that this Parliament lasts until 3rd
June ? If the term does not end until 3rd
Jumne, 1806, the first session of the seventh
Parliament was called into being oniy on 3rd
June, 1891, “for it shall continue for five
years and no longer.” If Parliament dies
on 3rd June, 1896, at the age of five years,
it must have been born on 3rd June. 1891,
The two hundred-odd members elected, who
assembled in this chamber on 29th april,
1891, were only a mob of gentlemen. The
Speaker chosen ¢on that occasion is no Speak-
er of the House of Commons, though the
Crown invited this body to elect a Speaker,
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and approved of his election after it took ! 1 have not heard advanced, it can be con-
place. He may be a chairman, perhaps, of ' tended that since the 3rd June. 1891, this
this assembly of gentlemen, but he is not a has been a valid Parliament although no
| Speaker was elected ; then, between the 25th

Speaker under the British North America

Act, because the 44th section of the Act

says :

The House of Commons, on its first assembling °

of April and the 3rd of June, 1891, there

“were any number of Biils read the first, and

after a general election, shall proceed with ail .

practicable speed to elect one of its members to
be Speaker.

If you, Sir, were not elected properly on
29th April, 1891, you have not been elected

at all, because you have not been elected

since, and I should be very sorry to think

that you were not Speaker in fact, but a; Lion
- terfere with it.

you were not elected. we had no Speaker, | by legislating for six sessions, has proven

usurper of your place and your dignities, 1f

" 20th

and whiag becomes of the meeting of Par-:

liament ?

Mr. OUIMET.
for ?

Mr. EDGAR. The hon. gentleman is not
now Speaker. and I do not suppose he will
have to return any of his indemnity as sal-
ary of Mr. Speaker. The British Nortli Am-
erica Act says :

What are you speaking

The Speaker shall preside at all meetings of
the House of Commons.

Now, Sir, if this Iouse was not a House at
all on the 25th of April. there was no Speaker
and the House was not organized, and dur-
ing all our meetings presided over by you,
Sir. we could pass no Reinedial Bill. or no
legislation whatever. Now. Nir, if you were
not duly elected at the proper time. what is
to beconme of all the writs of election which
were issued under your warrant ? Since
the 29th April. 1891, some sixty writs have
been issued under your warrant, Sir. Are
they all null and void ; and are the members
who have been elected. not elected at all ?
If, Sir, you were not elected by the House
of Commons duly assembled on the 20th of
“April, 1801, then, Sir. I believe you would
be bound to refund to the public treasury
the six years salary which you have drawn
from this country. 'And further, I would
draw the attention of the Deputy Speaker
to the fact, that if he were not duly elected
as chairman of the Committee of the Whole
on the 22nd of May, and if this House did not
exist until the 3rd of June. the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Bergeron) had no right to draw his
salary. I am sure the hon. gentleman will
be with us in resisting anything of that kind.

Mr. BERGERON. Then who will pay me
for the work I have done ?

Mr. EDGAR. Of course, it would be a
special hardship, considering the work the
hon. gentleman has done. I appeal to
the House as a whole, to rise above
party, because, Sir. if this is not a Parlia-
ment, we will all have to refund our indem-
nities. Mr. Speaker, is not that too horrible
" a thing to contemplate ? But, Sir, even if by
some curious hair-splitting argument, which

Mr. EDGAR.

s ture, and it c¢annot be interfered with.

the second time in this ‘House, and some
were read the third time, and of course they
would be invalid even if that partial conten-
tion would prevail. Now. Nir, it is said. that
this question may be referred to the Supreme
Court of Canada, to settle. Sir, Parlinment
has settled the question by meeting on the
April, 1891. Parlinment has settled
that question and no Supreme Court can in-
T «ay that this Parlinment

that it is a de facto and a de jure legisla-
To

annul the Acts of thisx Parliament, from the

20th of April to the present time would be
a revolution. Not only has this House of
Commons taken that ground by meeting and
going on with its business, but the Senate
met then, too, pursuant to the proclamation
of the Governor General, advised by practi-
cally the present (iovernment, who now wish
to throw some doubts upon the question. The
Senate also has taken part in attirming our
position in this regard. Has any Governor
in Council the right, the constitutional
right. to submit to any outside tribunal a
question like this—a great political question
of the first magnitude ? 1 say. that the Gov-
ernment as a committee of this House and
of this Parliameunt, has no right to do so.
and 1 believe. Sir. that this Parliament will
never so far forget its dignity as to consent
to it. I admit, that technically., under the
terms of the Supreme Court Act and the
amendments of 1891, the Governor in Council
may submit almost anything to that court.
But, supposing a reference were made of
this question, would the decision of that
court settle anything ? No, Sir. It would un-
settle everything. We know that the judg-
ment of that court in a case of this kind is
only an advisory judgment, and is not bind-
ing. Sir. what advice do we want on this
subject ? We have been advised on it. and
we have acted too long on that advice, to
ask for any one’s advice now. Then again,
how are the proceedings to obtain the
advisory judgment going to be carried
out ? There is a provision in the Act that
all interested parties should be - notified
of the hearing before the Supreme Court,
and are entitled to be heard also. Why. Sir.
the number of people interested in the legis-
lation of this Parliament is infinite ; co-
equal almost.with the population of the Do-
minion. How, between now and the next
few weeks is it possible to notify the parties
interested in the hearing of this question ?
And then, when would it be heard ? Could
it be heard in time to be effective, and will
the judgment be given immediately after
the hearing ? If we are going under the re-
ference in the Supreme Court Act, I would
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]
like to know whether this Parliament should'
not have the benefit of the advice of Her!
Majesty's Privy Council, to whom there is
an appeal in such cases. Every one knows:
that there is no time to get a hearing before
the Supreme Court and a judgment, and
much less is there time to get a revisory de-
cision of the lmperial Privy Council on the
question. This House has reason to know— |
it has come before their notice often—that:
Her Majesty's Privy Council does not al-!
ways, in constitutional questions, entirely
agree with the views of our Supreme Court. |
It is perfeetly clear that it never was intend- |
ed by the statute that this case should be.
heard without leave to appeal from the
judgment of the Supreme Court. But, 1 do
not think there is much fear of that ; be- |
cause, Mr. Speaker, 1 am perfectly satisfied,
that if a reference of that kind were mude
to the Supreme Court they would decline to
act. Apd why ? Because an intinite variety
of private rights are involved in the validity
or non-validity of the Acts of this Parlia-
ment, and litigation might arise, and would
be sure to arise before the courts of this
country. and the Supreme Court would have
to give decisions in cases of that kind. And |
a case has arisen already. 1 understand,
questioning the right of the sitting member
for Algoniii to sit and vote on grounds which ¢
would be involved in this proposed reference. |

Then, again. all the seats, more than sixty. |
for which vou. Mr. Speaker, issued warrants
for elections might be held to have been:
illegally occupied ; and what about the ac-
tions which might be brought against the
gentlemen who are usurping seats in this
Parliament under those improper warrants,
if they are improper ? Is there not there a
case for litigation, which the Supreme Court
would know of from the facts, and would
expect ? 1 find that the Supreme Court, in
an infinitely more trifling case than this, has
taken that ground. 1 find in Bourinot's
book, page 683, this statement in regard to
a reference to the judges of a private Bill
froin the Senate :

'
{
H
i

The judges in their report on the Bill excused
themselves from answering, on the ground that
it affected private rights which might come
before the court judicially.

I say, therefore, that it is impossible to
expect the Supreme Court to entertain this
reference for one moment.

But there is a simple way of settling this
matter. If this House of Commons has
doubts of the legality of its continuing to
sit after the 25th April, iS9%6—and I think
we all have—then the simplest way to set
those doubts at rest is for this House not
to sit after that date. What earthly object
can the Government have in view in sug-
gesting a reference of this question to the
Supreme Court ? If they did so, they would
take all the risk, the serious risk, of throw-
ing grave doubts upon our solemn Acts of
Parliament. They would do that simply for
the purpose of gaining a little time, if by

sActs of legislation,

chance they might get a technical decision
in their favour, so as to put off the appeal
to the people, which certainly has been long
enough delayed now. Having squeeczed six
sessions out of a five-year Parliawment, the
Government would seem to raise a legal
Guibble in order to prolong the sixth ses-
sion still further. Now, Nir, 1 say that no
doubt whatever exists as to the day of the
expiry of the life of this P’arliament being
the 25th of April next. 1 say that is the
plain reading of the statute law and of the
proclamations. 1 say that the actions of
the Crown support that view, not only in

the proclamations, but in  the calling
‘arliament  together, the meeting Parlia-

House to elect a
that Speaker, the

ment, the asking this
Speaker, the receiving

fissuing an Address to this Parliament, and

the sanctioning all the legislation of the
tirst and every other session of this Iarlia-
ment. 1 say that the Aects of the Crown,
as well as our own Acts of PParliament and
all our proceedings cannot have been idle.
We are not the people to admit that they
were idle and were not legal. No legisla-
ture in the world ever was asked to make
such an admission against its own solemn
Then I say that to ruise
even a doubt by such a reference would be
for the responsible advisers of the Crown
a politically criminal act, a most serious
outrage upon the constitution of the coun-
try.  And I say that the reference to the
Nupreme Court would be utterly nugatory,
at any rate, because they have no time to
determine it, because they would refuse to

i consider it on account of the private rights

involved, because there is no time for an
appeal to the Privy Council, and at least,
and last, because the decision, if they gave
one, would be only advisory, and would
still throw upon Parliament the responsi-
bility as to what should be done. For these
reasons, I sincerely hope that this matter
which the Government announce they have
under consideration, will be speedily drop-
ped. and that Parliament and the people
may not be asked to approve of the proposed
reference. I move, Sir, that the House do
now adjourn,

Mr. DICKEY. Mr. Speaker, the subject
which the lion. gentleman has raised is un-
doubtedly one of very great interest and
also of very great importance. I do not
propose, 2t this stage, to discuss the merits
of the matter, in the way of expressing any
opinion of my own upon it. It seems to
me that would be quite premature, in the
view I take of it. It is also quite clear,
Sir, from the hon. gentleman’s own argu-
ment, that the question he raises is purely
a question of law ; it is a question that de-
pends upon the construction of the consti-
tution, in view of certain facts which are
undisputed.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Parliamentary law.

Mr. DICKEY. It may involve parliament-
ary law, 8ir, but it is primarily a question
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of the construction of the British North:
America Act, in view of facts which, as
I say are undisputed. Now, Sir, the hon. gen-
tleman says there is no doubt about the law. !
The hon. gentleman is a practising barrister,
and I am quite sure he has engaged in very
many cases in his day in which he started
out with the same high hopes—nay, abso-
lute certainty—of the law heing in his favour
that he holds to-day in regard to this ques-
tion. but in which he found, when he got
to the higher courts, that unfortunately some .
small peint which he had overlooked. had -
upset his calculations, and the Iaw which
he supposed was without doubt turned our
to be in the opposite direction.  Nothing is
more certain than the glorious uncertainty
of the law : and any hon. gentleman on
either side of this House must. 1 am sure.
feel that there is great dithculty in his ar-
riving at an absolutely unbiassed opinion
upon a question like this, which is mixed
up more or less with politics, 1 confess'!
myself to feeling some difficulty in deciding
that any judgment I might offer on the mat-
ter would be quite unbiassed. 1 might sug-
gest to the hon, gentleman—not as adopting
them. but by way of conveying them to him
—some arguments that are put forward with
reference to this matter; and I may tell
him that I have kuowledge of a very wide- !
spread opinion in the profession to which
we both helong. as to the proper legal:
aspect of this question. The hon. gentle-
man would agree with those who hold the
opposite view to this extent, that if the
date of the Algoma election were mentioned
in the proclamation calling Parliament to-
gether. the life of this Parliament svould
date from the date of that return, which,
we will assume for the present, to be the
3rd of June. so that really the question at
issue is not a very large one.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I) Do I understand the
hon. gentleman to suggest that if all the
writs were made returnable on the 25th
April, with the exception of one writ, and
that, all the writs but one having been re-
turned on the 25th April, Parliament met,
but that the one not returned was made, for
local reasons, returnable a month later, the
period of parliamentary life would neverthe-
less begin to run from the return of the last
writ, although Parliament had met previ-
ously. :

Mr. EDGAR. I did not take into con-
sideration in any way the gquestion of Par-
liament having met or not before the return
of the last writ. If Parliament had not met
until after the last writ was returned, then
I admit it would be a very open question.
but that is not the case here at all.

Mr. DICKEY. The hon. gentleman asked
me the whole question in a nutshell, and I
have already declared that I have no inten-
tion of expressing an opinion myself on the
merits of the case. I am simply endeavour-
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ing to present some arguments which are
used. to my knowledge, by gentlemen in the
profession holding views opposite to those
which the hon. member for North Ontario

{(Mr. Edgar) holds. What I was proceeding
.10 say is that I think the hon. gentleman
~conceded with me that the date of the return
.of the writ means the actual date on which
;the writ was returned and would mean the
cdate on which the last writ was returned.
. That seems to me tolerably obvious, because

it is competent for this House to make writs
returnable when it chooses. It may make
these writs returnable one after the other
during the whole six months. It may group
1t may hold the
elections according to provinces ; and obvi-

;ously it seems to me that whatever is the
ceorrect definition of the return of the writ,

it must mean the return of the whole of the

, Writs or the return of the Iast writ, as other-
“wise yvour argument would be reduced to

thix, that the life of Parlinment should count

.from the date of the return of the majority

of the writs,
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.L) You might take the

~date when the writs are returnable as the

date from which to count.

Mr. DICKEY. With reference to that. it
is argued that the date of the return of the
writs is not equivalent to the return day of
the writs—that it does mean the day
upon which, as a matter of fact. the writs
were returned. Now comes the question
upon which the hon. gentleman raised, and
that is the distinction which exists between
this case and the Ontario case of 1879. In
the Ontario case of 1879, the writ for Algoma
was returnable by proclamation at a date
subsequent to the date fixed for the return
of the writs of all the rest of the counties.
In the present case all the writs by procla-
mation were returnable by the 25th April.
Now, the argument made. whatever it may
be worth—and it is of such a character as to
convince many gentlemen of the profession
—is that section 14 of the Elections Act gives
the returning officer for certain districts,
Algoma amongst them, a statutory time
within which to make the return; and the
question is whether the Governor General,
by fixing a date for the return of the writ
of Algoma instead of the date within which
the return might be made under the statute,
can limit the discretion of the returning
officer at Algoma and limit the time which
the statute allows him within which to make
his return. The returning officer for Algoma,
when a writ is placed in his hands, has a
certain time fixed by statute within which
he may exercise his discretion in making
the return of his writ. 1Tn the present in-
stance, the returning officer for Algoma and
the returning officer for Chicoutimi took
that view of their duty in the elections of
1891, exercised their statutory right under
section 14 of the Act, and made their procla-
mations legally, unless the Governor Gen-
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I
eral’s proclamation bound them to such|
dates as brought their return on, we xnll
say, the 3rd June.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).
writs issued to them ?

Mr. DICKEY. I am not in a position to?
give the hon. gentleman the dates.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).
turnos on that.

Mr. DICKEY. So that independent of the
proclamation ordering the issue of the writs,
there is no doubt the action of the return-
ing oflicer in Algoma was perfectly regular
and legal. Now comes the question whether
the prerogative of the Crown, referred to in
section 3, with regard to the fixing of the re-
turn day of the writs, is or is not a limit
with regard to certain named writs in those
constituencies in which the time allowed for
returning may be longer than the return day
of ordinary writs. The hon. gentleman said
that if the returning officer could bold back
a writ for a month. he could hold it back for
a year. But I do not think that that conten-
tion can bhe successfully made because the
time within which the Algoma returning
officer can hold back the return of his writ
is strictly fixed by the terms of section 14.
which gives him certain rights. The whole
question has arisen from the fact that the
Algoma returning officer accepted the statu-
tory instruction instead of the instruction
under the proclamation. Now, the hon. gen-
tleman suggests that if another instruction
than that fixing the expiry of this Parlia-
ment on the 25th April were adopted it
would render nugatory a large portion of the
Acts which we have passed, including Mr.
Speaker, your own election. It is argued, on
the other hand. that that is not a necessary
conclusion. The question whether Parlia-
ment can act before all the writs are in, is
one which must be decided separately and
according to Parliamentary law. The de-
“¢ision of that question would settle whether
or not Parliament met legally when it met
the 29th April, 1891. But the decision as to
what is the day from which the five years
begins to run against Parliament is another
question. Supposing the British North
America Act said that Parliament should
continue for five years from the last date of
the year in which it is elected, namely, from
the 31st December of the year in which it is
elected, Parliament would then last more
than five years and would be capable of do-
ing business more than five years.

Mr. EDGAR. It says five years and no
longer.

Mr. DICKEY. Quite so; but it would sit
no longer than five years from the end of the
calendar year. If the British North- America
Act said that Parliament shall continue for
five years from the day it is elected and no
longer, you would have a Parliament which
would endure more than five years,

When were the:

The whole point

but which would be subject to the
limited statutory existence to be fixed
‘on the proper construction of the statute.
That Parliament may legally have met and
| transacted business before the day of the
return of the last writ; but that when you
come to determine the period for which the
British North America Act is enacted, you
must take the day of the return of the last
writ, and calculate from that, five years, the
legality of the Parliament before that date
being settled by other considerations alto-
gether. As I said. 1 do not propose, at pre-
sent, to express an opinion on either branch
of the case which the hon. gentleman has
read. A great many in this country look
upon this as a purely legal matter; they
look upon it as a question which they would
like to see withdrawn from party considera-
tions, the question they would like to see
discussed somewhere upon  absolutely
straight legal principles, and settled wupon
that basis. It is for that reason that a
great deal may be said in favour of referring
the question for the opinion of an entirely
independent court. It is quite true that the
opinion of the Supreme Court would not be
final. nor would it necessarily, as. of course,
every hon. gentleman knows. in a case like
this. be a decision which would be acted
upon as a matter of course. But the ques-
tion that would arise on this case. by re-.
ferring to the Supreme Court, would be
whether the House which is a political
body should. in this case, take from its cog-
nizance a matter which iz a pure matter of
Iaw. and leave it to the courts to deal with.
That would be a question that would come
up if this proposition were made to the
House. 1 do not know that, in the present
aspect of the case, it is necessary for me to
say any more than this: That, however
strong any hon. gentleman may feel him-
self upon this question—and however posi-
tive he may feel that there is but one view
of the law, and that the one he takes. I
can assure hon. gentlemen. from my own
knowledge in my own department. there are
grave differedces of opinion among gentle-
men very high up in the legal professxon
throughout the Dominion.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentle-
man says this question should be consider-
ed entirely apart from party. I agree with
that view. This is a legal question, but it
is, in my opinion, purely a question of par-
liamentary law, and, because it is a ques-
tion of parliamentary law, it is not a pro-
per question to refer to the courts. The
courts do not pretend to undertake to con-
strue parliamentary law ; they take the con-
struction of the law of Parliament from Par-
liament itself. Now, the hon. gentleman has
also referred to the provisions of the statute
relating to the Algoma election, and says
that it is upon the construction of that
statute that the returning officer acted, and
not upon the proclamation. Now, Mr.
Speaker, I would say this with regard to
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the matter the hon. gentleman has raised :

It is the statute of William I1II. that is in

force in this country with regard to elec-

tions, and that statute assumes that the
writs will be issued forthwith, and that the
parties who are entrusted with the issue of

those writs will discharge their duty in that

regard. The issue of the writs was on the .
4th of February. How is it that the

whole of that time elapsed. from the +th
February until 18th April. before the nom--
inations took place ? Was that due to the:

action of the returning officer. or was it due

to some misconduct of some other officer. or-

to the neglect of the Government that has
divested certain officers of the functions of
returning officers, and taken the law into
its own hands ¥

Mr. DICKEY. The hon. gentleman ad-
mits. 1 suppose. that it was strictly within
the time allowed by the statute—

Mr. MILILS (Bothwell). No.

Mr. DICKEY—setting aside the proclama-

tion ?
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I wish to eall the

hon. gentleman’s attention to this fact—that .

the nomination was within the period, but
the election was held on the 1Sth of May,
and the writ itself had expired on the 25th
of April.

Mr. DICKEY. Under the proclamation.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).

clamation, the writ has no vitality and no:
25th of April, and, that :

legal life after the
being so, the hon. gentleman will see that
the quotations he makes from the statute,
or rather the references that he makes to
the statute, are altogether
If that writ had been issued in proper form

at the proper time ; if the Government had :
advised the Governor General as to the ad- .

visability of appointing a returning officer.

as its duty was, and the Clerk of the Crown
in Chancery had had made known to him at:
the proper time who was the returning'
officer. so as to issue that writ to him, it:

was possible to conform with the statute,
and still keep within the proclamation.

Why did the returning officer disregard the

maximum time allowed by the proclama-
tion ?

ministration here failed in their duty to the

public witr -egard to this election. Then.

Sir, there » more than that. I say. that be-
ing so, here was an election held, here was
a return made when there was no writ au-
thorizing it ; therefore, that return was im-
proper and void. There can be no doubt
with regard to that.

Now, let me call the attention of the House
to some provisions of the law with regard to
this matter. The primary provision of the
law is a very ancient onme. it is chapter 14
;)f Magna Charta, a part of which is as fol-
ows :—

A3

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). ,

Tnder the pro-:

inapplicable.

It must have been that either the:
Administration. or some officer of the Ad-:

1
]

And besides, we will cause to be summoned
in general by our sheriffs and bailiffs, all those
i who hold of us in chief, at a certain day, that
'is to say at the distance of forty days (before
their meeting), at the least, and to a certain
i plac? ; and in all the letters of summons, we
: will express the caus2 of the summons ; and, the
. summons thus made, th2 business shall proceed
;on the day appointed, according to the counsel
of those who shall be present, although all who
Lave been summoned have not come.

- Now, under that provision there must be
“an opportunity for every member to be re-
‘turned. An election cannot be held, under
that provision of Magna Charta, within forty
days. If it is held within that time, and it
has been held in England and here, it is an
improper return, and the member is not en-
- titled to sit. But if all the members do not
put in an appearance. having had an op-
portunity of being returned within the time
allowed by law, Parliament may sit. But.
" Sir, if there has been any election, the writ
“for which expired after the date at which
Parliament has been called, if there has
been any attempt on the part ot the Crown,
“upon the advice of the Ministers, to call
-Parliament at an earlier date than the day
on which the last writ is returnable, then
that calling is an illegal summoning of Par-
“liament. That was held in the case of
James Monk, in February. 1820. 'This mat-
‘ter was referred to a committee of the
| House, and the committee reported upon it.
‘The member had been elected within the

. time which the law allowed. and the com-
mittee states as follows :(—

{  That it is the opinion of this committee, that,
! according to the proclamation of His Honour
i the President and Administrator of the Govern-
ment of this province——

; That is the Province of Quebec.

" —bearing date the 9th day of February last,
‘ the representation of this province is not as yet
: complete, inasmuch as the day fixed by the said
: proclamation as the return day of the writ of
election for the county of Gaspé is not yet ar-
! rived.
! Resolved, That it is the opinion of this com-
i mittee that the writ of election for the county
of Gaspé being dated 22nd February last, and
returnable on the 11th of the month of April
I inst., is contrary to the said proclamation, and
i to the Provincial Act of the 42nd year of the
. reign of His Majesty George III., chapter 3.
Resolved, That it is the opinion of this commit-
, tee that, according to the enactments of the Act
of the Parliament of Great Britain, of the 3ist
' year of His Majesty George 111., chapter 31, in-
i tituled : ** An Act to repeal certain parts of an
+ Act passed in the 14th year of His Majesty's
i reign, intituled : ‘ An Act for making more effec-
{ tual provisioa for the Government of the pro-
vince of Quebec, in North America, and to make
further provision for the Government of the said
province,” >’ this House is incompetent and can-
not proceed to the despatch of business.

Now, there is a determination of this ques-
tion by a former legislature of Quebec, that
until the period of time expired fixed by the
last proclamation, there can be no regular
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or legal meeting of Parliament. Let me call
the hon. gentleman’s attention to this, that
it is not the period when, as a matter of
fact, the last writ is returned, but the per-
jod fixed in the proclamation for the return
of the writ, that determines the question.
Why, it could not be otherwise. How comes
this House together * By what authority
does it meet ? Why, it meets by authority
of the Crown. Tkis House is sitting here
as a council of state for the purpuse of ad-
vising the Crown. The Crown has called
it together for that purpose.; the Crown
fixes the time when it shall meet ; it states
that date in the proeclamation ; and that
proclamation having fixed a day for the re-
turn of all the writs. the hon. gentleman
cannot go behind that legal fact. that impor-
tant constitutional fact. upon which the
very existence of Parliament itself depends,
for the purpose of determining and fixing
in some other way when Parliament shall
legally begin to exist. TL.ook at the facts.
Mr. Speaker. in this case. This House is
the judge of its own privileges. and. as such,
it decides when its life began. Now. the
Crown assumes that this House legally be-
gan to exist, and that this Parliament be-
gan its legal life. on 25th April. when the
writs were made returnable.  When Parlia-
ment met on 29th, it met at the command of
the Crown. It was summoned here for the
purpose of deliberating upon such matters
as the Crown chose to submit to it, and
such other matters as the publie interest
called for. Well, I say this House is estop-
ped from inquiring whether it had a legal
existence at that moment; the Crown is
estopped from making an inquiry, from the
fact that the Crown called this House to-
gether for the purpose of transacting public
business. Then, with these facts before us.
how is it possible that the hon. gentleman
can refer to some neglect of duty. some
failure in the discharge of duty. either by
the advisers of the Crown or by some
officer of the Crown. whose misconduct is
zoing to override the proclamation of the
Governor General, and fix another date than
that which the Governor General by that
proclamation has fixed ? Why, if he can do
that. the tenure of our life would be ex-
tremely uncertain. The hon. gentleman un-
dertakes to say. that this Parliament may
exist. as a matter of law, for a longer per-
fod than five years.

Mr. DICKEY. No.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Well, then, what
does his illustration mean ?

Mr. DICKEY. I suggested that as an ar-
gument made by others.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell. He, therefore.
suggested it as a legal interpretation of this
clause of the British North America Act.

Mr. DICKEY. Not as my own view of it.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Whether it be the
hon. gentleman’s view or not, he suggested
it as a possible view. Now, the hon. gentle-
man gives, as an illustration, the fact, that
the five years might have been made to be-
gin and run, say, from 31st December, Sup-
posing that were so, it would not be a period
of five years and no longer, because the
very terms the hon. gentleman has employed
for the purpose of expressing a hypotheti-
cal proposition, are terms which would
make the period five years, plus all that
portion of the first year that had not yet
expired, the year in which the election oc-
curred. Well, that is embraced in addition
to the five years, that time is embraced in
the statement made by the hon. gentleman
himself ; and, if that were embraced in the
statute. it would always be a period of
more than five years. reckoning from 31st
December. That would be a new provision,
altogether different from the language con-
tained in the British North America Act.
Now, the British North Awmerica Act says
that the life of Parliament shall begin from
the period of the return of the writs. I say
that expression “ return of the writs,” has
in parliamentary law received a well known
and settled interpretation: it means the
time from which the last writ by the Royal,
proclamation is made returnable. It does’
not mean anything else. You do not go be-
hind that fact. That, I say. is a well-settled
principle of parliamentary law. Well, that
being so, we look at the proclamation to see
when these writs are returnable, and that
is the time when the life of Parliament be-
gins ; and from that time Parliament, by
the provision of the law, is to continue and
exist for a period of five years. and no
longer. There is nothing more than five
years. you cannot protract it either beyond
the expiry of the five years, nor can you
supplement the period by adding something
at the beginning. There is no provision in
the statute by which that can be done ; and
that being so. there is nothing in the law
which will permit Parliament to begin at
any other period than that which is named
in the proclamation. Now, formerly, before
1878, the practice had existed here of fixing
different periods of time for the return of
the writs from different constituencies, and,
under a regulation of that sort, of course.
no Parliament could exist until the last
writ was made returnable, not being re-
turned. as a matter of fact, before the lgst
period fixed in the proclamation for the re-
turn of a writ. That fixed the period when
Parliament began to exist. But you have
no existence of Parliament before. and you
could not call a session. you could not under-
take to transact public business, nor could
Parliament proceed to the election of a
Speaker—none of those things which you
have done in this case, could have been
done until the last writ was returned or re-
turnable under the proclamation. Now.
what has been done since 1878 ? There has
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been a uniform period; you have under-|Judicial Committee of the Privy Council was
taken to make a sufficiently long period be-|of: a different opinion, what would be our
" tween the issue of the writs and the return | position ? Why should the question be
of the writs under the proclamation, that |raised here at all ? ‘We cannot afford to
all these exceptional cases might be em- have any doubt as to the period of time
braced. That is what you have done. You':at which this Parliament expires. We can-
have given adequate time for the compli-|not afford to have you, Mr. Speaker, sitting
ance of every provision of the writ to which | jn the Chair after this Parliament has ex-
the hon. gentleman has referred ; and, if 4 |pired ; we cannot afford to transact public
returning officer has received a writ, and he | husiness after that time. There is no ques-
is unable to hold a writ under the provisions | tion that this period under the Act is abso-
of the statute before the period of the re-|jutely certain; and taking the period most
turn expires, then the election cannot be | unfavourable to the continuance of the life
held, there can be no election. The hon.|of this Parliament, I say, beyond that period
gentleman will see that no other comstruc-: this Parliament should not sit, and before
tion-of that law is possible and capable of | that period arrives this Parliament should
being reconciled with the settled rules and | pe dissolved. That, Sir. is the principle of
usages of Parliament. Now, I notice one| parliamentary law applicable to this case,
or two things which show that the returns ! and I do not think that this is a question
of writs have been in some cases irregular.  which ought to be referred to the Supreme
For instance, there are a number of old: Court’ or that whevre there is any doubt any
statutes, which any hon. gentleman can 100k ' gction should be taken after the period men-
up for himself, that are still in force, with | tioned has expired.
regard to Algoma., and with regard to Chi-
coutimi, Saguenay and Gaspé, where the; Mr. MARTIN. I do not rise, Mr. Speaker,
period is made longer by statute within:to discuss the very interesting and import-
which the return should be made, than the | gnt question before the House, but I rise
period fixed by the proclamation. Now, the!to enter my protest against any question of
last proclamation was eighty-six days. and | this kind consuming the time which belongs
there are at least four constituencies in this | to private members. We have on the Notice
country where the period is beyond eighty-| Paper forty-six matters under Notices of Mo-
six days ; and, if you look at the words of | tions, nearly all of which are contentious
the Magna Charta, and look at the two or;matters. nearly all of which are matters
three English cases that have arisen under ; which different private members desire to
that statute, the Knaresborough case, and | bring before the House as being matters
some others, and this case of Mr. Monk. in | mainly interesting to their own particular
Quebec, in 1820. you will see, that the rule | constituents, it is true. But one of
recognized is. that you must observe the the rights and duties of the members,
minimum time, and you cannot hold a valid | private members, is to bring matters
election within the period fixed by that|of this kind before the House, and
minimum. it is the only way they can do so. The in-
At the time the elections were held in 1891 ‘ teresting and important question debated
there were four or six elections held within | here this afternoon is one that should be
the minimum period fixed by the law. This.  brought up on a Government day, beciause
Sir. only goes to show how very important it js a matter not affecting private members,
it is that the Minister of Justice or some | but the constitution of this House. Accord-
other member of the Government should im- | ing to the views of many hon. gentlemen,
mediately andertake to look at these old sta- | the term of this Parliament will expire on
tutes and to reconcile the provisions of the |25th of April. We know the Government
law as it is necessary to administer it with | find it necessary every session, as the ses-
the proclamation to be issued and the period ! sion grows older, to take private members’
of time fixed for the holding of these elec- | days for Government business. Under the
tions. But altogether apart from that phase ! most fortunate circumstances, we cannot ex-
of the subject. looking at the question raised | pect to have many more private members’
. by the hon. member for West Ontario (Mr. | days. and as a member who has several
Edgar), there is no doubt whatever that: matters of a very special importance to my
the period for which this Parliament was ‘own constituents, and to my own province
elected begun on 25th April. 1891, and will |and to the west generally. to bring before
expire on 25th of April of the present year.:the House, I protest against a discussion
This is not a matter on which we can af- . like this, which is likely to be a long dis-
ford to have any doubt. Why should this cussion, and likely to elicit the opinions
question go to the Supreme Ceourt ? It is ;of many members, taking up time when the
not a question that should be referred to!opportunity for considering private mem-
that court. It is not a question of common | pers’ business will probably not come to
law or equity or ordinary constitutional private members. Last Monday, unfortu-
law, it is a question relating to the constitu- | nately, we had a long discussion on another
tion of Parliament itself. More than that. | question. The first order on Monday was
Suppose the Supreme Court was mistaken private Bills, and we had a long discussion
in the view it announced, and suppose the 'on the motion of the hon. member for West-

Mr. MILLS (Botawell).
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morcland@ (MMr. Powell) with respect to the
Cuignecto Marine Ship Railway. That dis-
cussion practically occupied the whole day,
but as it came up regularly 1 cannot object
to it. 'T'his, however, is a disecussion which
should have taken place on a Government
day. At the present time the Government
have four days out of five in the week. and
surely cnough time could be spared from
the Government days to diseuss such im-
portant questions without trenching on the
time which should be oceupicd Ly privatc
memiers in discussing inmportint questions
on the Order paper. forty-six in vuwber,
under the head of Notices of Muotion,

More than that, there are o less than
thirty items under the head of IPublic Bills

and Orders, which could very weoll occupy -
the time of a Monday ipstead of the sabject

now under debate. It s most

qere die than they now recgive,
of the titne given to them beinz abridgod
by special subjects being brougit formvard
for discussion cn privite members” day. the

time should Le enlarged, because some ot
by
private

tiie most valuable legishition enacied
Parliawent has heen  carried by

members, who have introduced public Bills.
Under the pressure of Governuient business
it bas become almost impossible for private

membeors to reach the orders standing in
their name. There iz a2 public Bill standing
in ths name of the member for West As-
iniboia (Mr. I>avin), and a similar Bill stand-
ing iy owa name, to wmend the North-

west Territories Representation \c¢t and to:
remove very serious defects in the law. and ;
if these defects are to be removed before
the wext general election, some measure of :

this character must be carried through the

House. For these reasons, and without de-:

siring to occupy the time of the House, !

have endeavoured briefly to state why 1,
think it most improper for i motion of this:

charvacter to be moved by a private mem-
ber on private members’ day, and 1 am very
strongly impressed with the necessity of

private members being allowed greater op- .

portunity to bring forward important ques-
tions.

Sir CHARLIES TUPPER. I hope the hon.
member for West Ontario Mr. Edgar) will
take due note of the observations which have
just fallen from the hon. member for Win-
nipeg (Mr. Martin), which T may say 1 do
not quite regard in the light presented by
that hon. gentlemar. No doubt, this is a
question of very great importance iundeed.
and certainly the Government entertain no
objection to its being raised by hon. gen-
tlemen opposite. It is not a party question
in any sense of the word, but it is one in
which every hon. member is interested as
being desirous that the wisest and best con-
clusion should be arrived at. The Govern-
ment will consider this matter promptly,
in view of the opinions expressed by both
sides of the House, and arrive at a conclu-
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that jrublie Bills and orders should receive!
Instead |
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sion, which they will state to the House at
ra very early day.

Mr. WELDON. Before the Government
make up their minds, in view of The argu-
ments addresscd to the House, 1 will make
a further argument on the question brought
before our attentior. by the hon. member for
West Ontario (Mr. Edgan), and 1T will have
due regard to the protest entered Ly the
hon. member for Winnipeg, because I will
occupy less time in making my argument
than he consumed in entering his protest.
Had I not been greatly impresseidl by the
statement made by the Minister of Justice.
: that his department had advised with bur-
risters of eminence at thie bars of the differ-
i ent provinces who expressed opinions con-

: tradictory. I would have ventured to sav.
‘ Mr. Speaker, that section 50 of the British
North America Act was, at all events. in
the vital part of it, a very clear section.
There are two parts in that seetion.  One
it seems to me, in unequivoeal language

declares the maximum length of Par-
liaanent. There is another part of the sec:

tion not quite so clear, declaring when ilhe
parliamentary term begins. Section 70 states,
. however. that the maximum length of Par-
liament is five years aud no longer. It secms
to me, that it is not even arguable that Par-
“liament can sit longer than five years. On
- the other part of the elause. as to when that
five years term begins, there may be arcu-
ment. but we are estopped in a sense by our
own action. We certainly bezan to wmake
laws on the 29th of April. 1891. How then
possibly. can we hold that we can exercise
i levislative powers after the 2S8th day ot
April. 1896 ? On the other phase of the ques-
: tion, T think there is some ground for argu-
ment, although the argument seems to me
to be very strongly in favour of the view
taken by the hon. member (Mr. Edgar).. 1
merely rise. Sir, to express the strong view.
; that this Parliament began to live on the
- 25th day of April, 1891, and will die by the
roperation of the law on the 24th day of
April, 1896.

' Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I) Since this question
‘ has beer first bruited. 1 bhave given some
consideration to it, and I frankly confess,
that had it not been for the remarks made
by my hon. friend the Minister of Justice
(Mr. Dickey), I would not believe the ques-
tion was capable of doubt at all. T have the
greatest respect for his legal opinion, and if
he had committed himself to a legal opinion
adversely to the one which 1 entertain. T
would have some doubt as to whether 1 was
right or not. But. I watched the hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Dickey) very carefully. and 1
saw he was very careful net to identify him-
self in any way, with any of these nnknown
gentlemen who entertain a doubt on the con-
struction of this Act. Now, the hon. zentle-
man of course said that which we all know :
That there is a glorious uncertainty about
the law. Well, that does not amount to any-

REVISED BEDITION.
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thing. There is a glorious uncertainty about
the decisions on points of law here and there,
but there are many questions about which
there is no douvbt ; and on which there can-
not Le any reasonable doubt. The question
here is. not wheth:r any very acute lawyer
can suggest a possibility of doubt, but. whe-
ther reasonable men bringing their trainedd
intellects to bear upon the seetion which
govern this Act, can entertain any reason-
abie doubt upon the matter at all. In coming
to a conclusion upon the marter. 1T think it
well to look at two or three of the sections

of the British North Ameriea Act, which
more or less bear upon the subject. In the

first pliace, from the provisions of the British
North America Aet we must try and evolve
if we ean, a corrveet idea ot whar the scheme
of gevernment is. We have it 1aid down in
the 20th section : that there must be a ses-
sion of Parliament once. at least. every year,
So that, it is not in the power of the Crown.
even if the Crown desires to do s0. to leayve
the country without an existiney House ot
Commons for any time. They mnmust call
Parliament once every twelve months at
least. and the country is =ecured in that
sense from any excercise of improper power
on the pirt of the Crown or its representa-
tive. Now, who is to call the House toge-
ther., The 3Sth section says:

The Governor General shall from time to time,
by an instrument under the great seal, sunimon
and call togeihier the House of Commons.

The House of Commons. we all know, is a
constituent part of the Parliament, but the
other parts of the Parliament remain, while
the House of Commons comes and goes and
the Goevernor General is 1o call us together.
Now. when is there a House of Commons
constituted ? It is not pecessary to have 215
members to constitute a House of
mons.
members cannot he got together.
Charta expressly provides that it shall not

summonred to attend. in order to make =1
legal House of Commons : but the British

[COMMONS]
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to reasonable doubt: That the British

" North America Act in the 50th scetion, did

not contemplate several days {or the retarn
of the writs. It contemplated that the
Governor General in excreising his statua-
tory prerogative of issuing the writs for an
election, should make one return day. Lt
does not say that therc shall be * days ” for
the return of the writs. It says. that the
House of Commons shall coutinue ror tive
years—from what ? From the “day " of the
return of the writs. That. 10 my mind, indi-

cates that the intention of the law was:
That the Governor General in issuing his
proclamation for the writs, should ifix a

single day for them all, and as a nuitter of
fact that is the praetice. That is what he
did in this case. If that coustruction of the
law is correct, then the day for the return
of the writs is a tixed period about which
there can be no doubt, and the tive years
term runs from that period. :ind expires of
course at a time about which tliere can be no
possibility of doubt. It says:

For five years and no longer.

That sets it rest the guostion, whether by
any possibility, there can be a period of time
longor than the five years Jduring whieh the
House of Commons could sit. Now, then.
that is evidently intended to be definite.

-There ix no doubt at all te my mind, that

Com-

There may bhe many reasons why 215

Magna .

"in our said Dominion,

be pecessary for ail the burgesses who are | date the 4th day of February inst.. and be re-
- turnable on the 25th day of April next.

North Ameriea Act comes in and solves any |

doubt. and states the law so clearly that
there can be no doubt about it. The 48th
sectien of the Act says:

The presence of at least 20 members of :he
House of Cecuimnons shali be necessary to con-
stitute a meeting of the House for the exercise
of ils powers.

So that other things being equal, and subject

to some exceptions, if you have 20 members

of the House of Commons appearing in an-
swer to the proclamation of the Governor
General after the return of the writs, yoa
have a House of Commons competent to ex-
ercise all the powers which the House of
Commons can exercise under the constitu-
tion ; and then we come to the section which
the hon. member for Albert (Mr. Weldon)
has just read. Now, I humbly submit this
to the House. as a thing which is not open

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.1)

the draughtsman intended to fix a detinite
time from which the period should begin to
run. ! humbly and respectiully =ubmit. that
he has done so, when he declares that the
five years shall run from the day of the re-
turn of the writs—plaral for * writs.* singzu-
lar for © day.” Whai took pla:-e, as a matter
of fact ¥ The Governor General issued his
proclamation. and I find that in thar procla-
mation dated the 3rd day of Februury. he
says :

I have this ‘ay given orders for issuing our
writs in due form for the calling of Parliament
which writs are to bear

So that every one of the writs I'or the elee-
tion which was to be held in 1831, was to
bear date the 4th day ot Feihruary, and
every one of the writs had a uniform return
day, viz., the 25th of April. That is pracii-
cally in conformity with the express words
of the section aud the spirit of the seetion.
so that we have not oniy a law Iaving down
what ought to be done. not only a law fixing
the definite day from which the five years
ought to run. but we have the Governor
Gzeneral issuing his proclamation pursuant
to the statute fixing an identical day for the
return of each and every of the writs. How
can there be a doubt ? It the Governor Gen-
eral had been advised to make a different re-
turn day. and if there were different return
days in the writs. there migzht be some possi-
bility of doubt suggested. But when tha
British North America Act says that the
five years shall run from the day of the re-
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turn of the writs, and the day of the return Commons, and the absence of one member
of the writs is fixed definitely on a particular did not affect the. power of the House of
day. and the elections are helid pursuant to Commons to exercise its functions as such.
that. and Parlinment meets on the 20th of His election, 1 hold, xs_\'(ud._ if held after the
April afterwards. where does the possibility 2.’:)111 day of .Aprxl. That is a question t()l:
of doubt come in ? I have never heen able him alone ; it does not affect the power of
to see it. But. some hon. gzentlemen say: this House. Then the hon. ge_ntlcm.:m re-
Oh. well. one of the gentlemen to whom a fers to the return of the elections for thg
writ was issied did not hold the election. three constituencies of Algoma. Gaspé
What then? The election is void. is it pot? and Cariboo. I would suggest. in auswer,
What authorizes him to hold the «leetion. th:‘nt the discretion vo._%ted in tlge returning
and what gives the returning  otierr any otlicer must be exercised wirhin the time

poewer at all ? Nothing more nor 'ess than the writ is returnable. That time limits
the writ under the great seal which he re- the exercise of his discretion. 1n discussing
enives from the Governor General. * this question with my learned friends on

this side, [ have never had any doubt on

Mr. HAZEN. The statute. “that point. Of course, some ingenious coun-

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I) The statute does sel may suggest a doubt in some way or

mit <‘.’ive him any power ~other. So far. 1 am pleased to see that the
& GRS :

i ) ) ) L - Minister of Justice has not committed him-
Mr. HAZEN. It gives bhim authoriiy. self in any way to the existence of a doubt.

Mr. DAVIES (P.EI) Tbe statute dues 3 ITAZEN. It seems to me that the
not give him a single particle of POWEL. hon., gentleman does not attach enough
Mr. A. or Mr. B. the returning oilicer. 18 un- \vojeht to sections 14 and 16 of the Act re-
known to the statute. The statute aw'hor- ¢pocring elections of members of the House
izes the Governor General to issue the Writ. of Commons. These sections. taken to-
and the writ confers the authority, and the .ather. seemn to me to make it clear that in
only authority on the returning otficer. And. ihe distriets of Cariboo, Alzoma and Gaspé,
when the writ expires. the authority ceases. (he returning oflicer ¢an hold the election at
and the returning officer has no nmore power any time he pleases, provided he holds it
to act a day after the expiration of his within eighty days of the time he receives
authority, thau { have. If he holds the elec- the writ : and it makes no difference when
tion after the time mentioned in the writ kas rthe other writs are returned.

expired. the electicn is clearly void. Mr. DAVIES (P.E.L) My argument simply

Mr. HAZEN. There is no time mentisned is that thc_‘ discretion exercised by the re-
in the writ at all. turning otticer there must be limited by the
~ e _ time fixed for the return of the writs.
Mr. DAVIES (T.E.L) I'he hon.  oen-

says sre is no time mention-  Mr. HAZEN. I understand the hon. gen-

ggm?:ll ?111? st'tll':t But the hon. gen-. tlgman‘s argument ; but it Seemws to me that
tleman has not followed my argument . this statutory power overrides any discre-
at all, because 1 have pointed out tion that may be vested in the Governor
that the proclamation issued by the Govern-; General.  The statute clearly means that
or General under the statute fixed the date the returning otficer may extend the time
when the writs must be returned, and the; for the holding of the election after he re-
date for the return of the writ for Algoma | ceives the writ, in those districts. provid-
was the 25th day of April. Of course. that * €d he does not extend it beyond eighty
is not repeated on the face of the writ as days. In the case of Algoma, the returning
the return day. because that was mentioned . oflicer did exercise his discretion, and did
as the day Parliament was to be summoned. , 00t hold the election before the 25th of
Now, Parliament could not be summoned  APIil, but held it on a much later date. That
until after that day. - being the case, and taking the language of
° . . isection 50 of the British North America Act,

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. YoU | \thich says that * overy House of oa ot
are assuming that the day of the return iS: ghqail continue for five vears from the day
the return day. of the return of the writs.” I think it is open
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I) I say that the Gov-, to argument to say .thflt that means the re-
ernor General fixed the 25rh of April as the; turn of the last writ. It is not the return
day when the writs should be returnable, and | day of the writ, but the actual day on which
after the 25th of April it was not competent th? writ is retm:ngd. I do not want to give
for any returning offier to hold an election, | thiS as an opinion to the House, but it
If any returning officer did not hold an clec- | Seems to me that the matter is very fairly
tion until after that date, that could not pre- | open to legal argument. This being a ques-
vent Parllament meeting and doing business. | tion of law, it seems to me that this House
If twenty members were returned. under the | IS Dot a very satisfactory tribunal to decide
British North America Act. it was compe- | it. If we can get a decision on the question
tent for the Gover®r General to call them | from the Supreme Court. that would be
together, and they would have full power to | much more satisfactory, because it wounld
perform all the functions of the House of | be a decision absolutely free from any party
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bias, which might nor be said of the conclu-

sion te which this Parliament might come.

Mr. MILLS (Rathwell).  The election
courts have decided against that view in re-
gard to Gaspé.

Mr. HAZEN, Will the hon. genudeman
give me the case in which they have sv de-
cided ?

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPI'ER. 1
would iike to make a few observations ou
this question, Lecause one hon. gentleman
who expressed an opinivu upon it referred
to those holding a different opinion as not
beiny known—us these whose paines were
not before the House or the country. 1
have no lhesitation in saying that I have a
very strong opinion myself as to the settle-
ment of one part of this gquestien, while the
other part gives me a good deal of ditlicalty.
We ma) have bad a right to weet on the
209th of April, 18491, as we did ;@ bhut what-
ever the scttlement of that question may be.
I am not able to see how hoil gentlemen
conclude that it settles the other guestion
as 10 how long this Parlinment lasts. The
very section that seems to lead some hon
gentlemen to the conclusion at which they
have arrived, leads we to an entirely dif-
ferent conclusion in regiard to the length of
the life of this Parliament. Section 50 of
the British North America Act does pot de-
finitely tix the life of Parliament at rnve
years., There is a difference between the
language of the Act fixiug the term of our
Parlinment and that of the Septennial Act
in England. In the Litrer Act the question
as to the length of the life of Parliament
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writs. That hon. gentleman., of course. is

an eminent authority.

Mr. EDGAR. He meant the dax they

~were returned.

seems to be made absolutely and definitely -

clear. It is there provided that the dura-
tion of Parliament shull be seven years, * to
be counted from the day on which, by the
writ of smiumons, this I'arliainent hath been,
or any future Parliament shall be, appointed
to meet ™’ ; whereas, in our case, as the hon.
Minister of Justice, 1 think. said, it had been
contended before him, section 50, instead of
saying definitely that the duration of Par-
liament sball be five years, says that it
* shall continue for tive years from the day
of the return of the writs.”

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That is the same.

Sir CHARLES HIBBLERT TUPPER. My
difficulty is as to whether we had, in this
case, any right to sit before the month of
June.
altogether as hon. gentlemmen have suggest-
ed, I am led to believe by what I under-
stand to be the opinion of the Attorney Gen-
eral for Ontario, Sir Oliver Mowat, given on
the occasion to which the hon. member for
West Ontario (Mr. Edgar) has referred to-
day. In referring, not to the Ontario Act, but
to the British North America Act, Sir Oliver
Mowat, on January 30, 1879, said that, in his
opinion, the language in section 50, * from
the day of the return of the writs for choos-
ing the House,” meant the return of the last

Mr. HAZEN.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPELR.
Whatever he meant, that is what be said.

Mr. EDGAR. That is not what I read to-
day.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. This
is an exrtract tfrom the debates of the Ou-
tario legislature of January 30, 1879.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That was under
a different statute altogether.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPYELRL. Nat
at all. He did refer to the Ontario statute.,
it is true : but when refeering 10 this sectie-n

in the bBritisii North America Act. he used
the lapguage I have atrributed to him. lle

argued on that cecasion, too, that it would
he o monstrous thing if a Licutenant-Gover-
nov sbculd Lisive the power of callinz Par-
Imment together when only some of the
codstituencies were represented. We may
have done wrong. 'This Parliament met at
i time when, according to the Attorney Geu-
eral of O:ntario. it had no right to sit, bLe-
cause it had caly the right 1o sit from the
diy of the return of the last writ. i"he hon.,
Minister of Justice (Mr. Dickey) has put
in my haud the British North America Act.
section 8§ of which provides that every
lesislative assembly of Ontario and Quehec
shuall continue for four yoars from the date
of 1he retnrn of the writs. There is a very
great similarity in language.

Mr. EDGAR. Itis the same exactly.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Yes.
[ point out the position he took, for it huas
had great weight with me. and has stirred
up the ditliculty as to the corrcctness of
the procedure in calling Parliament togetlier
in April instead of .June. He argucd that
it a Lieutenant-Governor had the power
with regard to one constituency, he would
have it with regard to apother. Now,
then, the construction put upon this Act by
those who have advised the Governor Gene-

: ral in days past—in 1872, for instance. when
‘the writs for Gaspé¢ and Chicoatimi and
'Saguenay were made returnable on Octoler
“12th, all the others being returnable on the
:3rd September, the proclamation for P:rlia-

But that the other question is not : Inent to meet issued the 12th October. that

being the date on v-hich the last writ was
returnable ;: ind the question is whether
there has not been departure from that cor-
rect principle in connection with this very
Parliament. )

Mr. EDGAR. No, the writs were all re-
turnable on the 25th April.

Sir CHARLES HIBEEET TUPPER. I
mention this case beca@®se, while I do not
propose to go into a lengthy argument, I
would like to say why I have reached, right-
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or wrong—for the preseant. at any rate—a
very strong opinion. not shared by most of
the hon. gentlemen who have spoken to-ds)y.
In 1874, arliament did not meet until atter
the day oi the return of the Iast writ, and
in that year the Hono Mr. Bhike was Mio-
ister of Justice. That seews to be in keeping
with the view tuat Parliament began 1o
run from that pcriod.
of the statement that there were noue whose
naes were known who held the opinion,
aiud e sugeest for the consideration of the
Government that there is this curious phase
which sceins to strengthen the ides thrown
out {for refercnce to the Supreme  Court
Take this ehamber to-day, those who argue,
no doubt sincerely. inclining to the view 1
entertain, that this Parliament runs ill

June. happen teo be desirous of promoting -

remedinl lerislation, and are auxious to sec
the Remedial Bill carried into effect. All
the other gentlemesn, without exception. who
say tiey have no doubt that the life of this
Parlinment expires on the 24th  of next
April, desire 1o defeat that Bill. No gentle-
man advocating the Bill would like 10 see
it dealt with irregularly and unconstitution-
ally, so as to be 1n the end abortive. 1
would like to see this Parliament live long
enough to deal comprehensively with ihe
neasure, but if there is aupy reascnable
doubt amongst legal minds as to our power,
no advecate of the measure would wish to
run any risk. I was going to make apother
suggestion. 1t has been suggested that we
should refer this point to the Supreme Court,
Well, it is answered, and with some forcee,
that the decision of the Supreme Court could
not be considered a final judgment., and it
is too late to go te the court of last re-
sort. but we have a committee, and I think
that committee might be called into play to
look upon these very refercnces and prece-
dents and make a repore: and even if the
mewbers of that commitice have pot the
standing of judges of the Supreme Court,
still 1 question very much wiether, on &
marter of this kind., after all is said and
doune. the repovt of that committee would
not be uas vialuable to the House of Com-
mons.  The question. at any rate. would
bhear investigation and discussion. for we all
desire that no risk should be run in con-
nection with this legislation ; and as regards
the point that Parlinment may possibly have
met before it had a right to meet, that point
demands the consideration of this Iouse.
and that consideration, it secins to me. could
be regularly obtained by references to the
Committee of Privileges and Eleections.

Mr. CHOQUETTE. Opinions have been
given from mnoarly every prevince, apd 1
should like to quote the opinion contained
in a letter from Ottawa to the ** Moniteur

de Lévis,” which is considered the organ of ;

the ex-Minister of

wiitten by the Hon. Sernator Landry. for-

N

I rise merely in view

Agriculture. the Hon. .
Senator Angers. That letter, I believe. was |
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';mcrly member of this House from Mont-
'maguoy.

i Mr. AMYOT. Does the hon. gentlemawu
lathrm it as a taet that the * Moniteur de

Lévis is the organ of the ex-Minister of

s Agriculture, and also that the letter he re-
i fers 10 was written by Senator Landry *

Mr. CHOQUETTE. As far as one can af-
firm an opinion, 1 do so. It is well understood
iz Quebec that the * Moniteur de Leévis™
cis the organ of the ex-Minister ot A\gri-
culture. That is well understood in Quebec.
And I can atirm with certainty that the
“letter fromn which T am about 1o quote was
Cwritten by Senator Landry. This letter zoes
‘on 10 quote section 50 of the British North
S Ameriea Act. which reads as follows :—

Every House of Commons shall continue for
five years from the day of the return of the
writs for choosing the House (subject to be
sooner dissoived by the Governor General), and
no longer.

Here is what Senator Landry argues from
wat clause :

In -decreeing that the duration of Parliament
ruust not extend beyond the period of five yvears
(and no longer) the law shuts the door on all
ulterior delays. and every Parliament which
would take upon itself to exceed this extreme
limit would be without authority and against
authority. The constitution would be violated
and the country would fall into anarchy.

I give this as the opinion of Senator Landry.
bheeause I am sure the letter was written
Ly him, and I reel pretty certain that this
ix also the opiuion of Senator Angers.

Mr. EDGAR. The hon. member for St. Joun
(Mr. Hazen) seems to think that, by reason
of section 14 of the Elections Act, it was
within the power of the returning otlicer
for Algoma to extend the time of the
Juration of Parliament beyond five years.
I do not think that the bhon. member wiil
contend that an officer can do. by a side
wind. what this FParlinment cannot do. We
cannot counstitutionally pass an Act to say
that the existence of this Parliament shall
be five years and one day. We have no
aurbority : we are estopped by the British
North America Act from doing it. A pro-
vince can do it, but this Parlinment caunot
do it. How much less. then, is it possible
for a returning officer, by a side wind. un-
der a clause of a Dominion statute to do
what this Parliament could not do itself.
Then. with reference to the hon. member
for Pictou (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper’s) re-
marks. I could not quite make out how he
~argued that we may have the right. after
- meeting on the 29th April, 1891.—

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. We
- may have been wrong. :
i Mr. EDGAR. Or may bhave been right.

. Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
, argued that we may have been wrong.
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Mr. EDGAR.
the bhon. gzentleman's wmind. lHe seemed to
think that we may have been wrong. so, hie
must have thought that we may have been
right. He sceined to argue that oven if we
were right in mecting on 200 Aprii we
might bave power te sit until Sed June, or
five years and 55 days. Therefore. we run
our bead straight against the plain simple
lapgunge of our own cousiliudon which
Says we nai) coutinue for tive years and ne
louger. 1 cannot get over that auswer io
Lis argument. 7The hon. gentleman seclu-
ed to misapprehend the position that Sir
Oliver Mowat took, or the grounds of his
argunients of the Algomwa cise ln ifie pro-
vince of Ontario. Nir Oliver Mowat argved
from the proclimation : he never atgued
that becanse a writ was returoed oz a cer-
tain day. Iater than the other writs, b
therefore, the Jday on which the writ was
returned shouid have any effect whatever in
determining the duration of Partiament, It
Wits ner pecessary for him to arege that.
I hold in my haud the proclamation which
they were discussing. 1t is dated the 23rd
December, 1874, and reads. in part, as fol-
lows (—

at.

That we bave this day given orders for issuing
our writs in due form for calling a new legis-
lative assenibly for our said province, which
writs are to bear date of 27th December instant,

and to be returnable on the 2nd day of February. '

If it stopped there, as ours does, rhere would ¢
have been some force in what the hon. gen- !

tleman said. But it goes on :

Except our writ for the district of Algoma,
which is to be returnable on the 14th day of
August next.
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But there was a doubt in
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CANADIAN JOCKEY CLUB.

House proceeded to consider amendulenis

nuitde in Commitiee of the Whole o piil
(No. 48 respecting  the Capadian  Jockey

Club.—Mr. Tisdale.)

Mi. MARTIN, 1 do not intend 1o take wp
the time of the House at any lengib, but |
wish to register my protest in the House, us
1 did iu the committee, against the provi-
sions of the Bill which givc weive rien per-
maunent control of the Canadian Jockey Cluls,
a club which is supposed to be a representa-
tive institution for the purpose ol govern-
ing racing in Canada. 1 submirt rhar ihix is
bound io be very muech to the Jdetritnent of
this c¢lub, aud very much to the detriment of
any attempt to make it the guiding body of
racing in Canada. There is no reason what-
ever why there should be any stock. Ard
there is no reason why the possession of a
certain amount of stock upon ivhich there
is only $550 paid. should entitle certain gen-
tlemen to a representation of twoelve upon
the committee ; in other words., to make
these particular gentlemen equal. for pur-
poses of representition, in this important
association, to twelve affiliated clubs.

Amendments concurred in, and Bill read
the third time and puassed.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 82) respecting the Kingston,
Smith's Falls apnd Ottawa Railway (,um-
. Aapy.—(Mr. Taylor.)

Bill (No. 83) to incorporate the Manitoba
and North-west Millers’ Association.—(Mr.
Masson.)

And Sir Oliver Mowat held that the exist-

ence ot Parliament would begin and run for -
Algoma
That is the whole poiut of the case.

four years after the return of the
Writ.
It is impossible for the hown gentleman to
point out a provision like that in our pro-
clamation. For three Parliaments after
confederation, there were exceptional di
fixed for the return of the writs, just as
there were in the Ontario case,

last date that was tixed for their being re-
turnable. But since that,
1878, 1882, and 1891. one date has ieen fix-
ed for the return of the writs, coveriag the
whole country, without exception.
nothing I have heard in this debate that has
changed. in any way,
formed before 1 spoke. I am sure I have
nothing to complain of as to the spirit in
which the arguments have been precsenied.

We would like to have heard the Minister |
of Justice’s own idea on this important ques- ;

tion. but we had only hypothetical quota-

tiops from hypothetical persons. :nd so we :

have lost the valuable opinions we hope to
get before long from the gentleman mainly |
responsible in this matter.

Motion to adjourn withdrawn.
Mr. EDGAR.

€S .

and Parlia- :
ment never was <alled together 1ill afrer the

in the elections of

There is ;

my opin:ions I had

MILITARY GROUND AT ESSEX.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I) asked :

Whether the military ground at Sussex., N.B.,
has been leased to any person ? If so, to whom.
and when, and for what length of time, and at
what rent, and on what other terms ?

Mr. DICKEY. By a lease dated 12th
July, 1895, the Department of Militia and
' Defence has rented to Lieutenant Colonel
. Edwin B. Beer, the military ground at Sus-
: sex, N.B., for seven years, from 1st Novem-
| ber. 1S%4, at the rate of $25 per annum. on
condition that: The said lessee is to give
his supervision to the property generally, to
maintain the fences erected by the depart-
, ment, as permanent fences, to superintend
‘ such works and repairs as may. from time
to time. be authorized to be done upen the
premises, to clear such land as may be ready
for stumping (not to exceed ten acres in any
{ one year) and to crop and seed the same to
grass, to perform eighteen days’ work of
'team and two men in repairs to the river

; banks, or other necessary work in each and

i every yvear, and to have the land clear and
‘ ready for military camps when required. It



is also stipulated that the lease may be re-
neweg& at the expiration of the said term of
seven years. upon such conditions as may
be agreed upon.

COURT-HOUSE AT WOLSELEY.

Mr. MARTIN asked :

When was the court-house at Woiseley com-
pleted ? How jisuch hkas it cost ? How much
has been paid tc date since completion for care-
takiceg and peat:nig * How often has court been
heid in it 7 If no cour: has been held in it, why
rot ? When wiil court be held in it ?

Mre. OULMET. 1. Completed on 28th June.
1895. 2. Cost of building, S8.340.57. 3.
Caretaking, to 28th February, 1890, $202.50:
heating., $195.95 1 total, $398.45.

Mr. MARTIN. How much in 1895 ?

Mr. OUIMET. Notiing. I have a note
bere which says: We are informed by the
Department of Justice that after the otlicial
notitication is given to the Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor of the North-west Territories that a
court house is ready for eccupation. the sub-
sequent action as to when a court is to be
held. is not under the control of federal au-
thority. Such netitication was given to the
judge by the Department of Justice on 249rh
November, 18935, and inr turn given by the
judge to the Lieutenant-Governor.

MANITOBA PENITENTIARY.
Mr. MARTIN asked :

1. Hlow much land was bcught in 1395 from
Hugh Allan, J. O’Donoghue and William Fraser,
respectively, for the llanitoba penitentiary ? 2.
What was the price per acre in each case ? 3.
What is the extent of said penitentiary lands
now ?

Alr. DICKEY. 1. One hundred and sixty
acres from each. 2. The Allan property. in-
cluding a gquarry and a brick dwelling house.
cost. $2.000. The other quarter sections
were purchased for $10 and $8 per acre. re-
spectively. 3. Eight hundred acres.

POST OFFICE AT ROCKWAY VALLEY.

Mr. DEVLIN asked :

Whether the Government received a petition
from Rockway Valley and vicinity, in the county
of Ottawa, asking for improved mail service, and
for the opening of a new office ? If so, is it the
intention of the Government to comply with the
praver of the petition ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. In the absence
of the Postmaster General. [ bey to say to
the hon. member that it is the intention to
comply with the prayer of the petition.

SUGAR EX-SS. “SCYNTHANIA™”

Mr. McMTULLEN asked :

Was a cargo of sugar landed in Canada, ex-
SS. “ Scynthania,’”” or any other vessel, at or
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: L
about the date of the imposition of the last in-

crease of duty upon sugar, on which the duty
has not been paid ? What quantity was in the
cargo or any other cargoes that arrived on or
about the said date, and what amount of duty
remains unpaid, if any, or is still in dispute?
Whe are the importers or importer ? If any
duty is still due, what steps have the Govern-
et taken to collect the sum or sums due ?

Mr. WOOD. 1. 0\ cirzo of rtaw sugat was
Linded ex-N3. " Nceynthania”” about the date
of the imposition of the dury on raw sugar
last session. 20 The quantity in the cargo
wis 65667248 pounds, upon which dury, it
exigible, would amount to S33556.24. 3.
The importers were the Canada Sugar Re-
fining Company. . The parties refused to
pay duaty inasmuch as theyv had rendered
entry the day before the Budwet speech. and
asked thart the department would facilitate
the determination of tie court of the liabil-
ity of the sugar ton-duty. and the matter is
now before the courts.

CEMENT FOR WELLAND CANAL

Mr. GIBSON asked :

1. What guanrity of Thorold cement was used
in building aud enlarging the nesw Welland
Canal ?

2. What quantity of Thorold cement was used
in building the new aqueduct on the Welland
Canal at Welland, Ont. ?

3. Is the Government aware that the following
engineers, viz,, the late Jochn Page. W. G. Thowp-
son and Thomas Munro expressed the foellowing
orinions regarding the quality of Thoroid ce-

ment ?

From the late John Page, Esq.. when chief
engineer for canals for the Dominion of Can-
ada :—

Tth June, 13584,

For the past forty years the natural hydraulic
cement obtained at Thorold. province of Ontartio,
bas been used to my knowledge on various ex-
tensiva public works, and in every instance the
result has proved highly satisfactory. When
properly burned. ground fine and used fresh
from the mill, it will compare favourably with
ary natural or artificial cement that I know of
for buildinz or other purposes in a moist posi-
tion, er for walls that have been built a few
weeks before water has been let in on them. It
iz well adapted for concrete foundations. walls,
drains, cisterns, or indeed for any hydaulic works.
When properly prepared and mixed with two
parts of clean, sharp sand to one of cewmeunt, the
result wiil invariably give good satisfaction.

From W. G. Thompson, Esq., engineer in
ctarge New Welland Canal and Sault Ste. Marie
Canal :

17th Aprii, 1SS4.

My tests of Thorold hydraulic cement have ex-
tended over a period of twenty-eight yvears, and
have been on a large scale. as exemplified in the
locks, bridges, culverts and other masonry on the
Welland Caral and Welland Railway, and the
record, which has been invariably satisfactory, is
to be found in examination of the structures. The
necessary tearing down of masonry and con-
crete, durinag the Welland Canal enlargement

"bas afforded abundant evidence of the reliability
. of the Thorold hydrautic cement. both in masonry
.and in concrete, and above and upder water. I
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e
desire no better cement for the class of work
referied to.
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Mr. DICKEY. XNot dennitely.
neighbourhood of S67.000.

From Thomas Munro. Esq., eagineer in charge .

Soulanges Canal :
25th March, 1S79.

Apout ore million busheils of Thorold hydrau-:

lic cement have been usel in the coustruction of
the canral works in :uy charge. This experience
epables me to itestify to the excellence of the
article, cespecially when carelully burnt and
thoroughiy ground.

4. If the Thoroid ceiueat was used in building
the above Governmnent works, why is it not now

used in buikling the °* Soulauges’™ and ** Trent
Valley 7’ Canals ?
Mre. HHAGGART. i cannot state the

amouni of Thorold cenrent used in buildings
and eniarging the new  Welland  Canal
neither can 1 osay what quantity was used
in the Weiland Ajueduact, bur the quaniiy,

I am aware, was very prge. I am onot
aware of the letters referred te. bur  the

otficers ot the departiment say rhat Messes,
Page. Muuro and Thompson did give letters
of certittciute s 1o the quality of the Thor-
old cemeni. The Thorokl cement wis used
in building the Welland Canal. buat it is not
found to be <o reliable and suitable for sub-
merged work as the Perrland cement., and.
for this reason. the use of the Portland
cemeni has bwen wenerally, of later years.
adopted on Government canal work. Both
Mr. Thompson and Mrv. Munre strongly
favour its use, as well as the chief enyi-
neer.

AMENDMENTS

T REMEDIAL BILL.

Mr. BRUNEAU

Wtether it is the intention of the Government
to accepi, suppert and adopt the amendnients to
the Remedial Bi:l, of which the hon. member for
Bagot has given notice ? [0 the Goverame:nt
intend to accepr, support z2nd adopt all the said
amendnents or a pari thereof oply 7
ter case, which of the said awendments do they
intend to accept ?

Mr. DICKEY.

asked :

ber. I heg to say that any proposed amend-

ments will be tiken into consideration when
they are offered.  The Goverament cannot
give any rurther information now.

CLAIM OF E. ST. LOUIS.

My MeMULLEN asked

\Whether it is the intention of the Government
to further resist the claim of E. St. Louis for
labour supplied to the Curran Bridge ? Do they

intend to p2y the judgment given by the Supreme !
Court ? “What is the amount of the judgment, :

and ailso the amount of the cost ?

Mr. DICKEY. That question is before the
otticers of the Deparitnient of Justice to de-
termine its legal aspects. When their re-
port is received. the policy will be detemin-
ed with regard to it.

Mr. McMULLEXN. Can the hon. gentle-
man say the amount of the claim ?

Mr. GIBSON.

In the lat-:

In reply to the hon. mem- .

FISHERMEN OF SKEENA RIVEL.
A, CHARLTON asked :

1. Has the Minister of Marine and Fisheries
-received a petition from the fishermen of Skeena
River, in the northern part of Britisa Colunbia,
a large pumber of whom are Christian Indians ;
prayingz that the weekly close period for catch-
irg salmon, which now begins ou Satuinday ot =
a e and ends on Sunday at v poe.. shali herealt
hegin on Saturday at noon and end on Sapdax
at midaight, thus enabling Christian Indians and
others to observe the twenty-iour hours of Suu-
Jday as a period of rest without redueing tue
number of hours in each week set apart as z
¢lese season ?

2. Will the Government grant the reasonabls
and proper praver of the said petitiovers., and
respect their conscientious scruples against work-
ing on Sunday. by making the required change.
which will not reduce the number of hours of
the close season, but merely readjust them to
nieet the desire of Christians by embracing the
twenty-four hours of Sunday in the close season
of thirty-six hours in each week ?

M. CONTIGAN. 10 Severad such petitious
have been received. 20 Similar requests of
this nature have been refused in respect of

other rivers in British Ceolumbia. oun the
srounds  that the idshh caughr Saturdayx

morning could not be canned the same dayx
and the cannery cleaned. while keeping the
tish over until Mouday morning would in-
volve their loss as ther would spoil and
- would be wasted. Burt the department will
make further inquiries inro the matter with a
view. if possible, o reaching seme arrange-
fment for meeting the wishes of the Indians,

SMELT FISHING.
Mr. DAVIES asked :

Has there been any extension of the ciose
- season with respect to the catching of smelts in
- the maritime provineces duriug the present win-
“ter ? If so. when, and in what localities and
and {or what leneths of time bave
. stel extensions been made. and for what reases ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. On representations fron
thie differeat provinces in wiich =melt fish-
ing is carried on. that the regubitions acied
unfairly in some lecalities, owing to differ-
~ences in the dates at which the ice was
Csuthciently strong to permit of fishing, gen-
feral instructions were issued to the fishery
otficers in Quebee. Nova Seotia. New Bruns-
wick and Prince Edward Island to arrange
that all parties should be allowed two and a
iralf months™ fishing. Thus. in localities
:where fishing began early. it would have to
?close early, and where it bezan late it would
} continue to a correspondingly later date.

o provincees.

;l.\IPRO\'ED RIFLE FOR VOLUNTEERS.

Mr. McMULLEN (for Mr. Casey) asked :

1. Who has been entrusted with the choice of
an improved rifle for the volunteers ?

peatres e iy
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2. Has the choice been definitely made. and if
so, what rific has been chosen ?

Mr. DICKEY. The choice has been made
by the Government. after obtaining the
opinions of experts on both sides of the At-
lantic, .\fter mature consideration. the Gov-
ernment. having heard fully all the opinions
given. came 10 the conclusion. that they
would order the Lee-Enfield magazine ritte.
which is practically the same as the Lee-
Metford ritle. at present in the hands of the
Imperial troops, but with the Entield barrel.
which. from its improved grooving, greatly
prolongs the life of the ritle. This ix the
newest patiern known, and is the one 1o e
given to the Imperial troops.

FISHING IN LAKE ERIE.

Mr. MeMULLEN (for Mr. Casey) asked :

1. What is the total number of (1) gii-net,
aund tZ) pouad-net, licenses, granted oun the porih
shore o Lake Krie ?

2. What number are granted to an individual,
aind o 4 brm. rvespectively ?

3. Is it a condition of such licenses that the
tieeGeoes shatl, themselves, couduct the fishing
under them ? Do they. as a matter of fact. do so ?
In pow many cases do they not ?

1. Are trausfers of licenses subject to approval
&f the JMarine and Fisheries Department ?

So Are the licvnsees allowed to transfer their
licenses to United States citizens ? Or to use nets
belonging to United States citizens ? Or to
operate the licenses, under hire, for United
Stazes citizens ©

#. 1s the Department of Marine and Fisheries
aware that reany of these licenses are operated
by Canadians in whose names the licenses are
issued. who are acting merely as forewmen for
Uuaited States citizens ?

7. Who hclds and operates the pound-net li-
cense at Port Stanley, Ont., keld last year
John Ellison ?

S. How many licenses of each kind are granted
to the Long oint Company ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. "The rotal number of li-
censes granted on the north shore of Lake

»
w J

™

Erie is : () gill-nets, 43 ;¢ pound-nets, 3%,
2. The maximum number of pound-ners

granted to individuals ix 3. and the maxi-
mum quantity of gill-nets is 3000 fathoms
for a boat license, and 12.000 fathoms for
a tuy license. 3. It is not a condition of the
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licenses that the licenseves must conduct the :
fishing themselves. and the department is |

uot aware whether ther do so or not. 4.
Yes. 3. Licensees are not allowed to trans-
fer their licenses to United States citizens.
nor could they do so, as the department
will net issue licenses to foreigners :
sequently, licenses could not be operated
l\x_uder hire from United States citizens.
XNo.
is presumed that he operates the tishery.
&. XNone.

GOVERNMEXNT DREDGES.
Mr. MeMUULEN (for Mr. Case)) asked :

When, and to whom, and at what price, has
the Government dredge, long laid@ up at Port
Stanley, Ont., been sold ?

e e s o g 000 ——

DY RES

>+

RALE

Mre. OUIMET. I am not aware that auy
dredge. the property of the Government. has
been sold ar Port Stanley.

CENXPORTATION OF RICE MEAL--MOUXNT
RBOY AL MILLING COMPPANY.
CIIOQUETTE Mr. MeShaune

Alr. 1for

asked :

1. What was the quautity and value of rice
mreal exported from Mowntreal by the Mount
Royal Milling Company, for the caleadar year
ending 3ist Decewber, 1835 2

2. What was the amount eof duty refumndel by

the QGovernment 10 the Mount Rorat Ailling
Cowpany. on said exporration ?

3. What was the quantity and value of rica
meal exported from Moutreal Ly  the Mount

Royal Milling Company, from the st January,
1898, to the lst March. 138 ?

4. What was the ainount of duty refunded by
the Governwent te the Mount Royral Milling
Ccompany. on quantity so exporteld ?

5. If any duty has been refunded, at what rate
of duty has the sawme refurd been calculated ?

Mr. WOOD. The quantity and vaiue of
rice meal or flour exported from Montreal
by the Mount Royal Milling Company., dur-
in the calendar year 1895, was 206120
pounds 1 value., $40605. Dmawback of duty,
at the rate of 09 per cent of the amount paid.
wiad allowed. namely, 877088, The depart-
ticnt has no record of exportations having
been made between the 1st January and the
st March, 1896, 4th and 3th answered by
above.

PROI'OSED CANAL FROM MOXNTREAL

Mr. CHOQUETTE (for Mr. McShane)

asked :

\Whether it is the intention of the Governwment
to have a survey made of the proposed direct
cvanal fromz Montreal to St. Johms, P.Q., a dis-
tance of about tiiteen miles, which, if coustruct-
cd, would shorten the distance of water carriage
between Moatreal and New York by about eighiy
wiles ?

Mr. HAGGART. The deparunent is not
aware of the faets stated—that a canal could
be bullr, that it is a pracieal route, amd that
the distancee =aved would be as stated.

PAYMENT TO MONTREAL
T GQNZETT

Mr. YO (for Mr. Rider) asked :
What

A
3
e

amwsunt has been paid yearly to the

. Montreal ‘ Gazette ' Printing Cowmpany. for each

COnr-

fiscal year duricz the past five years, under the

. following accour.ls, viz —

4.

7. John Ellison holds the license, and it:

fim peas b s s wepoape - -

[Sp——

1. Fer advertssing ?
Wor printng aad lithographing ?

Mr. FOSTER. I would ask the hon. gen-
tleman to put this in the form of a motion.

PURLIC WHARF AT MAGOG.
Mr. YEO (for Mr. Rider) asked :

Is it the intention of the Government to place
in the Estimates a sum sufficlent to conaect tho.



public wharf in the town of Magog with Lake
Street, or to assist the town in providing some
other way for reaching the wharf from Main
Street ?

Mr. OUIMET. The department does not
intend to place a sum in the Estimates to
connect the publie wharf in the town of
Magog with Lake Street. It is understood.
that the town is to provide the right of way
to the wharf.
QULEEN VS, LARKIN, CONNOLLY & CO.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron) (for Mr. Camp-
bell) asked :

1. SWhat were the dates respectively of the
judgment in ibe case in the Exchequer Court of
* The Quecen vs. Larkin, Connolly & (Co." and
of the first writ of execution (fieri facias) issued
to the =zheriff of Froatenac ?

2. To what dates was sale of defendants’ dredge,
e advertised and suceessively adjourned under
said writ ¥

S00n what date vas said writ withdrawn, and
why ?

4. What retuirn was made by said sheritt to said
writ ?

2. On what date did writ of venditioni exponas
issue to said sheriff, and what did said writ
contain ?

6. In what newspapers and how often was the
sale under said venditioni cxponas on Tth March,
1596, advertised ?

7. AU whose instance and when was said sale -

orcercd to be adjourned ?

¥, What 2omnunications were sent to said
sherifi or others relative to such adjournment ?

9. What inquiries, if any, wers ‘made previous
to Ume of sale in reference thereto either of
the department, tie attorneys or the sheriff ?

10. What persons w.re present at advertised
place and time of sale. and @id any such persons
express a desire to bid ?

11. To what date was sale adjourned, and why?

12. On what dates did any one from plaintiff's
attorney’s office visit Kingstcn in connection with
said execution or sale, and why ?

account of said execution and proceedings ?
Mr. DICKEY. 1.

May. 1805, 2 The sheriff, after the receipt

of the writ. seized the dredge, &e.. and'

made several attempts to sell same without
success, for want of buyers. 3. On the 12th
February., 1896, the sheriff returned writ
with goods unsold. for want of buyers. 4.
Goods of the value of $35.000 seized and un-
sold, for want of buyers. 5. 12th Febru-
ary, 1896. The writ was in the regular form
issued out of the Exchequer Court. 6. The
sale of the dredge, &c.. under the writ of
‘ven ex.” was advertised for some time in
two Kingston newspapers. and for one week
in the Toronto *Mail and Empire” and
Montreal ¢ Gazette.” 7. On instructions
from the Minister of Justice., 8. The sheriff
was telegraphed and written to on the 6th
of March. 9. None. 10. Several persouns
were in attendance in the sheriff’s office, and
among these were Mr. McNamee, Mr. Sulli-

Mr. RIDER.

[COMMONY]

y ute of judgment, 11th-
September, 1804 : v it of execution to sher-
iff of the county of Frontenac dated 15th -
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van, Mr. Mann and Mr. Birkett ; McNamee
and Sullivan stated, they attended the sale
to bid. 11. Adjourned to Tth May by direc-
tion of Minister, 12, On the 14th January
aund 7th March, 1896, in the interests of the
crown. 13, The costs incurred have not
been rendered.

RETURNS ORDERED.

‘opy of the report ntade by His Hounour the
t.icutenant-Governcr of thes Norh-west Torri-
tories to His Excellency the Governor Gen-ral
respeceting the Bill intituled : An Ordinance to
amend and cconsolidate. @s amended, the Ordi-
nances respecting Sciiools, passed by the Legis-
lative Asseinbly at its last session, and which
was reserved for the assent of His Excelleneyr,
any Order in Ccuncil or repnrt made in respoct
July, 1891, to 1st Jaunuary, 184%6.—(Mr. McMillan.)

Detailed statement giving all rebates of duty
on imported and exported artieles, from 1st
July, 1891, to 1st January, 139G.—(Mr. McMillan.)

Also, the value and kinds of articles so im-
ported and exported, and the amount of duty
raid on each artizsle, with the amount of rehate
on each article, and tu whom paid.---(Mr. Mece-
Millan.)

Papers relating to the sale of lots Nos. 15 and
1e, on the west side of Cayuga Street, iu the
village of Cayuga, in the province of Ontario,
to W. A. Mitclhiell, or any other person, includ-
ing copy of petition and sigpatures, asking for
the sale of said lots : also informatien as to
whether at &ny time in the past, application
has been made te the Government for permis-
sion to use the said lots as a burtal place, and

. whether permission by- the Government, or any

cofficial of the Govarnment, was given for the
use of the said lots for such purpose ; also
whether the Government at the time the said
lots were sold was aware that they had been
used as a burial place, and that several hundred
bodies were buried there.—(Mr. Charlton.)
Return showing the name of each licensee to
whom fishing licenses were granted by David
Sharp, of Port Dover, Ontario, fishery overseer,

13. What costs have been incurred to date on - LOF the years 1894 and 1895, tegether with the

. amount received for each licensc so granted in
. the years 1894 and 1895, aforesaid.—(Mr. Charl-
ton.)

Return showing amount of mency expanded
- during the past ten years, under the following
: heads —

A. Permanent Militia—
i' 1. Headquarters and District Staff.
; 2. Roval Military College and Staff.

3. Permanent Force, including exponditures
on buildings crected and repaired, intend-
ed for their use, and which would no: be
required for the Active Militia alona.

Ammunition Factory- at Quebec, staff, &c.

B. Active Militia—

1. Rifle ranges and ammunition supplied.

2. Drill shed and armouries.

3. Clothing.

4. Pay of rural corps, including camps.

5. Py of city corps.

C.—List and value of property of all kinds
handed over by the Imperial Government on the
withdrawal of the Imperial troops from Canada.

D.—List of above property since sold or other-
wise disposed of, and value realized.

E.—List of remaining property now held by
the Government in Canada with its present
value.—(Mr. Charlton.)
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Return showing the names of the Customs
officials at the port of Montreal, including all
officers or employees, and the gross sum paid
each of them during the last fiscal year for
salary or allowances of any kind, including share
of seizures, &c.—(Mr. McMullen.)

Ccpy of the report of the Mechanical Engi-
neers of the Department of Public Works, also
the Order in Council passed in relation thareto
and all other correspondcnce and papers with
reference to the unpaid claims of the Ottawa
Gas Company, for gas consumed in the Parlia-
ment Buildings of this city, during the years
186¢ and 1867.—(Sir James Grant.)

Copies of all instructions given to Georze H.
Young, Inspector of Customs. to inquire into |
the conduct of Thomas Scott. Collector of Cus-
toms, Winnipeg.—(Mr. Tarte.)

Copiae of all reports made by the said George :
H. Young to the Department of Customs on the !
conduet of the said Thomas Scott; and alsu
copies of any reports made to the Council by the:
Controller of Customs, or by the Minister of
Trade and Commerce. based ¢n the reparts of
the ssid George H. Young, on the conduct of
the collector at Winnipeg.—(Mr. Tarte.)

[t being Six o'clock, the Speaker
Chair.

After Recess.
SCRIP IFOR SCOUTS.
Mr. DAVIN moved :

That, in the opinion of this House, the hon.
the Minister of Militia should at once take steps
to have scrip given to the scouts of Willow
Bunch, Wood Mountain, Maple Creek and Moose

Jaw entitled under the Act of 1886, and if any"

not coming within that Act should be found to
have moral or equitable claims to scrip for their
watchfulness and loyal services during the North-
west rebellion, that the Minister should place
them in a position to obtain scrip.

He said : Those for whom I mainly speak
to-night, are a very interesting portion of
our population in the North-west Territories.
The scene of the rebellion which broke out
in 1885, was, you will remember, in the
north, on the Saskatchewan ; but there was

good reason to fear that that rebellion might

extend all over the Territories. There was
good reason to suppose, that the leaders of
the rebellion had aflinities and communica-
tions with designing men south of the inter-
national boundary, and it was of the ut-
most importance that intercommmunication
between the hostile spirits south of the line
and the rebellious spirits north of it, should
not take place. As a conscquence. the Hon.
Mr. Dewdney. who was then Lieuienant-Gov-
ernor of the North-west Territories, insirust-
ed, as I am informed, Mr. John Louis Le-
garé to form a corps of scouts from the
Metis at Willow Branch and Wood Mouun-
tain to guard that part of the Canadian
frontier, under the guidance of Mr. Legaré,
who had already -done -good service
.to Canada ; and, indeed, good service
to the Umted States by getting Sitting
Bull—who was at one tlme as you will re-
member, ‘a famous character—across
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Mr. Legaré formed a corps of
scouts, who were most active, in
which we find such men as Pasecal
Bonneau, Joseph Lapointe, Prudent La-
pointe, Gaspard Beaupré, André Gaudré.
And I may say of Mr. Bouneau and of Mr.
André Gaudré, who are personaliy knowu
to myself, that two more cnergetic men do
not exist in the North-west Territories of
whatever nationality. Also amougst those
: who did their duty on that occasion were
g Louis Bruyere, Louis Larocque, the two
t Gosselins, Louis Piché, Théophile MceGillis,
. Abraham Beauchamp. Louis Roy. Zacharie
f Chartrand. and many others. The motion
contemplates that the Minister of Militia
i (Mr. Desjardins) should bave a search made
i through the archives of his department for
" papers connected with this elaim.  Thos.
Lpapers, I believe, were given originally to oue
; of my colleagues from Manitoba, who is not
_in the House at present, and who has assur-
ced me that he wiil have them placed in the
. hands of the Minister of Militia if that has
: not alveady been done. There is great dau-
“ger that we should overlook those persous
. who are settled many scores of miles south
. of the railway at Willow Bunch and Wood
Mountain, but I who have been there, anil
the hon. Minister of the Interior (Mr. Daly)
who, I believe, has been there, and the hou.
Prime Minister, know that there is no more
. interesting class in the North-west Terri-
tories than these gentlemen who ranche and
till the soil and generally develop the coun-
try. and who live some 120 miles south of
the track. Now, I am sure that when the
claims of these gentlemen are looked into,
it will be found that they behaved well on
that occasion on which they found their
claim. It is true that they were noit under
fire, it iz true that they were not at the tront.
“burt it is equally true of them what General
Middleton said to one corps who wished to
be sent to the front. Where you are, he
said. is as much the post of honour as if you
were at the front. Indeed, he said. I do not
know but that the post is one in which you
deserve even more credit because you are
exposed to unexpected attacks, without the
excitement of fighting at the front. with the
eves of the world vuon you. It is under the
Act of 1886 that these gentlemen. for whom
I speak, make their claim ; and if it shall
appear. as I have no doubrt it shall. that dur-
ing the troubles in the North-west these gen-
tlemen were active along the frontier, ready
to intercept any aid that might come to the
rebels on the Saskatchewan and to assist in
stopping characters who might be escapinu
across the line, I have no doubt what-
ever that the Minister of Militia (Mr.
Desjardins) or the Miunister of the Interior
(Mr. Daly), or whoever shall have to adjudi-
cate on these claims. will find that these
people are as well entitled as were the other
scouts to be given the serip. I may say that
when I brought the claims of the volunteers
and of certain scouts before the present Mr.

line.
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Justice Sedgewick. then Deputy Minister of
Justice, I did not forget those in whose be-
half I am now woving ; but, as I have said.
:he papers with regard to the Willow Bunch
and Wood Mountain scouts never came iuto
my hands, and I was unable therefore to do
more than mention them to Mr. Sedgewick @
and Col. Panet and the others who were go-
ing inte all the claims were unable to find
the documents. But I know they were
placed in the hands of my hon. friend from
Provencher (Mr. LaRiviére), and that hon.
gentleman has promised me that they shall
be forthcoming. As regards the scouts of
Maple Creck and Moosce Jaw. I placed their
claims before Mr. Sedgewick. Their claims
were not very numerous, but his decision
was adverse, but not so decidedly adverse
that it would not be right to review that
decision ; and as the claims of the Willow
Bunch and Wood Mountain scouts are gone
into, it would be desirable that the claims
of the Maple Creek and Moose Jaw scouts
should be likewise investigated. Howover,
I build my confidence in this motion mainly
on getting secrip for the Willow Bunch and
Wood Mountain secouts. They were an orga-
nized body under Mr. Legaré. There cannot
be the least doubt of the danger thar was
apprehended. at the time, from hostile Metix
south of the line, friends of I.ouis Riel. conm-
ing up to give assistance in the rebellion ;
and although that rebellion did not spreuad

and did not make a contlagriation co-exten- !

sive with the Indian and Metis posts in the
North-west Territories. that was not owing
to the smallness of the danger or to the
smallness of the probability that sueh might
be the case., but rather to the promptness
with which the Government pounced unon
the fire hoefore it spread and the suceoss of
our gallant volunteers.

Mr. DALY. Before the motion is carried, T
desire to =ay, that it will be a matter of
Willow .

considerable importance to the
Bunch and Wood Mountain scouts if the in-
formation which the hon. gentleman has

stated is in the hands of the hon. member !
for Provencher (Mr. LaRiviore). were placed :
in the hands of the Minister of Militia and'

Defence. There is no doubt these scouts

rendered very valuable service during the:

rebellion of 1885. I amn afraid their case has

not been thoroughiy considered. in view of '

the fact, that the information the hon. gen-

tleman speaks of has not been in possession

of the department. I have no doubt, that. if
the inforination is laid before the Minister.
he will go thoroughly into the case. I am
quite agreeable to the motion passing, if it
-is amended. I now move that.it should be,

by inserting the word “if*” before the word .

“ enfitled " and striking out all after * 1886.”
The motion would then read :

That, in the opinion of this House, the hon. !

the Minister of Militia should at once take steps
to have scrip given to the scouts of Willow
Bunch, Wood Mountain, Maple Creek and Moose
Jaw, it entitled under the Act of 1886.

Mr. DAVIN.

[COMMONS]
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Mr. McMULLEN. I would like to know,
Mr. Speaker, when we are going to reach
the end of the troubles in connection with
the North-west rebellion. Every year claims
are coming up. The giving away of the
valuable lands of the North-west in this
manner, session after session, is a thing that
we should hesitate to do. unless there is a
strong and well-defined claim. 1 do not see
that it would be proper for this House to
adopt unanimously a resolution of this kind.
IFor my part, I am not prepared teo concur
in it. It may add greatly to the popularity
of the hon. member for West Assiniboia (Mr.
Davin) to bring in resolutions which have
the effect of giving these people donations
of the public land for some services sup-
prosed to have been rendered eleven years
ago. It is singular, that these things have
heen so long overlooked. How is it. that
these claims were not attended to hefore ?
It shows considerable lack of activity on the
part of the hon. member for Assiniboia to
have allowed these people to have remained
without this acknowledgment of their ser-
vices for eleven years. and never cven to
have presented their claims until the ap-
‘proach of thce general election. When a
fzeneral election cemes round. he becomes
‘most active in seeking to have the valuable
lands of the North-west given away in this
imanner. If we carry this resolution. and
' this donation is made, we skall hear nothing
more of other claims, if the hon. gentleman
Lis elected, for five years more; and, when
; the next general election comes, some Joe, or
:Dan, or Pat, will have a ¢laim which will be
“brought before the HHouse, and the unani-
mous sanction of the House asked for
_urant for services rendered Ly them or some
of their forefathers. I think we had better
put a stop to this. A commission was ap-
pointed years ago to look into these claims.
They took evidence on all the claims. I vn-
derstand. and reported. Where were the
~claims the hon. gentleman has spoken of,
‘then ? For my part, I intend to record my
i vote against this resolution.

Mr. AMYOT. I protest against the re-
marks which the hon. gentleman has just
made. Ile has no idea of what occurred in
-the North-west in 1885. He does not know
{the extent of that country. XNor does he
‘know the bravery that was shown by hun-
-dreds of people there. The hon. gentleman
‘complains of the value of the North-west
‘1ands, which, he says, are to be given away.
: But those lands seemed to be worth nothing
‘to the hon. gentleman, when it was a ques-
. tion of acquiring them for the country. He
“has objected to any organization for the ad-
ministration of those lands, and to-day,
'when the question comes up of recompense
iof those who have exposed their lives for

)
e

‘the defence of those lands, he tries to un-
"dervalue their merits and their sacrifices.
-The question is not, whether these parties
ihave been left for a long time without jus-
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tice being done to them, but whether they i

are entitled to what they claim. Every year
we have had some claims, the greater part
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i title them to a recompense that we should
tuot begrudge them, and that every civilized
feountry awatrds to its brave soldiers.

of which have been found correct and have:

been allowed. No doubt, in that far prairie !
or in the bush near the Saskatchewan River .

many acts of bravery were accomplished for

which some recompense should be made by .
If two years, or ten yeais, or
find that there:

this country.

twenty years, hence. we

Mr. MeMULLEN. I wish to make a per-
sonal e¢xplanation. The noen. gentleman
“charges me with having depied an aitack
upon bim. I beg to say that the statement
he makcs is eutirely untrue.

Mr. AMYOT. Orvder. order.

have been some acts calling for recompense, .

we should not hesitate to discharge that
Any country that has heen exposed-

debt.
to war, has been many yvears in doing jus-
tice to the soldiers.

To-day we see some of ;

Mr. SPEARKER. The hon.
withdraw the word ** untrue.”

I Mr. MeMULLEN.

mewmber will

As the word is not par-
liameniary. I withdraw ir,

the soldiers of 1812 claiming from the state

recogunition for their services.
the case of the war of secession  in
United States. How many ciaims are there
still occupying the attention of the Govern-
ment ?  But it would

the recompense to which they are entitled.
Scme hon. MEMBERS. Oh. oh.
Mr. AMYOT.
bravery of all the others, and will rest satis-
fied with his own personal virtue.

Mr. McMULLEN.
in your case.

Mr. AMYOT. As for iy humble self, when
I went with my soldiers to expose my life

for my country, the hon. gentleman thought .
of nothing except to decry my merits, and

so deny me the political recompense which
he thought I might receive on account of
them. I understand that, but I realize
where it comes frouy, from a very low quar-
ter, and I know that it does not diminish
the merit of my humble sacrifice in the eyes
of my fellow-countrymen. He may go on in
that strain as long as he pleases; it will never
move 1ne.

gentleman.
the House,

Last year, when I was not 1in
he attacked me for what he

called my courage, and, when I asked him'
if he had done so, he denied it ; but I found:
If that is his

his words in the “ Hansard.”
bravery, if he is not willing to acknowledge
the next day what he said the day before,
I do not know what he would do. if called

upon to resist an attack. ¥e may deny my
merits, if he likes; I do not care for that.:

But, as a citizen of Canada, and one who
has seen the endurance and bravery and
discipline of our soldiers in the North-west,
I hold that it is right that we should recom-
pense all those who deserve recompense,
and not be debarred from it because we
have been long in doing justice.

These poor unfortunate soldiers very ofien
had no way of communicating with the Gov-
ernment. They were not in a position to
make their claim ; they do it to-day; and
the only question is whether the facts they
allege are true, and whether these facts en-

And look at-
the

fake a very mean:
country, and it takes a very mean intelli--
gence to deny to the soldiers of the country :

I know the hon. f:entiem:}n‘
will deny the merits of all the others. the

I make an exception -

I know the bravery of the hon. :

Mr. AMYOT. 1 shall take the tirst oppor-
tunity to prove thiat my statement is hased
upon " Hansard.”

o Mr. DALY. 1 understood the hou. mem-
ner for Wellington (QMr. McMualleny was to
-oppose the motion as amended. If the hon.
ceeutleman hada taken the trouble to read
“the motion, he would see that as amended
it do¢s not mcan

Mr. SPEAKLER. The hon.
not speak a second time.

Mr. DALY.

Mrv. SPEANER, Tle Lon. member moved
the amendinent. '

Mr. MARTIN. Of course, as amended,
the motion is entively innocuous, or ought
to be, at any rate, if the Government will
~do their duty, aad I suppose we must pre-
sume they ave doing it The motion as
amended simply means that if any person
Sremains who lias not received what he is
centitled to under the Act of 188G, then the
SGovernment are to give it to him. It scaree-
Iy requires a motion of this House to do
~that: and I would rather gather that the
ivery strong remarks of the hon. member
forr Bellechasse (Mr. Amyof) must have been
fdirected agninst the Government, because
.y hon. friend from West Assiniboia (Mr.
Davin) asked the Government to go a great
deal further than that, and to give any
one serip who. by their watehfulness and
loval services during the North-west rebel-
:Hou. renderad themselves entitled to it. Now,
fParvliament, in 1886, decided how far they

nmember egn-

On the awmenduent ?

i were prepared to go in giving serip to the
volunteers, and the Government seems very
properly to have confined the awarding of
i serip to those who were entitled to it under
Fthe Act of 1885, If they were to go fur-
! ther than that. and now give it to persons
. whom they might think entitled to it for
‘some other reasons, they would, no doubt,
. cut out a lot of persons who, in the mean-
i time, would have been entitled to it, and
: who had left the country, or who had never
 heard of the change in the Act.

| .
| Amendment agreed to, and motion,

i amended, agreed to.

H
i
!
'

as



ST. ANDREW'S RAPIDS.

Mr. MARTIN moved for:

Copies of all correspondence with regard to
improvements of St. Andrew’s Rapids, not already
broeught down.

He said : The House will rememnber that, on
onte occasion at least, and 1 think on several
occasions, 1T bave Drought this matter be-
fore their attention.
ber that my predecessor, as representative
for Winnipeg, Mr. IHugh John Macdonalid.

also on ove ceceasion, if not more, hrought
the matter beiere the House : and I know |
that that gentloman brought the matier fre--
quently to the attention of the (';ovm'nnul\xlt;

this

outside the House, I may say thit
muatler has intevested for a great nmuithy years

tne member for Winuipeg for the tiize being.
In the interest of lis constituenis, he hus

urged upon the Government and upon this
Parliament the urgent neecessity for a mode-
rate awount of public funds heing Jdevoted
towards the iwprovemenr of St Andrew’s
Rapids, ou the Red River. ‘The Ilouse will
remen:ber ithat the Red River is the prin-
cipal river in the provinee of Manitoba | that

it rises in the United States, and drains al

large part of the Dakotas and Minnesota ;

that going up into Maniteoba, it flows from ;

Emerson into Lake Winnipeg, through the

Red River Valley, and that the city of Win- |

nipeg js situated upon its banks. In past
dayvs there was a great deal of navigation
upon the river in flat bhoats from Moorhead
to Winnipeg. The advent of railways has
to a large extent done away with naviga-
tion. But the river is navigable, and could
De used to great advauatrge to the people
of Winnipez and surrcunding country. were
it not for the fact that 2 few miles north
of Winnipeg there exist these rapids. about
six miles long. which are of xuch a character
as practically to destroy navigation between
Winnipeg and Lake Winnipeg during all
but the period of very bighest water. The
reason that the people of Winnipeg are so
much interested in this matter is that Lake
Winnipeg has a number of natural resources
which would be of great benefit to Winnipeg
were there any cheap means of com-
munication between the city and the lake.
This is especially true in the matter of cord-
wood. 1t will be readily understood by the
House that fireweod is a very important
item in the North-west, and the high cost
of firewood, on account of the seareity of
that article in the North-west is one of the
disadvantages that we labovr under, coupled
with the fact that coal has to be brought
also from very consideriable distances. and
costs a great deal more in Winnipeg than it
does in the eastern parts of Canada. Any-
thing. therefore, calculated to reduce the
price cf firewood is a matter of very great
importaice to that city, and it is ealculated
that il we had navigation throughout the
‘yvear, or througbout the season of naviga-

Mr. MARTIN.

[COMMONS]
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!tion, betwean innipeg and the lake. the
i price of cordwood, by reason of the very
Marge quantity of that article which is found
along the shores of Lake Winnipeg, would
he reduced probably $2 a cord. For that
Creason alene it has always been the idea
~of Winnipeg that they were not unreason-
able in asking that Government money io
a0 cousiderable extent shionhl e expended
e akRing the necessary improvements at
St Andrew’'s Rapids. T may say, Mr. Speak-
“er. that we bave had at various times very
“sirong  promises  tfrom  Ministers o the
Crown.  We have also had very strong pro-
nuses  from Conserviative nominees, wlho
have always been clected to IParlinment, ex-
cept on the last occasion, that the Govern-
neunt would do its duty in this matter., The
tpeople of Winnipeg have lost no opportu-
vity during the past ten or twelve yvears.
when Ministers of the Crown have visited
that city. to lay before them very fully the
fwants of the city iu this matter. [ have
; referred only to the question of cordwood,
‘but there are many other resources in and
around the lake which make it most desir-
Euhle that there should be navigation be-
ftween the two points. There is lumber,
"there are the fisheries, there are many mine-

i ral deposits around Lake Winnipeg which
icould-be developed if we had navigation.
! Only a few months ago, the Minister of the
i Interior and the Prime Minister were up
in that country, and the citizens of Winni-
peg took the opportunity, as they had done
on many previous occasions, of sending ¢
representative delegation to meet those houn.
gentlemen and lay this important question
before them. 1 am very sorry to be obliged
to state to the House that the delegation
was received, not as it thought it should be,
either by the Minister of the Interior, or the
First Minister, and while the Minister of the
Interior was not guilty of any direct disre-
spect to the deputation, the Prime Minister
was, because, when the citizens of Winni-
peg, a very large and influential deputation
of them, as I have said, waited on those two
hon. gentleimen, and brought this matter be-
fore them, and endeavoured to. persuade
them that they were fairly entitled to the
expenditure of public money on that work,
the Prime Minister said he had just return-
ed from a long visit to the North-west, and
during that visit he had been interviewed a
great many times by Indians, and he notic-
ed that every tribe of Indians wanted some-
thing, and he found when in Winnipeg they
were no better—they were like the [ndians.
in the North-west, with whom he had come
in contact. It may be imagined that ihe
people of a city possessing the ideas and
prospects of Winnipeg would not be very
much flattered by having such a reply made
to a representative delegation urging on the
Government a public work of this character.
[ understand that now, when the elections
are not far distant, the Government are be-
ginning to think of doing something in this

i
¢
i
i
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matter, and the people of Winunipeg would
consider an eleventh-hour repentance very
much better than none at all, and if the Gov-
ernment are prepared to appreciate the posi-
tion in which we are placed there with re-
spect to this improvement, and are prepared
to set aside a reasonable amount of money
for that purpose, they will certainly obtain
from those residents a very large amount of
gratitude. During this session, a private com-
pany has applied to this Parliameunt for incor-
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poration as “ The Lake Winnipeg and Hud-
son Bay Canal Company.” and. incidentally, :

that company has asked for i {ranchise to
improve those rapids. 1 have, on behnalf of
the city of Winnipeg, opposed. and I in-
tend to oppose the proposition that that com-
pany should receive a tranchise from this
Parlinment in connection with thosce rapids,
because, while it is true that if a eanal were
constructed from Lake Winnipeg to Hudson
Bay. it would be necessary. in the interest
of the canal comp:any., to improve those
locks, still, the city of Winnipeg and the
surrounding country desire to have the locks
constructed, and rapids improved whether
the canal from Lake Winnipeg to Hudson
Bay is ever constructed or not. We think it
would be most unfortunate to hand over a
franchise for the purpose of taking control
of this public¢ work. to a private company. in
any event. but we certainly feel satisfied
that if the Government could be induced to
hand over a franchise covering a great river
like the Red River, to a private company,
it should be only on two conditions: 1. That
the company had money in hand and were
ready to proceed with the work ; 2. That
the tolls to be exacted for.the use of those
improvements should not. in any case, ex-
ceed what the parties using the navigation
could fairly be expected to pay. utterly re-
gardless of the question as to what the
work cost. So it will be scen that the condi-
tions which Winnipeg exacts make it almost
equivalent to saying, as they do say. that
no private company should have such a
franchise handed over to them. I under-
stand that the Government intend to re-

strict the powers of this company by some :

be entitled to go on with the work if they

see fit, but if they do not see fit, then it was
to be handed over to this company. That

stand is entirely unsatisfactory to the peon-:

ple of Winnipeg in one aspect. So far as

- terest, and also in the public interest,

the Government indicate that they have
“the eleventh hour realize their duty in this

some idea of taking hold of the work, the

people of Winnipeg are most glad to notice !
the fact, and would congratulate the Gov-:
but the:

ernment if it were carried out:
other alternative, handing this undertaking
over to the ecompany in case the Govern-
ment do not intend to go on with the work.
does not meet with the approval of the citi-
zens there, and the restrictions which the
Government propose to place on the com-
pany are not, in our opinion, sufficient. They
say : We will reserve the power to approve

i
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the plans and allow the company to go on
with the work unless we think their plans
are proper. I put this case: Suppose a
private company did go on with this woerk?

Mr. OUIMET. Mr. Speaker, is the hon.
gentlemen in order in discussing a  Bill
which is now before the Railway Committee,
stating what the conditions are, and so on?

Mr. SPEAKER. If that is what the hon.
gentleman is doing. he is certainly out of
order—if he is discussing a Bill which is be-
fore a committee of the House.

Mr. MARTIN. I thiuk I am not out of
order in saying that application has been
made by this company to Parliament. 1 am
not proposing to discuss their Bill, bur the
action of the Government.

Mr. OUIMET. The Bill is to be discussed
to-morrow, and perhaps the hon. gentleman
might postpone his remarks uutil then.

Mr. MARTIN. 1 do wot know what will
be discussed at the meeting to-morrow. 1
do not discuss the matter except as it bears
on the question as regards whether the Gov-
ermment should take up this work or not. It
will not be satisfactory to propose, as I un-
derstand they intend to propose to this
House, to hand over this work to a private
company unless the conditions attached to
the performance of the work by the private
company were of such a nature as would
benctit the people of Winnipeg and the sur-
rounding country from the work being done
by the Government of the day. I am very
much delighted to find that this question

is approached by the Government to-
day in a very different aspect from
what it was in 1894, when I first

brought this question before the House.
Then, all the Government could say was,
thar their engineers had looked into the mat-
ter, and that according to the reports of the
engineers, the expense of the work was so
great, that they were not in a position to re-
commend Parliament to vote any nioney ior
that purpose. I am glad to know that two
years having elapsed since that annouuce-

provision by which the Government are to ' ment, and the elections being near at hand,

the Government are inclined to look upon this
question in a somewhat different light. 1
frankly sa) to them, that their course in thas
respect is & vory proper one in their own in-
I have
no doubt, that if the Government, even at

matter, and recollect the many promises that
they and their friends have made to the
people up therc. aud do their duty in the
premises by devoting public money to this
work. they will certainly very mueh improve
their political position in the city of Winni-
pez. I wish to say at the same time, Mr:
Speaker, that public money spent on this
work, to be of any benefit to Winnipeg and
to the province of Maniteba, must be voted
in such a way as to really give the people
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there the benefit of having this work con-
structed at the public expense. 1 do not
believe that any private company is likely
to come with money in hand to build this
work. because it is quite clear to any one
who has looked into the matter, that it is
not a work in conunection with which private
capital is likely to be reimbursed. The only
inducement a company is likely to have to
take up the scheme, is with thie hope of get-
ting Government aid and a Government
bouus, and in some way manipulating the
Government aid and Government bonus =0 s
to get some advantage to themselves. S0
far as the company 1 have referrved to is con-
cerned, there is no question at all but that
they are mere speculiators. They present to
Parlinment a scheme for a canal from Lake
Winnipeg to Hudson Bay. without a dollav
to put into it. Their expectation is to in-
duce capital to take hold of that work., This
is public work, and we have no rizht to
hand it over to a company whose suceess is
dependent upon the obtaining of capital to
build a canal hundreds of miles away. If
the Government propose to devote public
money to this purpose, the only satisfactory
way in which they can do so. is to have a
proper survey made. The surveys that have
been made in the past have been superficial.
and the Government have never sent a good
engincer to devote reasonable time to the
matter. and to find out what this work will
probably cost. On the other hand, the city
enzineer of Winuipeg has devoted very con-
siderable time to the matter, and has looked
into it very carefully., and his estimate for
the work is. I bhelieve. about half the esti-
mate of the Government engineer.

Mr. MeMILILAN (Huron). About how
much is that ?

Mr. MARTIN. The Government engineer
estimated the cost at $000.000 or £1,001.090.
while Mr. Ruttan who is a very eminent
engineer. estimates that the work could be
done, if 1 recollect arvight, for about £450,000,
I would be inclined to think, that it the Gov-
ernment were preparcd to furnish the bulk
of the money for this work, a reasonable
amount in addition would be furnished by
the city of Winniper. I believe the city

could afford to do that on account of the;
great saving that would accrue to the people

on the item of firewood alone. However, 1
do not know that the city would give any

amount, as the question has never been be- .

fore the people. I impress upon the Govern-
‘last year, the department has under con-

ment, that if they intend to give any public

money towards this work, they should give .
is bo use’
offering one. or two hundred thousand dol-:
sum |

enough to complete it. There

lars. They must offer a substantial
which will be sufficient to construct the
work in a reasonable time. I say. Mr.
Speaker. that if the Government want to put
themselves right with the people up there.
and want to do their duty, they will not
only give a sufficient sum towards this work.

Mr. MARTIN.
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but they will also see that when the work is
completed it shall be fully and freeiy avail-
able to the people of the lucality. 1 do not
say that there should not be tolls charged.
nor do I thiuk there would be any objection
whatever if the Government were to charge
a reasonable toll ; but the toll must not be
of such a character as to be a burden upon
navigation. It must be so reasonable.. that
people will be enabled 1o engage in thie trans-
portation of cordwood and other products,
from Lake Winnipeg to the city of Winni-
peg. I am satisfied that the Government can
not do justice to themselves, nor justice to
that portion of the provinece, nor justice tou
that public work, Ly allowing a private com-
pany to intervene. A privite company can
only come in there for the purposc of deriv-
ing a revenue for their own benetit. In this
work there is no chance for any outside vro-
fits. It will take every dollar that the Min-
ister of Publie Works can afford for the pur-
pose of improving this river, along with any-
thing that may be had from the city of Win-
nipeg, to complete that improveiwcent with-
out allowing for any protits to a private
company. 1 therefore view with apprehen-
sion any suggestion as to the interventiosi of
a private company. 1 would be almost pre-
pared to say. that if the Government offer-
ed an adequate sum, aud offered to zive that
sum as a bounus to 4 privite company, they
wou.d be treating this subject with indifter-
ence, now, as they have for so many years
past, and that they were merely makinsg a
feint of doing something. I hope that it will
pot be so. I hope that if hon. genrleinen op-
posite determine to give a vole of money
for this purpose, they will do it in such a
way as to reflect credit upon themselves. 1
am quite willing that they should have any
political advantage they can get from thar
course. I shall be very glad indeod it for
that reason—or leaving out reasous of that
kind altogether—they should come 1o the
conclusion that it was in the interest of that
portion of Manitoba, and in the intcvest of
Manitoba generally., that this graat iver
which is practically useless at the prexenr

" time, should be opened up, as 4 weans of

communication with the great resources of
Lake Winnipeg, and all the rest of the pro-
vince, and in fact with eastern Canada as
well.

Mr. OUIMET. All the papers that are in
the department concerning this matter have
already been brought down. I can say to
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Martin), that since

sideration the various improvements of
which he has spoken. I was very sorry not
to have at my disposal last summer a suf-
ficient amount to get a new survey made. as
I find that the first survey is not satisfac-
tory to the people of Winnipeg. The first
survey showed that the improvements re-
quired would cost very nearly $1,000,000,
and the Government did not feel that they
could, in this present year, undertake the
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I hope, in

view of the costimaates that have been!
given to us Ly Mrv. Lutwn, bhat ibe

new survey will make it clear that these

improvements can be made for a smaller
mmount. The hon.
constituents  may rely on this  that,
it is possible 1o make the jmimprovements
at a cost at all proportionate to the bene-
fits that will accrue to the people of Winni-
peg. the Government will certainly under-
take the work as soon a&s the tinances of the
country will enable us to do so., which 1
hope will be very soon.

Mr. DALY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make
a few rewmarks on this morion, particularly
in view of the fact that the hon. member for
Winnipeg (Mr. Martin) gratuitously cast a

sneer it the Premier aud myself in refer-

ence to a deputation that waited upon us in
Winnipeg List September, when we were on
our wiy east. ‘The hon. gentleman stited
that the Premier was disrespectful 1o the
very important delecuiion that waited upon
us in reference to this scheme, likening their
request to the Indinn pow-wows we hield
wirth delegantions of the Indinns whomn
nmet during our trip. Now. I can say ‘it
any renrk made by the Premier at ihag
tite in reference to the Indinns, was muad.s
entively in badinage. the Premier so sited,

amd it could not be taken seriously by any gy
wentle- \

P 8t Andrew's Rapids, and the openins up of

person wha uitderstands thai hou.
man., So far as | am concerned, all T have
1o say is that I leave myselt in the homis of

on that oceaxion ; and if the applause 1 re-
ceived on taking my seat after the few re-
prirks I oannde was any indicarion of
feeline of those present. it seemed o me
tiriet they were well satisfied with what I
had =aid. One would think.

the oy ejection is near, hus because 1he rese-

gentleman and his:
if .

Wi
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wishes of the people of Winnipeg in refer-
ence to the improvement of the navigation
of Red River. As stated by the hon. Min-
ister of Public Works, the one thing that
has kept the Government from expending
the money has been the large amount that
the work was estimated to cost. Every
deputation that went to meet the Minister
of I'ublic Works and cother members of the
Government in reference to it, since 1887,
was met by that one statement. that, ac-
cording to the engineers of the departinent,
the work would cost from 900,000 to $1.£00.-
000. Since that time. as stated Ly the hon.
member for Winnipe:s, the city encineer of
Winnipey, Colonel Ruttan, has made a care-
ful survey of the river, and he estimates the
total cost of the work at 8500.0u0. That re-
port huas been brought to the attention of
the Minister of Public Works., and it is au-
pounced by him that another survey will be
made by the otlicers of hix department. 1
hope sincerely that the matter will receive
the earnest and immediate attenrion of the
Governmment, becagse there is no doubr that
the people of Winnipes, and the poeople of
i large portion of the country tribuary o
Winnipeg, are éonsiderably handicapped by
the want of througsh navigation on tite Redd

. River, connecting with Lake Winuipeg, with

irs immense fishery resources! the sreat

rrowth of timber around its shores, and iis

miles of coast. The improvemeni of

s communication. would mean a laree in-

" s R cercide of trade o the city of Winnpeg.
the ecitizens of Winnipeg who were pros:ng ] e

[ trust that it will not be long before 1he
engineers will be on the ground. and ihwe

s people of Wianipeg will realize. not becise

Csentations made through their civie bodies.

from the wman- -

ner in which the hon gentleman has spread .

himself to-nicht, that i8S was the firse ocey-
sicn on which this matter was hrought
for. the House, and that he and he alone
hat ever advoeated these improvements bi-
fore the Govermuent.

Mr MARTIN
Iv said 1 was not.

Mr. DALY.

Cn the contrary, T express:

TEE.

~ Mackenzie

Instead of that, I want the

hon, gentleman to understand that his pre-

dicceossor, Mr. Hugh John Macdonald, anad

sion after session.
Mr. MARTIN.
Mr. DALY,

I s0 stated.

They were just as much im- .

aiud by thie representatives of Manpitoha sun-
poriine this Government. will induce 1the
Gevernment 10 make the necessary improve-
ments in the navigation of Red River secupro.

M, MARTIN,
I made

In reference to the remarks
about the imerview between Sir
jowell and my hen. friend the
Minister of the Intevior., and the depuration
in Winnipeg, all T can say is that no matter
what the spirit the I'remier put forward.
his syerestion thiat it was another Indian
pow-waw, for which they had intercepted

. z.‘:im ot his way to Ottawa. the people of
his predecessor, and other Manitoba mem-’
bers, brought this muatter up repeatediy. ses--

that deputation certainly did not take it in
thar spirit.  There was jn the eity a good

- deal of feeling thuar the Premier of Canada

had net treated them in a proper way. I
myself was not present at the delegation.
but what I say here I have heard from a

pressed with the importance and necessity of , great many people who were there, norably

this work as the hon. genticmant : and T have !

oaly to say to tite hon, gentlemaan and ihe

citizens of Wimnipes that no aoubt the per-

donald. and other members from Manitcha
supporting the Government, will eventuate
very shortly in something material being

from those who belonged to the party of the
Government. They were probably more

_offended than the Liberals. because the ILib-
sistent work dene hy Mr. Searth, Mr. Mac--

done towards carrying out the long-deferred .
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rals, perhaps, did not expect that the Gov-
ernment would treat them with respedt in
the matter : but the Conservatives did. and
I ean say that they were deeply offended.
not only with the language of the Premier:

KREVISED EDITION.
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but with the manner in which they were YALE AND CARIBOO ELECTORAL

met by the Minister of the Interior,
Mr. DALY, Do I understand the hon.

sentleman to say that any of them were |

offended at anything I said at that meeting?

Mr. MARTIN.

Mr. DALY, Will the hon, gentieman give
me the names of his informants ?

Mr. MARTIN. If the hon. gentleman will
oot a report of the meeting in any of the
Winnipey newspapers— -

M. DALY. I have got it here—the * Win-
ninex Free Press’ of the 13th.

Mr. MARTIN. T think I ean fairly say
that if the hon. gentleman will communiecate
with those present at the meeting. 90 per

So 1 am informed.

cont of them will corroborate everything 1

say. On making allowance of 10 per cent for

yoelloaw dog Tories, swho woild say they were :

satisfied. if the hon. Premier and Minisrer

of Interior \r. Daly) had heen ten times. ¢
“ueder

mnre offengive than they were 7 I think 1
can fairly say. that 90 per cont of that de-

legation, largely cotmnposed of JConservatives,
would endorse evervthing I have =aid to-day .

with recard to the treaiment they received.
I searcely think, thar thie hon, Minister has
heen very fair fo >, in <iatingz. that one

would eather from my remarks, that I was .

the only one who ever hrought the subjeet
up here. beeause I expressly mentioned that
Mr. Huzh J. Macdoenald, my predecessor.
and the gentleman who preceded him. had
time and time again bronght this matter
before the attentien of Parliament and the
Govermment. Nota word eseaped from me in
condemnation of any of iny predecessors, who
are supporters of the Government. beecause
I helieve they did all they enuld to forward
this matier. But what 1 draw attention to
is. that it is only now, after my poor efforts
have bheen exerted in ihat direction—but,
possibly. not on acceount of them, but rather
on acceount of the fact. that the Govern-
ment. in the meantime, had lost Winnipeg
by their wross negleet in this and many
other maiters, and also on account of the
fact. that an election is jimminent—we have
for the first time declaratinn from the
Government. that they intend to do some-
thing substantial in this matter. My hon.
friend has put forward the suggzestion, that
Mr. Rutftan's vreport has brought about this
ccnversion @ but Mr. Ruttan's report was
before the Governnienr about five vears ago,
and. if it was suflicient to convince the Gov-
ercment, why did not the Government un-
dertake the work., when that report was sub-
mitted to them and when they had one of
their own supporters, the then member for
Winnipeg. and other strong friends of their
own, urging on them the necessity of going
on with this work just as strongly as I have
ever done ?

Motion agreed to.
Mr. MARTIN.

o
[L

LISTS.

Mr. MARTIN moved for :

; ‘Copy qf. the list of_ electors for the constituen-
i cies of Yale and Cariboo.

! He said: Hon. gentlemen opposite are
jaware  that in  British Columbia therw
i has been, during rhe Iast year or  two.
‘a great revival in mineral excitement and
s mineral discoveries, and that that has oc-
ccurred perhaps more than in any other part
of the province, in the Kootenay district. a
prrtion of the constituency of my hon. friend
“from Yale. 'The House knows, that for the
: niext  election the constitueney of  Cariboo
has been united with Yale.. and that here-
after we are to have a single constituency
-of Yale and Cariboo. I am not very sure of
the distances, but T think in that aew con-
stitneney it must be about 200 miles from

east to west., and three or four hundred
‘miles from north to south. It is most na-

tural. that the making of the voters' lists
the Dominion Franchixe Aet for a
constituency of such magniticent distances,
st be a matter of very considerable ditfi-
culty : and I think T c¢an fairly say. that
tlie voters® list which swas made at the last
revision for that constitueney is a meost un-
satisfactory one. T believe that, in somne
places. the notices did nor reach the people,
and I know. from information I have re-
ceived. that there is a large number of per-
sons scattered all through that constituencey
who are fully entitled to vore. but whose
names are not on the list, That is one of the
things which must naturally happen under
the operation of the very untair franchise
Iaw we now have. But what [ rise particu-
larly to point out is, that on account of this
mineral excitement, there is one portion of
the eonstitueney., namely the Kootenay dis-
trict. which has almost entirely zrown up
since the revision of rhe lists. Towns that
existed in 1891, swhen the stz were revised,
ave been very largely increased by people
coming intd them from other parts ot British
Columbia and Canada generally. In one
instance. there is a new town, called Ross-
Iind. whose population at present excecds
3.000 people, very few of whose names are
on the lists, and which has no polling place
at all. 'The polling place for Rossland is at
Waneta. Now, T am told. that from Ross-
land o Teail, which is upon the water, is
8 miles. and that from Trail to Waneta is
12 or 14 miles water or by trail. What do
yveu think of a law under the operation of
which, when an eleetion comes round., a
town of 3.000 people has no polling place.
and its people have to go 20 miles to vote 7
But that is not the worst. Not only are the
people in Rossland oblized to go this dis-
“tance to vote, but the great majority of them
are not on the voters' lists at all, and cannot
~vote at all, unless they are able to «o back
“to the old constituencies where they lived
; till 1894. Of course. I cannot say that the
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Goevernment are to blame exactly in this . list was being revised. to visit nearly every

respect.  They could not have foreseen

the growinz up of a town of that size.

I think that, in fairness, this Parliament

should pass a law allowing new voters’ lisis
resident of the distriet will cheerfully testify
10, The hon. member for Winnipeg, 1 think,

10 be made for a place like Rossiand. iu
order that the people there should have @
fair chance of recording their votes, bhecanse

of the very special circumstalces oi the .

«iSe.
of. that practically was not i existence
when thie revising otlticer made his last list
and which now has a population of about
2000, and which next sutamer, i the anti-
cipations of my hon. friend's constitu>nrs

are at all carvied out, will have a ouch
areater pepuliation even thaun now. Would

it not be eminently fair that in & case of
that Kind whe Hous2 should pass i shom
statute, under waich the judge mizht hokd
a special mecting at Rossland and eliaev
towns that have grown so rapidly by reason
of the mining excitemeur arising out of the
discovery of gold and the developmenr of
silver mining, Some means ought to be pro-
vided by which these people would have
an opportupity to vote. I do not put rthis
forward for party reasons. 1 have no means
of knowing whether the people of Rosskhul
are favourable or unfavourable to the Gov-
ernment of the day. But T =ay. as a1 matier
of fairness and as a matter of recognition
ol the great importance that the minerad
dixiricets of Kootenay is likely to he not oniy
o British Columbia, bat 1o the people of
Cairda at laree. it would be an eminently
titting thing for Parliament to draw <pecial
attention to the great inerease in population
by deing something of this kind. {1 would
he fair to the people there. and it would
he advauntazeous to Cunada ar larse, as 1
=ay. to draw attention in thix very nuirked
manner fo the fact that though the voters'
list was made in 1894, and is accepted for
tiie rest of Canada as being a fairly recent
List, the enormous increase in the population
in this district had made it necessary io
have a special list in order that the people
there should have a c¢hance of depositing
their ballots in the coming elections.

Mr. MARA. Mr. Speaker, the hon. mem-
her for Winnipeg (Mr. Martin) is quite right
when he speaks of the distriet of Yale-Cari-
boo as a large one. But he has very much
narrowed the bounds of the distriet. It ex-
tends from the summit of the Rocky Moun-
tains to Harrison Liver or Agassiz, a distance
of hetween 400 and 500 miles along the line
of 1he Canadian Pacine Raihway, and from
1he settlements on the southern part of Koot-
enay Liake to Barkerville, a Jdistance. by the
ordinary lines of travel. of ucurly SO0 miles.
There are some sixty odd poiling divisious in
the distriet, with a voters® list of 7.743. Mr.
Justice Walkem. who was the revising otfi-
cer, took great pains to ge: every possible
name placed on the list. Being a judge of
the supreme coult. and baving to rravel on
circuit, he was enabled, during the time the
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Here is a town that was not hesvd

fevery name that was given to him.

polling division in the county. Therefore,
e had excellent opportunities of placing
Thar
he did bis work well and faithtfully every

i wrong in oue contention, and that is that
the polling-place cannot be held at Ross-
Iatdd, the town of which he speaks, and
which has grown up in eighteen months
from a little hamlet of about rwenry people
to a busy rown of about S000, The pame
Waneta is given to the polling distriet, an-d
it is quite possible for the returning otficer
to have the poll held ar any place within
the distrier. and it will probably be held
at Rosstand.

Mreo MARUIN. But that will we untair 1o
the people of Waneia, swill it noi 7 There
aie ol su sy vi thew, of course,

Mr. MARA. There are ouiy three voters

living at Waneta, who ai¢ on the vot-
ers’ list, Waneta is lthe nam» given to

tite whole distriet, including the town of
Waneta, and in this distriet ave the town

of Trail and the town of Rossland. The
difliculty the hon. gentleman refers to c¢an

largely Lo overcome if the Government will
hring in a shore Bill enabling any voter
who is registered within the distriet to vote
at the pollinz-place where he happens to b»
when the election is beld. 1 have already
«iulled the attention of the Government to
that taet, and they have the matter under
consideration. and [ hope they will see their
avay clear to miaake an exception of the ease
of the rown of Rossland.

Mr. MARTIN. May I avk the houn. zen-
tleman if 1 uwnderstand righrly thar he pro-
peses that a person who has now the right
to vote in some other constituency should
have the right to vote at Rossland. or does
he simply confine it to those having the
richit to vote in Yale and Kootenay districts.

Mr. MARAD P would conti2eat to Yale, Cavi-
hoo and Kootenity.,  The poapuiation of Ross-
Innd is made up chiefly of Americans—I1 sup-
pose that two-thirds would be 2 low estimate
of the proportion of Ameiican citizens in the
population.  The others. who are British
subjects and who would be entitled to vote
by length of residence in the province are
registered voters in other parts of Yale and
Kootenay or Cariboo.  No thar if the Govern-
ment will do what I have suggested there
will be no serious grievance and the number
of voters who will be disfranchised wil! be
very trifiing. That Mr. Justice Walkem did
his work well, that a great many names
of voters were placed upon the list. is evi-
denced by the fact that the provincial voters’
list. made up only twelve months bhefore for
the same dixirict, contained 3.64{5 names.
while the Dominion list contains 7.743 names.
That is pretty good evidence that the re-

vising oflicer clid his work well. and that
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very few names were left off. [ shall Le
most happy to receive the assistance of the
hon. member for Winnipeg and other mem-
bers on the other side of the IHouse in in-
ducing the Government to bring down a
short Bill. which I hope they will do. {o
remedy the grievance the hon, gentleman
has spoken of.

Nir JAMES GRANT. I am very glad 1
have had the opporounity ol listening to
the observations that have fallen from the
hon. mecwber for Wimnipeg (Mr. Martim
with regard to the increase in the population
in Britishy Coluzindisg, W RKieew that for
some yeirs past we havee been jed o be-
lieve in this House that population, rather
than coming into Canada, was aciually going
out of ir. Nuch has been ibe rext of the
hon. member for Noutn Oxtord (Rir Riehard
Cartwright). It must be a source of grati-
L DTERERT R Y el i v wThe of
the House to tind that members of the Op-
position are bheginning to recognize the fact
that a large pepulation iz rapihldly coming
into the IDominion of anada. We
kuow that Rossland now has a popula-
tion of some 3000 inhabitanis, whereas a
few vears aoo it contzined enly a fow dozen
peopl:a. I this ix net in fiself and evidence
of remarkable developiisent, T do not Kuow
what can he. Only a fow days 200 one of
the lemding members of the lianse of Copo-
mons in Eugland visited the seciicn of coun-
try. and expressed teo e grent astonishment
in observing the reigarkable growth of that
section of the country, and the extent aned
importanee of the industries that were e
ing developed, and the cutlook generaliy for
the Pacific coast. I @ pleased indeed and
thankrul o the hon, nember Sor Winaipes
that he has undertaken to place this ques-
tion before ihe House i country. He 1s
impressed. no doubr, with e necessity
view of the coming elections. that these in-
dividuals should have their names placed
on the list. because no doubt they will be-
come voters four the Conservative pariy
which has done s¢ mueh for ithe develop-
ment of the Pacilic slope,

Mr. DALY, 1 was going to <ay that as it
wits his dury. the hon, member for Yale (Mr.
Mar:z) had already Lrought to the attention
of the Governuent the facts that were dis-
closed by the hon, member for Winnipes ;
and at this present time the matter is en-
gaging the attention of the Departinent of
Justice in order that legislation may be pre-
pared and intreduced this session to meet
the ex--eptional case that is now presented
by the development that has taken place in
this particular part in Riitish Columbia.
I have no doubt that in the course of a few
days the Minister of Justice will be in a posi-
tion to say whether that legislation can be
drawn in such a way as to meet the require-
ments of the case, and to relieve the people
of that district from the difficulties under
which they labour. .

Mr. MARA.

IFTEH T L
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Mr. MARTIN. 1 scarcely see how my hon.
friend from Ottawa (Nir James Grant) is able
to attribute to the National Policy the dis-
covery of gold in the Rossland distriet.
However, I am very glad that gold has been
discovered there in such large and paying
quantities, and if the tinancial policy of the
Government can be credited with it in any
way. I shall certainly have a little respect
for that poliey : but I must say that up 1o
date, I have had very little respect for jr. T
am glad to see that the hon. member for
Yale and Cariboo bhas had this matter in
hand. and as suggzested by him, I should i
glad to give him any assistance I can with
regard to the matter. It seems to ine thai if
Parliament is to legislate upen the question
at all, they mighr as well make their logisla-
tion as effective as pos=xible. 1 think i+ wouid
be a mistake it an Act is 10 be passed mak-
ing a special arrensement for rthis constii-
encey under the very special ciremmsianees,
that votes should be wiven only to those joer-
sons in Rosstand and neishboarhomd whao
were  formerly  residents of  Yale and
Cariboo ; because while it ix e no doubi
thazr a very considerable numninler of e new
inhabitants there are Americans, amd would
not be entitled to vote, I think there is, per-
hapy, a Inreer proportion, <o I have been in-
formed, of persons {rom Vierorin and Van-
couver and other parts of British Col'umbia
who would lose their votes, There g ob-
jections o giving men o right 1o vaole in
potling divisions where their names da pot
veetr, hecause it alonds opperiauities for
personation, which have boeen found in the
past to be rather unfortanate, 1 oam inform-
ed that the Waneta list that covers 1his dis-
triet coutaining this town of 3.000 inhabi-
tants, has only 67 nmmes upon it. That fae
dlone shows that there is a sirone epse for
the Government te 1ake action. 1 am alse
informed that applications eame in to Judre
Whalkem from that district for perhaps 156
or 200 names. and they were too Iate for ihe
Judze o pur them on the list, coming in afier
the date which he had tixed for receiving
applications, and of course he wis not able.
tunder the statute, to receive them. and had
to throw them out.

Mr. MALA, They wers seut in not only
after the date that applications should have
been sont in, but after the list had been re-
vised and =ent to Otiawa.

Mr. MARTIN. 1 am tinding no faule at all
with the revising officer. 1 ma mepely ;.oinr-
ing out the facts. probably it might be ex-
cusable on the grornd that it was ditfeul: to
get the notice abr :.1 in so larse a cunstity-
ency. :

Mr. MARA. That is not the reason. They
had the idea that the same rule prevailed as
in provincial electicns. and that they could
send names in at any time. They thought
any time previous to the elections their
names could be placed on the list, and that
is why they sent in the list.
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Mr. MARTIN. I am finding no fault at all
with the revising otticer. 1 am peinting this
out to sbow that something like 130 or 200
persons did really make application trom
that distriet to get their names on the list,
but on account of a wisapprehension on their
part, were not ible to do so, 1 helieve, trom
all the information that I have been able to
obtain. there will be a very larse aumber
unable to vote. not only in Ros<lan:d, bu:
also in other distriets whose popwiaiion has
been largeiy increased by the development of
siiver mines. If some legislation can be in-
troduced which will mive these people a vete
—it m.tters nothing to me, as suge - sted by
the hon. member for Oitawa, woe her tley
will vote for the Government or agaiust the
Governineni. we have got to take our
chances—ar any rate it is quite clear they
are entitled to voie. and it is quite elear thas
the circumstances are very special indeed.
and are worthy the consileration of 1bis
Hous« and Government.

Motion agreed to.

LITTLE METIS BAY HARBOUR GF
REFUGE.

Order for:

Copies of all correspondeuce, papers, docu-
ments, telegrams, &e., from stcamship and ship-
owners and agent!s, marine underwriters, manu-
facturers, merchants and others, of the city of
Montreal and elsewhere. in the hands of the
Government, in reference to a harbour of refuge
in Little Metis Bay.—(Mr. McShane.)

Mr. SCRIVER. Staml.
Mr. SPEAKER. Dropped.

Mr. SCRIVER. 1 Lope this motion will b
wlowed to =rand. awd the rollowing maiion in
the name of the member for Montre:nl Centre
(Mr. Meshane).

.

Mr. FOSTER. ‘There shouid be some good
reason given for alicwing a motion ta stand
at tiis lute period of the session. A moutn
ago we made an agreciment across ihe tloor
of the House that i these motions wepe
not pressid witen they were ecallsl,  they
were to be dropped. 1 thizk we oushi (o
insist upon that. unlvss there is some very
good reasons to the contrary. The faer that
a4 member is not present when his notice of
motion is calied. ! do not think sbhould L.
taken as a sufficient reasun, Leeilse we are
supposed to be here when the motions are
called.

. Mr. MARTIN. This motion has not been
reached since that agreement was made.
But on the contrary, the motion of the hon.
member for Bruce (Mr. MceNeiih has been
reached and called three or four times since
that agreement was made. and every time it
has been allowed to stand for 2o other rea-

son except to suit the hon. gentleman’s con- :

venience—
Mr. SPEAKER. Order.
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Mr. MARTIN. So far as we know.

Mr. SCRIVER. I think it would be urfor-
tunate if the rule should be enforeed just
at this time. I suppose the houn. genrtieinan
from Montreal Centre has been 1mavoidibly
detained from being here  to-day. 1 had
agreed to support the motion my=elr, but 1
do not like to take the responsibitity of mov-
ing it in the absruce of the hon. member
in whose name it stands.

Mr. FOSTER. W never ean get through
the Order paper it we always  aliow the
motions to stand. It has been an invari-
able rule, whon we have arrived at o ceriaia
perind in the session, that motions should
be dropped unliss membeps were reuiy to
proceed with them. T'his motion »:n he pat
on again, if the hon. gentleman wishes, In
reference to the niotion of tiie hon. member
for Bruce (Mrvr. MeNeilD, the last time it was
called the leader of the Opposition agreed
that it should stand. To-day it was a'low-
vid to stand for the reason that the Neeremry
of State wished to speak upon it Lutr was
et able to do so this afternoon, That s a
very important motion.

Mr. SCRIVER. [ lope the leader of the
TTonse will not insist apon rhis motion being
dropped to-dax. l.et it stand for this time.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.L) T do not hink the
hon. gentleman can resist that »ppeal,

Mr. FOSTER. Stand.

BRITISH COLTUMRBIA SOUTHERN RAIL-
WAY.

M. MARTIN moved for.

Copies of all Orders in Council passed with
regatd to the iritish Cohimbia Southern Ruailway
‘emipany and the subeidy to the same ; also, of
all correspondence with said company or with the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company with regard
1o saig railway company.

I+ said : This is a matter affecting British
Culumbia, and especialiy the constituency
of Yale. There has been for a long time
i1 very strong desire on the part of the
people of British Columbia. and also on the
part of the western section of the North-
west Terrifories, the southern part of Al-
heria. that there should be a railway con-
structed from lLethbridge or Dunmore, on
ihe Canadian Pacitic Railway. through the
C'rew’s Nest Pass. into the Kootenay dis-
irict. It is suggested by those who know
this country best, that the Crow’s Nest PPass

-ix= 2 much better pass by which to cross the

-mountains than the Kicking Horse Pass,
. which was selected by the Canadian Pacifie
Railway. At all events. the matter has
been agitated before this Parliament on more
than omne occasion, and up to date the
! Canadian Pacific Railway has been practi-

‘eally given a monopoly of that pass, on the
‘assurance that they would, as soon as they
i could. make financial arrangements. con-



etruct a lne from ILethbridge through the
Crow’'s Net t Pass into the Keotenay mining
district, Tiat district consists of two portionxs
—eastern and  western--bedh of which are
very rich in minerals. However, the Canadian
Pacitie Railway. up to date. has done no-
thing. Poobably, there is not room in some
portions of the pass for more thau one rail-
way., and. theretfors, a charter in tbhat par-
ticular part of Canada becomes practicaiiy
a monopriy, because it gives the pass to one
company :and prevents two charters being
given for lines through that pass. The greas
development of mining which hax oecurved
during the past year or two years in the
Kootenay district. has brouglit (his maider
espectally to the atrention ot that ,mnmn ot
British Columbia, for this reason: It is
most destrable that the ore in which this
district is <o rich siould be smelted upon
the spot., and for that purpese it is neces-
sary to get coall and it is stated, that Crow's
Nest Pass through the Rockies is very rich
indeed in coal. In prootf of that smtement,
let me read from an ofticial pamphler issued
by the lmmigration Department. with the
approval of Her \I.uo.-\t‘\ﬂ Seeretary of
State for the Colonies. dated January, 1894,
in which there ix the fellowing :—

Near Crow’s Nest Pass coal beds of iimmense
thickness tene seum thirty feet) extend a distance
of abour thir:iy miles. of superior :uality, and
producing coke (fifteen cannel coal seams). At
the Kootenay mines coke new costs §14 per ton,
but when the projected British Columbia South-
ern Ruilway is built it is expected that better
coke froin the Crow’s Nest collieries can be sup-
plied in the knmena,\' mning district at about
one-hal{ of the present prices. The smelters at
work ncw in the Kootenay are greatly hampered
on account of the high price of coke—one at
Pilot Bay is using thirty wons per dayv. From
this smelter, witich only commenced its operations
9th March. 1845, the bullion shipped to the United
States up to 39th June this vear amcunted to
1,301 tons.

In view of that fact. it seems to me. that it
is abourt time this Government should let it
be known that the fr-uwlme for buxldmg a
railway through Crow's Nest IPass is open
to public competition, th.lt is to say. that'
the determination expressed some years ago,
that the Government were prep'ued to give
the franchise as a matter of pret‘erence to
the Canadian Pacific Railway. should be:
terminated. I am not p‘lrtxcul'u'lv finding
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in it : in fact, I am sorry to learn, that the
development of the district has been more
by means of American eapital than by Can-

adian or old country capital. This px ohably
arises from the faet. that the Americans

uinderstand that country better than other
people, and also that there are i large uum-
ber of men in the United States who under-
stamd mining and ave prepared to risk their
money in it, when they see Ihe\' have 1
country that is worth dc\'vkm At all
events, it is a faet, and the h-.m. nmicuber
for Yale (Mr. Marad will support me. that.
at all events, a very large proporvtion of the

o

development of i KNeotenay miies  has
been carrvied our at the instance and on
Tehalf of American capitalisia. It will be

from the facts. as stated, and which
that it woeuld e an

evident,
are no deubt accurate,
iinmense advantage to smelting in the dis-
trict it the Ameriean capitalists ok held
of the read and built it. and they wenld
probably do so were it not for the pesition
in which the British Columbia  Sourhern
Railway has Leen placed mn ¢ its charter
was practieally held up by the announce-
ment from the Governwment. tha they would
held ihe Crow's Nest Pass {or a reasouible
time for the Canadian Pacitic Ruailway. |

kS

am not altogether finding fault with thar
determination on  the part of the Gorv-
crument. but 1 desire to «all  their
artention, and the atrentian o the
House, to the faet, that the time has

come when thitt reservation for the Cans-
dian Pacifiec Railway should be withdrawn.,
e Government have bonused a portion of
the line : the bonus isx not given to auny
cempany particularly, burv it is for s line
from one point to another. extending over
thirty or forty miles. 1 do not know if the

Government ar2 going to bonus railways
again, but there is no more legitiniite place

o give a reasonable bonux than io a railway
through Crow’s Nest Paxs into the Koofenay
districet, for the purpose ol showing an in-
terest on the part of the Government in the
mining development. which is only commen-
cing in thit country. which is likely ro
spread very much indeed. and which is ver

“much hampered indeed by the fact of wr.

inadequate railway accommodation. and for

-the purpose of reducing tie cost of coke.

which is at present very great. 1f the cost

. 0f coke can be reduced from $£14 to 37 per

fault with the Canadian Pacific Railway on ton. the advantaze of having ores smelt-
this matter. Probably, it is not so much ¢d in our country, instead of senlding
their fault that the railway has not been | them over to the United States, is
built, as the dull times ; it is quite probable . One which the QGovernment c¢an very
that the company have been unable to nego- - fairly take into considertion. 1 fancy
tiate the necessary loans to build this road, the rest of Canada would be very

but I do not think it is of any special im- .
portance to Canada, or to that district which :
is more particularly interested, that the
Canadian Pacific Railway should build the
line. I understand. that a great deal of:
capital has been invested in the Kootenay |
district, that some of the most wealthy men ;

clad to support a bonus to a railway for
such a laudable purpese as to promote the
development of the ttemendous mineral re-
sources which are helieved—and beli~v.:l
with good foundation—te exist both in East
and West Kootenay.

Mr. PRIOR. Mr. Speaker, when the hon.

in the United States have taken an mterest] member for Winnipeg (Mr. Martin) was

Mr. MARTIN.
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speaking on » previous motion, he saw it
o twit the Government with suddenly tak-
ing an interest in the 8t Andrew's Rapids
pear Winnipeg, and the insinuation thatr it
wits on account of the approaching elections,
1 would like 10 know what his motive is for
now taking such an interest in British Col-
uiibia. e (Me. Martim has had several
motioens on the papear dedling with matters
from the north of RBritish Columbia o the
svuth. and 1 perhaps wmight be atlowed o
say that possibly the proximiny of the elee-
tions has something o do with that also.
The hon. gentlennin e, Marvtin has stated
very truibiiully that the Brirish Columbin
Routhern Railbway is a road that in the in-
terest of the country should be buibt and
should e sublsidized. The coul tields in that
neighbourhood, 1 tiruily believe, ave the most
valuwiible on the mmuwm of America. This
may be constiered prevty tail walk, biit it is
borue out by the 1 por s of all the engineers
who have becu on the ground atd examined
these coal beds, There are, asx the menmber
for Winuipeg (Mr. Maviin) has stated, mag-
niticent seams off semi-authreacite as well as
of bituminous and camiel coal. Thiryy feet.
twenty feet, and six feer, amd so ou, lyving
layer upon Ly er. or rather in mining phrase-
Oiouy, sein upen Sedt, fo he oXgetit of 148
feer of ol This coal is Knowa o extendd
ar loast over 2oogurt aeres of laml. Noaw,
the  British Coiumnbin Southern Railway
Company have a charter from the British
Ceolumbia government, from the Crows’ Nexg
Pass to the Nootenay Lakes. That Conee
pany has. for years past, been doing their
utmost 1o ebtain capital to build that road
and develop thesxe mines. They have spent
uap to the present time, so I am informsad.
over [R100.000 in surveyvs, aind in prospect-
ing these mines. They have had the very
best brokers and financia! men engaged in
London and elsewherve to 1ry and doat the
bonds of this company. but, owing 1o the
great tinaneial stress which has prevailed
during the last few years, it has been found
impossible for them to obtain the necessarvy
funds to carry out this great work. The
British Columbia Government. during the
present session of the legislature, now sit-
ting. has seen fit to give the company o
further extension of two years te begin
work. knowing full well that the company
were using their utmost endeavours ro got
the road built. The Dominion Government
has granted a subsidy for thirty-cight miles
of that road. and. to the hon. mewmber for
Winnipeg (Mr. Marrind who said that the
Government were holding that Pass so that
no other road could get in there. T may say
that the Minister of Railways sent an engi-
neer to exaniine that Pass. There was some :
tronble between the Canadian Pacitic Rail-
way and the British Columbia road, but the :
engineer found that there was plenty of

room for four railroads, in the very DATTOW- ;
est place in that pass. Therefore, it is not .

exactly right to say that the British Colum-
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bia Railway Cowmpany, or tie Canadian Haci-

il Railway Company is Keeping out other
roads. There is plenty of room tor threeor

four railroads there. Now, with regard o \ii-
erican capital. 1 wmay tell the hoit. gentle-
man that 1 know for a fact that there has
been an effort to getr Awmerican capital, and
that these bonds huve been offercd to Amwm-
ericans.  American engineers have been in
to surve)y the ground. aud 1o examine the ¢oal
ticlds, but 1 am sorry to say that up to the pre-
sent time, neither Eoglish capital nop -
erican capital has Leen found ready o in-
vest in that road.  There is ne Jdoubr about
the value of the road when {5 is built : there
is no doubt about the viiue of the coal telds
when ihey are developed ©oamd above aud
beyond all, there is no doubt aboui the ime-
mense benetit the completion of that voad
would be to the Kootenay country.  As the
wember for Winunipeg (Mr. Maviiin has said,
al the present time, the coke which ix peed-
ad for the swelters—amd there awill a
Iargely increased demand soou—costs S14
per ton. If that road were built, with the
fnnense developmeunt of coul resoutces and
the facitities for obuaining that eoal, coke
could be obtained immensely (iw;x;wr 1 may
rell the House that thix rvomd canr Lo ran
rizht alongside these large = ‘1.1\\\ amd thar
the coal can be dumiped out of the seam into
the curs. There is no drainage needed, and
little or no expense tfor vontilation, as tiese
coil feams are on tho hillside and run vight
through the mountain, I believe that the
coal could be '.ll'l‘wd froim the Crows' Nest
Pass, or within a rfew miles of it. right to
the hmrt of the gwold and silver minine dis-
trict of Wootenay. amd the coke subpliod
there for 6 per ten.  llon, gentiemen can
see what a  tremendous  advantage  that
woltid be 1o the smelters, iind to the mining

be

cotittunity ar large. I was very giasd. in-
deed. to bear the hon,  gentleman M

Mariin) s<ay that he considers that this mil-
road is one of the railroads in Canada thar
ourhr to be subxidized. { may say thai the
British Columbia members have for the last
foir or five years impressed upon the Govern-
ment the necessity of subsidizing thai road.
and 1 am very glad to he ah'e to say. also.
that the session beiore last, we got a sub-
sidy for thirty-eicht miles, I am =sorrey.
however, that the Government saw fir at
that time to impose a certain condition with
regard to that subwidy.  That was, that if
the Bri'tish Columbia feuthern Railway buile
th t lue, thar for tive yoars afterwanlds the

an‘ldrm Pacific Railway should have the
chanee of taking the road over at actual

cost. That 1 did not think right, and [ do
not thiuk it is right yet, beeaunse it is very
hard. indeed. to get eapitalists to invest
money in a project when there is any condi-
tion of that sort imposed. Howerver. if wé
-cannot do any better than that, T am sure
the people of Rritish Columbia would be
delighted to see thar road built. whether it
i‘ was built by the Canadian Pacific Railway
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or by any other company. What is wanted,
is to have this road -built and to get these
immense coal deposits within access of the
gold and silver mining districts, and thus to
develop the immense mineral wealth of Brit-
ish Columbia. Asd have said, it is amusing to
me to see the tremendous. interest that the
hon. member for Winnipeg (Mr. Martin) has
taken in British Columbia matters lately.
I may tell him that there are six members
from British Columbia, every one of whom
is perfectly capable of taking his own part,
and of promoting the interests of his dis-
trict and of his province. Not only that,
Sir, but I think I can prove beyond all doubt
by documentary evidence, that these hon.
gentlemen have looked after the interests
of their province in the past. and are per-
fectly willing and able to do so in the future.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would
like to inquive of the hon. gentleman who
are the proprietors of these same coal fields?
Do they belong to the government of Bri-
tish Columbia or the Government of Canada,
or to private indviduals ?

Mr. PRIOR. There are about 11,000 acres
of coal lands in that district, the fee simple
of which is owned by a company in Vie-
toria. The rest beiongs uc present to the
British Columbia government. The Bri-
tish Columbia Southern Railway Company
got a. charter from the government and a
large Tand grant, which includes all these
coal lands if they build the road.

Mr. McMULLEN. I am sure the remarks
whith have dropped from the hon. gentle-
man with regard to the prospects of that
country have been quite interesting to the
House. But I was disappointed at the in-
troductory portion of his address. It is
surely mot to be understood that the mem-
bers of this House are only to look after
matters concerning their own constituency
or their own province. Are we to be re-
buked for taking an interest in other por-
tions of this Dominion ? Are the members
of this House to be told that when they
advocate the interests of another province
than their own, they are interfering with
the duties of the members from that pro-
vince ?

Mr. PRIOR. Not at all.

Mr. McMULLEN. I was surprised at the
bon. gentleman’s introductory remarks. but
I was still more surprised at his closing re-
marks. I think my hon. friend from Winni-
peg deserves a good deal of credit for the
interest he hag taken in this matter. But
the hon. Minister says that there are six
men in this House representing British Co-
lumbia, and that they are able to take care
of the interests of that province themselves.
That is a very peculiar position for a Min-
ister of the Crown or any other member
of this House to take. We are here to
advocate the interests of the entire Domin-

Mr. PRIOR.

ion. Every member of this House, if he
discharges his duties properly, will take an
nterest in every province, and it is not bec
coming in a Minister of the Crown to teli
an hon. gentleman who gets up to discharge
what he believes to be his duty, that he
is intermeddling in a matter that concerns
only the six members who come from that
province.’

Mr. BARNARD. 1 think the hon. mem-
ber for North Wellington quite misunder-
stands the remarks of the hon. Minister.
The hon. Minister did not rebuke the hon.
member for Winnipeg for taking an interest
in Britisih Columbia matters. He merely re-
marked that it was strange that immedi-
ately before a general election all this in-
terest should be displayed. I may inform the
bon. gentleman that during the last six or
seven years that I have sat in this House,
few members of the Opposition have shown
any interest in British Columbia ; and it
is strange that now, immediately before a
general election, so much interest should
be shown by these hon. gentlemen in that
province. We are all glad, however, to find
them taking so much interest even now in
the development of the resources of British
Columbia. At the same time, I-do not think
the Minister is entitled to receive the stric-
tures of the hon. member for North' Wel-
ington.

Mr. PRIOR. I do not know any hon. gen-
tleman who can get up a show of indigna-
tion in a short time better than the hon.
member for North Wellington.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. member is out
of order in speaking a second time on the
question before the House.

Mr. MARA. Mr. Speaker, I was very
nuch pleased at the hon. member for
Winnipeg evincing so much interest. in
this railway ; but I was astonished to
find the hon. member for North Wel-
lington also taking an interest in it.
When the question of granting  a subsidy
to this railway was before the House, the
hon. member for Winnipeg was silent ; but
there was not a more bitter opponent of
that subsidy than the hon, member - for
North Wellington, unless it was the hon.
member for South Oxford. Now, in listen-
ing this evening to the expressions of liberal-
ity and charity from those two hon. gentle-
nen, I could not but feel that it ‘would be a
grand thing for British Columbia if the same
eeling of charity and liberality permeated
the whole of tlie Opposition. In view of
the remarks made by the hon. mémber for
Winnipeg, it might not be out of place for
me to read a few of the remarks made
by the hon. member for South Oxford when
the question of granting a subsidy to this
ailway was before the House. That hon.
gentleman stated :

But we do not own a scrap of this coal. Let
the people who own it develop it. . Why should



H66H

IMARCH 16, 1596]

!

A666

we be called upon to tax the ratepayers of Can- i prise he might offer the explanation asked for.
ada $108,000 for the development of some valu-:

able coal mine, whether it belongs to the British

Columbia government or to some private indi-':
viduals ? 'What justification is there for helping:

cn our overburdened people all these expendi-

tures for enterprises of the merits of which we
knew nothing at all, and which, if they boe one- -
cuarter as valuable or orne-tenth as valuable as.

they bave been represented by the hon. gentle-
man, ought to be able to pay their own way.
I object to the whole system for the matter of

that, but particularly it seems to me that going
- No vapitalist would purt inoney inzo suech a zcheme

into the wilderness in thix fushion. on the vagu.s
statement that there are valuable coal mines. in
whicli, even though they are as valuable as they
are represented, the people of (Canuada have no
interest, is something worse than throwing away
our nioney.

Then. in answer to some remarks made by
myself. the hon. member added :

I am very glad to hear that very valuable coal
deposits have been discovered. Dui the more
valuable they are, in all conscience, the less need
there should be for taxing our people at large.
The practical result of all this is that these gen-
tlemen whom the hon. gentleman has just named,
these capitalists, as I believe some of thewn are,
nat content with having got, and probably got
very  cheapiy, an extremely valuable deposit,
nust needs come to the Parliament of Canada
and demand ihat the ratepayers be obliged w
coniribuie $1uN000 for the purposc of making
their mddividual foriunes.

Then, again :
We do not grudge them what is due to enter-

prise and onorgy, buat what T do object to is
tuking publie noney for the purposc of assisting

on. two or three occasions the negotiations for
its consiruction had been almost completed.
though it had in each case been found impossible
finally to complete them, owing largely to the dif-
ficulties in which railway enterprises everywhere
had for the time being become involved. At
the prescnt time negotiations are again in pro-
gress, with every prospect that the work may
be commenced this year, but only on the con-
dition that the time for the completion of the
first section of some 70 miles shall be extended
beyond December next, the time now stipulated.

without this extension. and therefore this Bill
had been introiluced.

It is quite evident, from these remarvks, that
the hands of the British Columbia Southern
Liailway Compainy have not heen tied or that
the compauy has not been blocked., either

“hy the Government or by the Canadian Pa-

citic Railway. A shorr time ago. the vice-
president of the company senr, through me,
an applieation to the Government for rar-
ther assistanee : and, when the tinme comes,
I hope we will be able to rely on the prac-
tienl assistance of the hon. member for
Winnipeg (M. Martin) and the hon, menmber
for North Wellington (Mr. MceMullen), and
that their good wishes will stand the test.
Here is a copy of the appliciation which was

Cpassed through my hands :

; provide

" Reatony

persons who are absslutely able, if they coutrol :

a uiine one-tenth
givea to

. part as valuuaile
understand this is, to

as we
raise atl

ploiting it. That is what I complain of. and to
ti:az no answer has been nade.
able titese things are, the more solid and sub-
stantial value there is in thiem, the less reason
and the less jusuice is there in coming to us for
assistance to develop them.

of the hon member for Winnipeg, whar I
do ohbject to is the inference to be dinwn
trom his remarks, that either the Govern-
ment or any corporation have blocked the
way, and have prevented the British Co-

The more valu-

T e year Ishi the Parliasaonr of Canada
d a subsidy or $3,200 per mile for a rail-
wiuy Letween Cval Creek and the junction of the
River with E!k River in the East
Kouotenay district of British Columbia. a dis-
tanee of 34 miles, and subsequently the British

are © Coluinbia Railway Company applied to you for
tho |

ony dhat is required for the purpose of ex- | Oy enacument,

tbe purpose of obtaining the benefit of this swatu-

Very extensive metalliferous mining operations
are nay being carried oun in the West Kantenay
district wh2i¢ there are also large smelters in op-
craiion and in course of construction. The supply
ol fuel for these swelters is at present costly aud
for the most part from the Unite~d States. It

Dhas been frequenily represented to the directors
-\:.llcl i zood deil more in the same strain.
Now, although thanktul for the assistance -

cremas

lumbia Southern Railway Company from:

building that line.

I know nothing of the:

divectors or sharcholders of the company. -
except for commmunications I have had with ;

the solicitor of the company.
Licen blocked by the Government or by the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company or any

They have not:

ol this company by the owners of the smeliers
that the introduction of the coal from the Crow's
diznrier would greatly cheapen their cost
of prcduction arnd at the same time aid in rhe
development of the East Kootenay district which
to all appearances is quite as rich in mineral

Nest

: wealth as the distriet in the west.

Encloseldd we hand you an application for an
additiopal subsidy for the above railway over
its second =ection. namely, from the Kootenay
Lliver to Kootenay Lake, a distance of about 100
miles.

Now. if the hon. gentleman will only assist

.the British Columbia members in pressing

other railvway eompany. In proof of that. ler.
me read the remarks of the Hon. Colon-l:

Baker. wheo is president of the company.
and a member of the provincial government.
when a private Bill was before the provin-
cial IHouse a short time ago for a renewal
of their charter :

this application upon the Government and
also induce the hon. member for North
Wellington (Mr. MecMullen) and the hon.
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-

“wright) to endorse the application, and hack
it up with their support, we shall indeed
: feel deeply grateful to them.

Mr. MARTIN. My hon. friend the Control-

Hon. Col. Baker said that as he had for many ler of Inland Revenue is quite surprised to
yYears been actively connected with this enter-.tind that 1 take some little interest in the
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province of British Columbia ; and, in apol-

‘ogy for doing so, I may say, that I visited
that province in a political capacity for the
first time, just prior to the mecting of thix
House. and it was that visit which induced
me (o take some little interest in the affairs
of tiuit provimee. 1 found ibar, while the
people there knew and adwmitted that they
have six very excellent gentlemen repre-
senting them in this House, but lictle was

heard in this House of the grievances and
wants of that province. 1 can say, at any

srte, Theit duning wo o sessions I have
hardly heard a DBritish Columbia question
discussed In it. The question which has
been referred to in this debate was, I be-
Heve, discussed in I8, bur the Government
policy of bringinge down railway subsidies at
the very end of the session has always re-
sulted in o very nadequate Jdiscussion of
thiese matters ; and the session of 1894 hav-
ing lasted very long, I myscif went away
before the guestion of railway  subsidies
came before us. so that I bad not the plea-
sure of hearing this question discussed. The
only other guestiou that I remember hearing
discussed was the question of representa-
tivn in the Cabinet for British Columbia,
and I must say, that 1 listened to a very in-
teresting and effecrive speeent from the Con-
troller of Inland Revenue on that subject.
The hon. geptlenin has the idea that be is
in the Cabinet. but there are some grave
doubis about it. He is not, at any rate, a
first-class member of the Cabinet.

1 do norn

know whether he is a second or a third-.

class niember. but there is a very decided
difference between him and the Minister of
Justice and the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries. Just what the difference is, it is
hard to define, but 1 might mention an in-

cidental little difference of whelhh the hon. -

gentleman is probably aware—a ditference of

care about that.

cidentally. that the statutes of this Parlia--

mwent provide that Controllers
Revenue and Customs and Solicitors Gener-
al are not members of the Cabinet.

Mr, SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman is
wandering from the gquestion.

Mr. MARTIN., ‘While my hon. friend
seems to resent the iden that I should inter-
est myself in British Columbia matters. and
attributes my interest to the approaching

of Inland®

question was discussed ":sre this evening.
There is one respect in wnich my methods
are different from those of the hon. gentle-
men.  Their method of representing their
province is something on the principle of
the still hunt. They are supporters of the
Government, and believe that quietly., by
their inluence upon the Government, they
can get for their province more than it
could obinin by injudiciously bringing on a
discussion, I take issue with them, and it is
for that reason I introduced to-night this
railway question of railway  developmen:.
1 believe that no harm can result from thai.
And 1 believe that if in bringing these gues-
tions aip here for discussion tic Government
comes in incidentally For soiwe criticisan, i
that eriticism is well founded, the intluen.o
of hon. members supporting the Governme:n
is by no meaus huri by such dixcussion, 1In
fact, I baelieve that it is improved. udd it
when members tind, as these gentiemen aave
found for the past tive years ov ten years.
The Governme::t s not given fair considera-
tion to the wants of their provinee, io wouhi
have becen much better if, years aco, thise
questions had been brought up in the fous.
and fairly threshed out, allowing members
like myself and others from the wmwore sast-
ern parts of the country opportuniries of
knowing what their province vams apd
judging whether the Government sives it o
not.

Motion agreed to.

ADJOURNMENT—VOTE ON
MEDIAL ACT.

THE RI-

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. bBelere
the House adjourns, 1 wish to inguire «f the
Minister of Finance if any Jdefinite idea can
be given as tao when the debite on the Re-

g h ;! ; medial Bill now before the House will close
$2,000 a ycar—but, of course, he does not:

[ might also mention, in-

Mr. FOSTER. In the middle of the week
before last I had some talk with the
leader of the Opposition at which time
we thought it might be possible to get
a vote about the middle of the week
following, that is last week. Tast week.

however, we came to the conclusion in

‘ talking it over that that would be pretry

elections, rather than to any real desire to - ¢ A
t were of the mind that we should sit v ry late

benefit the province, I am glad, at any rate,
of this, that the matters which I

brought up are really of importance to the:
province, and that the members represent-
ing it have not been able to say, that I am"

ir any way opposed to its interest in those
matters. It is very fortunate that this particu-
lar matter should have been discussed here
to-night.

s
i
i
i

ditticult to do. Since then the hon. gentle-
man has been kept out of the House by ill-
ness which we all deplore. We on this side
of the House being very anxious to prass the
matter to i conclusion for various reu:ons,

have ' on Thursdiay night and Friday nicht so as

to get a vote on I'riday night late or »atur-
day morning. Talking the matter over with
the whip of the Opposition side. that hon.
gentleman was of the opinion that it would

 be rather difficult to bring about a vote on

account of the number of goentlemen who

I myself have received some in- : wished to speak. For our part on this side.

formation upon it, and I think it will really | we were willing to cut our speeches—I said
be of advantage to the future railway de-|I for one was willing to leave out my speech

velopment of the Kootenay district, that the

Mr. MARTIN.

| —in order to get a vote. However, a proposi-

I
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tion was made and the whip on this side
went down to the hon. leader of the Opposi-
tion for confirmation of the proposition aud
came back with the arrangement made SO
far as it could be made between us, binding
this side of the House most certainly, and

binding, as 1 understand the other xide of the
hon. -

House, and with the consent of wmy
friend who leads the third party, that we
shall bave a vote at the sitting commencing
to-morrow afternoon. That is
standing on this side and the members on
this side. as 1 believe on the other, have been
notified. and wce propos: to commence sitting
to-morrow afternoon and to =it until a vote
is taken.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If the
arrangement has been muasle—aund 1 accept
the bhon. gentleman’s word for it—1 ~uppose
there is no help for it. But it strikes me
that it will be very inconvenient to members
on hoth sides. A very large number of
members desire to speak. and, as the hon.
gentleman knows, there will probably he two
or ihree very long specches  delivered to-
morrow.

Mr. FOSTER. We will have to make up
our minds to hear them.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. But there
is reason in all things. Wednesidays aned
Thursdays are not Government Jdays, amld
there would be no inconvenience 1o the hon.
ventleman, though there might be to indi-
vidual members if the vote was taken on
Wednesday or Thursday, and it would be
very muceh more convenient to members ol
the House generally. Of course. if the ar-
rangement is made and the Govermment

choose to sit all to-morrow evening, 1| sup-
posc there is nothing more to say. But I do

not see what in the world the Government
have to gain by it.

Mr. McMULILEN. T would remind the hon.
Minister that there is some very important
business to eome hefore the Railway Con-
mittee on Wednesday.

Mr. FOSTER. That meets to-morrovw.

Mr. McMULLEN., We also wanted io get
a meeting of the TIublie Accounts Com-
mittee. We have not hiad a mecting for xome
time.

Mr. FOSTER. e are of opinion that this
matter is of more importance than any meet-
ing of the Public Accounts Committee.

Mr. MeMULLEN. 1 think the people
throughout the country appreciate the dis-
cussions that take place in the Public Ac-
counts Committee.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Perhaps
the hon. Minister will consider the matter
and let us know definitely to-morrow at three
o’clock.

Mr. FOSTER. I will do so. But there was
s0 hard and fast an arrangement

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If the

arrangement is hard and fast, I have no-:

the under--
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thing more to say, except that it will eause

a great deal of inconvenience. J
Mr. FOSTER.
ed to face that.

Motion agreed to, and House adjouroed at
10.35 p.m.

[t will. bui we are prepar-

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Teespay. 17th March, 1896.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

PrAvYERS.
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE.

Mr. LAURIER. Before the Orders of the
Day are called, I think it would not be un-
advisabie to cuall the attention of the hon.
gentleman, and of the House, to the question
with regard to the duration of this debate.
‘T'here is an impression that the debate is to
be closed at this sitting; but 1 venture to sug-
west that perhaps it would be unwise t
bind ourselves to have a vote this sitting.
I think, perhaps, we had better leave the
gquestion over until to-morrow.

Mr. FOSTER. In answer to my hon.
friend, who was not bere last night, 1 may
say that in pursuance of an arrangement
made before that time, I stated that the
Government were disposed to try and get to
a vote during to-day’s sitting, some time
Afterwards, however. after some further
conference with my houn. friend, and very
largely because of a somewhat long. if not
serious indisposition, of the hon. member
for Bothwell (Mr. Mills). who I understand
has a very important speech to muke. and
which the Flouse no doubt will very much
like to hear, I think that we will probably
cet along as well if we have an understand-
ing now that we will sit to-day as long as
possible, and that to-morrow’s sitting shall
see The vote upon both the amendment and
the second reading. That, I believe, we can
compass, and with that understanding I shall
be glad to accede to the hon. gentleman's
proposition.

Mr. LAURIER. I can bingd this side of the
House so far as this amendment is concern-
cod, but 1T eannot bind this side of the House
as to the second reading. ’

Mr. FOSTER. I must say that my under-
standing certainly was that both sides of the
House should endeavour to have the vote,
both on the amendment and the second read-
ing, at this sitting. But with that under-
standing, we shall kave to sit it out.

Mr. LAURIER. There is no desire on the
part of this side or the House to obstruct
a vote on the second reading.
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THE REMEDIAL ACT (MA.\’ITOBA). . Outario ; but at this late day. at this
“very day when we are considering what

House resumed adjourned debate ‘on the

proposed motion of Sir Charles Tupper for
second reading of Bill (No. 58), the Reme-
dial Act (Manitoba), and the proposed mo-
tion (six months’ hoist) of Mr. Laurier in
amendment thereto

Sir CHARLLES HIBBERT TUPI'ER. Mr.
Speaker. in reference to the very import-
ant question which bas now for some time
been betore this Parlininent. I venture o
express the opinion that those who foliow
the discussion and those who are
ested in a  speedy  settlement  of
vexed question musi experience graciiica-
tion in observing that. exciting though
the question has been. imporiant as it is,

tiis

the action shall be, I delight in remewm-
bering that thc¢se agitations whether in one
place or in another. have been enginoeer-
od, have been nromoted and have been led

. by two men, signally by two men who. of
~all those in Canada have absolutely destroy-

ed whbatever power they might otherwise

- have possessed of leading any indepeindent
H g A 1

inter--

and impartial opinion in this country. Who
are those rwo men ¥ One was my late col-
league, the Grand Master of the Orange As-
sociation of Canada.  And what is hix posi-
rion as a leader against the policy of this
Government ? I desire to call your atten-

~tion to the important fact that this gentle-

there is less disturbuanece in this country or.

in this Parliament over it, than has occurred

great questions that have come b"mF':fr ti]:;" . the Government that in dealing with this

Canadian people to he dealt with,
stance, I am not afriaid to admit that in re-

man, one of the professed expoeneiits of the
opinion adverse to the policy of tile Govern-
meunt, became a wember of the Governiment,

: A : s cremained 2 member of tiie Govermment af-
in the consideration hitherto of any of the: y

pany construciion of the Canadian Pacitic

Rathway by the aid of enormous legislative

v 3 . 3 orere} 1f : | ire' et: : . . . .
grants. or in regard to the Jesuits' Estate nepe and rémained in ir. doing all he was

Act. there was intense and danzerous ex-
citement confined to no provines in (Canada.
Those iiestions periuried and disturbed the
people of Canada generally, and in my hum-
ble judgmient they were in their day far

ful solution than the quesrion, great as it is.
iniportant as it undenbhtedly is, that is now

ter the selemn declararion of the leader of

question he would be cuided by the judd:

) . -ment of the Privy Council, whether v was
vard 1o that grear proposition for a com- :

for or against the rights of the Catholic ni-
nority in Manitoba, That gentleman be-
canme his ally and associgte in the Govern-

loyally bound to do to assist and strengthen
: the Government while it wax committed to
. that policy : and. afrer that leader’s dearh.
the continued on, he remained a member of

. the prosent Government, under the Jeader-

more ditlicult of a satisfactory and peaze-* ghip of Sir Mackenzie Bowell, and when tha

S Government, not ounly adopted the remedinl

under the consideration of this, the great

council of the nation. Why was it that angry

feelings and dangerons feelings.on those o0 oe the policy that order indicated. thar gen-

casions could come io the surface. [ ven-
mre 1o say thar the great reason was, as

have now to deal, that no Government. no
party, no men in the dispute could enll to
aid or could rally Lehind the judgment of
the Queen's Privy Couneil.

of the day enjoys a great aud important ad-
vantaze, hecause in the minds of the people,
whether Catholics or Protestants, in regard
to this question. wlnch mizht oiherwise, -as
T ean quite coneeive, apd readily
evoke the most dangerous passions that
could be aroused. they have called to their
aid, and I believe they are warranted in call-
ing to their aid, the general principle of the
law, the law of the land, the law of the Em-
pire. tha judument of the Queen's Privy
Council. TFor that reason, I consider there
has been, and I congratulate this House and
this country upon the fact. no thoroughly
popular agitation against the remedial leg-

islation. no spontancous, fervent. earnest de- ;

claration against the proposed action of the
Canadian Parlioment in respect to this mat-
ter.

There have been meetings, there have
been large congregations of people. They
have met in Toronto. in London. chiefly in

Mr. LAURIER.

order of March lasr, but our of rhe mouth
of the P'rime Minicter =aid they would, ip
adopting that ormder, take the respousibility

tleman dared to remain, was willing to re-

Cer Sy ewred s - . \ :main a
distinzuishied from the caxe with which we o November, 1805, doing all he could. as.

membver of thar Goverulnent down

s under the constitntion he was bound 1o (o,
Sto strengthen and fortify the Government

I believe that in ¢

Q i i is et ey Coavinye T . ¢« 3 o .
th(.‘ 50111“““ of this g stion the Government ; ll(-’.'\'(‘. is I)]"\_\':‘lillu' aver a “](&pt”)g fn-n]:_‘:“[_

commitred to a policy of remedial legixlation.
Well, Mr Speaker, that geatleman, I be-

Dor e hovs been presiding over and attendinge

meetings ealled ostensibly for the purpose

cof denouncing the policy of this Govern-

1S . ment.
aduit, ¢

Can we, members on one side of you.
Mr. Speiaker, or ou the other, atrach any
creat importance to the action or movenoents
of a gentleman of that ilk and that siyle 7
I say he represents no honest, sincere, o
outspoken opinion in the country. e can
explain his position. hut whatever the ex-
planation may be, whatever his ingenuiry
may amount to, he can unever he a repre-
sentative of a sentiment in this country en-
titled to great consideration at the hands of
Parliamant. Now, who is his colleasne, who
is his assoeiate, who is the other arand name
who is called on as against the policy of
the Government in favour of remedial leg-
islation ?  The paid counsel, the paid at-
torney, the paid adviser of the Manitoba
government, forsooth. He, and none other.
He who was at the throat of the other gen-
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tleman to whom I have referred. They
had their little wrestle last session, they
fought caclhi ether like Turks, but to-day, for-
sooth, they preteud to represent a popular
feeling in this country. @ admit the ability
of the hon. member for North Simcoe (Mr.
MecCarthy). 1 aduiit that he could do much
if he had the power. and if he were not
trammelled as he is trammelled. according
to the traditions of this Parliament, by the
extraordinary and unique position which he
has occupied in conuection with this ques-
tion. I have never hesitated, I did not hesi-
tate last session to dwell on this (uestion.
I propose to dwell on it again. not merely
for the purpose of asking the atrention of
hon. gentlemen here te it, but of taking that
advantage which [ claim T can rake at rhe
hands of my f2llow-cauntrymen, when 1
point to the fact that the excirement, what-
ever oxcitement there may be against the
policy of justice adopted by this Govern-
mentt, has been fanned. has been aroused.
and has been led by the paid advocate of
the Manitoba government. Tt has been an
ephemeral, a spasmodic, a puinped-up ex-
citemenr, pumped up by arouments {or ev-
ery one of which there has heen eash paid
down in advance, cash paid over the enunt-
or. There eannot be an argument advane-
ed by the Lon, member for Simeos which
hax nor already been given in retura for
the gold of Manitoba., which he hax in his
pocket,  Am I to e influenced by aroumenis
of that kind: and to Le, in the Hchiost de-
cree dixturbed in my oninion as a  free
and independent member of  Parligmeni
I seant. that, and T deride thar, and T he-
licve that the people of ihix country will
take the member for North Simeoe (M Me-
Carthyy at hix true and his proper worlh,
But. if hon, gentlemen think that ey posi-
tien is oxireme, T oeall roomy aid in denoun-
cing, the advocaey in this independens jesis-
laturse of the poliey of the Manitoba wovern-
ment by the member for Kimeoe—1 ezl o
my aid the argements which that hen gen-
tlenain (M. MeCarthyy has alreundy ad-
vaneod in this House. Tle knows, that his
pesition contravenes the irditions amd fhee
teachings of Palinmeni. e Knows thos
his position is inconsistent with the posiiion
of an independent meember of this Tlouse,
or of any British pacliament, and bis own
opinions are en record upen that question.
I will not eall your atteution again. Mr.
Speiaker, to the rules of this House, nor tn
the resnlutions of the English Parvliament.
by which no member is entitled to vote upon
any question in which he has a direct pe-
cuniary interest: but [ wili refer to the
fact. that your predecessor, Mr. Kirkpatrick,
decided, in 1884, that these resolutions and
these opinions were the law of this Pariia-
ment. I will refer to the opinion of Sir
Charles Russell, now the Lord Chief Jus-
tice, when Attorney General of England.
He stated in 1895 : '

The object of the ruic no doubt was, that a
person should not advocate the same thing in
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this House, for which
reward out of it.
I eall your attention,
the present Attorney
tain, who said :

1 think no member should in his capacity as

a member of this House, advocate afterwards,
any case in respect to which he has received
fee or reward.
[ call your attention, Sir. to the opinion of
i former Attorney General of England., Sir
Henry James, now Chancellor of the Duchy
of Lancaster, who said :

The obiect of the rule no dnubt was, that a
person should not advocate tho same ecause iu
this Iouse, for which he received a fee out of i

And, coming to our own Parlinment, T ask
you, Nir, to recoliect that my hon. friend
from Bothwell (Mr. Mills), who was it wein-
ber of Mr. Mackenzie's Administration, had
his conduct commented on by the member
for North Simvcoe (Mr. McCarthyy in the
vear 1SS0, In that year, a discussion took
place concerning the boundary between On-
tario and the unorganized territorics. Whar
did the hon, member for Simeoe (Mpeo M-
Carthy) think of the position of the hon,
miemher for Bothwell (Mr. Miils) then ¥ Aqv-
cording to our ™ Hansard ™ :

He contended that the mwember for Bothwoll
(AT Milis; was biaseed, nmd i owas an unfor-
funate cireviestanae that ke (Mr, Millsy happen-
ed 15 be the miid agent of the Ountario govern-
ment, when he first receivesd his impression og

the subicos,

he had received fee or

Sir, to the opinion of
General of Grear Bri-

The hon, member for Bothwell (e, Millsy
interruptred. saying :

Thar recognizing that, practieally he tonk no
pari in the oiscussjion of the question, and that
fr war dexlt by ke Pirst Minister and the

Wi
Minivier of Justioo.

.-\m!_:hvn my hon, friend rrom North Nim-
coe (Mr. MceCarthiy) answered

it Mr. Mills was ineamivetent o take any par:
ir the case as dinister of the Interior, ha fUp-
pesad he st be equally incompeteut to take
any wary it the discussion in the Houso of Com-

Aud laver on, Nir. the hon. gentleman (Mr.
MeCarthy), representing, if you please. a
helpless minority. a minority of one. in the
cige of the Streawms Bill ;. he rosoe. alter
the htigarion had ran its course. to deal
with the subject before this House, and he
apologized for speaking on the subject, und
stated, to use his own languaze :

That he rose to reply with some hesitation as
he happened to be counsal for one of the parties,
Mr. Peter Mel.aren. .

But what was his excuse for taking parr in
the discussion ¥ 1 submit., Sir. that his ex-
cuse on that eccasion places him in a de-
plorable porsition on the present occasion.
for Lis excuse then cannot he urged now in
connection with this matter under debate.
The miember fer North Simcoe then said :

The queostion is no long>r of any interest to
Mr. McLaren. My connection with the suit of
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McLaren and Caldwell has long since ceased, :
or at all events, ceased so far as this is con-‘
cerned, because I have no personal interest, nor
any interest such as I might be expected to have !
if my client’s interests were affected.
Sir. the statement made on that oeceasion .
is a condemnation of the member for North
Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) all  through this
story. And. Sir. why do I refer to it ?2 Is
it in order to stirv up ill-will between him
and me? No. Mr. Speaker. I would deplore
such a spirit on the part of any hon. gentle-
m:in on the floor of this House, but T am
glad ro Kknow, that he has been the arch-
offender in introducing a spirit of discord,
both in this Houxe and in this country. into
the important question of the oducavion of !
the minority in the different provinces, 1
am glad to know, that it has laid upon his
(\Mr. MeCarthy's) shoulders. morve than on
any other in rhis Parlinment. or out of it
to wage the war, to make the fighr, and to
renew the strife on this question. 1 con-
gratulate myself on the opinion—I will do
it until the general cleetions are over, at.
any ate—thar an agitation led by him, or
led by the hon. member for York (Mr. Wal-
lIace), can amonnt to very little, after the
defeatr of a <imlar agitation raised by men
iike George Rrown, without fee or award.
but relyving simply upoen the intellicence of
his countrymen and upon the allegianee of his
rarty. They were heaten.  Happily for ihe
peace of this country, they were defeated:
and T do not believe it will he written in
history. that a lost battle. led by champions,
and by independent men of the calibre of
George Brown, ¢an be won by men such as
1 have referred to to-day.

Now, then. RSir, comwing back to the ques-
tion under debate. T ask you. Mr. Speaker.
t0 reniember the long spoceh of the moember
for Queen’s (Mr. Davies). I will remind you
of wlat he had to <ay in rezard to the law,
as he called it. relating to this question.
that was Ilaid down by the Sceretary of
State (Sir Charles Tupper). T never was a
champion of the Recretary of State in this
House, when he ceased to he a member of
it. I did vot think. in rezard to his parlia-
mentary record and life. that it would be
any compliment to him. if I attempted to
make myself his champion. 1 have less oc-
casion 1o be his champion now. The de-
nunciation of his law by the member for
Queen’s (Mr. Davies) I will leave to the
consideration of the House. But the member
for Queen’s (Mr. Davies) must not blame
me, if I. in tarn, proceed to denounce his
Iaw, and to challenge. as [ propose to. any
member of his profession on either side of
the House, or in the third party, to rise now
or subsequently in the debate, and to say.
that he agreed with the interpretation of
_the legal decisions which are before us, as
given by the hon. member for Queen'’s.
What did that hon. gentleman say ? He
said :

The Privy Council have takcen ihe educational -
code to be found in the Manitoba Act, and they '

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
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have on appeal determined that these alleged

‘veiigious privileges and exercises and franchises,

have not been interfered with directly in-

directly by the Scheol Act of 1890.

or

- Nouw, Sir, that RQas been absolutely deter-

mine_d upon by the highest tribunal of the
Empire in language which cannot be mis-

~understoad. and will any one agree with the

lien. gentleman (Mr. Davies). that that is a
zrod and sound inferpretaticn of this ques-
tion. which at tim2s we are 10ld. is not a
question for the statesmen of this country.

:hut a question, forsooth, for two constitn-
- tional lawyers—and we only possess two of

them in this House, one on each side-a
question for lawyers and members of the
bar ; then I will use an * ad eaptandum ' ar-
and show the hon. membor for
Queen’s (Mr. Davies) was not long in con-
tradicting the very bad law which Le laid
down. In the same speech he said, for in-
stianea :

It is equally true and decided by the same
judicial body in 1895, that the legislation of 13
by interfering wirh post-union privileges erant-
ed to the minority by the legislatire of Muagi-
toba c¢reated a grievance which gave the ag-
grieved minority a right of appeal. ‘
It that is not satisfuactory to the member for
Queen’s ; if he will not take himself. as
against himself—for the point is an impor-
rant omne—I appeal to the opinion of the
Privy Council itself, when they used the
following languuge in the Brophy case :—

The sole question to be determined is whether
a right or privilege which the lioman Catholic
minority previously enjoyed has bLeen aficcted
by the legislation of 1860. Their lordships are
uinable to sce now this question can receive anyv
but an aflirmative reply. * * * Ih
view of this comparison it does not seem pos-
sible to say that the rights and privileges of the
loman Catholie minority in relation to cduca-
tion, which existed prior to 15%), have not been
affected. & & d The appeal is given
if the rights are in fact affected. )
And they so decided.

Now, I pass on to the speech of the hon.
member for Guysboro® (Mr. Fraser). Mr.
Speaker. it is one thing to be beaten in a
fight ; it is one thing to be rejected by the
votes of your fellow-countrymen; but if

“there is ever any cousolation for a beaten

man, it is to find that tlie man who heat him,
after he enters the halls of this legislature,
has to repudiate all the arguments with
which he met you at the polls ; and the hon.
member for Guysboro’s position—it it is par-
liamentary for me to say so—is humiliating.
indeed. He fought me through Antigonish
from platform to platform ; but on this
question. which I frankly put to that Roman
Catholic constituency—not, forsonth, as
Roman Catholic question altogether. but ax
affecting Roman Catholics in the far pro-
vince of Manitoba—I told the people that a

- defeat of the Government candidate in that
: riding would be most material and most in-
- jurious to the Government that was commit-

ted to the policy of remedial legislation. I



3677

wanted to win-—-of course, a4s a party man--
but, above all, whether the House will take
it from me or not, for the sike of the cause
that was then at stake and at issue. My
position was clear and well defined ; and 1
was met how ? 1 was met by the statement
that it was cowardly for me to pretend th:i
that was an issue ; that there could be no
dispute between the two parties in regard to
that question ; that the Roman ¢athoelic
Laurier—it he will pardon mwe for using the
Linguage of the hustings—would be as true
to the Roman Catholies of Munitoba as the
Oranreman Bowelll  And that speech of
the lemster of the Oppesition of 1893 was
read 1o me by thie hone, member  for
Guysbhoro’ to prove on that question the
leader of the Opposition was as ready 10 do
Jusrice to the minority in Manitoba, as the
Ieader of thix Government : and s¢ thousht
the candidate himself. Then they charged
me with cowardice because, as they said. |
songht ro get away from the real issues of
scandals and trade. to capture a verdict in
the connty of Andigonish. on the assumption
that there was any difference between  the
Two great parties in Canada on this ues-
tion. [ was beaten—beaten in an olid Reform
constitueney : but I congratulated myself on
the fact that the hon. member for Guyshoro
and the man who was afterwanrds eleciel
the member for Antigonish (Mr. Melsaies.
were as honestly and firmly pledeed to the
policy of remedial legislation as I was, Yer
the other night I listened to no less than
four objections from the hon. member for
Guysboro” to the policy of remedial legisia-
tion. I heard with dismay and chagrin that
there could be a member from the province
of Nova Scotia ready to urge one, two, three
or four objections to a poliey of this charae-
ter. Let us see what the issue was in rhat
-ampaign ; let us wait to see how the houn.
member for Antigonish acts or votes : and
let us remember at the same time that his
assistant. the man who did more than any
one clse to bring him successfully throush
that fight, was the hon. member for Guys-
boro’. This was the platform I met. It is the
hon. gentleman’s own address at a publie
meeting held in Antigonish on the 6th of
April. and reported in the *‘ Morning
Chronicle,” the Grit paper in Halifax. on the
Sth of April, 1895, shortly before the elec-
tion :

He would dismiss the Manitoba school ques-
tion by the remark that the rights of the mi-
nority of Manitoba were at least as safe in the
hands of the Hon. Wilfrid Laurier and the Lib-
eral party, including Colin F. Mclsaae, as in the
hands of Mackenzie Bowell, ex-Grand Master
of the Orange Order, and Joseph A. Chisholm.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, h.ear.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. ) 1
have no doubt that hon gentiemen opposite
by their loud * hear. hear,” desire to drown
the reference to the miserable, the almost
-ascally appeal to the electorate against the
ex-Grand Master.
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That might have been the excitable lan-
guage of an excited individual on the hust-
ings ; but let us take the hon. gentleman's
written address to the electors.  This is what
th> member for Antigonish wrote on April 10
to the electors of that county :

As to the Manitoba school difficulty, I am in
full sympathy with the Catholic ininority. Be-
tween myself and my opponent on this question
there is no difference of opinion. We¢ both
agree that full and ample justice shouid and
mmust be done to our co-religionists in Manitoba.
I pledge myself, if elected, to support reinediai
legislation.

Where is the eheer now ? Gentlemen on the
opposite cheered the previous guotation s will
they deny me a cheer now ? In pity. 1 ask.
will the member for Autigonish deny me a
cheer * Bat the hon, gentleman said more :

It is not, as has been truly remarked, a ques-

tion of Government and Opposition, nor of Pro-
testant and Catholic. It is one of censtitutional
action and general rights. But members of the
Governmmenm and their supporters in this eounty
claim great credit for the Government’s action in
passing the Order in Council. The Government
hiave, however, doune only what they were bound
to do under the constitution, and in ohedience
te the conumand of tha highest judicial authority
i the realm. .
Oh, how often, Mr. Speaker, 1 have seen my
liwn. friends opposite laugh. as members on
thix side of the House dwelt on tho import-
ance of those words, the highest judicial
authority in the realm. Here we bring them
face to face with the language of one of their
ardent colleagues. He goes on .

No. Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper, the Minister

of Justice, who admits he is opposed to separate
scbools, has stated that should the Manitoba
Government refuse remedial legislation, then
the Parliament of Canada, not the Government,
will b called upon to deal with the matter. And
in that Parliament, can you not as safely trust
the rights and interests of the Catholic minority
to Laurier, the Liberal members of Parliament,
and myself, as to Sir Mackenzie Bowell, the Cou-
servative members of Parliament, and Mr. Jos-
eph A. Chisholm ? In his card to the electors
of tiie county, Mr. Chisholm intimates that Lau-
rier has failed to declare his policy on the school
question. This, however, is not so. He has
already declared himself in favour of the Catho-
lic minority.
I count upon the support of the hon. member
for Antigonish. In decency and in common
Lair-play. he wust vore ror remedial legisla-
tion. after winning o verdict upon that ad-
dress. Butlrefirio :im only to contrast his
pusition with thar of the hon, member for
Guysboro’. who is going to vote against this
Bill, and who is responsible more than any
other man for the presence of the hon. mem-
ber for Antigonish in Parliament. .

Now, Mr. Speaker, I counted sincerely,
when we eame to this dilienlt stage of this

: question. on the support of the leader of the

i Opposition. I am glad to see him in his place
i to-day—glad on every account ; glad. particu-
larly. that he has survived the attack of ill-
| ness from which he has suffered from
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the past few days. I tell him  that - Government ¥ Hon. gentlemen may decline
I counted  sincerely  on  his  support. : to follow me in that, but I will give them
I could mnot Dbelieve it possible that, furiher testimony. 7Tke hon. gentleman was

a man in his position, of his faith, could -
do anything else than support a Govern-
ment. largely Protestant, led by a Protes-:
tant leader, in 2 measure of justice immendi-!
ateiy ailecring his co-religionists.  These are -
subjects, perhaps, sometimes better left un-
said, but I prefer, in this debate, to say our
just what I think. I am a P’rotestant, born .
i I'rotestaut, as the hon. wentlemian was

born a Catholic: and I would be ashamed

if, for political reasons or on account of th::

trannnels of any association, of whatever

Kind, I should ever tind myselt relatively in

the position the hon gentlenn ocenpios te-

day. I regrer ii, as a Canadian, whatever

I may think of it as a party man. 1 wrote

in the publice prints thagt I expeeted the hon,

wentleman o vote for this measare. amd 1

sincerely did expeet it. I had every reason

to believe it, nor merely upon the general

principle to which 1 have incidentally refer-

red. bur from following the hon, gentleman

a8 best 1 could. I know thai he is i peiiri-

cal symnasr. 1 kuow that on sienigshit rreanede

questions, ir is didficult to fmd hime ot aay

particular time, or fo nail hine down teeany

pavtiealar poliey. bit 1 thougsht thar on this

questicn. thix quession of justice—justice to

e Catholies of Manitebha--iie would prove

himselr every ineh g o, a Catholie and a

Capnadinn, Why did  Ledieve ihat v T wwas

alad to tind. for instance. that in July, 1805,

whatever may hutve zone hefore, when the

Inte leader of this Tiouse, the Minister of

Finanee (Mr. Fosters smred what the peliey

of this Goverpmen: was going to he, stted

plainly and above hoard—the hon, Ieader of

the Oppostiion, usive this imporiant langn-

axe. Aecoprling o Tausard,” he snid

The Government have at last taken a policy—

s0 they sax. 1 awm no. guing in quarre! with them
as to the character of that policy.
Aud, vter ong in tlwe spme gpeech, and
take nothing e the hone gentleman's
meaninege when I omirt what intervenes, he
sipid o

Evervbody hopes, everybody oxpects, that this
controversy will be settled by the people of
Manitcha therusclves.
yo I hoped, and. of course, so did everybody
hope. Later on, again. when the hon. gep-
tleman contemplated the possibility of our
hopes being destroyed, he said :

I do hone. for my part, that we shall be
spared even the lamentable spectacle and lament-
able event, which, however, I see must come if
this yuestion is brought upon the floor of this
Parliament, when the lines of parties. I am
afraid, will be broken from their present cleav--
age and refcrmed largely on lines dividing the
Catholics ard Protestants into two camps.

The IProt:stants of this Cabinet were com-
mitted to one line of policy—was it possible
that I could imagine that a Roman Catholic
would be found in what the hon. gentleman
was pieased to term, the Protestant camp.
as distingnished from the position of the

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.

. as offensive to the Catholics.

at Winnipeg in 1894. Ile spoke in the very
provim:e in which this troublous question
had arisen. and what did he say in 18 in
Winnineg %

Prove to me that the complaint of the Roman

i Catholic minority is true. that their righis are

cutraged to this extent—-—

Whsat extent ?

—that ipstead of sending their children to schools
where there is no roligious teaching, they are
forced to send their children to schools where
there is religious teaching——

Of a I'rotestant character *  No.

relizions teaching not their own, and Losill
be prepared to o hefore the people of Maaituba
and tell them that such legislation should ot
stand.

Mr. LAURIER. Hear, hear.

Sir CITARLES HIDBERTT TUMP'ER. The
hon, geaileman cheers that statement, jle

adiaits the aceuraey of the rveport, will e
pretend now, or a#t any time in this chaim-
ber. that there is not a relicious tesching
being tought in the sehools in Manitoba, nog
that of Roman Catholies

Mre, LAVRIER. This is mere ¢chilld's piay.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER, T
hon. gentleman says now i ix mere child's
play, but i 189 b sabd be wegld 1ell the
people of Mauitoha  that Wi jewisiation
conld not stated, Coudd 1 have antdeipsied
that the hon, geptleman woald so specedify
changs» his opinion ¥ Why, tiie hou men-
ber for Winnipeg Mz, Martim, sappesed (o
bhe one of the fMmthers of this lezishiniong 1o
coerce the minority of Manitoh:, put himselr
OnN record even I g Strongel nanner hakn
did the leader of the Opposition. With re-
gard to the Act of 1894, the hon, member
for Winuipeg said :

I said then, and 1 still think. tha: tin clauss

of the 1990 Act which provides for coriain rolis
gious exercises is most unjust to Romnman Cath.-
lics. If the state is to recognize religiva ia
its selhel legishicion., such g recoznition as ‘.
acceptable to I’rotestants only, and, in fact. only
to the majority of Protestants, is te .y :iind
rank tyranny.
Now, there was the position of -
the Oppesition. And what, atier e,
the leader of the Oppesition put wupon
cord ? TLast session, this House cauno v
forgotten that he chargoed {he poxition wiieh
he had taken in the debare in 18050 16e Jid
not raise the question of these beinz Protes-
tant schopls, hut he dild raise the guestion -
and put it on an equal plane, of the seheols
being distasteful to the congeientions sevup-
lex of the Roman Catholic minority of M-
toba. This was the anguage he use:t in
July of last year:

If the scheols are not Protestant. they are just
2 Why ? Because
it is part of the Catholic doetrine that the child-

}
3
1

-
t

Ve
)

fomsder of
didd

. ren should have both secular and religious educa-

tion. If their conscientious conviction is that

: their children should be taught those religious
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truths which they deem
sary, who can object seriously ?

That, mark you, was the position of the
Lhon, gentleman when he hoped thix ques-

{MARCH 17, 1896}

ezsential and neces- ’

That we were Dresent at a meeting of the

_Gaspesian electorate held in Grand River on the
' 24th day of August, 1895, wherzat tiie Hon. W,

tion would Ve drawn from the federal:
arena. Well, now, I shall give him a find-

ing of fact, and a ftinding in law from a
tribunal that ought at least to command his
attention, it not his respect. I find, by the
judgment of the last case of the Privy Coun-

Laurier, M.P., delivered a speech on the poli-
tical topics of the day.

That this meeting was attended by four or
five bundred persomns. of whom fully ninety per
cent were Roman Catholies ; amongst whom

-vwere a large number of Roman Catholic priests

¢il of England—the Brophy case—I.ord Her- -

schell, speaking for his colleagues. used the
following language :(—

conrrast the position ot wne Renoian Catholies
prior to and subsequent to the Act from which
they appeal. * * *

In view of this comparison it does not seem
possible to say thaz

then visiting Grand River.

That in his address, the Hon. Mr. Laurier
gave out armongst other reasons why his hearers
should not have confidence in the then Govern-
ment of Canada, the fact that they would never
submit to Parliament a Bill to redress the griev-
ances of the Manitoba Catholic minority.

That the Hon. Mr. Laurier. to justify his sug-

- gestion of an inquiry into the facts connected
“with the Manitoba school difficulty, stated that

the rights and privileges .

of the Roman Catholic minority in relation to’

education which existed prior to 1399 have not
been affected. * * *

As a matter of fact, the objection of Roman
Catholics to schools such as alone receive state
aid under the Aect of 1800 is conscientious and
deepiy rooted. * * # ® It is uoto-
rious that there were acute differences of opin-
iecn between Catholics and Prowestants on the
education qucstion prior to 1870. This is recog-
nized and emphasized in almest every line of
these enuctiments. There is no doubt either
what the points of difference were. amd it js
in the light of thieze that the 22nd section of the
Maunitoba Act of 1870, which was in truth
parliamentary compact, must be read.

.
[*3

Well, it this ix not suthHeient, if the decision :

of the I'rivy (Council he very points . 0% U : .
f the Drivy Council on t voD t°=uutung to Parliament for its approval, with the

that disturb the hon. gentleman, it the opin-
ion of the hon. member from Winnipeg (Mr.
Martin), who was one of the very men who
wiax responsible for this troublesome legis-
lation in Maunitoha, be net sutticient, whai
will sarisfy him ¥ What tribunal can
appeal to that will satisfy the people of 1l is
country at large as to the exaet position
of affairs ?

the Opposition to rally to the support of
the Government after these utterances ? Ler
us see, Mr. Speaker. The hon. gentleman
innugurated a toar in his native province.
which is a Catholic province. He went to
speak to the Catholic electorate ‘par ex-

cellence’ of the Dominion of Canada. In
the month of August. only a month afrer
Parlinment had risen and after he had

made these statements as to what he hoped
would be done by the legislature of Mani-
toba, and as to what would happen shiuld
they not do it. be went to Grand River. in
the county of Gaspé. And I h:ll in my
hand a statutory declaration. made under
the Act by a gentleman who heard the hon.
gentleman then explain to the people of
Grand River what his views were. 1 have
sent . to my hon. friend a copy of this de-
claration. I propose to read it to the Mouse:
Canada,

Province of Quebeec,
County and District of Gaspé.

We the undersigned citizens and parliamentary
electors residing in the county of Gaspé above
mentioned, solemnly declare as follows :—

116

Was I altogether counting wi:l:-:
out my host in expecting the hon. leader of ;

he personally felt no need therefor, being already
convinced of the righteousness and justice of the
Catholic minority’s demands ; but that an in-
vestigation of the kind suggested might rauss
cthers, not then convinced, to see in the Mani-
toba school laws of 1890 and amendments there-
to, the injustice pcrpetrated to the detriment
of the Catholi¢c minority in that province.

That after the delivery of the Hon. Mr. Lau-
rier's speecly, an elector, Dr. Ennis, then begged
leave to ask Mr. Laurier for further explana-
tions about the position which the hon. leader of
the Liberal party of Canada proposed to take
with reference to this school embroglio when it
would be brough: up before Parliament, and
that on heing invited to put his question from
the platforin the  elcctor asked : *‘ Would the
Hon. Mr. Laurier. as Prime Minister of Canada,
be willing to assume the respounsibility of sub-

-assent aud support of his followers. a Bill to

. tion,
we

remedy the grievances of the Catholic popula-
tioit of Manitoba. or would the Hon. Mr. Lau-
rier, as leader of the Liberal party in Opposi-
give the Government of Sir Mackenzie
Bowell fait and loyal support in their enidea-

“vours to do justice to the demands of the Catho-

lic minority in Manitoba, by voting for such
s remeidial legislation ?°°
Tivit in reply to this question the Hon. Mr.

Laurier said that he would try and see such
measures adopted by Pariiament in the event o?
his being called upon to redress the grievances
mentioned. as leader of a Government in Can-
ada. ana that he would vote for such a reme-
dial law if submitted by Sir Mackenzie Bowell's
Governnent.
That this declaration of the Hon. Mr. Laurier
met with the hearty approval of his hearers.
And we wake this solemn declaration consci-
entiously believing the same to be true, and
having the same force and effect as if made
under oath, under the authority of the Canada
Evidence Act of 1392,
JOdAN CARBERY, Mayor of Grand River.
ANDREW BAKER, ex-Mayor Cape Cove.
JAMES JONES, ex-Mayor Patos.
L. PHILIP BEAUDIEN, Merchant.
SIMON MiETHOT,
FRS. GIBAUT, Agent.
Declared befor2 me at Grand
River, Gaspé county, this sec-
ond day of March, one thou-
sand eigkht hundred and ninety-
-six.

JOSEPHAT BELINEAU, J.P.
No that evidently, Mr. Speaker, and I read

it for the purpose of showing that—I had
some reason to expect, in 1895, from

REVISED BDITION.
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statements made in ihis House. that the

hon. leader of the Opposition proposed to.

be as good as his word and to make this
a non-political question, and to join with
the Government of the day in doing justice
to the minority in Manitoba, and in voting
for the Remedial Bill. 1 thought that at
least he could emulate the example of a

areat Protestant leader in this country. 1

rfer to Sir John Macdonald. Sir John Mac-

donald, I dare say. has said. though I do:
not recolleet his saying it, but have heard .

it from others, that in Canada, poerhaps, a
Protestant leader could afford to do more
even-honded justice to the Roman Catholices
than a Roman Catholic leader.

haps in some way bring up and justify that
statement. 3ut whether or not Sir John

And the;
events to which I have been referring per- |
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Again and again have the best and the strong-
est of our Conservatives been defeated at the
polls simply because we would not do injustice
French fellow-countrymen. Again and
again have we been put in a minority because

- we declined to join in that crusade against the

French Canadian, against the Catholic religion
and against French institutions.

{1 did not know that there would bLe any

dilTference among the leaders: 1 did not

i know that it would be only for the Con-

servative  leaders to make that Dbeast.
Why, even if 1 were not given ordinary in-
telligence in public life. it were impessible
to suppose that 1 could have imagiined that
a Roman Catholic leader would be behind
a Protestant leader in this House in vindiea-
ting the ciaims of that class and of that rice

-t0 vindicate wiich the hon. gentleman on

sthat occasion

Macdonald dared to sacrifiee much in the;
wiay of TProtesiant support by advocating:

the richts and standing Ly the privileges.
not only of the Fremceh miuority. but of

Bur the hon.
Jeausoeleil). who
some

stood forth.
mewber for Berthier (Mr.
perthaps is just as eorthoilox. sheds

“light on the awkward position of the present

“leader of the Opposition.

In a recent letier

~to the press Lie says, if this translation is

. correct ©

the Roman Catholic minority at Iarge, 1
Lave in my hand a proud boast of his on
tiaar subject on muore thaun one occasion.

fRome gentlemen are impatient of 1hese re-.
ferences to the statements of men who have .

passed away from these seenes. 1 eertaindy
deliochi in beinz able to pat my haind on
any advice from Conservatives or Liberals
in times gone by in referen-e to these trying
subjects. This is iy apolegy for dwelling
upon some of these statements,  For in-
stance, Sir Johin Macdonald spoake in Corn-
vall on August 31=<t. 1878, and there he did
net shirk making the boast before all Can-
sl of what he had done in the direction
ol peace and concilintion among the creeds
and rmces of this country. Ile xaid :

lie, who was a Protestant, a Presbyterian, and
who Lal been at 18 years of age an Orangeman,
bad come down here to ask the electors to vote
for him. He had ziven Catbolices fair-play in the
matier of public schools and had incurred a
good deal of obloquy from unreasonably strong
Protestants for doing soc. Now the whole coun-
vy cwekaowledze that the mhasure was a gond
one, and that we had peace and quictness in our
neighbourbood since that question was settled.
Dr. Ryerson, a Methodist clergyman, and a man
of grest influence had stated that the Separate
Schooal Rill did not iniure the common school
system but had widened the basis of education.

What T did say &t Berthier. and what I a=
also ready o repear, is that when closing the

proceedings of the coaference of Liberal members

*from Quebec province, it vhieh I had stated my

intention of voting for the Romedial Act, Mr.
Laurier said that he was the last man willing

"to dec violence 1o the cinascienves of any of his

And I lived to hear him make what I con-:

sider a very proud and happy boast in the
halls of this legislature. In 1890, when the
hon. member for North Simcoe (Mr. McCar-
thy) introduced into this IHouse his policy
of discord, his attempt to incite race against
race and creed against creed, hz evoked
the cloquent and brilliant denunciations of
the leader of the Opposition. Sir John Mac-
donald, in resenting some ixzsinuations of
the present leader of the Opposition, made
what I believe to have been the truthful
boast, and one that showed him to be not
merely a Protestant, not merely a Canadian,
but a statesman for the Empire with Im-
perial purposes and Imperial instincts. He
said :
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.

fricnds, but his position as leader of the party
was such that he could nct accept it.

In some respecis net 2 satisfactory one for
e as o Canadian, bat thast accounis for
the swdden change. the unfortanate change.
in the position of the leader of the Opposi-
tion, Now., Mr. Speaker. what is the issue
hefore this Parliament Y There have boen
many detinitions : they vary from year to
year: hut I like to look back a litile and
trace the definitions as they have come from
once side or the other. We hear a great deal
of coercion in 1896, coercion of a majority.
The coercion of the minority, in my humble
judgment, began long ago. in 1890. That,
I believe to be the effect of the judgmen:
of the Queen's I'rivy Council. But in 1893
we hear that the issue is one of eoercioa
against non-coercion. In 1893—I refer again
to the leader of the Opposition—he gave 2
very different definition. Ie said the ques-
tion was the protection of the minority

"against the independence of Manitob: : and

on that issue I am sure this side of the IHouse
would have no misgivings as 10 where they
should stand, they would stand for the pro-
tection of the minority. My hon. friend the
hon. member for Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy).
the counsel for the Manitoba government,
has defined the issue, and I think correctly,
to be a question of separate schools or no
separate schools in the province nf Mani-
toba. We cannot get away from that is-
sue, in my humble judgment, and the ques-
tion is to be decided, as I shall argue In
my speech, from the statutes and from the
evidence which satisfied the law lords of
the Privy Council. But let us notice the
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strapge change in regard o the discussion
of this issue in this House. I remember
very

the three parties—if we may dignify his
ity as one—at that date. This was the
position

If a Liberal candidate comes forward without

any policy except that which Mr. Stubbs sup- .
_are true to the
the Government candidate walk in between them?:
whoever he may be, !
wants further information, then you have these

ports, why should the fcrces be divided, and

iIf the Liberal candidate,

three positicns to choose from. If you want
the Governmens: sustained in their determination

to reimpose separate schools upon Manitoba, you

will vote for Mr. Willoughby ; if you want fur-
ther inforimnation, you will vote for the Liberal
candidaie : and if you are opposed to the re-
vatablishment of separat. schools, vou will vote
for Mr. Stubbs.

Three issues, three positions, Where is the
Ieader of the Opposition to-day * Whose
policy has ke now pur inte your hands, My
Speaker ¢ Did hie ever, directly or indireetly.
in any province, sa) that he would voie for
The siN mont s’ hoist of o remnedinl legistation
Bill 7 Up 1o the very date that he moved it. i
helieve he was in ravour of this poliey, as
the member for Simcoe understood it a pal-
ey for o conmiission. o policy for an in-
vestigation, a peile)d consistent withh reme-
Jdind Jegislation. But when the hour coms
that e is called upon to serew hix cour-
aze up to the sticking point. the hon. leader
ol the Oppesition, forsootll, took shelter be-
hind no less @ man, or ho greater a mau,
shan the hon, member for Simeoe, counsel
for the government of Maunitoba, in favour
of 1the most drastic and cruel coercion
ihat has ever Leen perpetrated in any
proviuce of Canada. But the hon. geutle-
mian  thinks he made it all right; he
moved a six mouths™ hoist, of course ; and
then Le is able to say in Quebec, and he is
able o say in every Roman Catholic dis-
wict: Look at my speech: it

sion ; but nevertbeless 1 supported it by
a splendid speech in favour of ultimate re-
medial legislation. Only I want an inquiry,
and I want something to stand upon after
the awkward circumstances of a general

election have passed by. And so he adopt-| jig great forensic ability ; he can take Par-

What did the:

ed the straddle-back policy.
** Globe ” say, for instance, speaking for is
Trotestant readers in Ontario. of the posi-
tion of the leader of the Opposition :

May’s Parliamentary authority makes it clear
that the six months® hoist is a complete negative,
and kills the Bill, and does not postpone it ; and
also proves that it is the oniy way of com-
pletely killing the Bill. A vote against a Bill,
May says, can only be made eflective by carry-
ing the six months’ hoist, because if the second
reading is barely negatived, it does not dispose
of the Bill except for the time, and the Bill may
be proceeded with at a later stage.
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well that the counsel for Manitoba. :
thie hon. member for Simcoe, just before the ;
late election for Cardwell, very happily de-:
fined the position which obtained betweeun

oo to the country.

Azain the " Globe !
benetit of the
that paper :
Any opponent of the Bill must, therefore, vote
for Mr. Laurier's amerdment, and all who voie
agalnst it must be classificd as supporting the
Bill. There is no othar motion on which they

says, speaking for the
ult a-Protesrant readers of

"can record hostility to such legislation.

“Now, then, all we wang, all we wan:, at
Cany

rate, as Conserviatives—and certainiy
the vast majority of the Conservative pariy
ause of justice to the mi-
nority in Manitoba—all we waat is a straigh:i
and above-board issue. The * Globe ™ lays
down an issue upon which 1 would gla-liy
Mr. Speaker. you have
heard often times the leader of the Oppesi-
tion. in eloquent tones. carried away by
—I won't say vanity, but by his enthusinsm
aud reading of English history. boasxt that
he was g Cobden at one time., a Pecl at
another. a Gladstone at another, a Liberal
of the English school at another; and last
Year he went over the provinee of Ontario
cideavouring o make the people believe
thit he was a modern Wellingron, thar he
foliowed Wellington's taciies. and he hhd
thirown up defences, and copied that sene-
taeties it the Peninsular eampaign.
Wihoever thought, what enthusiasii:  sup-
porier of bis, ever dreamed that with these
arand examplars, with these spiendid oam-
paicus before hiim, he would o outside the
lines of Torres Vedras and scamper abon:
betore the people in the tattered remn:nnts
i the habiliments of the hon, member for
Nineoe * In 1896 he adopted the poliey that
List year was laughed to scorn. Tast year
the hono member for Simeee was so poor thit
no ol would do him reverence ; e could
not divide the House, he ran away from
otie division, 1 doe not know what wenerail
in LEnglish history ever did that. But never-

oo 1w
Tl s

“theless that is enouzh 10 show that he bas
never aped the Englishh general.

But run-
ning away from one. when another opportu-

; nity came. in vain he asked you. Mr. Speak-
is true 1!
wdopted the poliey of the member for Sim- .
coe, it is true I went into the Equal Rights |
Association, and got a policy for the occa-;

er, to divide the House. and test the senti-

ment ol the House on the poliey of
ithe  Governmenr.  He bad no powet,
no influence : as weak as the letter
“p™ in the word pneumonia was the

hon. member for North Simcoe in 1893, but
a great and mighty man is he this session.
He can lie back and let this discussion zo on ;
he can attend the courts of law and exhibit

linmeut as one of the easiest events of life.
because he has now in full cry the whole of
Her Majesty’s loyal Opposition. They sacri-
ficed him in 1893 ; they laughed him to scorn,
they left him standing alone, and forsooth
now they do his mischievous work, now they
give him life and give him standing which
but for them he never could have in Cana-
dian politics or in Canadian public life.
Mr. Speaker, I have to say something fur-
ther about the extraordinary position in
which we find the Roman Catholic leader of
Her Majesty's loyal Opposition. I have not
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A very zoaml amemory, but 1 oean o back a
hit in Canadian life. 1 can hear almost
now  the indignant iones  with  which
he denounced the mischievous and horrible
policy that was Inunched before the Cana-
dian public by the hon. member for Simeoe
in 1800 : and I will go a bit behind that in
order that the publie. whether they be Pro-
testanmis or Catholies, <hall ar all events, be-
fore they pass their verdier or give their
judozinent at the general eleetions, under-
stand what we have to say upon our side in
rewird to the situation as it meets us.

What was the state of affairs between 1867
and 1SS0, as regards the old provinees of
Canada ? What was the state of aftairs and
publi¢ apinion as regards Manitoba between
1870 and 1889 ? 1 make a challenge—I make
it for the purpose of debate. There are hon.
sentlemen 1o rfollow me. 1 say here that 1
challenge hon. members on your right, Mr.
Speaker, or o your lefi. to nawe  one
single  leading  publie mar, Liberal or
Conservative. or wihiatever golitical stripe,
who between these dates ever sugrested
in regard to our constitution that when
separate schools were established, either be-
fore or after coufederation, they could be
interfered with or finally legislated out of
existence or away. I submit thar is an im-
portant question. I submir that any fair-
minded man will agree with me that if my
challenge cannot be accepted. we are bound
to leok and inquire very carctully into the
matter and as to the time in which the new
doctrine was promulzated. 1 have heard it.
sitting in a quasi-judicial capacity. put be-
fore me by the couunsel for the minority, that
the hon. member for North Simcoe  (Mr.
MeCarthy) was the disturber of the Queen’s
peace in Canada in regard to that question.
I have seen him unable to grapple with the
fact successfully. though endeavouring to
deny it.

. party chains, under that

I have seen it clearly established:

in that argument. which is. I am glad to say. -

fully reported and at the command of mem-
bers of this House. that the hon. member

have thrown into our arena and into our:

country the apple of discord that did sc much

JuN~

which, that paper heing Protestant throush
and through, they think is the system that
ought to be gweneral, and is the one that is
comimendable and has been commended by
the representatives of Protestant schools.
RBut to show that this question was detinite-
Iy settled in 1867 and afterwards. as regards
Manitoba. in 1870, T read. wirthout apoloyy.
frcm the * Globe ** of November 27th, 1874,
where it says:

We noticed recently the movoment in Maai-
toba, having for its object the retorm or im-
provement of the public school law of that pro-
vinie, and referred to the efforts made i otler
parts of the Dlominion to effect such arrangs:-
ments as while securing the practiealble system
of education are designed to protect the righes
and censult the conscisntious  scruples of mi-
norities,  But it must not be understoud from this
that in Mapitci:a any mare than e¢lsewhere. the
rights of minorities caa be overridden or ig-
fiotad,

The lecal legislature may of course effect any
changes in the administraticn of the scheol laws
aml not violate cxisting rights and privilegas. bu.
canl do more than this. The Manitoba Act, which
i the coastitutional charter of the province of
Manitoba, contains the same provisions that
are to bs fourd in the British North America
Aet in recard to the rights of minorities in the
other provinees in thix respect.

That I say was the general opinion. That
is the statement that was never controvert-
ed by a single individual on the floor of thix
House, though the school question was
threshed out in the case of New Brunswick.
and these various Acts were discuss:d by
hon. members on each xide of the House., Bur
what bappened ¥ In 1889 the hon, memher
for North Simcoe appeared on ihe western
herizou. That hon. gentleman Iretted in rire
party  diseipline
which alone can seeure the Sueeess of oy
party under our form of government awd our
institutions. and he got away. PFirst there
was a grievance in regard w  the Jesuiw
Estates Act. He was counected primarily

. with the Equal Rights Association, establish-
“ed in 1889. I quote tfrom an adidress ol the
for North Simcoe was the man who suggest-
ed the way and the means by which we could :

trouble in days past. Fortunately. because
no one took up this question so ardently as-

the hon. gentleman. there has been nothing
since 1867 comparable to what occurred pre-

parliamentary men did wage a Jdargerous
and exciting war over it. But nevertheless
it ix significant when we tind the leader of the
Oppoxition giving his sapport to thix move-
ment, and I desire the country to understand
the full measure of responsibility which the
leader of the Oppoxition has taken on this
oceasion. Let me take, for instance, the
* Globhe.,” and I give that paper credit for
all along endeavouring to be consistent in
regard to a spirit to grind down into one sys-
tem of uniformity all the religious teaching
that ought to be given in public =chools,
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.

“as separate schools

provincial couneil of that session respeerine
separate schools. 1t ix sizgned by Wn.
Caven, Chairman : E. D. Armour, hon. Sicre-
tary, and says :

Denounce every compact, any legislation which
appropriates public Tunds for sectartan purpos::,
in thiv provinee certainly

- do.
vious to that year when tree and independent

[ want to peint out that for nineteen years
not only had peace and contentment prevail-
ed among the citizens of thar provinee. but
it had attracted a splendid class of popula-
tion from the older countries of the world.

:and had within that short time made itselr

a province and a portion of this Dominion
of which all people in the eastern provineas
were proud indeed. No publiec man. no man
on any hustings. so far as 1 ¢an aseertain,
and the hon. member for Simcoe (Mr. Mce-
Carthy) when acting as counsel for the Mani-
toba government was unable to show the
contrary, suggested that the separate school



systemr worked ill amone them. But, smart-

DMLARCH LT, s

ing in connection with the sj«cvial grievance
of the minority in Quebec¢, the Protestant

n:dinovity, fling o make that a
sotpe il dangereas guestion t: the
confederation. we find the hon. gentleman
(Mr. MceCarthy) at Poriage la Prairie, in Aug-
usr, 1889, outlining the plattorm which he.

1rouble- -

to xive him c¢redit for his courage. did not -

delay in putting before this Parliament soon
after. He said there:

fur. We have the power tu save this country
from fratricidal strife.
a1 British country in fact as it is in name.
arder o aecomplish this, other issues for the
moment must give way. We have got to bend
our energies and let it be understood in every
vonstituency., that whether a man call himself
tarit or Tory, Conservative or Reformer. his
rzeord is clear, his principles are sound. and no

- ror Norith Nimcecoe, at

ihi N : p Opposing winted o o this | N0 jus
There was zomething for the politicians o live the Oppeitinn pointed vut 10 this Tlouse just

The power to wake this.

In f Queen’s peace.

influence at Ottawa will induce him to betray

his great irust.

The speaker was glad to in--

f3rm the meeting that the poor sleepy Protestant -

minority of Quebee were ar last awake.

lle .

trusted before many weeks to address a meeting .

in Montreal, and to realize that that minerity
is sound to the cora on this question. Thera
is a separate school question here. and in the
Norih-west, and there is the French scheol ques-
tion in Ontario. We have all work to do in cur
various localities : let us do that work before
we seck to traverse fields, before more difficulty
is to become encountered. because vested rights
fuave bocome solidilie d.

Aad in ke year 1890, in this Heuse, he was
uor ashamed to say, arter owr experience of

our French-speaking tellow-countrymen, af--

ter lve had seen the pride. and heard the
haast of the Dominion of Canada and the

inoihoer country in regard to the services the .

el
pire, in regard to what they have done for
this country, its eonstitution. its laws. and
its literatura ; he (Mr. McCarthy) was not
axhamed to say. in the face of the leader of
the Opposition himself :

Canadians have rvendered the ls.m--:pmn,ss the Roman
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but as well became him oMr. Laurier at the
tinte, he rose in indisuation, and on the tloor
of this House, he pointed at the member for
North Simcoe, the finger of scorn. e abus-
od the membeoer for North Simcoe, not mete-
Iy for what he was then advoeceating,  He
(Mr. Lauriery admitied that the abolition ot
the French hingunge in the North-west was
comparatively a small aftair. but dragging
to the front' the utteranees of the member
Barvie. the leader of

whaut the parpose, »nd just what the ulti-
mate aim was, of that disturber of the
The leader of the Opposi-
tion then s2id that this deelaration of the
member for North Simeoe {(3Mrv. MeCarthy,
when he asked that the French language be
prohibited .and puat down in the North-wesi,
to use his own language :

luvolved a declaration of war the

IFrench race.

The Inader of the Opposition reseuted the
epithets that had been used LY the member
for North Nimeoe, hix present ally. against
his race. T ean now remember the lainguage
of the lemder or the Opposition then He
rescnted the statement: of the wmember for
North Simese o Me MeCarthy) that the Freneh
censtitunted *a bastard nationality »° on this
continent, and he =iid that the member tor
Neotih Simeoe Qarve not use the language in
this Hetisxe, inguige which T will quote, and
which he oMre. Laurier) then quoted. in re-
gard o the race of which the hon, gentle-
man Mr. Laurien is an elogquent exponent.
Thix was the Iangnage used by the member
for North Simweoe :

against

\ race which begins and ends with those who
Catholic faith, and which
now threatens the dismemberment of Canada.

The leader of the Opposition then denounc-
od the hon. mewder for Simeoe (Mr. Me-

- Carthy) and his comparatively harmlexs RBill,
“ beeause he said, It was only a preliminary

}\'vll. hon. gontlemen. remember that when
this counrry wax ceded 1o the Rritish there
were 1o more than SO0 apr 5000 Freaeh in-

habitants : and that I think included those on the
hanks of [lhnois. tHowever that may be. had a
HSifferent policy been pursued. had a difterent
poliey been adopted. to induce them—not by any
harsh ieans, not by adopiing an aggravating
policy -to speak the English tongue 1 1 wamt
to Kknow, whether to-day. instead of havinz a
dangerous element in our midst which was be-
coming mwore pronounced. and which is ecalcul-
ated to remnd this Dominion in twain : T would
like to know., whether we would have these
things to-day if the policy I have indicated had
been pursued.

Now, how did the leader of the Opposition

meet the member for North Simcoe (Mr. !

MceCarthy) on that oceasion ? Did he (Mr.
Laurier) join forces with him (Mr. McCarthy)
as he does to-day, in the most essential
feature of that hon. gentleman’s campaign
against the French. and against the Catho-
lics. aad against the Catholie schools 2 No

“done by the hon. gentleman (Mr.

H

skirmixh, soon to be followed by a generil
onslanght upon the whole Freneh race in
Canada.”

And, torsooth. while that Bill had to be
stamped our though it was comparatively
insignificant. the hon. member for Simcoe
OMr. MeCarthy) to-day. as he sits in his
chair, rejoices and chuckles that the secomd
great article of his programme. namely, his
attack upon the separate schools, his artack
on the Fretuch and the Catholics of Canada.
is being supported by the leader of the Op-
position, and that his horrible work is being
Jqurierd,
who. in 1890, denounced the first item of
his (Mr. MceCarthy's) programme. as only a
preliminary ecanter. The hon. member for
North Simcoe has been outspoken. I want
the leader of the Opposition to mark well
the object of his leader for, after all. the
member for North Simcoe is to-day the
leader of the chief of the Opposition on this
question,  The conntry recognizes that. The
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country fully understands that. and. Sir,
let the leader ot the Opposition rully appre-
cinte where he is being led by the miember
for North Simcoe. The ** Globe.™” of the 2oti
October, 1894, reports the hon, member for
Norih Simeoe ar Walkerton, as follows :--

Of the North-west school question Mr.
Carthy spoke at considerable length, pointing out
that the I’arliamnent at Ottawa had undertaken

to say that tiere should be separate schuols
and a system of dual language. He (Mr. Me-
Carthy) had objected to the introduction into

Me- ton, in 1893, speaking

[COMMONS]

HTEH M

.and, when he pointed to Canada as a coun-
ey that had solved many of the ditheult

that Territory of a dual race, which would per-

petuate there the evils in Quebee and Ontario
to-iay by such legislation.
niLony Froneh Canaiians at

[T

into a million and a half.

Nir, I would be glad to see that million and
a halt of Freneh Canadlans trehled, [ would
be rlad to see them increased to any extent,
becaase I know their value to Canada. Sir.
I say this, as a Protestant, and ax a Cana-
dian. ‘The member for North Sinmcoe con-
tinued :

There was a million and a half so-called Brit-
ish subjects whose bhoast it was, if trouble should
arise between Britain and France, they would
be found on the side of their mother country,
which was not ours. They could not be both
French and British, and he believed it was the
determination of the people of Canada that they
should rewain British. Yet the laws of the
country had encouraged and fostered the de-
velopment of the French nationality, which was
more rampant and French now, than it was one
hundred years ago.

Therefore, Mr. Speaker. the poliey of the
member for Norvih Nimcoe oMr. MceCarthy
which the leader of tue Opposition has ar
last put upon its legs, has been, at any rate.
honestly and clearly detined by the hon. gon-
tleman (Mr. McCarthy), who, whatever his
faults may be. will not be so disingenuous
or cowardly as to go back on it on this ocen-
sion, or o withdraw one single statement
in regard to ir. And so, Mr. Speaker, I wus
ot surprised to tind the leader of the Oppo-
gition, in his desperate position, quarrel with
the statement made by the Secretary of
State (Sir Charles Tuapper), that Canada has
been happy since confederation. Perhaps
the hon. gentleman's remark applies more

that thise, bad grown

At the conquest, the -

problems that were perplexing the mothier
country. I have no doubt, Sir, that the Hou.
Edward Blake spoke the words of trmth
then,  Aud, when Sir Oliver Mowat tricvel-
led through the States, and reached Hamil-
te young Canada
there represented by the Canadian Club. he
told them of what Canada had done, and
congratulated them on Canada’s position
among the nations of the world. I have no

doubt that he spoke the words of truth. I
have no doubt that Sir Oliver Mowar
would  fiereely  combat the  position

“which the leader of the Opposition. on this

; oceasion,

felt it necessary to  assune,

‘T have not forgotten what the leader of the

‘ers frem Australasia.

Opposition himself told our brother Britich-
I have not forgotten

.the eloquent and happy picture he drew of

.what Canadiun confederation
:plshed in British

had
Anieriea,

deeomn-

North when

.those distinguished visitors were in the cap-

‘ital of this country.
‘the assent of every man in this House.

-ally, and without dispute, to
“cpinions,
Canadian legislature.

He spoke then with
On
the other occasion to which 1 have referrved.
he spoke with, certainly. net the learty
nesent of any Canadian.

Now. some discussion  has  occurred-—I
think it nor unwise to refer to ir--as to the
vitlue of a deecision of the Queen’s Privy
Council.  The law ix, afrer all. claimed to
he at our back. The majority of the Con-
servative party—and I believe they form the
majority of the people of this country—:ac-
cept the argument, that. whether the policy
be what they want or what they do ot
want, it is the policy demanded by the law.
The law is respected in every portion of the
British Empire in the most extraordinary
way. Our old parliamenis  attached tre-
mendous importance to the decisions of rhe
Law officers of the crown  in England.
Every Iawyer knows that it was our custom
to refer great questions to them. and loyv-
accept their
And so the great minds of the
the Blakes and rthe

: Macdonalds. saw that there would be soine-
:thing even more satisfactory than the opin-

directly to fiscal discussions, but I will refer :

him to the language of Sir A. T. Galt. who
represented this country in Great Britain,

iQueen's Privy Council.

and who, speaking at Edinburgh, in 1883. to | A . . A
.any issue that had arisen in this country—

eniinent men of the mother country. said :

That peace, tranquility and progress had fol-
lowed confederation in Canada.

I believe that Sir A. T. Galt spoke words of
truth when he said that, I believe, Sir. that
the Hon. Edward Blak., the late leader of
the Opposition, when he charmed a most dis-
tinguished audience at Edinburgh, after the
celebrated Midlothian campaign, spoke the
words of truth, when he told that audience
of the grand things that we had done in
Canada, claiming, as might be expected, a
large share of credit for the Liberal party.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.

-rnd there will always be burning

jons of the law officers of the Crown. in the
decisions of the Judicial Committee of the
For that reason. the
leader of the Opnosition could not show thar

issues
while we are a free and independent people.

.a vigorous Anglo-Norman race—he could not
ishow that any issue. no matter how execiting
ior burning at the time. had injured the in-

tegrity of Canada up to this day : because
the most of these questions are dealt with
and settled by the Judicial Committee of
the Privy Council, whether between subject
and subject, or between province and pro-
vince. It is our safety-valve, Mr. Speaker.
and so it has been understood. I may be
permitted to read here a quotation from a
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speech of Mr. Blake, in this House, where And Sir John Thompson dealt with this

he says:

But, Sir, besides the great positive gain of
obtaining the best guidance, there are othar,
and, in my opinion, not unimporiant gains be-
sides. Ours is a popular Government and when
burning questions arise inflaniing the public
mind, when agitation is rife as to the political
action of the executive or the legislature—which
action is to be buased on legal questions, obvious-
ly beyond the grasp of the p2ople at large ;—
when the people are on such questions provoked
by cries of creed and race, ihen I maintain that
a great public good is attainable by the sub-
mission of such legal questions to legal tribu-
nals, with all the customary sccurities for a
sound judgment ; and whose decisions passion-
less and dignified, accepted by each of us as
binding in our own affairs involving fortune,
freadow, honour, lifa itslf, are :nost likely to
be accepted by us all in qucstions of public con-
cern.

Ours is a sport-loving nation, Mr. Speaker,
and we belong to a sport-loving Empire, It
is this, perhaps. that acconnis for the re-
spect paid to the courts of law. not only by
the pcople of Canada. but by the peaple in
the mother isles themselves—that, in oue
games and sports, we have an :;appeal 1o the
mmpire.  And. as the umpire’s decision is
aw for the sporting world, so the decixion
of the courts is law for the crecds anil rves,
and there are many of them. in the Emgdie
at Iarge, We aceept the decisions of the
umpire, most of us, without any fuchine or
dislike : and T appeal to the hon. member
for Albert (Mr. Weldon). as to the valoe of
thsse decisions.  His position in 1his case
has been hard to undevstand. His pesition.
to my mind. is the most extraordinary of
any man in this assembly. I Know he is
excitable. T know there are various rumours
in regard to what he was willng to do, when
there was a supposed crisis on hand. 1
have heand of those stories. [ shall not go

iuto them : I care not to go into them. They

are not pertinent here. But this I want to
know : How that hon. gentleman can do
ctherwise than give a loyal support to the
Government that is standing by the opinion
of the Judicial Commnittee of the Privy Coun-
¢il, when he himself supported and coun-
selled our late leader, Sir John Thompson.
in the very steps that led to this result ?
When the poliey of the Government refer-
ring this (uestion to the courts of law, was
announced in this House, that hon. gentle-
man brought into the discussion all the
weight that can attach to his opinion, be it
great or small. He congratulated Sir John
Thompson upon taking from the excitable
and excited political arena a question of this
kind.
this :

The intention was on the question that arouse
religious feeling, and where nien cannot reason
as in a white ligh:, but have their minds per-
turbed by passion and feeling, that the legis-
lature should call the statute to its help in all
dificulties quasi judicial.

What did he say ? In 1893, he said:

-he did,

question with that candour that distinguish-
ed him in public life, holding, as
an admittedly awkward posi-
tion in regard to it—just as awkward
a position as my Lon. friend oppn-
site finds himself in to-day—he, a Roman
Catholic, called upon, in a country having
a Protestant majority, to deal out justice to
the Roman Catholics. no matter what ihe
Protestants might think. I have no doubt
that Sir John Thompson, as a politician,
lived in terror as to his ultimate position ;
but, as a statesman and :as a Canadian, his
course on that occasion won the commendi-
tion of even the hon. member for Alberr.
e sought his refuge. if you like, in the ju-
dicial wibunal to which [ have reterre.d
and hp pledged himsell before his tellow-
countrymen, in 1893, without demur. that,
a8 the court should decide, o he would stre-er
his course. And, mark you. many i Protest-
ant thought at that time, that the Cadholies
would come out of that court shorn, just as
they did in the Barrett case, The hon. mei-
her fer Queen's (Mr. Davies) will go with we
that far. The general opinion among gw-
vers appeared to be, as the hon. member for
North Simcoe said in this House, that that
case was precluded by the Barrett decision.
Nevertheless., the two parties appeiled o
the umpire, and were willing at that time o
stand by its arbitrament. In 1893, atter that
statement by Sir John Thompson, the hon,
member for Albert said :

‘The Government had but one duty. It was
happily stated by the Prime Minister at a ban-
quet at Toronto, that one pole star should guide
them in dealing with Manitoba’s laws, that was,
to «tznil by the constitution. I do not know what
star could more safely guide any responsible
hody of Ministers in dcaling with a question of
aimsitieddy great complexity, obscurlty and :x-
treme delicacy,

Now, what is the decision. ? There is scope
here for ingenious men. trained in the Inw—
there is scope for ingenious men who ought
to be trained in the law—there is scope for
laymen who have trained minds—to discuss
that decision until the day of judgmeunt.
But here is the hon. member for Albert, as
I understand. day and night. opposed to the
Government carrying out the judgment of
the Queen’s Privy Council. notwithstanding
that he said. that was the correct guide.
Here I find him saying. in 1803, only last
session :

There is no doubt that if Lord Herschell were
a member of this House of Commens he woull
be in favour of a remedial law, judging from
the views he has expressed.

I agree with him, that if Lord Herschell,
who wrote the judgment concurred in by
Lord Watson, Lord Macnaghten, and Lord
Shand—if Le and they were here. they
would be willing to vote for remedial legis-
lation, Protestant each and every one ot

.them, Presbyterian, some of them—Protest-
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aunt, of necessity, as Lord Herschell, keeper
ol the Queen’s conscience, is—men not ouly
trained at the great bar of IEngland, but
trained, every one of them, 1 believe, with
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“anterior 10 the Act are entirely irrelevant.

the exceeprion of Lord Shaud. in the halls of °

Westminster, advising year in and ycar out,
their Protestant countrymen. as to the leg-
islation, not only of England, Scotland,

He alse admitted that the judgment is bind-
ing in establishing a grievance, and the
leader of the Ontario government (Sir Oliver
Maowat), in his resolution passed the other
day. interprets the decision as establishing,

- 10 use the language of his resolution, a legiti-

Wiles el Ireland, but of the whole Lm- .

pPite.
exeiting issues here, removed from our local

I sia) those men, removed from the

prejudices, and all Protestants, would have -
voted for this Remedial Bill to do justice to
the Catholies of Manitoba, or anpy part of .

Canada.
dian, make a small concession. when 1 say
I aw willing to go with them aud do as
they would do. But, oli, hon. gentlemen say.,

I, as a Protestant. and a Cana- -

mare ground of complaint which should be
removed. And. speaking arterwards in sup-
port of that amendment, the only change he
made in the language I have veferred to is
the substitution of * ought 1o be " instead of

*should be removed "—-that iv is a griev-
ance which ought to be removed. ‘Fhose

opinions, I think, are of some importance.

“We cannot argue with men like the hon.

member for Albert (Mr. Weldon). Ie ad-

; mitred that he was subject to passion and

wiaar aboutr the bargain ¥ what about the

compict ¥ And we have heard how import-

aut these ante-confederation compaets were,

of Quebec,
there was o

Oh, the Protestants
they need notr be disturbed ;
colgpsiet preceding 1867 that it would be
Al outrage 1o disturb : but in
these post-union rights which econcern Catho-
Hex chietly, there is no such thing as a com-
et
Would he vote for
Nor he. 1 asked him the question, and he
&:iaid it woukl be a very imporrant consider-
ation,

Mr. DAVIENS (I"E.l) The hon gentieman

But ir there was a compact. L asked | iss. every tile
the hon. member for Queen’s—what then ¥ 01' iss, every. Ui
remedial legislation ? | {5,

forsooth,

11 . lion not a constituticnal guarantee 7
regard to:

prejudice ; and. afrer the decision of the

ceourt, when apparently it was not given as

he hoped or wished, he told us in 1895 :

What meaning do vou give to section 93 ol
the British North America Act ? Is that sec-
Yoes., And
woulid you abridge it in this way ? I fraokly
say T will.

Now, e is against separate schools, hit
Compacts, parliament-
ante-union, post-union, bargain—all
those things fall to the ground. Iis posi-
tion is casily understood, and 1 hope it will
never be commended by any important see-

i tion of the people of this country.

will excuse me in calling his attention to the - J
caid the hon. member for Simcoe (Mr. M-

Laet that we were speaking of a pre-union
compact, and he asked me ir there was such
i thing as a pre-union compact, would I
then vore ftoir remedial legislation,

I told

nbim that our right to carry remedial legis-
Lation could in no way be dependent on a : :
Sl prechaded successtul interterenes, o the

pre-union compitet. but that the 'rivy Coun-

¢il decided that our right to carry remedial
legislation depended upon rights given to:
-case ; and there the question invelved was
. as 10 whether the Act of 1890 was within the
~ordinary powers of the Manitoba legishature.

tlic Roman Catholics after ithe union.

Nir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. You

may, Mr, Speaker, understand that to be!

an answer to the position 1 was taking., 1
do not. 1 say the hon. gentleman's argu-
ment amounted to nothing.
timne he took up was absolutely wasted if he

1 say that the'!

Now, then, I arvive at a very important
aspect of this case, and I again cull 1o my

Carvthy), 1 said a litile while ago that up
to 1889 no man dreamed that you could in-
terfere with these post-union compacts,
these parliamentary bargains, these parlia-
mentary compaets, because this richt ot ap-

hon, gentleman frout Stuleoe weit, ansler o
retainer, 1o London, 1o argue the Barrett

In that case. 1 find that he argued, and with
great alility, that this section providing for
an appeal—and [ think it is better to express
thie section this way than by its number in

. the Manitoba Act—wis not a substantive see-

did not distinguish between a compact be- !
fore confederation, and legislation after con- :

federation. Now, with regard vo both these
marters, 1 throw aside compact after com-
paci outside the statutes.

1 go on the

judgment of the I’rivy Council, and on the :

facts which led Lord Herschell and his col-
leagues te be of the opinion that remedial
legislation is demanded and is right. They
go upon the statutory compact, upon what
they call this parlianmentary compaect, and 1
know. in connection with the provinces, of
ne compact higher than a parliamentary
compact.

The hon. member for Simcoe (Mr. Me-
Carthy). when acting as counsel for Mani-

é
l
|

tion, that it was to be read in conncection
wiih the section preceding it. and he then
contended thit no ante-union rights on the
part of Roman Catholics had been interfer-
ed with by the Act of 1860 : and he after-
wards developed that idea that there was
no appeal for the minority in Manitoba.
Bui. mark you, he went on to say that in
the case of New Brunswick and Nova Scotia,
under the British North America Act provid-
ing for an appeal, the very fact of the righr
to thai appeal guaranteed to the minority
in those provinces a permanency of the sep-
arate school system, if, after 18G7, a separate
school system should be established. The
very fact of that section of the British North

toba, himself adiaitted that the proceedings | America Act being a substantive section,

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
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providing for and contemplating au appeal,
did protect the rights given after the union.
and secured, of course, substantially—he
used the word ° absolutely "—10 the minor-
ity ot those provinces the rizht to separate
schools. It hecame, as he said, a vested right,
On pages 7 and 8 of the Brophy case, anil
page 74 of his argument in the Barrett case.
as printed before Parliament, you will see
he admits that if this appeal clause in the
Manitoba Act is a4 substantive clause, as it
is decided to be in the Brophy case. he ad-
mitted—which no lawyer. counstitutional or
otherwise, had ever hetfore 1889 contradieted
—that by it the rights became vested and
were secared to the minority wherever the

schools were established. Does auy one
think that a novel idea * Take the hon.

member for Bothwell (Mre. Mills). In 187D,
in discussing the New Brunswick case, I
find him stating :

The British North America Act provides that
any province having separate schools before
cenfederation should have them for all time,
aud also that any provinee nnt having them at
the time of the union, but conceding them at
any future tiwe, shall ¢encede themr as a right
which can never be taken away.

If the mwninority carriod their point-———m

He went on to say later in his specch, if the

nitnority once got separate schools they, o]

use his language exactly—

—they would possess these rights and privileges
for all time.

To show you, Mr. Speaker. hiow awkward
is for us to have to deal with  the  hon.

member for North Simceove, 1 wish to point:
out. without desire to offend him, bhut with- .
out fear of him or terror ol hix indignation.

that, if he was not embarrassed with his

professional connection with the government ;

of Manitoba tbhere is hardly a wman who

could have enlightened us upon this subject !

better than the hon. gentleman.
mi; that.

I rreely ad-

T'he leader of the Opposition is a distinguish-
ed member of the bar of Quebve. Supppose
that he sat there having argued  the  case
with the bon. membher for Sinicoc.

to what he said in debate ¥ Or suppose that

Mr. Blake. a late distinguished member of !

this House, who accepted a retainer from
tke Canadian Pacific Railway in regard to
the award, had dared to lead the Opposition
and to find fault with the Government in re-
gard to questions arising out of that matter
and to ask why that award was not prompt-
Iy paid or why some other action was not
iaken about it, what would have been the
feelings. the proper feelings, of every mem-
ber of this House? To show the extraordi-
nary position of the hon. member for Simcoe.
I point out some of the inconsistent views
he has expressed in regard to this question
which he would not have expressed had he
not been legislator and counsellor as well in

MARCH 17, 1396}

But suppose the leader ol the Op-:
position had a retainer from Mr. Greenway. -

How |
many men in this House would pay attention !
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cgard to the sume subject. He was of opiu-
on, as shown in a very interesting article
in Mr. Ewart’s book. that the Barrett case
precluded any right on the part of the mi-
nority to appeal. But the Brophy case de-
cided that subsection 2 of section 22 of the
Manitoba Act had the same effect in theip
case as subsection 3 of section 93 of the
British North America Act, in regavd to the
minorities in other provinee--it decided it to
be a parliamentary compiact. Now, then,
the counsel for Manitoba. who argued iu 1892
in the Barrett case, before the law lords of
the Privy Council of England that, if these
were substantive sectious sranting an appe:l,
they coustituted on the part of an establish-
ed separate school system a vested right—
or in connection with the separate school
l.‘.\',\'stem, to Le more acceuriate- - vested rigin
that could not be taken away—this same gen-
tleman came before the committee of the
Canadian Privy Council in 1895, and with
the Brophy case staring him in the lace.
the merits nor the

iargued that neither

rights of the minority were to he considerad
areued that we had dealt only with the
political aspeet, argued that the appeal

clause was practically a dead letrer, and only
in one extraordinary case could he conceive
ol its being used at all. I that doex not puat
him out of court. it ought to put him out of
i Parlinment, or at least prevent him having
i the slightest intluence in Parliament in re-
reard to this matter.

tIn regard to coercion, I desire to deal, in-
tall fairness, with a statement of the hon.
Jleader of the Opposition.  He referred 1o
the  Manitoba  Cartle  Quarantine  Aci
the  Aet relating  to  public companies.
the  Ac¢t abelishing  the  French  lau-
‘guage and the Schools Aet. The two former
were disallowed, and the others were not.
“The hon. gentleman would not  accept the
challenge of the Minister of Finance and ex-
press his opinion as to whether the course
of the Government in this matter was right
or wrong. It was his duty either ro express

his own opinion or not to condemn the
aetion of the Govermment in taking the
“course it did in regard to the matter. Bui let

us se¢e what is the record of the two parties
in regard to everriding and annulling the
*Acts of the local legislatures. 1 tind, for in-
stanee, that the Government of which the
“hon., genfleman was a member, the Mac-
FRenzie Administration, disallowed an Aet to
: define the privileges. immunities and powers
of the legislative assembly and the legisla-
tive council of Manitoba. They disallowed
the Act to incorporate the Winnipeg Board
!of Trade. They disallowed the Act regard-
ing the construction of the bridge over the
i Assiniboine River. between the city of Wiun-
i nipeg and St. Boniface. and they disallowed
chapter 43 of 46 Vie.. known as the Halfs-
hreed Manitoha Protection Act. During the
five years of their term they disallowed
twenty-one provincial statutes, or an average
of four and one-fifth each year, while dur-
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ing the twenty-four years of the Conserva-
tive regime, the Government have disallow-
ed only fifty-three. including
ordinances. or an average of two and one-
tifth, or about one-half the proportion of the
Liberals. So that on this question of
coercion. if we are so to style the exercise
of the admitted powers of the zovernment,
we are a long way behind the hon. gentle-
men. What  commission  was  appoint-
ed, what evidence was taken, what ne-
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North-west .

" Dominion of Canada.

gotiations ook place in  connection with
the excreise of these powers by the Um;.-
Dic

government between 1874 and 1878 7

they cousider the sensitivencess of the Maui-

toba gzovernment *  Did they hold out the
olive branch previous to disallowance ? No.
They exercised their powers under the con-
stitution in the most ruthless manner. They
did simply as the constitution required them
to do. .

Now. we have seen how little sympathy the
leader of the Opposition has for the Roman
Catholi¢ minority of Manitoba. [ want to

show what sympathy he had for the Protes- o

tants of Quebec¢, because that subject has
come up. In 1843 he spoke as follows (—

I have quoted o yvou the law which now pre- i offensive to the laws and institutions, and it may

ibe to the feelings of another.
‘as to say that they must be to some extent taken

I have quoted to ..\ * o' deration.

vails in Quebec—the law demanded by the Pro-
testant population of that province, giving them
a school board of their own.
you the law whereby in 1869 two separate boards
of education were organized, a Roman Catholic
board and a Protestant bhoard.
tholic board to-day is composed of seventeen
members, nine Catholic layrmuen and all the Ro-
man Catholic bishops of the province. Now,

bec were to abolish the Protestant School Board.
Then, by the effect of that law, the manage-
ment

the hands of the provinecial legixlature. In
1889, he said :

I venture, Sir, tc ask the House seriously to
consider the position in which we stand. The
vorship of what was called local autonomy which
some gentlemen have become addicted to is
fraught, I venture to say, with great evils to
this Dominion. Our allegiance is due to the
The separation into pro-
vinces, the right of local self-government which
we possess is not to make us less citizens of the
Dominion, is not to make us less anxious for the
promotion of the welfare of the Dominion ; and
it is no argument to say that because a certain
plece of legislation is within the power of a
local parliament, therefore that legislation is not
to be disturbed. By the same Act of Parliament,

- by which power is conferred upon the local legis-
“lature the duty and power—borauze where thore

is a power there is a corresponding duty—are

i cast upon the Governor in Council to revise and

-review the acts of the legislative bodies.

If you

.are to say that because a law has been passed

within the legislative authority of the province
therefore it must remain, we can easily see. Sir.
that before long these provinces, instead of
coming nearer together, will go further and fur-
apart. We can see that the only way of

. makirg a united Canada and building up a na-

The Roman Ca-

tional life and sentiment in the Dominion is by
seeing that the laws of one province are not

I will go so far

So say we all, except the hon. mewber for
Simcoe, in this case. He was the champion

‘of a minority on another occasion. and he

“was not feed.

suppose that to-morrow the legislature of Que- K VS the minority in Ireland. and I recolleet,

of the Protestant schools would become

vested in the Roman ¢atholic board of the Coun- :

cil of Education. that is to say, practically in the & me |
; rights of the minority as well as of the majoriiv

hands of the Ronan (latholic bishops. If such
legislation were to be enacted by the legislature
of Quebee, is there a man to say that it would
not be a most infamous act of tyranny ? Sir,
if to-morrow such a2 law were enacted, the first
thing that the Protestant population would do
would be to come before this Government and
ask this Government, in virtue of the powers
vested in it by the constitution, to abolish at
once the obnoxious and tyrannical legislation.
If the Protestant population were to come and
represent to the Government that their schools,
the Protestant schools, had been placed under
the management of the Roman Catholic bishops
of the province, I say that every man in this
House, be he Protestant or Catholic, would at
once call on the Government to aholish the law
and to pass the remedial legislation to the Pro-
testant minority.

The hon. member for North Simcoe has also
spoken on the subject of minorities. I re-
member one occasion, when he was not feed,
when he was an independent member of this
Parliament. I remember his eloquence.
which he has certainly never equalled, in
connection with the school question. when
he considered the Protestant minority of
Quehec were being subjected to coercion at

Sir CHHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.

The minority in that case

in 1886, the hon. gentleman waxing eloquent

(in their interest, when he said :

While I am in favour of a fair and reasonable
scheme for Home Rule which shall sccure 1the

of the people of Ireland, I am not in favour, and
I do not believe that the majority of the peoyle

' of Capada are in favour, of handing the minority

over to thie majority.

That is in Ireland, with which he has no-
thing to do. But we have here a minority
with which he has everything to do. as «
(Canadian, towards which he has a duty to
perform, and yet he insists that they shall
be handed over to the majority. There was
another case in which he acted for a minor-
ity. and for which he was paid. It was the
case of the Streams Bill, and the minority
consisted of only one. There, Mr. Speaker,
the hon. gentleman raised his voice loud aud
long in this House on behalf of federal in-
terference, of coercion., and everything else,
so long as it would be to the advantage of
his eclient. I have no doubt he was right
on that occasion but still it looks odd to see
him linked with the leader of the Opposition
now, insisting that interference with the
majority is coercion. even if the interference
be to prevent the oppression of the minority
by that majority. XNow, the leader of the
Opposition says. that hefore interference,
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which he calls coercion—that is the latest
term—there must be a full ioquiry, all;
means of conciliation must be exhausted,
and it must be a last resort. Well, Sir,
from 1890 to 1896 the minority have rested :
quiet. They have been knocking at these
doors for justice and action. When does'’
the hon. gentleinan propose to act ? Is

there nothing definite ? Are hon. gentlemen

opposite to go into the next campaign with ;
no linmit of time as to his policy ? Take his :
fiscal policy on the trade question. The
leader of the Opposition says, that within:
forty years lLe proposes to bring it about.:
That is definite. ‘When does he propose to!
bring about the rectification of the position ;
of the minority, and give them justice ? In
the one case it is a matter of time, iu the
other of eternity ;
of free trade. but an absolutely indefinite

Manitoba, except tliat it is to be after the
general elections. Inquiry ?
does the hon. gentleman seriously ask for ?

Catholics are in regard to this question of
religion ? Did the judges of the Privy Couun-

c¢il prove false to their trust and make a.

great error in what they Iaid down, without
cquivocation, as an absolute certainty, which
wis well known and of common notoriety.
in regard to these prejudices ? Why, Sir, if
we have erred at all, it has been in connee-
tion with the carveful inquiry, and the care-
ful investigation, and the constant thresh-
ing out this case has undergone. If we have
erred at all, it is because the delay has been
tan long., I say. that the position of the
minovity is in a sense splendid ; they have
suflered, suffered grievously, and yet all
they are asking is, that the law of the laud.
as mterpreted by the highest judicial au-
thority in the Empire, be enforced in th-
regular and proper manner. lLet me run
through a chronological statement of the
question, a large part of it taken from the
book of Mr. Ewart, which will shorten the
time. For instance, in July, 1892, the d.-
cision in the Barrett case was given. In
November, petitions of the Catholic minor-
ity to the Governor General were presented
In 1893, on 22nd January, argument
fixed. The Manitoba government refused to
appear, and only the representative of the
minority addressed the Governor in Council.

On 22nd February, the Dominion Order in:
Council was adopted, and this was a part:

of it:

The committee therefore advise that a case

be prepared on this subject, in accordance with .

the provisions of the Act, 54-55 Vic., chapter 25,
and they recommend that if this report be ap-
proved a copy thereof be transmitted by tele-
graph to His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor
of Manitoba, and to John S. Ewart, counsel for
the petitioners, in ordegr that if they be so dis-
posed the government of Manitoba, and the said
counsel, may offer suggestions as to the prepara-
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. - Supreme Court
forty years in the case:

What inquiry '

: Manitoba
‘(Government on behalf of the Roman (‘atho-
“lic minority of Manitoba, complaining of the

Was

702

‘mon of such a case, 2ad as to the ques:ions
| wvhich shuld be ¢mbraced therein,

On Sth July, 1893. no reply having been re-
tceived from the Manitoba government., and
"'no suggestions as to the form ot the case
.to be referred, having beén made on its he-
half, the draft case was approved :

The Minister recommends that the case as
lamended copy of which is herewith submitted,
' be approved by Your Excellency, and that copies
i thereof be submitted to the Lieutenant-Governor
‘ of Manitoba, and to Mr. Ewart, with the infor-
! mation that the same is the case which it is pro-
i posed to refer to the Supreme Court of Canada
! touching the statutes and memorials above re-
' ferred to.

%In October, the case was argued betfove the
at Ottawa. Mr. Wade ap-

peared as counsel on behalf of the province

‘of Manitoba, but declined to avgue the ease;
time in regard to justice to the minority in -,

and the court requested Mr. Christopher
Robinson, Q.C.. to argue in the intevest of
Manitoba. Now, I call particularly the at-

‘tention of the House to n document that has

Does he ask, that we shall ascertain by evi-' qlready been alluded to, but which 1

dence on oath what the prejudices of Roman -

ven-
ture now to put on record, and ihat is ihe

‘Order in Council approved by His lixcel-

leney the Governor Geneml, datedd 2ith
July, 1894. It is a communication v the
government from the Dominicn

law of 1890. and praying for relief. That
Order in Couucil set out with considerable
fulness the grievances complained of by the
minority. and it was communicated. .uuug
with a copy of the memorial itself, by the
authorities at Ottawa to those of M wnitoba.

From the concluding paragraph of that
order. [ squote the following extract :—

The statements contained in this memorial are
matters of the deepest concern and solicitude in
the interasts of the Dominion at large, and it is
a matter of the utmost importance to the people
of Canada that the laws which prevail in any
portion of the Dominion should not be such as
o oceasion complaint of up[lo-~.u'l cr injustie
io uny cless or portion of the people, but should
e reecgnized as estallishing  perfect  frecdom
and equality, especially in all matters relating
to religion and to religious belief and practice,
“and the committee, therefore. humbly advise
that Your Excellency may join with them in
. expressing the most earnest hane that the legis-
lature of Manitoba may take into consideration
_at the earliest possible moment, the complaints
. which are set forth in this petition. and which
are said to create dissatisfaction among the
Roman Catholics, not only in Manitoba, but
ilikewise throughout <Canada, and 1Mmay take
| speedy measures to give redress in all the mat-
! ters in relation to which any well-founded com-
" plaint or grievance be ascertained to exist.

.That I call an order of conciliation. that I
ceaal a request as cordiail and kindly as could
-he made by one government to another, to
‘give full, ample and fair consideration to
:those representations. HFew was that treat-
fe@ ? We are continually charged with ct-
 ing harshly ; but that document was never,
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1 believee, 1o this day 1aid by the government
of Manitoha betore the jegistiture of that
provines, or hzg never bheen brought before
them properly.  Now, what further? On
20th January, 1895, the Privy Counal’s sec-
ond decision was given. On 14th February,
the Manitoha legislyure met.  The Domin-
inn Govermnent's coinmunicition was never
Inid before the legislhare.  The Lieutenant-
Governor's speech at the openiug of  the
legislatnre consained this clause :

\Whether or not a demand will be made by the
Foideral Governinent that that  Aet shall be
maedifioed, * * * ® It not tie in-
tention of my government in any way to recede
from its determination to uphold the present
systeni.

is

[COMMONS]

n)‘

04

Manitoba desived in order to hear 1estimony
and argument.  The hon. gentlemnan went
upon the statutes of 1871 and the subse-
quent statutes up to 1890, and including 1549,

~and on those I am prepared to go, amwl on

That was in 1890, ax late as 41h ifebrnary @

and the resclution carried iu that legislarure
was:

That this House will, by all constitutional
means, and to the utmost extent of its power,
resist any steps which may be taken to attack
the school svstem establish«d by the  Public
School Act of 1S90.

That was detinite enough, perhaps, har the
counsel for Manitoba, the hon. member for
Simcoe, came before the Privy Council on
4th March for a further hearing of the case
of the minority, and tiere told us, in unmis-
takable language. that he was appearing.
practically, out of politeness, to convince us
that we ought not to pass an order, but ad-
mitting., that. it we did do it, uo attention
would be paid to ir, 1that it would not have
any offecr. If that siarement is challenged,
I will gzive the hon gentleman’s  Lin-
cigire 3 If it is not, 1 will pass it by, but 1
think that is a fair siatement of his josi-
tion, There was an adjournment made,

“We ook another step,

those T siand io-day.

Then we had the remedial order.  The
hon. member for North Simcoe (Mr. McCar-
thy), couvsel for Manitoba, stated that if
we adopted the remedial order we were
bound to do whar we are doing now. to
bring dewn legislation. and press it through.
The remedial ocrder was adopted in March.
and in June the reply of the Manitoba gov-
ernment was received, which, among other
things, siated .

We are tlerefore compelled o respectiully
state to Your Exccllepey in Council chat we
cannot accept the respensibility of carrying inzu
cffect the terms of the remedial order.

The leader of the

' Opposition ouglit to have been gallant and
“renerous cnough in a erisis of this Kind 0

have given us full eredit for it, for we riskedd
the contidence of our party at the by-elec-
tious, when for the sake of peace. harmony
and a settlement, we went further on the
lines of conciliation, and adopted a further
order in last July te remove any impression
what we wanted the Manitoba legislature to
carry out, on hard and fast lines, in east-
iron terms or to the Ietter avd word of
the remedial ordev. The conciliatory des-

-patch sent to the Manitoba governnient in

mark you., Mr. Speaker. on that oceasion,

to suit the counsel's convenience so far as
we could possibly do it. In conclading his
argument, the hon. member for Simeoe. the
counsel for the government of Maaitoba,
said ¢

In conclusion I beg to thank the Counci for
your patient and attentive hearing. I certainly
cannot complain of any want of attention and
of respect for the gentlemen whceim 1 repres:2nt
—and I shall take care so to report to them ;
and whatever effect may be given to my argu-
ments, they have had at the hands of this
Council a most attentive hearing, and I thank
you for your kindness in that regard.

It is a Jittle Lite io zet up this suppesed
gricvance on the part of the government of
Manitoba as to the manner in which they
were treated. No cne can look over the
record without sceing that if they had cvi-
dence of facts they dexired to present, therve
was :dabundant opportuniiy to present them,
or that having asksd direetly or through
counsel that cortain facts should be sub-
mitted. the tribuaal called on ro investigate
them ever made a refusal. I was a1 member
of that board., and I think the bhoard was
prepared to sit as long as the counsel for

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.

July. 1895, concludes :

I+ by no means follows that it is the duty of
the IFederal Government to insist that provincial
legislation. to be mutually satisfactory, should
follow the exact lines of this order,—that is the
remedial order. It is hoped. however, that a
iniddle course will commend itself to the local
authorities, that federal action may become un-
necessary.

That document wig sent 27th July., 1893,
and wkhken was ir answered ? The Manitoba
government knew we were bound., as hon-
oursible men, to cail Parliniment not later
than the 2nd Januavy, 1896, that our nminds
st be made up before that time. that
the only period in which negotiations could
possibly be earried out was from July until
D)ecember, but not one line, not one seratch
of the pen, not a hint or a word came from
tne goverunment of Manitoba in auswer to
titat despatch oi conciliation until two days
Lhefore Darlinment met.

Mr. MULOCK. When did their legisla-
ture meet ?

sSir CHARLES HIBEBERT TUPPER. |1
care not when they met, for the purpo-e of
iy argument.

Mr. MULOCK. Of course not.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUI'PER. 1
care not when it met. The government
could have called tife legislature togerher,
if they were in earnest they could have
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done something exceptional, as we are doing
now, for we are doing something without
precedent, of which we are not ashamed.

and for which we take full responsibility. .
We desire to settle this question locally if
we can, but if not, we are prepared to settle :

it on the floor of this Parliament, where the
jurisdiction now exists. That reply from the
Manitoba government, dated 21st
ber, reached here two days before the meet-

ing of this 1Touse—and that fact will answer - hon. genueman traced the history of i1hat

" elause,

the hon. gzentleman who interrupted me as
to when their legislature met. 1t is to this
effect .

It is thereforz rezommended that, <o far
the goverrment of Manitoba is concerned, the
proposal to establish systelnn of  Sepstrate
schools, in any form, be positively and definitely
rejeeied.

Mr. MULOCK. Read all the answer.

Sir CIHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
is enough for me.

Sovte hou. MEMBERNS.,

Sir CHARLES HHIBBERT TUPEPER. That
is enough for any man who is not a quibbler.

it is enough for any man who understaunds
the Queen’s Euglish—that a separate sciol

a

That

Oh, oh,
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tleman traced the history of the appellat
in the Canadian <onstitution, and
showed that thix clause was 1o protect not
the ante-union rights of the provinee, not
merely the ante-union rights of the Protesi-
ants of the pgovince of Quebee, but, as he
peinted out. the very vialuable and import-
ant post-union rights of the province of Que-
bee, obtitined not merely in 1869, as somee
people think, but under later statutes. The

amd for what purpese ¥ Let hon.

-members read the hon, gentleman’s speech,
delivered in 1893, and they will xee that

as .

there was much in the conclusion whien
the hon, member for Guysbore® 1 Mr. Fraser
stated in Antigonish, that no man could
read that speech withour coming to the eon-

“elusion that the sympathies of the leader
“of the Opposition were with the Catholie

Sminority.

S 1She,

The Roman Carholie minority in
Manitoba have had sympathy from 189 o
and now they waut action. They

“want it in the same direction that [ would
“bhe willing to go as regards the Protestants

cof Quehee

cand I could make it absolutely

celear that the interests of the Protestants
cof OQuebee are materially involved in this

system in any form would not be aceept-.

able to them. ‘ '
Governuient now, but as a member of the
Government then, and as a member of Par-

I am not a memher of the

linment now. this, to my mind, was definite

and conclusive. 1t barved the deoor to fur-
ther negotiations. 1 do not say
as regards what has happened since. There
uever has been a disinclination to meet the
Manitoba government half way, but when
we are told that legislation based on the re-
medial order shiould not be passed, we must

anything ; ! C
Sdie claiu,

issue. I am unable to understand the posi-
tion taken by those who are opposed to this
proposed remedial legislation, and who are
ver jealous of the rights of the Protestans
nlinority in Quebec. EFow do they act?
Fhey say to tie I'rotestants of Quehec:
You necd not be alarmed. It we deny the
so-called rights to Manitoba, it is a Cathe-
it is a half-breed claim. and in-

“volves rights belonging to small portions
_of the population. You in Quebec nced not

«wcall the lines Liid down by the fathers of : ¢ . enaia 1
o P i ; richts ¢ but the minority in Manitoba eannot

coifederation and sy the able leaders wio
guided the destiuies of the Reform aud Con-
servative parties in this House down tc 112
present day.

I deny that this is 2 Roman Catholic qucs-
tion. 1 have visited the Orange county of
Cardwell, the Catholic constituency of An-
ticonish ; I have spoken in open day.
I have canvassed this issue on the pub-
lic platform, and my argument in ep.ch
and every place was the same. 1 repre-
sent as strong a Protestant county as ex-
ists in Canada at the present moment, hut
1 have never considered this is a1 «uestion
which appeals only to Roman Catholic sym-
pathies and feelings. Directly the appeal
comes from them, for the Catholics happen
to be iu the gap at the present time. they
happen to be oppressed, to be coerced. to
be standing hegging for their rights that
have been decided upon by the highest tri-
bunal in the Empire. But the question to
my mind, involves, as the leader of the Op-
position has pointed out in past years, the
rizhts of the Protestants of the province
of Quebec. In 1893, in far more terse lan-
guage than 1 can command, the  hon. gen-

i be afraid—a solami compact has heen mad:

with you. the minority in Quebec ; the At
of 1867 is a splendid protection to your

et the protection of the courts, and we pio-
pase that they shall not get the proteection
of thiz Parlinment. T think that argument
is unworthy of hon. gentlemen who used
it. I+ has been applied by the hon. mem-
ber for Winnipeg (M, Marvtin), by ilie hon,
member for Queen’s, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies),
and by other hon. members opposed to the
proposed legislation. but their arguments are
answered by the declaration of their leader

in IS5, who dwelt upon the rights that
had becen acquired since 1869, rights re-

specting the proper distribution of the gov-
cromant ¢grants for the Protestant schools,
and rights under which a Protestant board
is constituted for the management of the
public schools. And, if further testimony
be required—and T do not go to the minuter
history, although I should like to refer to
{the Protestant teachers’ petition and to Sir
Alexander Galt's position, of which mention
has been made in this debate—yet it is
brought out, that Sir A. Galt was asking for
this protection, not for the Protestant popu-
lotion merely, but for what he was pleased
to call the British population of the province



of Quenec. 1 will refer briefly to the ** Man-
ual of the Nchool Law and Regulations of
the provinece of Quebee, together with an
Outline c¢f School Organization for the use

of Candidates for Teachers’ Diplomas, under
Commit- !

the Regulation of the I'rotggtant
tee  prepared by Rev. E. I, Rexford, Rec-
tor of the High School, Montreal, and for-
merly secretary of the Department of IPub-
lic Iustruction.
much is involved to the Protestants of Que-

bee, and how happily it is, that we can get :
on a broader plane than that of acting for:

one sect or the other, and that we can stand
up, as I believe we are standing up. for mi-
nerities of all the provinces, whether that
minority be
Catholic.
Since confederation a number of
amendments have been made to our educational
law. * * *
In 1869 a law concerning education was passed
by the new legislature of Quebec, which con-
tained scveral important provisions. These
were adopted after numerous consultations be-
tween leading representatives of the Protestant

minority and the Government of the day. Awnong '

other things it provided that the Council of
Public lnstruction should be composed of four-
tecn Roman Catholies and seven
and that these
tees of the Couneil for the consideration of
matters pertaining to schools of their own faith.
These committees could not take any formal
action, however, cxcept through the Council.
It also provided that grants for superior educa-
tion should be divided between the Roman Ca-

tholic and I'rotestant institutions accerding to:

the Ro:nan Catholic and Protestant population of
the province.
privileges of dissentients in
and established the present system of the divi-

sicn of school taxes upon incorporated companies -

majority in a

number of
*

bhetween the minority and the
municipality in proportion to the
children attending their respective schools.*

In 1576 another important educational measure
was passed by the legislature. This
vided (1) that the Roman Catholic bishops of the
proviunce should be ex-officic members of the
Couneil of Public Iastruction ; (2) that one-third
of the Council should be Protestin:; and (3)
that each of the two commititers of the Council
should have the power of separate and inde-
pendent actien in reference to all matters whickh
concern the educational work under their respac-
iive control. This was a most important pro-
vision.
own chairman and secretary, and conducts its
business as an independent council. Upon the

reconimendiation of Ruman Catholic or Protestant -

committee, as the case may be, professors of
normal schools, school inspectors. members of
the Board of Examiners, and the secrciaries of
the Department of Public Instruction, are ap-
pointed by the Government. By placing the
choice of these officers for Protestant institu-
tions in the hands of the Protestant committee,
an important guarantee has been given tkati
these appcintments will be made in a manner
acceptable to the Protestant minority. And
although it is not stated in the law that one of
the two secretaries of the Department of Public
Instruction shall be a Protestant, this is prac-
tically secured by the method of appointment.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.

(COMMONS]

I will show from that how.

P'rotestant, or whether it be
In this Manual Mr. Rextord says :

important -

Protestants,
two sections should be commit-

The law of 1569 also extended the
several respects, |

Act pro--

Under it, each commitiee appoints its

)

t Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Will the hon. gen-
;tleman permit me to ask him, whether he
. contends that such a board is a right or a
-privilege, within the meaning of the Act ?

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. 1
-certainly tnink so, but whatever I may think
i 1S not of so much importance in the matter.
"That has been threshed out in the debate ;
-but I call to my aid this—and I do it for the
sake of saving considerable time. The lead-
;er of the Opposition, coming from Quebee.
a Catholic; and the Minister of Trade and
Commerce (Mr. Ives), coming from Quebec,
@ Protestant—they both attach the greatest
‘importance to these safeguards that have
been given to the Protesiants of Qucbec
since 1867. 1 ask you, Mr. Speaker. to re-
~member, and I ask, through you. thiz House
to remember, the words of wisdom that fell
from the lips of the old Liberal-Conservative
chieftain, words which, certainly, witli the
majority of his countrymen. did obtaiu suf-
ficiently to make acceptable this compro-
mise with the Cathelic population of Canada.
this  arrangement in  regard to separate
schools.  Early in his days, when ue had
1o fight oun this question in the Protestant
proviones of Ontario battles a good deal hot-
ter than we Lave to ficht now, his  great
Justiticatien for leaving the law as it is, for
even improving it in the line of separate
cschools, was: That, while he would have
preferved a o osystem of general schiools, vet
it was one thing to give a right, or a '[I';ll]-
cehiise 1o the people, aud another thing 1o
take it away. That is the principle. 1 be-
lieve, that was at the bottom of this clause,
which indicates 1o Manitoba, and indicaus
‘1o dll rhe provinces. which indicates. cer-
iniy. o Nouva Sceotia, decording 1o public
opinion theve, that, where they once estab-
lish a separate school system there by law,
there was a real and substantial undermk-
ing. under the Confederation Aet, 1hat they
-should not repeal it. That induces, I be-
ligf\'o. the Protestant majority in my pro-
vizce to work out harmoniously, as they are
\\'4:1:]&13:.: out, their provincial school sy;:i't-m.
without an amendment to the Act. 1If it
were not for that, they would many a time,
[ believe, have amended the Act,‘ but the
fact, that it is to stand there for all time.
h.ns induced them to proceed in what I con-
sider a policy that is not only commendable,
but which reflects ecredit on the intelligence
‘and on the spirit of toleration of the people
'of my native province. As was so eloquent-
11y and brilliantly described by the Minister
of Finance, that, after all, is the policy that
has made the British Empire what she is
to-day. That, for instance, has induced
these people in the Transvaal to submit to
what some of my friends opposite will not
submit to—the judicial tribunals of the
United Kingdom. It is not merely a spirit
o1’ toleration and a spirit of Justice, that is
inculcated in all quarters and in all portions
‘ct the Empire, but it is the fact of recogniz-
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ing, as the great council of the British Em-

pire never now ceases to recognize, that.

they control and have in their hands the
destinies and the welfare of multitudes of
aces and of creeds ; governing India, Af-
rica, America, and the hosts of possessions

that are proud to acknowledge themselves -

under British sway. Toleration is the very
secret of suecess, and the secret of the

greatness of the Empire ; and toleration in-

creases as the years go by, A few years
ago it would have been impossible for the
Lord Chief Justice to he a Reman Catholic,
and sit as Lord Chief Justice in the United
Kingdom. He is there to-day by virtue, not
only of the growth of that spirit of tolera--
tion. but by the very experience that kng-
Ia:ul hasz had in empire governing. A mem-
ber of the late Government in IEngland, one
of th2 most distinguished members of the
1.iberal Administration. was a Roman Caibli-
olte, and before that he was Governor Gen-
ciral of the Empire of India. All this indi-
cirtes plainly and uunmistakably to us, that
the taihers of confederation were wisae in
thcir ceneration. We, in Canada, have Ied
even publie opinion in England, in regard to
reforms and advouncements, as AMr. Dlake
aceurttely pointed our in 1885, when speak-
ine in Edinburgh. I pray God, thar we may

lead them even in the settlement of  this
iquestion. I hope that we will deal with it,
not merely as Canadians, but as British

subjocts, hrought up. as most of our fellow-
subjects have been. with the greatest re-
<pect aud reverence for the decisions of our
judicial tribunals. Little did 1 think., Mr.
Speaker, when reading. as 1 have often read.
the language of one of the men who did so
much for Canada, and whose life was so
unfortunately cut shorr: tiirle did I think.
that his lapguage could be used in regard
to the Roman Catholic leader of a politieal
party in this country, and. least of all. did
I think that the words of this great man
waeuld apply to the present leader of the

Opposition. Thomas D’Avey McGee, having
before him this constitution of ours, and

speaking in a Protestant centre of Ontario,
used the following language. which will
fittingly conclude the obLservations which I
have ventured to address to this House :(—
When United British America will start on its
race with 4,000,000 of a free people in religion
they will be about 55 per cent Protestant to
45 per cent Catholics ; in some localities the
religious minority may be small, and many ap-_
prehend local oppression, but the two great mas-
ses will be too nearly balanc:d to suffer any:
oppression to be long inflicted on the co-relig-:
ionists of elther. Our near equality will be tha:
best guarantee of our mutual tolerance. With:
one half of the constituent power against him,
it is evident that no fanatic, no bigot, troubler
of other men’s consciences, no insulter of other
men's creeds can ever rise to the di-
mensions of a statesman in British America.
The minorities east and west have really noth-
ing to fear beycnd what always existed, local,
irritations produced by ill-disposzd individuals.
‘The strong arm and the long arm of the con-
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tederate power will be extended over then: all,
and woe be tc the wretch on whom that arm
shall have to descend in angor for any viola-
tion of the federal compact.

It being Six o'clock., the Speaker !oft the
Chair.

Afcer Recess.

Mr. MeCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, 1 would be
paying the hon. gentleman who resumed his
seat just before recess a very poor compli-
ment if 1 did not take some notice of the
personal attack with which he opened his
speech, and which ran, more or less, through
his whole address, from beginninge to end.
I confess, Sir, that, remembering that this
sume subject was brought up by that hon.
gentleman when this question was under
discussion in July last, and. remembering,
also, that if he did not know what parlia-
mentary practice was before that discussion,
Lhe ought afterwards to have realized what
it was—if, indeed. he is capable of under-
standing anything—I was somewhar sur-
prised 1o find that in the very laboured liar-
angue which we had the pleasure of listen-
ing to this afternoon, he made that the
burden of his sonz. Now, Sir, I either am.
or am not, violating a rule of this House :
I either am or am not entitled to address
o you and 1o all the members of this House
siel arguments as appear to me to be rele-
vanr o the question under discussion : and
as 1 think that, according to our rules, I am
not out of order, and as the hon. mwember
does not press the matter so far as to com-
plain that 1 am out of order,1 aim unable guite
o grasp the importance he attaclies to the
position [ hold. If, indeed, he means to say
that T now believe Maniteba should not be
coerced because of the position I have occu-
pivd as counsel for that province on two dit-
ferent occasious, I can understand his argu-
ment,  If he does not mean ro say that,
fail to appreciate its forece.  On this per-
sonal matter, let me just recapitulate, brief-
y. tie position which I have held. and
which I still hold, with reference to this
and kindred questions. I am blamed, Sir,
because, in 1889, in a speech which 1 made

-at Portage Ia Prairie, I ventured to say that

I thought separate schools in the province
of Manitoba should be abolished. I thought
so then ; I think so still ; but if 1 said so

‘in 1889, and if that was my conviction then,

I do not know how the fact that in the year
1892 I held a brief for the province of Mani-
toba in the argument of the legal question
hefore the Privy Council could affect, or
has, in any way, affected my opinion. 1
am bound, Sir, as a professional man, to
accept a brief when I am offered it. I have
10 choice ; I am bound by my oath, when a
brief is offered to me, to accept it ; and if
the province of Manitoba thought fit—and
that was the first time, in 1892, that I was
consulted on this matter—to trust me as one
of their counsel with the conduct of the
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argument before the Judicial Comiittee,
can it be honestly said by any member of
this House, or by any person outside of this

House, that my position has been changed |
in the slightest degree by the faet that I

held that brief * Well, Sir. 1 continued. 1
think. consistently, in the course that I had
mapped out for myself in 1889, from that

time onward : and ia 1895 1 was suddenly :

called on by telegram from the Atiorney

General of Manitoba to appear for him at
the investigation. or the so-called investiga-
tion, which took place here in Ottawa be-:

fore the Committee of the Canadian Privy
Council.

the Superintendent of Education in Mani- ;

toba, was engaged in leading the House.

me to come here and appear for the pro-
vinece. and ro do the best 1 could in oppos-
ing the application that was made on be-
half of the Roman Catholic minority for the
-remedial order. I did so. I did it openly
and above bhoard. 1 did not pretend that I
'was not acting as counsel for the province
of Manitoba. I appeared as counsel. I spoke
as counsel. and there was no pretense on
my part thar I was appearing in any other
sense or qualiry than in my professional ca-
pacity. Nosv, if, owing to these circumstan-
ves, T have been obliged to give more atten-
tion to the subject and to master the details
more thoroughly than I otherwise would.
I do not know that that disqualifies me in
any way from taking part in this discussion.
I am not here to detond myself. After
twentry years of publice life, I do not require
10 come here o defead my character, in
either the ome way or the other. If my
position is not as goond as that of the hon.
zentleman or auy of his family who have

assailed me, then I oinust cecupy. according ! .
D3 ¢ i I know, from that which we held here in

to my undersianding, a low position. indeed,
in the publie life of Canada. I am quite
contenft that my follow-conntrymen in all
parts of the Dominion. who have bhad full
opportunity ¢f understanding my conduct,

should place such value npon it and form

such an opinion of it as they think fit ; and
I am quite willing to leave to their judg-
ment the attacks which the hon. gentleman
thought fit to make on me this afternoon.
The law of Parliament is quite well set-
tled, and I shall give you an instance to
show that I have not violated the law of
Parliament, or even committed any impro-
priety. It will be in the recollection of the
members of this House that in the year 1883
or 1889, a special commission was appointed
to investigate the charges made against Mr.
Parncll and his associates. That commission
took evidence and was attended by counsel.
lending counsel of England, on both sides.
That commission reported to the Imperial
Parliament ; and upon the report of the
commission, a motion was made and a re-
solution adopted, passing upon the findings.
Well, Sir, if I am wrong in venturing to

Mr. ;\-‘IcCARTHY.

{COMMONS]

At the time Mr. Sifton. who was .

" speak on il subject of the Manitoba school
; question, so, indeed, must have been Sir
| Charles Russell, the present Chief Justice of
i England. the Attorney General, Sir Richard
" Webster, aud. in fact, every leading counsel
tof the bar in Engluind, because every one of
1 those gentlemen, notwithstanding they were
i employed and actad as counsel con either one
i side or the other. took part in the discussion
-on the motion in the House of Commous
s upon the report of that special commission.
: That was not decimed improper in England:
: that was not deewsed a violation of any rule :
+and it is not a’ violation of any rule of Par-
linment. I do not deny that the hon. gentle-
cman was perfectly within his right and
i privilege in drawing attention to the fact

which was then in session, the Premier, Mr. ; that 1 occupied the position of counsel for

Greenway, being ill in bed. Mr. Sifton urged ;

Manitoba with reference to this aund other
pmatters.  And, so far as rhat circumstance
should appear to detract from any state-
ment or observation I have 10 make. or any
argament I propose to offer, this Ilouse is
quite at liberty to bear it in mind and be
guided in the weight they ought to attach
to my statement and argument, anything
they think proper on that account. So much
for that matter,

It occurred repeatedly. it was the alpla
and omega of the hon. gentleman's address,
It you leave out the attack oun the hon. mem-
ber for North Simcoe (Mr. MceCarthy) and
the introductory attack on the hon. member
for West York (Mr. Wallace), I doubt ir
there is anything to be found in the har-
angue, laboured and tiresome as that was,
to which we listened this atiernoon.

May I say a word on behalf of the hon.
member for West York (Mr. Wallace). who
is not in his place now. and who was not in
his place when the attack was made on
him. The position which he and I occupy
now does not differ in any rvegard. so far as

July last. I was one of those who drew ar-
tention to the fact that I thought the posi-
tion of the hon. member for West York in
the Cabinet or in the Government of the day
was, under the circumstances., unusual, ox-
; traordinary, and called for observation. And
the hou, geutleman who assailed the Lon.
i member for West York it: unmeasured terms
i to-night was then the Minister of the Crown
and the Minister who rose to his feet to
defend the propriety of the position which
the hon. metnber for West York took.

Sir CHARLES IIIBBERT TUPPER.
was all right up tc that date,

Mr. MecCARTHY. Ajl right up to that
date. If yvou will allow me. I will read
what the hon. mwember for West York said
up to that date. and before that date. open-
1y and above board. and what the hon. gen-
tleman must have known if he kept him%éll’
cognizaat of what was occurring in public
life. 'The hon. meniber for West York said
in his address as ¢irand Sovereign of thé
Orange Order :

It
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As you are well aware, the present political
situation has become of grave concern by reason |

of the Manitoba school question.
tell you how anpxiously I have watched this
matter since the day it first arose.
cn the subject have never been concealed.
my addresses to the Orange Association, in my
capacity of Grand Sovereign, as well as my utter-
ances from political platforms, I have taken the
ground that the education of our children should

I need not:

to defend and justify that position. Surely
if the hon. mewmber for West York was
wrong, as, in my humble epinion, he was.

L .in net withdrawing fromn the Government,
My opinions .

In all!

when announcing that his policy in this iwm-
portant matter was diametrically opposed 10
that of the Government, it does not lie in
the mouths of his colleagues—who then ap-

“proved of his remaining in the Cabinet, and

be attained through the medium of public schools, -
and I was pleased when in the important pro-

vince of Manitoba and in our North-west Terri-

populous and prospreous parts of our

Dominion-—legislation was carried looking to the ;
establishment of a common school syvstem free

from sectarianism.

on 1o make some observations about the

hut be concluded in this way :

Without dwelling longer upon this incident,

The hon. member for West York then went : wherein I

ety
letter of Bishop Gravelle, which, not being .189" ’
pertinent to the present matter, I pass over,

endeavoured, no doubt, to have him remain
there as long as possible—to denounce him

. . here in the language wmeted out to him this
tcries—soon, we all fervently hcope, to become:

great ;

afternoon.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Mr,
Speaker, would the hon. gentleman tell mie
assailed the hon. member for
West York for his conduct., until November.
I have no recollection of it.

Mr. McCALRTI1IY. I am beginning to fear,

; Sir, that the hon. gentleman is lopeless,

continued the speaker, let me state to you briefly -
the attitude that I take under the present cir- .

cumstances on this question. The Government
after the last decision of the Judicial Committee

referred the questinn to Manitoba, as provided :
by the constitution, ordering the authorities of -

that province to restore the separate school sys- _preciating the Jdifference between right and

temn in existence prior to 1590. The Manitoba
government, with tae concurrence of the legis-

lature of that province, has declined to do so. but -

at the same time has intimated that if any real

grievances exist on the part of the minority they

will be removed, although still insisting upon
the maintenance unimpaired of the public school
svstem. The Doniinion Government as a con-
sequence has pledged itself before Parliament
and the country to accept the offer of Manitoba
to consider a basis of settlement before the

next meeting of Parliament, and in the event of : : .
“member for Pictou cannot claim, except wh2n

failure, to introduce legislation at the next ses-
<sion of Parliaiccnt. Now, for my own part

I draw the attention of the House to this :
—and I speak under full sense of the responsibility

drmly that I favour the maintenance of a non-
sectarian school system in Manitoba and that if
our coastitution permitted, I would advocate
with the same fervour a similar system through-
out the Dominion. (Applause.) I propose, how-
ever, to await events, rather than to anticipate
those which may never occur. Nor do [ intend
to be led or entrapped into precipitate action

what guarter it may ceme.

He occupied for some little time the posi-
tion of Minister of Justice of this country,
Tle is the author, I believe, of this famous
remedial order, this absolutely hopeless and
indefensible remedial order, and I am he-
vinning to think, the more I xee and hear
of him. that he is actually incapable of ap-

wrong. He says he did net assail the hen.
member for West York until November last.
Ile had not a swvord t¢ say against the hon.
nicinber for Wesr York wien that gentle-
min was denouncing the policy of the Gov-
ernment of which he was a member, speak-
ine on public platfforms against it. doing
all he could to destroy it. But when ti
houn. geutlemap counsistently retired fromn
oflice—-which is ceitainly a virtue the houv.

he brought about the re-entrance of his an-

“cient and venerable parent into publie lire—

then he assails him, and I really am unable

to understand the hon. geatleman’s prin-
of my utterances I have to say frankly but- ¢ = X ]

ciples. If the hon. member for West York
was sincere, as, no doubt, he was, 1 think
he erred only in resigning too Iate rather
than in resigning at all. He sacrificed his
constituency for the time, and I dare say iic
feels it and knows it now, in order to avoid

Csacrificing his party. in order to avold a

neither to the right nor to the left—and in this , It \
. side of the House would do if they steod

position I trust that I shall have not only the
approbation of yourselves but the support of the
great majority of the people of Canada.

I think that the hon. meint:er for West York
(Mr. Wallace) did not, in the slightest de-
gree, conceal that he was opposed, and de-
terminedly opposed, to the remedial policy
of the Govcrnment ; and yet, Sir, that hon.
gentleman was permitted to remain a mem-
ber of that Government, and the hon. mem-
ber who thought proper this afternoon to
assail him inn unmeasured terms, was the
Minister who, at that time, rose to his feet
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Lo - csplit in the parvtyy ranks and injury to his
upon the subjeet by any device, no matter from . ! ! 1 N Jury
Our duty. it seems !

to me, is to adhere resolutely to the main prin-,dSSils my hon. friend from West York ror

ciples—to keep them always in view, SWervingf lla\‘ing’ resigned his pOSitiOI] and de(’iding

friends. But the hon. member for Pictou

to do what the great body of men on this

by their convictions—vote against the policy
and tbe legislation that we have before us
this evening.

My hon. friend for Albert (Mr. Weldon)
is here and can speak for himself. He also
underwent a castigation, if it can be called
so, from the hon. gentleman who formerly
occupied a position which gave him some
standing in this Ilouse, which I am afraid
he cannot hold upon his own merits. I shall
leave the hon. member for Albert to defend
himself from the attack, such as it was.
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which was launched at him by the
member for Pictou.

Now. I really have taken up more time
thau the subject warranted in this prelimin-
ary statemweni. We are engaged here in a
much more serious matter than in consider-
ing the question of the position which 1 have
held or the position which my hon. friend
from West York, or the position my hon.
friend from Albert hasx held. Let me, if 1
cau, draw the House back 10 a consideration
of the importiat measure before us,
fess, Mr., Speaker, 1 cannot answer the
speech of the Lon. member who addressei
us this afternoon. 1 have failed to find a
consecuiive argulpent in it from beginuning
to end. Denunciation there was, abuse there
was ¢ but I defy :@any hon. member of this
House to say. baving listened to that tirade
for two hours, that it contained one soli-
tary argument—ilthough it contained many
statenents, whichi, T suppose, the hon. gen-
tleman mistook for arguments. e attack-
ed the hon, leader of the Opposition as a
Catholie. e wound up his speech by say-
ine that this was a question that was not
cither Catholic or Protestant, it was no:
10 Lo treated as a question pertaining to
the Catholic religion—and in that 1 agree
with Lim—but the lowivden of his attack was
that e (Mr, Lauarier, a Catholie amd a
French Canadian, was opposed to a Reme-
dial Bl which was propesed an hehnlf of
Lis co-rehigionists and compatriois. These
positions can hardly be reconciled. 1or ecan
they be treated as consistent.

What is our poasition here to-nizhy ?
person in the course of this Jdebate has
pretended to say that this Parllament is
not clothed with jurisdiction to pnss a Re-
medial Bill. I do not wish to be understood
as saying that we have jurisdietion to pass

hon. ;
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ed, has been wantonly disregarded. Other-

“wise, there is no fitting oceasion for ocur in-

terfering against the provinee itseld. The
hon, gentleman (Mr. Foster) wio address-
ed us on I'viday afternoon, and who, 1if Le
will permit me to say—Il doe not wish 1o
make him blush—bhas made the only ~pecch
worthy ot the oceasion which has bheen

“made from his side of the House, certainly

1 con-.

impose @ system of separate schools,

presented the case in a way which, it the
facts and the civeumstances stated by him
can be velied upon. would lead 1o the eon-
clusion which he asked the House 10 draw ;
but he will pardon me if 1 ain unable to
aceept these racts; and he will excuse wme
it T point out how he erred. Awd I think
that Ins owmn good sense and fair-minded-
ness would lead him to say that it he bad
known how far he bad been led astray with
reganrd to the facts and the history of the
case, hie would not have been found ad-
dressing the Housze in the language he used
on Friday afternoon,  Ile toldl as that sepa-
rate schools had nothing o Jdo with the
case.  The hon. gentleman, the vouthful
member who addressed us ihis afternoon
told us that that was the only subjeer be-
fore us, He accepted my stuiiement before
the conmmuitiee, 1 said thar that was the
primary question, that first we wust con-
sider whether or not we onght to adopt and
The

smore astute leader brushed that aside and

Hix open-
We have

told us that it was a side issue.
ing remarks were to the effecr :

‘nothing to do with separate schools ; that

No |

wis settled long <incee ; seitled at confedera-
tion, settled when Manitoba entered the

“union ; it is embedded in bed-rock of the con-

-it.

the Bill which iins been subniitted to us— .

that is a vastly different thing., But tha
we hiave a right to pass a Remedial Bill in
the terms of the remedial order and in tul
filment of the remedial order. no person
who understands the subjeet will for a mo-
mont deny.

that right ? education ix

The subject of

But how comes it that we have-

not one that bhelongs to this Parliament—

not primarily, at all events. The subject of
education has, very properly, been commit-
ted to the local legislatures. and that subjeet
is one which is to be dealt with, :@wnd pro-

perly dealt with, by these provincial assem- !

blies. That they do deal with it, under cer- ! !
;Tederation, or rather a compact at confed-

tain restrictions and certain limitations. is
undoubted. That under certain circumstan-
ces aud on certain events happening—which

bave happened in this case—this Parliamenrt ;
i tered

has power to intervene, is also unquestion-
ed. But what we have to remember is that
primarily the duty and respomnsibility with
reference to the subject of education belongs
to the local legisliture of the province of
Manitoba, and before we Interfere we have
to be satisfied that that duty and that re-
spousibility has not been properly discharg-

Mr. McCARTHY.

stitution, and we have nothing to do with
Now, after the character attributed to
the speech of this afternoon, 1 cannot ask
the House to accept the stiitement of the
hon. member for Pictoun as completely de-
stroying the argument of the hon, Min-
ister of Finance. It would be a sinple wiat-
ter for me to put one speech agninst the
other, and point out how voth cannot stand
and ask the Hcuse to accept the latter.

But I feel it would be trifling with the
House, under all circumstances, if I did

not give some reason fer saying that, in
that particular, at all events, the gentleman
who last addressed us was right, and the
len. Minister of Finance was wrong. We
are told, Sir, that the rcason of this was
that there were compacts—compacts at con-

eration and a compact when the Manitoba
constitution was passed. A compact at
confederation—a compact, we are told, en-
into on Dbehalf of the Pro-
testants of the province of Quebec, & com-
pact without which confederation would
have been impossible, a compact, to use his
own language, which was the sine qua non
of the scheme of confederation. Has the
hon. gentleman dived no deeper than Mr.
Bwart's little pamphlet in making these
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statements * I find that every quotation b

made, every statement he made, was to be

found in this little document of Mr, Ewarts.
written in answer to Mr. Wade's pamphlet.
He is a Minister of the Crown leading this

House. or was leading this House a little -

while ago ; but the source of his information
is this skit of Mr. Ewart's in answer to a
pamphlet put forth by Mr. Wade on behalf
of the Manitoba school system. Not oune
solitary quotation, not one =solitary starte-
ment, did the hon. gentleman favour the
House with that was not to be found, and is

not now to be read, in the pamphlei to whieh .

1 refer. issued by Mr. Ewart in reply to Mr.
Wade. No wonder. under these
stances, that the hon. gentleman has goue
very far afield. no wonder that his asserted
rfacts and circumstances are unot reliable,
o wonder  that  the  statements

which he based his argument are
statements  which  we  can  trust,

let me point out the reason why.

trime of cenfederation. had insistod on these
clauses in the Confederation  Aet. 1

under. We, who had lived throush con.ede-
ration, who ought to have known sonetinng
about it. were told that that statemeni was
utterly anreliable, and that in point oi fact

these limmitations on the power of prov:iices.
in reference to education, had beeu insisted

upon by the I'rotestants of the provinee of
Quebee. 1 do not think I misrepresent the
hon. gentleman, I think I am fairly rejeat-
ing the arguments and the sta:emenis that
he made. Well. Sir, nothing could be fur-
ther from the truth ; and let me prove it to
him. let me show to him that, if it makes
the slightest difference. he was making
very grave error. Nir. when this question of
confederation was dealt with, as we all
know, it first came up at a conterence helid
in the city of Quebec. At that conference
there were representatives from the old
Canadas, from the provinces of New Bruns-

wick. Nova Scotia. Prince Edward lsland. -

and the colony of Newfoundland. Certain
resolutions were agreed to at that confer-

ence. and amongst them a resolution on the
Let us see what 1t-

subject of education.
was. It fell to Mr. Mowat to move as fol-
lows :(—

That it shall be competent for the local legis-
lature to make laws respecting first, agriculture ;
second, education.

Mr. D’Arcy McGee, whom, perhaps, the hon.
Minister of Finance had not heard of, but
who really was not a Protestant, nor was he
a representative from the province of On-
tario, moved, and it was adopted :

Saving the rights and privileges which the
the Protestant or Catholic minority in both
Canadas may possess as to denominational
schools a2t the time when the constitutional Act
comes into operation.
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circum- -

upou -
not .
But :
He com-'’
menced by telling us that it was a great mis-*
tuke to suppose that the Catholies, at the

was
a4 delusion that we had all been labouring -

Now., we know perfectly well the history
of the Separate School Act in the provingce
of Ontario. In 1863 when the Sandficld-
Macdonald Government., I think the Mace-
donald-Sicotte Governmeunt, was in power,
an amendment had been made which praeti-
cally gave the Roman Catholics the separate
schools system as they have it to-day. That
law was carried by a majority of the pro-
vince of Quebec; and in one year afier-
wirds Mr. D'Arcy MceGee a leading Roman
Catholic. not representing Ontario. but then
representing one of the divisions of the city
of Montreal. if my information is corveet,
»vho was present in the conference, in order
that this law should not be changed, in order
that this law which has been imposed upon
the province against its will, should not be
repeitled, introduced a stipulation insisting,
not on behalf of the I'rotestanis but on be-
half of the Roman Catholics ol the provinee
of Qntario. that the provincial legislature
then about to be ereated under the Confede-
ration Act, should have power over eduaca-
tion. ** saving the rights aud privileges which
the Protestant or Catholie minorities in both
Candas may possess as to denominational
schools at ihe timie when the cvonstitutional
Act comes into operation.” ‘I'he hon. Min-
ister of Finance was thevefore wrong when
he told us that it was in the interest of the
Protestants, and not of the (atholies. that
this legislation was imposed. The hou. gwen-
tleman erred there. 1 think he will adnit,
he had not gone deep enough, had not quite
mastered his subject ; beceause 1 am quite
cortain the howu, Minister ix incapable of mis-
representing a thing to us here, or that he
kKuew he was making a statement which was
not in accordance with the facts. Well, Nir,
what happened ? Why, it was pictured o us
chat John Sandiield Macdonald, a Cathiolice.
aad insisted. against the will of the Proves-
tants of the province of Quebee, in expung-
ing the guarantee and the provision which
the Protestants insisted upon ; and the veso-
lution of Mr. Sandfield Macdonald was actu-
ally read in support of that. Sir. it is hardly
credible, it is havd to understand, that a sen-
tleman occupying the distinguished position
of Finance Minister should have either
wantonly or carelessly—I won't suggest any-
thing else—have made such a misrepresenta-
i tion to us of the position of affairs at that
“time. Why, Sir, the resolutions as they
were submitted to Parliament, were the
i Quebec resolutions. The Quebec resolutions
; contained a clause with regard to education.
as I have mentioned it to you, with the sav-
ing clause introduced by Mr. D’Arcy McGee.
These resolutions came before the Canadian
Parliament ; these resolutions were adopt-
ed, and at the time they were afopted. the
clauses upon which the question turns uere
this evening. and upon which we have to de-
termine with regard to the rights of Mani-
toba. are not to be found, had not been
thought of, and were not introduced. What
Mr. Sandfield Macdonald said. and what I
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think we will all agree with, was this: As
a Romuan Catholie 1 do not wanr any limita-
tion upon the powers of my province., 1 am
willitg as a1 Roman Catholic to allow the
provinee from wiich 1 eome, and to which 1
Lelnng. to have full aud complete authority
in the matter of education. as in every other
vespeer ¢ oamd Fowarn the Hlouse--amd, Nis
his words are prophetic. and it there was
anything required to bear testimony to the
foresizht of that  distinguished  statesnuin,
vou tind it in the passage which T am abonr,
with your permission, to read on this very
question. e said :

1 need only mniention that T have no desire that
the rights of the Roman Catholic minority of
Upper Canada shall he abridged. nor that the
rights and privileges of any other denomination
<should be interfersd with in any respect @ but
T wish hon. members to bear in wmind that the
experience we have bad in this country, not to
allude to that of the neighbouring states. proves,
that a denial ef the right of the majority to
lerriclaie o any  giv.n maiter. bas always il
to grave consequences. I need only mention
the Clergy Reserve question. This, it must be
recollect>1, was fortidden to be legislated upon
by the Union Act : yet it was the cause of fierce
strife and legislation for many years. The ori-
ginal constitution of the United States prohibited
the question of slavery from being interfered
with by Congress ; yet an agitation for its sup-
pression was early commenpnced, and has at last

terminated in civil war. The agitation of the
t'lergy Reserve question produced a rebellion

in Upper Canada. I say, that by making a con-
sritutional restriction in respect to the schools
of the minority, we are sowing the seeds from
which will in the end arise a serious conflict,
unless the constitution be amended. The minor-
ity will be quite safe on a question relating to
their faith and their education in a colony under
the sway of the British Crown : but if you ex-
pressly withdraw that question from the control
of the majority, the rights of the minority wili
not ho zafe in either section of the province if
yvou disctrust the action of the majority.

Aud so on. Thea he moved. that the tollow-
ing words be added to the original motion :—

And tbat it be an instruction to the said com-
mittee to consider whether epy constituiional
restriction which shall exclude from the local
legislature of Upper Canada th~ entirs control
and direction of education, suhject orly to the

approval or disproval of the general Parliament

is not calculated to create widespread dissatis-

faction. and tend to foster and create jealousy :

and strife hetween the various religicis bodies
in that section of the province.

That is what John Sandfield Macdonald was
Aoing : he was expunging the clause which
D'Avey MceGee had inserted. which he had
inserted for the protection, not of the Pro-
testants of the province of Quebec, but of
the Roman Catholic minority in Ontario ;
and Mr. Mackenzie, whose speech was also
referred to, opposed &his resolution; and
why 7 He said : You, Sandfield Macdonald.
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up this question here : and. although I am
ot in favour of a separate school system and
of limitation on the part of the provinres,
vet I prefer to adopt that sooner than the
scheme of confederation should come to an
oend. What he said was in these words @

1t the hon. member for Cornwall (Hon. J. S.
Macdonald) had shown the same zeal against the
soparate school system when he had the power
to brovent l-gislaticn on that subject, he would
have saved himself and the party which kepr
him in power some trouble. It seerms curious
that he who was so anxious t¢ promuote the
separate school system thoen should now bho anxi-
ous in quite another direction.

FFurther on, he said :

I formerly stated that 1 thoughs ihe separate
school system would not preve very disastrous
it it went no further. [ do not now think they
will do much harm if they remain in the same
porsition as at present. and therefore, ‘hough
I amn against the separate school system, I am
willing to aceept thiz confederation even though

it porpedaates 